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Date:         Thu, 2 Jan 2003 15:20:06 -0800

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

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

From:         "Manuel, Francis" <FManuel@COH.ORG>

Subject:      Select Agent Registration

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2B2B5.03E430CA"

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_01C2B2B5.03E430CA

Content-Type: text/plain;

 charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dear Colleagues,

I have a question regarding the new select agent registration requirements.

The HHS and the USDA required notification of any possessions of select

agents or toxins and of any "High Consequence Livestock Pathogens," as

required by the Public Health Security and Bioterrorism Preparedness Act.

I understand that any entity that possesses, uses, or transfers any select

agents or toxins must be registered with the HHS or USDA. Is the

notification of possession sufficient for the time being? When should a

facility initiate the registration process, should a facility wait until

February 7, 2003?

Francis Manuel

Biological Safety Specialist

Occupational Safety and Health Department

x63465

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

This message and any attachments are intended solely for the use of the

individual or entity to which they are addressed. This communication may contain

information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under

applicable law. If the reader of this communication is not the intended

recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to

the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,

distribution or copying of the communication is strictly prohibited. If you

received the communication in error, please notify us immediately by replying to

this message and then deleting the message and any accompanying files from your

system. CONFIDENTIAL.
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Date:         Fri, 3 Jan 2003 08:28:40 -0600

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

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

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Select Agent Registration

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_00DE_01C2B302.1E6F1CA0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_00DE_01C2B302.1E6F1CA0

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Select Agent RegistrationFrom the Regulations, I made the following time =

line for compliance and implementation: The dates are deadlines in the =

year 2003:

Feb. 7  All sections of regulations relating to purpose and scope, =

prohibitions, listed agents/toxins/pathogens and exemptions, RO, safety& =

emergency response (incl. training), records, inspections, notification =

of theft/loss/release, penalties, appeals

Mar. 12  Application due, certifying compliance with effective sections =

and that the applications for DOJ review for entity and RO are =

submitted, Transfer Provisions in effect

April 12  Application for DOJ review for individuals submitted, Entity =

and RO review completed by DOJ

June 12  Individual DOJ review complete, Security Plan development =

complete

Sept. 12  Security Plan implemented, Training for security provisions =

completed.

Nov. 12  Full compliance required, Registration section effective

Mike Durham

LSU

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

  From: A Biosafety Discussion List

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2003 5:20 PM

  Subject: Select Agent Registration

  Dear Colleagues,

  I have a question regarding the new select agent registration =

requirements. The HHS and the USDA required notification of any =

possessions of select agents or toxins and of any "High Consequence =

Livestock Pathogens," as required by the Public Health Security and =

Bioterrorism Preparedness Act.

  I understand that any entity that possesses, uses, or transfers any =

select agents or toxins must be registered with the HHS or USDA. Is the =

notification of possession sufficient for the time being? When should a =

facility initiate the registration process, should a facility wait until =

February 7, 2003?

  Francis Manuel

  Biological Safety Specialist

  Occupational Safety and Health Department

  x63465

           From the Regulations, I made the following time line for 

            compliance and implementation: The dates are deadlines in the 

            year 2003:

            Feb. 7  All sections of regulations relating to purpose and 

            scope, prohibitions, listed agents/toxins/pathogens and 

            exemptions, RO, safety& emergency = response (incl. training), 

            records, inspections, notification of = theft/loss/release, 

            penalties, appeals

            Mar. 12 =  Application due, certifying compliance with effective 

            sections and that the = applications for DOJ review for entity 

            and RO are = submitted, Transfer Provisions in effect

            April 12  Application for DOJ = review for individuals submitted, 

            Entity and RO review completed by DOJ

            June = 12  Individual DOJ review complete, Security Plan 

            development = complete

            Sept. 12  Security Plan implemented, Training for security 

            provisions completed.

            Nov. 12  Full compliance required, Registration = section 

            effective

            Mike Durham

            LSU
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Date:         Fri, 3 Jan 2003 11:29:50 -0500

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:      Security Risk Assessment for the RO

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

My institution is currently in possesion or use of no select agents or

toxins, but there has been indication from at least one researcher that

there will be proposed use in the near future.  Since I would be the

designated "Responsible Official", I have been asked about pursuing the

required security risk assessment by the Attorney General, in advance of

having select agents (or possibly never having select agents).

Is it possible to submit the required information to the Attorney

General without having any particular special agent involved and get

advance clearance if and when select agents are obtained?

I would apprciate hearing from anyone who can provide some insight

regarding this question or direct me to where I can find the answer.

Thanks

Don Robasser

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

Date:         Fri, 3 Jan 2003 19:05:23 -0500

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

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

From:         Ed Gaunt <egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM>

Subject:      Re: Security Risk Assessment for the RO

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

You can contact the Select Agent Program Helpline at 404-498-2255 or send an

e-mail to mailto:lrsat@cdc.gov to discuss the SRA Process.  The forms for

doing this are currently being reviewed for approval by the Office of

Management and Budget and should be available by the February 7, 2003

implementation date.  Members of the inspection team will respond to your

questions or refer them on to Mark Hemphill or others for a response as

appropriate.

Ed Gaunt

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

From: Donald G. Robasser [mailto:robasser@PRINCETON.EDU]

Sent: Friday, January 03, 2003 11:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Security Risk Assessment for the RO

My institution is currently in possesion or use of no select agents or

toxins, but there has been indication from at least one researcher that

there will be proposed use in the near future.  Since I would be the

designated "Responsible Official", I have been asked about pursuing the

required security risk assessment by the Attorney General, in advance of

having select agents (or possibly never having select agents).

Is it possible to submit the required information to the Attorney

General without having any particular special agent involved and get

advance clearance if and when select agents are obtained?

I would apprciate hearing from anyone who can provide some insight

regarding this question or direct me to where I can find the answer.

Thanks

Don Robasser

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

Date:         Mon, 6 Jan 2003 14:34:04 -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:      A few questions about new SA regs

In-Reply-To:  <1BF5A584BBD24645A0524FA419524BCBE02310@asciences.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Happy New Year, everyone -

We have obviously all been naughty, since Santa left us copies

of 42 CFR 73 in our stockings.  I have a few questions about

this new joy of biosafety.

If any of you have come to some sort of conclusion about these

issues for your facility, I would be interested to hear.

Also, is there going to be any official ABSA response to the

request for comment?

1.  Sec. 73.7(b)(1) states we must register the entity, the RO,

and "any individual who owns or controls the entity".

--How far out are you going with interpreting the individual who

owns or controls your entity?

This is not obvious, to me.  President of the company or

university?  Dean of the college?  Board of directors or board

of regents?  The shareholders of a private company?

I own a piece (albeit small) of my company - do I get security

checked due to that?

[don't laugh too hard - it isn't what they meant that counts,

it's what some bureaucrat next year thinks they meant when he

reads what they wrote.]

2.  Sec 73.8(b) states we may not provide access until the

individual is approved by the security risk assessment.

-- Does this mean, when I hire a new employee, I must wait for

an unspecified length of time before allowing her to have access

to the select agent?

--  does someone's "approval" transfer with them from site to

site?  This would significantly cut down on the delay when a new

researcher/post-doc shows up at the new job.  "Sorry, there, but

you can't actually work for the next two months because DOJ

hasn't given approval".

-- can I ask for approval before hiring someone?

3.  In the FAQ for New Select Regulation (@ cdc.gov/od/sap),

Question 18 states that the entity must obtain *prior approval*

from the CDC by notifying them in writing, per sec. 73.21.

But, the actual text in sec. 73.21 does *not* mention anything

about prior approval.  Is there actually noise about getting

prior approval for research?

4.  Sec. 73.4(f)(5) petitions for exemptions:  Has anyone

previously made a request for an exemptions for an organism

with a demonstrated reduced virulence?  If so, and if you would

be willing to share the general issue with me, please reply

off-line.

And, my big question d'jour:

5.  What constitutes "access"?  This is not defined in the new

regs.  Contenders for this answer so far include the following.

Are there any favorites for your facility?

a - if I can walk into the lab and walk out with the pure,

unadulterated agent without actually asking for anyone's

assistance

b - if I can walk into the lab and walk out with contaminated

materials (e.g., dead experimental animals, growth media)

without asking for anyone's assistance

c - if I can walk into a lab where the agent is in use, but not

actually readily available.  e.g., in a fermentation tank, in

animals or would need to ask for collusion to get it.

d - if I can walk into a lab based upon my perceived power (a VP

or Director) though have been given access even thoough I don't

actually use it due to my managerial oversight (again, a VP or

Director)

e - if I can be admitted to a lab where the agent is in use,

regardless of availability

f - if I can be admitted to an area where the aappreciateored.

As always, I appreicate any assistance which can be rendered.

Have a happy and peaceful (please, God, peaceful) New Year!

Elizabeth

=====

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! Mail Plus - Powerful. Affordable. Sign up now.

http://mailplus.yahoo.com
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Date:         Mon, 6 Jan 2003 16:44:05 -0900

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

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

From:         "David A. Bunzow" <sndab1@ALASKA.EDU>

Subject:      [Fwd: [Fwd: corrected New Select Agent list]]

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------4CAF028CEE517C8F724689D3"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------4CAF028CEE517C8F724689D3

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I have a question for the list related to SAs and recent modifications.

What is your understanding of the following: Brucella abortus strain 19

(the live bacterin strain) -- is it exempted from the SA list?

While I think I know the answer, we'd be interested to receive wisdom

from enlightened others...

--

David A. Bunzow  CET; CHMM; NRCC-CHO; REM

University of Alaska

Many Traditions One Alaska

Statewide Office of Risk Management

Environmental, Health and Safety Manager

PO Box 755240

Fairbanks, AK  99775-5240

1-907-474-5005 (phone)

1-907-474-5634 (fax)

sndab1@alaska.edu

www.alaska.edu/swrisk

Please Note:

The statements, opinions and views expressed

in this communication are mine alone.  They

should not be construed as necessarily being

those of the University of Alaska System, or

any of its other employees.

--------------4CAF028CEE517C8F724689D3

Content-Type: message/rfc822

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Return-Path: <ffjeb@uaf.edu>

Received: from aurora.uaf.edu ([137.229.18.100] verified)

  by mail.alaska.edu (CommuniGate Pro SMTP 3.5.6)

  with ESMTP id 4630638 for sndab1@alaska.edu; Fri, 20 Dec 2002 09:28:47 -0900

Received: from uaf.edu ([137.229.78.225])

        by aurora.uaf.edu (8.11.6/8.11.6) with ESMTP id gBKISio01424

        for <sndab1@alaska.edu>; Fri, 20 Dec 2002 09:28:44 -0900 (AKST)

Message-ID: <3E036175.3020403@uaf.edu>

Date: Fri, 20 Dec 2002 09:29:09 -0900

From: John Blake <ffjeb@uaf.edu>

Reply-To: j.blake@uaf.edu

User-Agent: Mozilla/5.0 (Windows; U; Windows NT 5.0; en-US; rv:1.0.1)

Gecko/20020823 Netscape/7.0

X-Accept-Language: en-us, en

MIME-Version: 1.0

To: "David A. Bunzow" <sndab1@alaska.edu>

Subject: Re: [Fwd: corrected New Select Agent list]

References: <3E023034.D2C058BC@alaska.edu>

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

How about asking this list you belong to if Brucella abortus strain 19

(the live bacterin strain) is exempted from the select list.

John

David A. Bunzow wrote:

> fyi...

>

> --

> David A. Bunzow  CET; CHMM; NRCC-CHO; REM

> University of Alaska

> Many Traditions One Alaska

> Statewide Office of Risk Management

> Environmental, Health and Safety Manager

> PO Box 755240

> Fairbanks, AK  99775-5240

> 1-907-474-5005 (phone)

> 1-907-474-5634 (fax)

> sndab1@alaska.edu

> www.alaska.edu/swrisk

>

> Please Note:

> The statements, opinions and views expressed

> in this communication are mine alone.  They

> should not be construed as necessarily being

> those of the University of Alaska System, or

> any of its other employees.

>

>

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

>

> Thanks to everyone who sent corrections.. here is version 2 - keep those

> errors coming if you find 'em - especially on the 'exemptions'

>

> Kath

>

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> **********************************************

--

<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><>

John Blake, Director/UAF Veterinarian           Ph: (907) 474-5188

Office of Research Integrity                    ORI: (907) 474-7800

206 Eielson Building; PO Box 757560             fax: (907) 474-5444

University of Alaska Fairbanks                  e-mail j.blake@uaf.edu

Fairbanks, AK 99775-7560

<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><>

Veterinary Services:

rm 163 Arctic Health Research Building

ORI website http://www.uaf.edu/ori

IACUC website http://www.uaf.edu/iacuc

<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><>

--------------4CAF028CEE517C8F724689D3--

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

Date:         Tue, 7 Jan 2003 09:15:59 -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: A few questions about new SA regs

In-Reply-To:  <20030106223404.93601.qmail@web13303.mail.yahoo.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

>Also, is there going to be any official ABSA response to the

>request for comment?

At the CDC presentation in DC, ABSA commented that they would comment

at a later date...

>1.  Sec. 73.7(b)(1) states we must register the entity, the RO,

>and "any individual who owns or controls the entity".

>--How far out are you going with interpreting the individual who

>owns or controls your entity?

>This is not obvious, to me.  President of the company or

>university?  Dean of the college?  Board of directors or board

>of regents?  The shareholders of a private company?

>I own a piece (albeit small) of my company - do I get security

>checked due to that?

It differs. For state institutions like colleges and universities the

entity doesn't have to be registered, so only those with "access"

need vetting. For private institutions, anything goes; I remember

either reading or hearing that the BoD, President, VP, etc. on down

the chain to the SA work would have to be vetted.

>2.  Sec 73.8(b) states we may not provide access until the

>individual is approved by the security risk assessment.

>-- Does this mean, when I hire a new employee, I must wait for

>an unspecified length of time before allowing her to have access

>to the select agent?

Yes.

>--  does someone's "approval" transfer with them from site to

>site?

No.

>-- can I ask for approval before hiring someone?

Yes. As long as you know the details (where they'll work, what agent, etc.)

>3.  In the FAQ for New Select Regulation (@ cdc.gov/od/sap),

>Question 18 states that the entity must obtain *prior approval*

>from the CDC by notifying them in writing, per sec. 73.21.

>But, the actual text in sec. 73.21 does *not* mention anything

>about prior approval.  Is there actually noise about getting

>prior approval for research?

Some. Similar to that required for advanced rDNA work.

>5.  What constitutes "access"?  This is not defined in the new

>regs.  Contenders for this answer so far include the following.

>Are there any favorites for your facility?

The CDC and APHIS have somewhat different takes on this, but

essentially the RO decides what "access" is. If the RO is comfortable

with allowing non-cleared individuals into the space as long as all

SA materials are secured, then that's OK. If the RO doesn't want to

go that far, then "access" can be anyone who enters the space where

SA is stored - whether it's in use or not. The CDC is leaning towards

a more conservative take on access - if they are in the area

unescorted, then they have access - while APHIS has a somewhat more

liberal take.

Speaking personally, I'd lean more towards the CDC interpretation

than the APHIS. Physical security can be breached, and some

institutions have their housekeeping staff working in the wee hours.

I'd say that if no one is available to physically escort a

non-cleared individual, then the non-cleared individual has "access."

--

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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Date:         Tue, 7 Jan 2003 09:26:50 -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: A few questions about new SA regs

In-Reply-To:  <20030106223404.93601.qmail@web13303.mail.yahoo.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_434665756==_.ALT"

--=====================_434665756==_.ALT

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

Good Morning and Happy New Year (though with 42 CFR 73 that may be an

oxymoron),

>1.  Sec. 73.7(b)(1) states we must register the entity, the RO,

>and "any individual who owns or controls the entity".

>--How far out are you going with interpreting the individual who

>owns or controls your entity?

>This is not obvious, to me.  President of the company or

>university?  Dean of the college?  Board of directors or board

>of regents?  The shareholders of a private company?

>I own a piece (albeit small) of my company - do I get security

>checked due to that?

>[don't laugh too hard - it isn't what they meant that counts,

>it's what some bureaucrat next year thinks they meant when he

>reads what they wrote.]

That is exactly what our institute counsel asked.  You have the makings of

a lawyer :).  This will have to resolved by the DOJ (hopefully soon).

>2.  Sec 73.8(b) states we may not provide access until the

>individual is approved by the security risk assessment.

>-- Does this mean, when I hire a new employee, I must wait for

>an unspecified length of time before allowing her to have access

>to the select agent?

>--  does someone's "approval" transfer with them from site to

>site?  This would significantly cut down on the delay when a new

>researcher/post-doc shows up at the new job.  "Sorry, there, but

>you can't actually work for the next two months because DOJ

>hasn't given approval".

>-- can I ask for approval before hiring someone?

Correct (unless the DOJ rules otherwise).  For DOD security clearance one

gets an interim okay that allows one to work before the final official

okay, maybe this will work like that too.

>3.  In the FAQ for New Select Regulation (@ cdc.gov/od/sap),

>Question 18 states that the entity must obtain *prior approval*

>from the CDC by notifying them in writing, per sec. 73.21.

>But, the actual text in sec. 73.21 does *not* mention anything

>about prior approval.  Is there actually noise about getting

>prior approval for research?

73.21 is the catch-all for forms and registration.  Under 73.7

(registration) part 2.viii.d and e covers changes and amendments and you

need approval prior to initiating the change

>And, my big question d'jour:

>

>5.  What constitutes "access"?  This is not defined in the new

>regs.  Contenders for this answer so far include the following.

>Are there any favorites for your facility?

>

>a - if I can walk into the lab

That is the answer as far as I can tell.  Due to the security that will

need to be inplace, only those with DOJ approval can enter the facility

unescorted.  So if grad student Y has a keycard that gets him/her into the

select agent lab they have access.  If custodian Z or Dean J or Radiation

Tech Q can get in without escort that would be deemed as having access.  If

they cannot enter the lab, i.e. no key or keycard or do not know the code

and thus would require an escort by a cleared person, they do not have access.

>Elizabeth Smith

>Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

>BioPort Corporation

>3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

>Lansing, MI 48906

The above is my reading of the law so do not take it as gospel.

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

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

Date:         Tue, 7 Jan 2003 09:28:22 -0500

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

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

From:         Carl Pike <carl.pike@FANDM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: A few questions about new SA regs

In-Reply-To:  <p05200f07ba408e34380e@[130.127.13.30]>

MIME-version: 1.0

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

Could someone clarify this explanation -  The response distinguishes

"state institutions like colleges and universities" and "private

institutions".

Does that mean that a private college falls in the latter category -

requiring vetting of everyone from the board of trustees on down??

>1.  Sec. 73.7(b)(1) states we must register the entity, the RO,

>and "any individual who owns or controls the entity".

>--How far out are you going with interpreting the individual who

>owns or controls your entity?

>This is not obvious, to me.  President of the company or

>university?  Dean of the college?  Board of directors or board

>of regents?  The shareholders of a private company?

>I own a piece (albeit small) of my company - do I get security

>checked due to that?

It differs. For state institutions like colleges and universities the

entity doesn't have to be registered, so only those with "access"

need vetting. For private institutions, anything goes; I remember

either reading or hearing that the BoD, President, VP, etc. on down

the chain to the SA work would have to be vetted.

thanks  Carl Pike

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

Date:         Tue, 7 Jan 2003 09:40:56 -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: A few questions about new SA regs

In-Reply-To:  <f05100304ba4093c617ad@[155.68.64.253]>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

>requiring vetting of everyone from the board of trustees on down??

Yes.

--

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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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 few questions about new SA regs

In-Reply-To:  <f05100304ba4093c617ad@[155.68.64.253]>
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At 09:28 AM 1/7/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Could someone clarify this explanation -  The response distinguishes

>"state institutions like colleges and universities" and "private

>institutions".

>

>Does that mean that a private college falls in the latter category -

>requiring vetting of everyone from the board of trustees on down??

This is something that the DOJ will have to clarify.  If interpreted

strictly as written it would apply to stockholders, trustees, Board

Members, senior officers.  While state agencies are exempt from entity

security risk assessment I do not know if a state college or university

would be considered a state agency.  The individuals working for the state

agency are NOT exempt from the security check.

>>1.  Sec. 73.7(b)(1) states we must register the entity, the RO,

>>and "any individual who owns or controls the entity".

>>--How far out are you going with interpreting the individual who

>>owns or controls your entity?

>>This is not obvious, to me.  President of the company or

>>university?  Dean of the college?  Board of directors or board

>>of regents?  The shareholders of a private company?

>>I own a piece (albeit small) of my company - do I get security

>>checked due to that?

>

>It differs. For state institutions like colleges and universities the

>entity doesn't have to be registered, so only those with "access"

>need vetting. For private institutions, anything goes; I remember

>either reading or hearing that the BoD, President, VP, etc. on down

>the chain to the SA work would have to be vetted.

>

>thanks  Carl Pike

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

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

Date:         Tue, 7 Jan 2003 10:14:33 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: A few questions about new SA regs
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Actually, YOU get security checked as the RFO....YOUR signature.....YOUR =

approvals...YOUR name is on the EA 101...and YOUR kiester is on the line =

for those statements. Your CEO, you as RFO, your AFO, the PI working =

with the SA, the members of his/her staff all have to be checked out as =

potential security risks to the National Defense. (Anyone who has done =

defense work during the Cold War years remembers these practices!)

Remember, access to the agent and access to the storage and laboratory =

areas MUST BE UNDER THE CONTROL OF INDIVIDUALS WHO ARE NOT SECURITY =

RISKS. So, yes you would have to delay access by the new employee to the =

agent until the person has been assessed and approved re: security =

clearance. This goes for foreign graduate students, visiting employees =

etc. You would have to do this with someone who has never worked with a =

RG-3 or RG-4 agent anyhow, until the individual could demonstrate =

proficiency in handling the agent safely.

Actually, on one of your points, I was wondering if it would be in the =

CDCs/DOJs interests to actually issue a credential/i.d. card that =

documents that a researcher, responsible officer, CEO, Dean has been =

cleared, and the clearance could be updated if someone =

transferred/changed jobs. I know this is something that could be =

duplicated/forged etc., but in the event of an incident, accident or =

just a routine inspection by the CDC, a card, or some other document =

that can be produced stating a date, individual, location and clearance =

for an agent(s)would save time. Now you would have to produce a file =

with everyone's cv's, inspection documents, floor plans and in the =

future, the DOJ assessment documents. Ed Gaunt, are you listening in??

Phil Hauck, MS, MSHS, CIH, CBSP, SM(NRM)

Institutional Biosafety Officer

Mt. Sinai School of Medicine

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

From: Elizabeth Smith [mailto:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

Sent: Monday, January 06, 2003 5:34 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: A few questions about new SA regs

Happy New Year, everyone -

We have obviously all been naughty, since Santa left us copies

of 42 CFR 73 in our stockings.  I have a few questions about

this new joy of biosafety.

If any of you have come to some sort of conclusion about these

issues for your facility, I would be interested to hear.

Also, is there going to be any official ABSA response to the

request for comment?

1.  Sec. 73.7(b)(1) states we must register the entity, the RO,

and "any individual who owns or controls the entity".

--How far out are you going with interpreting the individual who

owns or controls your entity?

This is not obvious, to me.  President of the company or

university?  Dean of the college?  Board of directors or board

of regents?  The shareholders of a private company?

I own a piece (albeit small) of my company - do I get security

checked due to that?

[don't laugh too hard - it isn't what they meant that counts,

it's what some bureaucrat next year thinks they meant when he

reads what they wrote.]

2.  Sec 73.8(b) states we may not provide access until the

individual is approved by the security risk assessment.

-- Does this mean, when I hire a new employee, I must wait for

an unspecified length of time before allowing her to have access

to the select agent?

--  does someone's "approval" transfer with them from site to

site?  This would significantly cut down on the delay when a new

researcher/post-doc shows up at the new job.  "Sorry, there, but

you can't actually work for the next two months because DOJ

hasn't given approval".

-- can I ask for approval before hiring someone?

3.  In the FAQ for New Select Regulation (@ cdc.gov/od/sap),

Question 18 states that the entity must obtain *prior approval*

from the CDC by notifying them in writing, per sec. 73.21.

But, the actual text in sec. 73.21 does *not* mention anything

about prior approval.  Is there actually noise about getting

prior approval for research?

4.  Sec. 73.4(f)(5) petitions for exemptions:  Has anyone

previously made a request for an exemptions for an organism

with a demonstrated reduced virulence?  If so, and if you would

be willing to share the general issue with me, please reply

off-line.

And, my big question d'jour:

5.  What constitutes "access"?  This is not defined in the new

regs.  Contenders for this answer so far include the following.

Are there any favorites for your facility?

a - if I can walk into the lab and walk out with the pure,

unadulterated agent without actually asking for anyone's

assistance

b - if I can walk into the lab and walk out with contaminated

materials (e.g., dead experimental animals, growth media)

without asking for anyone's assistance

c - if I can walk into a lab where the agent is in use, but not

actually readily available.  e.g., in a fermentation tank, in

animals or would need to ask for collusion to get it.

d - if I can walk into a lab based upon my perceived power (a VP

or Director) though have been given access even thoough I don't

actually use it due to my managerial oversight (again, a VP or

Director)

e - if I can be admitted to a lab where the agent is in use,

regardless of availability

f - if I can be admitted to an area where the aappreciateored.

As always, I appreicate any assistance which can be rendered.

Have a happy and peaceful (please, God, peaceful) New Year!

Elizabeth

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! Mail Plus - Powerful. Affordable. Sign up now.

http://mailplus.yahoo.com
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Here is my contribution regarding the following question.

2.  Sec 73.8(b) states we may not provide access until the

individual is approved by the security risk assessment.

-- Does this mean, when I hire a new employee, I must wait for

an unspecified length of time before allowing her to have access

to the select agent?

--  does someone's "approval" transfer with them from site to

site?  This would significantly cut down on the delay when a new

researcher/post-doc shows up at the new job.  "Sorry, there, but

you can't actually work for the next two months because DOJ

hasn't given approval".

-- can I ask for approval before hiring someone?

If you read 73.8 (g), it mentions that "The HHS Secretary will request

the Attorney General to expedite the review process for an

individual.upon showing a good cause (..impending expiration of a

research grant, a short term visit by a prominent researcher)."

It also mentions the mechanism to request this "expedite review

process". Keep grinding because this has become a long and tedious road.

Best wishes for 2003 to you all.

Jairo

Jairo Betancourt, RBP

Laboratory Safety Specialist

(305) 243-3400 Fax : (305) 243-3272

E-mail: jairob@miami.edu

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

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

Behalf Of Richard Fink

Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2003 9:27 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: A few questions about new SA regs

Good Morning and Happy New Year (though with 42 CFR 73 that may be an

oxymoron),

1.  Sec. 73.7(b)(1) states we must register the entity, the RO,

and "any individual who owns or controls the entity".

--How far out are you going with interpreting the individual who

owns or controls your entity?

This is not obvious, to me.  President of the company or

university?  Dean of the college?  Board of directors or board

of regents?  The shareholders of a private company?

I own a piece (albeit small) of my company - do I get security

checked due to that?

[don't laugh too hard - it isn't what they meant that counts,

it's what some bureaucrat next year thinks they meant when he

reads what they wrote.]

That is exactly what our institute counsel asked.  You have the makings

of a lawyer :).  This will have to resolved by the DOJ (hopefully soon).

2.  Sec 73.8(b) states we may not provide access until the

individual is approved by the security risk assessment.

-- Does this mean, when I hire a new employee, I must wait for

an unspecified length of time before allowing her to have access

to the select agent?

--  does someone's "approval" transfer with them from site to

site?  This would significantly cut down on the delay when a new

researcher/post-doc shows up at the new job.  "Sorry, there, but

you can't actually work for the next two months because DOJ

hasn't given approval".

-- can I ask for approval before hiring someone?

Correct (unless the DOJ rules otherwise).  For DOD security clearance

one gets an interim okay that allows one to work before the final

official okay, maybe this will work like that too.

3.  In the FAQ for New Select Regulation (@ cdc.gov/od/sap),

Question 18 states that the entity must obtain *prior approval*

from the CDC by notifying them in writing, per sec. 73.21.

But, the actual text in sec. 73.21 does *not* mention anything

about prior approval.  Is there actually noise about getting

prior approval for research?

73.21 is the catch-all for forms and registration.  Under 73.7

(registration) part 2.viii.d and e covers changes and amendments and you

need approval prior to initiating the change

And, my big question d'jour:

5.  What constitutes "access"?  This is not defined in the new

regs.  Contenders for this answer so far include the following.

Are there any favorites for your facility?

a - if I can walk into the lab

That is the answer as far as I can tell.  Due to the security that will

need to be inplace, only those with DOJ approval can enter the facility

unescorted.  So if grad student Y has a keycard that gets him/her into

the select agent lab they have access.  If custodian Z or Dean J or

Radiation Tech Q can get in without escort that would be deemed as

having access.  If they cannot enter the lab, i.e. no key or keycard or

do not know the code and thus would require an escort by a cleared

person, they do not have access.

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

The above is my reading of the law so do not take it as gospel.

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment
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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 Gaunt <egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM>

Subject:      Re: A few questions about new SA regs

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

I'm here!  Happy New Year!

Re: my previous message...if you pose these questions to

mailto:lrsat@cdc.gov, they will be answered "officially" by folks in the

know at the Select Agent Program.

Ed

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

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2003 10:15 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: A few questions about new SA regs

Actually, YOU get security checked as the RFO....YOUR signature.....YOUR

approvals...YOUR name is on the EA 101...and YOUR kiester is on the line for

those statements. Your CEO, you as RFO, your AFO, the PI working with the

SA, the members of his/her staff all have to be checked out as potential

security risks to the National Defense. (Anyone who has done defense work

during the Cold War years remembers these practices!)

Remember, access to the agent and access to the storage and laboratory areas

MUST BE UNDER THE CONTROL OF INDIVIDUALS WHO ARE NOT SECURITY RISKS. So, yes

you would have to delay access by the new employee to the agent until the

person has been assessed and approved re: security clearance. This goes for

foreign graduate students, visiting employees etc. You would have to do this

with someone who has never worked with a RG-3 or RG-4 agent anyhow, until

the individual could demonstrate proficiency in handling the agent safely.

Actually, on one of your points, I was wondering if it would be in the

CDCs/DOJs interests to actually issue a credential/i.d. card that documents

that a researcher, responsible officer, CEO, Dean has been cleared, and the

clearance could be updated if someone transferred/changed jobs. I know this

is something that could be duplicated/forged etc., but in the event of an

incident, accident or just a routine inspection by the CDC, a card, or some

other document that can be produced stating a date, individual, location and

clearance for an agent(s)would save time. Now you would have to produce a

file with everyone's cv's, inspection documents, floor plans and in the

future, the DOJ assessment documents. Ed Gaunt, are you listening in??

Phil Hauck, MS, MSHS, CIH, CBSP, SM(NRM)

Institutional Biosafety Officer

Mt. Sinai School of Medicine

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

From: Elizabeth Smith [mailto:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

Sent: Monday, January 06, 2003 5:34 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: A few questions about new SA regs

Happy New Year, everyone -

We have obviously all been naughty, since Santa left us copies

of 42 CFR 73 in our stockings.  I have a few questions about

this new joy of biosafety.

If any of you have come to some sort of conclusion about these

issues for your facility, I would be interested to hear.

Also, is there going to be any official ABSA response to the

request for comment?

1.  Sec. 73.7(b)(1) states we must register the entity, the RO,

and "any individual who owns or controls the entity".

--How far out are you going with interpreting the individual who

owns or controls your entity?

This is not obvious, to me.  President of the company or

university?  Dean of the college?  Board of directors or board

of regents?  The shareholders of a private company?

I own a piece (albeit small) of my company - do I get security

checked due to that?

[don't laugh too hard - it isn't what they meant that counts,

it's what some bureaucrat next year thinks they meant when he

reads what they wrote.]

2.  Sec 73.8(b) states we may not provide access until the

individual is approved by the security risk assessment.

-- Does this mean, when I hire a new employee, I must wait for

an unspecified length of time before allowing her to have access

to the select agent?

--  does someone's "approval" transfer with them from site to

site?  This would significantly cut down on the delay when a new

researcher/post-doc shows up at the new job.  "Sorry, there, but

you can't actually work for the next two months because DOJ

hasn't given approval".

-- can I ask for approval before hiring someone?

3.  In the FAQ for New Select Regulation (@ cdc.gov/od/sap),

Question 18 states that the entity must obtain *prior approval*

from the CDC by notifying them in writing, per sec. 73.21.

But, the actual text in sec. 73.21 does *not* mention anything

about prior approval.  Is there actually noise about getting

prior approval for research?

4.  Sec. 73.4(f)(5) petitions for exemptions:  Has anyone

previously made a request for an exemptions for an organism

with a demonstrated reduced virulence?  If so, and if you would

be willing to share the general issue with me, please reply

off-line.

And, my big question d'jour:

5.  What constitutes "access"?  This is not defined in the new

regs.  Contenders for this answer so far include the following.

Are there any favorites for your facility?

a - if I can walk into the lab and walk out with the pure,

unadulterated agent without actually asking for anyone's

assistance

b - if I can walk into the lab and walk out with contaminated

materials (e.g., dead experimental animals, growth media)

without asking for anyone's assistance

c - if I can walk into a lab where the agent is in use, but not

actually readily available.  e.g., in a fermentation tank, in

animals or would need to ask for collusion to get it.

d - if I can walk into a lab based upon my perceived power (a VP

or Director) though have been given access even thoough I don't

actually use it due to my managerial oversight (again, a VP or

Director)

e - if I can be admitted to a lab where the agent is in use,

regardless of availability

f - if I can be admitted to an area where the aappreciateored.

As always, I appreicate any assistance which can be rendered.

Have a happy and peaceful (please, God, peaceful) New Year!

Elizabeth

=====

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! Mail Plus - Powerful. Affordable. Sign up now.

http://mailplus.yahoo.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:         Cheri L Hildreth <cheri.hildreth@LOUISVILLE.EDU>

Subject:      6 arrested in UK after police discover traces of ricin-- today
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FYI.. The list of SA will probably keep ricin! Happy New Year, Cheri

http://story.news.yahoo.com/news?tmpl=story&u=/ap/20030107/ap_on_re_eu/britain_terror_arrests_5

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:         Elizabeth Smith <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Re: Maintenance personnel in BSL-3 areas - response

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.1.5.2.20030102083044.017afdb8@esh-mail.lanl.gov>

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Regarding BSL-3 areas:  we have written standard operating

procedures which apply to anyone entering the area, regardless

of why they are entering.

The only difference between the routine employees and the

periodic visitors (maintenance, auditors, regulatory officials,

etc.) is whether or not an escort is required.

A very small number of employees, who have demonstrated

competence with the gowning procedures, and their job tasks in

the BSL3 area are allowed access without an escort.  Out of

about 260 employees, I think about 7 or 8 have "un-escorted

privileges".  Everyone else gets escorted by one of them - the

escort is responsible for ensuring that all the procedures for

containment and control are followed - gowning, decon of

equipment leaving, etc.

Elizabeth

=====

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! Mail Plus - Powerful. Affordable. Sign up now.

http://mailplus.yahoo.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:         Robert Hashimoto <bobhash@GENE.COM>

Organization: Genentech, Inc.

Subject:      Re: 6 arrested in UK after police discover traces of ricin-- today
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Hi Cheri,

Happy New Year!  Hope you liked your box of stuff...any time you need more rice

or paella mix, let

me know.

I'll call you later this week.

Take care,

Bob

Cheri L Hildreth wrote:

> FYI.. The list of SA will probably keep ricin! Happy New Year, Cheri

>

>

http://story.news.yahoo.com/news?tmpl=story&u=/ap/20030107/ap_on_re_eu/britain_terror_arrests_5

>

> Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

> Department of Environmental Health &Safety

> University of Louisville

> (502) 852-2954

> e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

--------------B2E2E60D394AD5DAF6568E25
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<!doctype html public "-//w3c//dtd html 4.0 transitional//en">

            Hi Cheri, 

            Happy New Year!  Hope you liked your box of stuff...any time you 

            need more rice or paella mix, let me know. 

            I'll call you later this week. 

            Take care, 

            Bob 

            Cheri L Hildreth wrote: 

              FYI.. The list of SA will probably keep ricin! Happy New Year, 

              Cheri 

              http://story.news.yahoo.com/news?tmpl=story&u=/ap/20030107/ap_on_re_eu/britain_terror_arrests_5 

              Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director 

              Department of Environmental Health &Safety 

              University of Louisville 

              (502) 852-2954 

              e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

--------------B2E2E60D394AD5DAF6568E25--
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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:      Public Comment Period on New SA regs Runs Until Feb 12!
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Dear Listserve:

Both HHS and USDA will accept written comments on the new regulations until

February 12, 2003. I attended both meetings last month, and agency

representatives were interested in getting additional input from the various

"publics" including biosafety professionals. At the HHS meeting on December

16th, there were just a handful of written comments that had come in.

Admittedly, this was only a couple days after the publication in the Federal

Register.

Regards,

Mark J. Grushka, M.S., CSP

Biosafety Officer

University of Arizona

520-621-5279

mgrushka@u.arizona.edu

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

From: "Ed Gaunt" <egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2003 10:17 AM

Subject: Re: A few questions about new SA regs

> I'm here!  Happy New Year!

>

> Re: my previous message...if you pose these questions to

> mailto:lrsat@cdc.gov, they will be answered "officially" by folks in the

> know at the Select Agent Program.

>

> Ed

>

>

>

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

> From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

> Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2003 10:15 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: A few questions about new SA regs

>

>

> Actually, YOU get security checked as the RFO....YOUR signature.....YOUR

> approvals...YOUR name is on the EA 101...and YOUR kiester is on the line

for

> those statements. Your CEO, you as RFO, your AFO, the PI working with the

> SA, the members of his/her staff all have to be checked out as potential

> security risks to the National Defense. (Anyone who has done defense work

> during the Cold War years remembers these practices!)

>

>

> Remember, access to the agent and access to the storage and laboratory

areas

> MUST BE UNDER THE CONTROL OF INDIVIDUALS WHO ARE NOT SECURITY RISKS. So,

yes

> you would have to delay access by the new employee to the agent until the

> person has been assessed and approved re: security clearance. This goes

for

> foreign graduate students, visiting employees etc. You would have to do

this

> with someone who has never worked with a RG-3 or RG-4 agent anyhow, until

> the individual could demonstrate proficiency in handling the agent safely.

>

> Actually, on one of your points, I was wondering if it would be in the

> CDCs/DOJs interests to actually issue a credential/i.d. card that

documents

> that a researcher, responsible officer, CEO, Dean has been cleared, and

the

> clearance could be updated if someone transferred/changed jobs. I know

this

> is something that could be duplicated/forged etc., but in the event of an

> incident, accident or just a routine inspection by the CDC, a card, or

some

> other document that can be produced stating a date, individual, location

and

> clearance for an agent(s)would save time. Now you would have to produce a

> file with everyone's cv's, inspection documents, floor plans and in the

> future, the DOJ assessment documents. Ed Gaunt, are you listening in??

>

> Phil Hauck, MS, MSHS, CIH, CBSP, SM(NRM)

> Institutional Biosafety Officer

> Mt. Sinai School of Medicine

>

>

>

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

> From: Elizabeth Smith [mailto:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

> Sent: Monday, January 06, 2003 5:34 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: A few questions about new SA regs

>

> Happy New Year, everyone -

>

> We have obviously all been naughty, since Santa left us copies

> of 42 CFR 73 in our stockings.  I have a few questions about

> this new joy of biosafety.

>

> If any of you have come to some sort of conclusion about these

> issues for your facility, I would be interested to hear.

>

> Also, is there going to be any official ABSA response to the

> request for comment?

>

> 1.  Sec. 73.7(b)(1) states we must register the entity, the RO,

> and "any individual who owns or controls the entity".

> --How far out are you going with interpreting the individual who

> owns or controls your entity?

> This is not obvious, to me.  President of the company or

> university?  Dean of the college?  Board of directors or board

> of regents?  The shareholders of a private company?

> I own a piece (albeit small) of my company - do I get security

> checked due to that?

> [don't laugh too hard - it isn't what they meant that counts,

> it's what some bureaucrat next year thinks they meant when he

> reads what they wrote.]

>

> 2.  Sec 73.8(b) states we may not provide access until the

> individual is approved by the security risk assessment.

> -- Does this mean, when I hire a new employee, I must wait for

> an unspecified length of time before allowing her to have access

> to the select agent?

> --  does someone's "approval" transfer with them from site to

> site?  This would significantly cut down on the delay when a new

> researcher/post-doc shows up at the new job.  "Sorry, there, but

> you can't actually work for the next two months because DOJ

> hasn't given approval".

> -- can I ask for approval before hiring someone?

>

> 3.  In the FAQ for New Select Regulation (@ cdc.gov/od/sap),

> Question 18 states that the entity must obtain *prior approval*

> from the CDC by notifying them in writing, per sec. 73.21.

> But, the actual text in sec. 73.21 does *not* mention anything

> about prior approval.  Is there actually noise about getting

> prior approval for research?

>

> 4.  Sec. 73.4(f)(5) petitions for exemptions:  Has anyone

> previously made a request for an exemptions for an organism

> with a demonstrated reduced virulence?  If so, and if you would

> be willing to share the general issue with me, please reply

> off-line.

>

> And, my big question d'jour:

>

> 5.  What constitutes "access"?  This is not defined in the new

> regs.  Contenders for this answer so far include the following.

> Are there any favorites for your facility?

>

> a - if I can walk into the lab and walk out with the pure,

> unadulterated agent without actually asking for anyone's

> assistance

>

> b - if I can walk into the lab and walk out with contaminated

> materials (e.g., dead experimental animals, growth media)

> without asking for anyone's assistance

>

> c - if I can walk into a lab where the agent is in use, but not

> actually readily available.  e.g., in a fermentation tank, in

> animals or would need to ask for collusion to get it.

>

> d - if I can walk into a lab based upon my perceived power (a VP

> or Director) though have been given access even thoough I don't

> actually use it due to my managerial oversight (again, a VP or

> Director)

>

> e - if I can be admitted to a lab where the agent is in use,

> regardless of availability

>

> f - if I can be admitted to an area where the aappreciateored.

>

>

> As always, I appreicate any assistance which can be rendered.

>

> Have a happy and peaceful (please, God, peaceful) New Year!

>

> Elizabeth

>

>

>

>

>

>

> =====

> Elizabeth Smith

> Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

> BioPort Corporation

> 3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

> Lansing, MI 48906

>

> __________________________________________________

> Do you Yahoo!?

> Yahoo! Mail Plus - Powerful. Affordable. Sign up now.

> http://mailplus.yahoo.com
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I sent a question to CDC (lrsat@cdc.gov) regarding some avirulent

vaccine strains that currently would require registration under the new

regs.  It sounded as though they were taking my list and going to

consider them for exemption.  This is to say that if you have strains

that you think should be exempt, it might be good for them to hear from

you now.  Possibly they will come up with a list of exempt strains by

Feb. 7 and we won't have to formally apply for exemption.

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

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

Behalf Of Mark Grushka

Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2003 6:54 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Public Comment Period on New SA regs Runs Until Feb 12!

Dear Listserve:

Both HHS and USDA will accept written comments on the new regulations

until

February 12, 2003. I attended both meetings last month, and agency

representatives were interested in getting additional input from the

various

"publics" including biosafety professionals. At the HHS meeting on

December

16th, there were just a handful of written comments that had come in.

Admittedly, this was only a couple days after the publication in the

Federal

Register.

Regards,

Mark J. Grushka, M.S., CSP

Biosafety Officer

University of Arizona

520-621-5279

mgrushka@u.arizona.edu

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

From: "Ed Gaunt" <egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2003 10:17 AM

Subject: Re: A few questions about new SA regs

> I'm here!  Happy New Year!

>

> Re: my previous message...if you pose these questions to

> mailto:lrsat@cdc.gov, they will be answered "officially" by folks in

the

> know at the Select Agent Program.

>

> Ed

>

>

>

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

> From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

> Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2003 10:15 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: A few questions about new SA regs

>

>

> Actually, YOU get security checked as the RFO....YOUR

signature.....YOUR

> approvals...YOUR name is on the EA 101...and YOUR kiester is on the

line

for

> those statements. Your CEO, you as RFO, your AFO, the PI working with

the

> SA, the members of his/her staff all have to be checked out as

potential

> security risks to the National Defense. (Anyone who has done defense

work

> during the Cold War years remembers these practices!)

>

>

> Remember, access to the agent and access to the storage and laboratory

areas

> MUST BE UNDER THE CONTROL OF INDIVIDUALS WHO ARE NOT SECURITY RISKS.

So,

yes

> you would have to delay access by the new employee to the agent until

the

> person has been assessed and approved re: security clearance. This

goes

for

> foreign graduate students, visiting employees etc. You would have to

do

this

> with someone who has never worked with a RG-3 or RG-4 agent anyhow,

until

> the individual could demonstrate proficiency in handling the agent

safely.

>

> Actually, on one of your points, I was wondering if it would be in the

> CDCs/DOJs interests to actually issue a credential/i.d. card that

documents

> that a researcher, responsible officer, CEO, Dean has been cleared,

and

the

> clearance could be updated if someone transferred/changed jobs. I know

this

> is something that could be duplicated/forged etc., but in the event of

an

> incident, accident or just a routine inspection by the CDC, a card, or

some

> other document that can be produced stating a date, individual,

location

and

> clearance for an agent(s)would save time. Now you would have to

produce a

> file with everyone's cv's, inspection documents, floor plans and in

the

> future, the DOJ assessment documents. Ed Gaunt, are you listening in??

>

> Phil Hauck, MS, MSHS, CIH, CBSP, SM(NRM)

> Institutional Biosafety Officer

> Mt. Sinai School of Medicine

>

>

>

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

> From: Elizabeth Smith [mailto:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

> Sent: Monday, January 06, 2003 5:34 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: A few questions about new SA regs

>

> Happy New Year, everyone -

>

> We have obviously all been naughty, since Santa left us copies

> of 42 CFR 73 in our stockings.  I have a few questions about

> this new joy of biosafety.

>

> If any of you have come to some sort of conclusion about these

> issues for your facility, I would be interested to hear.

>

> Also, is there going to be any official ABSA response to the

> request for comment?

>

> 1.  Sec. 73.7(b)(1) states we must register the entity, the RO,

> and "any individual who owns or controls the entity".

> --How far out are you going with interpreting the individual who

> owns or controls your entity?

> This is not obvious, to me.  President of the company or

> university?  Dean of the college?  Board of directors or board

> of regents?  The shareholders of a private company?

> I own a piece (albeit small) of my company - do I get security

> checked due to that?

> [don't laugh too hard - it isn't what they meant that counts,

> it's what some bureaucrat next year thinks they meant when he

> reads what they wrote.]

>

> 2.  Sec 73.8(b) states we may not provide access until the

> individual is approved by the security risk assessment.

> -- Does this mean, when I hire a new employee, I must wait for

> an unspecified length of time before allowing her to have access

> to the select agent?

> --  does someone's "approval" transfer with them from site to

> site?  This would significantly cut down on the delay when a new

> researcher/post-doc shows up at the new job.  "Sorry, there, but

> you can't actually work for the next two months because DOJ

> hasn't given approval".

> -- can I ask for approval before hiring someone?

>

> 3.  In the FAQ for New Select Regulation (@ cdc.gov/od/sap),

> Question 18 states that the entity must obtain *prior approval*

> from the CDC by notifying them in writing, per sec. 73.21.

> But, the actual text in sec. 73.21 does *not* mention anything

> about prior approval.  Is there actually noise about getting

> prior approval for research?

>

> 4.  Sec. 73.4(f)(5) petitions for exemptions:  Has anyone

> previously made a request for an exemptions for an organism

> with a demonstrated reduced virulence?  If so, and if you would

> be willing to share the general issue with me, please reply

> off-line.

>

> And, my big question d'jour:

>

> 5.  What constitutes "access"?  This is not defined in the new

> regs.  Contenders for this answer so far include the following.

> Are there any favorites for your facility?

>

> a - if I can walk into the lab and walk out with the pure,

> unadulterated agent without actually asking for anyone's

> assistance

>

> b - if I can walk into the lab and walk out with contaminated

> materials (e.g., dead experimental animals, growth media)

> without asking for anyone's assistance

>

> c - if I can walk into a lab where the agent is in use, but not

> actually readily available.  e.g., in a fermentation tank, in

> animals or would need to ask for collusion to get it.

>

> d - if I can walk into a lab based upon my perceived power (a VP

> or Director) though have been given access even thoough I don't

> actually use it due to my managerial oversight (again, a VP or

> Director)

>

> e - if I can be admitted to a lab where the agent is in use,

> regardless of availability

>

> f - if I can be admitted to an area where the aappreciateored.

>

>

> As always, I appreicate any assistance which can be rendered.

>

> Have a happy and peaceful (please, God, peaceful) New Year!

>

> Elizabeth

>

>

>

>

>

>

> =====

> Elizabeth Smith

> Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

> BioPort Corporation

> 3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

> Lansing, MI 48906

>

> __________________________________________________

> Do you Yahoo!?

> Yahoo! Mail Plus - Powerful. Affordable. Sign up now.

> http://mailplus.yahoo.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:         John Bristol <John_Bristol@ERI.EISAI.COM>

Subject:      Porphyromonas gingivalis

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

To all:

I am looking for any information related to Porphyromonas gingivalis.  I

understand that we should use BL-2 procedures when working with this

organism, but I am looking for the best form of decontamination.  Would a

broad spectrum agent such as Wescodyne be suitable for surface

decontamination for routine work being performed in a biosafety cabinet?

Any help would be appreciated.

Thanks,

John Bristol

Associate Director

Environmental Health and Safety

Eisai Research Institute

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

Date:         Wed, 8 Jan 2003 09:55:10 -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: Porphyromonas gingivalis

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

John,

I've worked with P. gingivalis and related organisms for many years. These

are very fastidious gram-negative anaerobes that rapidly die off on their

own when exposed to oxygen. Any EPA-approved bactericidal disinfectant will

readily kill it.

Don Callihan, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

BD Diagnostic Systems

Sparks, MD

410-773-6684

John Bristol <John_Bristol@ERI.EISAI.COM>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 01/08/2003

09:32:16 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:  Porphyromonas gingivalis

To all:

I am looking for any information related to Porphyromonas gingivalis.  I

understand that we should use BL-2 procedures when working with this

organism, but I am looking for the best form of decontamination.  Would a

broad spectrum agent such as Wescodyne be suitable for surface

decontamination for routine work being performed in a biosafety cabinet?

Any help would be appreciated.

Thanks,

John Bristol

Associate Director

Environmental Health and Safety

Eisai Research Institute

*********************************************************************************

This message is intended only for the designated recipient(s).  It may

contain confidential or proprietary information and may be subject to

the attorney-client privilege or other confidentiality protections.

If you are not a designated recipient, you may not review, use, copy

or distribute this message.  If you receive this in error, please

notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete this message.  Thank you.

**********************************************************************************
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Date:         Wed, 8 Jan 2003 11:28:51 -0500

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

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

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

Subject:      Another question about new SA regs

In-Reply-To:  <p05200f0aba40976d617e@[130.127.13.30]>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="============_-1170079162==_ma============"

--============_-1170079162==_ma============
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I have not seen this question discussed already -

42 CFR =A7 73.0 (c) says "for those entities that on February 7,2003,

were not already [second "were" removed]conducting activities under a

certificate of registration [snip] and were not already lawfully

possessing select agents and toxins, the provisions of part 73 are

applicable as follows:" The applicable provisions include submitting

risk assessments, designating an RO, training, etc.

At UVM, we do possess and use SA toxins, but in amounts excluded

under paragraphs =A7 73.4(f)(4) and =A7 73.5(f)(4). The exclusions remove

those amounts of the toxins from the SA list (paragraph D) so it

seems to me that they are not SA.   We have not had to register with

the CDC under the old SA regulations due to research exemptions.

So my question is this: Since UVM is not conducting activities under

a certificate of registration and is not already lawfully possessing

select agents do, do we have to designate an RO (already done for the

survey last September), obtain approval of the CDC through the

Attorney General, and other requirements?

Either I am staring at this one too much and am reading it through

crossed-eyes or every entity (government agency, academic

institution, corporation, company, partnership, etc.) has work to do.

Thanks in advance and I apologize if this has been discussed already,

=46rancis

--

=46rancis Churchill

University of Vermont - Environmental Safety Facility

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

(802) 656-5405

=46rancis.Churchill@uvm.edu

"Show me pollution and I'll show you a subsidy." Robert F Kennedy Jr

--============_-1170079162==_ma============

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

<!doctype html public "-//W3C//DTD W3 HTML//EN">

            blockquote, dl, ul, ol, li { padding-top: 0 ; padding-bottom: 0 } 

            --> 

            I have not seen this question discussed already -

            42 CFR =A7 73.0 (c) says "for those entities that on February 

            7,2003, were not already [second "were" removed]conducting 

            activities under a certificate of registration [snip] and were not 

            already lawfully possessing select agents and toxins, the provisions 

            of part 73 are applicable as follows:" The applicable provisions 

            include submitting risk assessments, designating an RO, training, 

            etc.

            At UVM, we do possess and use SA toxins, but in amounts excluded 

            under paragraphs =A7 73.4(f)(4) and =A7 73.5(f)(4). The exclusions 

            remove those amounts of the toxins from the SA list (paragraph D) so 

            it seems to me that they are not SA.   We have not had to register 

            with the CDC under the old SA regulations due to research 

exemptions.

            So my question is this: Since UVM is not conducting activities under 

            a certificate of registration and is not already lawfully possessing 

            select agents do, do we have to designate an RO (already done for 

            the survey last September), obtain approval of the CDC through the 

            Attorney General, and other requirements?

            Either I am staring at this one too much and am reading it through 

            crossed-eyes or every entity (government agency, academic 

            institution, corporation, company, partnership, etc.) has work to 

do.

            Thanks in advance and I apologize if this has been discussed 

already,

            Francis

--

            Francis Churchill

            University of Vermont - Environmental Safety Facility

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

            (802) 656-5405

            Francis.Churchill@uvm.edu

            "Show me pollution and I'll show you a subsidy." Robert =46 Kennedy 

            Jr

--============_-1170079162==_ma============--

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

Date:         Wed, 8 Jan 2003 23:04:44 -0800

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

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

From:         Kathleen Page <pagelukens@OPENDOOR.COM>

Subject:      Please remove me
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Mr. Fink

Please remove me from your list, or send me the directions on how to do it

myself.  thanks very much

Carl Lukens

CIH/MSPH

=========================================================================
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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: Porphyromonas gingivalis

In-Reply-To:  <OF27B0B247.42382CA8-ON85256CA8.004F7E27@eisai.com>
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At 09:32 AM 1/8/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>To all:

>

>I am looking for any information related to Porphyromonas gingivalis.  I

>understand that we should use BL-2 procedures when working with this

>organism, but I am looking for the best form of decontamination.  Would a

>broad spectrum agent such as Wescodyne be suitable for surface

>decontamination for routine work being performed in a biosafety cabinet?

>

>Any help would be appreciated.

>

>Thanks,

>

>John Bristol

>Associate Director

>Environmental Health and Safety

>Eisai Research Institute

This is a nonspore forming Gram negative bacteria, so any broadspectrum

decontaminant would work.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Betlach <MBetlach@PROMEGA.COM>

Subject:      USDA Select Agent draft forms available for comment

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

The APHIS web site has posted a series of draft documents for the select =

agent program, and is soliciting comments.

 http://www.aphis.usda.gov/vs/ncie/bta.html

CDC has not posted draft forms (or final forms) for comment on its web =

site yet

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/ but does have a list of all select agents and =

toxins, including USDA livestock and plant pathogens.

It appears that APHIS and CDC will use many of the same forms, so the =

APHIS site may be worth a look for the majority of folks that don't have =

USDA-regulated agents.

The APHIS documents include:

DRAFT FORMS

*       APHIS Form 2044/CDC Form 0.1319 - Application for Laboratory =

Registration

*       APHIS Form 2041 - Report of Transfer

*       APHIS Form 2040/CDC Form 0.1318 - Report of Identification

*       APHIS Form 2042/CDC Form 0.1317 - Request for Exemption

*       APHIS Form 2043/CDC Form 0.1316 - Report of Theft, Loss, or Release

APHIS says  "Please send written comments on the 3-year approval request =

to the following addresses: (1) Office of Information and Regulatory =

Affairs, OMB, Attention: Desk Officer for APHIS, Washington, DC 20503; =

and (2) Docket No. 02-088-1, Regulatory Analysis and Development, PPD, =

APHIS, Station 3C71, 4700 River Road Unit 118, Riverdale, MD 20737-1238. =

Please state that your comments refer to Docket No. 02-088-1 and send =

your comments on or before February 11, 2003. Finalized forms will be =

available on this site February 11, 2003."

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 274-1181, Ext. 1270
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

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

From:         "Verduin, Dick" <Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL>

Subject:      Sending pathogenic GMOs abroad
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Hello Biosafety listers,

        One of our researchers at Wageningen University likes to receive  =

gfp-E. coli O157:H7 strain from a researcher of a USDA research center.

        What is needed at the USA side to send the material to The Netherlands =

other than a letter from the Biosafety officer mentioning the number of =

the licence obtained from the Dutch Government to work with GMO-starin =

of E. coli?

        Please advise.

with regards

Dick Verduin

Biological Safety Officer

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

Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

Wageningen University (WU)

Department Plant Sciences

Laboratory of Virology

Binnenhaven 11

6709 PD Wageningen

The Netherlands

Building number 504

Telephone +31.317.483093

Facsimile +31.317.484820

E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

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

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

Date:         Thu, 9 Jan 2003 09:14:21 -0800

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

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

From:         "Funk, Glenn" <funkg@MEDIMMUNE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Sending pathogenic GMOs abroad

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Dick -

From the USA side, the only thing that might be required by the American

government for this E. coli would be an export license issued by the Bureau

of Export Administration (BXA) of the Dept. of Commerce.  However, for an

academic destination in the Netherlands, it's highly unlikely that such a

license would be required.  I would recommend that the Netherlands recipient

send the American shipper a copy of the Netherlands import permit and any

other critical paperwork so it can be included with the package when

shipped.

I don't believe there are any additional requirements for this shipment as a

result of post-9/11 legislation but would appreciate confirmation of this by

a list compadre more deeply involved in the current regulatory hash.  I'm

SA-free, thank God!

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environment, Health and Safety

MedImmune Vaccines, Inc.

408-845-8847

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

From: Verduin, Dick [mailto:Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL]

Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2003 9:02 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Sending pathogenic GMOs abroad

Hello Biosafety listers,

        One of our researchers at Wageningen University likes to receive

gfp-E. coli O157:H7 strain from a researcher of a USDA research center.

        What is needed at the USA side to send the material to The

Netherlands other than a letter from the Biosafety officer mentioning the

number of the licence obtained from the Dutch Government to work with

GMO-starin of E. coli?

        Please advise.

with regards

Dick Verduin

Biological Safety Officer

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

Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

Wageningen University (WU)

Department Plant Sciences

Laboratory of Virology

Binnenhaven 11

6709 PD Wageningen

The Netherlands

Building number 504

Telephone +31.317.483093

Facsimile +31.317.484820

E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

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

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

Date:         Thu, 9 Jan 2003 11:32:46 -0600

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

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

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Sending pathogenic GMOs abroad

In-Reply-To:  <E4BAA0F1E028C045B7ABAA16D0C55582756EF4@santaclara3.aviron. com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

At 09:14 AM 1/9/2003 -0800, you wrote:

>I'm SA-free, thank God! -- Glenn

Referring to your good person as well as your facility I trust.. :)

This makes those of us in possession sound somewhat afflicted..

Can we get a pill for it?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

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

Date:         Thu, 9 Jan 2003 12:36:31 -0500

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

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

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Shigatoxin

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Dear Biosafety Listserve Members,

Has anyone developed a laboratory safety manual for shigatoxin? Or, do you

have any good safety information regarding shigatoxin? Anything you have

would be great.

Thanks in advance!

-David

--

David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

Durham, NH  03824

Telephone #: 603-862-0197

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

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

Date:         Thu, 9 Jan 2003 09:57:48 -0800

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

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

From:         "Funk, Glenn" <funkg@MEDIMMUNE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Sending pathogenic GMOs abroad

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Good shot, Kath!  Let me rephrase that ...

My erstwhile employer does not, at the present time, have any SAs.  As for

me, God only knows what germs (when's the last time you heard that term

used?) are included in my bioburden.  Whatever they are, we're all currently

in a state of truce.

Those of you in possession (note I didn't say "possessed") are at least

afflicted with a tremendous paperwork burden and the responsibility to hold

still while your backgrounds (again, note my careful choice of back-related

words) are poked and prodded by various "security" agencies.  Fortunately,

that affliction isn't contagious ...

-- Glenn

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

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2003 9:33 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Sending pathogenic GMOs abroad

At 09:14 AM 1/9/2003 -0800, you wrote:

>I'm SA-free, thank God! -- Glenn

Referring to your good person as well as your facility I trust.. :)

This makes those of us in possession sound somewhat afflicted..

Can we get a pill for it?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

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

Date:         Thu, 9 Jan 2003 10:17:38 -0800

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

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

From:         "Funk, Glenn" <funkg@MEDIMMUNE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Shigatoxin

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

David -

No manual, per se, but before I left UCSF, we developed a set of operating

criteria or conditions that were levied on investigators using toxins.

Which criteria were applied to which protocols depended on the toxin being

used.  The criteria were presented to the PI as requirements for the IBC's

authorization of the work.  They included such things as

1) A fume hood must be used, at least for initial solubilization and

dilution of lyophilized toxin;

2) All toxin handlers must read and understand the relevant Material Safety

Data Sheets and attest to their comprehension of the information read by

signing and dating each MSDS;

3) An appropriate inactivating agent, as described in each MSDS, must be

readily available in the area of use of each toxin, and all users instructed

in the proper method for inactivating and cleaning up any toxin spills;

4) All toxin handlers must be provided with either specific training or

written information which they are required to read, which informs them

about how to recognize the effects of the toxin in themselves and others,

and the proper procedures for immediate first aid (if appropriate) and for

seeking medical attention.

For particularly nasty toxins, we also required that an appropriate

antitoxin or treatment material was in stock in the health clinic in

unexpired form, the clinic was knowledgeable in its administration and the

management of that particular intoxication, and was advised immediately

prior to any handling of the toxin.  We never encountered a study where we

felt we had to apply this condition.

Hope these thoughts help.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environment, Health and Safety

MedImmune Vaccines, Inc.

408-845-8847

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

From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2003 9:37 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Shigatoxin

Dear Biosafety Listserve Members,

Has anyone developed a laboratory safety manual for shigatoxin? Or, do you

have any good safety information regarding shigatoxin? Anything you have

would be great.

Thanks in advance!

-David

--

David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

Durham, NH  03824

Telephone #: 603-862-0197

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

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

Date:         Thu, 9 Jan 2003 14:12:17 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Sending pathogenic GMOs abroad

MIME-version: 1.0

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

JUST FOR THE RECORD....

After three re-reads, cutting-and-pasting the He-- out of the document, =

I THINK I have an understanding of the 42 CFR Part 73. People, please =

read carefully and understand that there are no "exemptions" (except for =

the vaccine strains, etc.)as our researchers like to call them. The =

language is pretty thorough. If any of your researchers are even =

remotely considering a project involving SA's and T's, then they had =

better get some paper work moving fast.

With respect to Amendments (if you are one of those lucky people to have =

a C of FR for your facility), some of my folks have been laconic in =

their answers on the LR/SAT Application. This will not work for you. =

LR/SAT wants specific info on the locations of safety equipment BSCs, =

incubators etc up to eye-wash stations. Air supply and returns, 100% in =

/ 100% out, dedicated as opposed to combined ducts and systems have to =

be spelled out IN DETAIL. Also, you will have to have the PIs (should =

have already) list ALL personnel with access to SA&T's and storage =

areas.

Also of importance, is a medical surveillance system (this would be you, =

Mr./Ms. BSO) and the development of AGENT-SPECIFIC Biosafety manuals and =

SOP's. This should not be new, since both the CDC and OSHA have required =

this for several years. But each PI has to have their very own WRITTEN =

Document(s)(not the Institutional one) for their specific agent and =

protocols. I feel their pain, but tell them to WRITE-on! REVIEW THEIR =

submissions, carefully, or else they will be delayed.

PS: How many NEW FORMS have YOU generated in response to 42 CFR Part =

73??! Hey, we should make this a contest! Most forms wins? Least forms?

Phil Hauck

Mt. Sinai School of Medicine

Institutional Biosafety Program

and Homeland Security Compliance!!!)

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

From: Funk, Glenn [mailto:funkg@MEDIMMUNE.COM]

Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2003 12:58 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Sending pathogenic GMOs abroad

Good shot, Kath!  Let me rephrase that ...

My erstwhile employer does not, at the present time, have any SAs.  As =

for

me, God only knows what germs (when's the last time you heard that term

used?) are included in my bioburden.  Whatever they are, we're all =

currently

in a state of truce.

Those of you in possession (note I didn't say "possessed") are at least

afflicted with a tremendous paperwork burden and the responsibility to =

hold

still while your backgrounds (again, note my careful choice of =

back-related

words) are poked and prodded by various "security" agencies.  =

Fortunately,

that affliction isn't contagious ...

-- Glenn

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

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2003 9:33 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Sending pathogenic GMOs abroad

At 09:14 AM 1/9/2003 -0800, you wrote:

>I'm SA-free, thank God! -- Glenn

Referring to your good person as well as your facility I trust.. :)

This makes those of us in possession sound somewhat afflicted..

Can we get a pill for it?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

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

Date:         Thu, 9 Jan 2003 14:59:45 -0500

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

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

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Old Topic:  Do not stifle science

MIME-version: 1.0

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

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Please check out this link.  Maybe government is beginning

to "get it".

 http://my.aol.com/news/news_story.psp?type=1&cat=0200&id=030109133942612049

Regards,

Barry D. Cohen, MPH, CBSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

700 Main Street

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4492

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

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

Date:         Thu, 9 Jan 2003 15:02:18 -0600

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

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

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      Delegation of responsibility

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Folks,

Anyone else out there have a letter/memo delegating authority to the RO that

I could take a look at?

We have verbal support but I am looking at getting a signed document from

the top administrator authorizing me as the RO.

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 9 Jan 2003 16:05:01 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Shigatoxin

MIME-version: 1.0

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

One other Idea, since our policy when I was working for Cornell =

University was pretty much the same as the below for toxin and poison =

protocols, was to actually color the stocks of toxin with a non-active =

colorant or food dye. Our folks were working with Ricin, and since the =

food coloring had no effect on the Ricin or the assay, they used Kelly =

green ( the PI was Irish!). Also, for the DFP-users, we made sure that =

atropine injectors were available for the NYPH Paramedics to use in situ =

if/when they made a response(never had to, but we were ready).

Phil Hauck

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

From: Funk, Glenn [mailto:funkg@MEDIMMUNE.COM]

Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2003 1:18 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Shigatoxin

David -

No manual, per se, but before I left UCSF, we developed a set of =

operating

criteria or conditions that were levied on investigators using toxins.

Which criteria were applied to which protocols depended on the toxin =

being

used.  The criteria were presented to the PI as requirements for the =

IBC's

authorization of the work.  They included such things as

1) A fume hood must be used, at least for initial solubilization and

dilution of lyophilized toxin;

2) All toxin handlers must read and understand the relevant Material =

Safety

Data Sheets and attest to their comprehension of the information read by

signing and dating each MSDS;

3) An appropriate inactivating agent, as described in each MSDS, must be

readily available in the area of use of each toxin, and all users =

instructed

in the proper method for inactivating and cleaning up any toxin spills;

4) All toxin handlers must be provided with either specific training or

written information which they are required to read, which informs them

about how to recognize the effects of the toxin in themselves and =

others,

and the proper procedures for immediate first aid (if appropriate) and =

for

seeking medical attention.

For particularly nasty toxins, we also required that an appropriate

antitoxin or treatment material was in stock in the health clinic in

unexpired form, the clinic was knowledgeable in its administration and =

the

management of that particular intoxication, and was advised immediately

prior to any handling of the toxin.  We never encountered a study where =

we

felt we had to apply this condition.

Hope these thoughts help.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environment, Health and Safety

MedImmune Vaccines, Inc.

408-845-8847

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

From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2003 9:37 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Shigatoxin

Dear Biosafety Listserve Members,

Has anyone developed a laboratory safety manual for shigatoxin? Or, do =

you

have any good safety information regarding shigatoxin? Anything you have

would be great.

Thanks in advance!

-David

--

David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

Durham, NH  03824

Telephone #: 603-862-0197

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

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

Date:         Thu, 9 Jan 2003 16:24:58 -0500

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

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

From:         Ed Gaunt <egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM>

Subject:      Re: USDA Select Agent draft forms available for comment

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

The CDC SAP Registration forms are still DRAFT.  You may request a copy of

the forms or comment on the forms by contacting Ann O'Connor via phone at

404-498-1143, fax at 404-498-1187, or email at aeo1@cdc.gov.

The Govt wants your comments on these forms before they are finalized...

(see my previous msg).

Ed

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

From: Michael Betlach [mailto:MBetlach@PROMEGA.COM]

Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2003 11:49 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: USDA Select Agent draft forms available for comment

The APHIS web site has posted a series of draft documents for the select

agent program, and is soliciting comments.

 http://www.aphis.usda.gov/vs/ncie/bta.html

CDC has not posted draft forms (or final forms) for comment on its web site

yet

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/ but does have a list of all select agents and

toxins, including USDA livestock and plant pathogens.

It appears that APHIS and CDC will use many of the same forms, so the APHIS

site may be worth a look for the majority of folks that don't have

USDA-regulated agents.

The APHIS documents include:

DRAFT FORMS

*       APHIS Form 2044/CDC Form 0.1319 - Application for Laboratory

Registration

*       APHIS Form 2041 - Report of Transfer

*       APHIS Form 2040/CDC Form 0.1318 - Report of Identification

*       APHIS Form 2042/CDC Form 0.1317 - Request for Exemption

*       APHIS Form 2043/CDC Form 0.1316 - Report of Theft, Loss, or Release

APHIS says  "Please send written comments on the 3-year approval request to

the following addresses: (1) Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs,

OMB, Attention: Desk Officer for APHIS, Washington, DC 20503; and (2) Docket

No. 02-088-1, Regulatory Analysis and Development, PPD, APHIS, Station 3C71,

4700 River Road Unit 118, Riverdale, MD 20737-1238. Please state that your

comments refer to Docket No. 02-088-1 and send your comments on or before

February 11, 2003. Finalized forms will be available on this site February

11, 2003."

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 274-1181, Ext. 1270
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Date:         Thu, 9 Jan 2003 16:02:27 -0600

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

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

From:         "Burnett, LouAnn Crawford" <louann.burnett@VANDERBILT.EDU>

Subject:      Liquid Nitrogen and Sample Contamination

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Happy New Year to you all (or all y'all, as we say here in Tennessee)!

I have heard some rumblings about settings where sample storage in

liquid nitrogen resulted in cross contamination between samples.  I can

imagine this could occur in cases of sloppy housekeeping, but is this is

routine concern for this manner of storage?

Thanks for any insight (and documentation, if you have it).

LouAnn

LouAnn C. Burnett, MS, CBSP

Biosafety Program Manager & Biological Safety Officer

Vanderbilt University Environmental Health & Safety

Nashville, Tennessee

615/322-0927 (direct & voice mail)

615/343-4951 (fax)

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

Date:         Thu, 9 Jan 2003 16:12:28 -0600

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

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

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Select Agent cDNA

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_286601390==_.ALT"

--=====================_286601390==_.ALT

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

Dear All,

I need to clarify a point. The language of the new listing implies that for

viruses if you possess cDNA of a gene of a select agent, then as long as

this DNA is not capable of sustaining a life form (infectious form or

replication) then it is OK to have it.  A cDNA encoding one protein that

cannot make an infectious or replication competent virus will be exempt -

right?  Just want to double check before I pass on any info.

Thanks

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

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

Date:         Thu, 9 Jan 2003 17:56:09 -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: Liquid Nitrogen and Sample Contamination

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Happy New Year to you, too. Yes, cross-contamination is a potential problem if

the cryogenic storage occurs in the liquid phase of the liquid nitrogen

cryogenic freezer.   For a long-winded discussion, with literature references to

HBV, VSV and cell cross-contamination, check out:

Byers, Karen B. "Risks Associated with Liquid Nitrogen Cryogenic Storage

Systems", Journal of the American Biological Safety Association, Volume 3,

Number 4, 143-146, 1998.

There is also a Cryopreservation Guide on the Nalgene Nunc website, and advice

on cryogenic storage [advising vapor storage only of plastic cryovials] on the

American Type Culture Collection website.

Karen B. Byers, MS,  RBP, CBSP-ABSA

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

Phone: 617-632-3890

Fax: 617-632-1932

NOTE: if you're walking here.. office location-454 Brookline, suite 4

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

From: Burnett, LouAnn Crawford [mailto:louann.burnett@VANDERBILT.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2003 5:02 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Liquid Nitrogen and Sample Contamination

Happy New Year to you all (or all y'all, as we say here in Tennessee)!

I have heard some rumblings about settings where sample storage in

liquid nitrogen resulted in cross contamination between samples.  I can

imagine this could occur in cases of sloppy housekeeping, but is this is

routine concern for this manner of storage?

Thanks for any insight (and documentation, if you have it).

LouAnn

LouAnn C. Burnett, MS, CBSP

Biosafety Program Manager & Biological Safety Officer

Vanderbilt University Environmental Health & Safety

Nashville, Tennessee

615/322-0927 (direct & voice mail)

615/343-4951 (fax)
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Date:         Thu, 9 Jan 2003 22:11:38 -0500

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

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

From:         Lynn Harding <LynnHarding@COMCAST.NET>

Subject:      Re: Liquid Nitrogen and Sample Contamination

In-Reply-To:  <8C2B07F56B7DBE4FA0FD0042E1F19EB1134FA6@mailbe06>
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LouAnn,

Karen Byer's had an article in Journal of the American Biological Safety

Association Vol.3 #4, 1998 "Risks Associated with Liquid Nitrogen Cryogenic

Storage Systems" (page 143).  I think you will find some useful information

in the article.  If you don't have the Journal, let me know and I'll fax the

material to you.

Regards,

Lynn Harding

Biosafety Specialist

Chattanooga, TN

423-875-5651

423-875-5767 (fax)

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

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

Of Burnett, LouAnn Crawford

Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2003 5:02 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Liquid Nitrogen and Sample Contamination

Happy New Year to you all (or all y'all, as we say here in Tennessee)!

I have heard some rumblings about settings where sample storage in

liquid nitrogen resulted in cross contamination between samples.  I can

imagine this could occur in cases of sloppy housekeeping, but is this is

routine concern for this manner of storage?

Thanks for any insight (and documentation, if you have it).

LouAnn

LouAnn C. Burnett, MS, CBSP

Biosafety Program Manager & Biological Safety Officer

Vanderbilt University Environmental Health & Safety

Nashville, Tennessee

615/322-0927 (direct & voice mail)

615/343-4951 (fax)
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From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Fwd: FW: USDA Select Agent draft forms available for comment
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Attached form is FYI.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

--=====================_692694351==_.ALT
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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 Gaunt <egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM>

Subject:      Re: Old Topic:  Do not stifle science

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Here is a related article...

Ed

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

"U.S. May Classify Some Data on Disease Due to Terror Fears"

Wall Street Journal (www.wsj.com) (01/10/03); Chase, Marilyn

A White House science aide warns that the United States' war on terrorism

may push some federally funded projects to classified status under

national-security law.  In a recent speech at the National Academy of

Sciences, John Marburger, director of President Bush's Office of Science

and Technology Policy, said the new law requires that researchers who apply

for federal grants for classified projects receive special notification if

they are approved for funding.  Such steps are taken to decrease the

potential of medical discoveries falling into the wrong hands.  Marburger

noted that most basic research for deadly bacteria or viruses has

components that can be used to develop new vaccines or drugs, but if placed

in the wrong hands, it also has the potential to be used in germ warfare.

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

From: Barry D. Cohen [mailto:bcohen@TKTX.COM]

Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2003 3:00 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Old Topic: Do not stifle science

Please check out this link.  Maybe government is beginning

to "get it".

 http://my.aol.com/news/news_story.psp?type=1&cat=0200&id=030109133942612049

Regards,

Barry D. Cohen, MPH, CBSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

700 Main Street

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4492

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

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

Date:         Fri, 10 Jan 2003 10:31:32 -0800

Reply-To:     baylon@wsu.edu

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

From:         Chris Baylon <baylon@WSU.EDU>

Subject:      UV ethidium bromide detection
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What wavelength of UV light is used to detect ethidium bromide?

Chris Baylon

Industrial Hygienist

Environmental Health and Safety

Washington State University

PO Box 641172

Pullman, WA 99164-1172

509-335-9130

baylon@wsu.edu
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Date:         Fri, 10 Jan 2003 10:56:06 -0800

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

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

From:         "Criscuolo, TR (Tedi)" <tedi.criscuolo@PNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: UV ethidium bromide detection

MIME-version: 1.0

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

From what I have read; Anywhere from 254 to 366nm, optimum wavelength

however is 300nm.

Tedi Criscuolo

Industrial Hygienist/Safety Representative

Battelle IH & OS Operations Group

Office: (509) 373-1169

Pager: (509) 544-3144

tedi.criscuolo@pnl.gov <mailto:tedi.criscuolo@pnl.gov>

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

> From: Chris Baylon [mailto:baylon@WSU.EDU]

> Sent: Friday, January 10, 2003 10:32 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: UV ethidium bromide detection

>

>

> What wavelength of UV light is used to detect ethidium bromide?

>

> Chris Baylon

> Industrial Hygienist

> Environmental Health and Safety

> Washington State University

> PO Box 641172

> Pullman, WA 99164-1172

> 509-335-9130

> baylon@wsu.edu

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

From:         Ed Gaunt <egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM>

Subject:      FW: Dissemination of Scientific Information
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Scientists Discuss Balance of Research and Security

By DIANA JEAN SCHEMO

WASHINGTON, Jan. 9 - Leading scientists began talks here today on =

whether

and how to withhold publication of scientific information that could

compromise national security.

The discussions at the National Academy of Sciences follow a raft of

post-Sept. 11 restrictions on research into some 64 substances that =

could be

used in biological weapons. The discussions were also partly an effort =

to

fend off potential government censorship or other steps to control

unclassified research that the new domestic security law terms =

"sensitive."

The talks were prompted by the hesitance of microbiologists to publish =

their

full research in scientific journals out of concern that terrorists =

could

use the information. While restrictions on research have long been a =

fact of

life for chemists and nuclear physicists, they are new and not entirely

welcome among microbiologists, who say data must be published so other

scientists can verify the quality of the research by reproducing the

results.

"We in the life sciences are in the process of losing some of our

innocence," said Stephen S. Morse of the Joseph L. Mailman School of =

Public

Health at Columbia University. "Knowledge, often using very simple

materials, is also the critical ingredient in making a biological =

weapons

advance."

The discussions brought together two communities that have often viewed =

each

other with distrust, if not disdain: security experts and scientists. =

While

some scientists contend that the best defense against biological =

weapons is

robust research that is widely accessible, security specialists =

maintain

that scientists are being na=EFve at best, and reckless at worst.

"These two communities, if we do not start now with a constructive =

dialogue

with each other, we're going to turn this into a disaster," said John =

J.

Hamre, president of the Center for Strategic and International Studies,

which sponsored the meeting along with the National Academy of =

Sciences.

Dr. Hamre noted that the political climate in Washington and around the

nation supported greater restrictions on science and civil liberties in =

the

name of fighting terrorism. If scientists did not take the security =

concerns

seriously, he said, politicians and policy makers with little =

understanding

of science would step in with "blanket restrictions on science, not =

knowing

what's sensitive and what's not sensitive."

"For precious little security, we would have devastating effects for =

the

conduct of science," said Dr. Hamre, a former deputy secretary of =

defense.

John H. Marburger, director of the White House Office on Science and

Technology Policy, noted that under a Reagan-era directive, research =

that

was not classified as secret when ordered by the government could not =

be

classified retroactively. But citing a report by the Johns Hopkins =

Center

for Civilian Biodefense Strategies, he said such "traditional =

regulatory

approaches are not well suited to biosecurity concerns."

Dr. Marburger did not reveal any impending policy changes, but said, =

"Those

concerns are public concerns, and to them the public deserves a =

rational and

serious response from its government."

The discussions, in a sense, ran against the instincts of many =

scientists

here. Bruce Alberts, president of the National Academy of Sciences, =

stood

before a picture of children gathered around a giant bust of Albert =

Einstein

and recalled the society's founding mission: "to make science much more

accessible to the nation and the world." Today's discussions pondered =

the

opposite.

Since the Sept. 11 attacks, new laws and regulations restrict who may =

work

on 64 "select agents" that could be used to make biological weapons, =

barring

students or scholars with a drug conviction or a history of mental =

illness

and those from countries labeled sponsors of terrorism from =

participating in

research. Universities and clinical and research laboratories have

inventoried their select agents, with many of them urging researchers =

to

destroy their stocks unless they were needed for current projects.

Scientists found with such agents in violation of the law could face =

five

years in prison.

Lewis Branscom, a Harvard professor who is advising the university on =

future

work with select agents and other security issues, said he feared not =

so

much a "frontal assault" on the First Amendment's freedom to speak and

publish as "an elaborate web of controls that look and smell and taste =

like

classification."

Barring groups of people - certain foreigners, marijuana smokers or =

people

with clinical depression, say, from the research, he said, "reminds me =

very

much of the McCarthy days."

Ronald Atlas, president of the American Society of Microbiologists, =

noted

that proposed regulations issued in December included prohibitions on

certain avenues of experimentation, and said he was concerned by First

Amendment issues.

"Do you have a right of inquiry?" Dr. Atlas asked. "It's almost =

biblical:

when God says, `Thou shalt not eat of the Tree of Knowledge.' "

In the cold war, the United States faced a technologically advanced

adversary, but today's threat from enemy nations and terrorists is more

diffuse, with discoveries that appear benign sometimes providing the =

clues

for weapons to spread disease. Outlining a hair-raising next generation =

of

biological armaments, George Poste, chairman of the bioterrorism task =

force

at the Defense Department, said, "I do not wish to see the coffins of =

my

family, my children and grandchildren created as a consequence of the =

utter

na=EFvete, arrogance and hubris of people who cannot see there is a =

problem."
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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@MAIL.WVU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Old Topic:  Do not stifle science

Mime-Version: 1.0
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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.
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I just finished  "A convenient Spy: Wen Ho Lee and the Politics of

Nuclear Espionage" by Dan Stober and Ian Hoffman.  I highly recommend it

as a case study of what happens when security and science collide.  It

is truly chilling to imagine having to deal with this sort of thing in

biological safety.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Institutional Biosafety Officer

309 I Chesnut Ridge Research Bldg

Box 6845

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-6845

telephone: 304-293-7157

--=_81DEADED.7F1E75AE

Content-Type: text/html; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit

Content-Description: HTML

<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 4.0 Transitional//EN">

            I just finished  "A convenient Spy: Wen Ho Lee and the Politics of 

            Nuclear Espionage" by Dan Stober and Ian Hoffman.  I highly 

            recommend it as a case study of what happens when security and 

            science collide.  It is truly chilling to imagine having to deal 

            with this sort of thing in biological safety.

            Andrew Cockburn, PhD

            Institutional Biosafety Officer

            309 I Chesnut Ridge Research Bldg

            Box 6845

            West Virginia University

            Morgantown, WV 26506-6845

            telephone: 304-293-7157

--=_81DEADED.7F1E75AE--
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

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

From:         "Manuel, Francis" <FManuel@COH.ORG>

Subject:      UV Lights
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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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Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

My question is regarding the use of ultra violet lights within the

laboratory.  Shortly, a laboratory within my facility will be installing a

reinforced view glass within the lab door.  If the UV lights are on in the

lab (when no personnel are present), will there be any negative effects to

personnel outside the lab, or does the glass provide enough shielding?

Thanks in advance,

Francis Manuel

Biological Safety Specialist

Occupational Safety and Health Department

x63465

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

This message and any attachments are intended solely for the use of the

individual or entity to which they are addressed. This communication may contain

information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under

applicable law. If the reader of this communication is not the intended

recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to

the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,

distribution or copying of the communication is strictly prohibited. If you

received the communication in error, please notify us immediately by replying to

this message and then deleting the message and any accompanying files from your

system. CONFIDENTIAL.

 =============================================================================
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Content-Type: text/html;
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<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 3.2//EN">

            My question is regarding the use of ultra= = violet lights within 

            the laboratory.  Shortly, a laboratory within my = =66acility will 

            be installing a reinforced view glass within the lab = door.  If the 

            UV lights are on in the lab (when no personnel are = present), will 

            there be any negative effects to personnel outside the lab, = or 

            does the glass provide enough shielding?  

            Thanks in = advance,       

            Francis Manuel 

            Biological Safety = Specialist 

            Occupational Safety and Health = Department 

            x63465 

<P>                        =

                         =

                         =

This message and any attachments are intended solely for the use of the =

individual or entity to which they are addressed. This communication may =

contain information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from =

disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this communication is not=

 =

the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering=

 =

the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any =

dissemination, distribution or copying of the communication is strictly =

prohibited. If you received the communication in error, please notify us =

immediately by replying to this message and then deleting the message and =

any accompanying files from your system. CONFIDENTIAL. 

                         =

                         =

                         =

</P>

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2B8E5.80903070--
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

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

From:         "Criscuolo, TR (Tedi)" <tedi.criscuolo@PNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: UV Lights
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        charset="iso-8859-1"

My experience form the manufacturers of BSC's sash glass is this:

If the tempered safety glass of the sash contains iron, it will absorb 100%

of the UV light that attempts to penetrate it (a small amount of the UV

light may be reflected off of the inside surface of the sash,  and back into

the work area).  The amount of reflected UV, however, is very small and the

levels of UV light/energy at 254 nm at the outside surface of the sash

should be at approximately background level.

Another manufacturer indicated that the since their sash was silicate based

it did not permit the UV light to penetrate.

Hope this helps

Tedi Criscuolo

Industrial Hygienist/Safety Representative

Battelle IH & OS Operations Group

Office: (509) 373-1169

Pager: (509) 544-3144

tedi.criscuolo@pnl.gov <mailto:tedi.criscuolo@pnl.gov>

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

From: Manuel, Francis [mailto:FManuel@COH.ORG]

Sent: Friday, January 10, 2003 12:19 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: UV Lights

My question is regarding the use of ultra violet lights within the

laboratory.  Shortly, a laboratory within my facility will be installing a

reinforced view glass within the lab door.  If the UV lights are on in the

lab (when no personnel are present), will there be any negative effects to

personnel outside the lab, or does the glass provide enough shielding?

Thanks in advance,

Francis Manuel

Biological Safety Specialist

Occupational Safety and Health Department

x63465
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individual or entity to which they are addressed. This communication may

contain information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from

disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this communication is not

the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering

the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any

dissemination, distribution or copying of the communication is strictly

prohibited. If you received the communication in error, please notify us

immediately by replying to this message and then deleting the message and

any accompanying files from your system. CONFIDENTIAL.
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            Date: Fri, 10 Jan 2003 12:43:27 -0800 Reply-To: A Biosafety 

            Discussion List Sender: A Biosafety Discussion List From: Jon Jacob 

            Subject: SA Question - Bacillus Anthracis Toxin vs Bacteria 

            MIME-Version: 1.0 Content-Type: multipart/alternative; 

            boundary="0-828596398-1042231407=:89059" 

            --0-828596398-1042231407=:89059 Content-Type: text/plain; 

            charset=us-ascii Hi, I am not a Biosafety Officer by trade, so 

            please be gentle.... Our scientists are working on a therapeutic 

            agent against the anthrax toxin. As a result, we purchase both the 

            LF and PA components of BA and combine them to use as a test against 

            our potential product. In looking through the new regulations, 

            Bacillus Anthracis is listed under the bacteria. We do not and never 

            do, possess the bacteria, only the toxin for short time periods when 

            used to test the effectiveness of our "product." Is our use of the 

            Bacillus Anthracis toxin therefore exempt from this regulation? 

            Since Bacillus Anthracis is an overlap agent, who or what agency (or 

            both?) would be the best one(s) to answer this question? Thanks in 

            advance for any help on this.... --------------------------------- 

            Do you Yahoo!? Yahoo! Mail Plus - Powerful. Affordable. Sign up now 

            --0-828596398-1042231407=:89059 Content-Type: text/html; 

            charset=us-ascii 

            Hi,

            I am not a Biosafety Officer by trade, so please be gentle....

            Our scientists are working on a therapeutic agent against the 

            anthrax toxin.   As a result, we purchase both the LF and PA 

            components of BA and combine them to use as a test against our 

            potential product.

            In looking through the new regulations, Bacillus Anthracis is listed 

            under the bacteria.  We do not and never do, possess the bacteria, 

            only the toxin for short time periods when used to test the 

            effectiveness of our "product."

            Is our use of the Bacillus Anthracis toxin therefore exempt from 

            this regulation?

            Since Bacillus Anthracis is an overlap agent, who or what agency (or 

            both?) would be the best one(s) to answer this question?

            Thanks in advance for any help on this....

            Do you Yahoo!?

            Yahoo! Mail Plus - Powerful. Affordable. Sign up now 

            --0-828596398-1042231407=:89059-- 

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

            Date: Fri, 10 Jan 2003 15:03:52 -0600 Reply-To: A Biosafety 

            Discussion List Sender: A Biosafety Discussion List From: Kathryn 

            Harris Subject: B-virus quandary - are monkey tissues select agents? 

            Mime-Version: 1.0 Content-Type: multipart/alternative; 

            boundary="=====================_368885562==_.ALT" 

            --=====================_368885562==_.ALT Content-Type: text/plain; 

            charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed Has anyone found any detailed info 

            on specific select agents? there is an Appendix 1 - Discussion of 

            Individual Select Agents on the CDC website but I can't find any 

            info posted to that page yet. I have a question with respect to 

            Cercopithecine herpesvirus 1 (Herpes B virus) 73.4(f) Exclusions: 

            (1) "This section does not include any select agent or toxin that is 

            in its naturally occurring environment provided it has not been 

            intentionally introduced, cultivated, collected, or otherwise 

            extracted from its natural source." There is an exemption listed in 

            section 73.6 for "select agents or toxins that are contained in 

            specimens or in isolates from specimens presented for diagnosis, 

            verification, or proficiency testing," however the exemption applies 

            if the only activities of the entity concern agents or toxins 

            contained in such specimens or isolates; etc etc. So that exemption 

            does not apply to our entity. Could it be that, if an investigator 

            collects a tissue specimen from a monkey that is likely to contain B 

            virus, for any purpose other than studying the B virus, the agent is 

            still considered to be in its naturally occurring environment 

            (saying, in effect, that the tissue is the naturally occurring 

            environment)? Or, does "naturally occurring environment" mean "live 

            monkey?" Specifically: In a tissue sample taken for another purpose, 

            the virus itself has not been intentionally collected or extracted 

            from its natural source so does that sample need to be treated as a 

            SA? If you wanted to study the B virus, on the other hand, then you 

            would have to collect it or extract/isolate it from the sample. That 

            would then presumably trigger compliance? Thoughts or comments 

            appreciated. ********************************************** Kathryn 

            Louise Harris, Ph.D. Biological Safety Professional Office of 

            Research Safety Northwestern University NG-71 Technological 

            Institute 2145 Sheridan Road Evanston, IL 60208-3121 Phone: (847) 

            491-4387 Fax: (847) 467-2797 Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu 

            ********************************************** 

            --=====================_368885562==_.ALT Content-Type: text/html; 

            charset="us-ascii" 

            Has anyone found any detailed info on specific select agents? there 

            is an Appendix 1 - Discussion of Individual Select Agents

            on the CDC website but I can't find any info posted to that page 

yet.

            I have a question with respect to Cercopithecine herpesvirus 1 

            (Herpes B virus)

            73.4(f) Exclusions: (1) "This section does not include any select 

            agent or toxin that is in its naturally occurring environment 

            provided it has not been intentionally introduced, cultivated, 

            collected, or otherwise extracted from its natural source."

            There is an exemption listed in section 73.6 for "select agents or 

            toxins that are contained in specimens or in isolates from specimens 

            presented for diagnosis, verification, or proficiency testing," 

            however the exemption applies if the only activities of the entity 

            concern agents or toxins contained in such specimens or isolates; 

            etc etc. So that exemption does not apply to our entity. 

            Could it be that, if an investigator collects a tissue specimen from 

            a monkey that is likely to contain B virus, for any purpose other 

            than studying the B virus, the agent is still considered to be in 

            its naturally occurring environment (saying, in effect, that the 

            tissue is the naturally occurring environment)? Or, does "naturally 

            occurring environment" mean "live monkey?" 

            Specifically: 

            In a tissue sample taken for another purpose, the virus itself has 

            not been intentionally collected or extracted from its natural 

            source so does that sample need to be treated as a SA? 

            If you wanted to study the B virus, on the other hand, then you 

            would have to collect it or extract/isolate it from the sample. That 

            would then presumably trigger compliance?

            Thoughts or comments appreciated.

            **********************************************

            Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

            Biological Safety Professional

            Office of Research Safety

            Northwestern University

            NG-71 Technological Institute

            2145 Sheridan Road

            Evanston, IL 60208-3121

            Phone: (847) 491-4387

            Fax: (847) 467-2797

            Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

            **********************************************

--=====================_368885562==_.ALT--
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I seem to recall a story about Archimedes, the great Greek Scientist and =

Philosopher. He was tinkering in the laboratory when the Roman Army had =

just completed invading his city. Two Roman Decurians were standing in =

the doorway, sent there to arrest him, because of his knowledge about =

war machines and scientific devices that could be adapted for warfare.

Without looking up from his experiment he told the Romans not to touch =

or disturb any of his work. They honored his request and touched =

nothing...except for him...he received a Roman short sort in his back =

for not having the courtesy to turn around while addressing them.

Moral: when the regulators have arrived at your door, it is probably in =

your best interest to look up from your experiment and see what's going =

on...before it is too late!

Phil Hauck, MS, MSHS CBSP, SM(NRM)

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

From: Ed Gaunt [mailto:egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM]

Sent: Friday, January 10, 2003 2:00 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: FW: Dissemination of Scientific Information

Scientists Discuss Balance of Research and Security

By DIANA JEAN SCHEMO

WASHINGTON, Jan. 9 - Leading scientists began talks here today on =

whether

and how to withhold publication of scientific information that could

compromise national security.

The discussions at the National Academy of Sciences follow a raft of

post-Sept. 11 restrictions on research into some 64 substances that =

could be

used in biological weapons. The discussions were also partly an effort =

to

fend off potential government censorship or other steps to control

unclassified research that the new domestic security law terms =

"sensitive."

The talks were prompted by the hesitance of microbiologists to publish =

their

full research in scientific journals out of concern that terrorists =

could

use the information. While restrictions on research have long been a =

fact of

life for chemists and nuclear physicists, they are new and not entirely

welcome among microbiologists, who say data must be published so other

scientists can verify the quality of the research by reproducing the

results.

"We in the life sciences are in the process of losing some of our

innocence," said Stephen S. Morse of the Joseph L. Mailman School of =

Public

Health at Columbia University. "Knowledge, often using very simple

materials, is also the critical ingredient in making a biological =

weapons

advance."

The discussions brought together two communities that have often viewed =

each

other with distrust, if not disdain: security experts and scientists. =

While

some scientists contend that the best defense against biological weapons =

is

robust research that is widely accessible, security specialists maintain

that scientists are being na=EFve at best, and reckless at worst.

"These two communities, if we do not start now with a constructive =

dialogue

with each other, we're going to turn this into a disaster," said John J.

Hamre, president of the Center for Strategic and International Studies,

which sponsored the meeting along with the National Academy of Sciences.

Dr. Hamre noted that the political climate in Washington and around the

nation supported greater restrictions on science and civil liberties in =

the

name of fighting terrorism. If scientists did not take the security =

concerns

seriously, he said, politicians and policy makers with little =

understanding

of science would step in with "blanket restrictions on science, not =

knowing

what's sensitive and what's not sensitive."

"For precious little security, we would have devastating effects for the

conduct of science," said Dr. Hamre, a former deputy secretary of =

defense.

John H. Marburger, director of the White House Office on Science and

Technology Policy, noted that under a Reagan-era directive, research =

that

was not classified as secret when ordered by the government could not be

classified retroactively. But citing a report by the Johns Hopkins =

Center

for Civilian Biodefense Strategies, he said such "traditional regulatory

approaches are not well suited to biosecurity concerns."

Dr. Marburger did not reveal any impending policy changes, but said, =

"Those

concerns are public concerns, and to them the public deserves a rational =

and

serious response from its government."

The discussions, in a sense, ran against the instincts of many =

scientists

here. Bruce Alberts, president of the National Academy of Sciences, =

stood

before a picture of children gathered around a giant bust of Albert =

Einstein

and recalled the society's founding mission: "to make science much more

accessible to the nation and the world." Today's discussions pondered =

the

opposite.

Since the Sept. 11 attacks, new laws and regulations restrict who may =

work

on 64 "select agents" that could be used to make biological weapons, =

barring

students or scholars with a drug conviction or a history of mental =

illness

and those from countries labeled sponsors of terrorism from =

participating in

research. Universities and clinical and research laboratories have

inventoried their select agents, with many of them urging researchers to

destroy their stocks unless they were needed for current projects.

Scientists found with such agents in violation of the law could face =

five

years in prison.

Lewis Branscom, a Harvard professor who is advising the university on =

future

work with select agents and other security issues, said he feared not so

much a "frontal assault" on the First Amendment's freedom to speak and

publish as "an elaborate web of controls that look and smell and taste =

like

classification."

Barring groups of people - certain foreigners, marijuana smokers or =

people

with clinical depression, say, from the research, he said, "reminds me =

very

much of the McCarthy days."

Ronald Atlas, president of the American Society of Microbiologists, =

noted

that proposed regulations issued in December included prohibitions on

certain avenues of experimentation, and said he was concerned by First

Amendment issues.

"Do you have a right of inquiry?" Dr. Atlas asked. "It's almost =

biblical:

when God says, `Thou shalt not eat of the Tree of Knowledge.' "

In the cold war, the United States faced a technologically advanced

adversary, but today's threat from enemy nations and terrorists is more

diffuse, with discoveries that appear benign sometimes providing the =

clues

for weapons to spread disease. Outlining a hair-raising next generation =

of

biological armaments, George Poste, chairman of the bioterrorism task =

force

at the Defense Department, said, "I do not wish to see the coffins of my

family, my children and grandchildren created as a consequence of the =

utter

na=EFvete, arrogance and hubris of people who cannot see there is a =

problem."
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            The other thing to consider beside the attenuation by the =

glass is the 1/r2    propagation constant that states that for every =

doubling of distance from the source of emission, there is a =

corresponding (exponential) reduction in energy from the source. Folks =

standing outside have little to worry about. Just make sure there is an =

interlock so that if someone enters accidentally while the light is on, =

the light will go off automatically before they are injured.

Phil Hauck

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

From: Manuel, Francis [mailto:FManuel@COH.ORG]

Sent: Friday, January 10, 2003 3:19 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: UV Lights

My question is regarding the use of ultra violet lights within the =

laboratory.  Shortly, a laboratory within my facility will be installing =

a reinforced view glass within the lab door.  If the UV lights are on in =

the lab (when no personnel are present), will there be any negative =

effects to personnel outside the lab, or does the glass provide enough =

shielding? 

Thanks in advance,      

Francis Manuel

Biological Safety Specialist

Occupational Safety and Health Department

x63465

                         =

                         =

                         =

This message and any attachments are intended solely for the use of the =

individual or entity to which they are addressed. This communication may =

contain information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from =

disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this communication is =

not the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for =

delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby =

notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of the =

communication is strictly prohibited. If you received the communication =

in error, please notify us immediately by replying to this message and =

then deleting the message and any accompanying files from your system. =

CONFIDENTIAL.

                         =

                         =

                         =
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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: B-virus quandary - are monkey tissues select agents?
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Send your interpretation questions to the CDC Select Agent Program staff (

lrsat@cdc.gov <mailto:lrsat@cdc.gov> ).  I sent in two questions last week

and was very pleased to receive responses within 2-3 days for each question.

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: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Friday, January 10, 2003 3:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: B-virus quandary - are monkey tissues select agents?

Has anyone found any detailed info on specific select agents? there is an

Appendix 1 - Discussion of Individual Select Agents

on the CDC website but I can't find any info posted to that page yet.

I have a question with respect to Cercopithecine herpesvirus 1 (Herpes B

virus)

73.4(f) Exclusions: (1) "This section does not include any select agent or

toxin that is in its naturally occurring environment provided it has not

been intentionally introduced, cultivated, collected, or otherwise extracted

from its natural source."

There is an exemption listed in section 73.6 for "select agents or toxins

that are contained in specimens or in isolates from specimens presented for

diagnosis, verification, or proficiency testing," however the exemption

applies if the only activities of the entity concern agents or toxins

contained in such specimens or isolates; etc etc. So that exemption does not

apply to our entity.

Could it be that, if an investigator collects a tissue specimen from a

monkey that is likely to contain B virus, for any purpose other than

studying the B virus, the agent is still considered to be in its naturally

occurring environment (saying, in effect, that the tissue is the naturally

occurring environment)? Or, does "naturally occurring environment" mean

"live monkey?"

Specifically:

In a tissue sample taken for another purpose, the virus itself has not been

intentionally collected or extracted from its natural source so does that

sample need to be treated as a SA?

If you wanted to study the B virus, on the other hand, then you would have

to collect it or extract/isolate it from the sample. That would then

presumably trigger compliance?

Thoughts or comments appreciated.

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2B8FD.ACB5FDC0
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Date:         Mon, 13 Jan 2003 08:55:14 -0500

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

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

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      MSDS for Shigatoxin

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Dear Listserve,

I am looking for an MSDS for shigatoxin and have been unable to get a copy

from the company where we purchased it. Does anyone have an MSDS on file for

shigatoxin? If yes, can I have a copy? If no, do you have any

recommendations as to where I can find the MSDS?

Thanks in advance!

-David

--

David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

Durham, NH  03824

Telephone #: 603-862-0197

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

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

Date:         Mon, 13 Jan 2003 09:35:47 -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: MSDS for Shigatoxin

In-Reply-To:  <4F44C51ED1C9D311B761009027DC72181187B346@exch1.unh.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_4002645==_.ALT"

--=====================_4002645==_.ALT

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

By law, the company is required to have MSDS's for the products that they

sell and they must provide them to their customers.  I would remind them of

their legal obligation.

At 08:55 AM 1/13/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Dear Listserve,

>

>I am looking for an MSDS for shigatoxin and have been unable to get a copy

>from the company where we purchased it. Does anyone have an MSDS on file for

>shigatoxin? If yes, can I have a copy? If no, do you have any

>recommendations as to where I can find the MSDS?

>

>Thanks in advance!

>

>-David

>

>--

>David R. Gillum

>

>Laboratory Safety Officer

>Environmental Health and Safety

>11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

>Durham, NH  03824

>Telephone #: 603-862-0197

>Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

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

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

From:         Margaret Rakas <mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: MSDS for Shigatoxin
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Try calling the company back and telling them that under OSHA's Hazard

Communication Standard, they are required BY LAW to provide you with an

MSDS at the time of purchase.  These biotech companies are woefully

ignorant of their responsibilities regarding MSDS and labeling under the

Hazcom Standard, and if they're a foreign company, that is no excuse.

If they are unwilling to comply, turn them over to OSHA.  It's not like

this is Wite-Out.

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

--=_1A450BB9.A4C542DC
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            company, that is no excuse.  If they are unwilling to comply, turn 

            them over to OSHA.  It's not like this is Wite-Out.

            Margaret

            Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

            Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

            Clark Science Center

            Smith College
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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:      Estimate - # of BL3 labs in the U.S.
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Doe anyone have an educated guess as to how many operational BL3 labs there

are in the U.S. at this time?

Please respond to me privately, to avoid clogging the list  ------

gvangorp@anl.gov <mailto:gvangorp@anl.gov>

Thank you.

Gail S. Van Gorp, MS, CIH

Argonne National Laboratory

Industrial Hygienist / Biosafety Officer

630/252-3689 direct; 630/252-7608 fax

gvangorp@anl.gov <mailto:gvangorp@anl.gov>

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

Date:         Mon, 13 Jan 2003 13:29:12 -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:      Responsible Official

In-Reply-To:  <se229159.015@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

With the impending effective date of the new SA regs, I have been

assigned the RO function as an additional duty. I am not

overwhelmingly thrilled with this (I've already the equivalent of

three full time jobs, and this function has significant

responsibilities and liabilities), and I have some administrative

questions:

At your institution:

1a. Who's been (will be) assigned the RO function under the new regs?

1b. Is this an additional duty or reassignment?

1c. If it's an additional duty, what (if any) additional salary

compensation are you giving?

2a. Who is hiring a new individual to address the RO function?

2b. What are you paying?

3a. How many institutions have tagged their EHS Director as the RO?

(Especially when the EHS DIr. reports to a VP or equivalent).

3b. What (if any) additional salary compensation are you giving?

4. What additional staff have been hired (positions created) to

assist the RO, especially for those whom it's an additional duty?

--

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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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:      Responsible Official

Mime-Version: 1.0
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I suppose I should have added to my previous email:

How many biosafety staff do you have now?

What are their salaries?

--

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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Date:         Mon, 13 Jan 2003 15:05:02 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Responsible Official

MIME-version: 1.0

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

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

From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]

Sent: Monday, January 13, 2003 1:29 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Responsible Official

With the impending effective date of the new SA regs, I have been

assigned the RO function as an additional duty. I am not

overwhelmingly thrilled with this (I've already the equivalent of

three full time jobs, and this function has significant

responsibilities and liabilities), and I have some administrative

questions:

At your institution:

1a. Who's been (will be) assigned the RO function under the new regs?

        The BSO

1b. Is this an additional duty or reassignment?

        Neither; its part of the duties

1c. If it's an additional duty, what (if any) additional salary

compensation are you giving? n/a

2a. Who is hiring a new individual to address the RO function? n/a

2b. What are you paying?n/a

3a. How many institutions have tagged their EHS Director as the RO?

(Especially when the EHS DIr. reports to a VP or equivalent).n/a

3b. What (if any) additional salary compensation are you giving?

4. What additional staff have been hired (positions created) to

assist the RO, especially for those whom it's an additional duty?

        None

Phil Hauck, MS, CIH, CBSP, SM(NRM)

Mt Sinai School of Medicine

--

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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Date:         Mon, 13 Jan 2003 15:49:41 -0500

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

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

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Sign-Making Software

MIME-version: 1.0

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

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Can anyone recommend an off-the-shelf sign- and label-making

software package?

Thank you for your time.

Regards,

--bdc

Barry D. Cohen, MPH, CBSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

700 Main Street

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4492

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

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

Date:         Mon, 13 Jan 2003 16:33:43 -0500

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

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

From:         Rob MacCormick <rmaccormick@OLIN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Sign-Making Software
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Regards,

You might check out:

Brady "Labelizer" via Bruce Kingman @ Safetysource Boston, MA

800-225-3553

Rob MacCormick

Manager - Environmental Health & Safety

Olin College of Engineering & Babson College

"Barry D. Cohen" wrote:

> Can anyone recommend an off-the-shelf sign- and label-making

> software package?

>

> Thank you for your time.

>

> Regards,

>

> --bdc

>

> Barry D. Cohen, MPH, CBSP

> Director, Environmental Health and Safety

> Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

> 700 Main Street

> Cambridge, MA 02139

> (V):  617/613-4385

> (F):  617/613-4492

> (E):  bcohen@tktx.com

=========================================================================
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Dear Mr. Newberry,

What is going on at that crazy Clemson University!  Can't you handle four

jobs, especially since I hear they're paying most higher-ups $200, 000 a

year?  Complain, complain, complain!   (PS -- I'm ready to give you your

5th one back!)    Hang in there! (No, I really didn't mean that --- don't

hang yourself!)

Sue (might as well laugh) Pedrick

At 01:29 PM 1/13/03 -0500, you wrote:

>With the impending effective date of the new SA regs, I have been

>assigned the RO function as an additional duty. I am not

>overwhelmingly thrilled with this (I've already the equivalent of

>three full time jobs, and this function has significant

>responsibilities and liabilities), and I have some administrative

>questions:

>

>At your institution:

>

>1a. Who's been (will be) assigned the RO function under the new regs?

>1b. Is this an additional duty or reassignment?

>1c. If it's an additional duty, what (if any) additional salary

>compensation are you giving?

>

>2a. Who is hiring a new individual to address the RO function?

>2b. What are you paying?

>

>3a. How many institutions have tagged their EHS Director as the RO?

>(Especially when the EHS DIr. reports to a VP or equivalent).

>3b. What (if any) additional salary compensation are you giving?

>

>4. What additional staff have been hired (positions created) to

>assist the RO, especially for those whom it's an additional duty?

>

>

>--

>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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>With the impending effective date of the new SA regs, I have been

>assigned the RO function as an additional duty. I am not

>overwhelmingly thrilled with this (I've already the equivalent of

>three full time jobs, and this function has significant

>responsibilities and liabilities),

....part deleted....

Robin--My condolences on the loss of what little free time you had in

your life!  8>)  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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FYI and IMPORTANT

>X-Sybari-Trust: 5660f16a b081a404 ed8d5458 0000093d

>From: "O'Connor, Anne E." <aeo1@cdc.gov>

>To: "'BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU'" <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>,

>    "'rfink@MIT.EDU'" <rfink@MIT.EDU>

>Subject: Proposed Select Agent forms

>Date: Tue, 14 Jan 2003 08:55:15 -0500

>X-Mailer: Internet Mail Service (5.5.2655.55)

>X-Spam-Flag: NO

>X-Spam-Score: 0.7, Required 7.5

>X-Scanned-By: MIMEDefang 2.28 (www . roaringpenguin . com / mimedefang)

>

>Subscribers to this listserv should be aware that the Select Agent form

>posted on this website is in draft form and is subject to revision as the

>Office of Management and Budget reviews CDC's and APHIS' request to collect

>this information under the Paperwork Reduction Act.  Entities affected by

>the proposed regulation on possession, use and transfer of Select Agents

>should not use this form until instructed to do so by CDC or APHIS.  Neither

>CDC nor APHIS can legally accept any applications submitted on draft forms.

>

>Also, subscribers should be aware that the forms proposed by CDC are

>identical to those proposed by USDA/APHIS.  CDC and APHIS have developed a

>common registration system as prescribed by Congress in the Public Health

>Safety and Bioterrorism Preparedness and Response Act of 2002.

>

>Anne O'Connor, M.S.

>Assistant Reports Clearance Officer

>Office of Program Planning and Evaluation

>Office of the Director

>1600 Clifton Road, MS D-24

>Atlanta, GA 30333

>Voice: (404)498-1143

>Fax: (404)498-1187

>Email: aeo1@cdc.gov

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu
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From:         Ron Amoling <Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM>

Subject:      Aerosol Management for FACSVantage
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Does anyone have any experience with aerosol management "hoods" that are

available for FACSVantage sorters? I know that they are commercially

available from the manufacturer and that several facilities have fabricated

their own units in-house.  Any opinions?

thanks,

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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From:         Greg Merkle <greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU>

Organization: Wright State University

Subject:      Re: Another question about new SA regs
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I have the same questions regarding the requirement to

submit mounds of paperwork in the very near future.  I also

have a question about who has the forms or documents that

would need to be submitted for review by the Attorney

General, HHS and other officials for granting approval

authorization. 

Thanks

Greg Merkle

Francis Churchill wrote:

>

> I have not seen this question discussed already -

>

> 42 CFR =A7 73.0 (c) says "for those entities that on

> February 7,2003, were not already [second "were"

> removed]conducting activities under a certificate of

> registration [snip] and were not already lawfully

> possessing select agents and toxins, the provisions of

> part 73 are applicable as follows:" The applicable

> provisions include submitting risk assessments,

> designating an RO, training, etc.

>

> At UVM, we do possess and use SA toxins, but in amounts

> excluded under paragraphs =A7 73.4(f)(4) and =A7 73.5(f)(4).

> The exclusions remove those amounts of the toxins from the

> SA list (paragraph D) so it seems to me that they are not

> SA.   We have not had to register with the CDC under the

> old SA regulations due to research exemptions.

>

> So my question is this: Since UVM is not conducting

> activities under a certificate of registration and is not

> already lawfully possessing select agents do, do we have

> to designate an RO (already done for the survey last

> September), obtain approval of the CDC through the

> Attorney General, and other requirements?

>

> Either I am staring at this one too much and am reading it

> through crossed-eyes or every entity (government agency,

> academic institution, corporation, company, partnership,

> etc.) has work to do.

>

> Thanks in advance and I apologize if this has been

> discussed already,

> Francis

>

> --

>

> Francis Churchill

> University of Vermont - Environmental Safety Facility

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

> (802) 656-5405

> Francis.Churchill@uvm.edu

>

> "Show me pollution and I'll show you a subsidy." Robert F

> Kennedy Jr
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 From today's NY Times:

http://www.nytimes.com/2003/01/15/health/15GENE.html

Gene Therapy Trials Halted

By ANDREW POLLACK

The Food and Drug Administration yesterday suspended 27 gene therapy trials

involving several hundred patients after learning that a second child

treated in France had developed a condition resembling leukemia.

The agency said it was not aware that any of the patients treated in the 27

American trials had suffered illnesses similar to that of the infants in

France but was nevertheless taking precautions.

"We see no evidence that the subjects in these 27 trials are actually at

risk," said Dr. Philip Noguchi, acting director of the agency's office of

cellular, tissue and gene therapies.

The temporary halt, the largest such action involving gene therapy trials,

is yet another setback to the fledgling field, which usually involves

introducing healthy genes into patients to treat diseases caused by

defective ones. The field is still shaken from the death of a teenager

undergoing gene therapy in 1999 at the University of Pennsylvania and from

the first case of leukemia in an infant in France last year.

The treatments in France had been considered the only unequivocal success

for gene therapy after a decade of failures. Nine of 11 young boys treated

for a fatal immune deficiency widely known as bubble-boy disease were able

to leave the hospital and take up nearly normal lives. But now two of them

have developed the condition resembling leukemia.

"The exciting thing was that it was working," said Dr. Joseph C. Glorioso,

president of the American Society of Gene Therapy and chairman of molecular

genetics and biochemistry at the University of Pittsburgh. "The horrible

thing is that a shadow has been cast over that success."

In September, after the first of the children in France was found to have

the leukemia-like disease, the F.D.A. halted three clinical trials that

involved a similar treatment for immune deficiencies. Yesterday it decided

to halt all trials involving the technique used in the French trial,

regardless of the disease being treated. That technique uses a type of

virus known as a retrovirus to ferry genes into blood-producing stem cells.

The 30 trials halted represent about 15 percent of the 200 gene therapy

trials under way and half of the 60 trials involving retroviruses. The

other trials using retroviruses insert the genes into cells other than

blood stem cells. The trials involving stem cells are considered more risky

because those cells proliferate, and leukemia is a disease in which blood

cells proliferate out of control.

Some of the trials being halted are intended to treat AIDS and cancer, Dr.

Noguchi said. The agency will consider lifting the suspensions in

individual cases for these life-threatening diseases if doctors fully

inform the patients of the risk and then monitor them carefully, he said.

Retroviruses are only one of several types of viruses used to deliver genes

into cells. But they are considered both particularly promising and risky

because the genes they carry become a permanent part of the target cell's

DNA. That means that when the cells divide, the inserted genes remain in

the daughter cells. Without that permanent insertion, scientists said, gene

therapy might have to be performed over and over.

But scientists also knew there was a theoretical risk that a retrovirus

would lodge near a cancer-causing gene and turn it on. Scientists say that

is what happened in the first leukemia case in France. The cause in the

second case has not been announced but some scientists say they have heard

the cause is similar.

But until the second case, scientists believed that the risk was low. There

have been perhaps 40 or 50 trials involving more than 100 patients in the

United States that involved using retroviruses to insert genes into stem

cells, said Dr. Donald B. Kohn, professor of pediatrics at the University

of Southern California and a gene therapy expert at Children's Hospital in

Los Angeles. Most had limited or no success, but none had caused a

cancer-like complication.

"The big question is why are we seeing this all of a sudden in two patients

in this trial but not all these previous patients?" said Dr. Kohn, who was

conducting two trials affected by the F.D.A.'s suspension. He said one

explanation could be that gene transfer has become more efficient. Another

is that there could be something specific to the disease treated or to the

gene used in the French experiment.

The American Society of Gene Therapy, which endorsed the F.D.A.'s

precautionary measure, said yesterday that it would set up a committee to

study the situation. The gene therapy advisory committee of the National

Institutes of Health will meet on Friday to consider the situation, and an

F.D.A. advisory committee will meet on Feb. 28.

Scientists said the new problems would not derail gene therapy because the

risks had to be balanced against the benefits. In this case, they said,

nine infants were virtually cured of a terrible disease. Indeed, after the

first three trials were suspended in September, an F.D.A. advisory panel

recommended resuming those trials on the ground that the benefits

outweighed the risks. The trials had not yet restarted.

Dr. Noguchi said the F.D.A. learned of the second French leukemia case a

month ago but did not act until yesterday because it wanted to study the

situation.

"We know the impact of F.D.A. taking an action like this," he said. "We

didn't want to do this without doing a very thorough evaluation of all the

risks and benefits."

Dr. Daniel R. Salomon, associate professor at the Scripps Research

Institute and chairman of the F.D.A. advisory panel for gene therapy, said

the F.D.A. was right to be cautious. "This definitely is not the way we

would have written it out had we had our fantasyland going," he said. "But

this is dealing with reality."

Dr. Salomon and Dr. Glorioso said there were techniques that could make

gene therapy safer.

Dr. Glorioso described the setback as "bumps in the road that happen when

you develop new therapies." He added: "I don't think it will kill the

field. I think it will cause us to work harder and engineer our way out of

the problem."
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-----Original Message-----

From: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 8:05 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: NY Times Article -- FDA gene transfer trials suspended

 From today's NY Times:

http://www.nytimes.com/2003/01/15/health/15GENE.html

Gene Therapy Trials Halted

By ANDREW POLLACK

The Food and Drug Administration yesterday suspended 27 gene therapy =

trials

involving several hundred patients after learning that a second child

treated in France had developed a condition resembling leukemia.

The agency said it was not aware that any of the patients treated in the =

27

American trials had suffered illnesses similar to that of the infants in

France but was nevertheless taking precautions.

"We see no evidence that the subjects in these 27 trials are actually at

risk," said Dr. Philip Noguchi, acting director of the agency's office =

of

cellular, tissue and gene therapies.

The temporary halt, the largest such action involving gene therapy =

trials,

is yet another setback to the fledgling field, which usually involves

introducing healthy genes into patients to treat diseases caused by

defective ones. The field is still shaken from the death of a teenager

undergoing gene therapy in 1999 at the University of Pennsylvania and =

from

the first case of leukemia in an infant in France last year.

The treatments in France had been considered the only unequivocal =

success

for gene therapy after a decade of failures. Nine of 11 young boys =

treated

for a fatal immune deficiency widely known as bubble-boy disease were =

able

to leave the hospital and take up nearly normal lives. But now two of =

them

have developed the condition resembling leukemia.

"The exciting thing was that it was working," said Dr. Joseph C. =

Glorioso,

president of the American Society of Gene Therapy and chairman of =

molecular

genetics and biochemistry at the University of Pittsburgh. "The horrible

thing is that a shadow has been cast over that success."

In September, after the first of the children in France was found to =

have

the leukemia-like disease, the F.D.A. halted three clinical trials that

involved a similar treatment for immune deficiencies. Yesterday it =

decided

to halt all trials involving the technique used in the French trial,

regardless of the disease being treated. That technique uses a type of

virus known as a retrovirus to ferry genes into blood-producing stem =

cells.

The 30 trials halted represent about 15 percent of the 200 gene therapy

trials under way and half of the 60 trials involving retroviruses. The

other trials using retroviruses insert the genes into cells other than

blood stem cells. The trials involving stem cells are considered more =

risky

because those cells proliferate, and leukemia is a disease in which =

blood

cells proliferate out of control.

Some of the trials being halted are intended to treat AIDS and cancer, =

Dr.

Noguchi said. The agency will consider lifting the suspensions in

individual cases for these life-threatening diseases if doctors fully

inform the patients of the risk and then monitor them carefully, he =

said.

Retroviruses are only one of several types of viruses used to deliver =

genes

into cells. But they are considered both particularly promising and =

risky

because the genes they carry become a permanent part of the target =

cell's

DNA. That means that when the cells divide, the inserted genes remain in

the daughter cells. Without that permanent insertion, scientists said, =

gene

therapy might have to be performed over and over.

But scientists also knew there was a theoretical risk that a retrovirus

would lodge near a cancer-causing gene and turn it on. Scientists say =

that

is what happened in the first leukemia case in France. The cause in the

second case has not been announced but some scientists say they have =

heard

the cause is similar.

But until the second case, scientists believed that the risk was low. =

There

have been perhaps 40 or 50 trials involving more than 100 patients in =

the

United States that involved using retroviruses to insert genes into stem

cells, said Dr. Donald B. Kohn, professor of pediatrics at the =

University

of Southern California and a gene therapy expert at Children's Hospital =

in

Los Angeles. Most had limited or no success, but none had caused a

cancer-like complication.

"The big question is why are we seeing this all of a sudden in two =

patients

in this trial but not all these previous patients?" said Dr. Kohn, who =

was

conducting two trials affected by the F.D.A.'s suspension. He said one

explanation could be that gene transfer has become more efficient. =

Another

is that there could be something specific to the disease treated or to =

the

gene used in the French experiment.

The American Society of Gene Therapy, which endorsed the F.D.A.'s

precautionary measure, said yesterday that it would set up a committee =

to

study the situation. The gene therapy advisory committee of the National

Institutes of Health will meet on Friday to consider the situation, and =

an

F.D.A. advisory committee will meet on Feb. 28.

Scientists said the new problems would not derail gene therapy because =

the

risks had to be balanced against the benefits. In this case, they said,

nine infants were virtually cured of a terrible disease. Indeed, after =

the

first three trials were suspended in September, an F.D.A. advisory panel

recommended resuming those trials on the ground that the benefits

outweighed the risks. The trials had not yet restarted.

Dr. Noguchi said the F.D.A. learned of the second French leukemia case a

month ago but did not act until yesterday because it wanted to study the

situation.

"We know the impact of F.D.A. taking an action like this," he said. "We

didn't want to do this without doing a very thorough evaluation of all =

the

risks and benefits."

Dr. Daniel R. Salomon, associate professor at the Scripps Research

Institute and chairman of the F.D.A. advisory panel for gene therapy, =

said

the F.D.A. was right to be cautious. "This definitely is not the way we

would have written it out had we had our fantasyland going," he said. =

"But

this is dealing with reality."

Dr. Salomon and Dr. Glorioso said there were techniques that could make

gene therapy safer.

Dr. Glorioso described the setback as "bumps in the road that happen =

when

you develop new therapies." He added: "I don't think it will kill the

field. I think it will cause us to work harder and engineer our way out =

of

the problem."
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The DoJ forms for submitting personnel Security Risk Assessments to the =

Atty

General for approval of personnel access to select agents (iaw 42 CFR =

73.8)

are still "in development."

Ed

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

From: Greg Merkle [mailto:greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2003 4:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Another question about new SA regs

I have the same questions regarding the requirement to

submit mounds of paperwork in the very near future.  I also

have a question about who has the forms or documents that

would need to be submitted for review by the Attorney

General, HHS and other officials for granting approval

authorization. 

Thanks

Greg Merkle

Francis Churchill wrote:

>

> I have not seen this question discussed already -

>

> 42 CFR =A7 73.0 (c) says "for those entities that on

> February 7,2003, were not already [second "were"

> removed]conducting activities under a certificate of

> registration [snip] and were not already lawfully

> possessing select agents and toxins, the provisions of

> part 73 are applicable as follows:" The applicable

> provisions include submitting risk assessments,

> designating an RO, training, etc.

>

> At UVM, we do possess and use SA toxins, but in amounts

> excluded under paragraphs =A7 73.4(f)(4) and =A7 73.5(f)(4).

> The exclusions remove those amounts of the toxins from the

> SA list (paragraph D) so it seems to me that they are not

> SA.   We have not had to register with the CDC under the

> old SA regulations due to research exemptions.

>

> So my question is this: Since UVM is not conducting

> activities under a certificate of registration and is not

> already lawfully possessing select agents do, do we have

> to designate an RO (already done for the survey last

> September), obtain approval of the CDC through the

> Attorney General, and other requirements?

>

> Either I am staring at this one too much and am reading it

> through crossed-eyes or every entity (government agency,

> academic institution, corporation, company, partnership,

> etc.) has work to do.

>

> Thanks in advance and I apologize if this has been

> discussed already,

> Francis

>

> --

>

> Francis Churchill

> University of Vermont - Environmental Safety Facility

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

> (802) 656-5405

> Francis.Churchill@uvm.edu

>

> "Show me pollution and I'll show you a subsidy." Robert F

> Kennedy Jr
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FYI.

Mike

LSU

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

From: Mike Durham

To: roberts@vetmed.lsu.edu ; spotha3@lsu.edu ; Pat West ; Michael Hooks =

; Joyce Gibbs ; Hal Lancon ; Michael Perault ; ealvar2@lsu.edu ; =

LStevenson@agctr.lsu.edu ; Bankston,David - Ag CTr ; day@lsu.edu ; Dan =

Van Gent ; kmsmith@lsu.edu ; hidalgo@lsu.edu ; Doris Carver ; =

Bbrown@agctr.lsu.edu ; Michael Groves ; Terry Bricker ; Fred Enright

Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 12:36 PM

Subject: Updated Today - Bubonic plague stolen from Health Sciences =

Center 01-15-03

A story of interest at Texas Tech. It is currently breaking news, but =

may result in heightened concern about security of select agents at =

universities.

Mike

 http://www.lubbockonline.com/stories/011503/upd_075-7172.shtml
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            title JAGIBB@lsu.edu href "mailto:JAGIBB@lsu.edu">Joyce Gibbs ; 

            = title hlanco1@lsu.edu href "mailto:hlanco1@lsu.edu">Hal Lancon 

            ; = title jperau1@lsu.edu href "mailto:jperau1@lsu.edu">Michael 

            = title ealvar2@lsu.edu = title LStevenson@agctr.lsu.edu 

            href "mailto:LStevenson@agctr.lsu.edu">LStevenson@agctr.lsu.edu ; 

            = title dbankston@agcenter.lsu.edu 

            href "mailto:dbankston@agcenter.lsu.edu">Bankston,David - Ag CTr ; 

            = title dvangen@lsu.edu href "mailto:dvangen@lsu.edu">Dan Van 

            Gent = title kmsmith@lsu.edu = title hidalgo@lsu.edu = 

            title dcarver@lsu.edu href "mailto:dcarver@lsu.edu">Doris Carver 

            = title Bbrown@agctr.lsu.edu title groves@vetmed.lsu.edu = 

            href "mailto:groves@vetmed.lsu.edu">Michael 

            href "mailto:btbric@lsu.edu">Terry 

            href "mailto:fenright@agctr.lsu.edu">Fred Enright 

            Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 12:36 PM

            Subject: Updated Today - Bubonic plague stolen from Health = 

            Sciences Center 01-15-03

            A story of interest at Texas Tech. It = is currently breaking 

            news, but may result in heightened concern about security of = 

            select agents at universities.

            href "http://www.lubbockonline.com/stories/011503/upd_075-7172.shtml">h= 

            ttp://www.lubbockonline.com/stories/011503/upd_075-7172.shtml 

------=_NextPart_001_018A_01C2BC92.EA2FE650--

------=_NextPart_000_0189_01C2BC92.EA2FE650

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Type: application/octet-stream;

        name="Updated Today - Bubonic plague stolen from Health Sciences Center

01-15-03.url"

Content-Disposition: attachment;

        filename="Updated Today - Bubonic plague stolen from Health Sciences

Center 01-15-03.url"

[DEFAULT]

BASEURL=http://www.lubbockonline.com/stories/011503/upd_075-7172.shtml

[InternetShortcut]

URL=http://www.lubbockonline.com/stories/011503/upd_075-7172.shtml

Modified=000224DAC4BCC20143

------=_NextPart_000_0189_01C2BC92.EA2FE650--

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

Date:         Wed, 15 Jan 2003 12:45:35 -0600

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

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

From:         "Kelly, Jess P." <Jess_Kelly@BAYLOR.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Updated Today - Bubonic plague stolen from Health Sciences

              Center 01-15-03

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2BCC6.4A6066C8"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2BCC6.4A6066C8

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Has anyone been able to confirm this?  The link is not working for me.

Jess Kelly

EHS Manager

Baylor University

(254)710-4586

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

From: Mike Durham [mailto:mdurham@LSU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 12:38 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Fw: Updated Today - Bubonic plague stolen from Health Sciences

Center 01-15-03

FYI.

Mike

LSU

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

From: Mike Durham <mailto:mdurham@lsu.edu> 

To: roberts@vetmed.lsu.edu ; spotha3@lsu.edu ; Pat West

<mailto:pwest@lsu.edu>  ; Michael Hooks <mailto:dhooks@lsu.edu>  ; Joyce

Gibbs <mailto:JAGIBB@lsu.edu>  ; Hal Lancon <mailto:hlanco1@lsu.edu>  ;

Michael Perault <mailto:jperau1@lsu.edu>  ; ealvar2@lsu.edu ;

LStevenson@agctr.lsu.edu ; Bankston,David - Ag CTr

<mailto:dbankston@agcenter.lsu.edu>  ; day@lsu.edu ; Dan Van Gent

<mailto:dvangen@lsu.edu>  ; kmsmith@lsu.edu ; hidalgo@lsu.edu ; Doris

Carver <mailto:dcarver@lsu.edu>  ; Bbrown@agctr.lsu.edu ; Michael Groves

<mailto:groves@vetmed.lsu.edu>  ; Terry Bricker <mailto:btbric@lsu.edu>

; Fred Enright <mailto:fenright@agctr.lsu.edu> 

Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 12:36 PM

Subject: Updated Today - Bubonic plague stolen from Health Sciences

Center 01-15-03

A story of interest at Texas Tech. It is currently breaking news, but

may result in heightened concern about security of select agents at

universities.

Mike

 http://www.lubbockonline.com/stories/011503/upd_075-7172.shtml

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

Date:         Wed, 15 Jan 2003 12:50:22 -0600

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

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

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Updated Today - Bubonic plague stolen from Health Sciences

              Center 01-15-03

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_01B4_01C2BC94.AA981330"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_01B4_01C2BC94.AA981330

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

The link works, it is just slow. Probably very busy.

Mike

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

  From: A Biosafety Discussion List

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 12:45 PM

  Subject: Re: Updated Today - Bubonic plague stolen from Health =

Sciences Center 01-15-03

  Has anyone been able to confirm this?  The link is not working for me.

  Jess Kelly

  EHS Manager

  Baylor University

  (254)710-4586

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

  From: Mike Durham [mailto:mdurham@LSU.EDU]

  Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 12:38 PM

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Subject: Fw: Updated Today - Bubonic plague stolen from Health =

Sciences Center 01-15-03

  FYI.

  Mike

  LSU

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

  From: Mike Durham

  To: roberts@vetmed.lsu.edu ; spotha3@lsu.edu ; Pat West ; Michael =

Hooks ; Joyce Gibbs ; Hal Lancon ; Michael Perault ; ealvar2@lsu.edu ; =

LStevenson@agctr.lsu.edu ; Bankston,David - Ag CTr ; day@lsu.edu ; Dan =

Van Gent ; kmsmith@lsu.edu ; hidalgo@lsu.edu ; Doris Carver ; =

Bbrown@agctr.lsu.edu ; Michael Groves ; Terry Bricker ; Fred Enright

  Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 12:36 PM

  Subject: Updated Today - Bubonic plague stolen from Health Sciences =

Center 01-15-03

  A story of interest at Texas Tech. It is currently breaking news, but =

may result in heightened concern about security of select agents at =

universities.

  Mike

   http://www.lubbockonline.com/stories/011503/upd_075-7172.shtml

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

Date:         Wed, 15 Jan 2003 13:55:12 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:      Re: Updated Today - Bubonic plague stolen from Health Sciences

              Center 01-15-03

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_11c.1d566933.2b570890_boundary"

--part1_11c.1d566933.2b570890_boundary

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

The story is already on the newswire/Internet.

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

USA

Phone 860-675-1217

Fax 860-675-1311

Mobile - 860-944-2373

e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.com

--part1_11c.1d566933.2b570890_boundary

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

            The story is already on the newswire/Internet.

            Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

            President

            WNWN International

            PO Box 1164

            Burlington, Connecticut

            06013

            USA

            Phone 860-675-1217

            Fax 860-675-1311

            Mobile - 860-944-2373

            e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.com

--part1_11c.1d566933.2b570890_boundary--

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

Date:         Wed, 15 Jan 2003 10:55:56 -0800

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:      Re: Updated Today - Bubonic plague stolen from Health Sciences

              Center 01-15-03

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_00AD_01C2BC84.AE595430"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_00AD_01C2BC84.AE595430

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

It is also a developing story on CNN.com at:

http://www.cnn.com/2003/US/Southwest/01/15/missing.plague/index.html

*************************************************

Michael Antee, RS, Health and Safety Supervisor

Environmental Health and Safety Department

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) 543-7388

Fax Number # (206) 616-3360

"check out the new Research Planning link" at:

http://www.ehs.washington.edu

email address: antee@u.washington.edu

*************************************************

end of message

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

  From: Mike Durham

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 10:50 AM

  Subject: Re: Updated Today - Bubonic plague stolen from Health =

Sciences Center 01-15-03

  The link works, it is just slow. Probably very busy.

  Mike

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

    From: A Biosafety Discussion List

    To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

    Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 12:45 PM

    Subject: Re: Updated Today - Bubonic plague stolen from Health =

Sciences Center 01-15-03

    Has anyone been able to confirm this?  The link is not working for =

me.

    Jess Kelly

    EHS Manager

    Baylor University

    (254)710-4586

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

    From: Mike Durham [mailto:mdurham@LSU.EDU]

    Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 12:38 PM

    To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

    Subject: Fw: Updated Today - Bubonic plague stolen from Health =

Sciences Center 01-15-03

    FYI.

    Mike

    LSU

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

    From: Mike Durham

    To: roberts@vetmed.lsu.edu ; spotha3@lsu.edu ; Pat West ; Michael =

Hooks ; Joyce Gibbs ; Hal Lancon ; Michael Perault ; ealvar2@lsu.edu ; =

LStevenson@agctr.lsu.edu ; Bankston,David - Ag CTr ; day@lsu.edu ; Dan =

Van Gent ; kmsmith@lsu.edu ; hidalgo@lsu.edu ; Doris Carver ; =

Bbrown@agctr.lsu.edu ; Michael Groves ; Terry Bricker ; Fred Enright

    Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 12:36 PM

    Subject: Updated Today - Bubonic plague stolen from Health Sciences =

Center 01-15-03

    A story of interest at Texas Tech. It is currently breaking news, =

but may result in heightened concern about security of select agents at =

universities.

    Mike

     http://www.lubbockonline.com/stories/011503/upd_075-7172.shtml

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

Date:         Wed, 15 Jan 2003 17:08:43 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Update

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_2zoyXLDs9OKi/CmnLcCfMA)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_2zoyXLDs9OKi/CmnLcCfMA)

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Check the update...

            OOOOPPPSSS!! They found them..............................

                        NEVERMIND!!!!

            Phil Hauck

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

Date:         Wed, 15 Jan 2003 17:22:48 -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:      Re: Update

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2BCE4.A26F8C60"

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_01C2BCE4.A26F8C60

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Yes, But did you notice that two people from New Mexico arrived in New York

on Friday and are now in the hospital with what is suspected as Bubonic

Plaque. Hmmm... curious. Isn't new Mexico rather close in proximity to

Texas. Were all those vials accounted for? When did those vials go missing?

Did one make its way to New Mexico to infect this couple?? Who knows?

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

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 5:09 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Update

            Check the update...

            OOOOPPPSSS!! They found them..............................

                        NEVERMIND!!!!

            Phil Hauck

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

Date:         Wed, 15 Jan 2003 16:03:21 -0700

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

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

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Update

In-Reply-To:  <CF66E1BA71A3B44D9E8D396B9D88B2560F0C7B@mawobex1>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_30617171==.ALT"

--=====================_30617171==.ALT

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

hold on--you are joking, aren't you?  If you are talking about the incident

last year..the couple, who lives in Santa Fe, had a dead wood rat on their

property that tested positive.  Plague is endemic in NM wildlife.  I

believe that it is generally understood that the couple contacted plague in

some way on their property, and not from vials from Texas.  And yes, NM

borders Texas.   I am curious:  was there another couple who arrived in NY

last Friday?

At 05:22 PM 1/15/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>"urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:office" xmlns:w =

>"urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:word">

>Yes, But did you notice that two people from New Mexico arrived in New

>York on Friday and are now in the hospital with what is suspected as

>Bubonic Plaque. Hmmm... curious. Isn't new Mexico rather close in

>proximity to Texas. Were all those vials accounted for? When did those

>vials go missing? Did one make its way to New Mexico to infect this

>couple?? Who knows?

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

>From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

>Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 5:09 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Update

>

>             Check the update&

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>             OOOOPPPSSS!! They found them

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>                         NEVERMIND!!!!

>

>             Phil Hauck

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

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

Date:         Wed, 15 Jan 2003 17:17:19 -0600

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

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

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Update

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2BCEC.40609390"

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_01C2BCEC.40609390

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Bubonic plague is naturally occurring in rural area of New Mexico and

Arizona and a few other southwestern states.

I don't remember the exact numbers but people get treated for it each year.

Eric

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

From: Dillard, Christina [mailto:cdillard@ANTIGENICS.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 4:23 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Update

Yes, But did you notice that two people from New Mexico arrived in New York

on Friday and are now in the hospital with what is suspected as Bubonic

Plaque. Hmmm... curious. Isn't new Mexico rather close in proximity to

Texas. Were all those vials accounted for? When did those vials go missing?

Did one make its way to New Mexico to infect this couple?? Who knows?

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

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 5:09 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Update

            Check the update...

            OOOOPPPSSS!! They found them..............................

                        NEVERMIND!!!!

            Phil Hauck

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

Date:         Wed, 15 Jan 2003 15:12:57 -0800

Reply-To:     mkluzik@mail.wsu.edu

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

From:         Mike Kluzik <mkluzik@MAIL.WSU.EDU>

Subject:      Eyewash Stations

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hello Everyone,

Can anyone explain why the CDC BMBL guidelines (4th Edition) do not have a

recommendation for eyewash stations in ABSL-2 or ABSL-3 facilities when they

recommend one be readily available for BSL-2 (D.8) and BSL-3 (D.13)

facilities?

Mike Kluzik, CIH, CSP

Washington State University

(509) 335-9553

mkluzik@wsu.edu

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

Date:         Wed, 15 Jan 2003 15:29:47 -0800

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

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

From:         "Funk, Glenn" <funkg@MEDIMMUNE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Update

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2BCED.FDEB4300"

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_01C2BCED.FDEB4300

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

It's not just southwestern states.  California has for years posted warnings

to backpackers, hikers and other visitors to rural and backcountry areas not

to handle dead rodents, especially ground squirrels, because of the high

incidence of plague bacterium isolation.  I wouldn't be surprised to find it

similarly endemic in Oregon, Washington and Idaho as well.  We're not only

professionals, folks, but we're expected to be scientists as well.  Let's

apply a little good old fashioned scientific conservatism here and not go

leaping off into fantasy-terror-land.  We've got enough politicians doing

that already ...

-- Glenn

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

From: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 3:17 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Update

Bubonic plague is naturally occurring in rural area of New Mexico and

Arizona and a few other southwestern states.

I don't remember the exact numbers but people get treated for it each year.

Eric

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

From: Dillard, Christina [mailto:cdillard@ANTIGENICS.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 4:23 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Update

Yes, But did you notice that two people from New Mexico arrived in New York

on Friday and are now in the hospital with what is suspected as Bubonic

Plaque. Hmmm... curious. Isn't new Mexico rather close in proximity to

Texas. Were all those vials accounted for? When did those vials go missing?

Did one make its way to New Mexico to infect this couple?? Who knows?

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

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 5:09 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Update

            Check the update...

            OOOOPPPSSS!! They found them..............................

                        NEVERMIND!!!!

            Phil Hauck

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

Date:         Wed, 15 Jan 2003 21:26:20 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:      Are Tears Infectious?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_e.2b65af0a.2b57724c_boundary"

--part1_e.2b65af0a.2b57724c_boundary

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

What evidence exists, if any, that tears are infectious?

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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

--part1_e.2b65af0a.2b57724c_boundary

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

            What evidence exists, if any, that tears are infectious?

            James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

            The Laboratory Safety Institute

            A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

            Safety in Science and Science Education

            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

--part1_e.2b65af0a.2b57724c_boundary--

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 06:42:19 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:      Professor Arrested in Missing Vials Case

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_12f.2079c9fa.2b57f49b_boundary"

--part1_12f.2079c9fa.2b57f49b_boundary

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Professor Arrested in Missing Vials Case

By BETSY BLANEY

.c The Associated Press

LUBBOCK, Texas (AP) - When 30 vials of a deadly bacteria that causes bubonic

plague were reported missing from Texas Tech University, anxiety here was

palpable. Homeland Security chief Tom Ridge contacted the mayor, a terrorism

alert was triggered and dozens of investigators from the FBI and other

agencies converged.

But officials said Wednesday the bacteria wasn't missing after all. They

alleged a Texas Tech professor had destroyed the vials before reporting their

disappearance.

Dr. Thomas C. Butler was arrested Wednesday on a complaint of giving false

information to the FBI. According to U.S. Attorney Dick Baker, Butler said

Tuesday that vials containing bacteria obtained from tissue samples from East

Africa were missing when ``truth in fact, as he well knew, he had destroyed

them prior to that.''

Butler was booked into the Lubbock County Jail. He was scheduled to make his

initial court appearance Thursday.

``We have accounted for all those missing vials and we have determined that

there is no danger to public safety whatsoever,'' Lubbock FBI Lupe Gonzalez

said.

The samples, among the 180 the school was using for research on the treatment

of plague, were reported missing to campus police Tuesday night. Butler was

the only person with authorized access to the bacteria, which is classified

as a select agent that has to be registered with the International Biohazards

Committee and with the federal government.

University spokeswoman Cindy Rugeley said Butler, the project's principal

investigator, made the report.

Butler is chief of the infectious diseases division of the department of

internal medicine at Texas Tech's medical school. The university said he has

been involved in plague research for more than 25 years and is

internationally recognized in the field. He has been at Texas Tech since

1987.

Dr. Richard Homan, Texas Tech School of Medicine dean, said the bacteria form

of plague being used for research ``was not weaponized in any way.''

Authorities declined to elaborate on what happened to the missing vials. When

pressed about what happened, officials repeatedly responded that the samples

``have been accounted for.''

Baker said FBI agents interviewed Butler on Tuesday. He said the complaint

noted the false statement resulted in a huge investigation involving about 60

state, local and federal agents.

The public did not learn of the report of missing vials until early

Wednesday. But hospitals and medical personnel were notified Tuesday, part of

the city's post-Sept. 11 emergency plan.

Samples were kept in a locked area of Butler's lab, which is not in a

high-traffic area. Butler kept logs on batches of samples, and one batch was

reported missing, according to the Lubbock Avalanche-Journal.

The secure area does not have a surveillance camera but access is controlled,

officials said.

``I don't know the precise number (of keys), but it's limited,'' said Texas

Tech Chancellor David Smith. ``Policy (for federal grants) was not violated.

This is one where we're looking at the human element.''

Plague - along with anthrax, smallpox and a few other deadly agents - is on a

watch list distributed by the government, which wants to make sure doctors

and hospitals recognize a biological attack quickly.

Health officials say 10 to 20 people in the United States contract plague

each year, usually through infected fleas or rodents. The plague can be

treated with antibiotics, but about one in seven U.S. cases is fatal.

Texas Tech said that officials thought it was ``prudent'' to get law

enforcement involved because of current concerns about bioterrorism.

The report was taken seriously at the highest levels of national security.

Lubbock Mayor Marc McDougal said he received a telephone call Wednesday from

Tom Ridge, head of the Department of Homeland Security, offering contact

information and assistance from his Washington office.

The FBI sent agents to Lubbock, and the Centers for Disease Control and

Prevention took part in the investigation. About 60 investigators from the

FBI and other agencies converged on the medical school Tuesday night.

Smith said university policy was not violated, and no administrative action

had been taken against faculty or staff as of Wednesday afternoon.

``We're in the process of an internal review,'' he said.

01/16/03 04:38 EST
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            Professor Arrested in Missing Vials Case

            By BETSY BLANEY

            .c The Associated Press 

            LUBBOCK, Texas (AP) - When 30 vials of a deadly bacteria that causes 

            bubonic plague were reported missing from Texas Tech University, 

            anxiety here was palpable. Homeland Security chief Tom Ridge 

            contacted the mayor, a terrorism alert was triggered and dozens of 

            investigators from the FBI and other agencies converged.

            But officials said Wednesday the bacteria wasn't missing after all. 

            They alleged a Texas Tech professor had destroyed the vials before 

            reporting their disappearance.

            Dr. Thomas C. Butler was arrested Wednesday on a complaint of giving 

            false information to the FBI. According to U.S. Attorney Dick Baker, 

            Butler said Tuesday that vials containing bacteria obtained from 

            tissue samples from East Africa were missing when ``truth in fact, 

            as he well knew, he had destroyed them prior to that.''

            Butler was booked into the Lubbock County Jail. He was scheduled to 

            make his initial court appearance Thursday.

            ``We have accounted for all those missing vials and we have 

            determined that there is no danger to public safety whatsoever,'' 

            Lubbock FBI Lupe Gonzalez said.

            The samples, among the 180 the school was using for research on the 

            treatment of plague, were reported missing to campus police Tuesday 

            night. Butler was the only person with authorized access to the 

            bacteria, which is classified as a select agent that has to be 

            registered with the International Biohazards Committee and with the 

            federal government.

            University spokeswoman Cindy Rugeley said Butler, the project's 

            principal investigator, made the report.

            Butler is chief of the infectious diseases division of the 

            department of internal medicine at Texas Tech's medical school. The 

            university said he has been involved in plague research for more 

            than 25 years and is internationally recognized in the field. He has 

            been at Texas Tech since 1987.

            Dr. Richard Homan, Texas Tech School of Medicine dean, said the 

            bacteria form of plague being used for research ``was not weaponized 

            in any way.''

            Authorities declined to elaborate on what happened to the missing 

            vials. When pressed about what happened, officials repeatedly 

            responded that the samples ``have been accounted for.''

            Baker said FBI agents interviewed Butler on Tuesday. He said the 

            complaint noted the false statement resulted in a huge investigation 

            involving about 60 state, local and federal agents.

            The public did not learn of the report of missing vials until early 

            Wednesday. But hospitals and medical personnel were notified 

            Tuesday, part of the city's post-Sept. 11 emergency plan.

            Samples were kept in a locked area of Butler's lab, which is not in 

            a high-traffic area. Butler kept logs on batches of samples, and one 

            batch was reported missing, according to the Lubbock 

            Avalanche-Journal.

            The secure area does not have a surveillance camera but access is 

            controlled, officials said.

            ``I don't know the precise number (of keys), but it's limited,'' 

            said Texas Tech Chancellor David Smith. ``Policy (for federal 

            grants) was not violated. This is one where we're looking at the 

            human element.''

            Plague - along with anthrax, smallpox and a few other deadly agents 

            - is on a watch list distributed by the government, which wants to 

            make sure doctors and hospitals recognize a biological attack 

            quickly.

            Health officials say 10 to 20 people in the United States contract 

            plague each year, usually through infected fleas or rodents. The 

            plague can be treated with antibiotics, but about one in seven U.S. 

            cases is fatal.

            Texas Tech said that officials thought it was ``prudent'' to get law 

            enforcement involved because of current concerns about bioterrorism.

            The report was taken seriously at the highest levels of national 

            security.

            Lubbock Mayor Marc McDougal said he received a telephone call 

            Wednesday from Tom Ridge, head of the Department of Homeland 

            Security, offering contact information and assistance from his 

            Washington office.

            The FBI sent agents to Lubbock, and the Centers for Disease Control 

            and Prevention took part in the investigation. About 60 

            investigators from the FBI and other agencies converged on the 

            medical school Tuesday night.

            Smith said university policy was not violated, and no administrative 

            action had been taken against faculty or staff as of Wednesday 

            afternoon.

            ``We're in the process of an internal review,'' he said.

            01/16/03 04:38 EST
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Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 09:25:56 -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:      Re: Update

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2BD6B.2F180990"

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_01C2BD6B.2F180990

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Dina et al.

 I just found it coincidentally humorous -- I did not really mean to imply

that it was probable, but rather interesting. Especially so because the

story regarding found vials and the suspected infected couple were released

by CNN within 10 minutes of each other. However, you are right, it was the

story from last year simply reposted by CNN as a related story without a

date. I suppose I missed the mark of communicating it as a tongue and cheek

comment. And Glenn thank you for your comment -- and I apologize if I sent

anyone into fantasy-terror land. That was certainly not me intention.

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

From: Dina Sassone [mailto:dinas@LANL.GOV]

Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 6:03 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Update

hold on--you are joking, aren't you?  If you are talking about the incident

last year..the couple, who lives in Santa Fe, had a dead wood rat on their

property that tested positive.  Plague is endemic in NM wildlife.  I believe

that it is generally understood that the couple contacted plague in some way

on their property, and not from vials from Texas.  And yes, NM borders

Texas.   I am curious:  was there another couple who arrived in NY last

Friday?

At 05:22 PM 1/15/2003 -0500, you wrote:

"urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:office" xmlns:w =

"urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:word">

Yes, But did you notice that two people from New Mexico arrived in New York

on Friday and are now in the hospital with what is suspected as Bubonic

Plaque. Hmmm... curious. Isn't new Mexico rather close in proximity to

Texas. Were all those vials accounted for? When did those vials go missing?

Did one make its way to New Mexico to infect this couple?? Who knows?

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

From: Hauck, Philip [ mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU

<mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU> ]

Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 5:09 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Update

            Check the update&

            OOOOPPPSSS!! They found them

                        NEVERMIND!!!!

            Phil Hauck

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2BD6B.2F180990

Content-Type: text/html;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 4.0 Transitional//EN">

            Dina et al.

            class=974210414-16012003> I just found it coincidentally humorous -- 

            I did not really mean to imply that it was probable, but rather 

            interesting. Especially so because the story regarding found vials 

            and the suspected infected couple were released by CNN within 10 

            minutes of each other. However, you are right, it was the story from 

            last year simply reposted by CNN as a related story without a date. 

            I suppose I missed the mark of communicating it as a tongue and 

            cheek comment. And Glenn thank you for your comment -- and I 

            apologize if I sent anyone into fantasy-terror land. That was 

            certainly not me intention.

            class=974210414-16012003> 

              size=2>-----Original Message-----

              From: Dina Sassone [mailto:dinas@LANL.GOV]

              Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 6:03 PM

              To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

              Subject: Re: Update

              hold on--you are joking, aren't you?  If you are talking about the 

              incident last year..the couple, who lives in Santa Fe, had a dead 

              wood rat on their property that tested positive.  Plague is 

              endemic in NM wildlife.  I believe that it is generally understood 

              that the couple contacted plague in some way on their property, 

              and not from vials from Texas.  And yes, NM borders Texas.   I am 

              curious:  was there another couple who arrived in NY last Friday?

              At 05:22 PM 1/15/2003 -0500, you wrote:

              type="cite">"urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:office" xmlns:w = 

              face=arial size=2>Yes, But did you notice that two people from New 

              Mexico arrived in New York on Friday and are now in the hospital 

              with what is suspected as Bubonic Plaque. Hmmm... curious. Isn't 

              new Mexico rather close in proximity to Texas. Were all those 

              vials accounted for? When did those vials go missing? Did one make 

              its way to New Mexico to infect this couple?? Who knows? 

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

                eudora="autourl">mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU] 

                Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 5:09 PM 

                To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

                Subject: Update

                            Check the update& 

                            OOOOPPPSSS!! They found face=arial size=2> 

                                        NEVERMIND!!!! 

                            Phil Hauck

            Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

            University of California

            Los Alamos National Laboratory

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2BD6B.2F180990--
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Update

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_vxNbOVDhe2zO6IZgY0n6AQ)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_vxNbOVDhe2zO6IZgY0n6AQ)
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            According to APHA's Control of Communicable Diseases, 17th =

edition: " Human plague in the western USA is             =

sporadic....over the ten year period from 1987-1996, there was an annual =

average of ten plague cases per year (range             2-15). So =

finding two vacationers come from a sporadically endemic area is no =

surprise. What is interesting is the             effect of "El Nino, =

rodent populations and the corresponding increase in Sin Nombre Viral =

infections and plague.

            Actually, re the plague, it isn't that recent, it was about =

a month ago, and the CDC found infected rodents and fleas on             =

the property of the two vacationers ( I got this first hand from someone =

familiar with the cases in the NYC Health             Department.) Watch =

for the final report in MMWR!

            Phil Hauck

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

From: Dillard, Christina [mailto:cdillard@ANTIGENICS.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 5:23 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Update

Yes, But did you notice that two people from New Mexico arrived in New =

York on Friday and are now in the hospital with what is suspected as =

Bubonic Plaque. Hmmm... curious. Isn't new Mexico rather close in =

proximity to Texas. Were all those vials accounted for? When did those =

vials go missing? Did one make its way to New Mexico to infect this =

couple?? Who knows?

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

        From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

        Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 5:09 PM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Update

                    Check the update...

                    OOOOPPPSSS!! They found them..............................

                                NEVERMIND!!!!

                    Phil Hauck
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Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 11:04:32 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Professor Arrested in Missing Vials Case

MIME-version: 1.0
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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"
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            I want to know what the following is: Butler was the only =

person with authorized access to the bacteria, which is classified as a =

select agent that has to be registered with the International Biohazards =

Committee and with the federal government. Could the writer possibly =

mean Institutional Biosafety Committee????

This is why I do not speak directly with the press!!

Phil Hauck

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

From: Ed Krisiunas [mailto:EKrisiunas@AOL.COM]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 6:42 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Professor Arrested in Missing Vials Case

Professor Arrested in Missing Vials Case

By BETSY BLANEY

.c The Associated Press

LUBBOCK, Texas (AP) - When 30 vials of a deadly bacteria that causes =

bubonic plague were reported missing from Texas Tech University, anxiety =

here was palpable. Homeland Security chief Tom Ridge contacted the =

mayor, a terrorism alert was triggered and dozens of investigators from =

the FBI and other agencies converged.

But officials said Wednesday the bacteria wasn't missing after all. They =

alleged a Texas Tech professor had destroyed the vials before reporting =

their disappearance.

Dr. Thomas C. Butler was arrested Wednesday on a complaint of giving =

false information to the FBI. According to U.S. Attorney Dick Baker, =

Butler said Tuesday that vials containing bacteria obtained from tissue =

samples from East Africa were missing when ``truth in fact, as he well =

knew, he had destroyed them prior to that.''

Butler was booked into the Lubbock County Jail. He was scheduled to make =

his initial court appearance Thursday.

``We have accounted for all those missing vials and we have determined =

that there is no danger to public safety whatsoever,'' Lubbock FBI Lupe =

Gonzalez said.

The samples, among the 180 the school was using for research on the =

treatment of plague, were reported missing to campus police Tuesday =

night. Butler was the only person with authorized access to the =

bacteria, which is classified as a select agent that has to be =

registered with the International Biohazards Committee and with the =

federal government.

University spokeswoman Cindy Rugeley said Butler, the project's =

principal investigator, made the report.

Butler is chief of the infectious diseases division of the department of =

internal medicine at Texas Tech's medical school. The university said he =

has been involved in plague research for more than 25 years and is =

internationally recognized in the field. He has been at Texas Tech since =

1987.

Dr. Richard Homan, Texas Tech School of Medicine dean, said the bacteria =

form of plague being used for research ``was not weaponized in any =

way.''

Authorities declined to elaborate on what happened to the missing vials. =

When pressed about what happened, officials repeatedly responded that =

the samples ``have been accounted for.''

Baker said FBI agents interviewed Butler on Tuesday. He said the =

complaint noted the false statement resulted in a huge investigation =

involving about 60 state, local and federal agents.

The public did not learn of the report of missing vials until early =

Wednesday. But hospitals and medical personnel were notified Tuesday, =

part of the city's post-Sept. 11 emergency plan.

Samples were kept in a locked area of Butler's lab, which is not in a =

high-traffic area. Butler kept logs on batches of samples, and one batch =

was reported missing, according to the Lubbock Avalanche-Journal.

The secure area does not have a surveillance camera but access is =

controlled, officials said.

``I don't know the precise number (of keys), but it's limited,'' said =

Texas Tech Chancellor David Smith. ``Policy (for federal grants) was not =

violated. This is one where we're looking at the human element.''

Plague - along with anthrax, smallpox and a few other deadly agents - is =

on a watch list distributed by the government, which wants to make sure =

doctors and hospitals recognize a biological attack quickly.

Health officials say 10 to 20 people in the United States contract =

plague each year, usually through infected fleas or rodents. The plague =

can be treated with antibiotics, but about one in seven U.S. cases is =

fatal.

Texas Tech said that officials thought it was ``prudent'' to get law =

enforcement involved because of current concerns about bioterrorism.

The report was taken seriously at the highest levels of national =

security.

Lubbock Mayor Marc McDougal said he received a telephone call Wednesday =

from Tom Ridge, head of the Department of Homeland Security, offering =

contact information and assistance from his Washington office.

The FBI sent agents to Lubbock, and the Centers for Disease Control and =

Prevention took part in the investigation. About 60 investigators from =

the FBI and other agencies converged on the medical school Tuesday =

night.

Smith said university policy was not violated, and no administrative =

action had been taken against faculty or staff as of Wednesday =

afternoon.

``We're in the process of an internal review,'' he said.

01/16/03 04:38 EST

Copyright 2003 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. =
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Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 09:14:34 -0700

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

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

From:         Katrina Doolittle <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

Organization: NMSU Environmental Health & Safety

Subject:      Reporting destruction of SA

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Good morning,

After notifying CDC that we possessed a select agent, the researcher

decided to destroy the agent.  The destruction will be accomplished

before Feb 7 and documented with a witness from EH&S.  Is there a

protocol to notify CDC that we are no longer covered by the new SA

rule?  Any comments along this line would be greatly appreciated.

Thanks

Katrina Doolittle

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 10:29:54 -0600

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

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

From:         Richard Goering <rgoeri@CREIGHTON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Reporting destruction of SA

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

We have exactly the same situation and question.

Richard V. Goering

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

From: "Katrina Doolittle" <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 10:14 AM

Subject: Reporting destruction of SA

> Good morning,

> After notifying CDC that we possessed a select agent, the researcher

> decided to destroy the agent.  The destruction will be accomplished

> before Feb 7 and documented with a witness from EH&S.  Is there a

> protocol to notify CDC that we are no longer covered by the new SA

> rule?  Any comments along this line would be greatly appreciated.

> Thanks

> Katrina Doolittle

>

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 11:55:11 -0500

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

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

From:         Ed Gaunt <egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM>

Subject:      Re: Reporting destruction of SA

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Call the Select Agent Program at 404-498-2255 or e-mail mailto:lrsat@cdc.gov

and let them "officially" know what you plan to do.  We don't bite.

Ed

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

From: Richard Goering [mailto:rgoeri@CREIGHTON.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 11:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

We have exactly the same situation and question.

Richard V. Goering

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

From: "Katrina Doolittle" <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 10:14 AM

Subject: Reporting destruction of SA

> Good morning,

> After notifying CDC that we possessed a select agent, the researcher

> decided to destroy the agent.  The destruction will be accomplished

> before Feb 7 and documented with a witness from EH&S.  Is there a

> protocol to notify CDC that we are no longer covered by the new SA

> rule?  Any comments along this line would be greatly appreciated.

> Thanks

> Katrina Doolittle

>

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 11:50:59 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Reporting destruction of SA

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_WRrkXUdEM5EMqbxLEhn34g)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_WRrkXUdEM5EMqbxLEhn34g)

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

My Gut-Hunch? Report to the CDC:

        Who:

        How much:(number of vials, containers and nominal volumes/amounts)

        When, how and what method of destruction:

        Date of destruction:

        Who witnessed the destruction:(good to get the IBC on board for this   

=

one).

        Draft it as an affidavit (run it by your legal affairs people),        

=

notarize it, and send it return acknowledgement or by courier.

        Remember, you reported you had these materials on the forms that went  

=

to ASI-you should report and Document the destruction of the    specimens.

        I also attached a log-sheet I intend to use for my own records on-     

=

site.

        Phil Hauck

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

From: Richard Goering [mailto:rgoeri@CREIGHTON.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 11:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

We have exactly the same situation and question.

Richard V. Goering

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

From: "Katrina Doolittle" <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 10:14 AM

Subject: Reporting destruction of SA

> Good morning,

> After notifying CDC that we possessed a select agent, the researcher

> decided to destroy the agent.  The destruction will be accomplished

> before Feb 7 and documented with a witness from EH&S.  Is there a

> protocol to notify CDC that we are no longer covered by the new SA

> rule?  Any comments along this line would be greatly appreciated.

> Thanks

> Katrina Doolittle

>

--Boundary_(ID_WRrkXUdEM5EMqbxLEhn34g)

Content-type: application/msword; name="Select Agent Final Disposition.doc"

Content-transfer-encoding: BASE64

Content-disposition: attachment; filename="Select Agent Final Disposition.doc"

Content-description: Select Agent Final Disposition.doc

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 10:05:39 -0700

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

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

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Reporting destruction of SA

In-Reply-To:  <CFB9E625B3609149AD3FECB4DAEDE1238A4AB8@exch-1.mssm.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Follow on question based on what you have said, Phil:

How much are everybody's IBCs involved in SA, outside of approval of BUAs?

At 11:50 AM 1/16/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>My Gut-Hunch? Report to the CDC:

>         Who:

>         How much:(number of vials, containers and nominal volumes/amounts)

>         When, how and what method of destruction:

>         Date of destruction:

>         Who witnessed the destruction:(good to get the IBC on board for

> this    one).

>         Draft it as an affidavit (run it by your legal affairs

> people),         notarize it, and send it return acknowledgement or by

courier.

>         Remember, you reported you had these materials on the forms that

> went   to ASI-you should report and Document the destruction of

> the    specimens.

>         I also attached a log-sheet I intend to use for my own records

> on-      site.

>

>         Phil Hauck

>

>

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

>From: Richard Goering [mailto:rgoeri@CREIGHTON.EDU]

>Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 11:30 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

>

>We have exactly the same situation and question.

>

>Richard V. Goering

>

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

>From: "Katrina Doolittle" <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

>To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 10:14 AM

>Subject: Reporting destruction of SA

>

>

> > Good morning,

> > After notifying CDC that we possessed a select agent, the researcher

> > decided to destroy the agent.  The destruction will be accomplished

> > before Feb 7 and documented with a witness from EH&S.  Is there a

> > protocol to notify CDC that we are no longer covered by the new SA

> > rule?  Any comments along this line would be greatly appreciated.

> > Thanks

> > Katrina Doolittle

> >

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 11:08:34 -0600

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

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

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Reporting destruction of SA

In-Reply-To:  <CFB9E625B3609149AD3FECB4DAEDE1238A4AB8@exch-1.mssm.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Speaking of log sheets.. and after the events yesterday highlighting the

need for good inventory control, I have two things I'd appreciate input on -

1) facility agent ID -  do we have to come up with our own scheme for ID's

or will CDC assign these - if we come up with our own - anyone got a good

system they would be willing to share?

2) inventory control sheets - anyone got one developed for this already (or

for similar purposes which could be adapted) - again that they would be

willing to share?

Thanks!

Kath

At 11:50 AM 1/16/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>My Gut-Hunch? Report to the CDC:

>         Who:

>         How much:(number of vials, containers and nominal volumes/amounts)

>         When, how and what method of destruction:

>         Date of destruction:

>         Who witnessed the destruction:(good to get the IBC on board for

> this    one).

>         Draft it as an affidavit (run it by your legal affairs

> people),         notarize it, and send it return acknowledgement or by

courier.

>         Remember, you reported you had these materials on the forms that

> went   to ASI-you should report and Document the destruction of

> the    specimens.

>         I also attached a log-sheet I intend to use for my own records

> on-      site.

>

>         Phil Hauck

>

>

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

>From: Richard Goering [mailto:rgoeri@CREIGHTON.EDU]

>Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 11:30 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

>

>We have exactly the same situation and question.

>

>Richard V. Goering

>

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

>From: "Katrina Doolittle" <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

>To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 10:14 AM

>Subject: Reporting destruction of SA

>

>

> > Good morning,

> > After notifying CDC that we possessed a select agent, the researcher

> > decided to destroy the agent.  The destruction will be accomplished

> > before Feb 7 and documented with a witness from EH&S.  Is there a

> > protocol to notify CDC that we are no longer covered by the new SA

> > rule?  Any comments along this line would be greatly appreciated.

> > Thanks

> > Katrina Doolittle

> >

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 12:04:03 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Reporting destruction of SA

MIME-version: 1.0

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

At my place, it is mostly approving r-DNA/RNA protocols.

Phil

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

From: Dina Sassone [mailto:dinas@LANL.GOV]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 12:06 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

Follow on question based on what you have said, Phil:

How much are everybody's IBCs involved in SA, outside of approval of =

BUAs?

At 11:50 AM 1/16/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>My Gut-Hunch? Report to the CDC:

>         Who:

>         How much:(number of vials, containers and nominal =

volumes/amounts)

>         When, how and what method of destruction:

>         Date of destruction:

>         Who witnessed the destruction:(good to get the IBC on board =

for

> this    one).

>         Draft it as an affidavit (run it by your legal affairs

> people),         notarize it, and send it return acknowledgement or by =

courier.

>         Remember, you reported you had these materials on the forms =

that

> went   to ASI-you should report and Document the destruction of

> the    specimens.

>         I also attached a log-sheet I intend to use for my own records

> on-      site.

>

>         Phil Hauck

>

>

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

>From: Richard Goering [mailto:rgoeri@CREIGHTON.EDU]

>Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 11:30 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

>

>We have exactly the same situation and question.

>

>Richard V. Goering

>

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

>From: "Katrina Doolittle" <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

>To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 10:14 AM

>Subject: Reporting destruction of SA

>

>

> > Good morning,

> > After notifying CDC that we possessed a select agent, the researcher

> > decided to destroy the agent.  The destruction will be accomplished

> > before Feb 7 and documented with a witness from EH&S.  Is there a

> > protocol to notify CDC that we are no longer covered by the new SA

> > rule?  Any comments along this line would be greatly appreciated.

> > Thanks

> > Katrina Doolittle

> >

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 12:26:39 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Reporting destruction of SA

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_vka1esZGDNVFIMd45acxCw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_vka1esZGDNVFIMd45acxCw)

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

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

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 12:09 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

Speaking of log sheets.. and after the events yesterday highlighting the

need for good inventory control, I have two things I'd appreciate input =

on -

1) facility agent ID -  do we have to come up with our own scheme for =

ID's

or will CDC assign these - if we come up with our own - anyone got a =

good

system they would be willing to share?

2) inventory control sheets - anyone got one developed for this already =

(or

for similar purposes which could be adapted) - again that they would be

willing to share?

Thanks!

Kath

At 11:50 AM 1/16/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>My Gut-Hunch? Report to the CDC:

>         Who:

>         How much:(number of vials, containers and nominal =

volumes/amounts)

>         When, how and what method of destruction:

>         Date of destruction:

>         Who witnessed the destruction:(good to get the IBC on board =

for

> this    one).

>         Draft it as an affidavit (run it by your legal affairs

> people),         notarize it, and send it return acknowledgement or by =

courier.

>         Remember, you reported you had these materials on the forms =

that

> went   to ASI-you should report and Document the destruction of

> the    specimens.

>         I also attached a log-sheet I intend to use for my own records

> on-      site.

>

>         Phil Hauck

>

>

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

>From: Richard Goering [mailto:rgoeri@CREIGHTON.EDU]

>Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 11:30 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

>

>We have exactly the same situation and question.

>

>Richard V. Goering

>

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

>From: "Katrina Doolittle" <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

>To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 10:14 AM

>Subject: Reporting destruction of SA

>

>

> > Good morning,

> > After notifying CDC that we possessed a select agent, the researcher

> > decided to destroy the agent.  The destruction will be accomplished

> > before Feb 7 and documented with a witness from EH&S.  Is there a

> > protocol to notify CDC that we are no longer covered by the new SA

> > rule?  Any comments along this line would be greatly appreciated.

> > Thanks

> > Katrina Doolittle

> >

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

--Boundary_(ID_vka1esZGDNVFIMd45acxCw)

Content-type: application/msword; name="Select Agent Inventory Form.doc"

Content-transfer-encoding: BASE64

Content-disposition: attachment; filename="Select Agent Inventory Form.doc"

Content-description: Select Agent Inventory Form.doc

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 12:33:20 -0500

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

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

From:         Ed Gaunt <egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM>

Subject:      Re: Reporting destruction of SA

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2BD85.5CAD5A80"

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_01C2BD85.5CAD5A80

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

According to 42 CFR 73.7(h), "An entity must provide notice in writing =

to

the HHS Secretary in accordance with =A7 73.21 at least five business =

days

before destroying a select agent or toxin, if the destruction would be =

for

the purpose of discontinuing activities with a select agent or toxin =

covered

by a certificate of registration.  This will allow the HHS Secretary to

observe the destruction or take other action as appropriate."  However =

this

particular provision does not fully go into effect until Nov. 

Note that you should notify the SAP BEFORE  destruction, because there =

may

be situations where someone from CDC may want to actually witness the

destruction of some agents.  This is discussed in the third column on =

page

76889 of the 12/13 Federal Register announcement.

There is a new form (CDC Form 0.1318) that is still in DRAFT form that =

will

be used to document destruction of SAs by unregistered/exempt clinical

entities who acquire SAs for diagnostic testing purposes.

Ed

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

From: Hauck, Philip [ mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU

<mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU> ]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 11:51 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

My Gut-Hunch? Report to the CDC:

        Who:

        How much:(number of vials, containers and nominal =

volumes/amounts)

        When, how and what method of destruction:

        Date of destruction:

        Who witnessed the destruction:(good to get the IBC on board for =

this

one).

        Draft it as an affidavit (run it by your legal affairs people),

notarize it, and send it return acknowledgement or by courier.

        Remember, you reported you had these materials on the forms =

that

went   to ASI-you should report and Document the destruction of the

specimens.

        I also attached a log-sheet I intend to use for my own records =

on-

site.

        Phil Hauck

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

From: Richard Goering [ mailto:rgoeri@CREIGHTON.EDU

<mailto:rgoeri@CREIGHTON.EDU> ]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 11:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

We have exactly the same situation and question.

Richard V. Goering

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

From: "Katrina Doolittle" <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 10:14 AM

Subject: Reporting destruction of SA

> Good morning,

> After notifying CDC that we possessed a select agent, the researcher

> decided to destroy the agent.  The destruction will be accomplished

> before Feb 7 and documented with a witness from EH&S.  Is there a

> protocol to notify CDC that we are no longer covered by the new SA

> rule?  Any comments along this line would be greatly appreciated.

> Thanks

> Katrina Doolittle

>

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2BD85.5CAD5A80

Content-Type: text/html;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 4.0 Transitional//EN">

            According to 42 = CFR 73.7(h), "An entity must provide notice in 

            writing to the HHS = Secretary in accordance with =A7 73.21 at 

            least = five business days before destroying a select agent or 

            toxin, if the destruction would be for the purpose of 

            discontinuing activities with a = select agent or toxin covered 

            by a certificate of registration.  This = will allow the HHS 

            Secretary to observe the destruction or take other action as 

            appropriate."  However this = particular provision does not fully 

            go into effect until Nov.  = 

            Note that you should = notify the SAP BEFORE  destruction, 

            because there may be = situations where someone from CDC may want 

            to actually witness the = destruction of some agents.  This is 

            discussed in the third column on page 76889 = of the 12/13 

            Federal Register announcement.

            There is a new form (CDC = Form 0.1318) that is still in DRAFT 

            form that will be used to document destruction = of SAs by 

            unregistered/exempt clinical entities who acquire SAs for = 

            diagnostic testing purposes.

            Ed

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

            From: Hauck, = 

            href "mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU">mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]<= 

            BR>Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 11:51 AM

            To: = BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

            Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

            My Gut-Hunch? Report to the CDC:

                    Who:

                    How much:(number of = vials, containers and nominal 

            volumes/amounts)

                    When, = how and what method of = destruction:

                    Date of destruction:

                    Who = witnessed the destruction:(good to get the IBC on 

            board for this    one).

                    Draft it as an = affidavit (run it by your legal 

            affairs people),         notarize it, = and send it return 

            acknowledgement or by courier.

                    Remember, you = reported you had these materials on the 

            forms that went   to ASI-you = should report and Document the 

            destruction of the    specimens.

                    I also = attached a log-sheet I intend to use for my own 

            records = on-      site.

                    Phil Hauck

            -----Original=  >Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 11:30 AM

            To: = BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

            Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

            We have exactly the same = situation and question.

            Richard V. Goering

            ----- Original Message = -----

            From: "Katrina Doolittle" <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

            To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

            Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 = 10:14 AM

            Subject: Reporting destruction of SA

            > Good = morning,

            > After notifying CDC that we possessed a select agent, the = 

            researcher

            > decided to destroy the agent.  The destruction will be = 

            accomplished

            > before Feb 7 and documented with a witness from EH&S.  Is = 

            there a

            > protocol to notify CDC that we are no longer covered by the = 

            new SA

            > rule?  Any comments along this line would be greatly 

            appreciated.

            > Thanks

            > Katrina Doolittle

            >

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2BD85.5CAD5A80--

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 12:34:31 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Reporting destruction of SA

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_MDH3XG+CXTtQVTzDRdkdzw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_MDH3XG+CXTtQVTzDRdkdzw)

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Thanks, Ed. I know these are all "future" (but definitely =

not distant ). I started anticipating some of these issues, and have =

been developing forms, log-sheets, a set of slides for training all the =

SA&T users, etc, etc.

Phil

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

From: Ed Gaunt [mailto:egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 12:33 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

According to 42 CFR 73.7(h), "An entity must provide notice in writing =

to the HHS Secretary in accordance with =A7 73.21 at least five business =

days before destroying a select agent or toxin, if the destruction would =

be for the purpose of discontinuing activities with a select agent or =

toxin covered by a certificate of registration.  This will allow the HHS =

Secretary to observe the destruction or take other action as =

appropriate."  However this particular provision does not fully go into =

effect until Nov. 

Note that you should notify the SAP BEFORE  destruction, because there =

may be situations where someone from CDC may want to actually witness =

the destruction of some agents.  This is discussed in the third column =

on page 76889 of the 12/13 Federal Register announcement.

There is a new form (CDC Form 0.1318) that is still in DRAFT form that =

will be used to document destruction of SAs by unregistered/exempt =

clinical entities who acquire SAs for diagnostic testing purposes.

Ed

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

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 11:51 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

My Gut-Hunch? Report to the CDC:

        Who:

        How much:(number of vials, containers and nominal =

volumes/amounts)

        When, how and what method of destruction:

        Date of destruction:

        Who witnessed the destruction:(good to get the IBC on board for =

this    one).

        Draft it as an affidavit (run it by your legal affairs people),  =

       notarize it, and send it return acknowledgement or by courier.

        Remember, you reported you had these materials on the forms that =

went   to ASI-you should report and Document the destruction of the    =

specimens.

        I also attached a log-sheet I intend to use for my own records =

on-      site.

        Phil Hauck

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

From: Richard Goering [mailto:rgoeri@CREIGHTON.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 11:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

We have exactly the same situation and question.

Richard V. Goering

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

From: "Katrina Doolittle" <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 10:14 AM

Subject: Reporting destruction of SA

> Good morning,

> After notifying CDC that we possessed a select agent, the researcher

> decided to destroy the agent.  The destruction will be accomplished

> before Feb 7 and documented with a witness from EH&S.  Is there a

> protocol to notify CDC that we are no longer covered by the new SA

> rule?  Any comments along this line would be greatly appreciated.

> Thanks

> Katrina Doolittle

>

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

=46rom: Hauck, Philip [<a href "mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU">mailt=

o:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU</a>] 

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 11:51 AM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA 

My Gut-Hunch? Report to the CDC: 

 Who: 

 How much:(number of vials,

containers and nominal volumes/amounts) 

 When, how and what method =

of

destruction: 

 Date of destruction: 

 Who witnessed the destruct=

ion:(good

to get the IBC on board for this one). 

 Draft it as an affidavit (=

run it by

your legal affairs people),=

notarize it, and send it return acknowledgement or by courier. 

 Remember, you reported you=

 had these

materials on the forms that went to ASI-you should report=

 and

Document the destruction of the specimens. 

 I also attached a log-shee=

t I intend

to use for my own records on- site. 

 Phil Hauck 

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

=46rom: Richard Goering [<a href "mailto:rgoeri@CREIGHTON.EDU">mail=

to:rgoeri@CREIGHTON.EDU</a>] 

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 11:30 AM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA 

We have exactly the same situation and question. 

Richard V. Goering 

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

=46rom:  "Katrina Doolittle " &lt;kadoolit@NMSU.EDU 

To: &lt;BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 10:14 AM 

Subject: Reporting destruction of SA 

 Good morning, 

 After notifying CDC that we possessed a select agent, the resear=

cher 

 decided to destroy the agent. The destruction will be acco=

mplished 

 before Feb 7 and documented with a witness from EH&amp;S. =

Is there a 

 protocol to notify CDC that we are no longer covered by the new =

SA 

 rule? Any comments along this line would be greatly apprec=

iated. 

 Thanks 

 Katrina Doolittle 

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 12:40:19 -0500

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

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

From:         Ed Gaunt <egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM>

Subject:      Re: Reporting destruction of SA

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

From an HHS/CDC Select Agent Program perspective, an interim Application

Number will be assigned to an entity once the new registration application

has been submitted and is determined to be complete.  A final registration

number will not be assigned until after the registration provision (Part

73.7) goes into effect in Nov 2003.  This is so that everyone can come into

compliance with all of the other various staged provisions of the reg

(security plans, SRAs etc.) during the course of the year.

Ed

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

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 12:09 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

Speaking of log sheets.. and after the events yesterday highlighting the

need for good inventory control, I have two things I'd appreciate input on -

1) facility agent ID -  do we have to come up with our own scheme for ID's

or will CDC assign these - if we come up with our own - anyone got a good

system they would be willing to share?

2) inventory control sheets - anyone got one developed for this already (or

for similar purposes which could be adapted) - again that they would be

willing to share?

Thanks!

Kath

At 11:50 AM 1/16/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>My Gut-Hunch? Report to the CDC:

>         Who:

>         How much:(number of vials, containers and nominal volumes/amounts)

>         When, how and what method of destruction:

>         Date of destruction:

>         Who witnessed the destruction:(good to get the IBC on board for

> this    one).

>         Draft it as an affidavit (run it by your legal affairs

> people),         notarize it, and send it return acknowledgement or by

courier.

>         Remember, you reported you had these materials on the forms that

> went   to ASI-you should report and Document the destruction of

> the    specimens.

>         I also attached a log-sheet I intend to use for my own records

> on-      site.

>

>         Phil Hauck

>

>

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

>From: Richard Goering [mailto:rgoeri@CREIGHTON.EDU]

>Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 11:30 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

>

>We have exactly the same situation and question.

>

>Richard V. Goering

>

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

>From: "Katrina Doolittle" <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

>To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 10:14 AM

>Subject: Reporting destruction of SA

>

>

> > Good morning,

> > After notifying CDC that we possessed a select agent, the researcher

> > decided to destroy the agent.  The destruction will be accomplished

> > before Feb 7 and documented with a witness from EH&S.  Is there a

> > protocol to notify CDC that we are no longer covered by the new SA

> > rule?  Any comments along this line would be greatly appreciated.

> > Thanks

> > Katrina Doolittle

> >

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 11:25:38 -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:      Re: Reporting destruction of SA

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I have a similar question about a USDA - only listed agent, and their

web page does not seem to be working.  Does anyone have a phone contact

with the USDA?

Cheri Marcham

The University of Oklahoma

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

From: Ed Gaunt [mailto:egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 10:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

Call the Select Agent Program at 404-498-2255 or e-mail

mailto:lrsat@cdc.gov and let them "officially" know what you plan to do.

We don't bite.

Ed

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

From: Richard Goering [mailto:rgoeri@CREIGHTON.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 11:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

We have exactly the same situation and question.

Richard V. Goering

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

From: "Katrina Doolittle" <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 10:14 AM

Subject: Reporting destruction of SA

> Good morning,

> After notifying CDC that we possessed a select agent, the researcher

> decided to destroy the agent.  The destruction will be accomplished

> before Feb 7 and documented with a witness from EH&S.  Is there a

> protocol to notify CDC that we are no longer covered by the new SA

> rule?  Any comments along this line would be greatly appreciated.

> Thanks Katrina Doolittle

>

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 11:53:37 -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: Reporting destruction of SA

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_YVfv/s47n5NAdyFcxIrkow)"

--Boundary_(ID_YVfv/s47n5NAdyFcxIrkow)

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

Content-transfer-encoding: QUOTED-PRINTABLE

Hey Phil,

Do you have any training slides you would be able to share with the

group that will satisfy, at least in part, the safety training

requirement for the SA lab personnel and others.

Thanks,

Mark Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Saint Louis University

"Hauck, Philip" wrote:

> Thanks, Ed. I know these are all =93future=94 (but definitely not d=

istant

> ). I started anticipating some of these issues, and have been

> developing forms, log-sheets, a set of slides for training all the

> SA&T users, etc, etc.

>

> Phil

>

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

> From: Ed Gaunt [mailto:egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM]

> Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 12:33 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

>

> According to 42 CFR 73.7(h), "An entity must provide notice in writ=

ing

> to the HHS Secretary in accordance with =A7 73.21 at least five bus=

iness

> days before destroying a select agent or toxin, if the destruction

> would be for the purpose of discontinuing activities with a select

> agent or toxin covered by a certificate of registration.  This will

> allow the HHS Secretary to observe the destruction or take other

> action as appropriate." However this particular provision does not

> fully go into effect until Nov.

>

> Note that you should notify the SAP BEFORE  destruction, because th=

ere

> may be situations where someone from CDC may want to actually witne=

ss

> the destruction of some agents.  This is discussed in the third col=

umn

> on page 76889 of the 12/13 Federal Register announcement.

>

> There is a new form (CDC Form 0.1318) that is still in DRAFT form t=

hat

> will be used to document destruction of SAs by unregistered/exempt

> clinical entities who acquire SAs for diagnostic testing purposes.

>

> Ed

>

>

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

> From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 11:51 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

>

>

> My Gut-Hunch? Report to the CDC:

>         Who:

>         How much:(number of vials, containers and nominal

> volumes/amounts)

>         When, how and what method of destruction:

>         Date of destruction:

>         Who witnessed the destruction:(good to get the IBC on board

> for this    one).

>         Draft it as an affidavit (run it by your legal affairs

> people),         notarize it, and send it return acknowledgement or=

 by

> courier.

>         Remember, you reported you had these materials on the forms

> that went   to ASI-you should report and Document the destruction o=

f

> the    specimens.

>         I also attached a log-sheet I intend to use for my own reco=

rds

> on-      site.

>

>         Phil Hauck

>

>

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

> From: Richard Goering [mailto:rgoeri@CREIGHTON.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 11:30 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

>

> We have exactly the same situation and question.

>

> Richard V. Goering

>

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

> From: "Katrina Doolittle" <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

> To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 10:14 AM

> Subject: Reporting destruction of SA

>

>

> > Good morning,

> > After notifying CDC that we possessed a select agent, the researc=

her

>

> > decided to destroy the agent.  The destruction will be accomplish=

ed

> > before Feb 7 and documented with a witness from EH&S.  Is there a

> > protocol to notify CDC that we are no longer covered by the new S=

A

> > rule?  Any comments along this line would be greatly appreciated.

> > Thanks

> > Katrina Doolittle

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 13:09:00 -0500

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

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

From:         Ed Gaunt <egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM>

Subject:      Re: Reporting destruction of SA

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

From the Dec 10 Fed Reg announcement with the USDA interim rules, for

information concerning the regulations in 9 CFR part 121, contact Dr. Denise

Spencer, Senior Staff Veterinarian, Technical Trade Services, National

Center for Import and Export, VS, APHIS, 4700 River Road Unit 40, Riverdale,

MD 20737-1231, (301) 734-3277.

Ed

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

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

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 12:26 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

I have a similar question about a USDA - only listed agent, and their

web page does not seem to be working.  Does anyone have a phone contact

with the USDA?

Cheri Marcham

The University of Oklahoma

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

From: Ed Gaunt [mailto:egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 10:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

Call the Select Agent Program at 404-498-2255 or e-mail

mailto:lrsat@cdc.gov and let them "officially" know what you plan to do.

We don't bite.

Ed

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

From: Richard Goering [mailto:rgoeri@CREIGHTON.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 11:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

We have exactly the same situation and question.

Richard V. Goering

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

From: "Katrina Doolittle" <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 10:14 AM

Subject: Reporting destruction of SA

> Good morning,

> After notifying CDC that we possessed a select agent, the researcher

> decided to destroy the agent.  The destruction will be accomplished

> before Feb 7 and documented with a witness from EH&S.  Is there a

> protocol to notify CDC that we are no longer covered by the new SA

> rule?  Any comments along this line would be greatly appreciated.

> Thanks Katrina Doolittle

>

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 13:07:52 -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: Reporting destruction of SA

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20030116110306.00a94570@lulu.it.northwestern.edu>

There has been a lot of spirited discussion on this subject, but most

of it (except comments from Ed Gaunt of course) is conjecture.  Let

me offer a slightly different perspective on this:

There are two completely different processes that have gone on/are

going on...What we did for Sept. 10, 2002 was NOTIFICATION of

SAs --- we were required to notify CDC/USDA whether we

possessed select agents or not (this all assumes that you were not

already registered under the 1996 SAT regs).  The new regs outline

what is required for REGISTRATION, by Nov. 2003 the entire

registration process must be completed (with other deadlines before

that).  But as I read the regs, there is no registration required for

non-possession of SAs.

An example:  I notified CDC on Sept. 10, 2002 that I had select

agents/toxins.  I do not end up registering the same with them.

Why?

1.  The institution (at whatever level) decided they did not want the

liability of having this stuff around (appropriate records of destruction

should be maintained, but I'm not sure I would go as far as Phil :-),

and it was destroyed (autoclaved, incerated, whatever).

2. The agent that I had notified of was removed from the list

(examples include Yellow Fever virus and aflatoxin)

3. The toxins that I notified of are now below the exemption amounts

set forth in the new regulations.

Does this seem at all reasonable to anyone/everyone, or am I way

off base here?  I don't think that just because we NOTIFIED, we are

also required to REGISTER, unless you indeed come under the new

regs.  Comments?  (Ed, I would especially like to hear your take on

this).

Curt

(who is quite glad he is not the BSO at Texas Tech :-)

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State University

Environmental Health and Safety

speaker@ehs.psu.edu

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

^...^

(O_O)

=(Y)=

 """

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 10:48:35 -0800

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

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

From:         "Gergis, Nasr" <NGergis@COH.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Update

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2BD8F.DFDAF73C"

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_01C2BD8F.DFDAF73C

Content-Type: text/plain;

 charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

The main key in the Bubonic plague transition is an infected flea by

Yersinia pestis bacteria). Plague has three forms, (1) Bubonic, (2)

Pneumonic, and (3) septicemic. The bubonic plague transmit to human via

infected fleabite and characterized by swollen lymph nodes (buboes).

Pneumonic plague affects lungs and spread in droplets from the infected

lungs. The septicemic form, Yersinia pestis overwhelm in bloodstream. For

more information you may contact the nearest County Vector Control in your

area.

Nasr Gergis, PhD, DVM

City of Hope/Beckman Research Institute

E-mal: ngergis@coh.org <mailto:ngergis@coh.org>

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

From: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 3:17 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Update

Bubonic plague is naturally occurring in rural area of New Mexico and

Arizona and a few other southwestern states.

I don't remember the exact numbers but people get treated for it each year.

Eric

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

From: Dillard, Christina [mailto:cdillard@ANTIGENICS.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 4:23 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Update

Yes, But did you notice that two people from New Mexico arrived in New York

on Friday and are now in the hospital with what is suspected as Bubonic

Plaque. Hmmm... curious. Isn't new Mexico rather close in proximity to

Texas. Were all those vials accounted for? When did those vials go missing?

Did one make its way to New Mexico to infect this couple?? Who knows?

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

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 5:09 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Update

            Check the update...

            OOOOPPPSSS!! They found them..............................

                        NEVERMIND!!!!

            Phil Hauck

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

This message and any attachments are intended solely for the use of the

individual or entity to which they are addressed. This communication may contain

information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under

applicable law. If the reader of this communication is not the intended

recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering the message to

the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,

distribution or copying of the communication is strictly prohibited. If you

received the communication in error, please notify us immediately by replying to

this message and then deleting the message and any accompanying files from your

system. CONFIDENTIAL.

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

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2BD8F.DFDAF73C

Content-Type: text/html;

 charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 4.0 Transitional//EN">

<HTML xmlns "http://www.w3.org/TR/REC-html40" xmlns:o  

"urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:office" xmlns:w  

"urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:word"><HEAD>

<META HTTP-EQUIV "Content-Type" CONTENT "text/html; =

charset iso-8859-1">

This message and any attachments are intended solely for the use of the =

individual or entity to which they are addressed. This communication may =

contain information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from =

disclosure under applicable law. If the reader of this communication is not=

 =

the intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering=

 =

the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any =

dissemination, distribution or copying of the communication is strictly =

prohibited. If you received the communication in error, please notify us =

immediately by replying to this message and then deleting the message and =

any accompanying files from your system. CONFIDENTIAL. 

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 13:54:29 -0500

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

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

From:         Ed Gaunt <egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM>

Subject:      Re: Reporting destruction of SA

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

I need to reiterate that my participation on this list is as an "informed

citizen" and not on behalf of the Govt...if you want official responses to

these types of questions, please contact the SAP at 404-498-2255 or via

e-mail to mailto:lrsat@cdc.gov.

Now, with that said, Curt is correct...the Notification was a "snapshot in

time" to determine what was out there as of Sept 10 (or Oct 11).  Labs

currently registered under 42 CFR 72 need to let the SAP know if they change

anything about their registration (as in destroying registered agents).

Regarding the IMPENDING registration under 42 CFR 73, if you notified the

Govt that you possessed agents during the notification, you will soon be

getting a registration application.  Whether you need fill it out or not

will depend on what you CURRENTLY possess and whether or not you qualify for

exemptions, etc.  If you previously notified the Govt of possession back in

the fall and things have changed since then (or the agents are now exempt),

we'll sort that out with you in the follow-up (but exactly how this will

happen is to be determined).  You are not required to register non-SAs as

Curt indicated.

Ed

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

From: Curt Speaker [mailto:SPEAKER@SAFETY-1.SAFETY.PSU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 1:08 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

There has been a lot of spirited discussion on this subject, but most

of it (except comments from Ed Gaunt of course) is conjecture.  Let

me offer a slightly different perspective on this:

There are two completely different processes that have gone on/are

going on...What we did for Sept. 10, 2002 was NOTIFICATION of

SAs --- we were required to notify CDC/USDA whether we

possessed select agents or not (this all assumes that you were not

already registered under the 1996 SAT regs).  The new regs outline

what is required for REGISTRATION, by Nov. 2003 the entire

registration process must be completed (with other deadlines before

that).  But as I read the regs, there is no registration required for

non-possession of SAs.

An example:  I notified CDC on Sept. 10, 2002 that I had select

agents/toxins.  I do not end up registering the same with them.

Why?

1.  The institution (at whatever level) decided they did not want the

liability of having this stuff around (appropriate records of destruction

should be maintained, but I'm not sure I would go as far as Phil :-),

and it was destroyed (autoclaved, incerated, whatever).

2. The agent that I had notified of was removed from the list

(examples include Yellow Fever virus and aflatoxin)

3. The toxins that I notified of are now below the exemption amounts

set forth in the new regulations.

Does this seem at all reasonable to anyone/everyone, or am I way

off base here?  I don't think that just because we NOTIFIED, we are

also required to REGISTER, unless you indeed come under the new

regs.  Comments?  (Ed, I would especially like to hear your take on

this).

Curt

(who is quite glad he is not the BSO at Texas Tech :-)

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State University

Environmental Health and Safety

speaker@ehs.psu.edu

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

^...^

(O_O)

=(Y)=

 """

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 13:02:04 -0600

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

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

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Reporting destruction of SA

In-Reply-To:  <1BF5A584BBD24645A0524FA419524BCBE0236D@asciences.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

I'm sure I speak for all of us Ed, when I say I'm extremely grateful for

your continued 'informed but unofficial' contributions to the list!

How long before we all drive you crazy?

At 01:54 PM 1/16/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>I need to reiterate that my participation on this list is as an "informed

>citizen" and not on behalf of the Govt...if you want official responses to

>these types of questions, please contact the SAP at 404-498-2255 or via

>e-mail to mailto:lrsat@cdc.gov.

>

>Now, with that said, Curt is correct...the Notification was a "snapshot in

>time" to determine what was out there as of Sept 10 (or Oct 11).  Labs

>currently registered under 42 CFR 72 need to let the SAP know if they change

>anything about their registration (as in destroying registered agents).

>

>Regarding the IMPENDING registration under 42 CFR 73, if you notified the

>Govt that you possessed agents during the notification, you will soon be

>getting a registration application.  Whether you need fill it out or not

>will depend on what you CURRENTLY possess and whether or not you qualify for

>exemptions, etc.  If you previously notified the Govt of possession back in

>the fall and things have changed since then (or the agents are now exempt),

>we'll sort that out with you in the follow-up (but exactly how this will

>happen is to be determined).  You are not required to register non-SAs as

>Curt indicated.

>

>Ed

>

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

>From: Curt Speaker [mailto:SPEAKER@SAFETY-1.SAFETY.PSU.EDU]

>Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 1:08 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

>

>

>There has been a lot of spirited discussion on this subject, but most

>of it (except comments from Ed Gaunt of course) is conjecture.  Let

>me offer a slightly different perspective on this:

>

>There are two completely different processes that have gone on/are

>going on...What we did for Sept. 10, 2002 was NOTIFICATION of

>SAs --- we were required to notify CDC/USDA whether we

>possessed select agents or not (this all assumes that you were not

>already registered under the 1996 SAT regs).  The new regs outline

>what is required for REGISTRATION, by Nov. 2003 the entire

>registration process must be completed (with other deadlines before

>that).  But as I read the regs, there is no registration required for

>non-possession of SAs.

>

>An example:  I notified CDC on Sept. 10, 2002 that I had select

>agents/toxins.  I do not end up registering the same with them.

>Why?

>

>1.  The institution (at whatever level) decided they did not want the

>liability of having this stuff around (appropriate records of destruction

>should be maintained, but I'm not sure I would go as far as Phil :-),

>and it was destroyed (autoclaved, incerated, whatever).

>

>2. The agent that I had notified of was removed from the list

>(examples include Yellow Fever virus and aflatoxin)

>

>3. The toxins that I notified of are now below the exemption amounts

>set forth in the new regulations.

>

>Does this seem at all reasonable to anyone/everyone, or am I way

>off base here?  I don't think that just because we NOTIFIED, we are

>also required to REGISTER, unless you indeed come under the new

>regs.  Comments?  (Ed, I would especially like to hear your take on

>this).

>

>Curt

>(who is quite glad he is not the BSO at Texas Tech :-)

>

>Curt Speaker

>Biosafety Officer

>Penn State University

>Environmental Health and Safety

>speaker@ehs.psu.edu

>http://www.ehs.psu.edu

>^...^

>(O_O)

>=(Y)=

>  """

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 14:26:38 -0500

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

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

From:         Ed Gaunt <egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM>

Subject:      Re: Reporting destruction of SA

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

A long way ... That's what I'm here for.  It ultimately makes our

inspector's lives easier if you know what needs to be done and how to do it

correctly.  I could DEFINITELY tell which notification forms came from

LISTSERVERS...they were the ones that were filled out correctly!

Ed

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

From: Kathryn Harris

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Sent: 1/16/03 2:02 PM

Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

I'm sure I speak for all of us Ed, when I say I'm extremely grateful for

your continued 'informed but unofficial' contributions to the list!

How long before we all drive you crazy?

At 01:54 PM 1/16/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>I need to reiterate that my participation on this list is as an

"informed

>citizen" and not on behalf of the Govt...if you want official responses

to

>these types of questions, please contact the SAP at 404-498-2255 or via

>e-mail to mailto:lrsat@cdc.gov.

>

>Now, with that said, Curt is correct...the Notification was a "snapshot

in

>time" to determine what was out there as of Sept 10 (or Oct 11).  Labs

>currently registered under 42 CFR 72 need to let the SAP know if they

change

>anything about their registration (as in destroying registered agents).

>

>Regarding the IMPENDING registration under 42 CFR 73, if you notified

the

>Govt that you possessed agents during the notification, you will soon

be

>getting a registration application.  Whether you need fill it out or

not

>will depend on what you CURRENTLY possess and whether or not you

qualify for

>exemptions, etc.  If you previously notified the Govt of possession

back in

>the fall and things have changed since then (or the agents are now

exempt),

>we'll sort that out with you in the follow-up (but exactly how this

will

>happen is to be determined).  You are not required to register non-SAs

as

>Curt indicated.

>

>Ed

>

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

>From: Curt Speaker [mailto:SPEAKER@SAFETY-1.SAFETY.PSU.EDU]

>Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 1:08 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Reporting destruction of SA

>

>

>There has been a lot of spirited discussion on this subject, but most

>of it (except comments from Ed Gaunt of course) is conjecture.  Let

>me offer a slightly different perspective on this:

>

>There are two completely different processes that have gone on/are

>going on...What we did for Sept. 10, 2002 was NOTIFICATION of

>SAs --- we were required to notify CDC/USDA whether we

>possessed select agents or not (this all assumes that you were not

>already registered under the 1996 SAT regs).  The new regs outline

>what is required for REGISTRATION, by Nov. 2003 the entire

>registration process must be completed (with other deadlines before

>that).  But as I read the regs, there is no registration required for

>non-possession of SAs.

>

>An example:  I notified CDC on Sept. 10, 2002 that I had select

>agents/toxins.  I do not end up registering the same with them.

>Why?

>

>1.  The institution (at whatever level) decided they did not want the

>liability of having this stuff around (appropriate records of

destruction

>should be maintained, but I'm not sure I would go as far as Phil :-),

>and it was destroyed (autoclaved, incerated, whatever).

>

>2. The agent that I had notified of was removed from the list

>(examples include Yellow Fever virus and aflatoxin)

>

>3. The toxins that I notified of are now below the exemption amounts

>set forth in the new regulations.

>

>Does this seem at all reasonable to anyone/everyone, or am I way

>off base here?  I don't think that just because we NOTIFIED, we are

>also required to REGISTER, unless you indeed come under the new

>regs.  Comments?  (Ed, I would especially like to hear your take on

>this).

>

>Curt

>(who is quite glad he is not the BSO at Texas Tech :-)

>

>Curt Speaker

>Biosafety Officer

>Penn State University

>Environmental Health and Safety

>speaker@ehs.psu.edu

>http://www.ehs.psu.edu

>^...^

>(O_O)

>=(Y)=

>  """

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 15:44:22 -0500

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

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

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Mouth Pipetting

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I'm sure this has been discussed before on this list-serve, but how have you

dealt with faculty (i.e. tenured professors) who refuse to stop mouth

pipetting?

And he's not mouth pipetting water...

-David

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 16:02:46 -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: Mouth Pipetting

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_L5guFaDjcfxcWzUPM0VDjQ)"

This is a multipart message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_L5guFaDjcfxcWzUPM0VDjQ)

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

Promote them, so they won't work in a lab any longer.  =)

David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

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

01/16/2003 03:44 PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        Mouth Pipetting

I'm sure this has been discussed before on this list-serve, but how have

you

dealt with faculty (i.e. tenured professors) who refuse to stop mouth

pipetting?

And he's not mouth pipetting water...

-David

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 16:06:46 -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: Mouth Pipetting

In-Reply-To:  <4F44C51ED1C9D311B761009027DC72181187B38F@exch1.unh.edu>

David:

Duct tape comes to mind...:-)

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State University

Environmental Health and Safety

speaker@ehs.psu.edu

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

^...^

(O_O)

=(Y)=

 """

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 13:14:13 -0800

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

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

From:         "Criscuolo, TR (Tedi)" <tedi.criscuolo@PNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Mouth Pipetting

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed;

boundary="----=_NextPartTM-000-64095522-02fd-44e6-8b38-33c1c65b9b2e"

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.

------=_NextPartTM-000-64095522-02fd-44e6-8b38-33c1c65b9b2e

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2BDA4.37FF5804"

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2BDA4.37FF5804

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Good one!! LOL (Laugh Out Loud, not Lots of Love :))

Tedi

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

From: Christina Thompson [mailto:THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 1:03 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Mouth Pipetting

Promote them, so they won't work in a lab any longer.  =)

        David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

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

01/16/2003 03:44 PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:        BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        Mouth Pipetting

I'm sure this has been discussed before on this list-serve, but how have you

dealt with faculty (i.e. tenured professors) who refuse to stop mouth

pipetting?

And he's not mouth pipetting water...

-David

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2BDA4.37FF5804

Content-Type: text/html;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 4.0 Transitional//EN">

            Good one!! LOL (Laugh Out Loud, not Lots of Love :))

            Tedi style="PADDING-LEFT: 5px; MARGIN-LEFT: 5px; BORDER-LEFT: 

            #000000 2px solid"> size=2>-----Original Message-----

            From: Christina Thompson [mailto:THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM]

            Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 1:03 PM

            To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

            Subject: Re: Mouth Pipetting

            Promote them, so they won't work in a lab any longer.  =) 

                  David Gillum size=1>Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List 

                  <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> face=sans-serif size=1>Please 

                  respond to A Biosafety Discussion List 

                  face=sans-serif size=1>        To:     size=1>        cc:      

                          Subject:        Mouth size=2>I'm sure this has been 

                  discussed before on this list-serve, but how have you

                  dealt with faculty (i.e. tenured professors) who refuse to 

                  stop mouth

                  pipetting?

                  And he's not mouth pipetting water...

                  -David

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2BDA4.37FF5804--

------=_NextPartTM-000-64095522-02fd-44e6-8b38-33c1c65b9b2e--

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 16:27:00 -0500

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

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

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Mouth Pipetting

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2BDA6.01493170"

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_01C2BDA6.01493170

Content-Type: text/plain

If I could promote them, why couldn't I fire them? Someone else mentioned

duct tape...

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

From: Christina Thompson [mailto:THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 4:03 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Mouth Pipetting

Promote them, so they won't work in a lab any longer.  =)

David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

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

01/16/2003 03:44 PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:        BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        Mouth Pipetting

I'm sure this has been discussed before on this list-serve, but how have you

dealt with faculty (i.e. tenured professors) who refuse to stop mouth

pipetting?

And he's not mouth pipetting water...

-David

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 16:51:06 -0500

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: Mouth Pipetting

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

At our company we have a safety section on everyone's annual reviews.   As

issues arise with problem individuals throughout the year, these issues are

brought up to the researchers supervisor.  Depending on compliance (or lack

there of) by the researcher, we will take it up one level and bring in the

president of the company.  We have had great compliance when the president

has had to get involved.  On two occassions last year, individuals were

passed over for a promotion because of their respective safety records.  As

word gets out, people learn to comply.  We are a relatively small company

(200 employees), but this system can work at any size company or university

as long as you have upper management support.

John Bristol

Associate Director

Environmental Health and Safety

Eisai Research Institute

                      David Gillum

                      <David.Gillum@UNH        To:       BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                      .EDU>                    cc:

                      Sent by: A               Subject:  Mouth Pipetting

                      Biosafety

                      Discussion List

                      <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.

                      MIT.EDU>

                      01/16/2003 03:44

                      PM

                      Please respond to

                      A Biosafety

                      Discussion List

I'm sure this has been discussed before on this list-serve, but how have

you

dealt with faculty (i.e. tenured professors) who refuse to stop mouth

pipetting?

And he's not mouth pipetting water...

-David

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 17:12:48 -0500

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

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

From:         Ed Gaunt <egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM>

Subject:      Re: Mouth Pipetting

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2BDAC.67508530"

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_01C2BDAC.67508530

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

I have a good story about pipetting bull semen....

Ed

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

From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 4:27 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Mouth Pipetting

If I could promote them, why couldn't I fire them? Someone else mentioned

duct tape...

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

From: Christina Thompson [mailto:THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 4:03 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Mouth Pipetting

Promote them, so they won't work in a lab any longer.  =)

David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

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

01/16/2003 03:44 PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:        BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        Mouth Pipetting

I'm sure this has been discussed before on this list-serve, but how have you

dealt with faculty (i.e. tenured professors) who refuse to stop mouth

pipetting?

And he's not mouth pipetting water...

-David

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 16:31:27 -0600

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

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

From:         Morgan Margaret-AMM076 <Peggy@MOTOROLA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Mouth Pipetting

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

This is a good approach for a company but I don't think this would work in a

University setting.  The University is not going to deny tenure to faculty or

not promote them because of safety issues because the people who make these

decisions are faculty themselves or have been in the past and won't allow this

to interfere.

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

From: John Bristol [mailto:John_Bristol@ERI.EISAI.COM]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 1:51 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Mouth Pipetting

At our company we have a safety section on everyone's annual reviews.   As

issues arise with problem individuals throughout the year, these issues are

brought up to the researchers supervisor.  Depending on compliance (or lack

there of) by the researcher, we will take it up one level and bring in the

president of the company.  We have had great compliance when the president

has had to get involved.  On two occassions last year, individuals were

passed over for a promotion because of their respective safety records.  As

word gets out, people learn to comply.  We are a relatively small company

(200 employees), but this system can work at any size company or university

as long as you have upper management support.

John Bristol

Associate Director

Environmental Health and Safety

Eisai Research Institute

                      David Gillum

                      <David.Gillum@UNH        To:       BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                      .EDU>                    cc:

                      Sent by: A               Subject:  Mouth Pipetting

                      Biosafety

                      Discussion List

                      <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.

                      MIT.EDU>

                      01/16/2003 03:44

                      PM

                      Please respond to

                      A Biosafety

                      Discussion List

I'm sure this has been discussed before on this list-serve, but how have

you

dealt with faculty (i.e. tenured professors) who refuse to stop mouth

pipetting?

And he's not mouth pipetting water...

-David

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

Date:         Thu, 16 Jan 2003 15:47:02 -0500

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

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

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: Mouth Pipetting

MIME-version: 1.0

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

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Develop a web site.  Take a digital picture of him, and highlight him on the

"Wall of Shame".

He should know better and he should understand that others will do as he does.

Shame, shame, shame.

Regards,

--bdc

David Gillum wrote:

> I'm sure this has been discussed before on this list-serve, but how have you

> dealt with faculty (i.e. tenured professors) who refuse to stop mouth

> pipetting?

>

> And he's not mouth pipetting water...

>

> -David

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

Date:         Fri, 17 Jan 2003 08:20:53 -0500

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: Mouth Pipetting

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

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.

--------------InterScan_NT_MIME_Boundary

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2BE2B.126EB8B4"

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2BE2B.126EB8B4

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

To many legal issues to fire someone.  It's easier to promote them and make

them the go to jail guy.

:-)

Can anyone tell it's Friday!

:-)

Patty Olinger

Pharmacia, Kalamazoo R&D - ESH

Biosafety & Chemical Hygiene Officer

269-833-7931 office, 269-720-1608 cell

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

From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 4:27 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Mouth Pipetting

If I could promote them, why couldn't I fire them? Someone else mentioned

duct tape...

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

From: Christina Thompson [mailto:THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM]

Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 4:03 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Mouth Pipetting

Promote them, so they won't work in a lab any longer.  =)

David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

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

01/16/2003 03:44 PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:        BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        Mouth Pipetting

I'm sure this has been discussed before on this list-serve, but how have you

dealt with faculty (i.e. tenured professors) who refuse to stop mouth

pipetting?

And he's not mouth pipetting water...

-David

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

Date:         Fri, 17 Jan 2003 08:44:01 -0500

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

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

From:         Rob MacCormick <rmaccormick@OLIN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Mouth Pipetting

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="------------928B5C4CBA64F1313F8F75FA"

--------------928B5C4CBA64F1313F8F75FA

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Good one Barry, I'm partial to the wall of fame/shame.....You could

twist it and congratulate/thank/recognize everyone who has evolved from

mouth pippetting. I my experience you need a whole bag of tools to

address the whole bag of fools..Was that out loud!??? What I MEANT to

say was.....Maybe you could offer a menu of corrective mechanisms and

interview the slurper to see which avenue that they would like to

participate in....

shame/fame/retraining/presentation to a committee/stoning...Often some

sort of escalating enforcement (or "incentive") needs to be employed to

reduce the potential for the knee jerk "you're making a mountain out of

a molehill" "tempest in a teapot" "over reacting" response

If its a lost battle already reduce their ability to infect others.

Rob MacCormick

Manager - EH&S

Olin College of Enginnering  & Babson College

Helpful? Hope so!

"Olinger, Patricia L [S&C/0216]" wrote:

> To many legal issues to fire someone.  It's easier to promote them and

> make them the go to jail guy.:-)Can anyone tell it's Friday!:-)Patty

> Olinger

> Pharmacia, Kalamazoo R&D - ESH

> Biosafety & Chemical Hygiene Officer

> 269-833-7931 office, 269-720-1608 cell

>

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

> From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 4:27 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Mouth Pipetting

>

>

>      If I could promote them, why couldn't I fire them? Someone

>      else mentioned duct tape...

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

>

>      From: Christina Thompson

>      [mailto:THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM]

>      Sent:Thursday, January 16, 20034:03 PM

>      To:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>      Subject: Re: Mouth Pipetting

>

>

>      Promote them, so they won't work in a lab any longer.  =)

>

>

>

>

        David Gillum

        <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>                To:

                                      BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Sent by: A Biosafety                  cc:

        Discussion List                       Subject:

        <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>     Mouth Pipetting

        01/16/200303:44 PM

        Please respond to A Biosafety

        Discussion List

>

>

>

>

>      I'm sure this has been discussed before on this list-serve,

>      but how have you

>      dealt with faculty (i.e. tenured professors) who refuse to

>      stop mouth

>      pipetting?

>

>      And he's not mouth pipetting water...

>

>      -David

>

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

Date:         Fri, 17 Jan 2003 11:42:19 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      MouthPipetting

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_3ME7NeJerx62+LXSYeEymA)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_3ME7NeJerx62+LXSYeEymA)

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

The General Duty Clause

5. Duties

(a) Each employer--

(1) shall furnish to each of his employees employment and a place of =

employment which are free from recognized hazards that are causing or =

are likely to cause death or serious physical harm to his employees;

(2) shall comply with occupational safety and health standards =

promulgated under this Act.

(b) Each employee shall comply with occupational safety and health =

standards and all rules, regulations, and orders issued pursuant to this =

Act which are applicable to his own actions and conduct.

                                                                         =

                       --29 USC 654.

OSHAct, 1970

It is a matter of employee misconduct. And if the individual should come =

down with an illness related to the pathogen that (s)he inadvertently =

imbibed, it is reportable as an illness on the OSHA log. Then, you can =

investigate the cause and present your findings to the powers that be.

If you inspect laboratories and sign-off on grant proposals or issue =

letters to funding agencies, you can withhold such approvals (works =

great with army grants!!) until the situation is corrected. You know of =

a dangerous situation, and for you to sign-off that everything is =

all-right is not ethical.

Finally, under the GD clause above, technically you can be required by =

OSHA to terminate an employee in order to enforce 5(b) above, or be =

cited by OSHA yourselves for failure to enforce rules/standards from =

recognized professional organizations (CDC, NIH, ASTDR to name a few).

This threat was made known to us by an OSHA CSHO during an inspection at =

one of my former employers.

Phil Hauck

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: Mouth Pipetting

In-Reply-To:  <3E271A46.CC7534B1@tktx.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

I have to admit that there is a picture floating around campus of me

mouth-pipetting.  It was actually taken to demonstrate BAD work

habits, but occasionally I will show up in a training doing the wrong

thing.  One of my co-workers has created a variation of the photo

with a big red X across my face!

You just never know how those demos will live on....

Chris

>Develop a web site.  Take a digital picture of him, and highlight him on the

>"Wall of Shame".

>

--

******************************************************************************

      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:         Fri, 17 Jan 2003 16:31:57 -0700

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

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

From:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Mouth Pipetting

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_80DF9B6C.98F9B742"

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.

--=_80DF9B6C.98F9B742

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Actually the picture of those doing misdeeds is very effective.  But we

always blurred their faces.  My inspectors would sneak out with the

digital camera and one day caught one of our more famous MDs at the

public elevators, wearing gloves, lab coat and sandals.  We used it for

the full institutional annual training in the part about not wearing

your PPE outside of the lab.  It worked.  Even the MDs stopped doing

it.

>>> ccarlson@UCLINK4.BERKELEY.EDU 01/17/03 03:26PM >>>

I have to admit that there is a picture floating around campus of me

mouth-pipetting.  It was actually taken to demonstrate BAD work

habits, but occasionally I will show up in a training doing the wrong

thing.  One of my co-workers has created a variation of the photo

with a big red X across my face!

You just never know how those demos will live on....

Chris

>Develop a web site.  Take a digital picture of him, and highlight him

on the

>"Wall of Shame".

>

--

******************************************************************************

      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

******************************************************************************

--=_80DF9B6C.98F9B742

Content-Type: text/html; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit

Content-Description: HTML

<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 4.0 Transitional//EN">

size=2>Actually the picture of those doing misdeeds is very effective.  But we 

always blurred their faces.  My inspectors would sneak out with the digital 

camera and one day caught one of our more famous MDs at the public elevators, 

wearing gloves, lab coat and sandals.  We used it for the full institutional 

annual training in the part about not wearing your PPE outside of the lab.  It 

worked.  Even the MDs stopped doing it.

>>> ccarlson@UCLINK4.BERKELEY.EDU 01/17/03 03:26PM >>>

I have to admit that there is a picture floating around campus of me

mouth-pipetting.  It was actually taken to demonstrate BAD work

habits, but occasionally I will show up in a training doing the wrong

thing.  One of my co-workers has created a variation of the photo

with a big red X across my face!

You just never know how those demos will live on....

Chris

>Develop a web site.  Take a digital picture of him, and highlight him on the

>"Wall of Shame".

>

--

******************************************************************************

      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

******************************************************************************

href="http://www.ehs.berkeley.edu/">http://www.ehs.berkeley.edu

******************************************************************************

--=_80DF9B6C.98F9B742--

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

Date:         Mon, 20 Jan 2003 16:52:57 -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:      Human Tissue Use

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

I am looking to expand current procedures in regards to human tissue use in

the following two areas.

How do you track the use of human tissue at your institutions?

How are you informed if a researcher has ordered human tissue?

Thanks!

> Biosafety Manager

> OW1-233

> 1800 Concord Pike

> Wilmington, DE 19850

> Phone:  302.886.2185

> Fax:  302.886.2909

> Cell #: 302.218.5306

> email:  bliss.schlank@astrazeneca.com

>

>

>

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

Date:         Tue, 21 Jan 2003 09:10:30 -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: Are Tears Infectious?

In-Reply-To:  <e.2b65af0a.2b57724c@aol.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Hi Jim,

Under normal circumstances, tears are sterile.  However,  as a human body

fluid, it is considered to be a bloodborne pathogen.

bob

>What evidence exists, if any, that tears are infectious?

>

> James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

> The Laboratory Safety Institute

> A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

> Safety in Science and Science Education

>

> 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

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________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, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:08 -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: Are Tears Infectious?

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

This is the definition of "other potentially infectious materials" straight

from the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard.  Note that tears are not included

unless they fall into "...situations where it is difficult or impossible to

differentiate between body fluids."

From Bloodborne Pathogen Standard 1910.1030:

"Occupational Exposure means reasonably anticipated skin, eye, mucous

membrane, or parenteral contact with blood or other potentially infectious

materials that may result from the performance of an employee's duties.

Other Potentially Infectious Materials means (1) The following human body

fluids: semen, vaginal secretions, cerebrospinal fluid, synovial fluid,

pleural fluid, pericardial fluid, peritoneal fluid, amniotic fluid, saliva

in dental procedures, any body fluid that is visibly contaminated with

blood, and all body fluids in situations where it is difficult or impossible

to differentiate between body fluids; (2) Any unfixed tissue or organ (other

than intact skin) from a human (living or dead); and (3) HIV-containing cell

or tissue cultures, organ cultures, and HIV- or HBV-containing culture

medium or other solutions; and blood, organs, or other tissues from

experimental animals infected with HIV or HBV."

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: Robert N. Latsch [mailto:rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, January 21, 2003 8:10 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

Hi Jim,

Under normal circumstances, tears are sterile.  However,  as a human body

fluid, it is considered to be a bloodborne pathogen.

bob

>What evidence exists, if any, that tears are infectious?

>

> James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

> The Laboratory Safety Institute

> A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

> Safety in Science and Science Education

>

> 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

_____________________________________________________________________

__      /

_____________________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, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:49 -0600

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

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

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      JAMA HIV-AIDS Patient Education - Tears

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0005_01C2C12D.F7BE2D00"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0005_01C2C12D.F7BE2D00

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----=_NextPart_001_0006_01C2C12D.F7C13A40"

------=_NextPart_001_0006_01C2C12D.F7C13A40

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

A link to JAMA article on tears, saliva, etc. Rather inconclusive, but =

HIV has been found in tears. The article is dated 1997, so there may be =

more recent information available.

Mike Durham

LSU

 http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm

------=_NextPart_001_0006_01C2C12D.F7C13A40

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/html;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 4.0 Transitional//EN">

A link to JAMA article on tears, = saliva, etc. Rather inconclusive, but HIV 

has been found in tears. The article is = dated 1997, so there may be more 

recent information available.

Mike Durham

href "http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm">= 

http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm

------=_NextPart_001_0006_01C2C12D.F7C13A40--

------=_NextPart_000_0005_01C2C12D.F7BE2D00

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Type: application/octet-stream;

        name="JAMA HIV-AIDS Patient Education.url"

Content-Disposition: attachment;

        filename="JAMA HIV-AIDS Patient Education.url"

[DEFAULT]

BASEURL=http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm

[InternetShortcut]

URL=http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm

Modified=5048A6A45FC1C201C5

------=_NextPart_000_0005_01C2C12D.F7BE2D00--

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

Date:         Tue, 21 Jan 2003 11:09:11 -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:      SA Storage

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

We are thinking about centralizing our SA storage - especially in light

of last weeks "test" of the system by Texas Tech. Does anyone else do

this, thought about it?

If so, we are looking for contractors who can build/design a "vault."

All help, advice, criticism, or off-point comments appreciated.

Enjoy your week.

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

Date:         Tue, 21 Jan 2003 13:15:27 -0500

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

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

From:         Dotti Gauggel <gauggel.dl@PG.COM>

Subject:      Re: Human Tissue Use

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

We use an easy one-page early risk assessment form for all biological materials.

The principal scientist fills out the form for any microbe, environmental sample

or any cell, cell culture, tissue, or body fluid that they will be using. The

information on the form includes the name and source of the material, shipping

information, pathogenicity, symptoms of exposure, special emergency response,

PPE requirements, location of use, and if R-DNA issues apply.   The form is sent

to the Biosafety Office for preliminary review, then forwarded to any in-house

group that may need to follow up with the scientist or research team. Examples

of groups that may need the information/follow-up are  R-DNA Committee,

Bloodborne Pathogen trainer, Medical, or Emergency Response Team.  Even

import/export may need to see the informtion.  This way one form initiates

communications, unnecessary (and usually unretained) training regarding project

approvals is minimized while compliance increases.   The base knowledge from the

submitted you have in one place shows exactly who has what-including human

tissues.  This system made life a little easier during the SA and Polio

inventories.

Dotti Gauggel,  Procter & Gamble

 Internet Mail Message

 Received from host:      cherry.ease.lsoft.com

 [209.119.0.109]

From: "Schlank, Bliss M" <bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM> on 01/20/2003 09:52 PM

GMT

              "Schlank, Bliss M"           To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

 <bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM>           Cc:    (bcc: Dotti Gauggel-DL/PGI)

                                   Subject:      Human Tissue Use

             01/20/2003 04:52 PM

   Please respond to A Biosafety

                 Discussion List

       <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

I am looking to expand current procedures in regards to human tissue use in

the following two areas.

How do you track the use of human tissue at your institutions?

How are you informed if a researcher has ordered human tissue?

Thanks!

> Biosafety Manager

> OW1-233

> 1800 Concord Pike

> Wilmington, DE 19850

> Phone:  302.886.2185

> Fax:  302.886.2909

> Cell #: 302.218.5306

> email:  bliss.schlank@astrazeneca.com

>

>

>

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

Date:         Tue, 21 Jan 2003 17:06:44 -0500

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

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

From:         Ricardo Tappan <rsorxt@GWUMC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Human Tissue Use

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Do you have a copy you would mind sharing, contact me off-line

Thank You

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

Date:         Wed, 22 Jan 2003 08:24:39 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:      Re: Are Tears Infectious?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_12d.20bfc8bf.2b5ff597_boundary"

--part1_12d.20bfc8bf.2b5ff597_boundary

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Thanks to all who have responded so far.  It would appear that there is no

clear simple answer (yes/no).  Robert say yes/Julie say no/Mike say yes.....

If as Mike says, HIV has been detected in tears and reported in JAMA, is that

sufficient to warrant using universal precautions and other compliance

protection?

 ... Jim

In a message dated 1/22/2003 12:23:45 AM Eastern Standard Time,

LISTSERV@MITVMA.MIT.EDU writes:

> Date:   Tue, 21 Jan 2003 09:10:30 -0500

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

> Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

>

> Hi Jim,

>

> Under normal circumstances, tears are sterile.  However, as a human body

> fluid, it is considered to be a bloodborne pathogen.

>

> Bob

> _

> _ \   / /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, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:08 -0600

> From:   "Johnson, Julie A." <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

> Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

>

> This is the definition of "other potentially infectious materials" straight

> from the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard.  Note that tears are not included

> unless they fall into "...situations where it is difficult or impossible to

> differentiate between body fluids."

>

> From Bloodborne Pathogen Standard 1910.1030:

> "Occupational Exposure means reasonably anticipated skin, eye, mucous

> membrane, or parenteral contact with blood or other potentially infectious

> materials that may result from the performance of an employee's duties.

>

> Other Potentially Infectious Materials means (1) The following human body

> fluids: semen, vaginal secretions, cerebrospinal fluid, synovial fluid,

> pleural fluid, pericardial fluid, peritoneal fluid, amniotic fluid, saliva

> in dental procedures, any body fluid that is visibly contaminated with

> blood, and all body fluids in situations where it is difficult or

> impossible

> to differentiate between body fluids; (2) Any unfixed tissue or organ

> (other

> than intact skin) from a human (living or dead); and (3) HIV-containing

> cell

> or tissue cultures, organ cultures, and HIV- or HBV-containing culture

> medium or other solutions; and blood, organs, or other tissues from

> experimental animals infected with HIV or HBV."

>

> 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:   Tue, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:49 -0600

> From:   Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

> Subject: JAMA HIV-AIDS Patient Education - Tears

>

> A link to JAMA article on tears, saliva, etc. Rather inconclusive, but

> HIV has been found in tears. The article is dated 1997, so there may be

> more recent information available.

> Mike Durham

> LSU

>

> <A

HREF="http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm">http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm</A>

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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

--part1_12d.20bfc8bf.2b5ff597_boundary

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Thanks to all who have responded so far.  It would appear that there is no clear 

simple answer (yes/no).  Robert say yes/Julie say no/Mike say yes.....

If as Mike says, HIV has been detected in tears and reported in JAMA, is that 

sufficient to warrant using universal precautions and other compliance 

protection?  

... Jim

In a message dated 1/22/2003 12:23:45 AM Eastern Standard Time, 

LISTSERV@MITVMA.MIT.EDU writes:

  Date:   Tue, 21 Jan 2003 09:10:30 -0500

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

  Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

  Hi Jim,

  Under normal circumstances, tears are sterile.  However, as a human body

  fluid, it is considered to be a bloodborne pathogen.

  Bob

  _

  _ \   / /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, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:08 -0600

  From:   "Johnson, Julie A." <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

  Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

  This is the definition of "other potentially infectious materials" straight

  from the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard.  Note that tears are not included

  unless they fall into "...situations where it is difficult or impossible to

  differentiate between body fluids."

  From Bloodborne Pathogen Standard 1910.1030:

  "Occupational Exposure means reasonably anticipated skin, eye, mucous

  membrane, or parenteral contact with blood or other potentially infectious

  materials that may result from the performance of an employee's duties.

  Other Potentially Infectious Materials means (1) The following human body

  fluids: semen, vaginal secretions, cerebrospinal fluid, synovial fluid,

  pleural fluid, pericardial fluid, peritoneal fluid, amniotic fluid, saliva

  in dental procedures, any body fluid that is visibly contaminated with

  blood, and all body fluids in situations where it is difficult or impossible

  to differentiate between body fluids; (2) Any unfixed tissue or organ (other

  than intact skin) from a human (living or dead); and (3) HIV-containing cell

  or tissue cultures, organ cultures, and HIV- or HBV-containing culture

  medium or other solutions; and blood, organs, or other tissues from

  experimental animals infected with HIV or HBV."

  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:   Tue, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:49 -0600

  From:   Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

  Subject: JAMA HIV-AIDS Patient Education - Tears

  A link to JAMA article on tears, saliva, etc. Rather inconclusive, but 

  HIV has been found in tears. The article is dated 1997, so there may be

  more recent information available.

  Mike Durham

  LSU

  http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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

--part1_12d.20bfc8bf.2b5ff597_boundary--

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

Date:         Wed, 22 Jan 2003 08:37:04 -0500

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: Are Tears Infectious?

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

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.

--------------InterScan_NT_MIME_Boundary

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2C21B.59D809D2"

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2C21B.59D809D2

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Jim,  The simple answer is yes.  Regs don't always keep up with science.  To

be on the safe side since it is reported in JAMA that HIV has been found in

tears and realistically many times it can difficult to determine if some

body fluids, that are not traditionally listed in the BBP standard as OPIM,

contain traces of blood - treat them under universal precautions.

Patty Olinger

Pharmacia, Kalamazoo R&D - ESH

Biosafety & Chemical Hygiene Officer

269-833-7931 office

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

From: Jim Kaufman [mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 8:25 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

Thanks to all who have responded so far.  It would appear that there is no

clear simple answer (yes/no).  Robert say yes/Julie say no/Mike say yes.....

If as Mike says, HIV has been detected in tears and reported in JAMA, is

that sufficient to warrant using universal precautions and other compliance

protection?

... Jim

In a message dated 1/22/2003 12:23:45 AM Eastern Standard Time,

LISTSERV@MITVMA.MIT.EDU writes:

Date:   Tue, 21 Jan 2003 09:10:30 -0500

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

Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

Hi Jim,

Under normal circumstances, tears are sterile.  However, as a human body

fluid, it is considered to be a bloodborne pathogen.

Bob

_

_ \   / /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, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:08 -0600

From:   "Johnson, Julie A." <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

This is the definition of "other potentially infectious materials" straight

from the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard.  Note that tears are not included

unless they fall into "...situations where it is difficult or impossible to

differentiate between body fluids."

From Bloodborne Pathogen Standard 1910.1030:

"Occupational Exposure means reasonably anticipated skin, eye, mucous

membrane, or parenteral contact with blood or other potentially infectious

materials that may result from the performance of an employee's duties.

Other Potentially Infectious Materials means (1) The following human body

fluids: semen, vaginal secretions, cerebrospinal fluid, synovial fluid,

pleural fluid, pericardial fluid, peritoneal fluid, amniotic fluid, saliva

in dental procedures, any body fluid that is visibly contaminated with

blood, and all body fluids in situations where it is difficult or impossible

to differentiate between body fluids; (2) Any unfixed tissue or organ (other

than intact skin) from a human (living or dead); and (3) HIV-containing cell

or tissue cultures, organ cultures, and HIV- or HBV-containing culture

medium or other solutions; and blood, organs, or other tissues from

experimental animals infected with HIV or HBV."

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:   Tue, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:49 -0600

From:   Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject: JAMA HIV-AIDS Patient Education - Tears

A link to JAMA article on tears, saliva, etc. Rather inconclusive, but

HIV has been found in tears. The article is dated 1997, so there may be

more recent information available.

Mike Durham

LSU

http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm

<http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm>

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2C21B.59D809D2
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size=2>Jim,  The simple answer is yes.  Regs don't always keep up with science.  

To be on the safe side since it is reported in JAMA that HIV has been found in 

tears and realistically many times it can difficult to determine if some body 

fluids, that are not traditionally listed in the BBP standard as OPIM, contain 

traces of blood - treat them under universal precautions.
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  size=2>-----Original Message-----

  From: Jim Kaufman [mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM]

  Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 8:25 AM

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Subject: Re: Are Tears face=Arial size=2 FAMILY="SANSSERIF">Thanks to all who 

  have responded so far.  It would appear that there is no clear simple answer 

  (yes/no).  Robert say yes/Julie say no/Mike say yes.....

  If as Mike says, HIV has been detected in tears and reported in JAMA, is that 

  sufficient to warrant using universal precautions and other compliance 

  protection?  

  ... Jim

  In a message dated 1/22/2003 12:23:45 AM Eastern Standard Time, 

  LISTSERV@MITVMA.MIT.EDU writes:

  style="PADDING-LEFT: 5px; MARGIN-LEFT: 5px; BORDER-LEFT: #0000ff 2px solid; 

  MARGIN-RIGHT: 0px" TYPE="CITE">Date:   Tue, 21 Jan 2003 09:10:30 -0500

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

  Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

  Hi Jim,

  Under normal circumstances, tears are sterile.  However, as a human body

  fluid, it is considered to be a bloodborne pathogen.

  Bob

  _

  _ \   / /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, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:08 -0600

  From:   "Johnson, Julie A." <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

  Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

  This is the definition of "other potentially infectious materials" straight

  from the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard.  Note that tears are not included

  unless they fall into "...situations where it is difficult or impossible to

  differentiate between body fluids."

  From Bloodborne Pathogen Standard 1910.1030:

  "Occupational Exposure means reasonably anticipated skin, eye, mucous

  membrane, or parenteral contact with blood or other potentially infectious

  materials that may result from the performance of an employee's duties.

  Other Potentially Infectious Materials means (1) The following human body

  fluids: semen, vaginal secretions, cerebrospinal fluid, synovial fluid,

  pleural fluid, pericardial fluid, peritoneal fluid, amniotic fluid, saliva

  in dental procedures, any body fluid that is visibly contaminated with

  blood, and all body fluids in situations where it is difficult or impossible

  to differentiate between body fluids; (2) Any unfixed tissue or organ (other

  than intact skin) from a human (living or dead); and (3) HIV-containing cell

  or tissue cultures, organ cultures, and HIV- or HBV-containing culture

  medium or other solutions; and blood, organs, or other tissues from

  experimental animals infected with HIV or HBV."

  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:   Tue, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:49 -0600

  From:   Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

  Subject: JAMA HIV-AIDS Patient Education - Tears

  A link to JAMA article on tears, saliva, etc. Rather inconclusive, but 

  HIV has been found in tears. The article is dated 1997, so there may be

  more recent information available.

  Mike 

  href="http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm">http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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 

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2C21B.59D809D2--
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Date:         Wed, 22 Jan 2003 16:03:47 +0200

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

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

From:         Mike Kirby <mikek@MAIL.SAIMR.WITS.AC.ZA>

Subject:      Are Tears Infectious? - some thoughts

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2C21F.15094920"

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_01C2C21F.15094920

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Over here in the R.S.A, we have a saying. "If it's a solid or liquid extract

from a human or animal, then treat it as potentially infectious".

Mike Kirby

Chief Safety Officer

N.H.L.S

Johannesburg

South Africa
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Over here in the R.S.A, we have a saying. "If it's a solid or liquid extract 

from a human or animal, then treat it as potentially infectious".
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Date:         Wed, 22 Jan 2003 09:18:05 -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: Are Tears Infectious?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2C229.77412180"

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_01C2C229.77412180

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

If you look at OSHA copliance directive CPL 2-2.69 - Enforcement Procedures

for the Occupational Exposure to Bloodborne Pathogens

Universal Precautions - Paragraph (d)(1). Universal precautions are OSHA's

required methods of control to protect employees from exposure to all human

blood and OPIM. The term "universal precautions" refers to a concept of

bloodborne disease control which requires that all human blood and OPIM be

treated as if known to be infectious for HIV, HBV, HCV or other bloodborne

pathogens, regardless of the perceived "low risk" status of a patient or

patient population.

Alternative concepts in infection control are called Body Substance

Isolation (BSI) and Standard Precautions. These methods define all body

fluids and substances as infectious. These methods incorporate not only the

fluids and materials covered by this standard but expands coverage to

include all body fluids and substances.

These concepts are acceptable alternatives to universal precautions,

provided that facilities utilizing them adhere to all other provisions of

this standard.

Following the "Standard Precautions" approach would include tears, urine,

feces, etc as OPIM.

Michael K. Laemmerhirt

Aventis Pharmaceuticals

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: Jim Kaufman [mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 8:25 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

Thanks to all who have responded so far.  It would appear that there is no

clear simple answer (yes/no).  Robert say yes/Julie say no/Mike say yes.....

If as Mike says, HIV has been detected in tears and reported in JAMA, is

that sufficient to warrant using universal precautions and other compliance

protection?

... Jim

In a message dated 1/22/2003 12:23:45 AM Eastern Standard Time,

LISTSERV@MITVMA.MIT.EDU writes:

Date:   Tue, 21 Jan 2003 09:10:30 -0500

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

Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

Hi Jim,

Under normal circumstances, tears are sterile.  However, as a human body

fluid, it is considered to be a bloodborne pathogen.

Bob

_

_ \   / /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, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:08 -0600

From:   "Johnson, Julie A." <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

This is the definition of "other potentially infectious materials" straight

from the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard.  Note that tears are not included

unless they fall into "...situations where it is difficult or impossible to

differentiate between body fluids."

From Bloodborne Pathogen Standard 1910.1030:

"Occupational Exposure means reasonably anticipated skin, eye, mucous

membrane, or parenteral contact with blood or other potentially infectious

materials that may result from the performance of an employee's duties.

Other Potentially Infectious Materials means (1) The following human body

fluids: semen, vaginal secretions, cerebrospinal fluid, synovial fluid,

pleural fluid, pericardial fluid, peritoneal fluid, amniotic fluid, saliva

in dental procedures, any body fluid that is visibly contaminated with

blood, and all body fluids in situations where it is difficult or impossible

to differentiate between body fluids; (2) Any unfixed tissue or organ (other

than intact skin) from a human (living or dead); and (3) HIV-containing cell

or tissue cultures, organ cultures, and HIV- or HBV-containing culture

medium or other solutions; and blood, organs, or other tissues from

experimental animals infected with HIV or HBV."

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:   Tue, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:49 -0600

From:   Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject: JAMA HIV-AIDS Patient Education - Tears

A link to JAMA article on tears, saliva, etc. Rather inconclusive, but

HIV has been found in tears. The article is dated 1997, so there may be

more recent information available.

Mike Durham

LSU

http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm

<http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm>

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2C229.77412180
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Enforcement Procedures for the Occupational Exposure to Bloodborne Pathogens 

Universal Precautions - Paragraph (d)(1). Universal precautions are OSHA's 

required methods of control to protect employees from exposure to all human 

blood and OPIM. The term "universal precautions" refers to a concept of 

bloodborne disease control which requires that all human blood and OPIM be 

treated as if known to be infectious for HIV, HBV, HCV or other bloodborne 

pathogens, regardless of the perceived "low risk" status of a patient or patient 

population.

Alternative concepts in infection control are called Body Substance Isolation 

(BSI) and Standard Precautions. These methods define all body fluids and 

substances as infectious. These methods incorporate not only the fluids and 

materials covered by this standard but expands coverage to include all body 
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These concepts are acceptable alternatives to universal precautions, provided 

that facilities utilizing them adhere to all other provisions of this standard.
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From: Jim Kaufman [mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM] 

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 8:25 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Are Tears face=Arial size=2 FAMILY="SANSSERIF">Thanks to all who 

have responded so far.  It would appear that there is no clear simple answer 

(yes/no).  Robert say yes/Julie say no/Mike say yes.....

If as Mike says, HIV has been detected in tears and reported in JAMA, is that 

sufficient to warrant using universal precautions and other compliance 

protection?  

... Jim

In a message dated 1/22/2003 12:23:45 AM Eastern Standard Time, 

LISTSERV@MITVMA.MIT.EDU writes:

style="PADDING-LEFT: 5px; MARGIN-LEFT: 5px; BORDER-LEFT: #0000ff 2px solid; 

MARGIN-RIGHT: 0px" TYPE="CITE">Date:   Tue, 21 Jan 2003 09:10:30 -0500

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

Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

Hi Jim,

Under normal circumstances, tears are sterile.  However, as a human body

fluid, it is considered to be a bloodborne pathogen.

Bob

_

_ \   / /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, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:08 -0600

From:   "Johnson, Julie A." <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

This is the definition of "other potentially infectious materials" straight

from the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard.  Note that tears are not included

unless they fall into "...situations where it is difficult or impossible to

differentiate between body fluids."

From Bloodborne Pathogen Standard 1910.1030:

"Occupational Exposure means reasonably anticipated skin, eye, mucous

membrane, or parenteral contact with blood or other potentially infectious

materials that may result from the performance of an employee's duties.

Other Potentially Infectious Materials means (1) The following human body

fluids: semen, vaginal secretions, cerebrospinal fluid, synovial fluid,

pleural fluid, pericardial fluid, peritoneal fluid, amniotic fluid, saliva

in dental procedures, any body fluid that is visibly contaminated with

blood, and all body fluids in situations where it is difficult or impossible

to differentiate between body fluids; (2) Any unfixed tissue or organ (other

than intact skin) from a human (living or dead); and (3) HIV-containing cell

or tissue cultures, organ cultures, and HIV- or HBV-containing culture

medium or other solutions; and blood, organs, or other tissues from

experimental animals infected with HIV or HBV."

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:   Tue, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:49 -0600

From:   Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject: JAMA HIV-AIDS Patient Education - Tears

A link to JAMA article on tears, saliva, etc. Rather inconclusive, but 

HIV has been found in tears. The article is dated 1997, so there may be

more recent information available.

Mike 

href="http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm">http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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 

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2C229.77412180--
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Date:         Wed, 22 Jan 2003 08:01:11 -0800

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

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

From:         "Funk, Glenn" <funkg@MEDIMMUNE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Are Tears Infectious?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2C22F.7BF0DF30"

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_01C2C22F.7BF0DF30

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Jim -

I agree with Patty and Mike.  I've always told people who handle human

source material that while the Standard may take a constrained view of

what's biohazardous and what isn't, they should take the broadest, most

conservative view possible. As Patty implies, it can take a long time for

regulatory reality to catch up with scientific fact.  Treat all materials of

human origin as potentially infectious.  Extend the Universal Precaution to

include everything potentially infectious or toxic.  Go that extra mile - it

costs little and represents some of the cheapest, best insurance you can

find.  That's also why most institutions I'm familiar with extend the

Standard's definition of OPIM to include ALL cell and organ cultures of

human origin, not just those known or suspected to be infected with the Big

Three - well, that and the OSHA Interpretation Letter of 1994.

Hope this helps.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environment, Health and Safety

MedImmune Vaccines, Inc.

408-845-8847

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

From: Jim Kaufman [mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 5:25 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

Thanks to all who have responded so far.  It would appear that there is no

clear simple answer (yes/no).  Robert say yes/Julie say no/Mike say yes.....

If as Mike says, HIV has been detected in tears and reported in JAMA, is

that sufficient to warrant using universal precautions and other compliance

protection?

... Jim

In a message dated 1/22/2003 12:23:45 AM Eastern Standard Time,

LISTSERV@MITVMA.MIT.EDU writes:

Date:   Tue, 21 Jan 2003 09:10:30 -0500

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

Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

Hi Jim,

Under normal circumstances, tears are sterile.  However, as a human body

fluid, it is considered to be a bloodborne pathogen.

Bob

_

_ \   / /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, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:08 -0600

From:   "Johnson, Julie A." <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

This is the definition of "other potentially infectious materials" straight

from the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard.  Note that tears are not included

unless they fall into "...situations where it is difficult or impossible to

differentiate between body fluids."

From Bloodborne Pathogen Standard 1910.1030:

"Occupational Exposure means reasonably anticipated skin, eye, mucous

membrane, or parenteral contact with blood or other potentially infectious

materials that may result from the performance of an employee's duties.

Other Potentially Infectious Materials means (1) The following human body

fluids: semen, vaginal secretions, cerebrospinal fluid, synovial fluid,

pleural fluid, pericardial fluid, peritoneal fluid, amniotic fluid, saliva

in dental procedures, any body fluid that is visibly contaminated with

blood, and all body fluids in situations where it is difficult or impossible

to differentiate between body fluids; (2) Any unfixed tissue or organ (other

than intact skin) from a human (living or dead); and (3) HIV-containing cell

or tissue cultures, organ cultures, and HIV- or HBV-containing culture

medium or other solutions; and blood, organs, or other tissues from

experimental animals infected with HIV or HBV."

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:   Tue, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:49 -0600

From:   Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject: JAMA HIV-AIDS Patient Education - Tears

A link to JAMA article on tears, saliva, etc. Rather inconclusive, but

HIV has been found in tears. The article is dated 1997, so there may be

more recent information available.

Mike Durham

LSU

http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm

<http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm>

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2C22F.7BF0DF30

Content-Type: text/html;

        charset="iso-8859-1"
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Jim -

I agree with Patty and Mike.  I've always told people who handle human source 

material that while the Standard may take a constrained view of what's 

biohazardous and what isn't, they should take the broadest, most conservative 

view possible. As Patty implies, it can take a long time for regulatory reality 

to catch up with scientific fact.  Treat all materials of human origin as 

potentially infectious.  Extend the Universal Precaution to include everything 

potentially infectious or toxic.  Go that extra mile - it costs little and 

represents some of the cheapest, best insurance you can find.  That's also why 

most institutions I'm familiar with extend the Standard's definition of OPIM to 

include ALL cell and organ cultures of human origin, not just those known or 

suspected to be infected with the Big Three - well, that and the OSHA 

Interpretation Letter of 1994.

Hope this helps.

-- Glenn

size=2> 

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP 

Director and Biosafety Officer 

Environment, Health and Safety size=2>408-845-8847 

  size=2>-----Original Message-----

  From: Jim Kaufman [mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM]

  Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 5:25 AM

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Subject: Re: Are Tears face=Arial size=2 FAMILY="SANSSERIF">Thanks to all who 

  have responded so far.  It would appear that there is no clear simple answer 

  (yes/no).  Robert say yes/Julie say no/Mike say yes.....

  If as Mike says, HIV has been detected in tears and reported in JAMA, is that 

  sufficient to warrant using universal precautions and other compliance 

  protection?  

  ... Jim

  In a message dated 1/22/2003 12:23:45 AM Eastern Standard Time, 

  LISTSERV@MITVMA.MIT.EDU writes:

  style="PADDING-LEFT: 5px; MARGIN-LEFT: 5px; BORDER-LEFT: #0000ff 2px solid; 

  MARGIN-RIGHT: 0px" TYPE="CITE">Date:   Tue, 21 Jan 2003 09:10:30 -0500

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

  Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

  Hi Jim,

  Under normal circumstances, tears are sterile.  However, as a human body

  fluid, it is considered to be a bloodborne pathogen.

  Bob

  _

  _ \   / /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, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:08 -0600

  From:   "Johnson, Julie A." <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

  Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

  This is the definition of "other potentially infectious materials" straight

  from the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard.  Note that tears are not included

  unless they fall into "...situations where it is difficult or impossible to

  differentiate between body fluids."

  From Bloodborne Pathogen Standard 1910.1030:

  "Occupational Exposure means reasonably anticipated skin, eye, mucous

  membrane, or parenteral contact with blood or other potentially infectious

  materials that may result from the performance of an employee's duties.

  Other Potentially Infectious Materials means (1) The following human body

  fluids: semen, vaginal secretions, cerebrospinal fluid, synovial fluid,

  pleural fluid, pericardial fluid, peritoneal fluid, amniotic fluid, saliva

  in dental procedures, any body fluid that is visibly contaminated with

  blood, and all body fluids in situations where it is difficult or impossible

  to differentiate between body fluids; (2) Any unfixed tissue or organ (other

  than intact skin) from a human (living or dead); and (3) HIV-containing cell

  or tissue cultures, organ cultures, and HIV- or HBV-containing culture

  medium or other solutions; and blood, organs, or other tissues from

  experimental animals infected with HIV or HBV."

  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:   Tue, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:49 -0600

  From:   Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

  Subject: JAMA HIV-AIDS Patient Education - Tears

  A link to JAMA article on tears, saliva, etc. Rather inconclusive, but 

  HIV has been found in tears. The article is dated 1997, so there may be

  more recent information available.

  Mike 

  href="http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm">http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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 

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2C22F.7BF0DF30--
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Date:         Wed, 22 Jan 2003 12:10:18 -0500

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

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

From:         Michael Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

Organization: Incyte Genomics

Subject:      Locking up needles and syringes

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------B6340543030C1D9DACC67866"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------B6340543030C1D9DACC67866

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Can anyone point me to regulations that specifically state that needles

and syringes used in a research setting need to be locked up?  I've

searched the state laws for my state, Delaware, and have not found

anything that states this.  Is it stated in any federal regs?

Mike Wendeler

Environmental Health and Safety Engineer

Incyte Genomics

Newark, DE

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

Date:         Wed, 22 Jan 2003 13:11:05 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Are Tears Infectious?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_VnWqXXMaEBJVEXuYoZXXdg)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_VnWqXXMaEBJVEXuYoZXXdg)

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Absolutely! I do not dichotomize with tears, urine, =

feces....how can you tell when blood may/may not be present, and how =

relative is it. The concept of Body Substance Isolation is the way to =

go. It means MORE WORK for folks in general, but "an exposure prevented =

is a disease not acquired!!" Assume everything is infectious and proceed =

accordingly. There is more than just HIV, HBV and HCV out there...who =

heard of HCV 10 years ago????

Phil Hauck

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

From: Michael Laemmerhirt [mailto:Michael.Laemmerhirt@AVENTIS.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 10:18 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

If you look at OSHA copliance directive CPL 2-2.69 - Enforcement =

Procedures for the Occupational Exposure to Bloodborne Pathogens

Universal Precautions - Paragraph (d)(1). Universal precautions are =

OSHA's required methods of control to protect employees from exposure to =

all human blood and OPIM. The term "universal precautions" refers to a =

concept of bloodborne disease control which requires that all human =

blood and OPIM be treated as if known to be infectious for HIV, HBV, HCV =

or other bloodborne pathogens, regardless of the perceived "low risk" =

status of a patient or patient population.

Alternative concepts in infection control are called Body Substance =

Isolation (BSI) and Standard Precautions. These methods define all body =

fluids and substances as infectious. These methods incorporate not only =

the fluids and materials covered by this standard but expands coverage =

to include all body fluids and substances.

These concepts are acceptable alternatives to universal precautions, =

provided that facilities utilizing them adhere to all other provisions =

of this standard.

Following the "Standard Precautions" approach would include tears, =

urine, feces, etc as OPIM.

Michael K. Laemmerhirt

Aventis Pharmaceuticals

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: Jim Kaufman [mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 8:25 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

Thanks to all who have responded so far.  It would appear that there is =

no clear simple answer (yes/no).  Robert say yes/Julie say no/Mike say =

yes.....

If as Mike says, HIV has been detected in tears and reported in JAMA, is =

that sufficient to warrant using universal precautions and other =

compliance protection? 

... Jim

In a message dated 1/22/2003 12:23:45 AM Eastern Standard Time, =

LISTSERV@MITVMA.MIT.EDU writes:

Date:   Tue, 21 Jan 2003 09:10:30 -0500

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

Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

Hi Jim,

Under normal circumstances, tears are sterile.  However, as a human body

fluid, it is considered to be a bloodborne pathogen.

Bob

_

_ \   / /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, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:08 -0600

From:   "Johnson, Julie A." <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject: Re: Are Tears Infectious?

This is the definition of "other potentially infectious materials" =

straight

from the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard.  Note that tears are not included

unless they fall into "...situations where it is difficult or impossible =

to

differentiate between body fluids."

From Bloodborne Pathogen Standard 1910.1030:

"Occupational Exposure means reasonably anticipated skin, eye, mucous

membrane, or parenteral contact with blood or other potentially =

infectious

materials that may result from the performance of an employee's duties.

Other Potentially Infectious Materials means (1) The following human =

body

fluids: semen, vaginal secretions, cerebrospinal fluid, synovial fluid,

pleural fluid, pericardial fluid, peritoneal fluid, amniotic fluid, =

saliva

in dental procedures, any body fluid that is visibly contaminated with

blood, and all body fluids in situations where it is difficult or =

impossible

to differentiate between body fluids; (2) Any unfixed tissue or organ =

(other

than intact skin) from a human (living or dead); and (3) HIV-containing =

cell

or tissue cultures, organ cultures, and HIV- or HBV-containing culture

medium or other solutions; and blood, organs, or other tissues from

experimental animals infected with HIV or HBV."

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:   Tue, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:49 -0600

From:   Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject: JAMA HIV-AIDS Patient Education - Tears

A link to JAMA article on tears, saliva, etc. Rather inconclusive, but

HIV has been found in tears. The article is dated 1997, so there may be

more recent information available.

Mike Durham

LSU

http://www.ama-assn.org/special/hiv/support/transmis/transd.htm

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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

--Boundary_(ID_VnWqXXMaEBJVEXuYoZXXdg)

Content-type: text/html; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: QUOTED-PRINTABLE

<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 4.0 Transitional//EN">
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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: Tue, 21 Jan 2003 09:17:49 -0600 

=46rom: Mike Durham &lt;mdurham@LSU.EDU 

Subject: JAMA HIV-AIDS Patient Education - Tears 

A link to JAMA article on tears, saliva, etc. Rather inconclusive, bu=

t  

HIV has been found in tears. The article is dated 1997, so there may =

be 

more recent information available. 

Mike Durham 

LSU 

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

Date:         Wed, 22 Jan 2003 12:33:51 -0800

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

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

From:         Peter Robinson <probinso@UWF.EDU>

Subject:      Antarctic Ice Core Samples

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20021216131352.017d2198@hms.harvard.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I'm out of my element.

I just had the Chair of the Biology Department call me and inform me that

one of our researchers had been culturing materials found in an Antarctic

core sample they recently collected. Guess what?  It's Bacillus anthracis!

With all the new regs flying around, before I tell him what to do, I want to

make sure I have it right.

The anthracis is on two plates.  Are there any potential regulatory problems

if I just tell him to autoclave it and send it off with our bio waste?  Are

there any reporting requirements given the situation?

All help gratefully accepted.

Peter Robinson

Assistant Director

Environmental Health & Safety

University of West Florida

11000 University Parkway

Pensacola, Florida 32514

850-474-2435

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

Date:         Wed, 22 Jan 2003 13:34:08 -0500

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

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

From:         Barbara Ernisse <barbara.ernisse@TCH.HARVARD.EDU>

Organization: Laboratory Operations, Biosafety and Lab Support

Subject:      Re: Antarctic Ice Core Samples

MIME-version: 1.0

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

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Peter,

please call the CDC for advise.  There is potential scientific and public health

value in these samples that should be evaluated before they are destroyed.

Barb Ernisse

Biosafety

Children's Hospital, Boston

Peter Robinson wrote:

> I'm out of my element.

>

> I just had the Chair of the Biology Department call me and inform me that

> one of our researchers had been culturing materials found in an Antarctic

> core sample they recently collected. Guess what?  It's Bacillus anthracis!

> With all the new regs flying around, before I tell him what to do, I want to

> make sure I have it right.

>

> The anthracis is on two plates.  Are there any potential regulatory problems

> if I just tell him to autoclave it and send it off with our bio waste?  Are

> there any reporting requirements given the situation?

>

> All help gratefully accepted.

>

> Peter Robinson

> Assistant Director

> Environmental Health & Safety

> University of West Florida

> 11000 University Parkway

> Pensacola, Florida 32514

> 850-474-2435

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

Date:         Wed, 22 Jan 2003 13:41:22 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Antarctic Ice Core Samples

MIME-version: 1.0

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

I rest my case on my earlier complaint about the dangers to scientific =

inquiry that the seven-day rule presents. Yes I believe national health =

and security needs to be protected. But can you imagine if these =

specimens were tossed into an autoclave without benefit of further =

study? Some things you can't / shouldn't legislate! And time-limits on =

research is one of them!

Philip G. Hauck, MS, MSHS, CBSP, SM(NRM)

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

From: Barbara Ernisse [mailto:barbara.ernisse@TCH.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 1:34 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Antarctic Ice Core Samples

Peter,

please call the CDC for advise.  There is potential scientific and =

public health

value in these samples that should be evaluated before they are =

destroyed.

Barb Ernisse

Biosafety

Children's Hospital, Boston

Peter Robinson wrote:

> I'm out of my element.

>

> I just had the Chair of the Biology Department call me and inform me =

that

> one of our researchers had been culturing materials found in an =

Antarctic

> core sample they recently collected. Guess what?  It's Bacillus =

anthracis!

> With all the new regs flying around, before I tell him what to do, I =

want to

> make sure I have it right.

>

> The anthracis is on two plates.  Are there any potential regulatory =

problems

> if I just tell him to autoclave it and send it off with our bio waste? =

 Are

> there any reporting requirements given the situation?

>

> All help gratefully accepted.

>

> Peter Robinson

> Assistant Director

> Environmental Health & Safety

> University of West Florida

> 11000 University Parkway

> Pensacola, Florida 32514

> 850-474-2435

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

Date:         Wed, 22 Jan 2003 13:57:59 -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: Antarctic Ice Core Samples

In-Reply-To:  <CFB9E625B3609149AD3FECB4DAEDE12387812D@exch-1.mssm.edu>

Phil (et. al.):

I agree 100% with you, and would also try to make the argument

that the bacteria was:

"in its naturally occurring environment...[and] has not been

intentionally introduced, cultivated, collected or otherwise extracted

from its natural source"

Methinks there is a bit too much alarmism going on in our field right

now.  I still haven't heard a convincing argument of why tears should

be considered OPIM (the mere fact that HIV has been found in tears

does not sway me --- yet!  At what concentration?  Has this study

been replicated?  Too many unanswered questions!!!)

Curt

resident skeptic

 Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State University

Environmental Health and Safety

speaker@ehs.psu.edu

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

^...^

(O_O)

=(Y)=

 """

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

Date:         Wed, 22 Jan 2003 14:01:05 -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: Antarctic Ice Core Samples

In-Reply-To:  <CFB9E625B3609149AD3FECB4DAEDE12387812D@exch-1.mssm.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

>I rest my case on my earlier complaint about the dangers to

>scientific inquiry that the seven-day rule presents. Yes I believe

>national health and security needs to be protected. But can you

>imagine if these specimens were tossed into an autoclave without

>benefit of further study? Some things you can't / shouldn't

>legislate! And time-limits on research is one of them!

The "7 day rule" only applies if you want to seek an exemption from

the regs as a "clinical or diagnostic facility"; which I doubt this

lab would qualify for anyway. If you want to exceed the 7 day limit,

you simply bring yourself into compliance with the regs.

--

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, 22 Jan 2003 11:01:18 -0800

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

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

From:         "Funk, Glenn" <funkg@MEDIMMUNE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Antarctic Ice Core Samples

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

And so the backlash begins.  The City Council of San Francisco yesterday

went on record as opposing at least certain aspects of the Patriot Act and

instructing its Police Department not to make arrests based solely on

Patriot Act violations.

Hang on - we're off and running ...

-- Glenn

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

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 10:41 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Antarctic Ice Core Samples

I rest my case on my earlier complaint about the dangers to scientific

inquiry that the seven-day rule presents. Yes I believe national health and

security needs to be protected. But can you imagine if these specimens were

tossed into an autoclave without benefit of further study? Some things you

can't / shouldn't legislate! And time-limits on research is one of them!

Philip G. Hauck, MS, MSHS, CBSP, SM(NRM)

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

From: Barbara Ernisse [mailto:barbara.ernisse@TCH.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 1:34 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Antarctic Ice Core Samples

Peter,

please call the CDC for advise.  There is potential scientific and public

health

value in these samples that should be evaluated before they are destroyed.

Barb Ernisse

Biosafety

Children's Hospital, Boston

Peter Robinson wrote:

> I'm out of my element.

>

> I just had the Chair of the Biology Department call me and inform me that

> one of our researchers had been culturing materials found in an Antarctic

> core sample they recently collected. Guess what?  It's Bacillus anthracis!

> With all the new regs flying around, before I tell him what to do, I want

to

> make sure I have it right.

>

> The anthracis is on two plates.  Are there any potential regulatory

problems

> if I just tell him to autoclave it and send it off with our bio waste?

Are

> there any reporting requirements given the situation?

>

> All help gratefully accepted.

>

> Peter Robinson

> Assistant Director

> Environmental Health & Safety

> University of West Florida

> 11000 University Parkway

> Pensacola, Florida 32514

> 850-474-2435

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

Date:         Wed, 22 Jan 2003 14:10:09 -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: Locking up needles and syringes

In-Reply-To:  <3E2ED07A.7CFF9FCB@incyte.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_107159687==_.ALT"

--=====================_107159687==_.ALT

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

At 12:10 PM 1/22/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Can anyone point me to regulations that specifically state that needles

>and syringes used in a research setting need to be locked up?  I've

>searched the state laws for my state, Delaware, and have not found

>anything that states this.  Is it stated in any federal regs?

>

>Mike Wendeler

>Environmental Health and Safety Engineer

>Incyte Genomics

>Newark, DE

This, as far as I know, is a state by state issue.  In MA one gets a state

permit to have them and you have to keep them locked and inventoried.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

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

Date:         Wed, 22 Jan 2003 14:11:05 -0500

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

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

From:         Ed Gaunt <egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM>

Subject:      Re: Antarctic Ice Core Samples/Public Comments due

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Remember, your comments are solicited on the interim regs published in 42

CFR 73.  Comments may be submitted to:

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/comments.htm.  Only 8 comments have been received

so far (see http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/docket.htm)  Comments are due no later

than February 11, 2003.

Ed

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

From: Funk, Glenn [mailto:funkg@MEDIMMUNE.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 2:01 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Antarctic Ice Core Samples

And so the backlash begins.  The City Council of San Francisco yesterday

went on record as opposing at least certain aspects of the Patriot Act and

instructing its Police Department not to make arrests based solely on

Patriot Act violations.

Hang on - we're off and running ...

-- Glenn

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

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 10:41 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Antarctic Ice Core Samples

I rest my case on my earlier complaint about the dangers to scientific

inquiry that the seven-day rule presents. Yes I believe national health and

security needs to be protected. But can you imagine if these specimens were

tossed into an autoclave without benefit of further study? Some things you

can't / shouldn't legislate! And time-limits on research is one of them!

Philip G. Hauck, MS, MSHS, CBSP, SM(NRM)

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

From: Barbara Ernisse [mailto:barbara.ernisse@TCH.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 1:34 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Antarctic Ice Core Samples

Peter,

please call the CDC for advise.  There is potential scientific and public

health

value in these samples that should be evaluated before they are destroyed.

Barb Ernisse

Biosafety

Children's Hospital, Boston

Peter Robinson wrote:

> I'm out of my element.

>

> I just had the Chair of the Biology Department call me and inform me that

> one of our researchers had been culturing materials found in an Antarctic

> core sample they recently collected. Guess what?  It's Bacillus anthracis!

> With all the new regs flying around, before I tell him what to do, I want

to

> make sure I have it right.

>

> The anthracis is on two plates.  Are there any potential regulatory

problems

> if I just tell him to autoclave it and send it off with our bio waste?

Are

> there any reporting requirements given the situation?

>

> All help gratefully accepted.

>

> Peter Robinson

> Assistant Director

> Environmental Health & Safety

> University of West Florida

> 11000 University Parkway

> Pensacola, Florida 32514

> 850-474-2435
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Subject:      Select Agents
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Howdy one and all,

We are in the process of transitioning from 42 CFR 72.6 to 42 CFR 73.6 and

am curious how others are doing it.  Are you putting in the security

devices (card access) or keeping a written entry/exit log until the

security part of the regs come into play?  Are you centralizing

receiving?  Are you going to get security clearance for all ER

personnel?  How do you plan on making sure that a PI does not wind up

with >exempt quantity of a toxin? Who owns/controls your university? And so

on.  So if you don't mind sharing....

What we are considering are: putting in the card access, centralizing

receipt (to the RO), getting security ok for Pres. and board, getting

security ok for many ER personnel, keeping an inventory of all toxin (even

exempt level to ensure that it doesn't go above).

Thanks a bunch,

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment
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>Are you putting in the security devices (card access) or keeping a

>written entry/exit log until the security part of the regs come into

>play?

Planning card access and a two key "buddy system" approach to storage

of the material in the lab.

>  Are you centralizing receiving?

Yes. To the RO.

>Are you going to get security clearance for all ER personnel?

No. They will be escorted.

>How do you plan on making sure that a PI does not wind up

>with >exempt quantity of a toxin?

I'm waiting to see if that exemption stands (I hope not - it means

more work for me). If it does, I'll still require all possession of

any amount of toxin to go through the RO and CDC/APHIS/DOJ procedures.

>Who owns/controls your university?

The State of South Carolina. I'm waiting on the Final reg before I

approach our Pres and Trustees about clearance.

--

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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We want to resurvey our labs (for inventory/possession purposes) to be

sure we have every bit of information necessary before we register.

However, our IBC chair wants to be sure that there will be no unexpected

change come forth between now and when the "interim final" becomes

"final."

Do we know for sure that the list of agents is final, or is there a

possibility that it can change within these last few days? How about the

definition of genetic elements, recombinant nucleic acids and

recombinant organisms?   Is there any possibility that this part of the

regulation will change?

Thanks.

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

University Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73120

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606
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Yes, but how many people will pay attention to this....already precious =

specimens have been cooked in autoclaves because people are afraid/don't =

want to be hassled/don't understand/all the above/ about the new regs.

Besides, there is an underlying affront to the scientific community =

through the implication that we are not responsible enough to handle =

these materials in a safe manner. No one has really identified who/what =

motivated the 9/2001 B.a. attacks, and who was responsible for them.

But we certainly are living with the aftermath. This is the second time =

within several years that a law was leveled at the research science =

community regarding the potential risk the scientific community poses to =

good citizens of the U.S., when as far as any of us know, the latest, =

and certainly the earlier incidents were not from research individuals =

or labs. But perception is everything, and we were convenient (the =

scientific community) enough to be the whipping boys at hand, that the =

Congress needed in passing knee-jerk, feel-good legislation.

If someone is really determined and has the expertise, do you think they =

are going to use a lab strain or leave a paper trail behind?? I know we =

laughed about terrorists registering their SA&T's on the CDC/USDA forms. =

But think about it...hasn't the US Cogress said to the scientific =

community "You're not responsible enough"??

Philip Hauck

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

From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 2:01 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Antarctic Ice Core Samples

>I rest my case on my earlier complaint about the dangers to

>scientific inquiry that the seven-day rule presents. Yes I believe

>national health and security needs to be protected. But can you

>imagine if these specimens were tossed into an autoclave without

>benefit of further study? Some things you can't / shouldn't

>legislate! And time-limits on research is one of them!

The "7 day rule" only applies if you want to seek an exemption from

the regs as a "clinical or diagnostic facility"; which I doubt this

lab would qualify for anyway. If you want to exceed the 7 day limit,

you simply bring yourself into compliance with the regs.

--

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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Rich,

See below for answers.  Mine are in blue.

We are in the process of transitioning from 42 CFR 72.6 to 42 CFR 73.6 and

am curious how others are doing it.  Are you putting in the security devices

(card access) or keeping a written entry/exit log until the security part of

the regs come into play?

Not using card access at present (might change) but will use entry/exit logs

and separately keyed doors (multiple doors to get through and interlocks on

doors).

 Are you centralizing receiving?

Yes, everything to RO.  Just the same as how we handle isotopes.

Are you going to get security clearance for all ER personnel?

Not all but some of us in EHS will have security clearance.  Everyone else

is escorted.

 How do you plan on making sure that a PI does not wind up with >exempt

quantity of a toxin?

Will inventory toxins regardless of amount (sounds the same as you're

doing).

 Who owns/controls your university? And so on.  So if you don't mind

sharing....

Depends on how you look at it.  Public institution-Legislature.  Board of

Regents sets policy for all Regent schools.  We have a Chancellor that's

over us, the Med Center in KC and Med Center in Wichita.  Then we have a

Provost/Executive Vice Chancellor that is over our campus (Lawrence).  The

old delegation of authority for RSO was signed by whoever the Chancellor was

in the middle eighties.  I'm going after a delegation of authority (myself

being the RO) signed by the Provost.

What we are considering are: putting in the card access, centralizing

receipt (to the RO), getting security ok for Pres. and board, getting

security ok for many ER personnel, keeping an inventory of all toxin (even

exempt level to ensure that it doesn't go above).

Thanks a bunch,

Richie

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2C255.B5371590
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come into play? 
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 Who owns/controls your university? And so on.  So if you don't mind sharing....

Depends on how you look at it.  Public institution-Legislature.  Board of 

Regents sets policy for all Regent schools.  We have a Chancellor that's over 

us, the Med Center in KC and Med Center in Wichita.  Then we have a 

Provost/Executive Vice Chancellor that is over our campus (Lawrence).  The old 

delegation of authority for RSO was signed by whoever the Chancellor was in the 

middle eighties.  I'm going after a delegation of authority (myself being the 

RO) signed by the Provost.

What we are considering are: putting in the card access, centralizing receipt 

(to the RO), getting security ok for Pres. and board, getting security ok for 

many ER personnel, keeping an inventory of all toxin (even exempt level to 

ensure that it doesn't go above).

Thanks a bunch,

Richie
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>Besides, there is an underlying affront to the scientific community

>through the implication that we are not responsible enough to handle

>these materials in a safe manner.

I have to admit I really don't understand the academic/research

community's reaction to these regs. Years ago, and at a different

research institution, we had very similar regs covering some of our

DoD materials and Schedule 1 agent research. It didn't hamper us one

bit, or cause us to think that the sponsor didn't consider us

responsible. These were dangerous agents (or highly sought after

recreational material 8-)  ), that deserved not to be handled

lightly. We may have had one or two investigators prevented from

working with these materials owing to some criminal record or similar

(which I admit is problematic, but on the whole a good thing), but if

so I never heard of it. If you wanted to work with these materials,

you did what was necessary to comply; your option was doing research

on something less regulated.

Consider for a moment a public institution such as a University; many

had not even thought about lab security beyond locking the door at

the end of the day until these regs were conceived. Any member of the

"public" could wander into a building, even labs, and probably not be

questioned until they started messing with some researcher's stuff.

Even ignoring SAs, drugs, Rad, and other regulated materials, there

are some things in a lab that will turn around and bite the unwary or

ignorant, and we should have been doing a better job at securing our

spaces all along.

--

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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On a similar note, but a more basic question, is there a specific

definition or description of "restricted access", or is this up to the

institution to determine what "restricted" means for their particular needs

and concerns, (e.g. doors to laboratories locked at all times vs.  doors

locked only while sensitive experiments are in progress)? I am new to this

discussion list, a new appointee in the Safety Office at New Mexico State

University, where our primary concern is research involving microbial

agents, genetically engineered plants, and large animals. I appreciate your

feed back.

Patti Havstad, Biosafety, New Mexico University

At 02:18 PM 1/22/2003 -0500, Richard Fink wrote:

> Howdy one and all,

>

>    >  So if you don't mind sharing....

>

> What we are considering are: putting in the card access, centralizing

>receipt (to the RO), getting security ok for Pres. and board, getting

>security ok for many ER personnel, keeping an inventory of all toxin (even

>exempt level to ensure that it doesn't go above).

>

> Thanks a bunch,

> Richie

>

>  Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

> Senior Biosafety Officer

> Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

> 617-258-5647

> rfink@mit.edu

> http://web.mit.edu/environment

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

Date:         Wed, 22 Jan 2003 17:16:00 -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: Select Agents

In-Reply-To:  <3.0.6.32.20030122141842.00dfa280@pop.nmsu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_118310641==_.ALT"

--=====================_118310641==_.ALT

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

My reading of the regs is that restricted means ONLY those with US Attorney

General clearance are allowed access and that access must me logged (both

in and out of the lab and storage).  Anyone without clearance cannot be in

a lab or storage area that has select agent(s) without and escort by a

cleared individual.  Since the entity must certify that only those

authorized have such access, that means doors are locked all of the time.

Richie

At 02:18 PM 1/22/2003 -0700, you wrote:

>On a similar note, but a more basic question, is there a specific

>definition or description of "restricted access", or is this up to the

>institution to determine what "restricted" means for their particular needs

>and concerns, (e.g. doors to laboratories locked at all times vs.  doors

>locked only while sensitive experiments are in progress)? I am new to this

>discussion list, a new appointee in the Safety Office at New Mexico State

>University, where our primary concern is research involving microbial

>agents, genetically engineered plants, and large animals. I appreciate your

>feed back.

>Patti Havstad, Biosafety, New Mexico University

>

>At 02:18 PM 1/22/2003 -0500, Richard Fink wrote:

> > Howdy one and all,

> >

> >    >  So if you don't mind sharing....

> >

> > What we are considering are: putting in the card access, centralizing

> >receipt (to the RO), getting security ok for Pres. and board, getting

> >security ok for many ER personnel, keeping an inventory of all toxin (even

> >exempt level to ensure that it doesn't go above).

> >

> > Thanks a bunch,

> > Richie

> >

> >  Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

> > Senior Biosafety Officer

> > Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

> > 617-258-5647

> > rfink@mit.edu

> > http://web.mit.edu/environment

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment
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My reading of the regs is that restricted means ONLY those with US Attorney 

General clearance are allowed access and that access must me logged (both in and 

out of the lab and storage).  Anyone without clearance cannot be in a lab or 

storage area that has select agent(s) without and escort by a cleared 

individual.  Since the entity must certify that only those authorized have such 

access, that means doors are locked all of the time.

Richie

At 02:18 PM 1/22/2003 -0700, you wrote:

  On a similar note, but a more basic question, is there a specific

  definition or description of "restricted access", or is this up to the

  institution to determine what "restricted" means for their particular needs

  and concerns, (e.g. doors to laboratories locked at all times vs.  doors

  locked only while sensitive experiments are in progress)? I am new to this

  discussion list, a new appointee in the Safety Office at New Mexico State

  University, where our primary concern is research involving microbial

  agents, genetically engineered plants, and large animals. I appreciate your

  feed back.

  Patti Havstad, Biosafety, New Mexico University

  At 02:18 PM 1/22/2003 -0500, Richard Fink wrote:

  > Howdy one and all,

  >

  >    >  So if you don't mind sharing....

  >

  > What we are considering are: putting in the card access, centralizing

  >receipt (to the RO), getting security ok for Pres. and board, getting

  >security ok for many ER personnel, keeping an inventory of all toxin (even

  >exempt level to ensure that it doesn't go above).

  >

  > Thanks a bunch,

  > Richie

  >

  >  Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

  > Senior Biosafety Officer

  > Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

  > 617-258-5647

  > rfink@mit.edu

  > http://web.mit.edu/environment 

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_118310641==_.ALT--
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Hello all from Armenia!!! What a different perspective from the US - I've

never seen a fume hood  made of glass block....but I have pictures now!!

I agree with Phil ........we have jumped off the bridge with bungee

cords...and we have no idea how far we will drop before we'll bounce back...

Hang on............

Ed 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)
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Subject:      Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

I have a question about Class IIA/B3 cabinets (now called IIA2's). In my

practices, I have always thimble-connected this type of cabinet as opposed

to hard-ducting. However, where BMBL discusses Class II BSC's, it states:

"Type B cabinets are further sub-typed into types B1, B2, and B3. A

comparison of the design features and applications are presented in Figures

2b, 2c, and 2d, respectively. Type B cabinets are HARD-DUCTED to the

building exhaust system and contain negative pressure plena. These

features, plus a face velocity of 100 lfpm, allow work to be done with

toxic chemicals or radionuclides."

CDC's publication "Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

Installation, and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets" published not one year

later than BMBL clearly points out the recommendation for thimble

connections of IIB3's and the pros and cons of hard-ducting vs. thimble

connecting.

No one has to re-convince me of the advantages for thimble connecting. My

question is why does BMBL put B3's with B1 and B2's and use the term

hard-ducted for B3's implying that is the standard? To make matters more

confusing (for me) Appendix A - Table 1 of BMBL states "hard ducted" for B1

and B2 type cabinets and "exhaust air is ducted" for B3 type cabinets.

Argh!

Some insight would be appreciated.

Sincerely,

Erik Talley

ert2002@med.cornell.edu
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along the same vein,

we have an engineer designing the HVAC for a new building

4 stories, top 2 to be wet lab space

calling for fume hoods, general lab exhaust and II B2 cabinets to be =

vented by manifolded lab exhaust system

I have great concerns, because of the potential for fluctuation in the =

exhaust velocity with all of these systems tied together. 

What do you all think?

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: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 8:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

I have a question about Class IIA/B3 cabinets (now called IIA2's). In my

practices, I have always thimble-connected this type of cabinet as =

opposed

to hard-ducting. However, where BMBL discusses Class II BSC's, it =

states:

"Type B cabinets are further sub-typed into types B1, B2, and B3. A

comparison of the design features and applications are presented in =

Figures

2b, 2c, and 2d, respectively. Type B cabinets are HARD-DUCTED to the

building exhaust system and contain negative pressure plena. These

features, plus a face velocity of 100 lfpm, allow work to be done with

toxic chemicals or radionuclides."

CDC's publication "Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

Installation, and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets" published not one =

year

later than BMBL clearly points out the recommendation for thimble

connections of IIB3's and the pros and cons of hard-ducting vs. thimble

connecting.

No one has to re-convince me of the advantages for thimble connecting. =

My

question is why does BMBL put B3's with B1 and B2's and use the term

hard-ducted for B3's implying that is the standard? To make matters more

confusing (for me) Appendix A - Table 1 of BMBL states "hard ducted" for =

B1

and B2 type cabinets and "exhaust air is ducted" for B3 type cabinets.

Argh!

Some insight would be appreciated.

Sincerely,

Erik Talley

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 23 Jan 2003 10:14:54 -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 IIB cabinets, continued

In-Reply-To:  <42162B3251A1B04FB5E45E0158E25A4C0C63E0@hscex5.uchsc.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Therese: I know that fume hoods can be manifolded without any problem as

long as the proper calculations are made to assure proper "pull" or in

better terms, face velocity, for all the hoods. I would suggest keeping

the hoods used for radioisotopes apart. I do not think the building HVAC

should be connected with anything that may produce either contaminants

or chemical fumes in general.

Jairo Betancourt, RBP

Laboratory Safety Specialist

(305) 243-3400 Fax : (305) 243-3272

E-mail: jairob@miami.edu

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

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

Behalf Of Stinnett Therese

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 10:07 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

along the same vein,

we have an engineer designing the HVAC for a new building

4 stories, top 2 to be wet lab space

calling for fume hoods, general lab exhaust and II B2 cabinets to be

vented by manifolded lab exhaust system

I have great concerns, because of the potential for fluctuation in the

exhaust velocity with all of these systems tied together. 

What do you all think?

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: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 8:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

I have a question about Class IIA/B3 cabinets (now called IIA2's). In my

practices, I have always thimble-connected this type of cabinet as

opposed

to hard-ducting. However, where BMBL discusses Class II BSC's, it

states:

"Type B cabinets are further sub-typed into types B1, B2, and B3. A

comparison of the design features and applications are presented in

Figures

2b, 2c, and 2d, respectively. Type B cabinets are HARD-DUCTED to the

building exhaust system and contain negative pressure plena. These

features, plus a face velocity of 100 lfpm, allow work to be done with

toxic chemicals or radionuclides."

CDC's publication "Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

Installation, and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets" published not one

year

later than BMBL clearly points out the recommendation for thimble

connections of IIB3's and the pros and cons of hard-ducting vs. thimble

connecting.

No one has to re-convince me of the advantages for thimble connecting.

My

question is why does BMBL put B3's with B1 and B2's and use the term

hard-ducted for B3's implying that is the standard? To make matters more

confusing (for me) Appendix A - Table 1 of BMBL states "hard ducted" for

B1

and B2 type cabinets and "exhaust air is ducted" for B3 type cabinets.

Argh!

Some insight would be appreciated.

Sincerely,

Erik Talley

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 23 Jan 2003 07:19:36 -0800

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

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

From:         "Funk, Glenn" <funkg@MEDIMMUNE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Eric -

I recommend disregarding the CDC BSC recommendations in the BMBL and the BSC

Primary Containment "Green Book", not only because they were confusing to

begin with (in respect to nomenclature) but also because they were both

reissued prior to the reclassification of Class II cabinets by NSF.  As I

understand it, the new Class II BSC classification has two Types, A (A1 and

A2) and B (B1 and B2).  Type A cabinets are thimble-ducted, Type B cabinets

are hard-ducted. Since I haven't actually sprung for a copy of the new

NSF49, I'm going on second-hand info here.  Can anyone confirm this?

-- Glenn

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

From: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 7:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

I have a question about Class IIA/B3 cabinets (now called IIA2's). In my

practices, I have always thimble-connected this type of cabinet as opposed

to hard-ducting. However, where BMBL discusses Class II BSC's, it states:

"Type B cabinets are further sub-typed into types B1, B2, and B3. A

comparison of the design features and applications are presented in Figures

2b, 2c, and 2d, respectively. Type B cabinets are HARD-DUCTED to the

building exhaust system and contain negative pressure plena. These

features, plus a face velocity of 100 lfpm, allow work to be done with

toxic chemicals or radionuclides."

CDC's publication "Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

Installation, and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets" published not one year

later than BMBL clearly points out the recommendation for thimble

connections of IIB3's and the pros and cons of hard-ducting vs. thimble

connecting.

No one has to re-convince me of the advantages for thimble connecting. My

question is why does BMBL put B3's with B1 and B2's and use the term

hard-ducted for B3's implying that is the standard? To make matters more

confusing (for me) Appendix A - Table 1 of BMBL states "hard ducted" for B1

and B2 type cabinets and "exhaust air is ducted" for B3 type cabinets.

Argh!

Some insight would be appreciated.

Sincerely,

Erik Talley

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 23 Jan 2003 08:41:43 -0700

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

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

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

Subject:      Re: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I did spring for a copy of the new NSF/ANSI 49 and under Cabinet =

Classification (p4)

Class II, Type A1 (formerly designated type A)

        min. ave. inlfow velocity of 7f ft/min

        may exhaust HEPA filtered air back tothe lab or environment thru an =

exhaust canopy (i.e. a thimble connection, I believe)

        not suitable for work with volatile toxic chemicals and volatile =

radionuclides

Class II, Type A2 (formerly designated type B3)

        min. ave. inflow velocity of 100 ft/min

        may exhaust HEPA filtered air back tothe lab or environment thru an =

exhaust canopy (i.e. a thimble connection)

        when used for work with minute quantities of volatile toxic chemicals =

and tracer amounts of radionuclides must be exhausted through properly =

functioning exhaust canopies

Class II, Type B1

        min. ave. inflow velocity of 100 ft/min

        exhaust most of the contaminated downflow air thru a dedicated duct =

exhausted to atmosphere after passing thru HEPA filter

        may be used for work with minute quantities of volatile toxic chemicals

=

and tracer amounts of radionuclides if work is done with direct =

exhausted portion of cabinet or if they will not interfere with work =

when recirculated in downflow air

Class II, Type B2 (aka "total exhaust")

        min. ave. inflow velocity of 100 ft/min

        exhaust all inflow and downflow air to the atmosphere after passing =

thru HEPA filter

        may be used for work with volatile toxic chemicals and radionuclides =

required in microbiological studies

there is a section about plenum design pertinent to each type on p. 10

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

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

Date:         Thu, 23 Jan 2003 09:50:34 -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: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Erik, The old designation of B1 and B2 BSC's must be hard connected in order

for the unit to function properly. As we know, a B3 is simply a self

contained unit that does not necessarily depend on the blower on the roof to

function properly. Given this circumstance, it can actually be detrimental

for the unit if the B3 IS hard connected and the unit is switched off

routinely. All this with the caveat that the blower on the roof is not

connected with the internal blower of the BSC. Bottom line, B3's should be

thimble connected. A Class 2 Type A/B3 has a negative pressure plenum

surrounding a positive pressure zone. All this being said, if you do connect

the B3 via a thimble connection careful attention should be paid to the

maintenance for the blower and any dampers or VAV boxes in the duct. I know

of a situation where the belt on the blower failed due to lack of PM and

users in the lab did not know this. Well since the cabinet effectively

exhausted the air back into the lab space (typical type A configuration)

they assumed all was well. The problem is that the users were told since the

cabinet was ducted they could use some pretty nasty chemicals and

radioisotopes. The vapors of which exhausted back into the lab. This was not

at UAB by the way ;-). Hope this helps some. Perhaps Dr. Dave Stuart at

Baker or some of the other cabinet manufacturers that subscribe to the list

can add more info.

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 9:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

I have a question about Class IIA/B3 cabinets (now called IIA2's). In my

practices, I have always thimble-connected this type of cabinet as opposed

to hard-ducting. However, where BMBL discusses Class II BSC's, it states:

"Type B cabinets are further sub-typed into types B1, B2, and B3. A

comparison of the design features and applications are presented in Figures

2b, 2c, and 2d, respectively. Type B cabinets are HARD-DUCTED to the

building exhaust system and contain negative pressure plena. These features,

plus a face velocity of 100 lfpm, allow work to be done with toxic chemicals

or radionuclides."

CDC's publication "Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

Installation, and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets" published not one year

later than BMBL clearly points out the recommendation for thimble

connections of IIB3's and the pros and cons of hard-ducting vs. thimble

connecting.

No one has to re-convince me of the advantages for thimble connecting. My

question is why does BMBL put B3's with B1 and B2's and use the term

hard-ducted for B3's implying that is the standard? To make matters more

confusing (for me) Appendix A - Table 1 of BMBL states "hard ducted" for B1

and B2 type cabinets and "exhaust air is ducted" for B3 type cabinets. Argh!

Some insight would be appreciated.

Sincerely,

Erik Talley

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 23 Jan 2003 09:58:33 -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: Class IIB cabinets, continued

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Therese, Given the difficulties of balancing the air flow (face =

velocities

and down flow) of B2's I would not recommend any manifolded system for =

these

units regardless of the VAV installed. It's been my experience that =

most

designers can't get it right when they only have one unit to deal with =

much

less multiple units. My thoughts only and hope it helps.

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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: Stinnett Therese [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 9:07 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

along the same vein,

we have an engineer designing the HVAC for a new building

4 stories, top 2 to be wet lab space

calling for fume hoods, general lab exhaust and II B2 cabinets to be =

vented

by manifolded lab exhaust system I have great concerns, because of the

potential for fluctuation in the exhaust velocity with all of these =

systems

tied together. 

What do you all think?

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: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 8:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

I have a question about Class IIA/B3 cabinets (now called IIA2's). In =

my

practices, I have always thimble-connected this type of cabinet as =

opposed

to hard-ducting. However, where BMBL discusses Class II BSC's, it =

states:

"Type B cabinets are further sub-typed into types B1, B2, and B3. A

comparison of the design features and applications are presented in =

Figures

2b, 2c, and 2d, respectively. Type B cabinets are HARD-DUCTED to the

building exhaust system and contain negative pressure plena. These =

features,

plus a face velocity of 100 lfpm, allow work to be done with toxic =

chemicals

or radionuclides."

CDC's publication "Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

Installation, and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets" published not one =

year

later than BMBL clearly points out the recommendation for thimble

connections of IIB3's and the pros and cons of hard-ducting vs. thimble

connecting.

No one has to re-convince me of the advantages for thimble connecting. =

My

question is why does BMBL put B3's with B1 and B2's and use the term

hard-ducted for B3's implying that is the standard? To make matters =

more

confusing (for me) Appendix A - Table 1 of BMBL states "hard ducted" =

for B1

and B2 type cabinets and "exhaust air is ducted" for B3 type cabinets. =

Argh!

Some insight would be appreciated.

Sincerely,

Erik Talley

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 23 Jan 2003 11:03:23 -0500

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

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

From:         "Morris, Gary" <gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Therese,

Manifolding fume hood exhaust is becoming a common engineering =

application

for new construction/renovation due to energy conservation concerns.  =

The

individual hoods are controlled by a sensor that adjusts the amount of

airflow to each hood, based on the height of the sash. At the end of =

the

day, the sash is closed and the air delivered to the hood(s) is =

reduced,

thereby saving energy.  The control system I'm familar with adjusts =

quickly

with sash height changes to ensure that the target face velocity is

maintained.  Calibration and maintenance of these systems is more

complicated than one fan/one hood designs and may require course =

instruction

for your HVAC personnel.  Manifold designs are often a hard sell, as

researchers fear losing all their fume hoods if the one fan goes down.

Sometimes, a second (back-up) fan is installed in line in case the =

primary

fan malfunctions.  I believe MIT was one of the first institutions to

install such a design.  Check out the links below.

http://www.phoenixcontrols.com/documents/ubcinnovation.pdf

http://www.usg.edu/ehs/guidelines/fume_design.phtml (click on Appendix =

D)

I'm not sure about tieing in other exhaust systems to the fume hood =

exhaust.

I would imagine that tieing in general room exhaust would present some

balancing challenges.  Manifolded systems are not recommended for

radioisotope and perchloric acid hoods.  I haven't heard of someone =

tieing

in BSCs with a manifolded fume hood design.

Gary Morris

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

From: Stinnett Therese [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 10:07 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

along the same vein,

we have an engineer designing the HVAC for a new building

4 stories, top 2 to be wet lab space

calling for fume hoods, general lab exhaust and II B2 cabinets to be =

vented

by manifolded lab exhaust system

I have great concerns, because of the potential for fluctuation in the

exhaust velocity with all of these systems tied together. 

What do you all think?

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: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 8:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

I have a question about Class IIA/B3 cabinets (now called IIA2's). In =

my

practices, I have always thimble-connected this type of cabinet as =

opposed

to hard-ducting. However, where BMBL discusses Class II BSC's, it =

states:

"Type B cabinets are further sub-typed into types B1, B2, and B3. A

comparison of the design features and applications are presented in =

Figures

2b, 2c, and 2d, respectively. Type B cabinets are HARD-DUCTED to the

building exhaust system and contain negative pressure plena. These

features, plus a face velocity of 100 lfpm, allow work to be done with

toxic chemicals or radionuclides."

CDC's publication "Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

Installation, and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets" published not one =

year

later than BMBL clearly points out the recommendation for thimble

connections of IIB3's and the pros and cons of hard-ducting vs. thimble

connecting.

No one has to re-convince me of the advantages for thimble connecting. =

My

question is why does BMBL put B3's with B1 and B2's and use the term

hard-ducted for B3's implying that is the standard? To make matters =

more

confusing (for me) Appendix A - Table 1 of BMBL states "hard ducted" =

for B1

and B2 type cabinets and "exhaust air is ducted" for B3 type cabinets.

Argh!

Some insight would be appreciated.

Sincerely,

Erik Talley

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 23 Jan 2003 09:41:52 -0700

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

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

From:         Patti Havstad <phavstad@NMSU.EDU>

Subject:      Define Restricted access for BL2 labs

In-Reply-To:  <42162B3251A1B04FB5E45E0158E25A4C0CAD32@hscex5.uchsc.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Does any one know if there is there a specific definition or description of

"restricted access" for BL2 labs?  Is the extent, or means, of restricting

access up to the institution or are there specific regulations.  Can

"restricted" vary from "doors to laboratories locked at all times" to

"doors  locked only while BL2 experiments are in progress" or "just signs

posted and access monitored while BL2 experiments are in progress"?

Thank you for your feedback

Patti Havstad

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

Date:         Thu, 23 Jan 2003 13:37:52 -0500

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

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

From:         "Erik A. Talley" <ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

In-Reply-To:  <E4BAA0F1E028C045B7ABAA16D0C55582756F6F@santaclara3.aviron. com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

At $1/page for 150 pages, the standard wasn't cheap!

Yes, we now have IIA1, IIA2, IIB1 and IIB2. I am glad to see they got rid

of "B" in the old IIA/B3's. A1 is open, A2 is either canopy-connected (old

name for thimble) or not connected and B1 and B2 are both hard-ducted.

HOWEVER, Figure E4 of the standard does detail the "alternate" connection

method of hard-ducting a IIA2 so the ability to hard duct wasn't completely

eliminated, just not recommended.

Erik

At 07:19 AM 1/23/2003 -0800, you wrote:

>Eric -

>

>I recommend disregarding the CDC BSC recommendations in the BMBL and the BSC

>Primary Containment "Green Book", not only because they were confusing to

>begin with (in respect to nomenclature) but also because they were both

>reissued prior to the reclassification of Class II cabinets by NSF.  As I

>understand it, the new Class II BSC classification has two Types, A (A1 and

>A2) and B (B1 and B2).  Type A cabinets are thimble-ducted, Type B cabinets

>are hard-ducted. Since I haven't actually sprung for a copy of the new

>NSF49, I'm going on second-hand info here.  Can anyone confirm this?

>

>-- Glenn

>

>

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

>From: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]

>Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 7:49 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

>

>

>I have a question about Class IIA/B3 cabinets (now called IIA2's). In my

>practices, I have always thimble-connected this type of cabinet as opposed

>to hard-ducting. However, where BMBL discusses Class II BSC's, it states:

>

>"Type B cabinets are further sub-typed into types B1, B2, and B3. A

>comparison of the design features and applications are presented in Figures

>2b, 2c, and 2d, respectively. Type B cabinets are HARD-DUCTED to the

>building exhaust system and contain negative pressure plena. These

>features, plus a face velocity of 100 lfpm, allow work to be done with

>toxic chemicals or radionuclides."

>

>CDC's publication "Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

>Installation, and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets" published not one year

>later than BMBL clearly points out the recommendation for thimble

>connections of IIB3's and the pros and cons of hard-ducting vs. thimble

>connecting.

>

>No one has to re-convince me of the advantages for thimble connecting. My

>question is why does BMBL put B3's with B1 and B2's and use the term

>hard-ducted for B3's implying that is the standard? To make matters more

>confusing (for me) Appendix A - Table 1 of BMBL states "hard ducted" for B1

>and B2 type cabinets and "exhaust air is ducted" for B3 type cabinets.

>Argh!

>

>Some insight would be appreciated.

>

>Sincerely,

>

>Erik Talley

>ert2002@med.cornell.edu

___________________________________

Erik A. Talley, Director

Environmental Health and Safety

Weill Medical College of Cornell University

418 East 71st Street, Suite 62

New York, NY 10021

212-746-6201

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

http://www.med.cornell.edu/ehs

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

Date:         Thu, 23 Jan 2003 10:43:45 -0800

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

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

From:         "Funk, Glenn" <funkg@MEDIMMUNE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Erik -

It's never simple or straightforward, is it?  Thanks for the clarification.

-- Glenn

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

From: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 10:38 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

At $1/page for 150 pages, the standard wasn't cheap!

Yes, we now have IIA1, IIA2, IIB1 and IIB2. I am glad to see they got rid

of "B" in the old IIA/B3's. A1 is open, A2 is either canopy-connected (old

name for thimble) or not connected and B1 and B2 are both hard-ducted.

HOWEVER, Figure E4 of the standard does detail the "alternate" connection

method of hard-ducting a IIA2 so the ability to hard duct wasn't completely

eliminated, just not recommended.

Erik

At 07:19 AM 1/23/2003 -0800, you wrote:

>Eric -

>

>I recommend disregarding the CDC BSC recommendations in the BMBL and the

BSC

>Primary Containment "Green Book", not only because they were confusing to

>begin with (in respect to nomenclature) but also because they were both

>reissued prior to the reclassification of Class II cabinets by NSF.  As I

>understand it, the new Class II BSC classification has two Types, A (A1 and

>A2) and B (B1 and B2).  Type A cabinets are thimble-ducted, Type B cabinets

>are hard-ducted. Since I haven't actually sprung for a copy of the new

>NSF49, I'm going on second-hand info here.  Can anyone confirm this?

>

>-- Glenn

>

>

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

>From: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]

>Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 7:49 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

>

>

>I have a question about Class IIA/B3 cabinets (now called IIA2's). In my

>practices, I have always thimble-connected this type of cabinet as opposed

>to hard-ducting. However, where BMBL discusses Class II BSC's, it states:

>

>"Type B cabinets are further sub-typed into types B1, B2, and B3. A

>comparison of the design features and applications are presented in Figures

>2b, 2c, and 2d, respectively. Type B cabinets are HARD-DUCTED to the

>building exhaust system and contain negative pressure plena. These

>features, plus a face velocity of 100 lfpm, allow work to be done with

>toxic chemicals or radionuclides."

>

>CDC's publication "Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

>Installation, and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets" published not one year

>later than BMBL clearly points out the recommendation for thimble

>connections of IIB3's and the pros and cons of hard-ducting vs. thimble

>connecting.

>

>No one has to re-convince me of the advantages for thimble connecting. My

>question is why does BMBL put B3's with B1 and B2's and use the term

>hard-ducted for B3's implying that is the standard? To make matters more

>confusing (for me) Appendix A - Table 1 of BMBL states "hard ducted" for B1

>and B2 type cabinets and "exhaust air is ducted" for B3 type cabinets.

>Argh!

>

>Some insight would be appreciated.

>

>Sincerely,

>

>Erik Talley

>ert2002@med.cornell.edu

___________________________________

Erik A. Talley, Director

Environmental Health and Safety

Weill Medical College of Cornell University

418 East 71st Street, Suite 62

New York, NY 10021

212-746-6201

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

http://www.med.cornell.edu/ehs

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

Date:         Thu, 23 Jan 2003 13:58:06 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

MIME-version: 1.0

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Erick: What Kyle said 'S TRUTH!....If you notice, when I worked at your =

current employer, all of the A/B3's were thimbled if they were going to =

be used in a RG 2+ to RG3 environments. The thimble makes a lot of sense =

from the IH perspective, since you reduce the dangers of duct collapse =

or pressurization of the duct by the BSC's fan, but as Kyle noted, you =

get it right in the teeth if the roof blower goes down.

Two ways of alerting users that the roof motor has failed would be to =

place an alarm in the BSC space (based on a magnehelic-type device, or =

vacuum sensor). A loud enough one that will make them shut down =

operations and leave! Ideally, if you can connect the BSC to a flow =

monitor for the thimble duct,and an alarm and a disconnect for the BSC, =

the system will shut-down automatically once the flow in the duct drops =

below a preset....but weigh the latter option carefully...researchers =

like to get that extra minute in, even when the BSC is shutting down!

Phil

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

From: Kyle Boyett [mailto:KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 10:51 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

Erik, The old designation of B1 and B2 BSC's must be hard connected in =

order

for the unit to function properly. As we know, a B3 is simply a self

contained unit that does not necessarily depend on the blower on the =

roof to

function properly. Given this circumstance, it can actually be =

detrimental

for the unit if the B3 IS hard connected and the unit is switched off

routinely. All this with the caveat that the blower on the roof is not

connected with the internal blower of the BSC. Bottom line, B3's should =

be

thimble connected. A Class 2 Type A/B3 has a negative pressure plenum

surrounding a positive pressure zone. All this being said, if you do =

connect

the B3 via a thimble connection careful attention should be paid to the

maintenance for the blower and any dampers or VAV boxes in the duct. I =

know

of a situation where the belt on the blower failed due to lack of PM and

users in the lab did not know this. Well since the cabinet effectively

exhausted the air back into the lab space (typical type A configuration)

they assumed all was well. The problem is that the users were told since =

the

cabinet was ducted they could use some pretty nasty chemicals and

radioisotopes. The vapors of which exhausted back into the lab. This was =

not

at UAB by the way ;-). Hope this helps some. Perhaps Dr. Dave Stuart at

Baker or some of the other cabinet manufacturers that subscribe to the =

list

can add more info.

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 9:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

I have a question about Class IIA/B3 cabinets (now called IIA2's). In my

practices, I have always thimble-connected this type of cabinet as =

opposed

to hard-ducting. However, where BMBL discusses Class II BSC's, it =

states:

"Type B cabinets are further sub-typed into types B1, B2, and B3. A

comparison of the design features and applications are presented in =

Figures

2b, 2c, and 2d, respectively. Type B cabinets are HARD-DUCTED to the

building exhaust system and contain negative pressure plena. These =

features,

plus a face velocity of 100 lfpm, allow work to be done with toxic =

chemicals

or radionuclides."

CDC's publication "Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

Installation, and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets" published not one =

year

later than BMBL clearly points out the recommendation for thimble

connections of IIB3's and the pros and cons of hard-ducting vs. thimble

connecting.

No one has to re-convince me of the advantages for thimble connecting. =

My

question is why does BMBL put B3's with B1 and B2's and use the term

hard-ducted for B3's implying that is the standard? To make matters more

confusing (for me) Appendix A - Table 1 of BMBL states "hard ducted" for =

B1

and B2 type cabinets and "exhaust air is ducted" for B3 type cabinets. =

Argh!

Some insight would be appreciated.

Sincerely,

Erik Talley

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 23 Jan 2003 14:04:27 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

MIME-version: 1.0

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Therese: You would not be able to common-duct fume hoods in New York =

City and get a permit from the FDNY for your labs. The practice is =

extremely dangerous, unless the hazards are identical for all operations =

in the facility. Just imagine doing a nitric acid digestion or using =

perchloric acid in one leg of the system, and someone is putting ether =

up the other leg of a common-ducted system. The Chemistry would be =

absolutely magnificent. The one way around it is to separate-duct all =

fume hoods, and have all termini collected into a plenum space with a =

Strobic, or several, Strobic fans. This option the FDNY accepted due to =

the high dilution effect of the Strobic fans. Besides if the former =

example occurred, you would lose the plenum space external to the =

building...and not half of the building.

Phil Hauck

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

From: Morris, Gary [mailto:gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 11:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

Therese,

Manifolding fume hood exhaust is becoming a common engineering =

application

for new construction/renovation due to energy conservation concerns.  =

The

individual hoods are controlled by a sensor that adjusts the amount of

airflow to each hood, based on the height of the sash. At the end of the

day, the sash is closed and the air delivered to the hood(s) is reduced,

thereby saving energy.  The control system I'm familar with adjusts =

quickly

with sash height changes to ensure that the target face velocity is

maintained.  Calibration and maintenance of these systems is more

complicated than one fan/one hood designs and may require course =

instruction

for your HVAC personnel.  Manifold designs are often a hard sell, as

researchers fear losing all their fume hoods if the one fan goes down.

Sometimes, a second (back-up) fan is installed in line in case the =

primary

fan malfunctions.  I believe MIT was one of the first institutions to

install such a design.  Check out the links below.

http://www.phoenixcontrols.com/documents/ubcinnovation.pdf

http://www.usg.edu/ehs/guidelines/fume_design.phtml (click on Appendix =

D)

I'm not sure about tieing in other exhaust systems to the fume hood =

exhaust.

I would imagine that tieing in general room exhaust would present some

balancing challenges.  Manifolded systems are not recommended for

radioisotope and perchloric acid hoods.  I haven't heard of someone =

tieing

in BSCs with a manifolded fume hood design.

Gary Morris

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

From: Stinnett Therese [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 10:07 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

along the same vein,

we have an engineer designing the HVAC for a new building

4 stories, top 2 to be wet lab space

calling for fume hoods, general lab exhaust and II B2 cabinets to be =

vented

by manifolded lab exhaust system

I have great concerns, because of the potential for fluctuation in the

exhaust velocity with all of these systems tied together. 

What do you all think?

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: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 8:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

I have a question about Class IIA/B3 cabinets (now called IIA2's). In my

practices, I have always thimble-connected this type of cabinet as =

opposed

to hard-ducting. However, where BMBL discusses Class II BSC's, it =

states:

"Type B cabinets are further sub-typed into types B1, B2, and B3. A

comparison of the design features and applications are presented in =

Figures

2b, 2c, and 2d, respectively. Type B cabinets are HARD-DUCTED to the

building exhaust system and contain negative pressure plena. These

features, plus a face velocity of 100 lfpm, allow work to be done with

toxic chemicals or radionuclides."

CDC's publication "Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

Installation, and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets" published not one =

year

later than BMBL clearly points out the recommendation for thimble

connections of IIB3's and the pros and cons of hard-ducting vs. thimble

connecting.

No one has to re-convince me of the advantages for thimble connecting. =

My

question is why does BMBL put B3's with B1 and B2's and use the term

hard-ducted for B3's implying that is the standard? To make matters more

confusing (for me) Appendix A - Table 1 of BMBL states "hard ducted" for =

B1

and B2 type cabinets and "exhaust air is ducted" for B3 type cabinets.

Argh!

Some insight would be appreciated.

Sincerely,

Erik Talley

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 23 Jan 2003 14:06:11 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

MIME-version: 1.0

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

The old system made sense...only if you grew up with it and went through =

all the permutations, as a few of us have!!! But, yes it has gone the =

way of P1,P2...P3.

Phil

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

From: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 1:38 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

At $1/page for 150 pages, the standard wasn't cheap!

Yes, we now have IIA1, IIA2, IIB1 and IIB2. I am glad to see they got =

rid

of "B" in the old IIA/B3's. A1 is open, A2 is either canopy-connected =

(old

name for thimble) or not connected and B1 and B2 are both hard-ducted.

HOWEVER, Figure E4 of the standard does detail the "alternate" =

connection

method of hard-ducting a IIA2 so the ability to hard duct wasn't =

completely

eliminated, just not recommended.

Erik

At 07:19 AM 1/23/2003 -0800, you wrote:

>Eric -

>

>I recommend disregarding the CDC BSC recommendations in the BMBL and =

the BSC

>Primary Containment "Green Book", not only because they were confusing =

to

>begin with (in respect to nomenclature) but also because they were both

>reissued prior to the reclassification of Class II cabinets by NSF.  As =

I

>understand it, the new Class II BSC classification has two Types, A (A1 =

and

>A2) and B (B1 and B2).  Type A cabinets are thimble-ducted, Type B =

cabinets

>are hard-ducted. Since I haven't actually sprung for a copy of the new

>NSF49, I'm going on second-hand info here.  Can anyone confirm this?

>

>-- Glenn

>

>

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

>From: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]

>Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 7:49 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

>

>

>I have a question about Class IIA/B3 cabinets (now called IIA2's). In =

my

>practices, I have always thimble-connected this type of cabinet as =

opposed

>to hard-ducting. However, where BMBL discusses Class II BSC's, it =

states:

>

>"Type B cabinets are further sub-typed into types B1, B2, and B3. A

>comparison of the design features and applications are presented in =

Figures

>2b, 2c, and 2d, respectively. Type B cabinets are HARD-DUCTED to the

>building exhaust system and contain negative pressure plena. These

>features, plus a face velocity of 100 lfpm, allow work to be done with

>toxic chemicals or radionuclides."

>

>CDC's publication "Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

>Installation, and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets" published not one =

year

>later than BMBL clearly points out the recommendation for thimble

>connections of IIB3's and the pros and cons of hard-ducting vs. thimble

>connecting.

>

>No one has to re-convince me of the advantages for thimble connecting. =

My

>question is why does BMBL put B3's with B1 and B2's and use the term

>hard-ducted for B3's implying that is the standard? To make matters =

more

>confusing (for me) Appendix A - Table 1 of BMBL states "hard ducted" =

for B1

>and B2 type cabinets and "exhaust air is ducted" for B3 type cabinets.

>Argh!

>

>Some insight would be appreciated.

>

>Sincerely,

>

>Erik Talley

>ert2002@med.cornell.edu

___________________________________

Erik A. Talley, Director

Environmental Health and Safety

Weill Medical College of Cornell University

418 East 71st Street, Suite 62

New York, NY 10021

212-746-6201

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

http://www.med.cornell.edu/ehs

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

Date:         Thu, 23 Jan 2003 11:56:26 -0800

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

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

From:         "Karen E.S. Shaw" <kesshaw@UCDAVIS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

In-Reply-To:  <77638ACF1331.AAA63220@mail.med.cornell.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Erik,

Because I am still trying to keep the names straight, I'll just avoid them

altogether...

We have 3 hard ducted Baker 6TX 100% exhaust BSCs.  We do not have any air

balance problems.  This facility was first occupied 4 years ago and was

balanced from the start.  Our BSCs and our room exhaust exit through the

same exhaust fan.  Our problem is the lack of a back-up exhaust fan when

our dies (and it will).  At start-up we had problems with the exhaust fan

not being able to give us enough air flow (this is not the place to try to

save energy!), but we eventually got that worked out.  The presence of

motorized dampers and/or the ability to close down the supply valves

(completely!) when exhaust dies is a must AND an automatic feed-back

system, as well as, user notification of alarm situations.

I feel fortunate that we don't have air balance problems when I read the

comments.  I also feel that hard-ducted is getting a bad rap. Yes, the

system could have been designed differently.

Karen

At 10:49 PM 1/22/03 -0500, you wrote:

>I have a question about Class IIA/B3 cabinets (now called IIA2's). In my

>practices, I have always thimble-connected this type of cabinet as opposed

>to hard-ducting. However, where BMBL discusses Class II BSC's, it states:

>

>"Type B cabinets are further sub-typed into types B1, B2, and B3. A

>comparison of the design features and applications are presented in Figures

>2b, 2c, and 2d, respectively. Type B cabinets are HARD-DUCTED to the

>building exhaust system and contain negative pressure plena. These

>features, plus a face velocity of 100 lfpm, allow work to be done with

>toxic chemicals or radionuclides."

>

>CDC's publication "Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

>Installation, and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets" published not one year

>later than BMBL clearly points out the recommendation for thimble

>connections of IIB3's and the pros and cons of hard-ducting vs. thimble

>connecting.

>

>No one has to re-convince me of the advantages for thimble connecting. My

>question is why does BMBL put B3's with B1 and B2's and use the term

>hard-ducted for B3's implying that is the standard? To make matters more

>confusing (for me) Appendix A - Table 1 of BMBL states "hard ducted" for B1

>and B2 type cabinets and "exhaust air is ducted" for B3 type cabinets.

>Argh!

>

>Some insight would be appreciated.

>

>Sincerely,

>

>Erik Talley

>ert2002@med.cornell.edu

*******************************

Karen E.S. Shaw

Center for Comparative Medicine

County Rd 98 and Hutchison Dr

University of California, Davis

Davis, CA 95616

(530) 752-1561

(530) 752-7914 fax

Facilities Coordinator

kesshaw@ucdavis.edu
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Date:         Thu, 23 Jan 2003 15:27:16 -0500

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

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

From:         "Morris, Gary" <gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

FYI.

Based on NFPA 45-2000 and ANSI/AIHA Z9.5, manifolding laboratory fume hoods

is an acceptable approach, excluding perchloric acid and radioisotope hoods.

Such systems have been in use for a number of years without any incidents.

Indeed, it is quite common to find facilities that common duct fume hoods

(i.e. all the hoods in one wing tie into one fan, or all the hoods in a lab

suite tie into one fan).  The amount of air that moves through such systems

provides a high rate of dilution.  Section 6.5.10.2 of NFPA 45-2000 gives

three requirements for manifolding systems.  Sections 5.3.2.2 and 5.3.2.3 of

ANSI/AIHA Z9.5 speaks to limitations and compatibility issues.

Part of the debate originates from the International Mechanical Code's

Hazardous Exhaust Systems in Research Laboratories (IMC-2000).  The code

appears to prohibit manifold systems.  The AIHA issued a Position Paper in

December of 2002 that addressed this apparent interpretation (see the link

below) and notes that Z9.5 encourages manifolded systems.

AIHA Position Paper:

http://www2.umdnj.edu/eohssweb/aiha/technical/Position%20Paper.pdf

If you want to talk with someone who has direct experience with a one-fan

manifold system, contact the EHS office at MIT.  They constructed a building

in the mid 1980's that tied 40+ fume hoods into a single fan (with a back-up

in parallel.

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

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 2:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

Therese: You would not be able to common-duct fume hoods in New York City

and get a permit from the FDNY for your labs. The practice is extremely

dangerous, unless the hazards are identical for all operations in the

facility. Just imagine doing a nitric acid digestion or using perchloric

acid in one leg of the system, and someone is putting ether up the other leg

of a common-ducted system. The Chemistry would be absolutely magnificent.

The one way around it is to separate-duct all fume hoods, and have all

termini collected into a plenum space with a Strobic, or several, Strobic

fans. This option the FDNY accepted due to the high dilution effect of the

Strobic fans. Besides if the former example occurred, you would lose the

plenum space external to the building...and not half of the building.

Phil Hauck

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

From: Morris, Gary [mailto:gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 11:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

Therese,

Manifolding fume hood exhaust is becoming a common engineering application

for new construction/renovation due to energy conservation concerns.  The

individual hoods are controlled by a sensor that adjusts the amount of

airflow to each hood, based on the height of the sash. At the end of the

day, the sash is closed and the air delivered to the hood(s) is reduced,

thereby saving energy.  The control system I'm familar with adjusts quickly

with sash height changes to ensure that the target face velocity is

maintained.  Calibration and maintenance of these systems is more

complicated than one fan/one hood designs and may require course instruction

for your HVAC personnel.  Manifold designs are often a hard sell, as

researchers fear losing all their fume hoods if the one fan goes down.

Sometimes, a second (back-up) fan is installed in line in case the primary

fan malfunctions.  I believe MIT was one of the first institutions to

install such a design.  Check out the links below.

http://www.phoenixcontrols.com/documents/ubcinnovation.pdf

http://www.usg.edu/ehs/guidelines/fume_design.phtml (click on Appendix D)

I'm not sure about tieing in other exhaust systems to the fume hood exhaust.

I would imagine that tieing in general room exhaust would present some

balancing challenges.  Manifolded systems are not recommended for

radioisotope and perchloric acid hoods.  I haven't heard of someone tieing

in BSCs with a manifolded fume hood design.

Gary Morris

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

From: Stinnett Therese [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 10:07 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

along the same vein,

we have an engineer designing the HVAC for a new building

4 stories, top 2 to be wet lab space

calling for fume hoods, general lab exhaust and II B2 cabinets to be vented

by manifolded lab exhaust system

I have great concerns, because of the potential for fluctuation in the

exhaust velocity with all of these systems tied together.

What do you all think?

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: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 8:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

I have a question about Class IIA/B3 cabinets (now called IIA2's). In my

practices, I have always thimble-connected this type of cabinet as opposed

to hard-ducting. However, where BMBL discusses Class II BSC's, it states:

"Type B cabinets are further sub-typed into types B1, B2, and B3. A

comparison of the design features and applications are presented in Figures

2b, 2c, and 2d, respectively. Type B cabinets are HARD-DUCTED to the

building exhaust system and contain negative pressure plena. These

features, plus a face velocity of 100 lfpm, allow work to be done with

toxic chemicals or radionuclides."

CDC's publication "Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

Installation, and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets" published not one year

later than BMBL clearly points out the recommendation for thimble

connections of IIB3's and the pros and cons of hard-ducting vs. thimble

connecting.

No one has to re-convince me of the advantages for thimble connecting. My

question is why does BMBL put B3's with B1 and B2's and use the term

hard-ducted for B3's implying that is the standard? To make matters more

confusing (for me) Appendix A - Table 1 of BMBL states "hard ducted" for B1

and B2 type cabinets and "exhaust air is ducted" for B3 type cabinets.

Argh!

Some insight would be appreciated.

Sincerely,

Erik Talley

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 23 Jan 2003 15:30:52 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

MIME-version: 1.0

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

What you say is absolutely correct. But you are dealing with a municipal =

agency that only accepts water, sprinkler systems etc for fire =

suppression. Do you think they will accept this argument?

They don't even accept the NFPA...I have had 23+ years trying to get =

variances with the FDNY....The Strobic-Air Fan / Plenum system was a =

major breahthrough!

Phil Hauck

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

From: Morris, Gary [mailto:gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 3:27 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

FYI.

Based on NFPA 45-2000 and ANSI/AIHA Z9.5, manifolding laboratory fume =

hoods

is an acceptable approach, excluding perchloric acid and radioisotope =

hoods.

Such systems have been in use for a number of years without any =

incidents.

Indeed, it is quite common to find facilities that common duct fume =

hoods

(i.e. all the hoods in one wing tie into one fan, or all the hoods in a =

lab

suite tie into one fan).  The amount of air that moves through such =

systems

provides a high rate of dilution.  Section 6.5.10.2 of NFPA 45-2000 =

gives

three requirements for manifolding systems.  Sections 5.3.2.2 and =

5.3.2.3 of

ANSI/AIHA Z9.5 speaks to limitations and compatibility issues.

Part of the debate originates from the International Mechanical Code's

Hazardous Exhaust Systems in Research Laboratories (IMC-2000).  The code

appears to prohibit manifold systems.  The AIHA issued a Position Paper =

in

December of 2002 that addressed this apparent interpretation (see the =

link

below) and notes that Z9.5 encourages manifolded systems.

AIHA Position Paper:

http://www2.umdnj.edu/eohssweb/aiha/technical/Position%20Paper.pdf

If you want to talk with someone who has direct experience with a =

one-fan

manifold system, contact the EHS office at MIT.  They constructed a =

building

in the mid 1980's that tied 40+ fume hoods into a single fan (with a =

back-up

in parallel.

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

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 2:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

Therese: You would not be able to common-duct fume hoods in New York =

City

and get a permit from the FDNY for your labs. The practice is extremely

dangerous, unless the hazards are identical for all operations in the

facility. Just imagine doing a nitric acid digestion or using perchloric

acid in one leg of the system, and someone is putting ether up the other =

leg

of a common-ducted system. The Chemistry would be absolutely =

magnificent.

The one way around it is to separate-duct all fume hoods, and have all

termini collected into a plenum space with a Strobic, or several, =

Strobic

fans. This option the FDNY accepted due to the high dilution effect of =

the

Strobic fans. Besides if the former example occurred, you would lose the

plenum space external to the building...and not half of the building.

Phil Hauck

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

From: Morris, Gary [mailto:gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 11:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

Therese,

Manifolding fume hood exhaust is becoming a common engineering =

application

for new construction/renovation due to energy conservation concerns.  =

The

individual hoods are controlled by a sensor that adjusts the amount of

airflow to each hood, based on the height of the sash. At the end of the

day, the sash is closed and the air delivered to the hood(s) is reduced,

thereby saving energy.  The control system I'm familar with adjusts =

quickly

with sash height changes to ensure that the target face velocity is

maintained.  Calibration and maintenance of these systems is more

complicated than one fan/one hood designs and may require course =

instruction

for your HVAC personnel.  Manifold designs are often a hard sell, as

researchers fear losing all their fume hoods if the one fan goes down.

Sometimes, a second (back-up) fan is installed in line in case the =

primary

fan malfunctions.  I believe MIT was one of the first institutions to

install such a design.  Check out the links below.

http://www.phoenixcontrols.com/documents/ubcinnovation.pdf

http://www.usg.edu/ehs/guidelines/fume_design.phtml (click on Appendix =

D)

I'm not sure about tieing in other exhaust systems to the fume hood =

exhaust.

I would imagine that tieing in general room exhaust would present some

balancing challenges.  Manifolded systems are not recommended for

radioisotope and perchloric acid hoods.  I haven't heard of someone =

tieing

in BSCs with a manifolded fume hood design.

Gary Morris

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

From: Stinnett Therese [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 10:07 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

along the same vein,

we have an engineer designing the HVAC for a new building

4 stories, top 2 to be wet lab space

calling for fume hoods, general lab exhaust and II B2 cabinets to be =

vented

by manifolded lab exhaust system

I have great concerns, because of the potential for fluctuation in the

exhaust velocity with all of these systems tied together.

What do you all think?

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: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 8:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

I have a question about Class IIA/B3 cabinets (now called IIA2's). In my

practices, I have always thimble-connected this type of cabinet as =

opposed

to hard-ducting. However, where BMBL discusses Class II BSC's, it =

states:

"Type B cabinets are further sub-typed into types B1, B2, and B3. A

comparison of the design features and applications are presented in =

Figures

2b, 2c, and 2d, respectively. Type B cabinets are HARD-DUCTED to the

building exhaust system and contain negative pressure plena. These

features, plus a face velocity of 100 lfpm, allow work to be done with

toxic chemicals or radionuclides."

CDC's publication "Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

Installation, and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets" published not one =

year

later than BMBL clearly points out the recommendation for thimble

connections of IIB3's and the pros and cons of hard-ducting vs. thimble

connecting.

No one has to re-convince me of the advantages for thimble connecting. =

My

question is why does BMBL put B3's with B1 and B2's and use the term

hard-ducted for B3's implying that is the standard? To make matters more

confusing (for me) Appendix A - Table 1 of BMBL states "hard ducted" for =

B1

and B2 type cabinets and "exhaust air is ducted" for B3 type cabinets.

Argh!

Some insight would be appreciated.

Sincerely,

Erik Talley

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 23 Jan 2003 15:48:21 -0500

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

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

From:         Margaret Rakas <mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_16491525.93F26E55"

--=_16491525.93F26E55

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Manifolding laboratory fumes hoods  is also discussed and validated in

an article in the Jan/Feb 2003 issue of Chemical Health & Safety, with

the notation that NYC still requires the older, less efficient, more

expensive design...

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786

>>> gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM 01/23/03 03:27PM >>>

FYI.

Based on NFPA 45-2000 and ANSI/AIHA Z9.5, manifolding laboratory fume

hoods

is an acceptable approach, excluding perchloric acid and radioisotope

hoods.

Such systems have been in use for a number of years without any

incidents.

Indeed, it is quite common to find facilities that common duct fume

hoods

(i.e. all the hoods in one wing tie into one fan, or all the hoods in a

lab

suite tie into one fan).  The amount of air that moves through such

systems

provides a high rate of dilution.  Section 6.5.10.2 of NFPA 45-2000

gives

three requirements for manifolding systems.  Sections 5.3.2.2 and

5.3.2.3 of

ANSI/AIHA Z9.5 speaks to limitations and compatibility issues.

Part of the debate originates from the International Mechanical Code's

Hazardous Exhaust Systems in Research Laboratories (IMC-2000).  The

code

appears to prohibit manifold systems.  The AIHA issued a Position Paper

in

December of 2002 that addressed this apparent interpretation (see the

link

below) and notes that Z9.5 encourages manifolded systems.

AIHA Position Paper:

http://www2.umdnj.edu/eohssweb/aiha/technical/Position%20Paper.pdf

If you want to talk with someone who has direct experience with a

one-fan

manifold system, contact the EHS office at MIT.  They constructed a

building

in the mid 1980's that tied 40+ fume hoods into a single fan (with a

back-up

in parallel.

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

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 2:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

Therese: You would not be able to common-duct fume hoods in New York

City

and get a permit from the FDNY for your labs. The practice is

extremely

dangerous, unless the hazards are identical for all operations in the

facility. Just imagine doing a nitric acid digestion or using

perchloric

acid in one leg of the system, and someone is putting ether up the

other leg

of a common-ducted system. The Chemistry would be absolutely

magnificent.

The one way around it is to separate-duct all fume hoods, and have all

termini collected into a plenum space with a Strobic, or several,

Strobic

fans. This option the FDNY accepted due to the high dilution effect of

the

Strobic fans. Besides if the former example occurred, you would lose

the

plenum space external to the building...and not half of the building.

Phil Hauck

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

From: Morris, Gary [mailto:gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 11:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

Therese,

Manifolding fume hood exhaust is becoming a common engineering

application

for new construction/renovation due to energy conservation concerns.

The

individual hoods are controlled by a sensor that adjusts the amount of

airflow to each hood, based on the height of the sash. At the end of

the

day, the sash is closed and the air delivered to the hood(s) is

reduced,

thereby saving energy.  The control system I'm familar with adjusts

quickly

with sash height changes to ensure that the target face velocity is

maintained.  Calibration and maintenance of these systems is more

complicated than one fan/one hood designs and may require course

instruction

for your HVAC personnel.  Manifold designs are often a hard sell, as

researchers fear losing all their fume hoods if the one fan goes down.

Sometimes, a second (back-up) fan is installed in line in case the

primary

fan malfunctions.  I believe MIT was one of the first institutions to

install such a design.  Check out the links below.

http://www.phoenixcontrols.com/documents/ubcinnovation.pdf

http://www.usg.edu/ehs/guidelines/fume_design.phtml (click on Appendix

D)

I'm not sure about tieing in other exhaust systems to the fume hood

exhaust.

I would imagine that tieing in general room exhaust would present some

balancing challenges.  Manifolded systems are not recommended for

radioisotope and perchloric acid hoods.  I haven't heard of someone

tieing

in BSCs with a manifolded fume hood design.

Gary Morris

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

From: Stinnett Therese [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 10:07 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

along the same vein,

we have an engineer designing the HVAC for a new building

4 stories, top 2 to be wet lab space

calling for fume hoods, general lab exhaust and II B2 cabinets to be

vented

by manifolded lab exhaust system

I have great concerns, because of the potential for fluctuation in the

exhaust velocity with all of these systems tied together.

What do you all think?

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: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 8:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

I have a question about Class IIA/B3 cabinets (now called IIA2's). In

my

practices, I have always thimble-connected this type of cabinet as

opposed

to hard-ducting. However, where BMBL discusses Class II BSC's, it

states:

"Type B cabinets are further sub-typed into types B1, B2, and B3. A

comparison of the design features and applications are presented in

Figures

2b, 2c, and 2d, respectively. Type B cabinets are HARD-DUCTED to the

building exhaust system and contain negative pressure plena. These

features, plus a face velocity of 100 lfpm, allow work to be done with

toxic chemicals or radionuclides."

CDC's publication "Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

Installation, and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets" published not one

year

later than BMBL clearly points out the recommendation for thimble

connections of IIB3's and the pros and cons of hard-ducting vs.

thimble

connecting.

No one has to re-convince me of the advantages for thimble connecting.

My

question is why does BMBL put B3's with B1 and B2's and use the term

hard-ducted for B3's implying that is the standard? To make matters

more

confusing (for me) Appendix A - Table 1 of BMBL states "hard ducted"

for B1

and B2 type cabinets and "exhaust air is ducted" for B3 type cabinets.

Argh!

Some insight would be appreciated.

Sincerely,

Erik Talley

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

--=_16491525.93F26E55
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Manifolding laboratory fumes hoods  is also discussed and validated in an 

article in the Jan/Feb 2003 issue of Chemical Health & Safety, with the notation 

that NYC still requires the older, less efficient, more expensive design...

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786

>>> gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM 01/23/03 03:27PM >>>

FYI.

Based on NFPA 45-2000 and ANSI/AIHA Z9.5, manifolding laboratory fume hoods

is an acceptable approach, excluding perchloric acid and radioisotope hoods.

Such systems have been in use for a number of years without any incidents.

Indeed, it is quite common to find facilities that common duct fume hoods

(i.e. all the hoods in one wing tie into one fan, or all the hoods in a lab

suite tie into one fan).  The amount of air that moves through such systems

provides a high rate of dilution.  Section 6.5.10.2 of NFPA 45-2000 gives

three requirements for manifolding systems.  Sections 5.3.2.2 and 5.3.2.3 of

ANSI/AIHA Z9.5 speaks to limitations and compatibility issues.

Part of the debate originates from the International Mechanical Code's

Hazardous Exhaust Systems in Research Laboratories (IMC-2000).  The code

appears to prohibit manifold systems.  The AIHA issued a Position Paper in

December of 2002 that addressed this apparent interpretation (see the link

below) and notes 

href="http://www2.umdnj.edu/eohssweb/aiha/technical/Position%20Paper.pdf">http://www2.umdnj.edu/eohssweb/aiha/technical/Position%20Paper.pdf

If you want to talk with someone who has direct experience with a one-fan

manifold system, contact the EHS office at MIT.  They constructed a building

in the mid 1980's that tied 40+ fume hoods into a single fan (with a back-up

in parallel.

-----Original href="mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]">mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 2:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

Therese: You would not be able to common-duct fume hoods in New York City

and get a permit from the FDNY for your labs. The practice is extremely

dangerous, unless the hazards are identical for all operations in the

facility. Just imagine doing a nitric acid digestion or using perchloric

acid in one leg of the system, and someone is putting ether up the other leg

of a common-ducted system. The Chemistry would be absolutely magnificent.

The one way around it is to separate-duct all fume hoods, and have all

termini collected into a plenum space with a Strobic, or several, Strobic

fans. This option the FDNY accepted due to the high dilution effect of the

Strobic fans. Besides if the former example occurred, you would lose the

plenum space external to the building...and not half of the building.

Phil Hauck

-----Original 

href="mailto:gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM]">mailto:gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 11:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

Therese,

Manifolding fume hood exhaust is becoming a common engineering application

for new construction/renovation due to energy conservation concerns.  The

individual hoods are controlled by a sensor that adjusts the amount of

airflow to each hood, based on the height of the sash. At the end of the

day, the sash is closed and the air delivered to the hood(s) is reduced,

thereby saving energy.  The control system I'm familar with adjusts quickly

with sash height changes to ensure that the target face velocity is

maintained.  Calibration and maintenance of these systems is more

complicated than one fan/one hood designs and may require course instruction

for your HVAC personnel.  Manifold designs are often a hard sell, as

researchers fear losing all their fume hoods if the one fan goes down.

Sometimes, a second (back-up) fan is installed in line in case the primary

fan malfunctions.  I believe MIT was one of the first institutions to

install such a design.  Check out the links 

href="http://www.usg.edu/ehs/guidelines/fume_design.phtml">http://www.usg.edu/ehs/guidelines/fume_design.phtml 

(click on Appendix D)

I'm not sure about tieing in other exhaust systems to the fume hood exhaust.

I would imagine that tieing in general room exhaust would present some

balancing challenges.  Manifolded systems are not recommended for

radioisotope and perchloric acid hoods.  I haven't heard of someone tieing

in BSCs with a manifolded fume hood design.

Gary 

href="mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]">mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 10:07 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

along the same vein,

we have an engineer designing the HVAC for a new building

4 stories, top 2 to be wet lab space

calling for fume hoods, general lab exhaust and II B2 cabinets to be vented

by manifolded lab exhaust system

I have great concerns, because of the potential for fluctuation in the

exhaust velocity with all of these systems tied together.

What do you all think?

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:      

href="mailto:therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu">mailto:therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu>

-----Original 

href="mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]">mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 8:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

I have a question about Class IIA/B3 cabinets (now called IIA2's). In my

practices, I have always thimble-connected this type of cabinet as opposed

to hard-ducting. However, where BMBL discusses Class II BSC's, it states:

"Type B cabinets are further sub-typed into types B1, B2, and B3. A

comparison of the design features and applications are presented in Figures

2b, 2c, and 2d, respectively. Type B cabinets are HARD-DUCTED to the

building exhaust system and contain negative pressure plena. These

features, plus a face velocity of 100 lfpm, allow work to be done with

toxic chemicals or radionuclides."

CDC's publication "Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

Installation, and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets" published not one year

later than BMBL clearly points out the recommendation for thimble

connections of IIB3's and the pros and cons of hard-ducting vs. thimble

connecting.

No one has to re-convince me of the advantages for thimble connecting. My

question is why does BMBL put B3's with B1 and B2's and use the term

hard-ducted for B3's implying that is the standard? To make matters more

confusing (for me) Appendix A - Table 1 of BMBL states "hard ducted" for B1

and B2 type cabinets and "exhaust air is ducted" for B3 type cabinets.

Argh!

Some insight would be appreciated.

Sincerely,

Erik Talley

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

--=_16491525.93F26E55--

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

Date:         Thu, 23 Jan 2003 16:21:33 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_8XMSIZKIp2YGZ4ulHQeDDg)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_8XMSIZKIp2YGZ4ulHQeDDg)

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Thanks for sharing....NYC still requires the older, less =

efficient, more expensive design...!! I wish you were there when we =

(combined safety officers from all of the colleges) fought with them ( =

FDNY Laboratory Section, Fire Prevention)...but they wouldn't budge one =

iota. After all, they set the law, and they weren't going to =

backtrack....even though they knew they were wrong. As I said, at least =

we got the terminal plenum/penthouse with Strobic-Air system approved. =

Note the date of the AIHA paper...I was at this 17 years ago.

Phil

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

From: Margaret Rakas [mailto:mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 3:48 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

Manifolding laboratory fumes hoods  is also discussed and validated in =

an article in the Jan/Feb 2003 issue of Chemical Health & Safety, with =

the notation that NYC still requires the older, less efficient, more =

expensive design...

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786

>>> gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM 01/23/03 03:27PM >>>

FYI.

Based on NFPA 45-2000 and ANSI/AIHA Z9.5, manifolding laboratory fume =

hoods

is an acceptable approach, excluding perchloric acid and radioisotope =

hoods.

Such systems have been in use for a number of years without any =

incidents.

Indeed, it is quite common to find facilities that common duct fume =

hoods

(i.e. all the hoods in one wing tie into one fan, or all the hoods in a =

lab

suite tie into one fan).  The amount of air that moves through such =

systems

provides a high rate of dilution.  Section 6.5.10.2 of NFPA 45-2000 =

gives

three requirements for manifolding systems.  Sections 5.3.2.2 and =

5.3.2.3 of

ANSI/AIHA Z9.5 speaks to limitations and compatibility issues.

Part of the debate originates from the International Mechanical Code's

Hazardous Exhaust Systems in Research Laboratories (IMC-2000).  The code

appears to prohibit manifold systems.  The AIHA issued a Position Paper =

in

December of 2002 that addressed this apparent interpretation (see the =

link

below) and notes that Z9.5 encourages manifolded systems.

AIHA Position Paper:

http://www2.umdnj.edu/eohssweb/aiha/technical/Position%20Paper.pdf

If you want to talk with someone who has direct experience with a =

one-fan

manifold system, contact the EHS office at MIT.  They constructed a =

building

in the mid 1980's that tied 40+ fume hoods into a single fan (with a =

back-up

in parallel.

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

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU] =

<mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU%5d>

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 2:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

Therese: You would not be able to common-duct fume hoods in New York =

City

and get a permit from the FDNY for your labs. The practice is extremely

dangerous, unless the hazards are identical for all operations in the

facility. Just imagine doing a nitric acid digestion or using perchloric

acid in one leg of the system, and someone is putting ether up the other =

leg

of a common-ducted system. The Chemistry would be absolutely =

magnificent.

The one way around it is to separate-duct all fume hoods, and have all

termini collected into a plenum space with a Strobic, or several, =

Strobic

fans. This option the FDNY accepted due to the high dilution effect of =

the

Strobic fans. Besides if the former example occurred, you would lose the

plenum space external to the building...and not half of the building.

Phil Hauck

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

From: Morris, Gary [mailto:gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM] =

<mailto:gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM%5d>

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 11:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

Therese,

Manifolding fume hood exhaust is becoming a common engineering =

application

for new construction/renovation due to energy conservation concerns.  =

The

individual hoods are controlled by a sensor that adjusts the amount of

airflow to each hood, based on the height of the sash. At the end of the

day, the sash is closed and the air delivered to the hood(s) is reduced,

thereby saving energy.  The control system I'm familar with adjusts =

quickly

with sash height changes to ensure that the target face velocity is

maintained.  Calibration and maintenance of these systems is more

complicated than one fan/one hood designs and may require course =

instruction

for your HVAC personnel.  Manifold designs are often a hard sell, as

researchers fear losing all their fume hoods if the one fan goes down.

Sometimes, a second (back-up) fan is installed in line in case the =

primary

fan malfunctions.  I believe MIT was one of the first institutions to

install such a design.  Check out the links below.

http://www.phoenixcontrols.com/documents/ubcinnovation.pdf

http://www.usg.edu/ehs/guidelines/fume_design.phtml (click on Appendix =

D)

I'm not sure about tieing in other exhaust systems to the fume hood =

exhaust.

I would imagine that tieing in general room exhaust would present some

balancing challenges.  Manifolded systems are not recommended for

radioisotope and perchloric acid hoods.  I haven't heard of someone =

tieing

in BSCs with a manifolded fume hood design.

Gary Morris

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

From: Stinnett Therese [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU] =

<mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU%5d>

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 10:07 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class IIB cabinets, continued

along the same vein,

we have an engineer designing the HVAC for a new building

4 stories, top 2 to be wet lab space

calling for fume hoods, general lab exhaust and II B2 cabinets to be =

vented

by manifolded lab exhaust system

I have great concerns, because of the potential for fluctuation in the

exhaust velocity with all of these systems tied together.

What do you all think?

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: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU] =

<mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU%5d>

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 8:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

I have a question about Class IIA/B3 cabinets (now called IIA2's). In my

practices, I have always thimble-connected this type of cabinet as =

opposed

to hard-ducting. However, where BMBL discusses Class II BSC's, it =

states:

"Type B cabinets are further sub-typed into types B1, B2, and B3. A

comparison of the design features and applications are presented in =

Figures

2b, 2c, and 2d, respectively. Type B cabinets are HARD-DUCTED to the

building exhaust system and contain negative pressure plena. These

features, plus a face velocity of 100 lfpm, allow work to be done with

toxic chemicals or radionuclides."

CDC's publication "Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

Installation, and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets" published not one =

year

later than BMBL clearly points out the recommendation for thimble

connections of IIB3's and the pros and cons of hard-ducting vs. thimble

connecting.

No one has to re-convince me of the advantages for thimble connecting. =

My

question is why does BMBL put B3's with B1 and B2's and use the term

hard-ducted for B3's implying that is the standard? To make matters more

confusing (for me) Appendix A - Table 1 of BMBL states "hard ducted" for =

B1

and B2 type cabinets and "exhaust air is ducted" for B3 type cabinets.

Argh!

Some insight would be appreciated.

Sincerely,

Erik Talley

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 23 Jan 2003 14:04:00 -0800

Reply-To:     baylon@wsu.edu

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

From:         Chris Baylon <baylon@WSU.EDU>

Subject:      Biosafety officer

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Is there any requirement for qualifications of biosafety officers by NIH,

CDC, etc. or does ASBA have standards for designating them?

Chris Baylon

Industrial Hygienist

Environmental Health and Safety

Washington State University

PO Box 641172

Pullman, WA 99164-1172

509-335-9130

baylon@wsu.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 23 Jan 2003 21:59:12 -0500

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

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

From:         "Thomas J. Shelley" <tjs1@CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      Change in the Cornell MSDS server address

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Dear Colleagues--The Internet address for the Cornell MSDS server has

changed.  The old address,

http://msds.pdc.cornell.edu ,is being phased out.  The new address is

http://msds.ehs.cornell.edu.  The old address should link to the new

address, but please update your Web links at your various sites to

the new address.  Sorry for the multiple postings, but  I am trying

to reach as many folks as possible with this message as our site is

widely used by the Health and Safety Community.  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

****************************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:         Fri, 24 Jan 2003 09:01:45 -0500

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

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

From:         "Finucane, Marcia" <mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Change in the Cornell MSDS server address

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Thanks for the info.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

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

From: Thomas J. Shelley [mailto:tjs1@CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 9:59 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Change in the Cornell MSDS server address

Importance: High

Dear Colleagues--The Internet address for the Cornell MSDS server has

changed.  The old address,

http://msds.pdc.cornell.edu ,is being phased out.  The new address is

http://msds.ehs.cornell.edu.  The old address should link to the new

address, but please update your Web links at your various sites to

the new address.  Sorry for the multiple postings, but  I am trying

to reach as many folks as possible with this message as our site is

widely used by the Health and Safety Community.  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

****************************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:         Fri, 24 Jan 2003 09:12:36 -0500

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

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

From:         Dave Stuart <DStuart@BAKERCO.COM>

Subject:      Re: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Hi Erik,

As you said, CDC says Type B cabinets are hard ducted ...

Type B cabinets have to be hard ducted to pull the exhaust air out of the

cabinet.

The Type B3 was called a "B"3 but always was a Type A (with 100 fpm intake

and plenums under negative pressure to the room) vented to the out doors.

The NSF/ANSI 49 - 2002 has straightened this out.  What was called a Type B3

is now a Type A2 VENTED TO THE OUTDOORS.

The Type A2 MUST be vented to the outdoors to be equivalent to what we used

to know as a Type B3.

The 2002 Standard gives us Class II Types A1, A2, B1 and B2.

Now we can say with clarity that Type B cabinets are hard ducted and Type A

cabinets are canopy (thimble) connected.

I will send you a manuscript of a paper we have drafted that explains the

evolution of NSF Class II terminology.

Hope this helps,

Dave Stuart

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

From: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 10:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Class IIB3 -- hard ducted?

I have a question about Class IIA/B3 cabinets (now called IIA2's). In my

practices, I have always thimble-connected this type of cabinet as opposed

to hard-ducting. However, where BMBL discusses Class II BSC's, it states:

"Type B cabinets are further sub-typed into types B1, B2, and B3. A

comparison of the design features and applications are presented in Figures

2b, 2c, and 2d, respectively. Type B cabinets are HARD-DUCTED to the

building exhaust system and contain negative pressure plena. These

features, plus a face velocity of 100 lfpm, allow work to be done with

toxic chemicals or radionuclides."

CDC's publication "Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,

Installation, and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets" published not one year

later than BMBL clearly points out the recommendation for thimble

connections of IIB3's and the pros and cons of hard-ducting vs. thimble

connecting.

No one has to re-convince me of the advantages for thimble connecting. My

question is why does BMBL put B3's with B1 and B2's and use the term

hard-ducted for B3's implying that is the standard? To make matters more

confusing (for me) Appendix A - Table 1 of BMBL states "hard ducted" for B1

and B2 type cabinets and "exhaust air is ducted" for B3 type cabinets.

Argh!

Some insight would be appreciated.

Sincerely,

Erik Talley

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

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

Date:         Fri, 24 Jan 2003 09:23:41 -0500

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

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

From:         "McNulty, Hilary" <Hilary.McNulty@MPI.COM>

Subject:      Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Good morning - I have a researcher inquiring into using

Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease at our facility.  They are going to be

receiving formalin fixed paraffin embedded tissue on slides which they

will be used to do Immunohistochemistry and a frozen section of human

brain with Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease.  They will be doing Westerns with

the human brain tissue.

CDC-NIH - BMBL say that human prions should be manipulated at a

Biosafety level 2 or 3.  Then, later in the chapter it states "...once

human prions are passaged in mice and mouse PrPSc is produced, these

prions should be considered Biosafety level 2 prions, even though the

human prions are Biosafety level 3 under most experiment conditions."

Under which Biosafety level do your facilities handle CDJ?  If anyone

has a procedure that I could look at, I would appreciate that as well.

Thanks for your help with this.

Hilary McNulty

Senior Manager, EH&S

Millennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

35 Lansdowne Street

Cambridge, MA  02139

617-444-1368

fax 617-839-3344

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

Date:         Fri, 24 Jan 2003 09:47:50 -0500

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

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

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Select Agent Security Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2C3B7.913F9550"

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_01C2C3B7.913F9550

Content-Type: text/plain

Dear Biosafety Listserve,

I have a couple interpretation questions for you. I have a message into the

CDC for their interpretation as well.

I have a BSL-2 lab using a select agent. Can that lab be used by individuals

who will not be performing select agent research (i.e. general microbiology)

if:

1. The agent is locked,

2. Research is not being conducted with the agent, and

3. The individuals are escorted into the lab by someone who has approval to

use the agent. (Question: Does the person escorting them have to stay???)

According to 42 CFR Part 73.8:

For access to the area where select agents are used or stored:

a. The name of each individual who has accessed the area;

b. The date and time the individual entered the area;

c. The date and time the individual left the area; and

d. For individuals not approved under 42 CFR Part 73.8, the individual

approved under 42 CFR Part 73.8 who accompanied the unapproved individual

into the area.

Many thanks to this very knowledgeable group!

--

David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

Durham, NH  03824

Telephone #: 603-862-0197

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2C3B7.913F9550

Content-Type: text/html

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 3.2//EN">

New">Dear Biosafety Listserve,

I = have a = FACE "Courier New"> for you. I have a message into the CDC for 

their = interpretation as well.

I = SIZE 2 FACE "Courier New">Can that lab be used by individuals who = 

COLOR "#000000" SIZE 2 FACE "Courier New">(i.e. general = New">if:

FACE "Courier New">,

COLOR "#000000" SIZE 2 FACE "Courier New">, and

COLOR "#000000" SIZE 2 FACE "Courier New"> by someone who has = 

FACE "Courier New">. (Question: Does the person escorting = COLOR "#000000" 

SIZE 2 FACE "Courier New">have to = stay???)

SIZE 2 FACE "Courier New">: 

FACE "Courier New">or access to the area where select agents are used = or 

stored:

New">a. The name of each individual who has accessed the = area;

New">b. The date and time the individual entered the = area;

New">c. The date and time the individual left the area; = and

New">d. For individuals not approved under 42 CFR Part 73.8, the = SIZE 2 

FACE "Courier New">approved under 42 CFR Part 73.8 who = COLOR "#000000" 

SIZE 2 FACE "Courier New">individual into the = area.

New">Many thanks to this very knowledgeable group!

New">--

New">David R. Gillum

New">Laboratory Safety Officer

New">Environmental Health and Safety

New">11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

New">Durham, NH  03824

New">Telephone #: 603-862-0197

New">Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2C3B7.913F9550--

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

Date:         Fri, 24 Jan 2003 09:00:11 -0600

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

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

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Select Agent Security Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2C3B9.4ACED430"

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_01C2C3B9.4ACED430

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Here's my take.  Yes, the researcher could go into the area to work on a non

select agent if they go through the background security check.  If they

don't go through the security check then whoever escorted them would have to

stay until they were done.

Regardless the agent would have to be locked up because they have no valid

reason for having access to the select agent.

Now, would I allow this?  Probably not.  One of the main reasons for the new

regulations is security.  The more people you have accessing the area where

select agents are stored and used (even if the freezer is locked) the

greater chance for a security breach.  The non select agent researcher does

not have a valid reason for being in there and other space can always be

found.

Just my two cents.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

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

From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Friday, January 24, 2003 8:48 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Select Agent Security Question

Dear Biosafety Listserve,

I have a couple interpretation questions for you. I have a message into the

CDC for their interpretation as well.

I have a BSL-2 lab using a select agent. Can that lab be used by individuals

who will not be performing select agent research (i.e. general microbiology)

if:

1. The agent is locked,

2. Research is not being conducted with the agent, and

3. The individuals are escorted into the lab by someone who has approval to

use the agent. (Question: Does the person escorting them have to stay???)

According to 42 CFR Part 73.8:

For access to the area where select agents are used or stored:

a. The name of each individual who has accessed the area;

b. The date and time the individual entered the area;

c. The date and time the individual left the area; and

d. For individuals not approved under 42 CFR Part 73.8, the individual

approved under 42 CFR Part 73.8 who accompanied the unapproved individual

into the area.

BM__MailAutoSig

Many thanks to this very knowledgeable group!

--

David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

Durham, NH  03824

Telephone #: 603-862-0197

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2C3B9.4ACED430

Content-Type: text/html;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 4.0 Transitional//EN">

Here's my take.  Yes, the researcher could go into the area to work on a non 

select agent if they go through the background security check.  If they don't go 

through the security check then whoever escorted them would have to stay until 

they were done.  

size=2>Regardless the agent would have to be locked up because they have no 

valid reason for having access to the select agent.

size=2> 

Now, would I allow this?  Probably not.  One of the main reasons for the new 

regulations is security.  The more people you have accessing the area where 

select agents are stored and used (even if the freezer is locked) the greater 

chance for a security breach.  The non select agent researcher does not have a 

valid reason for being in there and other space can always be found.

size=2> 

Just my two cents.

size=2> 

size=2>Eric

size=2> 

face=Arial size=2>KU-EHS Dept. 

(785) 864-2857 face=Arial size=2>jeppesen@ku.edu 

  size=2>-----Original Message-----

  From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU]

  Sent: Friday, January 24, 2003 8:48 AM

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Subject: Select Agent Security Question

  Dear Biosafety Listserve,

  I have color=#000000 size=2> for you. I have a message into the CDC for their 

  interpretation as well.

  I have a BSL-2 lab using a select agent. Can that lab be used by individuals 

  who will not be performing select agent research (i.e. general size=2>if:

  1. The agent is locked,

  2. Research is not size=2>, and

  3. The individuals are escorted into the lab color=#000000 size=2>have to 

  stay???)

  According to 42 CFR Part 73.8: 

  size=2>For access to the area where select agents are used or stored:

  a. The name of each individual who has accessed the area;

  b. The date and time the individual entered the area;

  c. The date and time the individual left the area; and

  d. For individuals not approved under 42 CFR Part 73.8, the size=2>approved 

  under 42 CFR Part 73.8 who accompanied the size=2>individual into the area.

  Many thanks to this very knowledgeable group!

  --

  David R. Gillum

  Laboratory Safety Officer

  Environmental Health and Safety

  11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

  Durham, NH  03824

  Telephone #: 603-862-0197

  Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2C3B9.4ACED430--
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Subject:      Re: Select Agent Security Question
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Select Agent Security QuestionThis is an excellent question for the =

HHS/CDC. The email address is lrsat@cdc.gov, and they generally provide =

quick responses.

Mike Durham

LSU

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

  From: A Biosafety Discussion List

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Friday, January 24, 2003 8:47 AM

  Subject: Select Agent Security Question

  Dear Biosafety Listserve,

  I have a couple interpretation questions for you. I have a message =

into the CDC for their interpretation as well.

  I have a BSL-2 lab using a select agent. Can that lab be used by =

individuals who will not be performing select agent research (i.e. =

general microbiology) if:

  1. The agent is locked,

  2. Research is not being conducted with the agent, and

  3. The individuals are escorted into the lab by someone who has =

approval to use the agent. (Question: Does the person escorting them =

have to stay???)

  According to 42 CFR Part 73.8:

  For access to the area where select agents are used or stored:

  a. The name of each individual who has accessed the area;

  b. The date and time the individual entered the area;

  c. The date and time the individual left the area; and

  d. For individuals not approved under 42 CFR Part 73.8, the individual =

approved under 42 CFR Part 73.8 who accompanied the unapproved =

individual into the area.

  Many thanks to this very knowledgeable group!

  --

  David R. Gillum

  Laboratory Safety Officer

  Environmental Health and Safety

  11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

  Durham, NH  03824

  Telephone #: 603-862-0197

  Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

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

Date:         Fri, 24 Jan 2003 10:20:37 -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: Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease

In-Reply-To:  <1170D393454F5847A05D66E3F39B2091147B0B@US-VS1.corp.mpi.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Hi Hilary,

Contact Professor Pierre-Luigi Gambetti pxg13@po.cwru.edu for specifics.

BSL2 and 2.5.  The BSL is upped when aerosol production is considered

likely.  My people tell me that this disease is not transmissible, it is

inherited.  HOWERVER,  they also tell me that they are not sure.

THEREFORE,  They normaly use full body protection.  We even developed a

procedure with them for storing and removing specimens from freezers.

Remember formilain presence does not garrantee that the cjd is no longer

viable.  Frozen sections are definitly a risk.

Bob

>Good morning - I have a researcher inquiring into using

>Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease at our facility.  They are going to be

>receiving formalin fixed paraffin embedded tissue on slides which they

>will be used to do Immunohistochemistry and a frozen section of human

>brain with Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease.  They will be doing Westerns with

>the human brain tissue.

>

>CDC-NIH - BMBL say that human prions should be manipulated at a

>Biosafety level 2 or 3.  Then, later in the chapter it states "...once

>human prions are passaged in mice and mouse PrPSc is produced, these

>prions should be considered Biosafety level 2 prions, even though the

>human prions are Biosafety level 3 under most experiment conditions."

>

>Under which Biosafety level do your facilities handle CDJ?  If anyone

>has a procedure that I could look at, I would appreciate that as well.

>

>Thanks for your help with this.

>

>Hilary McNulty

>Senior Manager, EH&S

>Millennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

>35 Lansdowne Street

>Cambridge, MA  02139

>617-444-1368

>fax 617-839-3344

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________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:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Select Agent Security Question

In-Reply-To:  <4F44C51ED1C9D311B761009027DC72181187B3BA@exch1.unh.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
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David,

Thanks for asking this question.. we are also grappling with this - how

exactly do we define 'area'?  Obviously the direct storage facility

(fridge, freezer etc) needs to have escorted 'access' but what about the

lab space surrounding it? If the agent is out and in use then whole lab

becomes the 'area', but if the agent is not in use, is a lock on the fridge

enough? Do we need to re-key the room off the building master  and define

that as the 'access controlled area'?

I'm advocating the latter in our case as the lab is low traffic and

escorting the few people who need to be in would inflict only a small

amount of hassle. My take would also be that, whatever you define as the

'area', unauthorized people should be escorted at all times while in that

area (toxin quantities may be easier to inventory but for replicating

organisms how can you be sure no one dipped a toothpick in your plates or

freeze downs while you were out of the room?)

Would love to know what CDC has to say when you get a response.

To add a question..

I have drafted up some area sign in/out forms covering part 73.8 below and

also some toxin inventory forms, but can anyone suggest a reasonable

(meaningful?) way to inventory replicating agents?

Kath

At 09:47 AM 1/24/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Dear Biosafety Listserve,

>

>I have a couple interpretation questions for you. I have a message into

>the CDC for their interpretation as well.

>

>I have a BSL-2 lab using a select agent. Can that lab be used by

>individuals who will not be performing select agent research (i.e. general

>microbiology) if:

>

>1. The agent is locked,

>

>2. Research is not being conducted with the agent, and

>

>3. The individuals are escorted into the lab by someone who has approval

>to use the agent. (Question: Does the person escorting them have to stay???)

>

>According to 42 CFR Part 73.8:

>

>For access to the area where select agents are used or stored:

>

>a. The name of each individual who has accessed the area;

>

>b. The date and time the individual entered the area;

>

>c. The date and time the individual left the area; and

>

>d. For individuals not approved under 42 CFR Part 73.8, the individual

>approved under 42 CFR Part 73.8 who accompanied the unapproved individual

>into the area.

>

>Many thanks to this very knowledgeable group!

>

>--

>

>David R. Gillum

>

>Laboratory Safety Officer

>

>Environmental Health and Safety

>

>11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

>

>Durham, NH  03824

>

>Telephone #: 603-862-0197

>

>Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

--=====================_1558859953==_.ALT

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

David,

Thanks for asking this question.. we are also grappling with this - how exactly 

do we define 'area'?  Obviously the direct storage facility (fridge, freezer 

etc) needs to have escorted 'access' but what about the lab space surrounding 

it? If the agent is out and in use then whole lab becomes the 'area', but if the 

agent is not in use, is a lock on the fridge enough? Do we need to re-key the 

room off the building master  and define that as the 'access controlled area'? 

I'm advocating the latter in our case as the lab is low traffic and escorting 

the few people who need to be in would inflict only a small amount of hassle. My 

take would also be that, whatever you define as the 'area', unauthorized people 

should be escorted at all times while in that area (toxin quantities may be 

easier to inventory but for replicating organisms how can you be sure no one 

dipped a toothpick in your plates or freeze downs while you were out of the 

room?) 

Would love to know what CDC has to say when you get a response.

To add a question..

I have drafted up some area sign in/out forms covering part 73.8 below and also 

some toxin inventory forms, but can anyone suggest a reasonable (meaningful?) 

way to inventory replicating agents? 

Kath

At 09:47 AM 1/24/2003 -0500, you wrote:

  Dear Biosafety Listserve,

  I have a couple interpretation questions for you. I have a message into the 

  CDC for their interpretation as well.

  I have a BSL-2 lab using a select agent. Can that lab be used by individuals 

  who will not be performing select agent research (i.e. general microbiology) 

  if:

  1. The agent is locked,

  2. Research is not being conducted with the agent, and

  3. The individuals are escorted into the lab by someone who has approval to 

  use the agent. (Question: Does the person escorting them have to stay???)

  According to 42 CFR Part 73.8: 

  For access to the area where select agents are used or stored:

  a. The name of each individual who has accessed the area;

  b. The date and time the individual entered the area;

  c. The date and time the individual left the area; and

  d. For individuals not approved under 42 CFR Part 73.8, the individual 

  approved under 42 CFR Part 73.8 who accompanied the unapproved individual into 

  the area.

  Many thanks to this very knowledgeable group!

  --

  David R. Gillum

  Laboratory Safety Officer

  Environmental Health and Safety

  11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

  Durham, NH  03824

  Telephone #: 603-862-0197

  Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

--=====================_1558859953==_.ALT--
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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:      Select Agent Registration/Security Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2C3BE.99FE7D30"

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_01C2C3BE.99FE7D30

Content-Type: text/plain;

 charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Several days ago, I addressed the following to LRST. I have not had a

response as yet.

42 CFR Part 73 Sec. 73.6 paragraph (b) states that unless the HHS Secretary

issues an order to an entity making specific provision of this part

applicable to protect the public health and safety, products that are, bear,

or contain listed select agents or toxins that are cleared, approved,

licensed, or registered under any of the following laws are exempt from the

provisions of the part 73 regulations insofar as their use is only for the

approved purposes and meets the requirements of such laws: (1) The Federal

Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 301 et seq.); (2) Section 351 of the

Public Health Service Act pertaining to biological products (42 U.S.C. 262);

(3) The Act commonly known as the Virus-Serum-Toxin Act (21 U.S.C. 151-159);

or (4) The Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (7 U.S.C. 136

et seq.). This exemption is mandated by the Act (42 U.S.C. 262a (g)(2)).

Does this exemption apply to seed stocks of viruses or bacteria used to

produce USDA approved vaccine products or must the seed stocks be registered

in accordance with section 73.7?

If you know, please respond off line ASAP.

Dan Liberman

(203) 798-4081

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2C3BE.99FE7D30

Content-Type: text/html;

 charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 4.0 Transitional//EN">

size=2>Several days ago, I addressed the following to LRST. I have not had a 

response as yet.

42 CFR Part 73 Sec. 73.6 paragraph (b) states that unless the HHS Secretary 

issues an order to an entity making specific provision of this part applicable 

to protect the public health and safety, products that are, bear, or contain 

listed select agents or toxins that are cleared, approved, licensed, or 

registered under any of the following laws are exempt from the provisions of the 

part 73 regulations insofar as their use is only for the approved purposes and 

meets the requirements of such laws: (1) The Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 

Act (21 U.S.C. 301 et seq.); (2) Section 351 of the Public Health Service Act 

pertaining to biological products (42 U.S.C. 262); (3) The Act commonly known as 

the Virus-Serum-Toxin Act (21 U.S.C. 151-159); or (4) The Federal Insecticide, 

Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (7 U.S.C. 136 et seq.). This exemption is 

mandated by the Act (42 U.S.C. 262a (g)(2)). 

Does this exemption apply to seed stocks of viruses or bacteria used to produce 

USDA approved vaccine products or must the seed stocks be registered in 

accordance with section 73.7? 

If you know, please respond off line ASAP.  

size=2> 

Dan Liberman

(203) 798-4081

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2C3BE.99FE7D30--
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

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

From:         "McNulty, Hilary" <Hilary.McNulty@MPI.COM>

Subject:      Re: Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Bob - Thanks for your thoughts and I will contact Professor Pierre-Luigi

as you suggested.  Hilary

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

>From: Robert N. Latsch [mailto:rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU]

>Sent: Friday, January 24, 2003 10:21 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease

>

>Hi Hilary,

>

>Contact Professor Pierre-Luigi Gambetti pxg13@po.cwru.edu for

specifics.

>BSL2 and 2.5.  The BSL is upped when aerosol production is considered

>likely.  My people tell me that this disease is not transmissible, it

is

>inherited.  HOWERVER,  they also tell me that they are not sure.

>THEREFORE,  They normaly use full body protection.  We even developed a

>procedure with them for storing and removing specimens from freezers.

>

>Remember formilain presence does not garrantee that the cjd is no

longer

>viable.  Frozen sections are definitly a risk.

>

>Bob

>

>>Good morning - I have a researcher inquiring into using

>>Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease at our facility.  They are going to be

>>receiving formalin fixed paraffin embedded tissue on slides which they

>>will be used to do Immunohistochemistry and a frozen section of human

>>brain with Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease.  They will be doing Westerns

with

>>the human brain tissue.

>>

>>CDC-NIH - BMBL say that human prions should be manipulated at a

>>Biosafety level 2 or 3.  Then, later in the chapter it states "...once

>>human prions are passaged in mice and mouse PrPSc is produced, these

>>prions should be considered Biosafety level 2 prions, even though the

>>human prions are Biosafety level 3 under most experiment conditions."

>>

>>Under which Biosafety level do your facilities handle CDJ?  If anyone

>>has a procedure that I could look at, I would appreciate that as well.

>>

>>Thanks for your help with this.

>>

>>Hilary McNulty

>>Senior Manager, EH&S

>>Millennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

>>35 Lansdowne Street

>>Cambridge, MA  02139

>>617-444-1368

>>fax 617-839-3344

>

>

>

>_____________________________________________________________________

>__      /

>_____________________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:         "Funk, Glenn" <funkg@MEDIMMUNE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Hilary -

Human prions should be handled at BSL3.  Human prions that have been

passaged in animals, usually hamsters, and become "chimaeric", showing

hamster pathogenicity but retaining the human PrP conformation (and

presumably human pathogenicity) should also be handled at BSL3.  Also,

because of the likelihood that nvCJD was derived from more recent strains of

BSE, all BSE prions should be handled at BSL3.  Strictly animal prions (and

there are many) are OK at BSL2.  Although prion transmission by any means

other than oral or iatrogenic has not been conclusively demonstrated, prions

should be treated as infectious by all routes because of the difficulties of

proving the null hypothesis (how many times do you have to observe something

NOT happening before you can say with certainty it WON'T happen?).

Note that standard histologic formalin fixation has very little effect on

prion infectivity.  Section VII-D of the BMBL offers sound guidelines for

preparation and handling of autopsy material from CJD patients, and Chapter

33 of the Fifth Edition of Seymour Block's tome on Disinfection,

Sterilization and Preservation offers good advice on prion disinfection

procedures.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environment, Health and Safety

MedImmune Vaccines, Inc.

408-845-8847

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

From: McNulty, Hilary [mailto:Hilary.McNulty@MPI.COM]

Sent: Friday, January 24, 2003 6:24 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease

Good morning - I have a researcher inquiring into using

Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease at our facility.  They are going to be

receiving formalin fixed paraffin embedded tissue on slides which they

will be used to do Immunohistochemistry and a frozen section of human

brain with Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease.  They will be doing Westerns with

the human brain tissue.

CDC-NIH - BMBL say that human prions should be manipulated at a

Biosafety level 2 or 3.  Then, later in the chapter it states "...once

human prions are passaged in mice and mouse PrPSc is produced, these

prions should be considered Biosafety level 2 prions, even though the

human prions are Biosafety level 3 under most experiment conditions."

Under which Biosafety level do your facilities handle CDJ?  If anyone

has a procedure that I could look at, I would appreciate that as well.

Thanks for your help with this.

Hilary McNulty

Senior Manager, EH&S

Millennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

35 Lansdowne Street

Cambridge, MA  02139

617-444-1368

fax 617-839-3344
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From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Select Agent Security Question

MIME-Version: 1.0
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I will supply the listserve with any response from the CDC. And Kath, thanks

for the additional questions regarding replicating agents. It seems we are

in the same boat.

-D

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

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Friday, January 24, 2003 10:37 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Select Agent Security Question

David,

Thanks for asking this question.. we are also grappling with this - how

exactly do we define 'area'?  Obviously the direct storage facility (fridge,

freezer etc) needs to have escorted 'access' but what about the lab space

surrounding it? If the agent is out and in use then whole lab becomes the

'area', but if the agent is not in use, is a lock on the fridge enough? Do

we need to re-key the room off the building master  and define that as the

'access controlled area'?

I'm advocating the latter in our case as the lab is low traffic and

escorting the few people who need to be in would inflict only a small amount

of hassle. My take would also be that, whatever you define as the 'area',

unauthorized people should be escorted at all times while in that area

(toxin quantities may be easier to inventory but for replicating organisms

how can you be sure no one dipped a toothpick in your plates or freeze downs

while you were out of the room?)

Would love to know what CDC has to say when you get a response.

To add a question..

I have drafted up some area sign in/out forms covering part 73.8 below and

also some toxin inventory forms, but can anyone suggest a reasonable

(meaningful?) way to inventory replicating agents?

Kath

At 09:47 AM 1/24/2003 -0500, you wrote:

Dear Biosafety Listserve,

I have a couple interpretation questions for you. I have a message into the

CDC for their interpretation as well.

I have a BSL-2 lab using a select agent. Can that lab be used by individuals

who will not be performing select agent research (i.e. general microbiology)

if:

1. The agent is locked,

2. Research is not being conducted with the agent, and

3. The individuals are escorted into the lab by someone who has approval to

use the agent. (Question: Does the person escorting them have to stay???)

According to 42 CFR Part 73.8:

For access to the area where select agents are used or stored:

a. The name of each individual who has accessed the area;

b. The date and time the individual entered the area;

c. The date and time the individual left the area; and

d. For individuals not approved under 42 CFR Part 73.8, the individual

approved under 42 CFR Part 73.8 who accompanied the unapproved individual

into the area.

Many thanks to this very knowledgeable group!

--

David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

Durham, NH  03824

Telephone #: 603-862-0197

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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Subject:      What does "Interim Final" really mean

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Just so you all know, I also posted a question a few days ago to the

list about whether the list of agents is final, or whether the

definition of genetic elements, recombinant nucleic acids and

recombinant organisms could possibly change and I didn't get any

responses either (the question may have never posted).  BUT, in the

absence of responses I called the CDC hotline and asked them.

Guess what folks, these aren't final either.  Yes, there is a

possibility that both the list and the definition could change.  We were

going to resurvey all our labs for current possession conditions, but if

we do, we might have to start all over again should the list change.

So I guess we'll all have to take a wait and see approach. 

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

University Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73120

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606
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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:      Re: What does "Interim Final" really mean
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>Guess what folks, these aren't final either.  Yes, there is a

>possibility that both the list and the definition could change.  We were

>going to resurvey all our labs for current possession conditions, but if

>we do, we might have to start all over again should the list change.

>So I guess we'll all have to take a wait and see approach.

IIRC, the CDC and APHIS are charged with evaluating their lists every

6 months, and updating as necessary. I suspect it'll be a few years

before we see a truly stable list. And don't forget the a bill

regulating chemicals that was proposed.

This is exactly why I've been bugging my Administration for some

support for a complete HazMat inventory and system to keep it

current; I don't wanna re-survey every six months (don't have the

staff to do it for one thing).

--

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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Robin,

What proposed regulation are you referring to ("And don't forget that a

bill regulating chemicals that was proposed")?  I need all the info I

can get my hands on to convince a few folks that they need to consider

what they buy, before they buy it....(where/how are you gonna use

it?store it? secure it?  etc. etc .)

Thanks

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786

>>> wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU 01/24/03 11:28AM >>>

>Guess what folks, these aren't final either.  Yes, there is a

>possibility that both the list and the definition could change.  We

were

>going to resurvey all our labs for current possession conditions, but

if

>we do, we might have to start all over again should the list change.

>So I guess we'll all have to take a wait and see approach.

IIRC, the CDC and APHIS are charged with evaluating their lists every

6 months, and updating as necessary. I suspect it'll be a few years

before we see a truly stable list. And don't forget the a bill

regulating chemicals that was proposed.

This is exactly why I've been bugging my Administration for some

support for a complete HazMat inventory and system to keep it

current; I don't wanna re-survey every six months (don't have the

staff to do it for one thing).

--

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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Robin,

What proposed regulation are you referring to ("And don't forget that a bill 

regulating chemicals that was proposed")?  I need all the info I can get my 

hands on to convince a few folks that they need to consider what they buy, 

before they buy it....(where/how are you gonna use it?store it? secure it?  etc. 

etc .)

Thanks

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786

>>> wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU 01/24/03 11:28AM >>>

>Guess what folks, these aren't final either.  Yes, there is a

>possibility that both the list and the definition could change.  We were

>going to resurvey all our labs for current possession conditions, but if

>we do, we might have to start all over again should the list change.

>So I guess we'll all have to take a wait and see approach.

IIRC, the CDC and APHIS are charged with evaluating their lists every

6 months, and updating as necessary. I suspect it'll be a few years

before we see a truly stable list. And don't forget the a bill

regulating chemicals that was proposed.

This is exactly why I've been bugging my Administration for some

support for a complete HazMat inventory and system to keep it

current; I don't wanna re-survey every six months (don't have the

staff to do it for one thing).

--

Robin

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

W. Robert Newberry, IV CIH, CHMM

Chief Environmental Health and Safety Officer

Clemson University

wnewber@clemson.edu  href="http://ehs.clemson.edu/">http://ehs.clemson.edu/

--=_82DD808F.67069A41--
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Several years ago I bought a GSA Class 5 Safe for storage of DEA

Schedule 1 agents, and am thinking about the same for SA storage.

I've forgotten where I bought the darn thing - any one know of a

supplier for a GSA Class 5 safe (or better)?

--

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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We have a well established blood donation program that provides an

essential resource for many of our in-house research programs. Our

institutional policy dictates that potential blood donors must first be

screened for HIV, HBV and HCV (and test negative) before they are

considered an acceptable candidate for blood donation. Regulatory/legal

concerns have been addressed. The primary intent of the screening process

is to reduce the occupational risk of infection for our staff.

A newly appointed senior executive has expressed his opposition to the

policy--rather adamantly. His position is that, by screening blood, we are

actually increasing the risk of infection for our staff. He suggests that

staff who are aware that blood is screened are less likely to take the same

level of precautions than they would if they felt the blood was not

screened. He reports that a publication on this subject supports his

position, but has yet to produce the study. Accordingly, he would like to

eliminate the screening program. Financial considerations are not an issue.

We presented the topic at our recent laboratory safety committee

meeting---let slip the dogs of war. There was strong opposition to change.

Key points in support of the screening program were as follows:

1) We do not internally advertise that donors are screened.

2) Screening does not alter any of the requirements for universal

precautions

3) Screening eliminates "known positives" and thus decreases risk of

infection from incidents.

4) Because donors are compensated, eliminating the screening process would

ultimately attract far more infected donors who cannot donate elsewhere.

We're in an urban environment.

Our new executive has clearly demonstrated his competency in, and

commitment to safety. So before we dismiss his suggestion entirely, I

agreed to solicit opinions from the biosafety community. Also, is anyone

aware of a publication where this behavioral risk assessment has been

explored?

Thanks,

Tom

***********************************

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

www.wistar.upenn.edu
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Maybe one could argue you would increase your risk for blood exposure

incidents, but have less chances for conversions?

Just a thought.

Rick Scott

Biological Safety Officer

Biological Safety Cabinet Field Certifier

East Carolina University

Greenville, NC

27858

scottwi@mail.ecu.edu

> ----------

> From:         R. Thomas Leonard

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Saturday, January 25, 2003 1:05 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Blood Screening: Safe or Sorry?

>

> We have a well established blood donation program that provides an

> essential resource for many of our in-house research programs. Our

> institutional policy dictates that potential blood donors must first be

> screened for HIV, HBV and HCV (and test negative) before they are

> considered an acceptable candidate for blood donation. Regulatory/legal

> concerns have been addressed. The primary intent of the screening process

> is to reduce the occupational risk of infection for our staff.

>

> A newly appointed senior executive has expressed his opposition to the

> policy--rather adamantly. His position is that, by screening blood, we are

> actually increasing the risk of infection for our staff. He suggests that

> staff who are aware that blood is screened are less likely to take the

> same

> level of precautions than they would if they felt the blood was not

> screened. He reports that a publication on this subject supports his

> position, but has yet to produce the study. Accordingly, he would like to

> eliminate the screening program. Financial considerations are not an

> issue.

>

> We presented the topic at our recent laboratory safety committee

> meeting---let slip the dogs of war. There was strong opposition to change.

> Key points in support of the screening program were as follows:

> 1) We do not internally advertise that donors are screened.

> 2) Screening does not alter any of the requirements for universal

> precautions

> 3) Screening eliminates "known positives" and thus decreases risk of

> infection from incidents.

> 4) Because donors are compensated, eliminating the screening process would

> ultimately attract far more infected donors who cannot donate elsewhere.

> We're in an urban environment.

>

> Our new executive has clearly demonstrated his competency in, and

> commitment to safety. So before we dismiss his suggestion entirely, I

> agreed to solicit opinions from the biosafety community. Also, is anyone

> aware of a publication where this behavioral risk assessment has been

> explored?

>

> Thanks,

> Tom

>

>

>

>

> ***********************************

> 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

> www.wistar.upenn.edu

>

>
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Kathryn,

An initial inventory approach is to count the number of vials of master =

bank and seed stock for each agent (common in the pharmaceutical =

industry, but not academe). If new stocks are being prepared, it is easy =

to label the vials with unique (bar code, sequential number, etc) labels =

before they are filled and frozen. An adjunct to this would appear to be =

some tamper-evident seal on the vial(s), box, rack, or freezer in which =

the viable agents were stored. This is relatively easy for materials in =

storage, but work in progress (flasks, agar plates, tissue culture, =

etc.) appears to require reliance on other security procedures. =

Restricted access, background checks, etc. in the regulations address =

those concerns.

Michael Betlach

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 274-1181, Ext. 1270

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

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Friday, January 24, 2003 9:37 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Select Agent Security Question

David,

Thanks for asking this question.. we are also grappling with this - how =

exactly do we define 'area'?  Obviously the direct storage facility =

(fridge, freezer etc) needs to have escorted 'access' but what about the =

lab space surrounding it? If the agent is out and in use then whole lab =

becomes the 'area', but if the agent is not in use, is a lock on the =

fridge enough? Do we need to re-key the room off the building master  =

and define that as the 'access controlled area'?

I'm advocating the latter in our case as the lab is low traffic and =

escorting the few people who need to be in would inflict only a small =

amount of hassle. My take would also be that, whatever you define as the =

'area', unauthorized people should be escorted at all times while in =

that area (toxin quantities may be easier to inventory but for =

replicating organisms how can you be sure no one dipped a toothpick in =

your plates or freeze downs while you were out of the room?)

Would love to know what CDC has to say when you get a response.

To add a question..

I have drafted up some area sign in/out forms covering part 73.8 below =

and also some toxin inventory forms, but can anyone suggest a reasonable =

(meaningful?) way to inventory replicating agents?

Kath

At 09:47 AM 1/24/2003 -0500, you wrote:

Dear Biosafety Listserve,

I have a couple interpretation questions for you. I have a message into =

the CDC for their interpretation as well.

I have a BSL-2 lab using a select agent. Can that lab be used by =

individuals who will not be performing select agent research (i.e. =

general microbiology) if:

1. The agent is locked,

2. Research is not being conducted with the agent, and

3. The individuals are escorted into the lab by someone who has approval =

to use the agent. (Question: Does the person escorting them have to =

stay???)

According to 42 CFR Part 73.8:

For access to the area where select agents are used or stored:

a. The name of each individual who has accessed the area;

b. The date and time the individual entered the area;

c. The date and time the individual left the area; and

d. For individuals not approved under 42 CFR Part 73.8, the individual =

approved under 42 CFR Part 73.8 who accompanied the unapproved =

individual into the area.

Many thanks to this very knowledgeable group!

--

David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

Durham, NH  03824

Telephone #: 603-862-0197

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu
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pharmaceutical industry, but = not academe). If new stocks are being 

prepared, it is easy to label the = vials with unique (bar code, sequential 

number, etc) labels before they are = filled and frozen. An adjunct to this 

would appear to be some tamper-evident seal = on the vial(s), box, rack, or 

freezer in which the viable agents were stored. = This is relatively easy for 

materials in storage, but work in progress (flasks, = agar plates, tissue 

culture, etc.) appears to require reliance on other = security procedures. 

Restricted access, background checks, etc. in the = regulations address those 

concerns.
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  From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

  Sent: Friday, = January 24, 2003 9:37 AM

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Subject: = Re: Select Agent Security = Question

  David,

  Thanks for asking this question.. we are also grappling with this - how 

  exactly = do we define 'area'?  Obviously the direct storage facility 

  (fridge, = freezer etc) needs to have escorted 'access' but what about the 

  lab space = surrounding it? If the agent is out and in use then whole lab 
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  area (toxin quantities may be easier to inventory but for replicating 

  organisms how can you be sure no one dipped a toothpick in your plates = or 

  freeze downs while you were out of the room?) 

  Would love to = know what CDC has to say when you get a response.

  To add a = question..

  I have drafted up some area sign in/out forms covering part 73.8 below and 

  = also some toxin inventory forms, but can anyone suggest a reasonable = 

  (meaningful?) way to inventory replicating agents? 

  Kath
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**********************************************

Kathryn = Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological = Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) = 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: = kathrynharris@northwestern.edu
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>Robin,

>What proposed regulation are you referring to ("And don't forget

>that a bill regulating chemicals that was proposed")?  I need all

>the info I can get my hands on to convince a few folks that they

>need to consider what they buy, before they buy it....(where/how are

>you gonna use it?store it? secure it?  etc. etc .)

There was a bill floated in the U.S. Congress last year (the House,

IIRC) which was the chemical equivalent to the Select Agent rags. It

hadn't gotten too far when Congress adjourned. I haven't checked

recently to see if it was re-introduced.

--

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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Hello, Tom:

I have appreciated greatly the service that you and the EHS folks =

perform by allowing us access to the site. Thanks again!

Phil Hauck, Mt. Sinai School of Medicine (and formerly, Cornell Univ. =

Medical College)

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

From: Thomas J. Shelley [mailto:tjs1@CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 9:59 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Change in the Cornell MSDS server address

Importance: High

Dear Colleagues--The Internet address for the Cornell MSDS server has

changed.  The old address,

http://msds.pdc.cornell.edu ,is being phased out.  The new address is

http://msds.ehs.cornell.edu.  The old address should link to the new

address, but please update your Web links at your various sites to

the new address.  Sorry for the multiple postings, but  I am trying

to reach as many folks as possible with this message as our site is

widely used by the Health and Safety Community.  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

****************************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.
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Tom -

Often, such internal blood donor programs, wherein the donations are used to

support research and development, are approved by both IRC and IBC.  Isn't

this level of approval adequate to convince him of the safety of the donor

program?

-- Glenn

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

From: R. Thomas Leonard [mailto:tleonard@MAIL.WISTAR.UPENN.EDU]

Sent: Friday, January 24, 2003 9:05 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Blood Screening: Safe or Sorry?

We have a well established blood donation program that provides an

essential resource for many of our in-house research programs. Our

institutional policy dictates that potential blood donors must first be

screened for HIV, HBV and HCV (and test negative) before they are

considered an acceptable candidate for blood donation. Regulatory/legal

concerns have been addressed. The primary intent of the screening process

is to reduce the occupational risk of infection for our staff.

A newly appointed senior executive has expressed his opposition to the

policy--rather adamantly. His position is that, by screening blood, we are

actually increasing the risk of infection for our staff. He suggests that

staff who are aware that blood is screened are less likely to take the same

level of precautions than they would if they felt the blood was not

screened. He reports that a publication on this subject supports his

position, but has yet to produce the study. Accordingly, he would like to

eliminate the screening program. Financial considerations are not an issue.

We presented the topic at our recent laboratory safety committee

meeting---let slip the dogs of war. There was strong opposition to change.

Key points in support of the screening program were as follows:

1) We do not internally advertise that donors are screened.

2) Screening does not alter any of the requirements for universal

precautions

3) Screening eliminates "known positives" and thus decreases risk of

infection from incidents.

4) Because donors are compensated, eliminating the screening process would

ultimately attract far more infected donors who cannot donate elsewhere.

We're in an urban environment.

Our new executive has clearly demonstrated his competency in, and

commitment to safety. So before we dismiss his suggestion entirely, I

agreed to solicit opinions from the biosafety community. Also, is anyone

aware of a publication where this behavioral risk assessment has been

explored?

Thanks,

Tom

***********************************

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

www.wistar.upenn.edu
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Tom:  I agree with the Exec.  Key reason:  All human blood should be

handled as potentially contaminated  [per UPs and OSHA Standard].

 Thus, all staff should be so trained and managed.  If you are testing

to eliminate HIV, and Hepatitis viruses for internal experimental

purposes [don't want such samples for experimental reasons]related to

using the blood for your purposes test it, Code it and don't use it for

the work and follow state/local laws for notifying the donor that they

need retesting due to a researchers accidental exposure incident through

required procedures.  If it doesn't matter experimentally,  blind the

source of the samples to all but medical staff for confidential reasons

using a key code known to only medical personnel.  If a staff member

gets exposed to a given sample, note it in the medical accident report

so the code can be broken by a medical person and the donor pursued

through legal means to volunteer a sample for testing under confidential

conditions.  I would not allow the medical staff to tell the donor of

your test results because the tests could be false positive [unlikely]

 just as a negative could be false negative or was collected in the

"window " of non-immunogenicity.  Testing of the volunteer donor

following  legal procedures in your locale will likely be a more

reliable test anyway.

Number 3 below is somewhat incorrect.  Apparent negatives are also to be

handled as still "potentially infectious" according to the spirit of the

OSHA standard and can be screened more exhaustively and with greater

sensitivity if the sample is involved in an exposure incident.  It may

reduce the risk somewhat, but not with absolutely certainty using the

usual screening assays.

My opinion,

Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., ABSA RBP, CBSP

R. Thomas Leonard wrote:

> We have a well established blood donation program that provides an

> essential resource for many of our in-house research programs. Our

> institutional policy dictates that potential blood donors must first be

> screened for HIV, HBV and HCV (and test negative) before they are

> considered an acceptable candidate for blood donation. Regulatory/legal

> concerns have been addressed. The primary intent of the screening process

> is to reduce the occupational risk of infection for our staff.

>

> A newly appointed senior executive has expressed his opposition to the

> policy--rather adamantly. His position is that, by screening blood, we

> are

> actually increasing the risk of infection for our staff. He suggests that

> staff who are aware that blood is screened are less likely to take the

> same

> level of precautions than they would if they felt the blood was not

> screened. He reports that a publication on this subject supports his

> position, but has yet to produce the study. Accordingly, he would like to

> eliminate the screening program. Financial considerations are not an

> issue.

>

> We presented the topic at our recent laboratory safety committee

> meeting---let slip the dogs of war. There was strong opposition to

> change.

> Key points in support of the screening program were as follows:

> 1) We do not internally advertise that donors are screened.

> 2) Screening does not alter any of the requirements for universal

> precautions

> 3) Screening eliminates "known positives" and thus decreases risk of

> infection from incidents.

> 4) Because donors are compensated, eliminating the screening process

> would

> ultimately attract far more infected donors who cannot donate elsewhere.

> We're in an urban environment.

>

> Our new executive has clearly demonstrated his competency in, and

> commitment to safety. So before we dismiss his suggestion entirely, I

> agreed to solicit opinions from the biosafety community. Also, is anyone

> aware of a publication where this behavioral risk assessment has been

> explored?

>

> Thanks,

> Tom

>

>

>

>

> ***********************************

> 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

> www.wistar.upenn.edu
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The argument against screening is ludicrous.

1) Around 1% of the US population has HIV, HBV, or HCV, so if you are

gathering blood from a few hundred volunteers there is a good chance

that someone is positive.

2) Screening is not 100% effective, but it should lower the fraction of

positives by several logs.  It will also be more effective at screening

out the highest titers, which are the most dangerous.

3) The probability of getting infected is [incident rate]*[fraction

positive]*[conversion rate].  Screening reduces the second factor by

orders of magnitude and the third factor by some unknown (to me) but

large amount.

So you would have to have an increase of many orders of magnitude in

your incident rate to have an increase in infections.  If you find that

the incident rate goes up 10,000 fold with screening I will reconsider

my argument.

As an aside, I once drove a car without brakes for a short distance in

city traffic.  I was *much* more attentive and careful than I normally

am.  That doesn't mean that I think that we would all be safer if cars

did not have brakes.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Institutional Biosafety Officer

309 I Chesnut Ridge Research Bldg

Box 6845

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-6845

telephone: 304-293-7157
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The argument against screening is ludicrous.

1) Around 1% of the US population has HIV, HBV, or HCV, so if you are gathering 

blood from a few hundred volunteers there is a good chance that someone is 

positive.  

2) Screening is not 100% effective, but it should lower the fraction of 

positives by several logs.  It will also be more effective at screening out the 

highest titers, which are the most dangerous.

3) The probability of getting infected is [incident rate]*[fraction 

positive]*[conversion rate].  Screening reduces the second factor by orders of 

magnitude and the third factor by some unknown (to me) but large amount.  

So you would have to have an increase of many orders of magnitude in your 

incident rate to have an increase in infections.  If you find that the incident 

rate goes up 10,000 fold with screening I will reconsider my argument.

As an aside, I once drove a car without brakes for a short distance in city 

traffic.  I was *much* more attentive and careful than I normally am.  That 

doesn't mean that I think that we would all be safer if cars did not have 

brakes.

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Institutional Biosafety Officer

309 I Chesnut Ridge Research Bldg

Box 6845

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-6845

telephone: 304-293-7157

--=_F0AFF202.5A3B574D--
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Good day to all,

Any of you had any GOOD experiences with certain needle re-sheathing

devices (not syringes)?  And if so, could you pass on the information

(manufacturer, prices etc...)?  Thank you.

*******************************************************************************

Larry Mendoza

Biosafety Inspector

Virginia Commonwealth University

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Chemical-Biological Safety Section

Voice: 804-827-0353

Fax: 804-828-6169
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By screening, you can establish that the blood is disease free.  The

bloodborne pathogens standard will no longer apply.  In order to accomplish

this the screen would have to check for all disease causing organisms.

This could be as simple as innoculating a agar plate and tissue culture.

No growth = no organisms.  No bbp.  This would probably be considered

certification.

Bob

>We have a well established blood donation program that provides an

>essential resource for many of our in-house research programs. Our

>institutional policy dictates that potential blood donors must first be

>screened for HIV, HBV and HCV (and test negative) before they are

>considered an acceptable candidate for blood donation. Regulatory/legal

>concerns have been addressed. The primary intent of the screening process

>is to reduce the occupational risk of infection for our staff.

>

>A newly appointed senior executive has expressed his opposition to the

>policy--rather adamantly. His position is that, by screening blood, we are

>actually increasing the risk of infection for our staff. He suggests that

>staff who are aware that blood is screened are less likely to take the same

>level of precautions than they would if they felt the blood was not

>screened. He reports that a publication on this subject supports his

>position, but has yet to produce the study. Accordingly, he would like to

>eliminate the screening program. Financial considerations are not an issue.

>

>We presented the topic at our recent laboratory safety committee

>meeting---let slip the dogs of war. There was strong opposition to change.

>Key points in support of the screening program were as follows:

>1) We do not internally advertise that donors are screened.

>2) Screening does not alter any of the requirements for universal

>precautions

>3) Screening eliminates "known positives" and thus decreases risk of

>infection from incidents.

>4) Because donors are compensated, eliminating the screening process would

>ultimately attract far more infected donors who cannot donate elsewhere.

>We're in an urban environment.

>

>Our new executive has clearly demonstrated his competency in, and

>commitment to safety. So before we dismiss his suggestion entirely, I

>agreed to solicit opinions from the biosafety community. Also, is anyone

>aware of a publication where this behavioral risk assessment has been

>explored?

>

>Thanks,

>Tom

>

>

>

>

>***********************************

>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

>www.wistar.upenn.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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I was just forwarded this information which I thought may be of interest to=

a fare number of you since there was earlier discussion on the list serve

about such material and its value.

Carol

>>January 24, 2003

>>

>>To:                  Council on Federal Relations

>>cc:                 AAU Public Affairs Network, AAU Associates

>>From:           AAU Staff

>>Subject:        CFR UPDATE (03-#16, 01-24-03)

>>=B7      Temporary Federal Government Repository Established to Preserve=

>>Select Agents =B7      Federal Government Creates New Website for

>>Rulemaking Comments

>>TEMPORARY FEDERAL GOVERNMENT REPOSITORY ESTABLISHED TO PRESERVE SELECT

>>AGENTS

>>

>>The federal government has established a temporary repository to assist

>>in preserving "select agents" that otherwise might be destroyed. Given

>>the potential value of select agents for future biomedical research and

>>biodefense efforts, CFR members are encouraged to notify appropriate

>>campus officials of the creation of this repository.

>>

>>Human, plant, and animal pathogens and toxins are important research

>>resources used in diverse studies ranging from fundamental biology,

>>biodiversity, neurology, and immunology to disease etiology and the

>>development of diagnostics, therapeutics, and vaccines.  Preservation of=

>>such resources is in the public interest in order to address disease

>>occurring by natural or intentional means.

>>

>>Individuals or institutions in possession of documented select agents-as=

>>defined in the Public Health Security and Bioterrorism Preparedness and

>>Response Act of 2002, P.L. 107-188-who do not want to retain these

>>stocks, can transfer them to the temporary repository or to other duly

>>registered facilities rather than destroy them.

>>

>>For more information on the temporary repository and on the retention

>>and/or transfer of select agents,  the contact is:

>>

>>Stephen A. Morse, MSPH, PhD.

>>Associate Director for Science

>>Bioterrorism Preparedness and Response Program

>>National Center for Infectious Diseases

>>Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

>>Ph: 404-639-3559

>>e-mail: sam1@cdc.gov

>>

>>FEDERAL GOVERNMENT CREATES NEW WEBSITE FOR RULEMAKING COMMENTS

>>The Administration this week launched a new website that will allow

>>members of the public to find, view, and submit comments on every

>>proposed federal regulation published in the Federal Register.   The

>>address of the new website is <http://>http:// www.regulation.gov.

>

>Carol McGhan, SM(AAM), CBSP, RO

>Biological Safety Professional

>Health Protection Office

>122 Grand Ave Ct

>The University of Iowa

>E-Mail:carol-mcghan@uiowa.edu

>Tel:319-335-9553

>Fax:319-335-7564
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I was just forwarded this information which I thought may be of interest to a 

fare number of you since there was earlier discussion on the list serve about 

such material and its value.

Carol
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January 24, 2003  
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face "Times New Roman, Times">c:       = ;        &= nbsp; AAU Public Affairs 

Network, AAU Associates 
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Subject:     =    CFR UPDATE color "#000080">#16, 01-24-03) 

  =B7      Temporary Federal Government Repository Established to Preserve 

  Select Agents =B7 &n= bsp;    Federal Government Creates New Website for 

  Rulemaking Comments 

TEMPORARY FEDERAL GOVERNMENT REPOSITORY ESTABLISHED TO PRESERVE SELECT AGENTS 

The federal government has established a temporary repository to assist in 

preserving "select agents" that otherwise might be destroyed. Given the 

potential value of select agents for future biomedical research and biodefense 

efforts, CFR members are encouraged to notify appropriate campus officials of 

the creation of this repository.

Human, plant, and animal pathogens and toxins are important research resources 

used in diverse studies ranging from fundamental biology, biodiversity, 

neurology, and immunology to disease etiology and the development of 

diagnostics, therapeutics, and vaccines.  Preservation of such resources is in 

the public interest in order to address disease occurring by natural or 

intentional means.  

Individuals or institutions in possession of documented select agents-as defined 

in the Public Health Security and Bioterrorism Preparedness and Response Act of 

2002, P.L. 107-188-who do not want to retain these stocks, can transfer them to 

the temporary repository or to other duly registered facilities rather than 

destroy them.  

For more information on the temporary repository and on the retention and/or 

transfer of select agents,  the contact is:

Stephen A. Morse, MSPH, PhD. 

Associate Director for Science 

Bioterrorism Preparedness and Response Program 

National Center for Infectious Diseases 

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention 

Ph: 404-639-3559 

e-mail: sam1@cdc.gov 

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT CREATES NEW= WEBSITE FOR RULEMAKING COMMENTS 

The Administration this week launched= a new website that will allow members of 

the public to find, view, and= submit comments on every proposed federal 

regulation published in the= Federal Register.   The address of the new website 

is= New Roman, Times">.

Carol McGhan, SM(AAM), CBSP, RO

Biological Safety Professional

Health Protection Office

122 Grand Ave Ct

The University of Iowa

E-Mail:carol-mcghan@uiowa.edu

Tel:319-335-9553

Fax:319-335-7564
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There are over 17 human disease causing pathogens potentially present in

BBPs.  Syphilis comes to mind - and it won't grow our on an agar plate.

In my opinion no one should ever consider BBPs disease free - no matter

how many diseases it has been tested for.

Judy Pointer, MS, CBSP

University Biosafety Officer (BSO)

Responsible Facility Officer (RFO)

University of New Mexico

Office of Research Protection

UNM School of Medicine

BMSB B77

915 Camino de Salud NE

Albuquerque, NM 87131-5196

(505) 272-8001

(505) 272-0803 (Fax)

jpointer@salud.unm.edu

>>> rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU 01/24/03 02:07PM >>>

By screening, you can establish that the blood is disease free.  The

bloodborne pathogens standard will no longer apply.  In order to

accomplish

this the screen would have to check for all disease causing organisms.

This could be as simple as innoculating a agar plate and tissue

culture.

No growth = no organisms.  No bbp.  This would probably be considered

certification.

Bob

>We have a well established blood donation program that provides an

>essential resource for many of our in-house research programs. Our

>institutional policy dictates that potential blood donors must first

be

>screened for HIV, HBV and HCV (and test negative) before they are

>considered an acceptable candidate for blood donation.

Regulatory/legal

>concerns have been addressed. The primary intent of the screening

process

>is to reduce the occupational risk of infection for our staff.

>

>A newly appointed senior executive has expressed his opposition to

the

>policy--rather adamantly. His position is that, by screening blood, we

are

>actually increasing the risk of infection for our staff. He suggests

that

>staff who are aware that blood is screened are less likely to take the

same

>level of precautions than they would if they felt the blood was not

>screened. He reports that a publication on this subject supports his

>position, but has yet to produce the study. Accordingly, he would like

to

>eliminate the screening program. Financial considerations are not an

issue.

>

>We presented the topic at our recent laboratory safety committee

>meeting---let slip the dogs of war. There was strong opposition to

change.

>Key points in support of the screening program were as follows:

>1) We do not internally advertise that donors are screened.

>2) Screening does not alter any of the requirements for universal

>precautions

>3) Screening eliminates "known positives" and thus decreases risk of

>infection from incidents.

>4) Because donors are compensated, eliminating the screening process

would

>ultimately attract far more infected donors who cannot donate

elsewhere.

>We're in an urban environment.

>

>Our new executive has clearly demonstrated his competency in, and

>commitment to safety. So before we dismiss his suggestion entirely, I

>agreed to solicit opinions from the biosafety community. Also, is

anyone

>aware of a publication where this behavioral risk assessment has been

>explored?

>

>Thanks,

>Tom

>

>

>

>

>***********************************

>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

>www.wistar.upenn.edu

_____________________________________________________________________
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Safety
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There are over 17 human disease causing pathogens potentially present in BBPs.  

Syphilis comes to mind - and it won't grow our on an agar plate.  In my opinion 

no one should ever consider BBPs disease free - no size=2>.

Judy Pointer, MS, CBSP

University Biosafety Officer (BSO)

Responsible Facility Officer (RFO)

University of New Mexico

Office of Research Protection

UNM School of Medicine

BMSB B77

915 Camino de Salud href="mailto:jpointer@salud.unm.edu">jpointer@salud.unm.edu

>>> rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU 01/24/03 02:07PM >>>

By screening, you can establish that the blood is disease free.  The

bloodborne pathogens standard will no longer apply.  In order to accomplish

this the screen would have to check for all disease causing organisms.

This could be as simple as innoculating a agar plate and tissue culture.

No growth = no organisms.  No bbp.  This would probably be considered

certification.

Bob

>We have a well established blood donation program that provides an

>essential resource for many of our in-house research programs. Our

>institutional policy dictates that potential blood donors must first be

>screened for HIV, HBV and HCV (and test negative) before they are

>considered an acceptable candidate for blood donation. Regulatory/legal

>concerns have been addressed. The primary intent of the screening process

>is to reduce the occupational risk of infection for our staff.

>

>A newly appointed senior executive has expressed his opposition to the

>policy--rather adamantly. His position is that, by screening blood, we are

>actually increasing the risk of infection for our staff. He suggests that

>staff who are aware that blood is screened are less likely to take the same

>level of precautions than they would if they felt the blood was not

>screened. He reports that a publication on this subject supports his

>position, but has yet to produce the study. Accordingly, he would like to

>eliminate the screening program. Financial considerations are not an issue.

>

>We presented the topic at our recent laboratory safety committee

>meeting---let slip the dogs of war. There was strong opposition to change.

>Key points in support of the screening program were as follows:

>1) We do not internally advertise that donors are screened.

>2) Screening does not alter any of the requirements for universal

>precautions

>3) Screening eliminates "known positives" and thus decreases risk of

>infection from incidents.

>4) Because donors are compensated, eliminating the screening process would

>ultimately attract far more infected donors who cannot donate elsewhere.

>We're in an urban environment.

>

>Our new executive has clearly demonstrated his competency in, and

>commitment to safety. So before we dismiss his suggestion entirely, I

>agreed to solicit opinions from the biosafety community. Also, is anyone

>aware of a publication where this behavioral risk assessment has been

>explored?

>

>Thanks,

>Tom

>

>

>

>

>***********************************

>R. Thomas Leonard, M.S., CSP, CBSP

>Safety Officer

>The Wistar Institute

>3601 Spruce Street

>Philadelphia, PA href="http://www.wistar.upenn.edu/">www.wistar.upenn.edu
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I concur with Judy - she just types faster.....

Ed 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)

> There are over 17 human disease causing pathogens potentially present in

> BBPs.  Syphilis comes to mind - and it won't grow our on an agar plate.  In

> my opinion no one should ever consider BBPs disease free - no matter how

> many diseases it has been tested for.

>

>

> Judy Pointer, MS, CBSP

> University Biosafety Officer (BSO)

> Responsible Facility Officer (RFO)

> University of New Mexico

> Office of Research Protection

> UNM School of Medicine

> BMSB B77

> 915 Camino de Salud NE

> Albuquerque, NM 87131-5196

> (505) 272-8001

> (505) 272-0803 (Fax)

> <A HREF="mailto:jpointer@salud.unm.edu">jpointer@salud.unm.edu</A>

>

>
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I concur with Judy - she just types faster.....

Ed 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)

  There are over 17 human disease causing pathogens potentially present in BBPs. 

   Syphilis comes to mind - and it won't grow our on an agar plate.  In my 

  opinion no one should ever consider BBPs disease free - no matter how many 

  diseases it has been tested for.

  Judy Pointer, MS, CBSP

  University Biosafety Officer (BSO)

  Responsible Facility Officer (RFO)

  University of New Mexico

  Office of Research Protection

  UNM School of Medicine

  BMSB B77

  915 Camino de Salud NE

  Albuquerque, NM 87131-5196

  (505) 272-8001

  (505) 272-0803 (Fax)

  jpointer@salud.unm.edu

--part1_a3.385e9a81.2b632072_boundary--
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Date:         Fri, 24 Jan 2003 16:14:34 -0700

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

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

From:         "Robert P. Ellis" <Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Blood Screening: Safe or Sorry?

In-Reply-To:  <a3.385e9a81.2b632072@aol.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: Text/Plain; charset="us-ascii"

I agree with Judy and Ed, Lack of microbial growth after culture does

not ensure that the blood is pathogen free. Testing for known pathogens

is a good start, and should not in any way cause/allow anyone to lessen

their compliance with BBP universal precautions.  Bob Ellis

On Fri, 24 Jan 2003 18:04:18 EST Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

wrote:

> I concur with Judy - she just types faster.....

>

> Ed 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)

>

>

> > There are over 17 human disease causing pathogens potentially present in

> > BBPs.  Syphilis comes to mind - and it won't grow our on an agar plate.  In

> > my opinion no one should ever consider BBPs disease free - no matter how

> > many diseases it has been tested for.

> >

> >

> > Judy Pointer, MS, CBSP

> > University Biosafety Officer (BSO)

> > Responsible Facility Officer (RFO)

> > University of New Mexico

> > Office of Research Protection

> > UNM School of Medicine

> > BMSB B77

> > 915 Camino de Salud NE

> > Albuquerque, NM 87131-5196

> > (505) 272-8001

> > (505) 272-0803 (Fax)

> > <A HREF="mailto:jpointer@salud.unm.edu">jpointer@salud.unm.edu</A>

> >

> >

>

>

>

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

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1677, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu

====================
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Date:         Fri, 24 Jan 2003 23:18:04 -0500

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

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

From:         "Thomas J. Shelley" <tjs1@CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Change in the Cornell MSDS server address

In-Reply-To:  <CFB9E625B3609149AD3FECB4DAEDE1238A4AEE@exch-1.mssm.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

>Hello, Tom:

>I have appreciated greatly the service that you and the EHS folks

>perform by allowing us access to the site. Thanks again!

>Phil Hauck, Mt. Sinai School of Medicine (and formerly, Cornell

>Univ. Medical College)

Thanks, Phil.  Your note is greatly appreciated.  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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Date:         Sun, 26 Jan 2003 09:42:47 -0700

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

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

From:         Katrina Doolittle <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

Organization: NMSU Environmental Health & Safety

Subject:      Fwd: Security and Select Agent issues

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="------------A3CA2C190F4AAACEC5DA72EE"

--------------A3CA2C190F4AAACEC5DA72EE

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

>

What does anyone know about the temporary repository for select agents

described below?

>

> This originator of this message is Tony DeCrappeo.  If you have

> questions/comments, please email: tdecrappeo@cogr.edu

>

> Two items that will be of interest to many of you. The first is a

> Congressional Research Service Report that nicely summarizes many of

> the issues facing research universities in a new security environment.

>

> The second item is the following notice from the Centers for Disease

> Control and Prevention regarding select biological agents. You are

> encouraged to inform the appropriate campus officials:

>

> TEMPORARY FEDERAL GOVERNMENT REPOSITORY ESTABLISHED TO PRESERVE SELECT

> AGENTS

>

> The federal government has established a temporary repository to

> assist in preserving "select agents" that otherwise might be

> destroyed. Human, plant, and animal pathogens and toxins are important

> research resources used in diverse studies ranging from fundamental

> biology, biodiversity, neurology, and immunology to disease etiology

> and the development of diagnostics, therapeutics, and vaccines.

> Preservation of such resources is in the public interest in order to

> address disease occurring by natural or intentional means.

>

> Individuals or institutions in possession of documented select

> agents-as defined in the Public Health Security and Bioterrorism

> Preparedness and Response Act of 2002, P.L. 107-188-who do not want to

> retain these stocks, can transfer them to the temporary repository or

> to other duly registered facilities rather than destroy them.

>

> For more information on the temporary repository and on the retention

> and/or transfer of select agents,  the contact is:

>

> Stephen A. Morse, MSPH, PhD.

> Associate Director for Science

> Bioterrorism Preparedness and Response Program

> National Center for Infectious Diseases

> Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

> Ph: 404-639-3559

> e-mail: sam1@cdc.gov

>

> Tony

>

> Joe Titone

> (from home)

> 360 944-8190

> titone@usc.edu

--------------A3CA2C190F4AAACEC5DA72EE

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

<!doctype html public "-//w3c//dtd html 4.0 transitional//en">

What does anyone know about the temporary repository for select agents described 

below? 

  This originator of this message is Tony DeCrappeo.  If you have 

  questions/comments, please email: tdecrappeo@cogr.edu 

  Two items that will be of interest to many of you. The first is a 

  Congressional Research Service Report that nicely summarizes many of the 

  issues facing research universities in a new security environment. 

  The second item is the following notice from the Centers for Disease Control 

  and Prevention regarding select biological agents. You are encouraged to 

  inform the appropriate campus officials: 

  TEMPORARY FEDERAL GOVERNMENT REPOSITORY ESTABLISHED TO PRESERVE SELECT AGENTS 

  The federal government has established a temporary repository to assist in 

  preserving "select agents" that otherwise might be destroyed. Human, plant, 

  and animal pathogens and toxins are important research resources used in 

  diverse studies ranging from fundamental biology, biodiversity, neurology, and 

  immunology to disease etiology and the development of diagnostics, 

  therapeutics, and vaccines.  Preservation of such resources is in the public 

  interest in order to address disease occurring by natural or intentional 

  means. 

  Individuals or institutions in possession of documented select agents-as 

  defined in the Public Health Security and Bioterrorism Preparedness and 

  Response Act of 2002, P.L. 107-188-who do not want to retain these stocks, can 

  transfer them to the temporary repository or to other duly registered 

  facilities rather than destroy them. 

  For more information on the temporary repository and on the retention and/or 

  transfer of select agents,  the contact is: 

  Stephen A. Morse, MSPH, PhD. 

  Associate Director for Science 

  Bioterrorism Preparedness and Response Program 

  National Center for Infectious Diseases 

  Centers for Disease Control and Prevention 

  Ph: 404-639-3559 

  e-mail: sam1@cdc.gov 

  Tony 

  Joe Titone 

  (from home) 

  360 944-8190 

  titone@usc.edu

--------------A3CA2C190F4AAACEC5DA72EE--
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Date:         Mon, 27 Jan 2003 09:40:37 -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: Blood Screening: Safe or Sorry?

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

This response is dangerous.

Most pathogens of concern are viruses and do not grow on blood agar-

Secondly it is virtually impractical to screen for all the blood related

pathogens.

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

From: Robert N. Latsch [mailto:rnl2@PO.CWRU.EDU]

Sent: Friday, January 24, 2003 4:07 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Blood Screening: Safe or Sorry?

By screening, you can establish that the blood is disease free.  The

bloodborne pathogens standard will no longer apply.  In order to accomplish

this the screen would have to check for all disease causing organisms.

This could be as simple as innoculating a agar plate and tissue culture.

No growth = no organisms.  No bbp.  This would probably be considered

certification.

Bob

>We have a well established blood donation program that provides an

>essential resource for many of our in-house research programs. Our

>institutional policy dictates that potential blood donors must first be

>screened for HIV, HBV and HCV (and test negative) before they are

>considered an acceptable candidate for blood donation. Regulatory/legal

>concerns have been addressed. The primary intent of the screening process

>is to reduce the occupational risk of infection for our staff.

>

>A newly appointed senior executive has expressed his opposition to the

>policy--rather adamantly. His position is that, by screening blood, we are

>actually increasing the risk of infection for our staff. He suggests that

>staff who are aware that blood is screened are less likely to take the same

>level of precautions than they would if they felt the blood was not

>screened. He reports that a publication on this subject supports his

>position, but has yet to produce the study. Accordingly, he would like to

>eliminate the screening program. Financial considerations are not an issue.

>

>We presented the topic at our recent laboratory safety committee

>meeting---let slip the dogs of war. There was strong opposition to change.

>Key points in support of the screening program were as follows:

>1) We do not internally advertise that donors are screened.

>2) Screening does not alter any of the requirements for universal

>precautions

>3) Screening eliminates "known positives" and thus decreases risk of

>infection from incidents.

>4) Because donors are compensated, eliminating the screening process would

>ultimately attract far more infected donors who cannot donate elsewhere.

>We're in an urban environment.

>

>Our new executive has clearly demonstrated his competency in, and

>commitment to safety. So before we dismiss his suggestion entirely, I

>agreed to solicit opinions from the biosafety community. Also, is anyone

>aware of a publication where this behavioral risk assessment has been

>explored?

>

>Thanks,

>Tom

>

>

>

>

>***********************************

>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

>www.wistar.upenn.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:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Blood Screening: Safe or Sorry?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_Ps5cGX5vHuRsTJLNXacRjw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_Ps5cGX5vHuRsTJLNXacRjw)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="iso-8859-1"
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            Don't forget parasites....there was a case where a dentist =

in Canada came down with falciparum Malaria from a patient who returned =

from visiting her family in India. Check out the Manual of Clinical =

Microbiology (ASM) there's more than 17!

Phil Hauck

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

From: Ed Krisiunas [mailto:EKrisiunas@AOL.COM]

Sent: Friday, January 24, 2003 6:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Blood Screening: Safe or Sorry?

I concur with Judy - she just types faster.....

Ed 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)

There are over 17 human disease causing pathogens potentially present in =

BBPs.  Syphilis comes to mind - and it won't grow our on an agar plate.  =

In my opinion no one should ever consider BBPs disease free - no matter =

how many diseases it has been tested for.

Judy Pointer, MS, CBSP

University Biosafety Officer (BSO)

Responsible Facility Officer (RFO)

University of New Mexico

Office of Research Protection

UNM School of Medicine

BMSB B77

915 Camino de Salud NE

Albuquerque, NM 87131-5196

(505) 272-8001

(505) 272-0803 (Fax)

jpointer@salud.unm.edu

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

Date:         Mon, 27 Jan 2003 08:53:56 -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: Blood Screening: Safe or Sorry?

There is an ethical and probably a legal issue here. There are some

troublesome scenarios if an established and reasonably reliable pre-test is

discontinued.

-Motivating people with increased hazards is not acceptable. Would removing

seat belts create safer drivers?

-If a large spill of blood occurs, the probability of exposure/conversion is

clearly increased. A victim could argue that the institute had not acted

according to generally accepted good practice.

-OSHA could argue a violation of the general duty clause (a workplace free

from "recognized hazards.")

-OSHA will also argue that it is management's responsibility to see that

employees follow the requirements of the BBP standard, regardless of

pre-screening.

-Anyone who handles multiple blood samples and is later found to be positive

could allege occupational exposure, regardless of possible off-the-job

exposures. You would live with the knowledge that this was a preventable

question.

Consider bringing a medical ethicist and a lawyer into the discussion.

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-----

From: R. Thomas Leonard [mailto:tleonard@MAIL.WISTAR.UPENN.EDU]

Sent: Friday, January 24, 2003 11:05 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: [BIOSAFTY] Blood Screening: Safe or Sorry?

We have a well established blood donation program that provides an

essential resource for many of our in-house research programs. Our

institutional policy dictates that potential blood donors must first be

screened for HIV, HBV and HCV (and test negative) before they are

considered an acceptable candidate for blood donation. Regulatory/legal

concerns have been addressed. The primary intent of the screening process

is to reduce the occupational risk of infection for our staff.

A newly appointed senior executive has expressed his opposition to the

policy--rather adamantly. His position is that, by screening blood, we are

actually increasing the risk of infection for our staff. He suggests that

staff who are aware that blood is screened are less likely to take the same

level of precautions than they would if they felt the blood was not

screened. He reports that a publication on this subject supports his

position, but has yet to produce the study. Accordingly, he would like to

eliminate the screening program. Financial considerations are not an issue.

We presented the topic at our recent laboratory safety committee

meeting---let slip the dogs of war. There was strong opposition to change.

Key points in support of the screening program were as follows:

1) We do not internally advertise that donors are screened.

2) Screening does not alter any of the requirements for universal

precautions

3) Screening eliminates "known positives" and thus decreases risk of

infection from incidents.

4) Because donors are compensated, eliminating the screening process would

ultimately attract far more infected donors who cannot donate elsewhere.

We're in an urban environment.

Our new executive has clearly demonstrated his competency in, and

commitment to safety. So before we dismiss his suggestion entirely, I

agreed to solicit opinions from the biosafety community. Also, is anyone

aware of a publication where this behavioral risk assessment has been

explored?

Thanks,

Tom

***********************************

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

www.wistar.upenn.edu
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Date:         Mon, 27 Jan 2003 10:21:25 -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: Blood Screening: Safe or Sorry?

In-Reply-To:  <l03130302ba575abffd16@[129.22.182.215]>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_343947900==_.ALT"

--=====================_343947900==_.ALT

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

At 04:07 PM 1/24/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>By screening, you can establish that the blood is disease free.  The

>bloodborne pathogens standard will no longer apply.  In order to accomplish

>this the screen would have to check for all disease causing organisms.

>This could be as simple as innoculating a agar plate and tissue culture.

>No growth = no organisms.  No bbp.  This would probably be considered

>certification.

This definitely would not work.  NOT all bacterial pathogens will grow on a

single type of media.  How will this test for parasites - it wouldn't.  TC

for Hep. B would not be the same TC for Hep. C and so on - viruses require

very specific cell lines so one would be using many, many types of cell

lines.  One could be infected with Hep. B or C but at the time of blood

draw the patient may not be in a highly infectious state, you may not

detect the virus because it is below your system's detection limit.  (One

can apply that to all of the organisms needing testing).  Of course, none

of the culture systems will test for the presence of prions.

OSHA requires that the material be FREE of ALL bloodborne pathogens to be

exempted from the standard.  This gets to be very expensive and time

consuming, more expensive and time consuming then to just continue to treat

the material as potentially infectious.  If you are making an FDA approved

pharm. then the testing and time would be necessary.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_343947900==_.ALT

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

At 04:07 PM 1/24/2003 -0500, you wrote:

  By screening, you can establish that the blood is disease free.  The

  bloodborne pathogens standard will no longer apply.  In order to accomplish

  this the screen would have to check for all disease causing organisms.

  This could be as simple as innoculating a agar plate and tissue culture.

  No growth = no organisms.  No bbp.  This would probably be considered

  certification.

This definitely would not work.  NOT all bacterial pathogens will grow on a 

single type of media.  How will this test for parasites - it wouldn't.  TC for 

Hep. B would not be the same TC for Hep. C and so on - viruses require very 

specific cell lines so one would be using many, many types of cell lines.  One 

could be infected with Hep. B or C but at the time of blood draw the patient may 

not be in a highly infectious state, you may not detect the virus because it is 

below your system's detection limit.  (One can apply that to all of the 

organisms needing testing).  Of course, none of the culture systems will test 

for the presence of prions.  

OSHA requires that the material be FREE of ALL bloodborne pathogens to be 

exempted from the standard.  This gets to be very expensive and time consuming, 

more expensive and time consuming then to just continue to treat the material as 

potentially infectious.  If you are making an FDA approved pharm. then the 

testing and time would be necessary.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_343947900==_.ALT--

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

Date:         Mon, 27 Jan 2003 09:38:48 -0600

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

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

From:         "Burnett, LouAnn Crawford" <louann.burnett@VANDERBILT.EDU>

Subject:      Sharing Documents

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Greg and all - The ABSA Communications Committee, chaired by Melina

Kinsey, will be happy to facilitate posting these types of things on the

ABSA website, with the disclaimer that they are individual documents and

as such are not reviewed or endorsed by ABSA (or some similar

disclaimer).  Although it is not currently active, the new ABSA website

has a members-only area where documents can be placed that will be

accessible only to members - with some work, this area can be activated

and used for this purpose.  You may wish to think about whether placing

your documents on a public or even restricted area website will somehow

compromise your security plans (just my paranoid brain thinking).

Send anything you wish to share to either me or Melina.  Indicate very

clearly whether you wish it to be shared generally or restricted to ABSA

members (it will take longer to post since we'll have to get that area

up and running) - otherwise it will be posted on the open site.

LouAnn Burnett  louann.burnett@vanderbilt.edu

Melina Kinsey   mkinsey@mriresearch.org

LouAnn

LouAnn C. Burnett, MS, CBSP

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: Greg Merkle [mailto:greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU]

Sent: Saturday, January 25, 2003 11:07 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Sunny San Diego

Would it be possible to put together information to share with those of

us that

are interested but can not make it to San Diego or Alexandria?  Could

the ABSA

web site serve as a central depository of shared documents and forms?

Thanks

Greg Merkle

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

Date:         Mon, 27 Jan 2003 11:45:31 -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: Sunny San Diego

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20030124161143.00ab6cd8@lulu.it.northwestern.ed u>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Dear Ms. Harris,

         This sound like a very good idea. You may be aware that ABSA is

one of the co-sponsors of the meeting. Perhaps ABSAs Training and Education

Committee can help. Ann-Marie Bakker is Chair of the ABSA Training and

Education Committee and this e-mail is being forwarded to her. I'll be glad

to help in any way I can. Perhaps we can set up a small exhibit and

visitors can leave their business card to request a copy of one or another

document. We would then send letters to contributors and see if they would

be willing to mail or e-mail their documents to them.

Andy

At 04:18 PM 1/24/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Hi All,

>

>Who is going to the meeting in SD on Feb 20th? I was thinking it might be a

>good time to do a 'show and tell'. I'm sure we've all been developing lots

>of internal forms/documents for our select agent programs (I've also been

>working on new rec-DNA documents and biohaz shipping guidelines). If anyone

>is interested we could have an informal get together to hash over some of

>this stuff and compare notes. Lemme know..

>

>Kath

>

>**********************************************

>Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

>Biological Safety Professional

>Office of Research Safety

>Northwestern University

>NG-71 Technological Institute

>2145 Sheridan Road

>Evanston, IL 60208-3121

>Phone: (847) 491-4387

>Fax: (847) 467-2797

>Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

>**********************************************

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

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

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

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

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

Date:         Mon, 27 Jan 2003 13:50:11 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Establishment of a government repository to preserve select

              agents

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_TI6Asml7oELdE5TTodbENg)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_TI6Asml7oELdE5TTodbENg)

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Who says the government doesn't listen???? Now, I can rest =

knowing that people are not going to destroy valuable             =

research material because "they don't want to be hassled".

            Phil Hauck

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

From: Carol McGhan [mailto:carol-mcghan@UIOWA.EDU]

Sent: Friday, January 24, 2003 4:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Establishment of a government repository to preserve select =

agents

I was just forwarded this information which I thought may be of interest =

to a fare number of you since there was earlier discussion on the list =

serve about such material and its value.

Carol

        January 24, 2003 

        To:                  Council on Federal Relations

        cc:                 AAU Public Affairs Network, AAU Associates

        From:           AAU Staff

        Subject:        CFR UPDATE (03-#16, 01-24-03)

        *      Temporary Federal Government Repository Established to Preserve =

Select Agents *      Federal Government Creates New Website for =

Rulemaking Comments

        TEMPORARY FEDERAL GOVERNMENT REPOSITORY ESTABLISHED TO PRESERVE SELECT =

AGENTS

        The federal government has established a temporary repository to assist

=

in preserving "select agents" that otherwise might be destroyed. Given =

the potential value of select agents for future biomedical research and =

biodefense efforts, CFR members are encouraged to notify appropriate =

campus officials of the creation of this repository.

        Human, plant, and animal pathogens and toxins are important research =

resources used in diverse studies ranging from fundamental biology, =

biodiversity, neurology, and immunology to disease etiology and the =

development of diagnostics, therapeutics, and vaccines.  Preservation of =

such resources is in the public interest in order to address disease =

occurring by natural or intentional means. 

        Individuals or institutions in possession of documented select =

agents-as defined in the Public Health Security and Bioterrorism =

Preparedness and Response Act of 2002, P.L. 107-188-who do not want to =

retain these stocks, can transfer them to the temporary repository or to =

other duly registered facilities rather than destroy them. 

        For more information on the temporary repository and on the retention =

and/or transfer of select agents,  the contact is:

        Stephen A. Morse, MSPH, PhD.

        Associate Director for Science

        Bioterrorism Preparedness and Response Program

        National Center for Infectious Diseases

        Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

        Ph: 404-639-3559

        e-mail: sam1@cdc.gov

        FEDERAL GOVERNMENT CREATES NEW WEBSITE FOR RULEMAKING COMMENTS

        The Administration this week launched a new website that will allow =

members of the public to find, view, and submit comments on every =

proposed federal regulation published in the Federal Register.   The =

address of the new website is http:// www.regulation.gov =

<http://www.regulation.gov/> .

Carol McGhan, SM(AAM), CBSP, RO

Biological Safety Professional

Health Protection Office

122 Grand Ave Ct

The University of Iowa

E-Mail:carol-mcghan@uiowa.edu

Tel:319-335-9553

Fax:319-335-7564

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

Date:         Mon, 27 Jan 2003 15:27:44 -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:      Vitrobot question

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Dear all,

This is a not exactly a biosafety question but maybe someone has had =

experience with this piece of equipment. I have a researcher who will be =

doing cryoelectron microscopy. The method of putting samples onto grids =

is done using a piece of equipment called the Vitrobot which is a fully =

PC-controlled device for vitrification (rapid cooling) of aqueous =

samples. The equipment uses liquid ethane which is kept cool with liquid =

nitrogen. The liquid ethane and nitrogen container is open faced. What =

are the safety concerns that have come across with this piece of =

equipment? and how were they remedied? I have some reservations about =

using the ethane with out some additional exhaust added.

Thanks in advance for your assistance,

Best regards,

Mimi

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

Mimi C. Ton

Safety Engineer/ Institute Biosafety Officer

California Institute of Technology

Environment, Health & Safety Office

M/C 25-6

1200 E. California Boulevard

Pasadena, CA 91125

Phone: 626.395.2430

Fax: 626.577.6028

E-mail: mimi.ton@caltech.edu

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

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

Date:         Tue, 28 Jan 2003 09:12:50 -0500

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

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

From:         Michael Kiley <Michael.Kiley@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Define Restricted access for BL2 labs

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=_134C16FC.402148B7"

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.

--=_134C16FC.402148B7

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_134C16FC.4F2E47B8"

--=_134C16FC.4F2E47B8

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

See BMBL Special practices

http://www.orcbs.msu.edu/biological/BMBL/sectio3b.htm

>>> phavstad@NMSU.EDU 01/23/03 11:41AM >>>

Does any one know if there is there a specific definition or description =

of

"restricted access" for BL2 labs?  Is the extent, or means, of restricting

access up to the institution or are there specific regulations.  Can

"restricted" vary from "doors to laboratories locked at all times" to

"doors  locked only while BL2 experiments are in progress" or "just signs

posted and access monitored while BL2 experiments are in progress"?

Thank you for your feedback

Patti Havstad

--=_134C16FC.4F2E47B8

Content-Type: text/html; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Description: HTML

<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 4.0 Transitional//EN">

2px"> 

See BMBL Special practices 

href "http://www.orcbs.msu.edu/biological/BMBL/sectio3b.htm">http://www.o= 

rcbs.msu.edu/biological/BMBL/sectio3b.htm

>>> phavstad@NMSU.EDU 01/23/03 11:41AM >>>

Does any one know if there is there a specific definition = or description of

"restricted access" for BL2 labs?  Is the extent, = or means, of restricting

access up to the institution or are there = specific regulations.  Can

"restricted" vary from "doors to laboratories = locked at all times" to

"doors  locked only while BL2 experiments are = in progress" or "just signs

posted and access monitored while BL2 = experiments are in progress"?

Thank you for your feedback

Patti Havstad

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

Date:         Tue, 28 Jan 2003 09:40:25 -0500

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

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

From:         Gary Kaczmarczyk <gkaczmarczyk@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Job Opportunity

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Job Opportunity

Stony Brook University

Laboratory Safety Specialist

Develop and implement the Chemical Hygiene Plan and other safety and health

programs that ensure that safe handling and use of chemical and biological

materials in laboratories at Stony Brook University.  This position serves

as the Chemical and Biological Safety Officer, and the Alternate Registered

Facility Official for federal biosafety registration with the CDC.  The

position ensures compliance with agency regulations and guidelines.

A Bachelors degree is required.  A Bachelors of Science degree in biology,

chemistry or a safety field preferred.  A Masters of Science degree and

certification as Chemical Hygiene or Biosafety Officer is desirable.  A

minimum of three years of laboratory safety experience is required.  In

addition, the candidate must demonstrate a working knowledge of laboratory

safety concepts, principles, and practices.

Salary: $45-50K.  AA/EO Employer.

For more information and to apply online visit www.stonybrook.edu/cjo

(REF#:WC-S-1050-03-01-S) or send resume to:

Judy Gregory

Stony Brook University

120 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, NY  11794-6210

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

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

Date:         Tue, 28 Jan 2003 09:14:37 -0600

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

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

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Sunny San Diego

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20030127113915.018cf818@hms.harvard.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Hi Andy,

Thanks for you note, I was thinking of just arranging a informal get

together when we get to the meeting, but your 'exhibit' idea sounds good.

This is something we could just set up when we get there I think, any help

would be greatly appreciated.

Kath

At 11:45 AM 1/27/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Dear Ms. Harris,

>         This sound like a very good idea. You may be aware that ABSA is

>one of the co-sponsors of the meeting. Perhaps ABSAs Training and Education

>Committee can help. Ann-Marie Bakker is Chair of the ABSA Training and

>Education Committee and this e-mail is being forwarded to her. I'll be glad

>to help in any way I can. Perhaps we can set up a small exhibit and

>visitors can leave their business card to request a copy of one or another

>document. We would then send letters to contributors and see if they would

>be willing to mail or e-mail their documents to them.

>Andy

>>**********************************************

>>Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

>>Biological Safety Professional

>>Office of Research Safety

>>Northwestern University

>>NG-71 Technological Institute

>>2145 Sheridan Road

>>Evanston, IL 60208-3121

>>Phone: (847) 491-4387

>>Fax: (847) 467-2797

>>Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

>>**********************************************

>

>

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

>Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

>Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

>25 Shattuck Street

>Boston, MA 02115

>617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

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

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

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

Date:         Tue, 28 Jan 2003 08:28:59 -0700

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

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

From:         Katrina Doolittle <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

Organization: NMSU Environmental Health & Safety

Subject:      Re: Define Restricted access for BL2 labs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="------------B82725E3431AC0C4E401B5E2"

--------------B82725E3431AC0C4E401B5E2

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Do any of you require that the lab doors are locked while BL2

experiments are in progress?  I understand that the BMBL states it

should be under the discretion of the lab director, but they are not

usually present in the lab.  So I would appreciate hearing how others

implement "restricted access" while experiments are in progress.

Thanks

Katrina Doolittle

Director for EH&S

NMSU

Michael Kiley wrote:

>  See BMBL Special

> practiceshttp://www.orcbs.msu.edu/biological/BMBL/sectio3b.htm

>

> >>> phavstad@NMSU.EDU 01/23/03 11:41AM >>>

> Does any one know if there is there a specific definition or

> description of

> "restricted access" for BL2 labs?  Is the extent, or means, of

> restricting

> access up to the institution or are there specific regulations.  Can

> "restricted" vary from "doors to laboratories locked at all times" to

> "doors  locked only while BL2 experiments are in progress" or "just

> signs

> posted and access monitored while BL2 experiments are in progress"?

> Thank you for your feedback

> Patti Havstad

--------------B82725E3431AC0C4E401B5E2

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

<!doctype html public "-//w3c//dtd html 4.0 transitional//en">

Do any of you require that the lab doors are locked while BL2 experiments are in 

progress?  I understand that the BMBL states it should be under the discretion 

of the lab director, but they are not usually present in the lab.  So I would 

appreciate hearing how others implement "restricted access" while experiments 

are in progress. 

Thanks 

Katrina Doolittle 

Director for EH&S 

NMSU 

Michael Kiley wrote: 

   See BMBL Special 

  practiceshttp://www.orcbs.msu.edu/biological/BMBL/sectio3b.htm  

  >>> phavstad@NMSU.EDU 01/23/03 11:41AM >>> 

  Does any one know if there is there a specific definition or description of 

  "restricted access" for BL2 labs?  Is the extent, or means, of restricting 

  access up to the institution or are there specific regulations.  Can 

  "restricted" vary from "doors to laboratories locked at all times" to 

  "doors  locked only while BL2 experiments are in progress" or "just signs 

  posted and access monitored while BL2 experiments are in progress"? 

  Thank you for your feedback 

  Patti Havstad

--------------B82725E3431AC0C4E401B5E2--

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

Date:         Tue, 28 Jan 2003 09:20:57 -0600

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

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

From:         Dusty Layton <dlayton@USOUTHAL.EDU>

Subject:      Security Question

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Any suggestions for "recognizable marks" on the identification badges

for employees that have approved access to select agents?

Any comments are appreciated. Thanks.

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

Date:         Tue, 28 Jan 2003 10:31:51 -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: Define Restricted access for BL2 labs

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 0055507205256CBC_="

This is a multipart message in MIME format.

--=_alternative 0055507205256CBC_=

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

The BMBL does not say "restricted" access for BL2.  It says limited

access.  We interpret this to mean that you don't let the general public

tromp through your labs.  Our building and perimeter security accomplishes

that.  We do not lock doors while work is in progress -- that would be a

safety hazard in case of emergency such as fire or a spill, as far as I'm

concerned.

Just my 2 cents.

Chris Thompson

Corporate Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly and Company

Katrina Doolittle <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

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

01/28/2003 10:28 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        Re: Define Restricted access for BL2 labs

Do any of you require that the lab doors are locked while BL2 experiments

are in progress?  I understand that the BMBL states it should be under the

discretion of the lab director, but they are not usually present in the

lab.  So I would appreciate hearing how others implement "restricted

access" while experiments are in progress.

Thanks

Katrina Doolittle

Director for EH&S

NMSU

Michael Kiley wrote:

 See BMBL Special practiceshttp://www.orcbs.msu.edu/biological/BMBL/sectio3b.htm

>>> phavstad@NMSU.EDU 01/23/03 11:41AM >>>

Does any one know if there is there a specific definition or description

of

"restricted access" for BL2 labs?  Is the extent, or means, of restricting

access up to the institution or are there specific regulations.  Can

"restricted" vary from "doors to laboratories locked at all times" to

"doors  locked only while BL2 experiments are in progress" or "just signs

posted and access monitored while BL2 experiments are in progress"?

Thank you for your feedback

Patti Havstad

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

Date:         Tue, 28 Jan 2003 17:04:45 +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>

Organization: San Martino

Subject:      Fw: Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

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

From: "Dimitri Sossai" <dimitrisossai@smartino.ge.it>

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

Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2003 5:02 PM

Subject: Re: Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease

> Good evening from the very old Europe,

> In our hospital we have a researcher inquiring into using Pr 14-3-3; test

in

> human liquor.

> Do you have any particular procedures in your labs; do you use lab level

3?

>

> Thanks for your help with this.

> Dimitri

>

>

>

>

> Dr. Dimitri Sossai

> Direttore Resp.Le Servizio Prevenzione eProtezione

> A.O.Ospedale San Martino di Genova

> e Cliniche Universitarie Convenzionate

> L.go R. Benzi 10

> 16132 Genova

> tel. +39 0105552293

> fax +39 0105556756

> cel. +39 3351281024

>

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

Date:         Tue, 28 Jan 2003 10:07:35 -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: Define Restricted access for BL2 labs

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

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.

--------------InterScan_NT_MIME_Boundary

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2C6E7.5EC7D136"

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2C6E7.5EC7D136

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

I think we need to step back and ask ourselves a couple of questions.  Why

are we "restricting" access?  Is it because of security reasons or because

of the inherent risk of the organism.  The BMBL is written to provide

guidance for us while we are doing the RISK ASSESSMENT!  Chris and I, and

many others in private industry are lucky in that we have "secured

facilities".  Guards at the doors.  But our BSL2 lab doors are not locked.

I really hope we don't get to a point where the interpretation is that BSL2

labs doors need to be locked at all times.  There will be a whole lot of

unhappy people out there.

Depending on the risk and needs, limiting access in BSL2 labs can be

obtained in many ways.  Locking doors is only one and brings in many other

issues that then need to be addressed.  Egress, cost, emergency response,

etc.

My 2 cents.

Patty Olinger

Pharmacia, Kalamazoo R&D - ESH

Biosafety & Chemical Hygiene Officer

269-833-7931 office, 269-720-1608 cell

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

From: Christina Thompson [mailto:THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2003 10:32 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Define Restricted access for BL2 labs

The BMBL does not say "restricted" access for BL2.  It says limited access.

We interpret this to mean that you don't let the general public tromp

through your labs.  Our building and perimeter security accomplishes that.

We do not lock doors while work is in progress -- that would be a safety

hazard in case of emergency such as fire or a spill, as far as I'm

concerned.

Just my 2 cents.

Chris Thompson

Corporate Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly and Company

        Katrina Doolittle <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

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

01/28/2003 10:28 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:        BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        Re: Define Restricted access for BL2 labs

Do any of you require that the lab doors are locked while BL2 experiments

are in progress?  I understand that the BMBL states it should be under the

discretion of the lab director, but they are not usually present in the lab.

So I would appreciate hearing how others implement "restricted access" while

experiments are in progress.

Thanks

Katrina Doolittle

Director for EH&S

NMSU

Michael Kiley wrote:

 See BMBL Special practices

<http://www.orcbs.msu.edu/biological/BMBL/sectio3b.htm>

http://www.orcbs.msu.edu/biological/BMBL/sectio3b.htm

>>> phavstad@NMSU.EDU 01/23/03 11:41AM >>>

Does any one know if there is there a specific definition or description of

"restricted access" for BL2 labs?  Is the extent, or means, of restricting

access up to the institution or are there specific regulations.  Can

"restricted" vary from "doors to laboratories locked at all times" to

"doors  locked only while BL2 experiments are in progress" or "just signs

posted and access monitored while BL2 experiments are in progress"?

Thank you for your feedback

Patti Havstad

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2C6E7.5EC7D136

Content-Type: text/html;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 4.0 Transitional//EN">

size=2>I think we need to step back and ask ourselves a couple of questions.  

Why are we "restricting" access?  Is it because of security reasons or because 

of the inherent risk of the organism.  The BMBL is written to provide guidance 

for us while we are doing the RISK ASSESSMENT!  Chris and I, and many others in 

private industry are lucky in that we have "secured facilities".  Guards at the 

doors.  But our BSL2 lab doors are not locked.  I really hope we don't get to a 

point where the interpretation is that BSL2 labs doors need to be locked at all 

times.  There will be a whole lot of unhappy people out there.  

class=003525415-28012003> 

size=2>Depending on the risk and needs, limiting access in BSL2 labs can be 

obtained in many ways.  Locking doors is only one and brings in many other 

issues that then need to be addressed.  Egress, cost, emergency response, etc.

class=003525415-28012003> 

size=2>My 2 cents.

class=003525415-28012003> 

face="Script MT Bold" color=#0000ff> face="Times New Roman" color=#0000ff 

size=2>Pharmacia, Kalamazoo R&D - face="Times New Roman" color=#0000ff 

size=2>Biosafety & Chemical Hygiene face="Times New Roman" color=#0000ff 

size=2>269-833-7931 office, 269-720-1608 cell 

  size=2>-----Original Message-----

  From: Christina Thompson [mailto:THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM]

  Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2003 10:32 AM

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Subject: Re: face=sans-serif size=2>The BMBL does not say "restricted" access 

  for BL2.  It says limited access.  We interpret this to mean that you don't 

  let the general public tromp through your labs.  Our building and perimeter 

  security accomplishes that.  We do not lock doors while work is in progress -- 

  that would be a safety hazard in case of emergency such as fire size=2>Just my 

  2 cents. 

  Chris Thompson 

  Corporate Biosafety Officer 

  Eli Lilly and Company 

        Katrina Doolittle size=1>Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List 

        <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> face=sans-serif size=1>Please respond to A 

        Biosafety Discussion List 

        face=sans-serif size=1>        To:     size=1>        cc:         

                Subject:        Re: Define Restricted access face="Times New 

        Roman" size=3>Do any of you require that the lab doors are locked while 

        BL2 experiments are in progress?  I understand that the BMBL states it 

        should be under the discretion of the lab director, but they are not 

        usually present in the lab.  So I would appreciate hearing how others 

        implement "restricted access" while experiments are in progress. 

        Thanks face="Times New Roman" color=blue face="Times New Roman" size=3>  

        >>> phavstad@NMSU.EDU 01/23/03 11:41AM >>> 

        Does any one know if there is there a specific definition or description 

        of 

        "restricted access" for BL2 labs?  Is the extent, or means, of 

        restricting 

        access up to the institution or are there specific regulations.  Can 

        "restricted" vary from "doors to laboratories locked at all times" to 

        "doors  locked only while BL2 experiments are in progress" or "just 

        signs 

        posted and access monitored while BL2 experiments are in progress"? 

        Thank you for your feedback 

        Patti Havstad 

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2C6E7.5EC7D136--

--------------InterScan_NT_MIME_Boundary--

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

Date:         Tue, 28 Jan 2003 11:03:10 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Security Question

MIME-version: 1.0

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

If your ID's are of the Laminated type, and you are not going to require =

large numbers of new ID's, Placing a small colored dot ( an "Avery" type =

stick-'em) on the card BEFORE laminating, will provide a rapidly =

identifiable mark, and one not easily duplicated, since it has to be =

"embedded" in the card. Anyone presenting a card with a dot on the =

outside trying to get access to a secure-area would be immediately =

suspect (the word "bogus" comes to mind). Just as long as everyone =

involved is on the same page about what the mark means and how to =

respond to the lack of one/presentation of a "forged" card etc. This is =

my $0.02 worth!

Phil Hauck

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

From: Dusty Layton [mailto:dlayton@USOUTHAL.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2003 10:21 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Security Question

Any suggestions for "recognizable marks" on the identification badges

for employees that have approved access to select agents?

Any comments are appreciated. Thanks.

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

Date:         Tue, 28 Jan 2003 11:13:54 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Define Restricted access for BL2 labs

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_qtE48K54xu5UelLP8H0d3A)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_qtE48K54xu5UelLP8H0d3A)

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            I have a problem with locking doors.....a fire safety issue =

/ problem! Unless the doors are of the fail-safe type that will unlock =

automatically when a fire alarm is activated, I am opposed to locking =

doors.....recall the Triangle Shirtwaist Co. fire and you will =

understand why. And I know where one of these automatically unlocking =

units was installed in a Gene Therapy/GMP facility and it worked =

(unlocked) 50% of the time. That's not good enough with respect to =

employee safety. For most BSL-2 research the doors should be closed =

during the experiment(s), but I did not require them to be locked, =

UNLESS, no-one was present, and no experiments were left unattended.

For BSL-3, the same holds, except that we went one step further and =

required the addition of a "Occupied/Unoccupied" sign on the Main Suite =

door, and on the individual lab doors, removable Biohazard signs with =

the words "Biohazardous Activity in Progress" attached by magnet to the =

door when procedures required agent manipulation. Signs were removed =

when lab(s) was "cold", so everyone knew within the suite which areas =

were safe and unsafe to enter.

Phil Hauck

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

From: Katrina Doolittle [mailto:kadoolit@NMSU.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2003 10:29 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Define Restricted access for BL2 labs

Do any of you require that the lab doors are locked while BL2 =

experiments are in progress?  I understand that the BMBL states it =

should be under the discretion of the lab director, but they are not =

usually present in the lab.  So I would appreciate hearing how others =

implement "restricted access" while experiments are in progress.

Thanks

Katrina Doolittle

Director for EH&S

NMSU

Michael Kiley wrote:

         See BMBL Special =

practiceshttp://www.orcbs.msu.edu/biological/BMBL/sectio3b.htm 

        >>> phavstad@NMSU.EDU 01/23/03 11:41AM >>>

        Does any one know if there is there a specific definition or =

description of

        "restricted access" for BL2 labs?  Is the extent, or means, of =

restricting

        access up to the institution or are there specific regulations.  Can

        "restricted" vary from "doors to laboratories locked at all times" to

        "doors  locked only while BL2 experiments are in progress" or "just =

signs

        posted and access monitored while BL2 experiments are in progress"?

        Thank you for your feedback

        Patti Havstad

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

Date:         Tue, 28 Jan 2003 11:21:44 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Define Restricted access for BL2 labs

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_vGNABe3FcOGPt/SudWaEZg)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_vGNABe3FcOGPt/SudWaEZg)

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Pat: Thanks for your comment! This is the one problem with =

trying to use "one simple easy approach" isn't so simple,             or =

easy. Plus, the additional cost that would be incurred when production =

labs, facilities and biotech firms have to add             locking =

devices etc., when as you noted, you have guards that will control =

access to the space or buildings.

            Phil

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

From: Olinger, Patricia L [S&C/0216] =

[mailto:patricia.l.olinger@PHARMACIA.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2003 11:08 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Define Restricted access for BL2 labs

I think we need to step back and ask ourselves a couple of questions.  =

Why are we "restricting" access?  Is it because of security reasons or =

because of the inherent risk of the organism.  The BMBL is written to =

provide guidance for us while we are doing the RISK ASSESSMENT!  Chris =

and I, and many others in private industry are lucky in that we have =

"secured facilities".  Guards at the doors.  But our BSL2 lab doors are =

not locked.  I really hope we don't get to a point where the =

interpretation is that BSL2 labs doors need to be locked at all times.  =

There will be a whole lot of unhappy people out there. 

Depending on the risk and needs, limiting access in BSL2 labs can be =

obtained in many ways.  Locking doors is only one and brings in many =

other issues that then need to be addressed.  Egress, cost, emergency =

response, etc.

My 2 cents.

Patty Olinger

Pharmacia, Kalamazoo R&D - ESH

Biosafety & Chemical Hygiene Officer

269-833-7931 office, 269-720-1608 cell

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

        From: Christina Thompson [mailto:THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM]

        Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2003 10:32 AM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Re: Define Restricted access for BL2 labs

        The BMBL does not say "restricted" access for BL2.  It says limited =

access.  We interpret this to mean that you don't let the general public =

tromp through your labs.  Our building and perimeter security =

accomplishes that.  We do not lock doors while work is in progress -- =

that would be a safety hazard in case of emergency such as fire or a =

spill, as far as I'm concerned.

        Just my 2 cents.

        Chris Thompson

        Corporate Biosafety Officer

        Eli Lilly and Company

Katrina Doolittle <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

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

01/28/2003 10:28 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:        BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:        

        Subject:        Re: Define Restricted access for BL2 labs

        Do any of you require that the lab doors are locked while BL2 =

experiments are in progress?  I understand that the BMBL states it =

should be under the discretion of the lab director, but they are not =

usually present in the lab.  So I would appreciate hearing how others =

implement "restricted access" while experiments are in progress.

        Thanks

        Katrina Doolittle

        Director for EH&S

        NMSU

        Michael Kiley wrote:

         See BMBL Special =

practiceshttp://www.orcbs.msu.edu/biological/BMBL/sectio3b.htm  

        >>> phavstad@NMSU.EDU 01/23/03 11:41AM >>>

        Does any one know if there is there a specific definition or =

description of

        "restricted access" for BL2 labs?  Is the extent, or means, of =

restricting

        access up to the institution or are there specific regulations.  Can

        "restricted" vary from "doors to laboratories locked at all times" to

        "doors  locked only while BL2 experiments are in progress" or "just =

signs

        posted and access monitored while BL2 experiments are in progress"?

        Thank you for your feedback

        Patti Havstad

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

Date:         Tue, 28 Jan 2003 11:29:38 -0500

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

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

From:         Brian Waters <bwaters@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

Subject:      Multiple Agents in BL-3 labs

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_C19EC411.036227DB"

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.

--=_C19EC411.036227DB

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Is there some general wisdom out there that would indicate how many =

different agents can be used in a shared BL-3 facility? We are faced with =

a situation where we may want to begin some work with BCG in a BL-3 =

facility that is used for TB. My first thought is that, if proper lab =

practices are followed, we should be able to use the facility for a number =

of agents. But humans being what we are, it would also increase the =

opportunities for cross contamination should there be a lapse in handling =

practices. Any input would be appreciated.    

Brian A. Waters

Director of Facilities

Trudeau Institute

PO Box 59

Saranac Lake, NY 12983

bwaters@trudeauinstitute.org

www.trudeauinstitute.org

(518) 891-3080 voice

(518) 891-5126 fax

--=_C19EC411.036227DB

Content-Type: text/html; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Description: HTML

<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 4.0 Transitional//EN">

        2px"> 

        Is there some general wisdom out there that would indicate how = many 

        different agents can be used in a shared BL-3 facility? We are = 

        faced with a situation where we may want to begin some work with BCG 

        = in a BL-3 facility that is used for TB. My first thought is that, 

        if proper = lab practices are followed, we should be able to use the 

        facility for a number = of agents. But humans being what we are, it 

        would also increase the opportunit= ies for cross contamination 

        should there be a lapse in handling practices. = ;Any input would be 

        appreciated.     

        Brian A. Waters

        Director of Facilities

        Trudeau Institute

        PO = Box 59

        Saranac Lake, NY 12983

        href "mailto:bwaters@trudeauinstitute.org">bwaters@trudeauinstitute.orgwww.trudeauinstitute.org

        (5= 18) 891-3080 voice

        (518) 891-5126 fax

--=_C19EC411.036227DB--

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

Date:         Tue, 28 Jan 2003 11:46:42 -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: Define Restricted access for BL2 labs

In-Reply-To:  <3E36A1BB.C9598BBF@nmsu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_435464765==_.ALT"

--=====================_435464765==_.ALT

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

At 08:28 AM 1/28/2003 -0700, you wrote:

>Do any of you require that the lab doors are locked while BL2 experiments

>are in progress?  I understand that the BMBL states it should be under the

>discretion of the lab director, but they are not usually present in the

>lab.  So I would appreciate hearing how others implement "restricted

>access" while experiments are in progress.

>Thanks

>Katrina Doolittle

>Director for EH&S

>NMSU

For a standard BL2 lab we just require that the door be closed.  Non-lab

personnel are supposed to request access from the lab supervisor and they

are admitted per the supervisor's discretion.

If they are working at BL2+ we require that the door be locked.

If we are talking about a select agent lab - that is a totally different

story!  Restricted means only those authorized (i.e. have security

clearance) have unfettered access.

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_435464765==_.ALT

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

        At 08:28 AM 1/28/2003 -0700, you wrote:

          Do any of you require that the lab doors are locked while BL2 

          experiments are in progress?  I understand that the BMBL states it 

          should be under the discretion of the lab director, but they are not 

          usually present in the lab.  So I would appreciate hearing how others 

          implement "restricted access" while experiments are in progress. 

          Thanks 

          Katrina Doolittle 

          Director for EH&S 

          NMSU 

        For a standard BL2 lab we just require that the door be closed.  Non-lab 

        personnel are supposed to request access from the lab supervisor and 

        they are admitted per the supervisor's discretion.

        If they are working at BL2+ we require that the door be locked.  

        If we are talking about a select agent lab - that is a totally different 

        story!  Restricted means only those authorized (i.e. have security 

        clearance) have unfettered access.

        Richie

        Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

        Senior Biosafety Officer 

        Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

        617-258-5647 

        rfink@mit.edu 

        http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_435464765==_.ALT--

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

Date:         Tue, 28 Jan 2003 08:48:25 -0800

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

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

From:         "Funk, Glenn" <funkg@MEDIMMUNE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Dimitri --

Assuming Pr 14-3-3 is a human prion associated with CJD (I'm not familiar

with the nomenclature), I recommend following the containment, handling and

disinfection guidelines presented in Section VII-D of the 4th Edition of the

American CDC guide "Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical

Laboratories" (BMBL) and Chapter 33 of the 5th edition of Seymour Block's

book "Disinfection, Sterilization and Preservation".  These chapters are

fairly recent and represent the most current thinking about how to handle

human prion material safely.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environment, Health and Safety

MedImmune Vaccines, Inc.

408-845-8847

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

From: Sossai [mailto:serprotezione@SMARTINO.GE.IT]

Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2003 8:05 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Fw: Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease

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

From: "Dimitri Sossai" <dimitrisossai@smartino.ge.it>

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

Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2003 5:02 PM

Subject: Re: Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease

> Good evening from the very old Europe,

> In our hospital we have a researcher inquiring into using Pr 14-3-3; test

in

> human liquor.

> Do you have any particular procedures in your labs; do you use lab level

3?

>

> Thanks for your help with this.

> Dimitri

>

>

>

>

> Dr. Dimitri Sossai

> Direttore Resp.Le Servizio Prevenzione eProtezione

> A.O.Ospedale San Martino di Genova

> e Cliniche Universitarie Convenzionate

> L.go R. Benzi 10

> 16132 Genova

> tel. +39 0105552293

> fax +39 0105556756

> cel. +39 3351281024

>

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

Date:         Tue, 28 Jan 2003 12:27:23 -0500

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

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

From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Subject:      Background checks

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Does anyone out there know what is going to be done by DOJ in the way of

background checks?  How extensive?  What type of form?  Who's actually

conducting the checks?  Is it going to vary at all based upon type of entity

(government vs. academic vs. private)?  Any info. would be appreciated.

Thanks, Amy

Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Center for Food Safety and Applied Nutrition

College Park, MD

Phone: 301-436-1988

Email: amy.barringer@cfsan.fda.gov

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

Date:         Tue, 28 Jan 2003 13:41:48 -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: Multiple Agents in BL-3 labs

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Hi Brian,

BCG is a BSL-2 organism, not a BSL-3, so first of all you could work with it

at that containment level (you can check it out at the ABSA website,

resources & tools, risk group classification).  We have worked with both BCG

and tb for years and have never had any cross-contamination issues.

Carefull labeling of all tubes and plates, in addition to labeling of

incubation areas has been the key.  We also have tech's initial everything

in the event that more than one study with the same organism is going on at

the same time.

Hope that this helps,

Michelle

At 11:29 AM 1/28/03 -0500, you wrote:

>Is there some general wisdom out there that would indicate how many

different agents can be used in a shared BL-3 facility? We are faced with a

situation where we may want to begin some work with BCG in a BL-3 facility

that is used for TB. My first thought is that, if proper lab practices are

followed, we should be able to use the facility for a number of agents. But

humans being what we are, it would also increase the opportunities for cross

contamination should there be a lapse in handling practices. Any input would

be appreciated.

>

>Brian A. Waters

>Director of Facilities

>Trudeau Institute

>PO Box 59

>Saranac Lake, NY 12983

>

>bwaters@trudeauinstitute.org

>www.trudeauinstitute.org

>(518) 891-3080 voice

>(518) 891-5126 fax

>Content-Type: text/html; charset=ISO-8859-1

Michelle DeStefano, CBSP

Laboratory Supervisor

CNY Research Corp

800 Irving Ave

Syracuse, NY 13212

email: destefam@cnyrc.org

phone: (315) 425-4878 NEW!

fax: (315) 425-4871 NEW!

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

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

Date:         Tue, 28 Jan 2003 18:36:40 -0600

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

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

From:         "Joseph H. Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., Professor"

              <jcoggin@JAGUAR1.USOUTHAL.EDU>

Organization: Department of Microbiology & Immunology,

              University of South Alabama, College of Medicine, Mobile,

              AL 36688   Phone (251) 460-6314; Fax (251) 460-7269

Subject:      Re: Security Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dusty let's talk again about the badges.  I got a lot of heat on having

badges today

Joe

Dusty Layton wrote:

>Any suggestions for "recognizable marks" on the identification badges

>for employees that have approved access to select agents?

>

>Any comments are appreciated. Thanks.

>

>

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

Date:         Wed, 29 Jan 2003 08:42:07 -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: Security Question

In-Reply-To:  <3E372218.9050903@jaguar1.usouthal.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_510789626==_.ALT"

--=====================_510789626==_.ALT

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

At 06:36 PM 1/28/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Dusty let's talk again about the badges.  I got a lot of heat on having

>badges today

>Joe

I was thinking that the researchers should get a LARGE, SA (in scarlet of

course) tattooed on their foreheads.  :))

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_510789626==_.ALT

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

        At 06:36 PM 1/28/2003 -0600, you wrote:

          Dusty let's talk again about the badges.  I got a lot of heat on 

having

          badges today

          Joe

        I was thinking that the researchers should get a LARGE, SA (in scarlet 

        of course) tattooed on their foreheads.  :))

        Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

        Senior Biosafety Officer 

        Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

        617-258-5647 

        rfink@mit.edu 

        http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_510789626==_.ALT--

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

Date:         Wed, 29 Jan 2003 08:31:24 -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:      SA Registration

MIME-version: 1.0

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

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Hi all,

Does anyone know the date required for submission of application for the

RO and entity under 42 CFR Part 73?  According to 73.0(3), this should

be completed before March 12, 2003.  Or do we need something in writing

by February 7, 2003, based on the confusing sections of 73.7(b)(2)(v),

73.8(c), and 73.9(a)(1)?

Also, I assume we will be receiving material from DOJ to perform this

activity?

Any info would be appreciated!

Thanks,

Mark C.

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

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608    Phone

(314) 268-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu

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

Date:         Wed, 29 Jan 2003 09:26:48 -0500

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

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

From:         Delia Vieira-Cruz <vieira@AECOM.YU.EDU>

Subject:      Select agents

In-Reply-To:  <3E372218.9050903@jaguar1.usouthal.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_86583672==_.ALT"

--=====================_86583672==_.ALT

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

Hi all,

This may sound like a dumb question but.....When a package is ordered, it

is delivered to our loading dock.  Our receiving personnel logs the package

and places it on a cart with all the other packages.  Our receiving

personnel delivers packages to many labs.  If one of the packages contain a

select agent, does that receiving person need a background check?

When is a package containing a select agent considered restricted.  Once it

is opened?   Once it reach the EH&S office or when it reaches the lab?

Also, do we need to have a background checks performed on housekeepers if

they are just picking up the garbage in labs that have select agents?

Your help is greatly appreciated.

--=====================_86583672==_.ALT

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

        Hi all,

        This may sound like a dumb question but.....When a package is ordered, 

        it is delivered to our loading dock.  Our receiving personnel logs the 

        package and places it on a cart with all the other packages.  Our 

        receiving personnel delivers packages to many labs.  If one of the 

        packages contain a select agent, does that receiving person need a 

        background check?  

        When is a package containing a select agent considered restricted.  Once 

        it is opened?   Once it reach the EH&S office or when it reaches the 

lab?

        Also, do we need to have a background checks performed on housekeepers 

        if they are just picking up the garbage in labs that have select agents?

        Your help is greatly appreciated. 

--=====================_86583672==_.ALT--

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

Date:         Wed, 29 Jan 2003 09:38:13 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Security Question

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_5OR/hLF7MXpY4WkJ9qw2bg)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_5OR/hLF7MXpY4WkJ9qw2bg)

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            They may resist....it could stand for more than "Select =

Agents".........

            Phil Hauck

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

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2003 8:42 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Security Question

At 06:36 PM 1/28/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Dusty let's talk again about the badges.  I got a lot of heat on having

badges today

Joe

I was thinking that the researchers should get a LARGE, SA (in scarlet =

of course) tattooed on their foreheads.  :))

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

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

Date:         Wed, 29 Jan 2003 09:58:36 -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 agents

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.0.20030129091229.02671180@mailserver.aecom.yu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

>Hi all,

>

>This may sound like a dumb question but.....When a package is

>ordered, it is delivered to our loading dock.  Our receiving

>personnel logs the package and places it on a cart with all the

>other packages.  Our receiving personnel delivers packages to many

>labs.  If one of the packages contain a select agent, does that

>receiving person need a background check?

Since they could easily walk off with the package, I would say they

"have access" to Select Agents, thus would need everything required

for individuals having access to SAs - training, DOJ clearance, etc.

>When is a package containing a select agent considered restricted.

>Once it is opened?   Once it reach the EH&S office or when it

>reaches the lab?

Again, since it would be possible to simply walk off with the

material, I would say it is "restricted" until the SA is removed and

properly secured.

>Also, do we need to have a background checks performed on

>housekeepers if they are just picking up the garbage in labs that

>have select agents?

Your call. If you are comfortable that the SAs will be secured such

that they will not have access to them, then no. Otherwise, they

would need everything required for individuals having access to SAs.

Alternatively, they could be escorted. Personally, I'm leaning

towards saying they have access, and therefor need would need

everything required for individuals having access to SAs.

--

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, 29 Jan 2003 09:10:49 -0600

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

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

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Select agents

In-Reply-To:  <p05200f1aba5d9a3f7a2f@[130.127.13.30]>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

So every Fedex/USPS etc employee in the chain of transporting a package is

going to get a background check huh?

At 09:58 AM 1/29/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>>Hi all,

>>

>>This may sound like a dumb question but.....When a package is

>>ordered, it is delivered to our loading dock.  Our receiving

>>personnel logs the package and places it on a cart with all the

>>other packages.  Our receiving personnel delivers packages to many

>>labs.  If one of the packages contain a select agent, does that

>>receiving person need a background check?

>

>Since they could easily walk off with the package, I would say they

>"have access" to Select Agents, thus would need everything required

>for individuals having access to SAs - training, DOJ clearance, etc.

>

>

>>When is a package containing a select agent considered restricted.

>>Once it is opened?   Once it reach the EH&S office or when it

>>reaches the lab?

>

>Again, since it would be possible to simply walk off with the

>material, I would say it is "restricted" until the SA is removed and

>properly secured.

>

>>Also, do we need to have a background checks performed on

>>housekeepers if they are just picking up the garbage in labs that

>>have select agents?

>

>Your call. If you are comfortable that the SAs will be secured such

>that they will not have access to them, then no. Otherwise, they

>would need everything required for individuals having access to SAs.

>Alternatively, they could be escorted. Personally, I'm leaning

>towards saying they have access, and therefor need would need

>everything required for individuals having access to SAs.

>--

>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/

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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Date:         Wed, 29 Jan 2003 09:13:53 -0600

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

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

From:         "Brown, Virginia R" <gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA Registration

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I agree.... the regulation compared to the Draft forms is very =

confusing.

Will there be another 'form' available after Feb 7th to submit the names

of the entity, RO, etc for security risk assessment? Then will there be

another 'form' (or web site) to use after April 12th to submit names of

persons with access to select agents for security assessment?

Also, how do we submit comments on the draft forms? Do we use the same

site used to submit comments on the regs?

Ginger Brown, CBSP

Env Health & Safety

TX A&M University

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

From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2003 8:31 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SA Registration

Hi all,

Does anyone know the date required for submission of application for the

RO and entity under 42 CFR Part 73?  According to 73.0(3), this should

be completed before March 12, 2003.  Or do we need something in writing

by February 7, 2003, based on the confusing sections of 73.7(b)(2)(v),

73.8(c), and 73.9(a)(1)?

Also, I assume we will be receiving material from DOJ to perform this

activity?

Any info would be appreciated!

Thanks,

Mark C.

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

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608    Phone

(314) 268-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu

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

Date:         Wed, 29 Jan 2003 10:23:59 -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: Select agents

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

For those in academia, contact your general counsel's office. An

association of colleges and universities (not sure what one, but I

believe the link to document cover is

http://www.nacua.org/nacualert/docs/Bioterrorism_Act/Bioterrorism_Alert_Masthead_GIF_650_x_100_90ptSeal_012103.gif)

 just put out a position paper on how they view the SA and Patriot acts

and steps they think should be undertaken.

Jeff

>>> vieira@AECOM.YU.EDU 01/29/03 09:26AM >>>

Hi all,

This may sound like a dumb question but.....When a package is ordered,

it

is delivered to our loading dock.  Our receiving personnel logs the

package

and places it on a cart with all the other packages.  Our receiving

personnel delivers packages to many labs.  If one of the packages

contain a

select agent, does that receiving person need a background check?

When is a package containing a select agent considered restricted.

Once it

is opened?   Once it reach the EH&S office or when it reaches the lab?

Also, do we need to have a background checks performed on housekeepers

if

they are just picking up the garbage in labs that have select agents?

Your help is greatly appreciated.

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

Date:         Wed, 29 Jan 2003 09:25:31 -0600

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

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

From:         "Brown, Virginia R" <gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU>

Subject:      Scientific Publications vs. National Security

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

This is a very interesting publication. One which every institution may

need to grapple with.

    http://www.aau.edu/research/science1.10.03.pdf

Ginger Brown, CBSP

Env Health & Safety

TX A&M University

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

Date:         Wed, 29 Jan 2003 10:23:34 -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: Select agents

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

In my opinion, that would be consistent with the goal of the Act and =

regulations. Everyone involved in the chain of custody should be =

cleared, if true control is to be achieved. One heck of a lot of work =

involved, certainly. But if access to these agents is to be subject to =

such tight control, that control should be exerted everywhere that the =

agent is present.

Randy Norman

Safety Specialist Sr.

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

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

From:   Kathryn Harris [SMTP:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent:   Wednesday, January 29, 2003 10:11 AM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: Select agents

So every Fedex/USPS etc employee in the chain of transporting a package =

is

going to get a background check huh?

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

Date:         Wed, 29 Jan 2003 10:40:21 -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 agents

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20030129090754.00a86dd0@lulu.it.northwestern.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

>So every Fedex/USPS etc employee in the chain of transporting a package is

>going to get a background check huh?

I'm not responsible for them, but if I were either the CDC or APHIS,

I'd insist on it. In fact, if I were Fed Ex, et al., I'd screen my

employees.

--

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, 29 Jan 2003 09:45:39 -0700

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

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

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

Subject:      Re: Select agents/receiving

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

We are planning on making our receiving process mirror how we do =

Radioactive Materials. 

The package must go directly to our offices, be signed for by myself or =

other approved (i.e. not restricted) persons and immediately secured in =

the appropriate container (freezer, fridge, room T safe).

The lab will be notified and then arrangements made to deliver it to an =

authorized person in the lab.  At which point they have to log it in, =

lock it up, etc.

Anyone know how Sigma and other vendors intend to handle shipping of =

exempt quantities of toxins?  Will we still need an EA 101?  I believe =

we will, but plead ignorance.

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

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

From: Delia Vieira-Cruz [mailto:vieira@AECOM.YU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2003 7:27 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Select agents

Hi all,

This may sound like a dumb question but.....When a package is ordered, =

it is delivered to our loading dock.  Our receiving personnel logs the =

package and places it on a cart with all the other packages.  Our =

receiving personnel delivers packages to many labs.  If one of the =

packages contain a select agent, does that receiving person need a =

background check? 

When is a package containing a select agent considered restricted.  Once =

it is opened?   Once it reach the EH&S office or when it reaches the =

lab?

Also, do we need to have a background checks performed on housekeepers =

if they are just picking up the garbage in labs that have select agents?

Your help is greatly appreciated.

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

Date:         Wed, 29 Jan 2003 12:37:10 -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: Select agents

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Colleagues in academia:

I would appreciate it if one of you would be so kind as to provide a

complete reference to this position paper (title, authors, journal,

inclusive pages), That way I can request a reprint. Some of us working for

industry face similar issues that a multi-campus university has to deal

with.

Thanks,

Don Callihan, Ph.D.

Biosafety officer

BD Diagnostic Systems

Sparks, MD

410.773.6684

Jeffrey Good <rsojmg@GWUMC.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 01/29/2003 10:23:59 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: Select agents

For those in academia, contact your general counsel's office. An

association of colleges and universities (not sure what one, but I

believe the link to document cover is

http://www.nacua.org/nacualert/docs/Bioterrorism_Act/Bioterrorism_Alert_Masthead_GIF_650_x_100_90ptSeal_012103.gif

)

 just put out a position paper on how they view the SA and Patriot acts

and steps they think should be undertaken.

Jeff

>>> vieira@AECOM.YU.EDU 01/29/03 09:26AM >>>

Hi all,

This may sound like a dumb question but.....When a package is ordered,

it

is delivered to our loading dock.  Our receiving personnel logs the

package

and places it on a cart with all the other packages.  Our receiving

personnel delivers packages to many labs.  If one of the packages

contain a

select agent, does that receiving person need a background check?

When is a package containing a select agent considered restricted.

Once it

is opened?   Once it reach the EH&S office or when it reaches the lab?

Also, do we need to have a background checks performed on housekeepers

if

they are just picking up the garbage in labs that have select agents?

Your help is greatly appreciated.

*********************************************************************************

This message is intended only for the designated recipient(s).  It may

contain confidential or proprietary information and may be subject to

the attorney-client privilege or other confidentiality protections.

If you are not a designated recipient, you may not review, use, copy

or distribute this message.  If you receive this in error, please

notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete this message.  Thank you.

**********************************************************************************

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

Date:         Wed, 29 Jan 2003 12:00:19 -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: Select agents

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_000_01C2C7C0.494B6000"

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_01C2C7C0.494B6000

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

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

From: Don Callihan [mailto:Don_Callihan@BD.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2003 11:37 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Select agents

Colleagues in academia:

I would appreciate it if one of you would be so kind as to provide a

complete reference to this position paper (title, authors, journal,

inclusive pages), That way I can request a reprint. Some of us working for

industry face similar issues that a multi-campus university has to deal

with.

Thanks,

Don Callihan, Ph.D.

Biosafety officer

BD Diagnostic Systems

Sparks, MD

410.773.6684

Jeffrey Good <rsojmg@GWUMC.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 01/29/2003 10:23:59 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: Select agents

For those in academia, contact your general counsel's office. An

association of colleges and universities (not sure what one, but I

believe the link to document cover is

http://www.nacua.org/nacualert/docs/Bioterrorism_Act/Bioterrorism_Alert_Mast

head_GIF_650_x_100_90ptSeal_012103.gif

)

 just put out a position paper on how they view the SA and Patriot acts

and steps they think should be undertaken.

Jeff

>>> vieira@AECOM.YU.EDU 01/29/03 09:26AM >>>

Hi all,

This may sound like a dumb question but.....When a package is ordered,

it

is delivered to our loading dock.  Our receiving personnel logs the

package

and places it on a cart with all the other packages.  Our receiving

personnel delivers packages to many labs.  If one of the packages

contain a

select agent, does that receiving person need a background check?

When is a package containing a select agent considered restricted.

Once it

is opened?   Once it reach the EH&S office or when it reaches the lab?

Also, do we need to have a background checks performed on housekeepers

if

they are just picking up the garbage in labs that have select agents?

Your help is greatly appreciated.

****************************************************************************

*****

This message is intended only for the designated recipient(s).  It may

contain confidential or proprietary information and may be subject to

the attorney-client privilege or other confidentiality protections.

If you are not a designated recipient, you may not review, use, copy

or distribute this message.  If you receive this in error, please

notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete this message.  Thank you.

****************************************************************************

******

------_=_NextPart_000_01C2C7C0.494B6000

Content-Type: application/msword;

        name="NACUA position paper.doc"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: base64

Content-Disposition: attachment;

        filename="NACUA position paper.doc"
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Date:         Wed, 29 Jan 2003 12:49:38 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Select agents/receiving

MIME-version: 1.0

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

From my read of the regs, you Mr./Ms./Mrs./Dr. RO are the one to receive =

DIRECTLY the SA&T material. You also have to log in receipt on your EA =

101; which you do not give to the PI, etc. The EA 101's should be =

retained by you and only you complete them  (and the RO at the Sender =

facility). Therese Stinnet's approach appears to be the best in the =

academic setting. We just do not want this stuff sitting around in the =

back of the Shipping and Receiving Office abandoned, or saying "steal =

me, steal me".

My $0.02 worth

Phil Hauck

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

From: Stinnett Therese [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2003 11:46 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Select agents/receiving

We are planning on making our receiving process mirror how we do =

Radioactive Materials. 

The package must go directly to our offices, be signed for by myself or =

other approved (i.e. not restricted) persons and immediately secured in =

the appropriate container (freezer, fridge, room T safe).

The lab will be notified and then arrangements made to deliver it to an =

authorized person in the lab.  At which point they have to log it in, =

lock it up, etc.

Anyone know how Sigma and other vendors intend to handle shipping of =

exempt quantities of toxins?  Will we still need an EA 101?  I believe =

we will, but plead ignorance.

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

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

From: Delia Vieira-Cruz [mailto:vieira@AECOM.YU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2003 7:27 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Select agents

Hi all,

This may sound like a dumb question but.....When a package is ordered, =

it is delivered to our loading dock.  Our receiving personnel logs the =

package and places it on a cart with all the other packages.  Our =

receiving personnel delivers packages to many labs.  If one of the =

packages contain a select agent, does that receiving person need a =

background check? 

When is a package containing a select agent considered restricted.  Once =

it is opened?   Once it reach the EH&S office or when it reaches the =

lab?

Also, do we need to have a background checks performed on housekeepers =

if they are just picking up the garbage in labs that have select agents?

Your help is greatly appreciated.
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Date:         Wed, 29 Jan 2003 12:19:51 -0600

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

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

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      ricin disposal

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Hi All

Being a protein toxin, I assume ricin can be autoclaved or bleached to

deactivate? I found some instructions on u-penn's excellent website

http://www.ehrs.upenn.edu/protocols/sa_destruct.html

However I have an investigator who thinks this is not an adequate way to

destroy the agent and that it needs to collected to be incinerated

Anyone got a definitive answer on this?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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Date:         Wed, 29 Jan 2003 13:21:17 -0500

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: ricin disposal

MIME-version: 1.0

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

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Also, contact the CDC....they have a set of guidance sheets that can =

help you.

Phil hauck

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

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2003 1:20 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: ricin disposal

Hi All

Being a protein toxin, I assume ricin can be autoclaved or bleached to

deactivate? I found some instructions on u-penn's excellent website

http://www.ehrs.upenn.edu/protocols/sa_destruct.html

However I have an investigator who thinks this is not an adequate way to

destroy the agent and that it needs to collected to be incinerated

Anyone got a definitive answer on this?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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            Pat: Thanks for your comment! This is the one problem with =

trying to use "one simple easy approach" isn't so simple,             or =

easy. Plus, the additional cost that would be incurred when production =

labs, facilities and biotech firms have to add             locking =

devices etc., when as you noted, you have guards that will control =

access to the space or buildings.

            Phil

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

From: Olinger, Patricia L [S&C/0216] =

[mailto:patricia.l.olinger@PHARMACIA.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2003 11:08 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Define Restricted access for BL2 labs

I think we need to step back and ask ourselves a couple of questions.  =

Why are we "restricting" access?  Is it because of security reasons or =

because of the inherent risk of the organism.  The BMBL is written to =

provide guidance for us while we are doing the RISK ASSESSMENT!  Chris =

and I, and many others in private industry are lucky in that we have =

"secured facilities".  Guards at the doors.  But our BSL2 lab doors are =

not locked.  I really hope we don't get to a point where the =

interpretation is that BSL2 labs doors need to be locked at all times.  =

There will be a whole lot of unhappy people out there. 

Depending on the risk and needs, limiting access in BSL2 labs can be =

obtained in many ways.  Locking doors is only one and brings in many =

other issues that then need to be addressed.  Egress, cost, emergency =

response, etc.

My 2 cents.

Patty Olinger

Pharmacia, Kalamazoo R&D - ESH

Biosafety & Chemical Hygiene Officer

269-833-7931 office, 269-720-1608 cell

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

        From: Christina Thompson [mailto:THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM]

        Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2003 10:32 AM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Re: Define Restricted access for BL2 labs

        The BMBL does not say "restricted" access for BL2.  It says limited =

access.  We interpret this to mean that you don't let the general public =

tromp through your labs.  Our building and perimeter security =

accomplishes that.  We do not lock doors while work is in progress -- =

that would be a safety hazard in case of emergency such as fire or a =

spill, as far as I'm concerned.

        Just my 2 cents.

        Chris Thompson

        Corporate Biosafety Officer

        Eli Lilly and Company

Katrina Doolittle <kadoolit@NMSU.EDU>

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

01/28/2003 10:28 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:        BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:        

        Subject:        Re: Define Restricted access for BL2 labs

        Do any of you require that the lab doors are locked while BL2 =

experiments are in progress?  I understand that the BMBL states it =

should be under the discretion of the lab director, but they are not =

usually present in the lab.  So I would appreciate hearing how others =

implement "restricted access" while experiments are in progress.

        Thanks

        Katrina Doolittle

        Director for EH&S

        NMSU

        Michael Kiley wrote:

         See BMBL Special =

practiceshttp://www.orcbs.msu.edu/biological/BMBL/sectio3b.htm  

        >>> phavstad@NMSU.EDU 01/23/03 11:41AM >>>

        Does any one know if there is there a specific definition or =

description of

        "restricted access" for BL2 labs?  Is the extent, or means, of =

restricting

        access up to the institution or are there specific regulations.  Can

        "restricted" vary from "doors to laboratories locked at all times" to

        "doors  locked only while BL2 experiments are in progress" or "just =

signs

        posted and access monitored while BL2 experiments are in progress"?

        Thank you for your feedback

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Define Restricted access for BL2 labs
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From:  "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Recipients: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Date:  01:43:27 PM Today

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

From:         Margaret Rakas <mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: ricin disposal
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I'd go with the UPenn site.  It is the most comprehensive I have seen.

I called the CDC in September to ask the same sort of question.  Other

than asking me to spell my name twice (so the FBI could set up the file

correctly?) there is not much to tell--they were supposed to get back to

me, but...  What actually helped me was someone from this listserv sent

me their data.....(yay, BIOSAFTY listserv!)

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786

>>> philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU 01/29/03 01:21PM >>>

Also, contact the CDC....they have a set of guidance sheets that can

help you.

Phil hauck

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

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2003 1:20 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: ricin disposal

Hi All

Being a protein toxin, I assume ricin can be autoclaved or bleached to

deactivate? I found some instructions on u-penn's excellent website

http://www.ehrs.upenn.edu/protocols/sa_destruct.html

However I have an investigator who thinks this is not an adequate way

to

destroy the agent and that it needs to collected to be incinerated

Anyone got a definitive answer on this?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

--=_A9F6A2E4.98F9660B

Content-Type: text/html; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit

Content-Description: HTML

<!DOCTYPE HTML PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 4.0 Transitional//EN">

        I'd go with the UPenn site.  It is the most comprehensive I have seen.  

        I called the CDC in September to ask the same sort of question.  Other 

        than asking me to spell my name twice (so the FBI could set up the file 

        correctly?) there is not much to tell--they were supposed to get back to 

        me, but...  What actually helped me was someone from this listserv sent 

        me their data.....(yay, BIOSAFTY listserv!)

        Margaret

        Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

        Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

        Clark Science Center

        Smith College

        Northampton, MA. 01063

        p:  413-585-3877

        f:   413-585-3786

        >>> philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU 01/29/03 01:21PM >>>

        Also, contact the CDC....they have a set of guidance sheets that can 

        help you. 

        Phil hauck

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

        From: 

        href="mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]">mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU] 

        Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2003 1:20 PM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: ricin disposal

        Hi All

        Being a protein toxin, I assume ricin can be autoclaved or bleached to

        deactivate? I 

        href="http://www.ehrs.upenn.edu/protocols/sa_destruct.html">http://www.ehrs.upenn.edu/protocols/sa_destruct.html

        However I have an investigator who thinks this is not an adequate way to

        destroy the agent and that it needs to collected to be incinerated

        Anyone got a definitive answer on this?

        Kath

        **********************************************

        Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

        Biological Safety Professional

        Office of Research Safety

        Northwestern University

        NG-71 Technological Institute

        2145 Sheridan Road

        Evanston, IL 60208-3121

        Phone: (847) 491-4387

        Fax: (847) 467-2797

        Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

        **********************************************

--=_A9F6A2E4.98F9660B--
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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 Gaunt <egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM>

Subject:      Re: SA Registration

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

In my role as a private citizen I offer the following...

According to Part 73.0(a)(4), the date that Security Risk Assessments for

ROs and other Entity Officials/owners must be submitted to DoJ is April 12

(that does not mean they have to be approved by DoJ by that date), followed

by submission of SRAs for PIs as well as other personnel with SA access by

June 12, 2003.  The Atty General/DoJ have not publicly defined how this is

to happen, nor what info is to be collected/provided as of yet.  Because of

this, I suspect that these particular implementation dates MAY be delayed by

the Government (this is JUST MY HYPOTHESIS).

Approximately 80% of the Part 73 rules become effective on Feb 7th.  This

means that SA work may proceed if the facility has started to conform with

the provisions of Sections 73.1 thru 73.6, 73.9, 73.10, 73.12 and 73.15-21

by this date.  [NOTE: I suspect that declared possessors will soon be

getting letters in the mail that provide information on how to obtain a

registration applications.  Possessors who DID NOT declare possession during

Notification will have to find out on their own that they need download the

registration application from the SAP or APHIS Web sites to begin the

registration process by 2/7 in order to be in compliance with the law.]

These sections are followed by other interim effective dates as follows:

FOR LABS THAT **ARE CURRENTLY REGISTERED** WITH the CDC SAP....

March 12: in accordance with (iaw) Part 71.14 Select Agent Transfers, all

transfers will have to be PROSPECTIVELY approved by CDC SAP BEFORE agents

can be shipped.

April 12, 2003: iaw Part 73.8, submissions of RO and owner SRAs have to be

made to DoJ (as discussed above).  However, for labs that ARE currently

registered with the SAP, Part 73.0(b)(2) states that no Select agent

activities may be conducted BETWEEN March 12 and April 11 unless the RO's

SRAs have been submitted to (but not necessarily approved by) DoJ.

June 12, 2003: Part 73.8, submission to DoJ of SRAs for PIs and others with

access to SAs.  However, for labs that ARE currently registered with the

SAP, Part 73.0(b)(3) states that no Select agent activities may be conducted

BETWEEN April 12 and June 11, 2003, unless these other SRAs have been

submitted to DoJ.  Also, iaw the second half of Part 73.0(a)(4) and Part

73.11, entities must have started DEVELOPMENT of Security Plans by this

date.

Sep 12, 2003: iaw Part 73.0(a)(5) and Part 73.11, Security Plans must be

IMPLEMENTED by this date.

Nov 12. 2003: iaw Part 73.0(a)6) and Part 73.7, all parts of  the

Registration Application must be COMPLETED by this date

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

+++

FOR LABS THAT ARE **NOT** CURRENTLY REGISTERED WITH the CDC SAP....

In order to be able to BEGIN (continue?) working with Select Agents, iaw

with Part 73.0(c)(4), entities must start to come in to compliance with all

sections of Part 73 as of February 7, 2003, EXCEPT for the following

sections:

Sep 12, 2003: iaw Part 73.0(c)(2) and Part 73.11, Security Plans must be

DEVELOPED and IMPLEMENTED by this date.

Nov 12. 2003: iaw Part 73.0(c)(3) and Part 73.7, all Registration

Applications must be COMPLETED by this date

Since Applications do not need to be COMPLETED until 11/12/03 for all labs,

the SAP will issue an APPLICATION number (not a REGISTRATION number) when an

application is received.  As the summer progresses, you will need to

document that you have completed and/or implemented the various staged

components by the specified dates, so that the final REGISTRATION Number and

certificate can be issued after 11/12/03.

Again, these are my personal interpretations of the rules and do not reflect

official Government position...if you have specific questions regarding

this, address them to the SAP by calling 404-498-2255 or via e-mail to

mailto:lrsat@cdc.gov

Ed

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

From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2003 9:31 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SA Registration

Hi all,

Does anyone know the date required for submission of application for the

RO and entity under 42 CFR Part 73?  According to 73.0(3), this should

be completed before March 12, 2003.  Or do we need something in writing

by February 7, 2003, based on the confusing sections of 73.7(b)(2)(v),

73.8(c), and 73.9(a)(1)?

Also, I assume we will be receiving material from DOJ to perform this

activity?

Any info would be appreciated!

Thanks,

Mark C.

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

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608    Phone

(314) 268-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu
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From:         "E.M.M.Hagelen" <e.hagelen@AZU.NL>

Subject:      Re: Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease

In-Reply-To:  <00bd01c2c6e6$fb418cb0$4b026f0a@hsm.dom>
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Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Dear Dimitri,

In the UMC Utrecht we have a seperate BSL-3-facility for all the

research done for CJD. All tests (also the Pr 14-3-3-) are done

within this BSL-3-lab. If you want more details, mail me directly.

Best regards,

@win

you wrote:

Good evening from the very old Europe, In our hospital we have a researcher

inquiring into using Pr 14-3-3;

test in human liquor.

Do you have any particular procedures in your labs; do you use lab

level 3?

Thanks for your help with this.

Dr. Dimitri Sossai

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

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

From:         Catherine Walker <cmwalker@BAMA.UA.EDU>

Subject:      Non-SA Pathogens
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--------------88C7576808E4B549D5B99A34
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

In the 1999 Appendix F (Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical

Laboratories) the security of "biological agents or toxins capable

of causing serious or fatal illness to humans or animals" was

addressed. There is no mention of "Select Agents". The most recent

Appendix F is entitled Laboratory Security and Emergency Response

Guidance for Laboratories

Working with SA. Since there are biological agents that are not SA

but do meet the 1999 criteria, are there CDC security guidelines

that address this group of agents?  If so, please direct me to the

reference. Your assistance is appreciated.

--

Catherine M. Walker

University of Alabama

Environmental Health and Safety

Box 870178

Tuscaloosa, AL 35487-0178

Phone (205) 348-5905

FAX (205) 348-7773

--------------88C7576808E4B549D5B99A34

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

<!doctype html public "-//w3c//dtd html 4.0 transitional//en">

        In the 1999 Appendix F (Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical 

        Laboratories) the security of "biological agents or toxins capable of 

        causing serious or fatal illness to humans or animals" was addressed. 

        There is no mention of "Select Agents". The most recent Appendix F is 

        entitled Laboratory Security and Emergency Response Guidance for 

        Laboratories 

        Working with SA. Since there are biological agents that are not SA but 

        do meet the 1999 criteria, are there CDC security guidelines that 

        address this group of agents?  If so, please direct me to the reference. 

        Your assistance is appreciated. 

        -- 

        Catherine M. Walker 

        University of Alabama 

        Environmental Health and Safety 

        Box 870178 

        Tuscaloosa, AL 35487-0178 

        Phone (205) 348-5905 

        FAX (205) 348-7773 

--------------88C7576808E4B549D5B99A34--
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

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

Subject:      Re: Non-SA Pathogens

In-Reply-To:  <3E39A6BA.4F5E88E6@bama.ua.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

I am going to give an opinion off the top of my head.  Remember we are

looking at laws.  They mean what they say they mean.  sometimes we read

extra into these things.

Items on the select agent list are items that the authorities have decided

can be used by bioterrorists.  These items are regulated by the

authorities.  Use appendix F.

Items that are not on the SA list are not regulated.  They are not

considered SA at this time.  This includes the security precautions.  It is

your choice at this point.

Bear in mind that an item could be added to the SA list.  Or you could

choose to treat the items with higher security because of your institutions

concerns.

bob

>  In the 1999 Appendix F (Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical

>Laboratories) the security of "biological agents or toxins capable of

>causing serious or fatal illness to humans or animals" was addressed.

>There is no mention of "Select Agents". The most recent Appendix F is

>entitled Laboratory Security and Emergency Response Guidance for

>Laboratories

>Working with SA. Since there are biological agents that are not SA but do

>meet the 1999 criteria, are there CDC security guidelines that address

>this group of agents?  If so, please direct me to the reference. Your

>assistance is appreciated.

>

>--

>Catherine M. Walker

>University of Alabama

>Environmental Health and Safety

>Box 870178

>Tuscaloosa, AL 35487-0178

>Phone (205) 348-5905

>FAX (205) 348-7773

>

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________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:         "Norman, Randy" <RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM>

Subject:      Autoclave Inactivation of Animal Allergens
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I've got to do a good lit. search on this when I can make the time, but =

just in case someone already has done so ...

Would anyone be willing to post a reference or two, or a list of =

references, regarding the inactivation (or lack thereof) of small animal =

allergens by autoclaving? Anything relevant to rodents or rabbits would =

be very helpful!

Generally I believe it should take place, but anything published which =

would support that theory?

Randy Norman

Safety Specialist Sr.

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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Subject:      GSA Class 5 Safes
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I emailed the list a few days back asking if anyone knew of a good

source of GSA Class 5 safes. I received no replies, but was able to

track down some info that might prove useful to those dealing with

Select Agents, including the GSA approved Manufacturer list.

 From the Hamilton web page:

"The GSA Approved Class 5 and Class 6 Security Containers are

designed to resist covert and surreptitious entry and are approved

for the storage of all levels of classified information. The Class 5

containers are also designed to resist forced entry and, in addition

to the storage of classified information, is required for the storage

of weapons, pharmaceuticals (narcotics), funds and other high

valuable items.

Size and Configuration - Class 6 Security Containers are available as

filing cabinets, field safes, and special size cabinets for

installation in vehicles and map and plan cabinets. Class 5 Security

Containers are available as filing cabinets, map & plan cabinets and

weapons cabinets.

Color - Standard paint colors for GSA Security Containers are gray,

black or parchment an optional walnut wood grained painted finish is

also available.

Locks - All GSA Containers approved for the storage of classified

information are provided with a Mas-Hamilton X-07 or X-08 combination

lock meeting Federal Specification FF-L-2740. These locks have a

built in feature where either a single combination or a dual

combination can be used. The dual combination mode eliminates the

requirement for two separate locks for two-person control (TPI).

Class 6 Field Safes and Class 5 Weapons Cabinets are supplied with

S&G 8500 series combination locks.

Federal Supply Schedule - All Hamilton manufactured Security

Containers are listed on our GSA Federal Supply Schedule. Contract

number GS-2917-8997A. The Federal Government may purchase them and

Government Contractors with the confidence that thousands of these

products have been providing trouble free service for more than a

decade. For ordering information and terms please see the page on "

Information for Ordering Activities" A cross listing of old and new

National Stock Numbers is also on a separate page. "

Suppliers:                      Product(s)

Diebold, Inc.                   Class 5 & 6 Drawer File Security Containers

5995 Mayfair Road

P.O. Box 3077

North Canton, Ohio 44720-8077

Attn: Product Information

Hamilton Products Group, Inc.   Class 5 & 6 Security Containers, Class 5& 6

2009 North 14th Street, Suite 201       Map and Plan Security Cabinets, Class 5

Arlington, VA 22201                     Weapons Containers, Class 5

Vault Doors,

                                Class 5 Information Processing System

                                Containers (IPS), Class 6 Field Safes, and

                                Three Position Dial Type Combination Locks

Modular Vault Systems, Inc.             Class M or Class 1, 2 & 3

Modular Vaults

8390 Washington Boulevard

Jessup, MD 20794

Overly Manufacturing Company    Class 5 Vault Doors

P.O. Box 70

Greensburg. PA 1560-0070

Trusted Systems, Inc.           Class 5 IPS Containers

118 Round Bay Road

Severna Park, MD 21146

--

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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Date:         Fri, 31 Jan 2003 14:04:33 -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:      shipping question

Afternoon:

I have a shipping issue I am hoping someone can help me with...

A researcher here has an antibody that she wishes to ship to Brazil.

The antibody was produced in a New Zealand white rabbit and the

antigen is chicken growth hormone (which was obtained from a

commercial source).

I'm not sure whether this would be regulated by APHIS and require

an exportation permit, or if it would be regulated by Dept. of

Commerce (since we are talking about exporting it out of the

country).

I'm doing my best to get up to speed on the shipping regs, but I

thought the wealth of knowledge on this listserv may be of some

assistance.

If anyone could give me some advice, it would be most appreciated.

thanks in advance...TGIF! :-)

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State University

Environmental Health and Safety

speaker@ehs.psu.edu

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

^...^

(O_O)

=(Y)=

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

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

From:         Catherine Walker <cmwalker@BAMA.UA.EDU>

Subject:      Non-SA Pathogens

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
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Yesterday, I submitted the following message to the list. Today, I

have not received any messages at all, on any topic, from BIOSAFETY.

Is there a problem?

     In the 1999 Appendix F (Biosafety in Microbiological and

     Biomedical Laboratories) the security of "biological

     agents or toxins capable of causing serious or fatal

     illness to humans or animals" was addressed. There is no

     mention of "Select Agents". The most recent Appendix F is

     entitled Laboratory Security and Emergency Response

     Guidance for Laboratories

     Working with SA. Since there are biological agents that

     are not SA but do meet the 1999 criteria, are there CDC

     security guidelines that address this group of agents?  If

     so, please direct me to the reference. Your assistance is

     appreciated.

--

Catherine M. Walker

University of Alabama

Environmental Health and Safety

Box 870178

Tuscaloosa, AL 35487-0178

Phone (205) 348-5905

FAX (205) 348-7773

--------------3B267F762B1E9EA46DA11287

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

<!doctype html public "-//w3c//dtd html 4.0 transitional//en">

        Yesterday, I submitted the following message to the list. Today, I have 

        not received any messages at all, on any topic, from BIOSAFETY. Is there 

        a problem? 

          In the 1999 Appendix F (Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical 

          Laboratories) the security of "biological agents or toxins capable of 

          causing serious or fatal illness to humans or animals" was addressed. 

          There is no mention of "Select Agents". The most recent Appendix F is 

          entitled Laboratory Security and Emergency Response Guidance for 

          Laboratories 

          Working with SA. Since there are biological agents that are not SA but 

          do meet the 1999 criteria, are there CDC security guidelines that 

          address this group of agents?  If so, please direct me to the 

          reference. Your assistance is appreciated.

        -- 

        Catherine M. Walker 

        University of Alabama 

        Environmental Health and Safety 

        Box 870178 

        Tuscaloosa, AL 35487-0178 

        Phone (205) 348-5905 

        FAX (205) 348-7773 

--------------3B267F762B1E9EA46DA11287--
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Date:         Fri, 31 Jan 2003 16:55:05 -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:      Non-SA Pathogens

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Hi Cathy,

here is a copy of my response written earlier to day.

Bob

I am going to give an opinion off the top of my head.  Remember we are

looking at laws.  They mean what they say they mean.  sometimes we read

extra into these things.

Items on the select agent list are items that the authorities have decided

can be used by bioterrorists.  These items are regulated by the

authorities.  Use appendix F.

Items that are not on the SA list are not regulated.  They are not

considered SA at this time.  This includes the security precautions.  It is

your choice at this point.

Bear in mind that an item could be added to the SA list.  Or you could

choose to treat the items with higher security because of your institutions

concerns.

bob

>  In the 1999 Appendix F (Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical

>Laboratories) the security of "biological agents or toxins capable of

>causing serious or fatal illness to humans or animals" was addressed.

>There is no mention of "Select Agents". The most recent Appendix F is

>entitled Laboratory Security and Emergency Response Guidance for

>Laboratories

>Working with SA. Since there are biological agents that are not SA but do

>meet the 1999 criteria, are there CDC security guidelines that address

>this group of agents?  If so, please direct me to the reference. Your

>assistance is appreciated.

>

>--

>Catherine M. Walker

>University of Alabama

>Environmental Health and Safety

>Box 870178

>Tuscaloosa, AL 35487-0178

>Phone (205) 348-5905

>FAX (205) 348-7773

>

>X-Comment: mitvma.mit.edu: Mail was sent by bama.ua.edu

>X-Accept-Language: en,en-US

>MIME-Version: 1.0

>Date:         Fri, 31 Jan 2003 13:33:20 -0600

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

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

>From: Catherine Walker <cmwalker@BAMA.UA.EDU>

>Subject: Non-SA Pathogens

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Precedence: list

>

>  Yesterday, I submitted the following message to the list. Today, I have

>not received any messages at all, on any topic, from BIOSAFETY. Is there a

>problem?

>

>In the 1999 Appendix F (Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical

>Laboratories) the security of "biological agents or toxins capable of

>causing serious or fatal illness to humans or animals" was addressed.

>There is no mention of "Select Agents". The most recent Appendix F is

>entitled Laboratory Security and Emergency Response Guidance for

>Laboratories

>Working with SA. Since there are biological agents that are not SA but do

>meet the 1999 criteria, are there CDC security guidelines that address

>this group of agents?  If so, please direct me to the reference. Your

>assistance is appreciated.

>

> --

>Catherine M. Walker

>University of Alabama

>Environmental Health and Safety

>Box 870178

>Tuscaloosa, AL 35487-0178

>Phone (205) 348-5905

>FAX (205) 348-7773

>

>
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_ \    / /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:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Non-SA Pathogens
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Catherine, you have asked a good question.  Take a look at the following =

site and read under the topic Introduction  =

http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bmbl4/b4af.htm Interestingly enough, =

the regulations going into effect within the next few days incorporate =

the BMBL, but exclude the Appendix F. We are told to use Appendix F for =

guidance, but I guess the prescriptive security guidelines in the =

regulations are thought by the agencies to be better than Appendix F. =

Perhaps more easily enforced.

Perhaps you should continue to use F for guidance on very harmful =

agents. It is good practice. CDC has also published a MMWR dated =

December 6, 2002 on security of select agents and emergency response.

I suggest that this question be sent to CDC if you have more questions. =

They have the link on their page dealing with the select agents - =

lrsat@cdc.gov .

Mike Durham

LSU

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

  From: A Biosafety Discussion List

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Friday, January 31, 2003 1:33 PM

  Subject: Non-SA Pathogens

  Yesterday, I submitted the following message to the list. Today, I =

have not received any messages at all, on any topic, from BIOSAFETY. Is =

there a problem?

    In the 1999 Appendix F (Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical =

Laboratories) the security of "biological agents or toxins capable of =

causing serious or fatal illness to humans or animals" was addressed. =

There is no mention of "Select Agents". The most recent Appendix F is =

entitled Laboratory Security and Emergency Response Guidance for =

Laboratories

    Working with SA. Since there are biological agents that are not SA =

but do meet the 1999 criteria, are there CDC security guidelines that =

address this group of agents?  If so, please direct me to the reference. =

Your assistance is appreciated.

  --

  Catherine M. Walker

  University of Alabama

  Environmental Health and Safety

  Box 870178

  Tuscaloosa, AL 35487-0178

  Phone (205) 348-5905

  FAX (205) 348-7773
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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: Non-SA Pathogens

In-Reply-To:  <013a01c2c97a$589a1040$72092782@lsu.edu>
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At 04:44 PM 1/31/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Catherine, you have asked a good question.  Take a look at the following

>site and read under the topic

>Introduction

><http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bmbl4/b4af.htm>http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bmbl4/b4af.htm

>Interestingly enough, the regulations going into effect within the next

>few days incorporate the BMBL, but exclude the Appendix F. We are told to

>use Appendix F for guidance, but I guess the prescriptive security

>guidelines in the regulations are thought by the agencies to be better

>than Appendix F. Perhaps more easily enforced.

The part that says to exclude appendix F is for the Safety Plan.  The

security plan (the next major part) incorporates all the points in appendix

F and then some.

>

>Perhaps you should continue to use F for guidance on very harmful agents.

>It is good practice. CDC has also published a MMWR dated December 6, 2002

>on security of select agents and emergency response.

>

>I suggest that this question be sent to CDC if you have more questions.

>They have the link on their <http://http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/>page

>dealing with the select agents - <mailto:lrsat@cdc.gov>lrsat@cdc.gov .

>Mike Durham

>LSU

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

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

>To: <mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Sent: Friday, January 31, 2003 1:33 PM

>Subject: Non-SA Pathogens

>

>Yesterday, I submitted the following message to the list. Today, I have

>not received any messages at all, on any topic, from BIOSAFETY. Is there a

>problem?

>In the 1999 Appendix F (Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical

>Laboratories) the security of "biological agents or toxins capable of

>causing serious or fatal illness to humans or animals" was addressed.

>There is no mention of "Select Agents". The most recent Appendix F is

>entitled Laboratory Security and Emergency Response Guidance for Laboratories

>Working with SA. Since there are biological agents that are not SA but do

>meet the 1999 criteria, are there CDC security guidelines that address

>this group of agents?  If so, please direct me to the reference. Your

>assistance is appreciated.

>

>--

>Catherine M. Walker

>University of Alabama

>Environmental Health and Safety

>Box 870178

>Tuscaloosa, AL 35487-0178

>Phone (205) 348-5905

>FAX (205) 348-7773

>

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_798272254==_.ALT

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

                  At 04:44 PM 1/31/2003 -0600, you wrote:

                    Catherine, you have asked a good question.  Take a look at 

                    the following site and read under the topic Introduction  

                    http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bmbl4/b4af.htm 

                    Interestingly enough, the regulations going into effect 

                    within the next few days incorporate the BMBL, but exclude 

                    the Appendix F. We are told to use Appendix F for guidance, 

                    but I guess the prescriptive security guidelines in the 

                    regulations are thought by the agencies to be better than 

                    Appendix F. Perhaps more easily enforced. 

                  The part that says to exclude appendix F is for the Safety 

                  Plan.  The security plan (the next major part) incorporates 

                  all the points in appendix F and then some.  

                    Perhaps you should continue to use F for guidance on very 

                    harmful agents. It is good practice. CDC has also published 

                    a MMWR dated December 6, 2002 on security of select agents 

                    and emergency response.

                    I suggest that this question be sent to CDC if you have more 

                    questions. They have the link on their page dealing with the 

                    select agents - lrsat@cdc.gov .

                    Mike Durham

                    LSU 

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

                      From: A Biosafety Discussion List 

                      To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

                      Sent: Friday, January 31, 2003 1:33 PM 

                      Subject: Non-SA Pathogens

                      Yesterday, I submitted the following message to the list. 

                      Today, I have not received any messages at all, on any 

                      topic, from BIOSAFETY. Is there a problem? 

                      In the 1999 Appendix F (Biosafety in Microbiological and 

                      Biomedical Laboratories) the security of "biological 

                      agents or toxins capable of causing serious or fatal 

                      illness to humans or animals" was addressed. There is no 

                      mention of "Select Agents". The most recent Appendix F is 

                      entitled Laboratory Security and Emergency Response 

                      Guidance for Laboratories 

                      Working with SA. Since there are biological agents that 

                      are not SA but do meet the 1999 criteria, are there CDC 

                      security guidelines that address this group of agents?  If 

                      so, please direct me to the reference. Your assistance is 

                      appreciated.

                    -- 

                    Catherine M. Walker 

                    University of Alabama 

                    Environmental Health and Safety 

                    Box 870178 

                    Tuscaloosa, AL 35487-0178 

                    Phone (205) 348-5905 

                    FAX (205) 348-7773 

                  Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

                  Senior Biosafety Officer 

                  Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

                  617-258-5647 

                  rfink@mit.edu 

                  http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_798272254==_.ALT--
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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:      Security Plan

MIME-Version: 1.0
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    Has anyone else looked at footnote #13 in the USDA select agents

regulation [9 CFR 121.12(a)(2)] that is provided as guidance for

developing a facility security plan?  The manual referenced is titled

=93USDA Security Policies and Procedures for Biosafety Level-3

Facilities,=94 and is available online at

www.usda.gov/ocio/directives/DM/DM9610-001.htm .

According to my Information Technology group, the section on cyber

security is rather stringent.  I would be interested in hearing other

opinions on the feasibility of developing a cybersecurity system at the

level described in this Manual.

Many thanks for your help.

Janet

Janet Peterson, RBP, CBSP

Assistant Director & Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland, College Park

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

Date:         Mon, 3 Feb 2003 12:48:28 -0500

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

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

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Security Plan

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

the USDA ARS BSL-3 Security manual Number 9610-001 is overkill for our

needs, in my opinion...

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Adjunct Assistant Professor of Microbiology & Immunology

Assistant Director & Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Safety (EHS)

University of Maryland Baltimore

714 West Lombard Street, Room 305

Baltimore MD 21201-1084

(410) 706-7845

Fax (410) 706-1520

rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu <mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu>

www.ehs.umaryland.edu <http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu>

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

From: Janet Peterson [mailto:peterson@WAM.UMD.EDU]

Sent: Monday, February 03, 2003 12:36 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Security Plan

    Has anyone else looked at footnote #13 in the USDA select agents

regulation [9 CFR 121.12(a)(2)] that is provided as guidance for developing

a facility security plan?  The manual referenced is titled "USDA Security

Policies and Procedures for Biosafety Level-3 Facilities," and is available

online at www.usda.gov/ocio/directives/DM/DM9610-001.htm . According to my

Information Technology group, the section on cyber security is rather

stringent.  I would be interested in hearing other opinions on the

feasibility of developing a cybersecurity system at the level described in

this Manual.

Many thanks for your help.

Janet

Janet Peterson, RBP, CBSP

Assistant Director & Biosafety Officer

University of Maryland, College Park

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

Date:         Tue, 4 Feb 2003 10:27:50 -0500

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:      SAs and Buildings with Open-Floor Lab Space Designs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
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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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Our newest research building was designed with the so-called latest,

high-tech look in laboratory space designs.  The building has 3 separate

"pods" with an open floor plan (no doors separating laboratories), on each

floor.  Since the SAs cannot be locked up or even used in a secured lab

room, per se, would that mean that every person on each floor requires the

background checks and clearances?  I think the so called latest and greatest

in innovative laboratory design will need to start looking at the newest

regs out there.  The open lab space concept might look very nice, but it can

make some compliance efforts a nightmare.  Is anyone else looking at their

new construction guidelines these days in light of the Patriot Act fallout?

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

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

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

Subject:      Re: SAs and Buildings with Open-Floor Lab Space Designs
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our buildings were designed with primarily open lab, however, we also =

designed in "procedure rooms" which are 4 walls with a door and can be =

secured.  and our lab areas are segregated from public areas with =

card-key entry

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 

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

From: Stetz, Sharon [mailto:Sharon.Stetz@UHHS.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, February 04, 2003 8:28 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SAs and Buildings with Open-Floor Lab Space Designs

Our newest research building was designed with the so-called latest, =

high-tech look in laboratory space designs.  The building has 3 separate =

"pods" with an open floor plan (no doors separating laboratories), on =

each floor.  Since the SAs cannot be locked up or even used in a secured =

lab room, per se, would that mean that every person on each floor =

requires the background checks and clearances?  I think the so called =

latest and greatest in innovative laboratory design will need to start =

looking at the newest regs out there.  The open lab space concept might =

look very nice, but it can make some compliance efforts a nightmare.  Is =

anyone else looking at their new construction guidelines these days in =

light of the Patriot Act fallout?
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

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

From:         "William A. Lorenzen" <William.Lorenzen@TCH.HARVARD.EDU>

Organization: Children's Hospital Boston

Subject:      Re: SAs and Buildings with Open-Floor Lab Space Designs
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--Boundary_(ID_/U32+XBWstaYwP44u3bzzQ)
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So how do your researchers secure the radioactive materials?  You might

want to combine forces with your radiation staff since they have the

same need/issues....

"Stetz, Sharon" wrote:

>

>

> Our newest research building was designed with the so-called latest,

> high-tech look in laboratory space designs.  The building has 3

> separate "pods" with an open floor plan (no doors separating

> laboratories), on each floor.  Since the SAs cannot be locked up or

> even used in a secured lab room, per se, would that mean that every

> person on each floor requires the background checks and clearances?  I

> think the so called latest and greatest in innovative laboratory

> design will need to start looking at the newest regs out there.  The

> open lab space concept might look very nice, but it can make some

> compliance efforts a nightmare.  Is anyone else looking at their new

> construction guidelines these days in light of the Patriot Act

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

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

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SAs and Buildings with Open-Floor Lab Space Designs
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            This has been one of my singular complaints about open =

design in laboratories....no security. I think you could get away with =

only the actual SA&T people being cleared, since the proviso is that =

unapproved people have to be under the ever-watchful eye of the approved =

people. Here is where locking everything down and keeping strict logs =

etc. will have to be meticulous. I'm dealing with this problem since we =

have shared environments and suites, etc.

This will all have to be written into your WRITTEN Security plan. The =

approach we will use at MSSM is a lab by lab, case by case review of =

who, what, what, where, how much will be generated. I am not going to go =

crazy over a couple of base-pairs, but if someone were to whip-up 5 =

liters of an SA&T, then that is a different matter....i.e. there's =

enough on hand to do mischief.

I think this part of the regulation was pushed through without realizing =

that the academic world is not the same as government agency labs or =

biotech/production labs. We have guards at the doors, and id cards,too, =

but the prevailing sentiment has always been that researchers had =

virtually unbridled access to each other. Now to visit a colleague who =

works with SA&T's on another floor you will have to get a temporary id =

and check in, log in, log out and state the purpose of the visit. (Your =

papers, please, comrade!). Hopefully this helps!

Phil Hauck

MSSM Biosafety Officer

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

From: Stetz, Sharon [mailto:Sharon.Stetz@UHHS.COM] 

Sent: Tuesday, February 04, 2003 10:28 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SAs and Buildings with Open-Floor Lab Space Designs

Our newest research building was designed with the so-called latest, =

high-tech look in laboratory space designs.  The building has 3 separate =

"pods" with an open floor plan (no doors separating laboratories), on =

each floor.  Since the SAs cannot be locked up or even used in a secured =

lab room, per se, would that mean that every person on each floor =

requires the background checks and clearances?  I think the so called =

latest and greatest in innovative laboratory design will need to start =

looking at the newest regs out there.  The open lab space concept might =

look very nice, but it can make some compliance efforts a nightmare.  Is =

anyone else looking at their new construction guidelines these days in =

light of the Patriot Act fallout?
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rebecca Ryan <ryanr@BU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SAs and Buildings with Open-Floor Lab Space Designs
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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_01C2CC80.EF1D9A10

Content-Type: text/plain

I agree with Phillip Hauck's comments, Boston University has the same

problem with many open lab 'quadrant' designs with multiple PIs, or numerous

research staff where security access could be a problem inside the lab.   As

most of you already know, the definition of "access" in the regulations has

eluded us up until this point, and we will probably write our security plan

based on how controlled substances are handled.  We are exploring

coordination with the Radiation Safety Office to create one single point of

entry for all select agents and radiation, and probably controlled

substances in the near future.  Select agents in the laboratory will be

recommended to be kept in side rooms that are not common to the entire space

when possible.  Locked boxes, locked fridges, or safes will also be

installed with limited # of keys/combinations as added "access" control.  No

matter where the select agents are kept, in light of situations such as the

PI in Texas being arrested for misplacing vials of plague, recordkeeping of

the RFO and logbook records seem to be a crucial piece of data in the future

regulations.  I will be writing this into the Security plan in following the

new 42 CFR 73.0 regulations.

Rebecca Ryan,

Biosafety Officer

Boston University

RyanR@bu.edu <mailto:RyanR@bu.edu>

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, February 04, 2003 12:25 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SAs and Buildings with Open-Floor Lab Space Designs

            This has been one of my singular complaints about open design in

laboratories....no security. I think you could get away with only the actual

SA&T people being cleared, since the proviso is that unapproved people have

to be under the ever-watchful eye of the approved people. Here is where

locking everything down and keeping strict logs etc. will have to be

meticulous. I'm dealing with this problem since we have shared environments

and suites, etc.

This will all have to be written into your WRITTEN Security plan. The

approach we will use at MSSM is a lab by lab, case by case review of who,

what, what, where, how much will be generated. I am not going to go crazy

over a couple of base-pairs, but if someone were to whip-up 5 liters of an

SA&T, then that is a different matter....i.e. there's enough on hand to do

mischief.

I think this part of the regulation was pushed through without realizing

that the academic world is not the same as government agency labs or

biotech/production labs. We have guards at the doors, and id cards,too, but

the prevailing sentiment has always been that researchers had virtually

unbridled access to each other. Now to visit a colleague who works with

SA&T's on another floor you will have to get a temporary id and check in,

log in, log out and state the purpose of the visit. (Your papers, please,

comrade!). Hopefully this helps!

Phil Hauck

MSSM Biosafety Officer

-----Original Message-----

From: Stetz, Sharon [mailto:Sharon.Stetz@UHHS.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, February 04, 2003 10:28 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SAs and Buildings with Open-Floor Lab Space Designs

Our newest research building was designed with the so-called latest,

high-tech look in laboratory space designs.  The building has 3 separate

"pods" with an open floor plan (no doors separating laboratories), on each

floor.  Since the SAs cannot be locked up or even used in a secured lab

room, per se, would that mean that every person on each floor requires the

background checks and clearances?  I think the so called latest and greatest

in innovative laboratory design will need to start looking at the newest

regs out there.  The open lab space concept might look very nice, but it can

make some compliance efforts a nightmare.  Is anyone else looking at their

new construction guidelines these days in light of the Patriot Act fallout?

=========================================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Feb 2003 12:06:38 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stinnett Therese <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      lab stuff

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

on a totally different subject, if you want or require fire =

extinguishers in your labs, who purchases, installs and maintains them?

thanks

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:         Wed, 5 Feb 2003 11:11:31 -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:      Re: lab stuff

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_049C_01C2CD07.563B57B0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_049C_01C2CD07.563B57B0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Our Facilities group--they also coordinate the annual recharging of all =

extinguishers

Sue

Suzanne M. Quinn

Senior Manager, Environmental Health and Safety

Exelixis, Inc.

PO Box 511

South San Francisco CA  94083-0511

  ----- Original Message ----- 

  From: Stinnett Therese 

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

  Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2003 11:06 AM

  Subject: lab stuff

  on a totally different subject, if you want or require fire =

extinguishers in your labs, who purchases, installs and maintains them?

  thanks

  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:         Wed, 5 Feb 2003 14:24:57 -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: lab stuff

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Our physical plant dept contracts this out to a local provider.  This company

has also come on campus and given us fire extinguisher training.

Lori Keen

Lab Manager, Biology

Calvin College

616-957-6080

A mouse trap, placed on top of your alarm clock,

will prevent you from rolling over and going back

to sleep!

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Feb 2003 14:23:34 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: lab stuff

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Usually an item like fire extinguishers in an academic setting is part =

of the overhead, so it should be a "facilities" item, purchased and =

mounted by Facilities, or Buildings and Grounds etc. The one location we =

used at Cornell was right by the door, under the light switch. This =

automatically placed a person at the door and away from the fire, so =

that they could fight a "fighting retreat". But you must train your =

people (OSHA) in using the F.E. My advice...hang them for Fire Brigade =

or Fire Department use, only. If you have a two-hour rated space, having =

your people evacuate and close doors(NOT LOCK)puts you in better =

response posture, and less risk to your people who will be panicking and =

won't use an F.E. correctly.

Depending on whether you have a Municipal code, like New York or Boston, =

or your Locality is using the NFPA Code, the maintenance as far as =

hydrostatic testing the units would be done by an outside service =

company.  I forgot how often NFPA requires, but NYC required hydrostatic =

checks every 5 years.

Routine monthly checks, with turning and resuspending the powder within =

the extinguisher can be done in house by facilities people trained to do =

so. Bring a rubber mallet to bump the F.E. and loosen the powder.

There are OSHA requirements as well, See:

http://www.osha.gov/pls/oshaweb/owadisp.show_document?p_table=3DSTANDARDS=

&p_id=3D9811&p_text_version=3DFALSE. I think this will help you out.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Stinnett Therese [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU] 

Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2003 2:07 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: lab stuff

on a totally different subject, if you want or require fire =

extinguishers in your labs, who purchases, installs and maintains them?

thanks

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:         Wed, 5 Feb 2003 11:31:41 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hall, Christine" <chall@PALOMAR.EDU>

Subject:      Re: lab stuff

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Our facilities department installs and maintains the fire extinguishers.

Chris Hall

Instructional Support Assistant IV

Palomar College - Life Sciences

1140 W Mission Rd

San Marcos, CA  92069

(760) 744-1150 x2726

-----Original Message-----

From: Stinnett Therese [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2003 11:07 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: lab stuff

on a totally different subject, if you want or require fire extinguishers in

your labs, who purchases, installs and maintains them?

thanks

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:         Wed, 5 Feb 2003 14:47:51 -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: lab stuff

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="ISO-8859-1"

Inspection and ongoing maintenance of fire extinguishers is a security function

here.

Karen B. Byers, MS,  RBP, CBSP-ABSA

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

Phone: 617-632-3890

Fax: 617-632-1932

NOTE: if you're walking here.. office location-454 Brookline, suite 4

-----Original Message-----

From: Hall, Christine [mailto:chall@PALOMAR.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2003 2:32 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: lab stuff

Our facilities department installs and maintains the fire extinguishers.

Chris Hall

Instructional Support Assistant IV

Palomar College - Life Sciences

1140 W Mission Rd

San Marcos, CA  92069

(760) 744-1150 x2726

-----Original Message-----

From: Stinnett Therese [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2003 11:07 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: lab stuff

on a totally different subject, if you want or require fire extinguishers in

your labs, who purchases, installs and maintains them?

thanks

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:         Wed, 5 Feb 2003 15:12:20 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Delia Vieira-Cruz <vieira@AECOM.YU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: lab stuff

In-Reply-To:  <42162B3251A1B04FB5E45E0158E25A4C0C6476@hscex5.uchsc.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_22219790==_.ALT"

--=====================_22219790==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Our fire safety officer does the inspections and sends out the F.E. for

testing.

At 12:06 PM 2/5/03 -0700, you wrote:

>on a totally different subject, if you want or require fire extinguishers

>in your labs, who purchases, installs and maintains them?

>

>thanks

>

>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

>

Delia M. Vieira-Cruz

Lab Safety Officer

Albert Einstein College of Medicine

1300 Morris Park Avenue, Forch 800

Bronx, NY 10461

(718)430-3560

vieira@aecom.yu.edu

--=====================_22219790==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

                  Our fire safety officer does the inspections and sends out the 

                  F.E. for testing.

                  At 12:06 PM 2/5/03 -0700, you wrote:

                    on a totally different subject, if you want or require fire 

                    extinguishers in your labs, who purchases, installs and 

                    maintains them?

                    thanks

                    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 

                  Delia M. Vieira-Cruz

                  Lab Safety Officer

                  Albert Einstein College of Medicine

                  1300 Morris Park Avenue, Forch 800

                  Bronx, NY 10461

                  (718)430-3560

                  vieira@aecom.yu.edu

--=====================_22219790==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Feb 2003 15:03:18 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jean Testa-Davis <Amsjean@ISUGW.INDSTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: lab stuff

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

The Office of Environmental Safety (we have a Fire Safety Specialist) =

takes care of installation and exchange of our campus fire extinguishers.  =

We arrange for an outside contactor to recharge and hydrostatic test the =

units.

We have student workers who check the units monthly (we have them on our  =

Tiscor scanning program)  We offer training should a department be =

interested but university policy is for everyone to evacuate the building. =

The units are also placed near the door.

Jean Davis

OES

Indiana State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Feb 2003 13:28:45 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Toxin MSDSs

In-Reply-To:  <049f01c2cd4a$64a4ef80$3b801dac@squinnntbk>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Anyone know where I can get MSDSs on the toxins in the new regulations?

thanks!

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Feb 2003 14:32:41 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Brown, Virginia R" <gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU>

Subject:      FE

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Environmental Health & Safety Department purchases, installs, inspects, =

and maintains fire extinguishers

in labs. Maintenance of the 7000+ extinguishers on the campus includes =

everything except refilling 

CO2 extinguishers which is contracted out. Student workers use bar code =

scanners when performing 

routine inspections. We also offer hands-on fire extinguisher training.

The one exception to the purchase/ installation is with new construction =

of facilities which includes fire

extinguishers.

Ginger Brown, CBSP

Env Health & Safety

TX A&M University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Feb 2003 14:38:15 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Toxin MSDSs

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.1.5.2.20030205132801.01d014c0@esh-mail.lanl.gov>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

I have started a collection which I add to as I come across them.. are

there any specific ones you want? I'd be happy to copy and forward.

Kath

At 01:28 PM 2/5/2003 -0700, you wrote:

>Anyone know where I can get MSDSs on the toxins in the new regulations?

>

>thanks!

>

>

>Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

>University of California

>Los Alamos National Laboratory

>HSR-5

>MS K486

>Los Alamos, NM 87545

>(505) 665-2977 (voice)

>((505) 996-3807 (pager)

>"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Feb 2003 14:41:08 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: lab stuff

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

At our campus the requesting department pays for them and Facilities

Operations (FO) installs and maintains them.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Stinnett Therese [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2003 1:07 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: lab stuff

on a totally different subject, if you want or require fire extinguishers in

your labs, who purchases, installs and maintains them?

thanks

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:         Wed, 5 Feb 2003 15:32:17 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Toxin MSDSs

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Hello, Dina: Sigma, Aldrich, Cornell Univ. website for MSDS;these are =

very helpful.Also, whoever is supplying it to your researchers MUST =

under 29 CFR 1910.1200 HAZ-COM Standard provide you with their specific =

MSDS for that product. If they fail to do so, they put themselves, and =

you, under threat of non-compliance enforcement by OSHA, EPA etc. etc.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Dina Sassone [mailto:dinas@LANL.GOV] 

Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2003 3:29 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Toxin MSDSs

Anyone know where I can get MSDSs on the toxins in the new regulations?

thanks!

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Feb 2003 14:00:36 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Toxin MSDSs

In-Reply-To:  <CFB9E625B3609149AD3FECB4DAEDE123878164@exch-1.mssm.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

You are absolutely correct, Phil! thanks for the reminder! I am putting

together training for my researchers, and wanted to use them as an

example--but I am also looking at our official MSDS collection, and trying

to make sure that we do indeed have the MSDSs we need.  I will definitely

check out Sigma and Aldrich.

At 03:32 PM 2/5/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Hello, Dina: Sigma, Aldrich, Cornell Univ. website for MSDS;these are very

>helpful.Also, whoever is supplying it to your researchers MUST under 29

>CFR 1910.1200 HAZ-COM Standard provide you with their specific MSDS for

>that product. If they fail to do so, they put themselves, and you, under

>threat of non-compliance enforcement by OSHA, EPA etc. etc.

>

>Phil Hauck

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Dina Sassone [mailto:dinas@LANL.GOV]

>Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2003 3:29 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Toxin MSDSs

>

>Anyone know where I can get MSDSs on the toxins in the new regulations?

>

>thanks!

>

>

>Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

>University of California

>Los Alamos National Laboratory

>HSR-5

>MS K486

>Los Alamos, NM 87545

>(505) 665-2977 (voice)

>((505) 996-3807 (pager)

>"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Feb 2003 15:13:07 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Toxin MSDSs

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.1.5.2.20030205135651.01375340@esh-mail.lanl.gov>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Yes, specific manufacturer info is always the way to go.. what I am putting

together is a library of general info and msds's on all the agents with

details such as how to inactivate etc..

Kath

At 02:00 PM 2/5/2003 -0700, you wrote:

>You are absolutely correct, Phil! thanks for the reminder! I am putting

>together training for my researchers, and wanted to use them as an

>example--but I am also looking at our official MSDS collection, and trying

>to make sure that we do indeed have the MSDSs we need.  I will definitely

>check out Sigma and Aldrich.

>

>At 03:32 PM 2/5/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>>Hello, Dina: Sigma, Aldrich, Cornell Univ. website for MSDS;these are very

>>helpful.Also, whoever is supplying it to your researchers MUST under 29

>>CFR 1910.1200 HAZ-COM Standard provide you with their specific MSDS for

>>that product. If they fail to do so, they put themselves, and you, under

>>threat of non-compliance enforcement by OSHA, EPA etc. etc.

>>

>>Phil Hauck

>>

>>-----Original Message-----

>>From: Dina Sassone [mailto:dinas@LANL.GOV]

>>Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2003 3:29 PM

>>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>Subject: Toxin MSDSs

>>

>>Anyone know where I can get MSDSs on the toxins in the new regulations?

>>

>>thanks!

>>

>>

>>Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

>>University of California

>>Los Alamos National Laboratory

>>HSR-5

>>MS K486

>>Los Alamos, NM 87545

>>(505) 665-2977 (voice)

>>((505) 996-3807 (pager)

>>"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

>

>Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

>University of California

>Los Alamos National Laboratory

>HSR-5

>MS K486

>Los Alamos, NM 87545

>(505) 665-2977 (voice)

>((505) 996-3807 (pager)

>"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Feb 2003 16:15:09 -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: Toxin MSDSs

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Chemical: http://hazard.com/msds/ OR http://siri.uvm.edu/msds (both

through Univ of Vermont)

Biological: http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/pphb-dgspsp/msds-ftss/index.html

Both are pretty good. The canadian site does a pretty good job on about

100 different biologicals - including some of the SA's - saves a lot of

searching on our end!

Jeff

>>> dinas@LANL.GOV 02/05/03 04:00PM >>>

You are absolutely correct, Phil! thanks for the reminder! I am

putting

together training for my researchers, and wanted to use them as an

example--but I am also looking at our official MSDS collection, and

trying

to make sure that we do indeed have the MSDSs we need.  I will

definitely

check out Sigma and Aldrich.

At 03:32 PM 2/5/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Hello, Dina: Sigma, Aldrich, Cornell Univ. website for MSDS;these are

very

>helpful.Also, whoever is supplying it to your researchers MUST under

29

>CFR 1910.1200 HAZ-COM Standard provide you with their specific MSDS

for

>that product. If they fail to do so, they put themselves, and you,

under

>threat of non-compliance enforcement by OSHA, EPA etc. etc.

>

>Phil Hauck

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Dina Sassone [mailto:dinas@LANL.GOV]

>Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2003 3:29 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Toxin MSDSs

>

>Anyone know where I can get MSDSs on the toxins in the new

regulations?

>

>thanks!

>

>

>Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

>University of California

>Los Alamos National Laboratory

>HSR-5

>MS K486

>Los Alamos, NM 87545

>(505) 665-2977 (voice)

>((505) 996-3807 (pager)

>"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Feb 2003 13:10:29 -0900

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew J Bartel <afajb@UAA.ALASKA.EDU>

Organization: Department of Biological Sciences

Subject:      Re: lab stuff

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Facilities & Campus Services provides, installs, and maintains any and all

request fire extinguishers for us.

(Our maintenance department)

><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><>

Andrew J Bartel

Laboratory Manager

College of Arts & Sciences

University of Alaska Anchorage

Science Bldg. 243

3211 Providence Drive

Anchorage AK  99508

(907)786-1268 voice

(907)786-1148 fax

andrew.bartel@uaa.alaska.edu

----- Original Message -----

From: "Stinnett Therese" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2003 10:06 AM

Subject: lab stuff

on a totally different subject, if you want or require fire extinguishers in

your labs, who purchases, installs and maintains them?

thanks

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:         Wed, 5 Feb 2003 17:09:06 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Toxin MSDSs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Please do share.  Thanks

Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Center for Food Safety and Applied Nutrition

College Park, MD

Phone: 301-436-1988

Email: amy.barringer@cfsan.fda.gov

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2003 3:38 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Toxin MSDSs

I have started a collection which I add to as I come across them.. are

there any specific ones you want? I'd be happy to copy and forward.

Kath

At 01:28 PM 2/5/2003 -0700, you wrote:

>Anyone know where I can get MSDSs on the toxins in the new regulations?

>

>thanks!

>

>

>Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

>University of California

>Los Alamos National Laboratory

>HSR-5

>MS K486

>Los Alamos, NM 87545

>(505) 665-2977 (voice)

>((505) 996-3807 (pager)

>"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Feb 2003 13:15:10 -0900

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "David A. Bunzow" <sndab1@ALASKA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: lab stuff

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Andrew:

You are VERY lucky to have them at all.  Our deferred authority AHJ is still in

the 19th

century on this at UAF.  We're not allowed to have them...

Andrew J Bartel wrote:

> Facilities & Campus Services provides, installs, and maintains any and all

> request fire extinguishers for us.

>

> (Our maintenance department)

>

> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><>

> Andrew J Bartel

> Laboratory Manager

> College of Arts & Sciences

> University of Alaska Anchorage

> Science Bldg. 243

> 3211 Providence Drive

> Anchorage AK  99508

>

> (907)786-1268 voice

> (907)786-1148 fax

>

> andrew.bartel@uaa.alaska.edu

> ----- Original Message -----

> From: "Stinnett Therese" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

> To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2003 10:06 AM

> Subject: lab stuff

>

> on a totally different subject, if you want or require fire extinguishers in

> your labs, who purchases, installs and maintains them?

>

> thanks

>

> 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

--

David A. Bunzow  CET; CHMM; NRCC-CHO; REM

University of Alaska

Many Traditions One Alaska

Statewide Office of Risk Management

Environmental, Health and Safety Manager

PO Box 755240

Fairbanks, AK  99775-5240

1-907-474-5005 (phone)

1-907-474-5634 (fax)

sndab1@alaska.edu

www.alaska.edu/swrisk

Please Note:

The statements, opinions and views expressed

in this communication are mine alone.

They should not be construed as necessarily

being those of the University of Alaska System,

or any of its other employees.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Feb 2003 14:55:46 -0800

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: Toxin MSDSs

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.1.5.2.20030205132801.01d014c0@esh-mail.lanl.gov>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Hi Dina - Be careful  with these. As we know, an MSDS doesn't always

have correct information.  We are stuck with one from Sigma for Bot

Tox that describes it as a "biohazard" causing human "disease".  Now

the Chem Waste people won't dispose of it!

Chris

>Anyone know where I can get MSDSs on the toxins in the new regulations?

>

>thanks!

>

>

>Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

>University of California

>Los Alamos National Laboratory

>HSR-5

>MS K486

>Los Alamos, NM 87545

>(505) 665-2977 (voice)

>((505) 996-3807 (pager)

>"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

--

******************************************************************************

      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, 6 Feb 2003 08:51:22 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ray Hackney <ray_hackney@UNC.EDU>

Subject:      Comments on the new select agent rules
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This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0064_01C2CDBC.EC948FA0
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        charset="iso-8859-1"
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X-MIME-Autoconverted: from 8bit to quoted-printable by smtp.unc.edu id

h16DpMJe009472

The following message is from Pete Reinhardt, Director of EHS at UNC.

Colleagues,

I strongly urge you to comment on the HHS/USDA select agent rules. If the=

y

do not affect you today, they may tomorrow. President Bush proposing to

spend $6 B on Project Bioshield.

To date, only 33 comments have been submitted. They can be found at

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/docket.htm I appreciate the comments made by CO=

GR,

HHMI and ABSA. Please consider sending in your own comments, or sending a

letter to support other's comments. The University of North Carolina's

comments are below and attached. Feel free to cut, paste and edit. Commen=

ts

are due on or before February 11th -- next Tuesday.

Numbers count. In rulemaking, Government agencies count the number of

similar comments when deciding if a rule's section should be modified. If

you think something is missing, confusing or wrong, let HHS or USDA know.

This is an Interim Final Rule -- as hard to change as a glacier -- so

numbers count even more. Last week a CDC official commented to me that fe=

w

comments have been received. I fear that HHS may assume that the new rule=

s

are OK with most of the regulated community, and don't need to be changed.

Pete

Peter A. Reinhardt, Director

Department of Environment, Health & Safety

University of North Carolina

212 Finley Golf Course Rd., CB# 1650

Chapel Hill, NC   27517-4440

http://ehs.unc.edu                peter_reinhardt@unc.edu

919-843-5913  Fax: 919-962-0227  Cell: 919-210-5834

----- Original Message -----

From: Peter A. Reinhardt

To: SAPcomments@cdc.gov

Sent: Wednesday, February 05, 2003 2:07 PM

Subject: University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill Comments

5 February 2003

University of North Carolina's-Chapel Hill Comments on HHS's Interim Fina=

l

Rule

on the Possession, Use and Transfer of Select Agents and Toxins

(67 FR 76886-76905)

Select Agent Program

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

1600 Clifton Rd., E-79

Atlanta, GA   30333

Dear Select Agent Program,

The University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill (University) submits the

following comments on U.S. Department of Health and Human Services' (HHS)

Interim Final Rule on the Possession, Use and Transfer of Select Agents a=

nd

Toxins. The interim rule was published in the 13 December 2002 Federal

Register (67 FR 76886-76905). As the University is a leading educational

institution with more than $400 Million in annual external research fundi=

ng,

we believe that our information and suggestions may be valuable to HHS. T=

he

University is registered under the current select agent rule (Section 72.=

6

of Title 42 of the Code of Federal Regulations).

Welcome Provisions of the Interim Rule

We support the following provisions of 42 CFR 73:

=B7         We appreciate that required Safety and Security Plans are lar=

gely

performance-based. 42 CFR 73 establishes performance standards and allows

Entities to create individual plans to meet those standards. We appreciat=

e

that the Security requirements of Section 73.11 do not prescribe card

access, video surveillance or other specific technologies. Performance-ba=

sed

regulations are most efficient and effective because they allow each Enti=

ty

to adopt the best compliance methods for its own circumstances and

institutional organization. Subsequent changes or additions to the rules

should maintain and improve their performance basis.

=B7         We believe the exclusion amounts for toxins in 73.4(f)(4) and

73.5(f)(4) are reasonable and protective of human health and the

environment.

=B7         We appreciate that quantity records are only required for tox=

ins

under 73.15(b)(2), (5) and (7). It is not practical to quantify viable

agents.

Definitions

Recommendation: 42 CFR 73 should include a definition of "access" to mean=

:

"The ability to gain physical control of select agents and toxins."

The rules are confusing because the word, "access" is used several times

with different meanings. We agree with comments made by the Howard Hughes

Medical Institution (HHMI) that the above definition of "access" would

minimize uncertainty and help Entities comply with the security, training=

,

and record keeping requirements that rely on "access." The recommended

definition would apply to those sections of 42 CFR 73 where "access to a

select agent," "access to containers," or "approved for access" are used.

We also agree with HHMI that the term "entry" should replace "access" whe=

n a

requirement addresses admission to a select agent area by an individual n=

ot

approved under 73.8. Specifically, "entry" should replace "access" in

Sections 73.11(b)(6), 73.13(c) and (e), and 73.14(c)(2). These changes an=

d

the above definition would greatly clarify the rules.

Recommendation: Clarify that Entities have discretion to define "area" in

their security plans.

Entities should have the discretion to define "area" because the appropri=

ate

security measures will vary for each location, circumstance and instituti=

on.

By defining "area" in their security plans, Entities will clearly specify

the physical limits of their security measures. A specific delineation of

"area" will aid Entities, investigators and inspectors in complying with =

the

rules.

Select Agents and Toxins

Recommendation: Clarify 42 CFR 73.4(e)(1) and 73.5(e)(1) to include genet=

ic

elements and recombinant organisms that can encode infectious and/or

replication competent forms of any of the select agent viruses.

We appreciate your consideration of the University's 12 September 2002

comments to exclude genetically modified microorganisms that do not encod=

e

for any virulence factors or toxins and are unable to propagate. 42 CFR

73.4(e)(1) and 73.5(e)(1) states that "nucleic acids.that can encode

infectious and/or replication competent forms of any of the select agent

viruses," are covered by the regulations, which thereby excludes

replication-incompetent forms.  Our recommendation would clarify that thi=

s

exclusion logically extends to replication-incompetent genetic elements a=

nd

replication-incompetent recombinant organisms.

HHS Exclusion Determinations

Recommendation: Make prompt determinations on applications for exclusions

under 42 CFR 73.4(f)(5).

42 CFR 73.4 regulates vaccine strains, genetic elements and other agents

currently exempt under 42 CFR 72, or individual exemptions granted under =

42

CFR 72. CDC granted additional exemptions under 42 CFR 72 on a case-by-ca=

se

basis. Many of these exemptions continue to have merit. Entities have

applied (and will apply) for an exclusion under 42 CFR 73.4(f)(5). Delays=

 in

making these determinations will result in the expenditure of considerabl=

e

funds and resources to comply with 42 CFR 73 requirements. These delays m=

ay

also interrupt or delay important research. We urge HHS to give priority =

to

consideration of exclusion applications.

Compliance Schedules for New Researchers

Recommendation: Clarify the security risk assessment compliance schedule =

for

new individuals needing access to select agents between 11 June 2003 and =

11

November 2003.

Section 73.0(a) and (b) provides the compliance schedules for Entities th=

at

on 7 February 2003 already were conducting activities under a certificate=

 of

registration issued under 42 CFR 72.6. However, security risk assessment

procedures and work restrictions are not clear for select agent researche=

rs

who begin work for a currently registered Entity between 11 June 2003 and=

 11

November 2003. For example, a new researcher who wishes to begin select

agent work for a registered Entity during that period is not subject to

73.0(b)(3). This appears to contradict 73.0(a)(4). Please explain.

Security Risk Assessment for University Officials

Recommendation: Clarify that, at a state university, security risk

assessments are required only of the Responsible Official, Alternative

Responsible Official, and individuals who access a select agent or toxin.

73.8(a) does not apply to state agencies. Public universities are owned a=

nd

controlled by the citizens of the state and their elected officials. As a

result, security risk assessments at universities considered to be state

agencies should be required of only of the Responsible Official, Alternat=

ive

Responsible Official, and individuals who access a select agent or toxin.

Responsible Official

Recommendation: Clarify that a Responsible Official may receive the trans=

fer

of a select agent or toxin for the purposes of ensuring institutional

compliance.

The rule's preamble recommends that the Responsible Official be a biologi=

cal

safety officer but not be someone who receives select agents. We understa=

nd

the safeguard of not designating a select agent user as the Entity's

Responsible Official. However, receipt of select agents and toxins by the

Responsible Official is a valuable procedural control to ensure that all

required compliance measures are in place prior to final delivery of the

agent to the investigator. After passage of the USA Patriot Act, the

University revised its procedure to require that all shipments of select

agents be received by its Department of Environment Health, and Safety,

whose director has been designated as our Responsible Official. This

procedure parallels the common and effective practice of requiring receip=

t

of radionuclides by the Radiation Safety Officer prior to their distribut=

ion

to the Principal Investigator.

Security

Recommendation: Clarify that 73.11(d)(4) only applies to packages used fo=

r

the shipment or transfer of select agents or toxins. Also, clarify who

should perform these inspections.

It is not practical to inspect the many packages of laboratory supplies,

autoclaved waste, etc. that enter and exit the select agent laboratory ev=

ery

day.

If 73.11(d)(4) applies only to packages used for the shipment or transfer=

 of

select agents or toxins, these inspections should be performed by the

Responsible Official or the Alternate Responsible Official.

Training

Recommendation: Clarify 73.13(a) by stating that, while training need not

duplicate training provided under the OSHA Bloodborne Pathogen Standard 2=

9

CFR 1910.1030, safety and security training is appropriate for individual=

s

with access to select agents.

Section 73.13(a) implies that an Entity covered by the OSHA Bloodborne

Pathogen Standard is not required to provide information and training on

safety and security. We appreciate HHS's interest in avoiding unnecessary

duplicative training. However, an Entity covered by the OSHA Bloodborne

Pathogen Standard may have individuals who work in or visit areas contain=

ing

select agents and toxins who are not covered by the standard themselves.

Moreover, safety and security training is appropriate for all individuals

with access to select agents.

Costs of Implementing the Interim Final Rule

The Interim Rule grossly underestimates the cost burden of implementing

these new requirements. Contrary to the preamble, 42 CFR 73 implementatio=

n

will require significantly more resources than compliance with Biosafety =

in

Microbiological and Biomedical Laboratories (BMBL). In addition to new st=

aff

and recordkeeping requirements, the full cost of implementing this rule w=

ill

not be known until HHS reviews and approves of individual safety and

security plans. Improvements would reasonably include expanding electroni=

c

card access, alarm systems and security cameras, all of which are suggest=

ed

in the rule. At UNC-Chapel Hill, we estimate that these additional securi=

ty

measures would cost $400,000 for one 1,000 square foot BL3 select agent

laboratory and the building in which it is located, even though the

University is already in substantial compliance with BMBL.

Conclusion

In conclusion, the University supports the performance-based aspects of

these Interim Rules for select agents and toxins. Although the University=

's

select agent activities are moderate, select agents compliance requires t=

he

expenditure of significant University resources. We hope that considerati=

on

of our comments will facilitate efficient and effective compliance with

these new rules.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this proposal and for

considering our comments. Should you have questions after you've had an

opportunity to review this letter, please contact Peter A. Reinhardt,

Director of Environment, Health and Safety, at (919) 843-5913.

Sincerely,

Peter A. Reinhardt

Environment, Health & Safety Director

 Tony G. Waldrop

Vice Chancellor for Research and Graduate Studies

c:       Carolyn Elfland, Associate Vice Chancellor for Campus Services

          John Olsen, Chair, Institutional Biosafety Committee

SA Comment to HHS 28 Jan 03.doc

Peter A. Reinhardt, Director

Department of Environment, Health & Safety

University of North Carolina

212 Finley Golf Course Rd., CB# 1650

Chapel Hill, NC   27517-4440

http://ehs.unc.edu                peter_reinhardt@unc.edu

919-843-5913  Fax: 919-962-0227  Cell: 919-210-5834
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Margaret Rakas <mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU>

Subject:      Working With Blood Samples

Mime-Version: 1.0
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I am NOT a biologist, and if my interpretation of Appendix H of the BMBL

is correct, may shock a few people, so please bear with me.  We have a

researcher here just beginning a project involving unfixed human blood.

This Appendix gives recommended practices for working with

human/primate cells and tissues which include working under BL2

practices and using biosafety cabinets for all operations.

Of course, when working with human blood the OSHA bloodborne pathogen

standard must be in place for all exposed workers.  But does human blood

come under the guidelines of Appendix H?   If so, and your academic

institutions typically handle human blood samples according to these

guidelines, I would like to be able to say so.  (In these cases, peer

pressure never hurts).  At what point can human blood/cells/tissues be

considered not BL2?

Many thanks

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786
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Hi all:

Does anyone have an idea of what the approximate shelf life is for latex

gloves (before degradation occurs)?  What about for nitrile gloves?

Does anyone have a rotation system that they use to help ensure that

gloves are "fresh" enough to maintain integrity during normal use?  Of

course there's always the issue of when the gloves were actually

manufactured.  I see this as a potential issue in low use areas where

gloves are supplied. 

Thanks in advance.

June

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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>Hi all:

>

>Does anyone have an idea of what the approximate shelf life is for latex

>gloves (before degradation occurs)?  What about for nitrile gloves?

June--I would consult with the manufacturer of your gloves.  They

should be able to help you with shelf life issues as I would think

they would have some investment in keeping their products on your

shelves.   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.
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There are a lot of variables for glove shelf life, s.a. temperature, ozone

level, quality of the material, what the gloves experienced prior to

arriving at your lab.  I would contact the manufacturer to get their guess.

Richie

At 10:55 AM 2/6/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Hi all:

>

>Does anyone have an idea of what the approximate shelf life is for latex

>gloves (before degradation occurs)?  What about for nitrile gloves?

>Does anyone have a rotation system that they use to help ensure that

>gloves are "fresh" enough to maintain integrity during normal use?  Of

>course there's always the issue of when the gloves were actually

>manufactured.  I see this as a potential issue in low use areas where

>gloves are supplied.

>Thanks in advance.

>

>June

>

>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

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment
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                  There are a lot of variables for glove shelf life, s.a. 

                  temperature, ozone level, quality of the material, what the 

                  gloves experienced prior to arriving at your lab.  I would 

                  contact the manufacturer to get their guess.

                  Richie

                  At 10:55 AM 2/6/2003 -0500, you wrote:

                    Hi all:

                    Does anyone have an idea of what the approximate shelf life 

                    is for latex

                    gloves (before degradation occurs)?  What about for nitrile 

                    gloves?

                    Does anyone have a rotation system that they use to help 

                    ensure that

                    gloves are "fresh" enough to maintain integrity during 

                    normal use?  Of

                    course there's always the issue of when the gloves were 

                    actually

                    manufactured.  I see this as a potential issue in low use 

                    areas where

                    gloves are supplied. 

                    Thanks in advance.

                    June

                    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 

                  Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

                  Senior Biosafety Officer 

                  Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

                  617-258-5647 

                  rfink@mit.edu 

                  http://web.mit.edu/environment
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>

>This Appendix gives recommended practices for working with human/primate

>cells and tissues which include working under BL2 practices and using

>biosafety cabinets for all operations.

>Of course, when working with human blood the OSHA bloodborne pathogen

>standard must be in place for all exposed workers.  But does human blood

>come under the guidelines of Appendix H?   I

>Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

The BMBL has recommended practices and is not a legal document

(usually).  The guide for working with human materials is the OSHA standard

as that is a law.  The OSHA standard requires that human materials be

handled at BL2.  BL2 practices require aerosol control when one is

generating a significant aerosol, so depending upon the experimental

procedures a BSC may be necessary.  Do we require a BSC for handling of ALL

human materials - no, some procedures can be done on the open benchtop

without any increase in risk potential.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment
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                    This Appendix gives recommended practices for working with 

                    human/primate cells and tissues which include working under 

                    BL2 practices and using biosafety cabinets for all 

                    operations.  

                    Of course, when working with human blood the OSHA bloodborne 

                    pathogen standard must be in place for all exposed workers.  

                    But does human blood come under the guidelines of Appendix 

                    H?   I

                    Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

                  The BMBL has recommended practices and is not a legal document 

                  (usually).  The guide for working with human materials is the 

                  OSHA standard as that is a law.  The OSHA standard requires 

                  that human materials be handled at BL2.  BL2 practices require 

                  aerosol control when one is generating a significant aerosol, 

                  so depending upon the experimental procedures a BSC may be 

                  necessary.  Do we require a BSC for handling of ALL human 

                  materials - no, some procedures can be done on the open 

                  benchtop without any increase in risk potential.

                  Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

                  Senior Biosafety Officer 

                  Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

                  617-258-5647 

                  rfink@mit.edu 

                  http://web.mit.edu/environment
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I can't speak for the nitrile, but I can for latex surgical and exam =

gloves. It all depends on the age of the stock you received your gloves =

from, where you put it re: sunlight, radiators, ventilators, UV light =

from the BioCabinet; what chemicals are handled in the lab. 

USUALLY, a box of gloves that has been around for @ one year under =

normal lab conditions, will have the top layers of gloves showing signs =

of drying out and becoming brittle. I believe the nitrile have a little =

more staying power, but we routinely "bagged" a box if it was about a =

year old, normal lab conditions.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: June Angle [mailto:anglej@GLIATECH.COM] 

Sent: Thursday, February 06, 2003 10:56 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: shelf life of latex gloves

Hi all:

Does anyone have an idea of what the approximate shelf life is for latex

gloves (before degradation occurs)?  What about for nitrile gloves?

Does anyone have a rotation system that they use to help ensure that

gloves are "fresh" enough to maintain integrity during normal use?  Of

course there's always the issue of when the gloves were actually

manufactured.  I see this as a potential issue in low use areas where

gloves are supplied. 

Thanks in advance.

June

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:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Subject:      Select Agents Questions

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I have a few questions regarding the Select Agents Regs., any insights on

these?

Assuming a facility already possesses material and has been working with it

to date (Compliant with old reg.):

1.  If that facility intends to apply for an exemption, do they have to meet

the deadlines and requirements for the new reg. while they are waiting for

review of their exemption or are they granted some sort of grace period for

the time of review?

2.  A facility uses materials that were exempt from the previous select

agents regulation, but are not exempt under the new one.  Can they transfer

the material until April without the EA-101 until that time, as was

permissible under the old reg.?  Will we have a registration number by April

to use for transfers of materials at that time?

3.  What is the definition of an impure toxin?  If you have multiple PIs

with exempt quantities of toxins at the same facility, that together exceed

the registration quantity, is registration then required?

4.  An RO is assigned based on their authority to ensure compliance with the

reg. (an upper level management person) with the idea that most of the day

to day implementation and monitoring of the program will be undertaken by

safety.  Any thoughts about what do you do about the EA101 transfer process?

The manager person may be on the go a lot...inaccessible for signing

paperwork, but people further down the food chain (like safety) may not have

the authority to ensure compliance, therefore not meeting the requirement as

an alternate RO...What are other sites planning?
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I am looking for information on Biosafety Officer training or classes.  Can

someone recommend some classes that would give me the basics?

Thanks,

Quatro Baker

LRRI

2425 Ridgecrest Drive

Albuquerque, NM  87144

505-348-9429
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ABSA is an excellent source.  Courses are offered both in the spring and =

fall.  Also, the new 40-hour Biosafety course is close to being launched.  =

Check out  the website for more info.

Bill Coates, RBP,CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Univ. of MS Medical Center

>>> DBaker@LRRI.ORG 02/06/03 03:19PM >>>

I am looking for information on Biosafety Officer training or classes.  =

Can

someone recommend some classes that would give me the basics?

Thanks,

Quatro Baker

LRRI

2425 Ridgecrest Drive

Albuquerque, NM  87144

505-348-9429
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Good morning everyone,

We too are struggling with Amy's question outlined in number 4. On one hand,

the safety people (biosafety officer) have the technical knowledge and are

available to cope with the registration process, training, transfers, etc.,

but the upper management has the clout to enforce the policy and ensure

compliance.

Who will be your RO? ...what job title will this new responsibility be tied

to? Is your BSO part of the upper management team (e.g. EH&S Director)?

Thanks.

Janet Ives

Industrial Hygienist, EH&S

BSO, IBC

University of Rochester

-----Original Message-----

From: Barringer, Amy [mailto:Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV]

Sent: Thursday, February 06, 2003 4:10 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Select Agents Questions

I have a few questions regarding the Select Agents Regs., any insights on

these?

Assuming a facility already possesses material and has been working with it

to date (Compliant with old reg.):

1.  If that facility intends to apply for an exemption, do they have to meet

the deadlines and requirements for the new reg. while they are waiting for

review of their exemption or are they granted some sort of grace period for

the time of review?

2.  A facility uses materials that were exempt from the previous select

agents regulation, but are not exempt under the new one.  Can they transfer

the material until April without the EA-101 until that time, as was

permissible under the old reg.?  Will we have a registration number by April

to use for transfers of materials at that time?

3.  What is the definition of an impure toxin?  If you have multiple PIs

with exempt quantities of toxins at the same facility, that together exceed

the registration quantity, is registration then required?

4.  An RO is assigned based on their authority to ensure compliance with the

reg. (an upper level management person) with the idea that most of the day

to day implementation and monitoring of the program will be undertaken by

safety.  Any thoughts about what do you do about the EA101 transfer process?

The manager person may be on the go a lot...inaccessible for signing

paperwork, but people further down the food chain (like safety) may not have

the authority to ensure compliance, therefore not meeting the requirement as

an alternate RO...What are other sites planning?
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Katrina:

At Boston University we have 4 BL3 facilities, all with HEPA filtration, all

BSCs have HEPA Filters hard-ducted to the ceiling.

If you consult BMBL p35 under BL3 lab facilities-secondary barriers, it

gives some vague reference to alternatives.

I would argue for the HEPA filtered system, besides the obvious safety

benefits, you may limit your facility in future research if you now

constrain the construction.

Rebecca Ryan

Biosafety Officer

Boston University

-----Original Message-----

From: Katrina Doolittle [mailto:kadoolit@NMSU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, February 06, 2003 6:06 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BL3 HEPA exhaust?

We are constructing a BL3 facility and as I understand it HEPA filtered

exhaust is not required for a BL3 facility.   I'd like to know how many of

the BL3 facilities have filtered exhaust and how many do not?

We are also interested in knowing if there are any BL3 level biological

organisms or procedures that require the exhaust air be HEPA filtered?

Your input is greatly appreciated and has been very valuable in this new

area for us.

Thanks for your time and this list serve!

Katrina Doolittle

EH&S Director
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Morning to all:

#4  At Boston University, our RO will be our Director of the Office of

Environmental Health and Safety, our alternate RO will be our Associate

Director of EHS.   We are getting official letters from the provost or

associated offices officiating the appointments in writing. We will have 1

application and registration # for the university.

#3  My understanding of Amy's question #3 is that, according to the regs,

Quantity exemptions for toxins were listed, "at any time having more than

the amount listed", but I don't recall their being a mention of totalling

all the agents together.  If that were the case, wouldn't there be tons of

facilities (including Im sure many of you on this listserv) that were no

longer exempt.  I have a draft copy of the new application from the CDC,

there is a page where you need to list each researcher, location, select

agent, quantity etc....similar to the old application for 42CFR 72.6.

hopefully the original will be available today online.  I cant believe they

would write the rule that way.  But please correct me if so...

Rebecca

Rebecca Ryan, MPH

Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Boston University Medical Center

715 Albany Street, M470

Boston, MA 02118

ph(617) 638-8842

fx (617) 638-8822

email: RyanR@BU.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Ives, Janet [mailto:jives@SAFETY.ROCHESTER.EDU]

Sent: Friday, February 07, 2003 7:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Select Agents Questions

Good morning everyone,

We too are struggling with Amy's question outlined in number 4. On one hand,

the safety people (biosafety officer) have the technical knowledge and are

available to cope with the registration process, training, transfers, etc.,

but the upper management has the clout to enforce the policy and ensure

compliance.

Who will be your RO? ...what job title will this new responsibility be tied

to? Is your BSO part of the upper management team (e.g. EH&S Director)?

Thanks.

Janet Ives

Industrial Hygienist, EH&S

BSO, IBC

University of Rochester

-----Original Message-----

From: Barringer, Amy [mailto:Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV]

Sent: Thursday, February 06, 2003 4:10 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Select Agents Questions

I have a few questions regarding the Select Agents Regs., any insights on

these?

Assuming a facility already possesses material and has been working with it

to date (Compliant with old reg.):

1.  If that facility intends to apply for an exemption, do they have to meet

the deadlines and requirements for the new reg. while they are waiting for

review of their exemption or are they granted some sort of grace period for

the time of review?

2.  A facility uses materials that were exempt from the previous select

agents regulation, but are not exempt under the new one.  Can they transfer

the material until April without the EA-101 until that time, as was

permissible under the old reg.?  Will we have a registration number by April

to use for transfers of materials at that time?

3.  What is the definition of an impure toxin?  If you have multiple PIs

with exempt quantities of toxins at the same facility, that together exceed

the registration quantity, is registration then required?

4.  An RO is assigned based on their authority to ensure compliance with the

reg. (an upper level management person) with the idea that most of the day

to day implementation and monitoring of the program will be undertaken by

safety.  Any thoughts about what do you do about the EA101 transfer process?

The manager person may be on the go a lot...inaccessible for signing

paperwork, but people further down the food chain (like safety) may not have

the authority to ensure compliance, therefore not meeting the requirement as

an alternate RO...What are other sites planning?
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Katrina:

We too have HEPA filtered the general exhaust on our BSL-3 facilities. This

has proven to be a wise choice with regards to maintaining the fans.

Janet Ives

University of Rochester

-----Original Message-----

From: Rebecca Ryan [mailto:ryanr@BU.EDU]

Sent: Friday, February 07, 2003 7:56 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BL3 HEPA exhaust?

Katrina:

At Boston University we have 4 BL3 facilities, all with HEPA filtration, all

BSCs have HEPA Filters hard-ducted to the ceiling.

If you consult BMBL p35 under BL3 lab facilities-secondary barriers, it

gives some vague reference to alternatives.

I would argue for the HEPA filtered system, besides the obvious safety

benefits, you may limit your facility in future research if you now

constrain the construction.

Rebecca Ryan

Biosafety Officer

Boston University

-----Original Message-----

From: Katrina Doolittle [mailto:kadoolit@NMSU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, February 06, 2003 6:06 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BL3 HEPA exhaust?

We are constructing a BL3 facility and as I understand it HEPA filtered

exhaust is not required for a BL3 facility.   I'd like to know how many of

the BL3 facilities have filtered exhaust and how many do not?

We are also interested in knowing if there are any BL3 level biological

organisms or procedures that require the exhaust air be HEPA filtered?

Your input is greatly appreciated and has been very valuable in this new

area for us.

Thanks for your time and this list serve!

Katrina Doolittle

EH&S Director
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>Who will be your RO? ...what job title will this new responsibility be tied

>to? Is your BSO part of the upper management team (e.g. EH&S Director)?

At Clemson, THE RO will be me, the Chief EHS Officer. I'm not sure

I'd say I was "part of upper management" but my boss (the Chief

Business Officer - essentially the VP for Administration and Finance)

certainly is.

During the executive meeting where it was decided that I would be the

RO, I took great care to explain what this meant, and the authority

they were conferring on me. I was hoping it would stop them, but they

didn't even slow down. 8-)

--

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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From:         Jairo Betancourt <jairob@MIAMI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BL3 HEPA exhaust?
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              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0001_01C2CE88.70B1F4A0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0001_01C2CE88.70B1F4A0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----=_NextPart_001_0002_01C2CE88.70B501E0"

------=_NextPart_001_0002_01C2CE88.70B501E0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Katrina; as per BMBL: .The outside exhaust must be dispersed away fro

occupied areas and air intakes, or the exhaust must be HEPA filtered."

We at the University of Miami have the exhaust HEPA filtered, because,

and this was a risk assessment, our building is in the middle of the

medical campus surrounded by heavily occupied buildings. The decision

was made when we planned to work with Mycobacterium tuberculosis and

monkeys.

Bottom line: we considered the HEPA filter for the exhaust after the

changes in the BMBL and for the protection of Physical Plant employees

and contractors that need to work on utilities for the building and also

for the surrounding building employees, just in case.

Jairo

Jairo Betancourt, RBP

Laboratory Safety Specialist

(305) 243-3400 Fax : (305) 243-3272

E-mail: jairob@miami.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Katrina Doolittle

Sent: Thursday, February 06, 2003 6:06 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BL3 HEPA exhaust?

We are constructing a BL3 facility and as I understand it HEPA filtered

exhaust is not required for a BL3 facility.   I'd like to know how many

of the BL3 facilities have filtered exhaust and how many do not?

We are also interested in knowing if there are any BL3 level biological

organisms or procedures that require the exhaust air be HEPA filtered?

Your input is greatly appreciated and has been very valuable in this new

area for us.

Thanks for your time and this list serve!

Katrina Doolittle

EH&S Director

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Feb 2003 09:31:05 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BL3 HEPA exhaust?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_RAsf2/xv6UHFvsl1kjCitw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_RAsf2/xv6UHFvsl1kjCitw)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            I agree with Rebecca. We designed two BSL-3 facilities at my =

former employer, and went as far as to HEPA both             supply and =

return ducts serving each facility. I am currently in planning stages on =

a facility here, and again, the ducts             will be HEPA filtered. =

Now before people begin to jump on the "cause", let me iterate that both =

Medical schools have             large Hospitals immediately adjacent, =

and are located in New York City. You may have more latitude in the =

Mid-west             or  West, but the piece of mind we have, well =

covers the expense of "the over-design", if you will. The "Solution to   =

          pollution is dilution" method doesn't work too well in NYC.

            Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Rebecca Ryan [mailto:ryanr@BU.EDU] 

Sent: Friday, February 07, 2003 7:56 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BL3 HEPA exhaust?

Katrina:

At Boston University we have 4 BL3 facilities, all with HEPA filtration, =

all BSCs have HEPA Filters hard-ducted to the ceiling.

If you consult BMBL p35 under BL3 lab facilities-secondary barriers, it =

gives some vague reference to alternatives.

I would argue for the HEPA filtered system, besides the obvious safety =

benefits, you may limit your facility in future research if you now =

constrain the construction. 

Rebecca Ryan

Biosafety Officer

Boston University

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Katrina Doolittle [mailto:kadoolit@NMSU.EDU] 

        Sent: Thursday, February 06, 2003 6:06 PM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: BL3 HEPA exhaust?

        We are constructing a BL3 facility and as I understand it HEPA filtered

=

exhaust is not required for a BL3 facility.   I'd like to know how many =

of the BL3 facilities have filtered exhaust and how many do not? 

        We are also interested in knowing if there are any BL3 level biological

=

organisms or procedures that require the exhaust air be HEPA filtered?  

        Your input is greatly appreciated and has been very valuable in this =

new area for us. 

        Thanks for your time and this list serve! 

        Katrina Doolittle 

        EH&S Director 

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Feb 2003 09:50:11 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Emergency Medical Treatment for STEC or Shigatoxin

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Dear Biosafety Listserve,

I was wondering if any of you knew of the appropriate emergency medical

treatment for:

1. Shigatoxin producing E. coli (STEC) and

2. Shigatoxin

I'm having a very hard time finding anything that describes the appropriate

medical treatment for either agent. I'm finding evidence that suggests

antibiotic treatment for STEC can be more harmful than good. I'm finding

that there isn't much to do for shigatoxin. Any thoughts?

If I get some good responses, I'll be happy to share my STEC/shigatoxin

training with you (Sounds like a bribe? Or at least the makings of a deal?)

:-)

Thanks!

--

David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

Durham, NH  03824

Telephone #: 603-862-0197

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Feb 2003 09:48:00 -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: BL3 HEPA exhaust?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 00514C5E05256CC6_="

This is a multipart message in MIME format.

--=_alternative 00514C5E05256CC6_=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Even in the midwest we HEPA filter the exhaust from our BL3 suite.  =) And

because we are in industry, and tend to overkill everything, we have

redundant HEPA filters - so that there is no potential for exposure to

maintenance workers in the "penthouse" area.

Chris Thompson

Corporate Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly and Company

--=_alternative 00514C5E05256CC6_=

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"
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Date:         Fri, 7 Feb 2003 09:58:22 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BL3 HEPA exhaust?

MIME-version: 1.0
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This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_kq8Q1vZqjPI0uI1mrSOdfw)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Thanks, Chris: In the long-run, comparing the initial outlay =

of the cost of the HEPA housings etc, to the improved             =

service life of the ducts, fans etc., it really makes sense just from a =

maintenance point, let alone safeguarding             everyone's health. =

We actually double ganged the ducts on one unit, where one HEPA was =

within 5 duct diameters of             the thimble, and the other was =

three duct diameters distant from the fan housing. This way anyone doing =

p.m. on      the fan doesn't have to worry....much!

            Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Christina Thompson [mailto:THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM] 

Sent: Friday, February 07, 2003 9:48 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BL3 HEPA exhaust?

Even in the midwest we HEPA filter the exhaust from our BL3 suite.  =3D) =

  And because we are in industry, and tend to overkill everything, we =

have redundant HEPA filters - so that there is no potential for exposure =

to maintenance workers in the "penthouse" area.   

Chris Thompson 

Corporate Biosafety Officer 

Eli Lilly and Company 

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Feb 2003 10:03:50 -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:      Multiple vaccination and BSL-3

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Just want to survey of the groups opinion on a specific vaccination

program.

If you were operating a BSL-3 facility and were considering work with

Junin virus, would you recommend all users of the facility be required

to have the vaccine?  Including users that will not be working directly

with the agent.  Most of the work would be completed in a Class III

cabinet with the exception of the required tissue culture.  Junin

normally requires BSL-4 containment unless vaccinated as noted by SALS

(then BSL-3).  To complicate things, if you have a number of other

agents in the laboratory (and users not associated with the Junin

project) that would also require vaccination do you recommend these

users of the same BSL-3 facility be vaccinated with all available for

the agents in the laboratory?

This might be a no-brainer but I wanted the groups input anyway.

Thanks!

Mark C.

--------------------------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608    Phone

(314) 268-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu
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Date:         Fri, 7 Feb 2003 12:06:50 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carol Whetstone <carol.whetstone@LOUISVILLE.EDU>

Subject:      Fwd: Biosafety Cabinet

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Hello out there!

I have not gotten one response regarding my plea for collective

knowledge that I sent out last night regarding Kendro HERAsafe 6'

Biosafety Cabinets.  I am wondering if it is because no one has any

experience with them, no one wants to say anything, or nobody likes me!

:(

I contacted the NSF regarding Kendro's claim that this model is

currently undergoing certification testing, and I was informed that due

to confidentiality agreements, they are not able to give out any

information regarding products other than those currently certified by

NSF.

Does anyone have any recommendations regarding this situation or are

there other avenues to explore?  What is the consensus on cost versus

benefits on the various brands?

Again, any help would be appreciated!  If you haven't had any

experience with this brand, that would be informative too!

Thanks and have a good weekend,

Carol

Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

Biological Safety Officer

University of Louisville

Environmental Health and Safety

1800 Arthur Street

Louisville, KY 40208-2729

Direct: (502) 852-2959

DEHS: (502) 852-6670

FAX: (502) 852-0880

ctwhet01@gwise.louisville.edu

>>> Carol Whetstone 02/06/03 05:40PM >>>

Dear Listserv members:

I have been informed that we are looking at purchasing 24-Kendro

HERAsafe Model KS18, Class II, Type A/B3, 6' Biological Safety Cabinets

(BSCs) for a new building soon to be completed.

Not being familiar with this brand, I checked the NSF/ANSI Standard 49

Certification list and this cabinet does not appear on the list.

However, there is a 4' Kendro Model HS12 listed as NSF certified.

I called Kendro regarding the lack of NSF certification, and was told

that it is currently undergoing the testing process and results should

be released soon (I am checking on the status of this with NSF).

I also requested a client referral list, but am very interested in

determining if any of you have any history with this manufacturer, and

especially the 6' BSC and its performance in the laboratory, ability to

be recertified, etc.

I would appreciate any and all recounts of your experience.

Thanks in advance for your assistance!

Carol

Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

Biological Safety Officer

University of Louisville

Environmental Health and Safety

1800 Arthur Street

Louisville, KY 40208-2729

Direct: (502) 852-2959

DEHS: (502) 852-6670

FAX: (502) 852-0880

ctwhet01@gwise.louisville.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Feb 2003 12:23:43 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Cabinet

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

WE love you, Carol!!! But I don't read my e-mails after 5:00 p.m. 

Never heard of Kendro! I remember when Heraeus was trying to market a =

BSC, I went through similar gyrations to find out if the BSC was NSF =

approved. I think everyone else (well, there's always ONE who won't) =

would agree that your safest bet would be to go with an NSF-approved =

cabinet. Even if the newbie on the block has submitted the paperwork, =

has 200 patents etc, etc, if it is not already listed, then you have no =

way of knowing if the BSC meets the benchmarks of the NSF/ANSI 49-2002.

As far as already approved models, it is almost like buying a car these =

days...everyone has to meet or exceed the safety standards, so you are =

left with other considerations such as quietness of the cabinet, =

ergonomic design, ease of use....some people have to sit there for hours =

at a time (personal past experience) so they have to be happy with the =

selection.

Resist the urge to buy the "cheapest" although at current prices, I =

don't think anyone would call the available models "cheap"! In the final =

consensus, as long as everyone is happy with the selection, that it fits =

the purpose that it will be used for (do this case-by-case), and the =

cabinet is well supported by the manufacturer with respect to parts and =

service, you will have few problems....notice I said few! There is =

always one you can never satisfy even if you stand on your head on top =

of the BSC!

-----Original Message-----

From: Carol Whetstone [mailto:carol.whetstone@LOUISVILLE.EDU] 

Sent: Friday, February 07, 2003 12:07 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Fwd: Biosafety Cabinet

Hello out there!

I have not gotten one response regarding my plea for collective

knowledge that I sent out last night regarding Kendro HERAsafe 6'

Biosafety Cabinets.  I am wondering if it is because no one has any

experience with them, no one wants to say anything, or nobody likes me!

:(

I contacted the NSF regarding Kendro's claim that this model is

currently undergoing certification testing, and I was informed that due

to confidentiality agreements, they are not able to give out any

information regarding products other than those currently certified by

NSF.

Does anyone have any recommendations regarding this situation or are

there other avenues to explore?  What is the consensus on cost versus

benefits on the various brands?

Again, any help would be appreciated!  If you haven't had any

experience with this brand, that would be informative too!

Thanks and have a good weekend,

Carol

Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

Biological Safety Officer

University of Louisville

Environmental Health and Safety

1800 Arthur Street

Louisville, KY 40208-2729

Direct: (502) 852-2959

DEHS: (502) 852-6670

FAX: (502) 852-0880

ctwhet01@gwise.louisville.edu

>>> Carol Whetstone 02/06/03 05:40PM >>>

Dear Listserv members:

I have been informed that we are looking at purchasing 24-Kendro

HERAsafe Model KS18, Class II, Type A/B3, 6' Biological Safety Cabinets

(BSCs) for a new building soon to be completed.

Not being familiar with this brand, I checked the NSF/ANSI Standard 49

Certification list and this cabinet does not appear on the list.

However, there is a 4' Kendro Model HS12 listed as NSF certified.

I called Kendro regarding the lack of NSF certification, and was told

that it is currently undergoing the testing process and results should

be released soon (I am checking on the status of this with NSF).

I also requested a client referral list, but am very interested in

determining if any of you have any history with this manufacturer, and

especially the 6' BSC and its performance in the laboratory, ability to

be recertified, etc.

I would appreciate any and all recounts of your experience.

Thanks in advance for your assistance!

Carol

Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

Biological Safety Officer

University of Louisville

Environmental Health and Safety

1800 Arthur Street

Louisville, KY 40208-2729

Direct: (502) 852-2959

DEHS: (502) 852-6670

FAX: (502) 852-0880

ctwhet01@gwise.louisville.edu
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Date:         Fri, 7 Feb 2003 12:16:13 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dusty Layton <dlayton@USOUTHAL.EDU>

Subject:      Disposal

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Should the CDC EA-101 form be completed everytime upon destruction of

select agents?  Thank you for any input.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Feb 2003 12:02:20 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Select Agents Questions

Mime-Version: 1.0
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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.

--=_D48BA3C4.58397A27

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

At UNM the RO will be the Vice Provost of Research (authority part), the

Alternate RO (implementer/monitor) will be me, the University Biosafety

Officer.  My boss will be the Alternate for the Alternate.  He is

director of the compliance division of the Health Science Center - but

we will eventually get a biosafety specialist person who will report to

me, who will fill this role.

>>> wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU 02/07/03 06:17AM >>>

>Who will be your RO? ...what job title will this new responsibility be

tied

>to? Is your BSO part of the upper management team (e.g. EH&S

Director)?

At Clemson, THE RO will be me, the Chief EHS Officer. I'm not sure

I'd say I was "part of upper management" but my boss (the Chief

Business Officer - essentially the VP for Administration and Finance)

certainly is.

During the executive meeting where it was decided that I would be the

RO, I took great care to explain what this meant, and the authority

they were conferring on me. I was hoping it would stop them, but they

didn't even slow down. 8-)

--

Robin

--------------------------------------------------------------

W. Robert Newberry, IV CIH, CHMM

Chief Environmental Health and Safety Officer

Clemson Unive

Judy Pointer, MS, CBSP

University Biosafety Officer (BSO)

Responsible Facility Officer (RFO)

University of New Mexico

Office of Research Protection

UNM School of Medicine

BMSB B77

915 Camino de Salud NE

Albuquerque, NM 87131-5196

(505) 272-8001

(505) 272-0803 (Fax)

jpointer@salud.unm.edursity

wnewber@clemson.edu  ehs@clemson.edu

http://ehs.clemson.edu/

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Feb 2003 10:21:15 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Robert Hashimoto <bobhash@GENE.COM>

Organization: Genentech, Inc.

Subject:      Re: Fwd: Biosafety Cabinet

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi Carol,

I have never heard of the Kendro Biosafety Cabinet.  Is Kendro a company or

a model of biosafety cabinet made by an established manufacturer under a

contract?

I usually allow any of my clients to buy a type of biosafety cabinet

provided:

* it is NSF listed

* it is UL listed

* it is listed at the sash height for which it is installed

* that my certifier has knowledge (as well as the repair parts available)

of how to recertify it

* that there is a warranty for parts and labor that I can have some

recourse in case the unit falls apart within a year or short amount of

time.

I am usually very wary if this cabinet is part of a renovation or

construction project because the building subcontractor may be change

ordering the biosafety cabinet listed in the spec book and substituting

another brand for this cheaper (usually cheaper) model.  The problem arises

when the biosafety cabinet is externally exhausted and the substituted

biosafety cabinet has a different exhaust velocity causing a building

exhaust imbalance.  This imbalance is often not detected until occupancy

(e.g., exhaust so negative that you can't open the lab door) and the

subsequent air balancing is at the cost of the occupant, not the

construction project manager.

A rule of thumb that I follow is that the purchase price of the cabinet may

be cheap but the repair parts and maintenance cost and certification costs

may offset that savings over the life of the unit, especially if you have

to replace the cabinet after the warranty expires and have to get a new

biosafety cabinet.  So let the buyer beware...A purchasing officer often

will push the cost of the cheaper unit but it is the user that gets bled

dry over the repair and maintenance costs.  Ask Kendro what they project

the costs for upkeep over three years and see if those costs elevate that

unit over a more established model (especially if their standard warranty

is 3yrs parts-1 year labor, where other companies have a 3yrs parts, 3 yrs

labor because it is a good chance that the costs may offset in the long

run).

I'll see what I can find out but I do hope that this helps.

Best Regards,

Bob Hashimoto

Carol Whetstone wrote:

> Hello out there!

>

> I have not gotten one response regarding my plea for collective

> knowledge that I sent out last night regarding Kendro HERAsafe 6'

> Biosafety Cabinets.  I am wondering if it is because no one has any

> experience with them, no one wants to say anything, or nobody likes me!

> :(

>

> I contacted the NSF regarding Kendro's claim that this model is

> currently undergoing certification testing, and I was informed that due

> to confidentiality agreements, they are not able to give out any

> information regarding products other than those currently certified by

> NSF.

>

> Does anyone have any recommendations regarding this situation or are

> there other avenues to explore?  What is the consensus on cost versus

> benefits on the various brands?

>

> Again, any help would be appreciated!  If you haven't had any

> experience with this brand, that would be informative too!

>

> Thanks and have a good weekend,

>

> Carol

>

> Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

> Biological Safety Officer

> University of Louisville

> Environmental Health and Safety

> 1800 Arthur Street

> Louisville, KY 40208-2729

> Direct: (502) 852-2959

> DEHS: (502) 852-6670

> FAX: (502) 852-0880

> ctwhet01@gwise.louisville.edu

>

> >>> Carol Whetstone 02/06/03 05:40PM >>>

> Dear Listserv members:

>

> I have been informed that we are looking at purchasing 24-Kendro

> HERAsafe Model KS18, Class II, Type A/B3, 6' Biological Safety Cabinets

> (BSCs) for a new building soon to be completed.

>

> Not being familiar with this brand, I checked the NSF/ANSI Standard 49

> Certification list and this cabinet does not appear on the list.

> However, there is a 4' Kendro Model HS12 listed as NSF certified.

>

> I called Kendro regarding the lack of NSF certification, and was told

> that it is currently undergoing the testing process and results should

> be released soon (I am checking on the status of this with NSF).

>

> I also requested a client referral list, but am very interested in

> determining if any of you have any history with this manufacturer, and

> especially the 6' BSC and its performance in the laboratory, ability to

> be recertified, etc.

>

> I would appreciate any and all recounts of your experience.

>

> Thanks in advance for your assistance!

>

> Carol

>

> Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

> Biological Safety Officer

> University of Louisville

> Environmental Health and Safety

> 1800 Arthur Street

> Louisville, KY 40208-2729

> Direct: (502) 852-2959

> DEHS: (502) 852-6670

> FAX: (502) 852-0880

> ctwhet01@gwise.louisville.edu
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Date:         Fri, 7 Feb 2003 13:11:21 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Cabinet

MIME-Version: 1.0
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I've never heard of them (Kendro) before and I've come across a lot of

strange cabinets.  I wouldn't put in anything that wasn't NSF certified.

Just my two cents.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Carol Whetstone [mailto:carol.whetstone@LOUISVILLE.EDU]

Sent: Friday, February 07, 2003 11:07 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Fwd: Biosafety Cabinet

Hello out there!

I have not gotten one response regarding my plea for collective

knowledge that I sent out last night regarding Kendro HERAsafe 6'

Biosafety Cabinets.  I am wondering if it is because no one has any

experience with them, no one wants to say anything, or nobody likes me!

:(

I contacted the NSF regarding Kendro's claim that this model is

currently undergoing certification testing, and I was informed that due

to confidentiality agreements, they are not able to give out any

information regarding products other than those currently certified by

NSF.

Does anyone have any recommendations regarding this situation or are

there other avenues to explore?  What is the consensus on cost versus

benefits on the various brands?

Again, any help would be appreciated!  If you haven't had any

experience with this brand, that would be informative too!

Thanks and have a good weekend,

Carol

Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

Biological Safety Officer

University of Louisville

Environmental Health and Safety

1800 Arthur Street

Louisville, KY 40208-2729

Direct: (502) 852-2959

DEHS: (502) 852-6670

FAX: (502) 852-0880

ctwhet01@gwise.louisville.edu

>>> Carol Whetstone 02/06/03 05:40PM >>>

Dear Listserv members:

I have been informed that we are looking at purchasing 24-Kendro

HERAsafe Model KS18, Class II, Type A/B3, 6' Biological Safety Cabinets

(BSCs) for a new building soon to be completed.

Not being familiar with this brand, I checked the NSF/ANSI Standard 49

Certification list and this cabinet does not appear on the list.

However, there is a 4' Kendro Model HS12 listed as NSF certified.

I called Kendro regarding the lack of NSF certification, and was told

that it is currently undergoing the testing process and results should

be released soon (I am checking on the status of this with NSF).

I also requested a client referral list, but am very interested in

determining if any of you have any history with this manufacturer, and

especially the 6' BSC and its performance in the laboratory, ability to

be recertified, etc.

I would appreciate any and all recounts of your experience.

Thanks in advance for your assistance!

Carol

Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

Biological Safety Officer

University of Louisville

Environmental Health and Safety

1800 Arthur Street

Louisville, KY 40208-2729

Direct: (502) 852-2959

DEHS: (502) 852-6670

FAX: (502) 852-0880

ctwhet01@gwise.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:         Lori Keen <keel@CALVIN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Fwd: Biosafety Cabinet
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Why not check with a company that certifies BSC's and see what experience they

have with Kendro BSC's?  I'm sure they certify cabinets from many

manufacturers.

Lori Keen

Lab Manager, Biology

Calvin College

616-957-6080

A mouse trap, placed on top of your alarm clock,

will prevent you from rolling over and going back

to sleep!

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Feb 2003 14:51:12 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carl Pike <carl.pike@FANDM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Fwd: Biosafety Cabinet

In-Reply-To:  <se43c5f4.013@GWISE>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; format=flowed; charset=us-ascii

Kendro and Heraeus and Sorvall have all joined together in terms of

selling centrifuges - maybe they're the same for BSCs.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Feb 2003 15:07:13 -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: Fwd: Biosafety Cabinet

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Yes, that seems to be the case.  they are listed on the website Kendro.com.

And if you click on Heraeus it lists safety cabinets as a product.

Lori Keen

Lab Manager, Biology

Calvin College

616-957-6080

A mouse trap, placed on top of your alarm clock,

will prevent you from rolling over and going back

to sleep!

>>> carl.pike@FANDM.EDU 02/07/03 02:51PM >>>

Kendro and Heraeus and Sorvall have all joined together in terms of

selling centrifuges - maybe they're the same for BSCs.

=========================================================================
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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:      Re: Disposal

Mime-Version: 1.0
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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
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The information I received today from Ed's group is that you do.

>>> dlayton@USOUTHAL.EDU 02/07/03 01:16PM >>>

Should the CDC EA-101 form be completed everytime upon destruction of

select agents?  Thank you for any input.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Feb 2003 06:27:19 -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: BL3 HEPA exhaust?

Mime-Version: 1.0
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We have filtered exhaust. Did it on assumption that work today might not

require, tomorrows projects might.

Jeff

>>> kadoolit@NMSU.EDU 02/06/03 06:05PM >>>

We are constructing a BL3 facility and as I understand it HEPA

filtered

exhaust is not required for a BL3 facility.   I'd like to know how

many

of the BL3 facilities have filtered exhaust and how many do not?

We are also interested in knowing if there are any BL3 level

biological

organisms or procedures that require the exhaust air be HEPA filtered?

Your input is greatly appreciated and has been very valuable in this

new

area for us.

Thanks for your time and this list serve!

Katrina Doolittle

EH&S Director

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Feb 2003 11:46:14 -0900

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew J Bartel <afajb@UAA.ALASKA.EDU>

Organization: Department of Biological Sciences

Subject:      Re: Fwd: Biosafety Cabinet
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I believe Kendro has bought Sorvall, Heraeus, & Carr.

><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><>

Andrew J Bartel

Laboratory Manager

College of Arts & Sciences

University of Alaska Anchorage

Science Bldg. 243

3211 Providence Drive

Anchorage AK  99508

(907)786-1268 voice

(907)786-1148 fax

andrew.bartel@uaa.alaska.edu

----- Original Message -----

From: "Robert Hashimoto" <bobhash@GENE.COM>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Friday, February 07, 2003 9:21 AM

Subject: Re: Fwd: Biosafety Cabinet

> Hi Carol,

>

> I have never heard of the Kendro Biosafety Cabinet.  Is Kendro a company

or

> a model of biosafety cabinet made by an established manufacturer under a

> contract?

>

> I usually allow any of my clients to buy a type of biosafety cabinet

> provided:

> * it is NSF listed

> * it is UL listed

> * it is listed at the sash height for which it is installed

> * that my certifier has knowledge (as well as the repair parts available)

> of how to recertify it

> * that there is a warranty for parts and labor that I can have some

> recourse in case the unit falls apart within a year or short amount of

> time.

>

> I am usually very wary if this cabinet is part of a renovation or

> construction project because the building subcontractor may be change

> ordering the biosafety cabinet listed in the spec book and substituting

> another brand for this cheaper (usually cheaper) model.  The problem

arises

> when the biosafety cabinet is externally exhausted and the substituted

> biosafety cabinet has a different exhaust velocity causing a building

> exhaust imbalance.  This imbalance is often not detected until occupancy

> (e.g., exhaust so negative that you can't open the lab door) and the

> subsequent air balancing is at the cost of the occupant, not the

> construction project manager.

>

> A rule of thumb that I follow is that the purchase price of the cabinet

may

> be cheap but the repair parts and maintenance cost and certification costs

> may offset that savings over the life of the unit, especially if you have

> to replace the cabinet after the warranty expires and have to get a new

> biosafety cabinet.  So let the buyer beware...A purchasing officer often

> will push the cost of the cheaper unit but it is the user that gets bled

> dry over the repair and maintenance costs.  Ask Kendro what they project

> the costs for upkeep over three years and see if those costs elevate that

> unit over a more established model (especially if their standard warranty

> is 3yrs parts-1 year labor, where other companies have a 3yrs parts, 3 yrs

> labor because it is a good chance that the costs may offset in the long

> run).

>

> I'll see what I can find out but I do hope that this helps.

>

> Best Regards,

> Bob Hashimoto

>

>

> Carol Whetstone wrote:

>

> > Hello out there!

> >

> > I have not gotten one response regarding my plea for collective

> > knowledge that I sent out last night regarding Kendro HERAsafe 6'

> > Biosafety Cabinets.  I am wondering if it is because no one has any

> > experience with them, no one wants to say anything, or nobody likes me!

> > :(

> >

> > I contacted the NSF regarding Kendro's claim that this model is

> > currently undergoing certification testing, and I was informed that due

> > to confidentiality agreements, they are not able to give out any

> > information regarding products other than those currently certified by

> > NSF.

> >

> > Does anyone have any recommendations regarding this situation or are

> > there other avenues to explore?  What is the consensus on cost versus

> > benefits on the various brands?

> >

> > Again, any help would be appreciated!  If you haven't had any

> > experience with this brand, that would be informative too!

> >

> > Thanks and have a good weekend,

> >

> > Carol

> >

> > Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

> > Biological Safety Officer

> > University of Louisville

> > Environmental Health and Safety

> > 1800 Arthur Street

> > Louisville, KY 40208-2729

> > Direct: (502) 852-2959

> > DEHS: (502) 852-6670

> > FAX: (502) 852-0880

> > ctwhet01@gwise.louisville.edu

> >

> > >>> Carol Whetstone 02/06/03 05:40PM >>>

> > Dear Listserv members:

> >

> > I have been informed that we are looking at purchasing 24-Kendro

> > HERAsafe Model KS18, Class II, Type A/B3, 6' Biological Safety Cabinets

> > (BSCs) for a new building soon to be completed.

> >

> > Not being familiar with this brand, I checked the NSF/ANSI Standard 49

> > Certification list and this cabinet does not appear on the list.

> > However, there is a 4' Kendro Model HS12 listed as NSF certified.

> >

> > I called Kendro regarding the lack of NSF certification, and was told

> > that it is currently undergoing the testing process and results should

> > be released soon (I am checking on the status of this with NSF).

> >

> > I also requested a client referral list, but am very interested in

> > determining if any of you have any history with this manufacturer, and

> > especially the 6' BSC and its performance in the laboratory, ability to

> > be recertified, etc.

> >

> > I would appreciate any and all recounts of your experience.

> >

> > Thanks in advance for your assistance!

> >

> > Carol

> >

> > Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

> > Biological Safety Officer

> > University of Louisville

> > Environmental Health and Safety

> > 1800 Arthur Street

> > Louisville, KY 40208-2729

> > Direct: (502) 852-2959

> > DEHS: (502) 852-6670

> > FAX: (502) 852-0880

> > ctwhet01@gwise.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:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Disposal
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

It seems that the agents must be reported before disposal if they were =

transfered to you and/or you are discontinuing work with the agents. If =

you have grown some in an experiment from the amount you have on hand, =

and are just disinfecting or disposing of that, but not completely =

getting rid of what you have, I do not think EA 101 is necesssary. Could =

be wrong. An inventory practice to keep up with what is used is really =

important.

Mike

LSU

  ----- Original Message ----- 

  From: Bruce MacDonald 

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

  Sent: Friday, February 07, 2003 1:44 PM

  Subject: Re: Disposal

  The information I received today from Ed's group is that you do.

  >>> dlayton@USOUTHAL.EDU 02/07/03 01:16PM >>>

  Should the CDC EA-101 form be completed everytime upon destruction of

  select agents?  Thank you for any input.
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Date:         Fri, 7 Feb 2003 15:49:42 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Disposal

MIME-version: 1.0
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This is a multi-part message in MIME format.
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            I am going to have my folks here at MSSM keep logs on what =

they grow up and dispose of. When they purge everything, it will be =

noted on the EA-101. Please note that toxins are handled differently. =

You start with X amount and use it all up. With microbes, you start with =

X and can make XEWhatever  so it makes sense to keep an in-house log, =

which the RO, RFO, BSO, BO or whatever we are called these days =

(SOB's???) can keep records.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Mike Durham [mailto:mdurham@LSU.EDU] 

Sent: Friday, February 07, 2003 3:48 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Disposal

It seems that the agents must be reported before disposal if they were =

transfered to you and/or you are discontinuing work with the agents. If =

you have grown some in an experiment from the amount you have on hand, =

and are just disinfecting or disposing of that, but not completely =

getting rid of what you have, I do not think EA 101 is necesssary. Could =

be wrong. An inventory practice to keep up with what is used is really =

important.

Mike

LSU

        ----- Original Message ----- 

        From: Bruce MacDonald <mailto:blmacdon@GW.FIS.NCSU.EDU>  

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

        Sent: Friday, February 07, 2003 1:44 PM

        Subject: Re: Disposal

        The information I received today from Ed's group is that you do.

        >>> dlayton@USOUTHAL.EDU 02/07/03 01:16PM >>>

        Should the CDC EA-101 form be completed everytime upon destruction of

        select agents?  Thank you for any input.
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Date:         Mon, 10 Feb 2003 09:58:14 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      Application forms

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hey All,

Are application forms for select agent use going to be posted to the CDC's

website sometime soon or not?

Anyone have information they could share?

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu
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Date:         Mon, 10 Feb 2003 11:08:09 -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:      Re: Application forms

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Eric,

I spoke with Lori in the SA Program this morning.  She explained that the

forms will be posted either tomorrow or Wed.

Scott Alderman

*********************************************************

Scott Alderman, MS, MT(ASCP)SLS

Occupational and Environmental Safety Office

Duke University/Medical Center/Health System

Box 3149

Durham, NC 27710

Phone: 919.684.8822

Fax: 919.681.7509

"Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

02/10/2003 10:58 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        Application forms

Hey All,

Are application forms for select agent use going to be posted to the CDC's

website sometime soon or not?

Anyone have information they could share?

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.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:         Eric Hansen <ehansen@CC.USU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Application forms

In-Reply-To:  <06EB4CB0225B3F498418311D9D6A28AA032B2A7C@bluebird.mail.ku.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

The latest I've heard while getting questions answered by a CDC person was

that, since the USDAs effective date was February 11th, the application

forms would not be posted on either site until at least that date, probably

late in the day.

Eric

Eric J. Hansen, MBA, CIH

Director/Biosafety Officer

USU-EHS Office

Utah State University

Logan, Utah

435-797-7474

eric.hansen@usu.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Jeppesen, Eric R

Sent: Monday, February 10, 2003 8:58 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Application forms

Hey All,

Are application forms for select agent use going to be posted to the CDC's

website sometime soon or not?

Anyone have information they could share?

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 10 Feb 2003 10:11:10 -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: Multiple vaccination and BSL-3

In-Reply-To:  <3E43D8E6.EF46EDC7@slu.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Our basic policy (in oversimplified terms) is that, if one is at

risk of exposure, one needs to get vaccinated.  This has no

bearing on the biosafety level in place - it is directed by who

is at risk of exposure.

If two people work in the same lab, and Person A should be

vaccinated against agent A, with which she is working;  Person B

should be similarly vaccinated against agent B, with which he is

working.

If Person B is never in the room when Person A is working with

Agent A, and there is a strictly followed clean-up procedure in

place, which assure that Person B is not at risk of exposure -

then B doesn't need to be vaccinated against Agent A.

The same idea could be presented if the engineering equipment

prevents exposure.

If both are in and out, with no control being available over the

schedules, and both people are at risk of exposure to both

agents, then both people need to be vaccinated for both.

This assuems that there is a vaccination available, of course

...

and, ultimately, you as a business (and universities in this

case are a business, even if they're not commercial) will need

to make the decision:

How much effort/time/resources will I expend to minimize the

risk to my employees, while keeping in mind that it can probably

never be reduced to Zero.

What are you willing to pay, in order to assure your employees

don't come down with some communicable (and vaccine preventable)

disease?

This goes hand-in-hand with weighing the potential side-effects

of vaccines, especially ones that aren't used often (the adverse

event profile for DPT is probably much better understood than

for Junin).

Elizabeth

=====

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! Mail Plus - Powerful. Affordable. Sign up now.

http://mailplus.yahoo.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:         Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Multiple vaccination and BSL-3
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Thanks Elizabeth.  The information you provide is similar to my thoughts

on this issue.

Thanks for your help!

Mark Campbell

Biosafety Officer

Saint Louis University

Elizabeth Smith wrote:

> Our basic policy (in oversimplified terms) is that, if one is at

> risk of exposure, one needs to get vaccinated.  This has no

> bearing on the biosafety level in place - it is directed by who

> is at risk of exposure.

>

> If two people work in the same lab, and Person A should be

> vaccinated against agent A, with which she is working;  Person B

> should be similarly vaccinated against agent B, with which he is

> working.

>

> If Person B is never in the room when Person A is working with

> Agent A, and there is a strictly followed clean-up procedure in

> place, which assure that Person B is not at risk of exposure -

> then B doesn't need to be vaccinated against Agent A.

>

> The same idea could be presented if the engineering equipment

> prevents exposure.

>

> If both are in and out, with no control being available over the

> schedules, and both people are at risk of exposure to both

> agents, then both people need to be vaccinated for both.

>

> This assuems that there is a vaccination available, of course

> ...

>

> and, ultimately, you as a business (and universities in this

> case are a business, even if they're not commercial) will need

> to make the decision:

>

> How much effort/time/resources will I expend to minimize the

> risk to my employees, while keeping in mind that it can probably

> never be reduced to Zero.

> What are you willing to pay, in order to assure your employees

> don't come down with some communicable (and vaccine preventable)

> disease?

> This goes hand-in-hand with weighing the potential side-effects

> of vaccines, especially ones that aren't used often (the adverse

> event profile for DPT is probably much better understood than

> for Junin).

>

> Elizabeth

>

> =====

> Elizabeth Smith

> Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

> BioPort Corporation

> 3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

> Lansing, MI 48906

>

> __________________________________________________

> Do you Yahoo!?

> Yahoo! Mail Plus - Powerful. Affordable. Sign up now.

> http://mailplus.yahoo.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:         Michael Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

Organization: Incyte Genomics

Subject:      Nitrogen Safety Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------6CB91D12A42A04D2DAE86641"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------6CB91D12A42A04D2DAE86641

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I have a researcher that wants to use nitrogen gas in a walk-in cold

room to concentrate protein using an Amicon stir cell.  The only fresh

air the cold room gets is when someone opens the door.  I ordered an

oxygen monitor but I can't get it for 3 weeks and this researcher wants

to do this ASAP.  Can someone recommend a safe way to do this until the

oxygen monitor arrives.

Thanks,

Mike Wendeler

EH&S Engineer

Incyte Genomics

Newark, DE

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 10 Feb 2003 12:55:01 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Checklist for compliance

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_001E_01C2D103.9FE55870"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_001E_01C2D103.9FE55870

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Has anyone developed a convenient "compliance checklist that can be used =

by SA PIs for their work? If so, I would like to have a copy.

Mike Durham

LSU

mdurham@lsu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 10 Feb 2003 15:17:08 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rebecca Ryan <ryanr@BU.EDU>

Subject:      Select Agent Registration Questions

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Good Afternoon everyone:

I have a few detailed questions about the select agent registration-on

inventory, training, and inspections. I wanted to hear what other

universities are doing.  When and if you have time to respond, your answers

will be greatly appreciated:

1.  Inventory/Records:  Can some of you share your thoughts on how you are

developing a select agent inventory program?  73.15 Records: states that

"the RO must maintain complete records relating to activities covered by

this part..."  It will be difficult for an RO to keep accurate daily

inventories unless they are the researcher working with the material, or

there is a 'central stocking facility' for all material.

I see this as a potential issue since most universities the RO is part of

administration and not in the lab.  We are looking into having 1 central

"receiving room" for all select agent transfers, possibly combining with

radiation safety program.  I was planning on having a similar inventory

system as with the controlled substance program, but wasn't sure how other

universities were planning?  Are you making it the responsibility of each

lab with select agents to maintain this and the RO will check this system

often?

2.  Training:  Select Agent Training at BU will be another annual class in

addition to the annual BBP training, offered only to people with access in

the lab, or designated facility workers.  In developing our training, I am

including explanations of the new regulation requirements, building, lab,

and personnel security, lab personnel with 'access', personal safety working

with the particular select agent-PPE etc, vaccination information if

available, health hazards and related material from specific MSDS sheets for

the toxins.

There is a section that says we need to 'verify training' is understood

section 73.13 (e).  Is anyone planning on giving their labs an exam after

training, or maybe sign a certification at the end stating the individual

has attended select agent training and they have understood it?  Also,

p76903- 73.13(d) on training states an RO may 'certify' individuals in lieu

of training.   Anyone planning on doing this?  We were planning to require

training for ALL individuals with access to select agents in their labs.

3. Inspections:  How often are the RO's out on this listserv planning on

conducting inspections of the facilities with select agents?  The 42CFR73

states at least annually.

Thank you again for your responses!

Rebecca

Rebecca Ryan, MPH

Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Boston University Medical Center

715 Albany Street, M470

Boston, MA 02118

ph(617) 638-8842

fx (617) 638-8822

email: RyanR@BU.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 10 Feb 2003 11:38:52 -0900

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "David A. Bunzow" <sndab1@ALASKA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Nitrogen Safety Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

1] SAR Unit with remote Grade D breathing air supply

2] SCBA

Best choice will depend on how long the operation takes and whether there is

adequate air supply in the vicinity

Michael Wendeler wrote:

> I have a researcher that wants to use nitrogen gas in a walk-in cold

> room to concentrate protein using an Amicon stir cell.  The only fresh

> air the cold room gets is when someone opens the door.  I ordered an

> oxygen monitor but I can't get it for 3 weeks and this researcher wants

> to do this ASAP.  Can someone recommend a safe way to do this until the

> oxygen monitor arrives.

> Thanks,

> Mike Wendeler

> EH&S Engineer

> Incyte Genomics

> Newark, DE

--

David A. Bunzow  CET; CHMM; NRCC-CHO; REM

University of Alaska

Many Traditions One Alaska

Statewide Office of Risk Management

Environmental, Health and Safety Manager

PO Box 755240

Fairbanks, AK  99775-5240

1-907-474-5005 (phone)

1-907-474-5634 (fax)

sndab1@alaska.edu

www.alaska.edu/swrisk

Please Note:

The statements, opinions and views expressed

in this communication are mine alone.

They should not be construed as necessarily

being those of the University of Alaska System,

or any of its other employees.

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 10 Feb 2003 15:46:02 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dan Hurley <dhurley@WFUBMC.EDU>

Subject:      Exhuast systems for BSC

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2D145.6CD52144"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2D145.6CD52144

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Probabley a naive question(s)! What kind of ventilation systems do your =

researchers use for Biohazardous materials? Is any kind of redundancy =

provided? When do you provide redundancy?

Many thanks

Dan Hurley, MS, CIH

Industrial Hygiene Officer

Wake Forest University Health Sciences

Medical Center Blvd.

Winston-Salem, NC 27157

336-777-3078

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 10 Feb 2003 14:34:22 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Select Agent Registration Questions

In-Reply-To:  <870FEA1B15C1C14CB3DAC9A142786DAE4A45C2@bumc.bu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=====================_-2023289156==_"

--=====================_-2023289156==_

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At 03:17 PM 2/10/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Good Afternoon everyone:

>

>I have a few detailed questions about the select agent registration-on

>inventory, training, and inspections. I wanted to hear what other

>universities are doing.  When and if you have time to respond, your answers

>will be greatly appreciated:

>

>

>1.  Inventory/Records:  Can some of you share your thoughts on how you are

>developing a select agent inventory program?  73.15 Records: states that

>"the RO must maintain complete records relating to activities covered by

>this part..."  It will be difficult for an RO to keep accurate daily

>inventories unless they are the researcher working with the material, or

>there is a 'central stocking facility' for all material.

Hard copy transitioning to database

>I see this as a potential issue since most universities the RO is part of

>administration and not in the lab.  We are looking into having 1 central

>"receiving room" for all select agent transfers, possibly combining with

>radiation safety program.  I was planning on having a similar inventory

>system as with the controlled substance program, but wasn't sure how other

>universities were planning?  Are you making it the responsibility of each

>lab with select agents to maintain this and the RO will check this system

>often?

Database will allow for immediate check

>2.  Training:  Select Agent Training at BU will be another annual class in

>addition to the annual BBP training, offered only to people with access in

>the lab, or designated facility workers.  In developing our training, I am

>including explanations of the new regulation requirements, building, lab,

>and personnel security, lab personnel with 'access', personal safety working

>with the particular select agent-PPE etc, vaccination information if

>available, health hazards and related material from specific MSDS sheets for

>the toxins.

>

>There is a section that says we need to 'verify training' is understood

>section 73.13 (e).  Is anyone planning on giving their labs an exam after

>training, or maybe sign a certification at the end stating the individual

>has attended select agent training and they have understood it?  Also,

>p76903- 73.13(d) on training states an RO may 'certify' individuals in lieu

>of training.   Anyone planning on doing this?  We were planning to require

>training for ALL individuals with access to select agents in their labs.

>

I am doing it with the attached sheet.  Feel free to use!  I have developed

and implemented the first session of our training.  I will share as soon as

I get clearance to do so.

>3. Inspections:  How often are the RO's out on this listserv planning on

>conducting inspections of the facilities with select agents?  The 42CFR73

>states at least annually.

I do them more often than that anyway.

>Thank you again for your responses!

>Rebecca

>

>Rebecca Ryan, MPH

>Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

>Office of Environmental Health and Safety

>Boston University Medical Center

>715 Albany Street, M470

>Boston, MA 02118

>ph(617) 638-8842

>fx (617) 638-8822

>email: RyanR@BU.edu

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear
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Date:         Mon, 10 Feb 2003 17:00:09 -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: Nitrogen Safety Question

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_da+yBbxOTDC3v2HmzhW9GA)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_da+yBbxOTDC3v2HmzhW9GA)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

PPE should be used as a last resort if there is a problem

that can not be corrected or resolved by engineering

controls.  If you put anyone in a respirator you had better

set them up in a respiratory protection program so they are

properly fitted with a respirator according to OSHA

requirements.  Is the cold room  considered to be a confined

space?  If it is, monitoring would be required whether or

not a respirator is used. ASAP does not mean that mean that

safety concerns are compromised to facilitate the wants of

researcher.

Greg Merkle

"David A. Bunzow" wrote:

>

> 1] SAR Unit with remote Grade D breathing air supply

> 2] SCBA

>

> Best choice will depend on how long the operation takes and whether there is

> adequate air supply in the vicinity

>

> Michael Wendeler wrote:

>

> > I have a researcher that wants to use nitrogen gas in a walk-in cold

> > room to concentrate protein using an Amicon stir cell.  The only fresh

> > air the cold room gets is when someone opens the door.  I ordered an

> > oxygen monitor but I can't get it for 3 weeks and this researcher wants

> > to do this ASAP.  Can someone recommend a safe way to do this until the

> > oxygen monitor arrives.

> > Thanks,

> > Mike Wendeler

> > EH&S Engineer

> > Incyte Genomics

> > Newark, DE

> David A. Bunzow  CET; CHMM; NRCC-CHO; REM

> University of Alaska

> Many Traditions One Alaska

> Statewide Office of Risk Management

> Environmental, Health and Safety Manager

> PO Box 755240

> Fairbanks, AK  99775-5240

> 1-907-474-5005 (phone)

> 1-907-474-5634 (fax)

> sndab1@alaska.edu

> www.alaska.edu/swrisk

>

> Please Note:

> The statements, opinions and views expressed

> in this communication are mine alone.

> They should not be construed as necessarily

> being those of the University of Alaska System,

> or any of its other employees.
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Date:         Mon, 10 Feb 2003 18:41:24 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Paul W. Tranchell RBP, CSP, CIH" <sesc@TWCNY.RR.COM>

Subject:      Re: Nitrogen Safety Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Mike,

There are hand held/portable Oxygen meters.  Your company will likely have

one if you are doing confined space entry.  If you do not have one, you

might try renting one for the short term.

Paul

----- Original Message -----

From: "Michael Wendeler" <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Monday, February 10, 2003 1:42 PM

Subject: Nitrogen Safety Question

> I have a researcher that wants to use nitrogen gas in a walk-in cold

> room to concentrate protein using an Amicon stir cell.  The only fresh

> air the cold room gets is when someone opens the door.  I ordered an

> oxygen monitor but I can't get it for 3 weeks and this researcher wants

> to do this ASAP.  Can someone recommend a safe way to do this until the

> oxygen monitor arrives.

> Thanks,

> Mike Wendeler

> EH&S Engineer

> Incyte Genomics

> Newark, DE

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 11 Feb 2003 08:27:55 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Morris, Gary" <gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Nitrogen Safety Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Michael,

I recommend instituting the following

1.  Rent a personal oxygen monitor and have the employee wear the device

whenever he/she is in the cold room and the nitrogen is being used.  You can

rent an O2 meter from one of the following IH rental companies -

http://www.cihequip.com/  OR http://www.responserentals.com/

2.  Require that a second employee be present outside the room whenever the

researcher is inside.  Maintain some means of communication between the two,

either verbal or visual.

3.  Train the employee(s) to make sure he/she understands the hazard and how

to react to an alarm (on the personal monitor).

4.  If possible, store the nitrogen cylinder outside the cold room, when not

in use.

Gary Morris.

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

Sent: Monday, February 10, 2003 1:43 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Nitrogen Safety Question

I have a researcher that wants to use nitrogen gas in a walk-in cold

room to concentrate protein using an Amicon stir cell.  The only fresh

air the cold room gets is when someone opens the door.  I ordered an

oxygen monitor but I can't get it for 3 weeks and this researcher wants

to do this ASAP.  Can someone recommend a safe way to do this until the

oxygen monitor arrives.

Thanks,

Mike Wendeler

EH&S Engineer

Incyte Genomics

Newark, DE

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 11 Feb 2003 07:44:37 -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:      Compliance with new shipping rules

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Has everyone implemented the new rules for shipping diagnostic specimens

and others according to DOT and IATA?  I have a question regarding the

classification of these items.  I see in the federal register posting on

August 14, 2002 that a diagnostic specimen is given a division 6.2 and

does not get a UN number unless associated with a risk group 4 agent.

The 2003 IATA guidelines indicate that a diagnostic is now given a UN

3373 number and not a division 6.2 classification.  I am probably not

seeing through the muck.  Could someone please clarify?

Thanks,

Mark C.

--------------------------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608    Phone

(314) 268-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 11 Feb 2003 08:59:01 -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: Compliance with new shipping rules

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi Mark,

IATA rules want the UN number with the diagnostic specimen shipping name

for everything except when you are testing for RG4 items.  In that case

you have to use the Infectious shipping name and UN number.  As for

differences between the international and federal rules, that has been

the norm here in Canada for years and has made for many interesting

situations for me.  I know that our TDG rules will allow for IATA rules

to be followed, and more importantly, if you want your shipment to move

you have to play by the rules of the people flying the planes (IATA).

Dave

Mark Campbell wrote:

>Has everyone implemented the new rules for shipping diagnostic specimens

>and others according to DOT and IATA?  I have a question regarding the

>classification of these items.  I see in the federal register posting on

>August 14, 2002 that a diagnostic specimen is given a division 6.2 and

>does not get a UN number unless associated with a risk group 4 agent.

>The 2003 IATA guidelines indicate that a diagnostic is now given a UN

>3373 number and not a division 6.2 classification.  I am probably not

>seeing through the muck.  Could someone please clarify?

>

>Thanks,

>

>Mark C.

>

>

>

>

>--------------------------------------------

>Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

>Biological Safety Officer

>Saint Louis University

>Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

>St. Louis, MO 63104

>(314) 577-8608    Phone

>(314) 268-5560    Fax

>campbem@slu.edu

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 11 Feb 2003 08:15:23 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Nitrogen Safety Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Mike, the only use for the nitrogen is to pressurize the cell. I suggest

that the work can be done safely as long as the researcher is sure that

connections are tight (check with soapy solution). The only time that the

nitrogen would release in the room is when the work is finished. At that

time the pressurized gas is released into the room when the cell is vented

and depressurized. At this point the door could be opened and blocked if

necessary. There seems to be little chance of trouble. An aide would be

handy just to be sure, and the researcher could leave the room while the

filtration is in progress. By the way, what is the capacity of the cell?

Mike

----- Original Message -----

From: "Michael Wendeler" <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Monday, February 10, 2003 12:42 PM

Subject: Nitrogen Safety Question

> I have a researcher that wants to use nitrogen gas in a walk-in cold

> room to concentrate protein using an Amicon stir cell.  The only fresh

> air the cold room gets is when someone opens the door.  I ordered an

> oxygen monitor but I can't get it for 3 weeks and this researcher wants

> to do this ASAP.  Can someone recommend a safe way to do this until the

> oxygen monitor arrives.

> Thanks,

> Mike Wendeler

> EH&S Engineer

> Incyte Genomics

> Newark, DE

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 11 Feb 2003 09:01:41 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

In-Reply-To:  <3E48FE45.92F45528@slu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Mark,

That seems to agree with my notes

The proper shipping name is "Diagnostic specimen" and the UN number is

3373, pack according to 650 instructions. According to table 4.2 in the

2003 DGR the package is NOT assigned to 6.2 or any class.

A diagnostic specimen is 'infectious' if it may be a risk group 4 pathogen,

otherwise it is not described as infectious.

For diagnostic specimens known or believed to contain a risk group 4

organism the shipment will have to be treated as a regulated Infectious

substance (UN2814 or UN2900) This means PI-602 packaging, marking Labeling,

and a shippers declaration.

Also note that Cultures, and Biological products containing a risk group

2,3, or 4 organism are classified as UN2814, or UN2900.

At 07:44 AM 2/11/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Has everyone implemented the new rules for shipping diagnostic specimens

>and others according to DOT and IATA?  I have a question regarding the

>classification of these items.  I see in the federal register posting on

>August 14, 2002 that a diagnostic specimen is given a division 6.2 and

>does not get a UN number unless associated with a risk group 4 agent.

>The 2003 IATA guidelines indicate that a diagnostic is now given a UN

>3373 number and not a division 6.2 classification.  I am probably not

>seeing through the muck.  Could someone please clarify?

>

>Thanks,

>

>Mark C.

>

>

>

>

>--------------------------------------------

>Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

>Biological Safety Officer

>Saint Louis University

>Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

>St. Louis, MO 63104

>(314) 577-8608    Phone

>(314) 268-5560    Fax

>campbem@slu.edu

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.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:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Checklist for compliance

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_4ZCMfEWkxPVG9ehkWx7kyw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_4ZCMfEWkxPVG9ehkWx7kyw)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Actually, in the set of forms for the new SAP submission, =

there is a checklist form that will do the trick. You can request        =

     them from:

Anne O'Connor, M.S. 

Assistant Reports Clearance Officer 

Office of Program Planning and Evaluation 

1600 Clifton Road, MS D-24 

Atlanta, GA 30333 

Voice: (404)498-1143 

Fax: (404)498-1187 

Email: aeo1@cdc.gov 

            If you want the whole packet, you have to give her a =

fax-number-there are a lot of forms!!

            Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Mike Durham [mailto:mdurham@LSU.EDU] 

Sent: Monday, February 10, 2003 1:55 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Checklist for compliance

Has anyone developed a convenient "compliance checklist that can be used =

by SA PIs for their work? If so, I would like to have a copy.

Mike Durham

LSU

mdurham@lsu.edu
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Date:         Tue, 11 Feb 2003 09:32:59 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Zuckerman, Mark" <Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM>

Subject:      CDC forms for registering  under Section 73.0-I thought the new

              forms for registering were going to be on the cdc site on

              2/11-All i could find was the old  CDC 72.6 forms

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Any body have a clue when the new forms will be up?

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854
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Date:         Tue, 11 Feb 2003 10:34:25 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Zuckerman, Mark" <Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM>

Subject:      The final SAP forms-are held up by OMB but hopes to have it out

              as early as tomorrow or NOT!
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Ms. O'Conner from CDC, Office of Planning and Evaluation, stated today =

that as soon as it was approved that she would post them on the CDC =

website. In regards to the DOJ form for security information of those =

employees needing such filing she stated it is in DOJs hands and she had =

no idea of when it would be finalized. She stated that the CDC site =

would have a llink to the form once it was finalized.

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 11 Feb 2003 13:59:05 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: The final SAP forms-are held up by OMB but hopes to have it

              out asearly as tomorrow or NOT!
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Mark...thank's for the update!!! And special thanks for this website!! =

Could you imagine trying to keep track of all of this yourselves????

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Zuckerman, Mark [mailto:Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM] 

Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2003 1:34 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: The final SAP forms-are held up by OMB but hopes to have it out =

asearly as tomorrow or NOT!

Ms. O'Conner from CDC, Office of Planning and Evaluation, stated today =

that as soon as it was approved that she would post them on the CDC =

website. In regards to the DOJ form for security information of those =

employees needing such filing she stated it is in DOJs hands and she had =

no idea of when it would be finalized. She stated that the CDC site =

would have a llink to the form once it was finalized.

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854
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Date:         Tue, 11 Feb 2003 13:23:40 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph H. Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., Professor"

              <jcoggin@JAGUAR1.USOUTHAL.EDU>

Organization: Department of Microbiology & Immunology,

              University of South Alabama, College of Medicine, Mobile,

              AL 36688   Phone (251) 460-6314; Fax (251) 460-7269

Subject:      Surviving the SA CDC facility audit:
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Biosafety Colleagues:

We had an audit visit today from the CDC to inspect our BSL-3

laboratories for safe and secure work with Select Agents.  While we

won't have the official results for six weeks, I am happy to report that

the two auditors were thorough, helpful, understanding and, most

important, reasonable.  Our staff and investigators worked hard in the

past several months to get ready for the audit and prepare all the

paperwork and records required.  We made considerable changes in the

security system and followed the guidelines for integrating the BSL-3

management of our facility with the university's Emergency Response Plan

and comply with other statute requirements.  We also enjoyed strong

administrative support from our Dean's office and the University's

Safety Progam to make the necessary facility improvements which were

critical in the final analysis.

The audit was conducted in a smooth fashion.  The CDC auditors were very

reasonable in getting to "yes" to address meaningful and functional

compliance.  We are lucky to have a dedicated, free-standing BSL-3

containment facility isolated on the campus in our medical school.  The

facility was constructed 25 years ago with CDC input to design the

layout, AC /air handling , training, security,etc.  We also had  lots of

faculty experience in biosafety and work with infectious agents

including SA's. We felt the CDC auditors were  experienced, practical

and we appreciated their suggestions for further improvements.

 Considering the statute went into effect for inspection audits last

Friday and we were site visited today we were pleased with the site

visit.  The whole effort proved most worthwhile and we are the better

off for the exercise.

FYI

Joseph H. Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

NRM Spec. in PH&LM,

University of  South Alabama,

College of Medicine

Laboratory of Molecular Biology

Mobile, AL 36688

(251) 460-6314

e mail: <jcoggin@jaguar1.usouthal.edu>
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Date:         Wed, 12 Feb 2003 10:31:55 -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:      Inventory programs?

In-Reply-To:  <3E494DBC.6060905@jaguar1.usouthal.edu>
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Dear Listers,

        People everywhere in the country will have to come up with a practical

method to inventory select agents to the satisfaction of DHHS auditors. It

is possible they will see the problem as a standard auditing issue with a

security overlay.

        Has anyone tackled this? Are there commercial programs capable of

keeping

inventories of SAs? Is anyone writing such a program? Or, do you think a

paper inventory will be satisfactory?

        Andy

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------
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Date:         Wed, 12 Feb 2003 08:40:49 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Inventory programs?

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20030212102523.017ac1f0@hms.harvard.edu>
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I am now using an excel spreadsheet, put out as a hard copy log.  It is

laborious and makes it hard for the RO to keep current records.  We are

exploring an in-house method used for another tracking purpose, as well as

a commercial product.  I would be glad to share more info if you email me.

At 10:31 AM 2/12/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Dear Listers,

>        People everywhere in the country will have to come up with a practical

>method to inventory select agents to the satisfaction of DHHS auditors. It

>is possible they will see the problem as a standard auditing issue with a

>security overlay.

>        Has anyone tackled this? Are there commercial programs capable of

> keeping

>inventories of SAs? Is anyone writing such a program? Or, do you think a

>paper inventory will be satisfactory?

>        Andy

>

>---------------------------------------

>Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

>Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

>25 Shattuck Street

>Boston, MA 02115

>617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

>---------------------------------------

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear
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Date:         Wed, 12 Feb 2003 09:52:19 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      Drug testing for authorized SA researchers
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I could use some feedback from others out there on drug testing.

Are any of your institutions going to mandate researchers working with any

listed biological agent undergo drug testing?

I know that some institutions already have random drug testing in place,

ours doesn't, so I'd also like your thoughts on this in addition to those

institutions that aren't testing.

My concern is that a researcher could pass the background check from DOJ

because of no prior arrests but still be a drug user.  Taking it a step

further, suppose that there is an "incident" involving a SA and it comes up

that the researcher is a drug user (not saying that the drugs caused the

incident, just that it came out in an investigation).  That person is by

definition a restricted person and should not have had access.  Where does

that leave the institution and the RO?

I'm a little concerned about this because if the Feds know that Institution

X has something in place but Institution Y doesn't have this in place the

Feds will say "well your peers are doing this, why aren't you?" if there

happens to be a problem.

The same could be said of the mental defective part of the Patriot Act also.

Please give me your thoughts on this matter.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu
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Date:         Wed, 12 Feb 2003 10:50:36 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andy Glode <andy.glode@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Compliance with new shipping rules
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Yes, Kathryn's response is right on.  I realized when beginning to respond

to this question that our biological shipping manual was not so clear on the

classification of diagnostic specimens when considering the issue of Risk

Group 4 pathogens.  So, we updated it to make it more clear and accurate.

http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Materials.pdf, for those

interested.  I also made some other important edits: improved Appendix E,

Blank Declaration Form, and clarified Table 1, Summary of Shipping

Information.

Andy

Andy Glode

Chemical Transfer Station

Environmental Health and Safety

University of New Hampshire

1 Leavitt Lane

Durham, NH 03824

office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2003 10:02 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

Mark,

That seems to agree with my notes

The proper shipping name is "Diagnostic specimen" and the UN number is

3373, pack according to 650 instructions. According to table 4.2 in the

2003 DGR the package is NOT assigned to 6.2 or any class.

A diagnostic specimen is 'infectious' if it may be a risk group 4 pathogen,

otherwise it is not described as infectious.

For diagnostic specimens known or believed to contain a risk group 4

organism the shipment will have to be treated as a regulated Infectious

substance (UN2814 or UN2900) This means PI-602 packaging, marking Labeling,

and a shippers declaration.

Also note that Cultures, and Biological products containing a risk group

2,3, or 4 organism are classified as UN2814, or UN2900.

At 07:44 AM 2/11/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Has everyone implemented the new rules for shipping diagnostic specimens

>and others according to DOT and IATA?  I have a question regarding the

>classification of these items.  I see in the federal register posting on

>August 14, 2002 that a diagnostic specimen is given a division 6.2 and

>does not get a UN number unless associated with a risk group 4 agent.

>The 2003 IATA guidelines indicate that a diagnostic is now given a UN

>3373 number and not a division 6.2 classification.  I am probably not

>seeing through the muck.  Could someone please clarify?

>

>Thanks,

>

>Mark C.

>

>

>

>

>--------------------------------------------

>Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

>Biological Safety Officer

>Saint Louis University

>Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

>St. Louis, MO 63104

>(314) 577-8608    Phone

>(314) 268-5560    Fax

>campbem@slu.edu

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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Date:         Wed, 12 Feb 2003 11:05:47 -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: Inventory programs?

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20030212102523.017ac1f0@hms.harvard.edu>
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>Has anyone tackled this?

We're in the process.

>Is anyone writing such a program?

We've hired a programmer to develop and maintain a database. He's

using MySQL  running under OS X server on a Mac server, with the

intention of putting a secure Java-based front end on our lab

computers for data entry.

>Or, do you think a paper inventory will be satisfactory?

Don't see why not, especially if you don't have a lot to track.

--

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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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stinnett Therese <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Drug testing for authorized SA researchers
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It is my understanding that as a mandate of receiving federal funds =

(scholarship, grants, etc), institutions of higher ed must have a "Drug =

and Alcohol Free" policy.  It's referenced in the NIH Grants Policy.

I believe it is a "performance based" standard, so it does not state =

that there will be random or other drug screening of personnel, =

specifically. So how is your institution handling it now?

The scenario Eric describes probably exists and occurs much more =

frequently than we would guess.  DOT standards for drivers are much more =

prescriptive, I believe, and yet people take those jobs and know they =

are subject to surveillance.  So for some folks, it will be acceptable =

as part of the "price" they pay to do certain types of work.  For =

others, it will likely never be acceptable.  I spent nearly 20 years in =

the US Army, subject to random UA and also as part of the UA "team" at =

various duty stations.  Clearly, I accept the 'price'

I do have grave reservations about the mental health issues and how that =

will be interpreted.  I don't believe it will be CDC making those =

decisions. Rather, it will be the function of DOJ and Homeland Security. =

 And in my opinion (only) they've been rather unhelpful to date.

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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Date:         Wed, 12 Feb 2003 08:16:15 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Zuckerman, Mark" <Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM>

Subject:      Re: Inventory programs?
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I agree that if you have only a few select agents and labs affected a =

simple spreadsheet would work for your select agents if you only want to =

track them.

If you aleady have an existing chemical inventory this could be added to =

it. You could put in the hazard column either select agent or =

biological/infectious hazard if you want to track all your agents. 

Truthfully, we have no viable select agent organism, only pieces that =

might incode to a toxin.

I feel that some of my chemicals and infectious agents that we are =

currently working with are much more hazardous, just do not have a DOJ =

connection.  

Mark Zuckerman

Maxygen

-----Original Message-----

From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 8:06 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Inventory programs?

>Has anyone tackled this?

We're in the process.

>Is anyone writing such a program?

We've hired a programmer to develop and maintain a database. He's

using MySQL  running under OS X server on a Mac server, with the

intention of putting a secure Java-based front end on our lab

computers for data entry.

>Or, do you think a paper inventory will be satisfactory?

Don't see why not, especially if you don't have a lot to track.

--

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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Date:         Wed, 12 Feb 2003 11:27:53 -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: drug testing

Eric:

At the 12/16/02 meeting in Washington, DC, even though no one

from the Dept. of Justice was represented, it was stated very clearly

that

they do not expect institutions to begin random drug testing of

persons

with access to SAs.  The responsibility to live up to the requirements

set

forth is squarely on the shoulders of the individual, NOT the

institution.

 The institution's responsibility is to ensure that restricted persons do

not have access to select agents.

At least that is my take on this.  If institutions have a drug testing

program in place, that is fine...but DOJ is not expecting it to become

a

requirement for those who work with Select Agents.

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State University

Environmental Health and Safety

speaker@ehs.psu.edu

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

^...^

(O_O)

=(Y)=

 """
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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, Randy" <RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM>

Subject:      Mental Defective / Mental Illness (was RE: Drug testing for

              authorized SA researcher)
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Please note that the Act, now Public Law, itself is very clear that to =

be restricted, the person must have been "adjudicated as a mental =

defective". Absent any adjudication, the person is NOT restricted on the =

basis of mental defect, according the Law. Any restriction going beyond =

that may be subject to debate and legal challenges. However, the best =

way around this is to have the person so adjudicated, if indeed they are =

truly mentally defective - however in these cases, I expect it is =

unlikely that the employer will be the one who has to start the process.

It should be pointed out that with regard to mental illness, the Law =

excludes those who have been "committed to any mental institution". =

"Commitment" is a legal action whereby one is involuntarily admitted to =

(forced into) a mental institution. Voluntary hospitalization is NOT =

commitment, so let's be careful we don't discriminate against the =

formerly mentally ill except as strictly REQUIRED by law.

I have to agree that these issues are absolutely best left to the =

Department of Justice. Let them be the ones to discriminate as they see =

fit, and defend such actions in court as necessary.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

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:         Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Compliance with new shipping rules
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Thanks for sharing your materials Andy!

Mark C.

Saint Louis University

Andy Glode wrote:

> Yes, Kathryn's response is right on.  I realized when beginning to respond

> to this question that our biological shipping manual was not so clear on the

> classification of diagnostic specimens when considering the issue of Risk

> Group 4 pathogens.  So, we updated it to make it more clear and accurate.

> http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Materials.pdf, for those

> interested.  I also made some other important edits: improved Appendix E,

> Blank Declaration Form, and clarified Table 1, Summary of Shipping

> Information.

>

> Andy

>

> Andy Glode

> Chemical Transfer Station

> Environmental Health and Safety

> University of New Hampshire

> 1 Leavitt Lane

> Durham, NH 03824

> office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

> Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2003 10:02 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

> Mark,

>

> That seems to agree with my notes

>

> The proper shipping name is "Diagnostic specimen" and the UN number is

> 3373, pack according to 650 instructions. According to table 4.2 in the

> 2003 DGR the package is NOT assigned to 6.2 or any class.

>

> A diagnostic specimen is 'infectious' if it may be a risk group 4 pathogen,

> otherwise it is not described as infectious.

> For diagnostic specimens known or believed to contain a risk group 4

> organism the shipment will have to be treated as a regulated Infectious

> substance (UN2814 or UN2900) This means PI-602 packaging, marking Labeling,

> and a shippers declaration.

>

> Also note that Cultures, and Biological products containing a risk group

> 2,3, or 4 organism are classified as UN2814, or UN2900.

>

> At 07:44 AM 2/11/2003 -0600, you wrote:

> >Has everyone implemented the new rules for shipping diagnostic specimens

> >and others according to DOT and IATA?  I have a question regarding the

> >classification of these items.  I see in the federal register posting on

> >August 14, 2002 that a diagnostic specimen is given a division 6.2 and

> >does not get a UN number unless associated with a risk group 4 agent.

> >The 2003 IATA guidelines indicate that a diagnostic is now given a UN

> >3373 number and not a division 6.2 classification.  I am probably not

> >seeing through the muck.  Could someone please clarify?

> >

> >Thanks,

> >

> >Mark C.

> >

> >

> >

> >

> >--------------------------------------------

> >Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> >Biological Safety Officer

> >Saint Louis University

> >Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> >St. Louis, MO 63104

> >(314) 577-8608    Phone

> >(314) 268-5560    Fax

> >campbem@slu.edu

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.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:         "Const. Safety Dept" <constsafetydept@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      remove biosafety
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Remove biosafety

=====

Safety Presentations, meetings and more...

www.csdsafety.com

__________________________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! Shopping - Send Flowers for Valentine's Day

http://shopping.yahoo.com
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Date:         Wed, 12 Feb 2003 10:29:50 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Patti Havstad <phavstad@NMSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: remove biosafety

In-Reply-To:  <20030212170808.6815.qmail@web41402.mail.yahoo.com>
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I hope this does not mean that I am removed from the list?? What happened?

At 09:08 AM 2/12/2003 -0800, you wrote:

>Remove biosafety

>

>=====

>

>Safety Presentations, meetings and more...

>www.csdsafety.com

>

>

>__________________________________________________

>Do you Yahoo!?

>Yahoo! Shopping - Send Flowers for Valentine's Day

>http://shopping.yahoo.com

>
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>

>1.  Inventory/Records:  Can some of you share your thoughts on how you are

>developing a select agent inventory program?  73.15 Records: states that

>"the RO must maintain complete records relating to activities covered by

>this part..."  It will be difficult for an RO to keep accurate daily

>inventories unless they are the researcher working with the material, or

>there is a 'central stocking facility' for all material.

We are approaching this in three ways.  The authorized lab folks will

maintain an inventory log for materials removed from and placed into

storage, those records will be forwarded to the RO.  Entry/exit from the

select agent area will be automatically recorded via card access.  We are

centralizing purchase and receipt of select agents and toxins within the

EHS office.  That way we will know the inventory of toxins (so that a PI

will not inadvertently exceed the threshold limit) and avoid having to

register/train shipper/receiver.

>There is a section that says we need to 'verify training' is understood

>section 73.13 (e).  Is anyone planning on giving their labs an exam after

>training,

We are planning on giving a test. Couldn't think of any other way of

verifing that they understood the training.

73.13(d) on training states an RO may 'certify' individuals in lieu

>of training.   Anyone planning on doing this?

Unlikely that we will certify as the security info is not something that

they will know unless we train.  So, we probably will be training everyone

who has access.

>3. Inspections:  How often are the RO's out on this listserv planning on

>conducting inspections of the facilities with select agents?  The 42CFR73

>states at least annually.

>

Not thought out yet.  I think we may go with 2X per year but as I said not

thought out yet.

>Rebecca Ryan, MPH

>Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

>Office of Environmental Health and Safety

>Boston University Medical Center

>715 Albany Street, M470

>Boston, MA 02118

>ph(617) 638-8842

>fx (617) 638-8822

>email: RyanR@BU.edu

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment
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                    1.  Inventory/Records:  Can some of you share your thoughts 

                    on how you are

                    developing a select agent inventory program?  73.15 Records: 

                    states that

                    "the RO must maintain complete records relating to 

                    activities covered by

                    this part..."  It will be difficult for an RO to keep 

                    accurate daily

                    inventories unless they are the researcher working with the 

                    material, or

                    there is a 'central stocking facility' for all material.

                  We are approaching this in three ways.  The authorized lab 

                  folks will maintain an inventory log for materials removed 

                  from and placed into storage, those records will be forwarded 

                  to the RO.  Entry/exit from the select agent area will be 

                  automatically recorded via card access.  We are centralizing 

                  purchase and receipt of select agents and toxins within the 

                  EHS office.  That way we will know the inventory of toxins (so 

                  that a PI will not inadvertently exceed the threshold limit) 

                  and avoid having to register/train shipper/receiver.

                    There is a section that says we need to 'verify training' is 

                    understood

                    section 73.13 (e).  Is anyone planning on giving their labs 

                    an exam after

                    training, 

                  We are planning on giving a test. Couldn't think of any other 

                  way of verifing that they understood the training.

                  73.13(d) on training states an RO may 'certify' individuals in 

                  lieu

                    of training.   Anyone planning on doing this? 

                  Unlikely that we will certify as the security info is not 

                  something that they will know unless we train.  So, we 

                  probably will be training everyone who has access.

                    3. Inspections:  How often are the RO's out on this listserv 

                    planning on

                    conducting inspections of the facilities with select agents? 

                     The 42CFR73

                    states at least annually.

                  Not thought out yet.  I think we may go with 2X per year but 

                  as I said not thought out yet.  

                    Rebecca Ryan, MPH

                    Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

                    Office of Environmental Health and Safety

                    Boston University Medical Center

                    715 Albany Street, M470

                    Boston, MA 02118

                    ph(617) 638-8842

                    fx (617) 638-8822

                    email: RyanR@BU.edu 

                  Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

                  Senior Biosafety Officer 

                  Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

                  617-258-5647 

                  rfink@mit.edu 

                  http://web.mit.edu/environment
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Dan,

In general our labs are designed to be negative to the hallway regardless

of biosafety level.  For level 1 work - no ventilation requirements.  For

level 2 work, maybe require use of fume hood or biosafety cabinet depending

upon the organism and type of work (will they be generating an aerosol that

would be of concern).  Level 3 - only work in a biosafety cabinet that is

vented to the outside.  Back in the days when MIT had a level 3 lab, the

fans were redundant and alarmed.

At 03:46 PM 2/10/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Probabley a naive question(s)! What kind of ventilation systems do your

>researchers use for Biohazardous materials? Is any kind of redundancy

>provided? When do you provide redundancy?

>

>Many thanks

>

>Dan Hurley, MS, CIH

>Industrial Hygiene Officer

>Wake Forest University Health Sciences

>Medical Center Blvd.

>Winston-Salem, NC 27157

>336-777-3078

>

>

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment
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                  Dan,

                  In general our labs are designed to be negative to the hallway 

                  regardless of biosafety level.  For level 1 work - no 

                  ventilation requirements.  For level 2 work, maybe require use 

                  of fume hood or biosafety cabinet depending upon the organism 

                  and type of work (will they be generating an aerosol that 

                  would be of concern).  Level 3 - only work in a biosafety 

                  cabinet that is vented to the outside.  Back in the days when 

                  MIT had a level 3 lab, the fans were redundant and alarmed.

                  At 03:46 PM 2/10/2003 -0500, you wrote:

                    Probabley a naive question(s)! What kind of ventilation 

                    systems do your researchers use for Biohazardous materials? 

                    Is any kind of redundancy provided? When do you provide 

                    redundancy?

                    Many thanks

                    Dan Hurley, MS, CIH

                    Industrial Hygiene Officer

                    Wake Forest University Health Sciences

                    Medical Center Blvd.

                    Winston-Salem, NC 27157

                    336-777-3078

                  Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

                  Senior Biosafety Officer 

                  Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

                  617-258-5647 

                  rfink@mit.edu 

                  http://web.mit.edu/environment
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Greetings, friends and colleagues...

Please help me find:

1) the widely-cited references that define "modified =

specific-pathogen-free" animal facilities, and 

2) 'best practices' for reconciling SPF practices (heavily dependent on =

positive pressure ventilation and laminar flow work benches) with =

biological safety levels that dictate containment.

Your assistance is greatly appreciated - on this and all the other =

topics you've been covering.

Best regards, 

Deanna Frost, Ph.D., C.I.P.

Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Washington

Hall Health Center / Box 354400

Seattle, WA 98195-4400

206-543-7278; 206-543-7388 (Department)  FAX: 206-616-3360

frostd@u.washington.edu www.ehs.washington.edu
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Eric, at the meeting in Washington, this question was posed to the panel,

who answered that there is no requirement in the regulations to do drug

testing. We do not do it at LSU at this time except for "safety sensitive"

positions. We currently do not categorize the researchers as safety

sensitive. Not to say it can't happen in the future.

I agree that the question "how can we be sure that we are complying with the

Patriot Act after DOJ screens the employee and OKs them for 5 years?" needs

to be answered.  A lot can happen in 5 years to put them on the list of

"restricted persons" that the DOJ may not know about, based on the broad

definition of the term. Are we compelled to monitor them at work?

Mike Durham

LSU

----- Original Message -----

From: "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 9:52 AM

Subject: Drug testing for authorized SA researchers

> I could use some feedback from others out there on drug testing.

>

> Are any of your institutions going to mandate researchers working with any

> listed biological agent undergo drug testing?

> I know that some institutions already have random drug testing in place,

> ours doesn't, so I'd also like your thoughts on this in addition to those

> institutions that aren't testing.

>

> My concern is that a researcher could pass the background check from DOJ

> because of no prior arrests but still be a drug user.  Taking it a step

> further, suppose that there is an "incident" involving a SA and it comes

up

> that the researcher is a drug user (not saying that the drugs caused the

> incident, just that it came out in an investigation).  That person is by

> definition a restricted person and should not have had access.  Where does

> that leave the institution and the RO?

> I'm a little concerned about this because if the Feds know that

Institution

> X has something in place but Institution Y doesn't have this in place the

> Feds will say "well your peers are doing this, why aren't you?" if there

> happens to be a problem.

> The same could be said of the mental defective part of the Patriot Act

also.

>

> Please give me your thoughts on this matter.

>

> Eric

>

> Eric R. Jeppesen

> Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

> KU-EHS Dept.

> (785) 864-2857 phone

> (785) 864-2852 fax

> jeppesen@ku.edu
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Quick question for the group-

Does anyone have a protocol they can share with me regarding

guidance for selection of biosafety cabinets?

Specifically which types of cabinets are best for which type of

work (radiation, potent compound, chemical.)  I realize there is

guidance in the BMBL, however, what is meant by "low levels of

chemicals are acceptable" for B1's.  How do you quantify

allowable limits for volatiles/ flammables?  Thanks for your help

in advance.

Barb
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Many thanks on the responses!  Keep'em coming!

My whole problem is with 73.9 Responsible Official(c)(2): Allowing only

approved individuals to have access to select agents or toxins in accordance

with 73.8 and 73.11.

A day, a year, or any time period between security checks can make an

approved individual a restricted person. Same point goes for someone that

gets approved but then breaks the law.  How am I supposed to keep track if

they are "under indictment" because with 73.9 I AM suppose to keep out the

un-authorized people.

Maybe I'm being more paranoid than I should be, but this seems to be

something that can come back and bite the RO and the facility.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Mike Durham [mailto:mdurham@LSU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 1:47 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Drug testing for authorized SA researchers

Eric, at the meeting in Washington, this question was posed to the panel,

who answered that there is no requirement in the regulations to do drug

testing. We do not do it at LSU at this time except for "safety sensitive"

positions. We currently do not categorize the researchers as safety

sensitive. Not to say it can't happen in the future.

I agree that the question "how can we be sure that we are complying with the

Patriot Act after DOJ screens the employee and OKs them for 5 years?" needs

to be answered.  A lot can happen in 5 years to put them on the list of

"restricted persons" that the DOJ may not know about, based on the broad

definition of the term. Are we compelled to monitor them at work?

Mike Durham

LSU

----- Original Message -----

From: "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 9:52 AM

Subject: Drug testing for authorized SA researchers

> I could use some feedback from others out there on drug testing.

>

> Are any of your institutions going to mandate researchers working with any

> listed biological agent undergo drug testing?

> I know that some institutions already have random drug testing in place,

> ours doesn't, so I'd also like your thoughts on this in addition to those

> institutions that aren't testing.

>

> My concern is that a researcher could pass the background check from DOJ

> because of no prior arrests but still be a drug user.  Taking it a step

> further, suppose that there is an "incident" involving a SA and it comes

up

> that the researcher is a drug user (not saying that the drugs caused the

> incident, just that it came out in an investigation).  That person is by

> definition a restricted person and should not have had access.  Where does

> that leave the institution and the RO?

> I'm a little concerned about this because if the Feds know that

Institution

> X has something in place but Institution Y doesn't have this in place the

> Feds will say "well your peers are doing this, why aren't you?" if there

> happens to be a problem.

> The same could be said of the mental defective part of the Patriot Act

also.

>

> Please give me your thoughts on this matter.

>

> Eric

>

> Eric R. Jeppesen

> Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

> KU-EHS Dept.

> (785) 864-2857 phone

> (785) 864-2852 fax

> jeppesen@ku.edu
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I agree completely with every ones interpretation of the Diagnostic

Specimens (3.6.2.1.4.) section in the 2003 IATA.  However, under section

"Classification of Infectious Substances and Assignment of Risks Groups"

(3.6.2.2 of the DGR), it states "Infectious substances must be classified

in Division 6.2 and assigned to UN 2814 or UN 2900, as appropriate, on the

basis of their allocation to one of three risk groups (RG 2, 3, 0r 4) based

upon WHO criteria...."

At least one major airline and a few labortorians I have spoken to

interpret this as anything being in WHO risk groups 2, 3, or 4 must go as

Infectious (6.2).

This is my interpretation and opinion.  If you have a known isolate that is

in RG 2, 3, or 4, it must go as Infectious (6.2).  If you are sending

material (a specimen) for "diagnostic or investigational purposes" and you

are not sure what may be present (hence the need to send it), that unless

you suspect or know, "based upon known medical history..., endemic local

conditions, or professional judgement" (see Note 2, under 3.6.2.1.4) that

RG 4 may be present, you can send is as Diagnostic (IATA 650).  If RG 4 may

be present, must go as Infectious.

Does anyone else read this the same way as me?  And, if you think I am off,

then help me by giving me an explanation as to what is meant by the

3.6.2.2. section of the DGR that states Infectious substances must be

classified into one of three risk groups.

Thanks in advance for your help,

Tom

At 10:50 AM 2/12/03 -0500, Andy Glode wrote:

>Yes, Kathryn's response is right on.  I realized when beginning to respond

>to this question that our biological shipping manual was not so clear on the

>classification of diagnostic specimens when considering the issue of Risk

>Group 4 pathogens.  So, we updated it to make it more clear and accurate.

>http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Materials.pdf, for those

>interested.  I also made some other important edits: improved Appendix E,

>Blank Declaration Form, and clarified Table 1, Summary of Shipping

>Information.

>

>Andy

>

>

>Andy Glode

>Chemical Transfer Station

>Environmental Health and Safety

>University of New Hampshire

>1 Leavitt Lane

>Durham, NH 03824

>office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

>Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2003 10:02 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

>Mark,

>

>That seems to agree with my notes

>

>The proper shipping name is "Diagnostic specimen" and the UN number is

>3373, pack according to 650 instructions. According to table 4.2 in the

>2003 DGR the package is NOT assigned to 6.2 or any class.

>

>A diagnostic specimen is 'infectious' if it may be a risk group 4 pathogen,

>otherwise it is not described as infectious.

>For diagnostic specimens known or believed to contain a risk group 4

>organism the shipment will have to be treated as a regulated Infectious

>substance (UN2814 or UN2900) This means PI-602 packaging, marking Labeling,

>and a shippers declaration.

>

>Also note that Cultures, and Biological products containing a risk group

>2,3, or 4 organism are classified as UN2814, or UN2900.

>

>

>At 07:44 AM 2/11/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>>Has everyone implemented the new rules for shipping diagnostic specimens

>>and others according to DOT and IATA?  I have a question regarding the

>>classification of these items.  I see in the federal register posting on

>>August 14, 2002 that a diagnostic specimen is given a division 6.2 and

>>does not get a UN number unless associated with a risk group 4 agent.

>>The 2003 IATA guidelines indicate that a diagnostic is now given a UN

>>3373 number and not a division 6.2 classification.  I am probably not

>>seeing through the muck.  Could someone please clarify?

>>

>>Thanks,

>>

>>Mark C.

>>

>>

>>

>>

>>--------------------------------------------

>>Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

>>Biological Safety Officer

>>Saint Louis University

>>Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

>>St. Louis, MO 63104

>>(314) 577-8608    Phone

>>(314) 268-5560    Fax

>>campbem@slu.edu

>

>**********************************************

>Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

>Biological Safety Professional

>Office of Research Safety

>Northwestern University

>NG-71 Technological Institute

>2145 Sheridan Road

>Evanston, IL 60208-3121

>Phone: (847) 491-4387

>Fax: (847) 467-2797

>Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

>**********************************************

>

****************************************

Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

Manager

Safety, Health & Environmental Affairs

DIAGNOSTIC LABORATORY SERVICES, INC.

650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

****************************************
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ICAO has provided the following information on the topic...

Sincerely,

Jay Johnson

Director of Worldwide Clinical Trials

QuickSTAT

Tel: 1-919-345-6661

Fax: 1-919-844-6382

jay_johnson@qintl.com

Note: This document is only valid for the period of 1 January 2003 through

31 December 2004

Introduction

The 2003-2004 ICAO Technical Instructions include amendments for

diagnostic specimens.  The purpose of this document is to provide

information and guidance for complying with the amendments.  Specifically

the document provides guidance on:

Use of the new requirements for diagnostic specimens

Packaging and consignment procedures

Substances included or excluded from shipment as diagnostic specimens

Emergency response procedures

The previous references to risk groups for determining if a substance may

be transported as a diagnostic specimen have been removed (see 6.3.1.3.4).

 The 2003-2004 edition of the Technical Instructions maintains the risk

group criteria for classifying infectious substances  but it is

anticipated  that the classification criteria  will be replaced in the

2005-2006 edition of the Technical Instructions when the ICAO Dangerous

Goods Panel considers the infectious substances requirements that were

recently adopted for the 13th revised edition of the UN Model Regulations.

As a result of the 2003-2004 amendments, specimens known or suspected of

containing pathogens meeting the criteria for risk groups 2 or 3 may be

transported as diagnostic specimens when they are transported  for

diagnostic or investigational purposes. Specimens known or suspected of

containing risk group 4 pathogens must be classified in Division 6.2 under

UN 2814 or UN 2900, as appropriate and transported according to the

requirements for these substances.

The text below is provided to explain the impact of the amendments to the

diagnostic specimens requirements in the Technical Instructions  The new

requirements for diagnostic specimens that were adopted by the 12th

revised edition of the UN Model Regulations have been adopted in other

modal regulations and in certain national and regional transport

regulations effective January 1, 2003.

The definition and relevant requirements

6.3.1.3.1 Diagnostic specimens are any human or animal material including,

but not limited to, excreta, secreta, blood and its components, tissue and

tissue fluids being transported for diagnostic or investigational

purposes, but excluding live infected animals.

6.3.1.3.2 Diagnostic specimens must be assigned to UN 3373 unless the

source patient or animal has or may have a serious human or animal disease

which can be readily transmitted from one individual to another, directly

or indirectly, and for which effective treatment and preventative measures

are not usually available, in which case they must be assigned to UN 2814

or UN 2900

Note 1. s Blood which has been collected for the purpose of blood

transfusion or for the preparation of blood products, and blood products

and any tissues or organs intended for use in transplants are not subject

to these Instructions.

Note 2. s Assignment to UN 2814 or UN 2900 must be based on known medical

history of the patient or animal, endemic local conditions, symptoms of

the patient or animal, or professional judgement concerning individual

circumstances of the patient or animal.

Diagnostic specimens, including  those taken from apparently healthy

individuals, may  contain pathogens that meet the criteria for risk groups

1, 2, 3 or 4.  Pathogens are defined as micro-organisms (including

bacteria, viruses, rickettsiae,  parasites, fungi) and other agents such

as prions, that can cause disease in humans or animals.  Pathogens are

carried in blood, on the skin, in saliva or faeces.  Specimens containing

risk group 1 pathogens are not subject to the Technical Instructions.

Specimens containing risk group 4 pathogens are not permitted for

transport as diagnostic specimens.   Diagnostic specimens containing risk

group 2 or 3 pathogens   present a lower risk in transport as compared to

infectious substances containing risk group 4 pathogens or pathogens that

are in intentionally propagated in high concentrations such as those being

transported for medical research. Effective treatments are available and

the risk of the spread of infection is limited for risk group 2 or 3

pathogens.  Additionally, the risk of transmission from one infected

individual to another is not as great for these pathogens.  Since the

packaging requirements of packing instruction 650 afford a high level

safety the probability of exposure is relatively low..  The probability of

transmission of an infection or disease to an exposed individual from a

diagnostic specimen is also relatively low. Effective and cautious

emergency response procedures and employee training significantly minimize

the risk of exposure and subsequent transmission of infection or disease.

Consignors, who would normally be health care professionals, must make a

judgement about the presence of pathogens of risk group 4, However, such

judgement is not required in respect of  risk group 2 or 3, provided the

specimens are being transported for diagnostic or investigational

purposes. Specimens containing pathogens of risk group 2 or 3 transported

for any other purpose must be consigned as UN2814 or UN2900.

These requirements were developed in coordination with experts from the

World Health Organization (WHO) and provide a  level of safety

commensurate with the risk in transport without imposing an undue burden

on those who are required to determine whether an infectious substance may

be transported as a diagnostic specimen. In particular the amendments:

-       avoid direct reference to WHO Risk Groups, which had been developed by

WHO for purposes other than transport and remove ambiguity related to the

previous use of the terms lreasonably expected to containn or lthose where

a relatively low probability existsn ;

-       limit the application of requirements in transport to those commensurate

with the actual , rather than the perceived, risk;

-       require easily obtainable, suitable packaging affording a high level of

safety appropriate to the degree of hazard and conditions of transport.

Packing instruction 650 is appropriate for the transport of diagnostic

specimens containing pathogens belonging to risk group 2 and 3;

permit ready consignment and provide for the universal and effective

treatment of individuals in the  healthcare system;

It should be noted that determining if a substance is infectious has

always included subjective analysis in the absence of actual testing. The

2003-2004 amendment minimizes the subjectivity relative to determining if

a substance may be transported as a diagnostic specimen. Classifying these

materials based on the level of risk and applying transport requirements

commensurate with that risk should ensure an adequate level of safety.

Packaging and consignment procedures

Packing Instruction 650 is intended to provide all the information

necessary to prepare transport safely a consignment of diagnostic

specimens.  Among other requirements:

The packaging must be of good quality capable of passing a 1.2m drop test

and must consist of three components:   a primary receptacle containing the

diagnostic specimen;    a secondary packaging, and      an outer packaging with

suitable cushioning material.

Either the primary or secondary receptacle must be capable of withstanding

an internal pressure producing a pressure differential of not less than

95kPa for liquids.

The package must be marked lDIAGNOSTIC SPECIMENn. The UN number is not

required to be shown.

Passenger and Operator Provisions

Diagnostic specimens are not permitted for transport in carry-on or

checked baggage and shall not be carried on a person.  Operators must not

load or transport diagnostic specimens unless they are transported as

cargo in accordance with the provisions of 7;2.1 of the Technical

Instructions.

Substances excluded from shipment as diagnostic specimens

NOTE 1:  The following list is not exhaustive.  Infectious substances,

including those containing new or emerging pathogens, which do not appear

in the following list but which meet the same criteria mustl not be

transported as a diagnostic specimen.   In addition, if there is doubt as

to whether or not a pathogen falls within this category it must not be

transported as a diagnostic specimen.

NOTE 2:         In the following table, the micro-organisms indicated in italics

are bacteria, mycoplasmas, rickettsiae or fungi.

NOTE 3: Cultures (laboratory stocks) are the result of a process by which

pathogens are amplified or propagated in order to generate high

concentrations, thereby increasing the risk of infection when exposure to

them occurs. This refers to cultures prepared for the intentional

generation of pathogens and does not include cultures intended for

diagnostic and clinical purposes.  Cultures prepared for the intentional

generation of pathogens may not be transported as diagnostic specimens.

NOTE 4: If a health authority list is available that shows other pathogens

regarded as Risk Group 4 this should also be taken into account and the

substances should not be transported as diagnostic specimens

INDICATIVE EXAMPLES OF INFECTIOUS SUBSTANCES FORBIDDEN AS DIAGNOSTIC

SPECIMENS

IN ANY FORM UNLESS OTHERWISE INDICATED  UN Number and Proper Shipping

Name Micro-organism  UN 2814

Infectious substances affecting humans Bacillus anthracis (cultures only)

Brucella abortus (cultures only)

Brucella melitensis (cultures only)

Brucella suis (cultures only)

Burkholderia mallei - Pseudomonas mallei q Glanders (cultures only)

Burkholderia pseudomallei q Pseudomonas pseudomallei (cultures only)

Chlamydia psittaci - avian strains (cultures only)

Clostridium botulinum (cultures only)

Coccidioides immitis (cultures only)

Coxiella burnetii (cultures only)

Crimean-Congo hemorrhagic fever virus

Dengue virus (cultures only)

Eastern equine encephalitis virus (cultures only)

Escherichia coli, verotoxigenic (cultures only)

Ebola virus

Flexal virus

Francisella tularensis (cultures only)

Guanarito virus

Hantaan virus

Hantaviruses causing hantavirus pulmonary syndrome

Hendra virus

Hepatitis B virus (cultures only)

Herpes B virus (cultures only)

Human immunodeficiency virus (cultures only)

Highly pathogenic avian influenza virus (cultures only)

Japanese Encephalitis virus (cultures only)

Junin virus

Kyasanur Forest disease virus

Lassa virus

Machupo virus

Marburg virus

Monkeypox virus  UN 2814

Infectious substances affecting humans (cont'd) Mycobacterium tuberculosis

(cultures only)

Nipah virus

Omsk hemorrhagic fever virus

Poliovirus (cultures only)

Rabies virus

Rickettsia prowazekii (cultures only)

Rickettsia rickettsii (cultures only)

Rift Valley fever virus

Russian spring-summer encephalitis virus (cultures only)

Sabia virus

Shigella dysenteriae type 1 (cultures only)

Tick-borne encephalitis virus (cultures only)

Variola virus

Venezuelan equine encephalitis virus

West Nile virus (cultures only)

Yellow fever virus (cultures only)

Yersinia pestis (cultures only)

  UN 2900

Infectious substances affecting animals African horse sickness virus

African swine fever virus

Avian paramyxovirus Type 1 - Newcastle disease virus

Bluetongue virus

Classical swine fever virus

Foot and mouth disease virus

Lumpy skin disease virus

Mycoplasma mycoides - Contagious bovine pleuropneumonia

Peste des petits ruminants virus

Rinderpest virus

Sheep-pox virus

Goatpox virus

Swine vesicular disease virus

Vesicular stomatitis virus

Emergency response procedures

Mitigation procedures:

Isolate spill or leak area immediately in all directions.

Keep unauthorized personnel away.

Obtain identity of substance involved if possible and report the spill to

the appropriate authorities.

Do not touch or walk through spilled material.

Do not touch damaged containers or spilled material unless wearing

appropriate protective clothing.

Be particularly careful to avoid contact with broken glass or sharp

objects that may cause cuts or abrasions that could significantly increase

the risk of exposure.

Damaged packages containing solid CO2 as a refrigerant may produce water

or frost from condensation of air. Do not touch this liquid as it could be

contaminated by the contents of the parcel.

Liquid nitrogen may be present and can cause severe burns.

Absorb spilled materials with earth, sand or other non-combustible

material while avoiding direct contact.

Cover damaged package or spilled material with damp towel or rag and keep

wet with liquid bleach or other disinfectant.  Liquid bleach will

generally effectively inactivate the released substance.

DO NOT CLEAN-UP OR DISPOSE OF, EXCEPT UNDER SUPERVISION OF A SPECIALIST.

First Aid:

Move exposed person(s) to a safe isolated area.

CAUTION: Exposed person(s) may be a source of contamination.

Call emergency medical services.

Remove and isolate contaminated clothing and shoes.

In case of contact with substance, immediately flush skin or eyes with

running water for at least 20 minutes.

Effects of exposure (inhalation, ingestion or skin contact) to substance

may be delayed.

For further assistance, contact the appropriate public health authority.

Ensure that medical personnel are aware of the substances involved, and

take precautions to protect themselves.
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Subject:      Re: Drug testing for authorized SA researchers
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>

>A day, a year, or any time period between security checks can make an

>approved individual a restricted person. Same point goes for someone that

>gets approved but then breaks the law.  How am I supposed to keep track if

>they are "under indictment" because with 73.9 I AM suppose to keep out the

>un-authorized people.

My reading of the law (and I AM NOT a lawyer) is that once the US AG gives

approval that person is approved until the approval expires or is withdrawn

by the US AG.  Thus, the RO is not responsible to keep track of each

approved person's legal record, it is the US AG's responsibility.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_26122412==_.ALT
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                    A day, a year, or any time period between security checks 

                    can make an

                    approved individual a restricted person. Same point goes for 

                    someone that

                    gets approved but then breaks the law.  How am I supposed to 

                    keep track if

                    they are "under indictment" because with 73.9 I AM suppose 

                    to keep out the

                    un-authorized people.

                  My reading of the law (and I AM NOT a lawyer) is that once the 

                  US AG gives approval that person is approved until the 

                  approval expires or is withdrawn by the US AG.  Thus, the RO 

                  is not responsible to keep track of each approved person's 

                  legal record, it is the US AG's responsibility.

                  Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

                  Senior Biosafety Officer 

                  Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

                  617-258-5647 

                  rfink@mit.edu 

                  http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_26122412==_.ALT--
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Why not pressurize with a cylinder of air (79% N2, 20% O2, 1% etc.) then O2

depletion isn't an issue

Mike Durham wrote:

> Mike, the only use for the nitrogen is to pressurize the cell. I suggest

> that the work can be done safely as long as the researcher is sure that

> connections are tight (check with soapy solution). The only time that the

> nitrogen would release in the room is when the work is finished. At that

> time the pressurized gas is released into the room when the cell is vented

> and depressurized. At this point the door could be opened and blocked if

> necessary. There seems to be little chance of trouble. An aide would be

> handy just to be sure, and the researcher could leave the room while the

> filtration is in progress. By the way, what is the capacity of the cell?

> Mike

> ----- Original Message -----

> From: "Michael Wendeler" <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

> To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> Sent: Monday, February 10, 2003 12:42 PM

> Subject: Nitrogen Safety Question

>

> > I have a researcher that wants to use nitrogen gas in a walk-in cold

> > room to concentrate protein using an Amicon stir cell.  The only fresh

> > air the cold room gets is when someone opens the door.  I ordered an

> > oxygen monitor but I can't get it for 3 weeks and this researcher wants

> > to do this ASAP.  Can someone recommend a safe way to do this until the

> > oxygen monitor arrives.

> > Thanks,

> > Mike Wendeler

> > EH&S Engineer

> > Incyte Genomics

> > Newark, DE

> >
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It would seem to make sense but (devil's advocate)  what if you, as the RO,

KNOW that they have done something that makes them a restricted person after

they have approval.

I really hope the Feds come out with a guidance document or clarification on

some of this.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 2:34 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Drug testing for authorized SA researchers

A day, a year, or any time period between security checks can make an

approved individual a restricted person. Same point goes for someone that

gets approved but then breaks the law.  How am I supposed to keep track if

they are "under indictment" because with 73.9 I AM suppose to keep out the

un-authorized people.

My reading of the law (and I AM NOT a lawyer) is that once the US AG gives

approval that person is approved until the approval expires or is withdrawn

by the US AG.  Thus, the RO is not responsible to keep track of each

approved person's legal record, it is the US AG's responsibility.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment <http://web.mit.edu/environment>
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Andy,

Thank you for sharing a valuable resource; I referred to the 'first' edition

frequently.

Paul Rubock

Andy Glode wrote:

> Yes, Kathryn's response is right on.  I realized when beginning to respond

> to this question that our biological shipping manual was not so clear on the

> classification of diagnostic specimens when considering the issue of Risk

> Group 4 pathogens.  So, we updated it to make it more clear and accurate.

> http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Materials.pdf, for those

> interested.  I also made some other important edits: improved Appendix E,

> Blank Declaration Form, and clarified Table 1, Summary of Shipping

> Information.

>

> Andy

>

> Andy Glode

> Chemical Transfer Station

> Environmental Health and Safety

> University of New Hampshire

> 1 Leavitt Lane

> Durham, NH 03824

> office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

> Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2003 10:02 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

> Mark,

>

> That seems to agree with my notes

>

> The proper shipping name is "Diagnostic specimen" and the UN number is

> 3373, pack according to 650 instructions. According to table 4.2 in the

> 2003 DGR the package is NOT assigned to 6.2 or any class.

>

> A diagnostic specimen is 'infectious' if it may be a risk group 4 pathogen,

> otherwise it is not described as infectious.

> For diagnostic specimens known or believed to contain a risk group 4

> organism the shipment will have to be treated as a regulated Infectious

> substance (UN2814 or UN2900) This means PI-602 packaging, marking Labeling,

> and a shippers declaration.

>

> Also note that Cultures, and Biological products containing a risk group

> 2,3, or 4 organism are classified as UN2814, or UN2900.

>

> At 07:44 AM 2/11/2003 -0600, you wrote:

> >Has everyone implemented the new rules for shipping diagnostic specimens

> >and others according to DOT and IATA?  I have a question regarding the

> >classification of these items.  I see in the federal register posting on

> >August 14, 2002 that a diagnostic specimen is given a division 6.2 and

> >does not get a UN number unless associated with a risk group 4 agent.

> >The 2003 IATA guidelines indicate that a diagnostic is now given a UN

> >3373 number and not a division 6.2 classification.  I am probably not

> >seeing through the muck.  Could someone please clarify?

> >

> >Thanks,

> >

> >Mark C.

> >

> >

> >

> >

> >--------------------------------------------

> >Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> >Biological Safety Officer

> >Saint Louis University

> >Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> >St. Louis, MO 63104

> >(314) 577-8608    Phone

> >(314) 268-5560    Fax

> >campbem@slu.edu

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> **********************************************
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Does anyone on the list know of a laboratory that does outside or contract

testing for Ebola Virus in a human sample.  I have contacted our primate

testing lab and they do not do human testing.  Any help would be

appreciated.

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL-Lafayette, NIRC
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Subject:      Re: Drug testing for authorized SA researchers
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consider changing to a mail reader or gateway that understands how to

properly handle MIME multipart messages.

--=_84DBFD58.52336D44

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

In my opinion -  we are not police officers or FBI agents.  It is not

our job to "find out" anything about the Select Agent Lab users'

criminal behavior.  And you just may be mistaken about what you think

you KNOW about someone.  So be real careful here or you will be stepping

on other's civil liberties and you will get sued - and should be.  The

DOJ has the job to determine background suitability for work with these

agents.  And the DOJ can step on peoples' civil liberties all they want.

 If they don't do their job adequately - that is there problem.

Judy

>>> jeppesen@KU.EDU 02/12/03 01:48PM >>>

It would seem to make sense but (devil's advocate)  what if you, as the

RO, KNOW that they have done something that makes them a restricted

person after they have approval.

I really hope the Feds come out with a guidance document or

clarification on some of this.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 2:34 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Drug testing for authorized SA researchers

A day, a year, or any time period between security checks can make an

approved individual a restricted person. Same point goes for someone

that

gets approved but then breaks the law.  How am I supposed to keep track

if

they are "under indictment" because with 73.9 I AM suppose to keep out

the

un-authorized people.

My reading of the law (and I AM NOT a lawyer) is that once the US AG

gives approval that person is approved until the approval expires or is

withdrawn by the US AG.  Thus, the RO is not responsible to keep track

of each approved person's legal record, it is the US AG's

responsibility.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment
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Dear Biosafety Folks,

We are preparing to do diagnostic work on highly pathogenic avian influenza

which will involve two steps:

1. amplifying isolates (via eggs) in a Class 2 biosafety cabinet

2. inoculating chickens inside glovebox-type isolators.  (The isolators are

sealed units with HEPA-filtered supply and exhaust, and they are equipped

with dunk tanks for moving materials in and out.)

Should one or both of these steps be done in a BSL-3 facility, or can they

be done at BSL-2?

Thanks in advance for your help!

Cheers

- 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

--=====================_25792868==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

                  Dear Biosafety Folks, 

                  We are preparing to do diagnostic work on highly pathogenic 

                  avian influenza which will involve two steps:

                  1. amplifying isolates (via eggs) in a Class 2 biosafety 

                  cabinet

                  2. inoculating chickens inside glovebox-type isolators.  (The 

                  isolators are sealed units with HEPA-filtered supply and 

                  exhaust, and they are equipped with dunk tanks for moving 

                  materials in and out.)  

                  Should one or both of these steps be done in a BSL-3 facility, 

                  or can they be done at BSL-2?

                  Thanks in advance for your help!

                  Cheers

                  - 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   
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From:         "LAMBERT, Margy" <MLAMBERT@FPM.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

One question that occurs to me is for what purpose do you use UN 3373?  You

don't use dangerous goods declarations for diagnostic specimens which is

where you normally place the UN number.

Margy

//

Margy S. Lambert, Ph.D.

University of Wisconsin - Madison

Office of Biological Safety

30 N. Murray St.

Madison, WI 53715-1227

(608) 263-9013

mlambert@fpm.wisc.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Andy Glode [mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 9:51 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

Yes, Kathryn's response is right on.  I realized when beginning to respond

to this question that our biological shipping manual was not so clear on the

classification of diagnostic specimens when considering the issue of Risk

Group 4 pathogens.  So, we updated it to make it more clear and accurate.

http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Materials.pdf, for those

interested.  I also made some other important edits: improved Appendix E,

Blank Declaration Form, and clarified Table 1, Summary of Shipping

Information.

Andy

Andy Glode

Chemical Transfer Station

Environmental Health and Safety

University of New Hampshire

1 Leavitt Lane

Durham, NH 03824

office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2003 10:02 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

Mark,

That seems to agree with my notes

The proper shipping name is "Diagnostic specimen" and the UN number is

3373, pack according to 650 instructions. According to table 4.2 in the

2003 DGR the package is NOT assigned to 6.2 or any class.

A diagnostic specimen is 'infectious' if it may be a risk group 4 pathogen,

otherwise it is not described as infectious.

For diagnostic specimens known or believed to contain a risk group 4

organism the shipment will have to be treated as a regulated Infectious

substance (UN2814 or UN2900) This means PI-602 packaging, marking Labeling,

and a shippers declaration.

Also note that Cultures, and Biological products containing a risk group

2,3, or 4 organism are classified as UN2814, or UN2900.

At 07:44 AM 2/11/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Has everyone implemented the new rules for shipping diagnostic specimens

>and others according to DOT and IATA?  I have a question regarding the

>classification of these items.  I see in the federal register posting on

>August 14, 2002 that a diagnostic specimen is given a division 6.2 and

>does not get a UN number unless associated with a risk group 4 agent.

>The 2003 IATA guidelines indicate that a diagnostic is now given a UN

>3373 number and not a division 6.2 classification.  I am probably not

>seeing through the muck.  Could someone please clarify?

>

>Thanks,

>

>Mark C.

>

>

>

>

>--------------------------------------------

>Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

>Biological Safety Officer

>Saint Louis University

>Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

>St. Louis, MO 63104

>(314) 577-8608    Phone

>(314) 268-5560    Fax

>campbem@slu.edu

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Feb 2003 17:43:00 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jack King <jking@SEPRL.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Avian Influenza: BSL-2 or 3?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2D2E8.187EBD40"

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_01C2D2E8.187EBD40

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="windows-1252"

Paul,

The proposal as stated appears to include work that is both BSL 2 and BSL-3.

The specific characteristics of the viruses to be studied are critical to

that determination. Poultry diagnostic samples that may include on rare

occasions avian influenza isolates of low pathogenicity are typically

processed at BSL-2. A recent example was the outbreak in Virginia in late

spring and summer of 2002. However any isolates that are characterized as

highly pathogenic avian influenza require the equivalent of BSL 3

Agriculture facilities (a USDA classification) because infections with those

viruses constitute a reportable disease which has associated trade

implications. BSL 3 Agriculture facilities are shower out facilities. All

bird studies at this laboratory with both low and highly pathogenic avian

influenza are conducted at BSL 3 Agriculture.

Daniel J. (Jack) King, D.V.M., Ph.D.

USDA, ARS, Southeast Poultry Research Laboratory

934 College Station Road

Athens, GA 30605

706-546-3407 Phone

706-546-3161 FAX

jking@seprl.usda.gov <mailto:jking@seprl.usda.gov>

-----Original Message-----

From: Paul Jennette [mailto:jpj22@CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 4:48 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Avian Influenza: BSL-2 or 3?

Dear Biosafety Folks,

We are preparing to do diagnostic work on highly pathogenic avian influenza

which will involve two steps:

1. amplifying isolates (via eggs) in a Class 2 biosafety cabinet

2. inoculating chickens inside glovebox-type isolators.  (The isolators are

sealed units with HEPA-filtered supply and exhaust, and they are equipped

with dunk tanks for moving materials in and out.)

Should one or both of these steps be done in a BSL-3 facility, or can they

be done at BSL-2?

Thanks in advance for your help!

Cheers

- 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
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                  Thanks in advance for your help!
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                  J. Paul Jennette, P.E.

                  Biosafety Engineer

                  Cornell University

                  College of Veterinary Medicine

                  Biosafety Program
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                  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:         "Funk, Glenn" <funkg@MEDIMMUNE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Avian Influenza: BSL-2 or 3?
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Paul -

Since this agent may meet the definition of USDA's "highly pathogenic avian

influenza", work with it may require USDA Select Agent registration.  Given

the role of avian influenza in the evolution of significant human flu

strains, I would seriously consider using BSL3 containment when working with

these viruses.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environment, Health and Safety

MedImmune Vaccines, Inc.

408-845-8847

-----Original Message-----

From: Paul Jennette [mailto:jpj22@CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 1:48 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Avian Influenza: BSL-2 or 3?

Dear Biosafety Folks,

We are preparing to do diagnostic work on highly pathogenic avian influenza

which will involve two steps:

1. amplifying isolates (via eggs) in a Class 2 biosafety cabinet

2. inoculating chickens inside glovebox-type isolators.  (The isolators are

sealed units with HEPA-filtered supply and exhaust, and they are equipped

with dunk tanks for moving materials in and out.)

Should one or both of these steps be done in a BSL-3 facility, or can they

be done at BSL-2?

Thanks in advance for your help!

Cheers

- 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
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Date:         Wed, 12 Feb 2003 18:35:27 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Gaunt <egaunt@ASCIENCES.COM>

Subject:      SA Registration

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Dear Listservers,

Regarding my posting (below) on January 29, please be aware that aspects of

the interim final regulation (42 CFR 73) as well as the Select Agent Program

are still evolving.  Among other things, the public comment period on these

regulations just closed yesterday and the Government may elect to modify

portions of the rule based on public input as well as on other factors.

These potential changes could ultimately affect decisions on how some

aspects of the Select Agent Program activities may ultimately be

implemented.  Thus, my musings below are strictly that, and you should not

act on them if you have any questions about my interpretation.  If you do

have questions on how these regulations may affect your particular program,

you should pose them directly to CDC (or APHIS) for a response that

corresponds to your specific circumstance.  The SAP can be contacted by

calling 404-498-2255 or via e-mail sent to mailto:lrsat@cdc.gov.

Letters to all entities that declared possession during the Notification

Process will be mailed this week.  This letter describes who should register

and how.  The Registration Application has been finalized and will be posted

on the SAP Web site about the same time that the letters are mailed.

Ed

-----Original Message-----

From: Ed Gaunt

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2003 6:54 PM

To: 'A Biosafety Discussion List'

Subject: RE: SA Registration

In my role as a private citizen I offer the following...

According to Part 73.0(a)(4), the date that Security Risk Assessments for

ROs and other Entity Officials/owners must be submitted to DoJ is April 12

(that does not mean they have to be approved by DoJ by that date), followed

by submission of SRAs for PIs as well as other personnel with SA access by

June 12, 2003.  The Atty General/DoJ have not publicly defined how this is

to happen, nor what info is to be collected/provided as of yet.  Because of

this, I suspect that these particular implementation dates MAY be delayed by

the Government (this is JUST MY HYPOTHESIS).

Approximately 80% of the Part 73 rules become effective on Feb 7th.  This

means that SA work may proceed if the facility has started to conform with

the provisions of Sections 73.1 thru 73.6, 73.9, 73.10, 73.12 and 73.15-21

by this date.  [NOTE: I suspect that declared possessors will soon be

getting letters in the mail that provide information on how to obtain a

registration applications.  Possessors who DID NOT declare possession during

Notification will have to find out on their own that they need download the

registration application from the SAP or APHIS Web sites to begin the

registration process by 2/7 in order to be in compliance with the law.]

These sections are followed by other interim effective dates as follows:

FOR LABS THAT **ARE CURRENTLY REGISTERED** WITH the CDC SAP....

March 12: in accordance with (iaw) Part 71.14 Select Agent Transfers, all

transfers will have to be PROSPECTIVELY approved by CDC SAP BEFORE agents

can be shipped.

April 12, 2003: iaw Part 73.8, submissions of RO and owner SRAs have to be

made to DoJ (as discussed above).  However, for labs that ARE currently

registered with the SAP, Part 73.0(b)(2) states that no Select agent

activities may be conducted BETWEEN March 12 and April 11 unless the RO's

SRAs have been submitted to (but not necessarily approved by) DoJ.

June 12, 2003: Part 73.8, submission to DoJ of SRAs for PIs and others with

access to SAs.  However, for labs that ARE currently registered with the

SAP, Part 73.0(b)(3) states that no Select agent activities may be conducted

BETWEEN April 12 and June 11, 2003, unless these other SRAs have been

submitted to DoJ.  Also, iaw the second half of Part 73.0(a)(4) and Part

73.11, entities must have started DEVELOPMENT of Security Plans by this

date.

Sep 12, 2003: iaw Part 73.0(a)(5) and Part 73.11, Security Plans must be

IMPLEMENTED by this date.

Nov 12. 2003: iaw Part 73.0(a)6) and Part 73.7, all parts of  the

Registration Application must be COMPLETED by this date

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

+++

FOR LABS THAT ARE **NOT** CURRENTLY REGISTERED WITH the CDC SAP....

In order to be able to BEGIN (continue?) working with Select Agents, iaw

with Part 73.0(c)(4), entities must start to come in to compliance with all

sections of Part 73 as of February 7, 2003, EXCEPT for the following

sections:

Sep 12, 2003: iaw Part 73.0(c)(2) and Part 73.11, Security Plans must be

DEVELOPED and IMPLEMENTED by this date.

Nov 12. 2003: iaw Part 73.0(c)(3) and Part 73.7, all Registration

Applications must be COMPLETED by this date

Since Applications do not need to be COMPLETED until 11/12/03 for all labs,

the SAP will issue an APPLICATION number (not a REGISTRATION number) when an

application is received.  As the summer progresses, you will need to

document that you have completed and/or implemented the various staged

components by the specified dates, so that the final REGISTRATION Number and

certificate can be issued after 11/12/03.

Again, these are my personal interpretations of the rules and do not reflect

official Government position...if you have specific questions regarding

this, address them to the SAP by calling 404-498-2255 or via e-mail to

mailto:lrsat@cdc.gov

Ed

-----Original Message-----

From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2003 9:31 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SA Registration

Hi all,

Does anyone know the date required for submission of application for the

RO and entity under 42 CFR Part 73?  According to 73.0(3), this should

be completed before March 12, 2003.  Or do we need something in writing

by February 7, 2003, based on the confusing sections of 73.7(b)(2)(v),

73.8(c), and 73.9(a)(1)?

Also, I assume we will be receiving material from DOJ to perform this

activity?

Any info would be appreciated!

Thanks,

Mark C.

----------------------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608    Phone

(314) 268-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.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:         Cliff Bond <cbond@MONTANA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Ebola testing

In-Reply-To:  <001701c2d2df$19422360$6d114682@louisiana.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Heather,

A contact for this kind of work would be Connie Schmaljohn (

connie.schmaljohn@DET.AMEDD.ARMY.MIL ) at USAMRIID.  They are the Ebola

experts.

Cliff Bond

Clifford W. Bond, Professor

Department of Microbiology

Montana State University

Bozeman, MT 59717-3520

Telephone: (406) 994-4130

TeleFAX: (406) 994-4926 

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On =

Behalf

Of Heather Gonsoulin

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 2:39 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Ebola testing

Does anyone on the list know of a laboratory that does outside or =

contract

testing for Ebola Virus in a human sample.  I have contacted our primate

testing lab and they do not do human testing.  Any help would be

appreciated.

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL-Lafayette, NIRC

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Feb 2003 19:02:15 -0600

Reply-To:     campbem@SLU.EDU

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         campbem <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>Hey Margy,

I was wondering the same thing so I called Safty-pak folks

and they indicated you need to place this number behind the

proper shipping name (i.e., "Diagnostic Specimen",

UN3373).......on the outermost packaging.

Mark C.

Saint Louis University

 One question that occurs to me is for what purpose do you

> use UN 3373?  You

> don't use dangerous goods declarations for diagnostic

> specimens which is

> where you normally place the UN number.

>

> Margy

> //

> Margy S. Lambert, Ph.D.

> University of Wisconsin - Madison

> Office of Biological Safety

> 30 N. Murray St.

> Madison, WI 53715-1227

> (608) 263-9013

> mlambert@fpm.wisc.edu

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Andy Glode [mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

> Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 9:51 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

> Yes, Kathryn's response is right on.  I realized when

> beginning to respond

> to this question that our biological shipping manual was

> not so clear on the

> classification of diagnostic specimens when considering

> the issue of Risk

> Group 4 pathogens.  So, we updated it to make it more

> clear and accurate.

> http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Material

> s.pdf, for those

> interested.  I also made some other important edits:

> improved Appendix E,

> Blank Declaration Form, and clarified Table 1, Summary of

> Shipping

> Information.

>

> Andy

>

>

> Andy Glode

> Chemical Transfer Station

> Environmental Health and Safety

> University of New Hampshire

> 1 Leavitt Lane

> Durham, NH 03824

> office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Kathryn Harris

> [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

> Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2003 10:02 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

> Mark,

>

> That seems to agree with my notes

>

> The proper shipping name is "Diagnostic specimen" and the

> UN number is

> 3373, pack according to 650 instructions. According to

> table 4.2 in the

> 2003 DGR the package is NOT assigned to 6.2 or any class.

>

> A diagnostic specimen is 'infectious' if it may be a risk

> group 4 pathogen,

> otherwise it is not described as infectious.

> For diagnostic specimens known or believed to contain a

> risk group 4

> organism the shipment will have to be treated as a

> regulated Infectious

> substance (UN2814 or UN2900) This means PI-602 packaging,

> marking Labeling,

> and a shippers declaration.

>

> Also note that Cultures, and Biological products

> containing a risk group

> 2,3, or 4 organism are classified as UN2814, or UN2900.

>

>

> At 07:44 AM 2/11/2003 -0600, you wrote:

> >Has everyone implemented the new rules for shipping

> diagnostic specimens

> >and others according to DOT and IATA?  I have a question

> regarding the

> >classification of these items.  I see in the federal

> register posting on

> >August 14, 2002 that a diagnostic specimen is given a

> division 6.2 and

> >does not get a UN number unless associated with a risk

> group 4 agent.

> >The 2003 IATA guidelines indicate that a diagnostic is

> now given a UN

> >3373 number and not a division 6.2 classification.  I am

> probably not

> >seeing through the muck.  Could someone please clarify?

> >

> >Thanks,

> >

> >Mark C.

> >

> >

> >

> >

> >--------------------------------------------

> >Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> >Biological Safety Officer

> >Saint Louis University

> >Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> >St. Louis, MO 63104

> >(314) 577-8608    Phone

> >(314) 268-5560    Fax

> >campbem@slu.edu

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> **********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 09:02:51 -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:      San Diego

In-Reply-To:  <5.0.2.1.2.20030212153210.00b08770@hesiod>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Dear all,

        ABSA hopes to set up a resource table at the San Diego, OBA meeting (20

to

22 February). The idea is to display IBC educational, policy and

application materials as inspiration to IBCs around the country. If some

one wants a copy they can contact the source person and share addresses, etc.

        So, would those of you planning to come to SD next week bring along

material you wish to share with your fellow Biosafety Officers?

        Thanks.

        Andy

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------
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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:      Prions

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_91732474==_.ALT"

--=====================_91732474==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

A fellow biosafety office asked me: "How does one decontaminate a biosafety

cabinet that has been used for prions? How does one decontaminate the inner

plenums?"  Good question.  I know how to treat surfaces but can one atomize

NaOH and get it into the plenums?  How does one remove the NaOH?  Any ideas

would be appreciated.

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_91732474==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

                  A fellow biosafety office asked me: "How does one 

                  decontaminate a biosafety cabinet that has been used for 

                  prions? How does one decontaminate the inner plenums?"  Good 

                  question.  I know how to treat surfaces but can one atomize 

                  NaOH and get it into the plenums?  How does one remove the 

                  NaOH?  Any ideas would be appreciated.

                  Richie

                  Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

                  Senior Biosafety Officer 

                  Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

                  617-258-5647 

                  rfink@mit.edu 

                  http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_91732474==_.ALT--
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Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 09:49:06 -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:      Sequentially numbered logbooks

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

At a previous employer we used a hard backed logbook that was

sequentially numbered (i.e., each book had a preprinted unique

identifier that appeared on every page), with numbered pages and

lines as well. This was handy for inventory and inspection purposes,

since you could readily refer to "Logbook # A123, page # 50, Line #

17".  I was thinking of something similar for SA receipt,

disbursement, and lab inventories.

Apparently making these books is not a simple matter, and there are

few companies that still do it. I've found one, but would like to get

a couple more quotes on these type logbooks. Anyone know of a source?

--

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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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:      A2 Biosafety cabinets and manifolded exhausts

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Research lab needs A2--thimble or canopy connection--BSCs for work with =

limited amounts of cytotoxic drugs.

engineers want to manifold into the fume hood/lab exhaust system for the =

entire floor

will this work?

will we be able to balance and use the BSCs per manufacturer's specs for =

exhaust?

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 
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Subject:      Re: Compliance with new shipping rules
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This is confusing, there is no good guidance in any of the Dangerous Goods

Regulations publications about where it is appropriate to use UN 3373.  I

called IATA for clarification and their representative, David Brennan, told

me UN 3373 does not have to be used anywhere: not on outer packages, air

waybill or Declaration for Dangerous Goods, etc.  He explained that in

coming regulations, perhaps by 2005, UN 3373 may be required to be printed

on outer packages of diagnostic specimens.  Mr. Brennan did not endorse

using UN 3373 until prescribed by the regulations; he suggested it might

cause confusion and shipment delays.

Andy Glode

-----Original Message-----

From: campbem [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 8:02 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>Hey Margy,

I was wondering the same thing so I called Safty-pak folks

and they indicated you need to place this number behind the

proper shipping name (i.e., "Diagnostic Specimen",

UN3373).......on the outermost packaging.

Mark C.

Saint Louis University

 One question that occurs to me is for what purpose do you

> use UN 3373?  You

> don't use dangerous goods declarations for diagnostic

> specimens which is

> where you normally place the UN number.

>

> Margy

> //

> Margy S. Lambert, Ph.D.

> University of Wisconsin - Madison

> Office of Biological Safety

> 30 N. Murray St.

> Madison, WI 53715-1227

> (608) 263-9013

> mlambert@fpm.wisc.edu

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Andy Glode [mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

> Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 9:51 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

> Yes, Kathryn's response is right on.  I realized when

> beginning to respond

> to this question that our biological shipping manual was

> not so clear on the

> classification of diagnostic specimens when considering

> the issue of Risk

> Group 4 pathogens.  So, we updated it to make it more

> clear and accurate.

> http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Material

> s.pdf, for those

> interested.  I also made some other important edits:

> improved Appendix E,

> Blank Declaration Form, and clarified Table 1, Summary of

> Shipping

> Information.

>

> Andy

>

>

> Andy Glode

> Chemical Transfer Station

> Environmental Health and Safety

> University of New Hampshire

> 1 Leavitt Lane

> Durham, NH 03824

> office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Kathryn Harris

> [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

> Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2003 10:02 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

> Mark,

>

> That seems to agree with my notes

>

> The proper shipping name is "Diagnostic specimen" and the

> UN number is

> 3373, pack according to 650 instructions. According to

> table 4.2 in the

> 2003 DGR the package is NOT assigned to 6.2 or any class.

>

> A diagnostic specimen is 'infectious' if it may be a risk

> group 4 pathogen,

> otherwise it is not described as infectious.

> For diagnostic specimens known or believed to contain a

> risk group 4

> organism the shipment will have to be treated as a

> regulated Infectious

> substance (UN2814 or UN2900) This means PI-602 packaging,

> marking Labeling,

> and a shippers declaration.

>

> Also note that Cultures, and Biological products

> containing a risk group

> 2,3, or 4 organism are classified as UN2814, or UN2900.

>

>

> At 07:44 AM 2/11/2003 -0600, you wrote:

> >Has everyone implemented the new rules for shipping

> diagnostic specimens

> >and others according to DOT and IATA?  I have a question

> regarding the

> >classification of these items.  I see in the federal

> register posting on

> >August 14, 2002 that a diagnostic specimen is given a

> division 6.2 and

> >does not get a UN number unless associated with a risk

> group 4 agent.

> >The 2003 IATA guidelines indicate that a diagnostic is

> now given a UN

> >3373 number and not a division 6.2 classification.  I am

> probably not

> >seeing through the muck.  Could someone please clarify?

> >

> >Thanks,

> >

> >Mark C.

> >

> >

> >

> >

> >--------------------------------------------

> >Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> >Biological Safety Officer

> >Saint Louis University

> >Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> >St. Louis, MO 63104

> >(314) 577-8608    Phone

> >(314) 268-5560    Fax

> >campbem@slu.edu

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> **********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 08:24:51 -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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The new rule states that the DOJ will determine whether someone

is acceptable or not, and pass on that yes/no decision to H&HS.

Within the scope of what DOJ is supposed to verify is that the

individual is not a "restricted person" under 18 USC 175b (which

is part of the PATRIOT Act).

As we read it, it is the responsibilit of DOJ to verify that the

person is or isn't an illegal user of a controlled substance (or

a mental defective, something for a separate thread....)

DOJ can't verify whether anyone is a user of any controlled

substance - illegal or not.

In the absence of guidance (which would be in writing with

official DOJ or H&HS letterhead, not just a public comment at a

meeting), we are implementing random drug screening.  Once there

is offical guidance, we may change our policy.

We already have a policy for this, we are just making it a bit

less random (if you have access to a SA, you'll get tested - not

very random).

Since the company already has a random drug screen policy, there

haven't been any screams about it.  Which doesn't mean there

won't be any in the future.

Elizabeth

=====

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! Shopping - Send Flowers for Valentine's Day

http://shopping.yahoo.com
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Subject:      Shipping Diagnostic specimens
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Would one consider a sample that is sent for molecular testing, i.e. =

isolated DNA or RNA  to have the same regulations with regards to shipping =

an infectious agent as a whole blood specimen?  

Along those same lines,  would one use the same standards for Bloodborne =

pathogens in a molecular lab as one would use in other clinical labs which =

test whole blood or its components; serum or plasma?

Thanks,

 Tina 
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From:         Lori Keen <keel@CALVIN.EDU>

Subject:      disposal question
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How would you (or do you) dispose of human blood that is mixed with Hayem's

solution.  Hayems contains 0.2% mercuric chloride so should not go down the

drain.  I can mix the blood with bleach or other disinfectant to take care of

the biohazard, but now I till have to deal with the mercury.  And keeping this

waste around as chemical waste until our next waste removal in 3 months doesn't

sound pleasant!

Is there an alternative to Hayem's for counting RBC's?

I'm anxious to hear your advice.

Lori Keen

Lab Manager, Biology

Calvin College

616-957-6080

A mouse trap, placed on top of your alarm clock,

will prevent you from rolling over and going back

to sleep!
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Subject:      New shipping rules-definition of 'Animal'
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I called the DOT Hazmat hotline today to get a definition of animal

(are lobster tails for research purposes included?  do they just mean

mammals?) and he consulted with someone 'very close to' the rulemaking

process, who affirmed DOT means any substance taken from any living

creature for diagnostic purposes should be shipped as "Diagnostic

Specimens" (and he confirmed that DOT's reg went into effect tomorrow).

When I mentioned this was probably going to bring them lots and lots of

questions, he said they were already getting them...

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786

>>> andy.glode@UNH.EDU 02/13/03 11:15AM >>>

This is confusing, there is no good guidance in any of the Dangerous

Goods

Regulations publications about where it is appropriate to use UN 3373.

I

called IATA for clarification and their representative, David Brennan,

told

me UN 3373 does not have to be used anywhere: not on outer packages,

air

waybill or Declaration for Dangerous Goods, etc.  He explained that in

coming regulations, perhaps by 2005, UN 3373 may be required to be

printed

on outer packages of diagnostic specimens.  Mr. Brennan did not

endorse

using UN 3373 until prescribed by the regulations; he suggested it

might

cause confusion and shipment delays.

Andy Glode

-----Original Message-----

From: campbem [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 8:02 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>Hey Margy,

I was wondering the same thing so I called Safty-pak folks

and they indicated you need to place this number behind the

proper shipping name (i.e., "Diagnostic Specimen",

UN3373).......on the outermost packaging.

Mark C.

Saint Louis University

One question that occurs to me is for what purpose do you

> use UN 3373?  You

> don't use dangerous goods declarations for diagnostic

> specimens which is

> where you normally place the UN number.

>

> Margy

> //

> Margy S. Lambert, Ph.D.

> University of Wisconsin - Madison

> Office of Biological Safety

> 30 N. Murray St.

> Madison, WI 53715-1227

> (608) 263-9013

> mlambert@fpm.wisc.edu

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Andy Glode [mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

> Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 9:51 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

> Yes, Kathryn's response is right on.  I realized when

> beginning to respond

> to this question that our biological shipping manual was

> not so clear on the

> classification of diagnostic specimens when considering

> the issue of Risk

> Group 4 pathogens.  So, we updated it to make it more

> clear and accurate.

> http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Material

> s.pdf, for those

> interested.  I also made some other important edits:

> improved Appendix E,

> Blank Declaration Form, and clarified Table 1, Summary of

> Shipping

> Information.

>

> Andy

>

>

> Andy Glode

> Chemical Transfer Station

> Environmental Health and Safety

> University of New Hampshire

> 1 Leavitt Lane

> Durham, NH 03824

> office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Kathryn Harris

> [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

> Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2003 10:02 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

> Mark,

>

> That seems to agree with my notes

>

> The proper shipping name is "Diagnostic specimen" and the

> UN number is

> 3373, pack according to 650 instructions. According to

> table 4.2 in the

> 2003 DGR the package is NOT assigned to 6.2 or any class.

>

> A diagnostic specimen is 'infectious' if it may be a risk

> group 4 pathogen,

> otherwise it is not described as infectious.

> For diagnostic specimens known or believed to contain a

> risk group 4

> organism the shipment will have to be treated as a

> regulated Infectious

> substance (UN2814 or UN2900) This means PI-602 packaging,

> marking Labeling,

> and a shippers declaration.

>

> Also note that Cultures, and Biological products

> containing a risk group

> 2,3, or 4 organism are classified as UN2814, or UN2900.

>

>

> At 07:44 AM 2/11/2003 -0600, you wrote:

> >Has everyone implemented the new rules for shipping

> diagnostic specimens

> >and others according to DOT and IATA?  I have a question

> regarding the

> >classification of these items.  I see in the federal

> register posting on

> >August 14, 2002 that a diagnostic specimen is given a

> division 6.2 and

> >does not get a UN number unless associated with a risk

> group 4 agent.

> >The 2003 IATA guidelines indicate that a diagnostic is

> now given a UN

> >3373 number and not a division 6.2 classification.  I am

> probably not

> >seeing through the muck.  Could someone please clarify?

> >

> >Thanks,

> >

> >Mark C.

> >

> >

> >

> >

> >--------------------------------------------

> >Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> >Biological Safety Officer

> >Saint Louis University

> >Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> >St. Louis, MO 63104

> >(314) 577-8608    Phone

> >(314) 268-5560    Fax

> >campbem@slu.edu

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> **********************************************
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MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

We are looking at a relatively small number of SA&T users, so the paper =

option will probably underpin our survey and database preparation.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU] 

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 10:32 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Inventory programs?

Dear Listers,

        People everywhere in the country will have to come up with a =

practical

method to inventory select agents to the satisfaction of DHHS auditors. =

It

is possible they will see the problem as a standard auditing issue with =

a

security overlay.

        Has anyone tackled this? Are there commercial programs capable =

of keeping

inventories of SAs? Is anyone writing such a program? Or, do you think a

paper inventory will be satisfactory?

        Andy

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------
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This is a multi-part message in MIME format.
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            I am leery of using NaOH. What about aerosolized Sodium =

Hypochlorite? The internal fans are usually used to pull the             =

formaldehyde through the plenums, this would also work with the Sodium =

Hypochlorite. Once sufficient contact time             is reached, then =

the residue would have to be flushed out. This can get problematic =

fairly quickly depending on the type             of BSC. 

            I do not know if there is any data on chlorine dioxide =

effectiveness on prions. One could predict that because            of    =

         the similar mode of action, and the reported results of the =

late Dr. Carlton Gajduseck regarding Sodium Hypochlorite             =

effectiveness, that Chlorine dioxide would probably work, but I would be =

first to hedge without seeing a log-reduction             curve proving =

that the prions could be knocked down. Sounds like a good paper topic!

            Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU] 

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2003 9:48 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Prions

A fellow biosafety office asked me: "How does one decontaminate a =

biosafety cabinet that has been used for prions? How does one =

decontaminate the inner plenums?"  Good question.  I know how to treat =

surfaces but can one atomize NaOH and get it into the plenums?  How does =

one remove the NaOH?  Any ideas would be appreciated.

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.mit.edu/environment
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We work with white blood cells here and usually get rid of the RBCs by

lysing them with ammonium chloride.  How are you counting the cells?  Can

you fix them or do the cells need to be alive?

As far as disposal, check with the hazardous waste vendor that removes your

chemical waste.  See if they can handle blood mixed with Hayem's solution.

If they can, ask if they can do a "milk run" to pick up just this waste.

Depending on the volume, it still may be reasonable, though more expensive

than shipping it with the rest of the chemical waste.

Stephen D'Alessandro

Environmental Health & Safety Manager

Shire Biologics Inc.

>From: Lori Keen <keel@CALVIN.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: disposal question

>Date: Thu, 13 Feb 2003 11:44:16 -0500

>

>How would you (or do you) dispose of human blood that is mixed with Hayem's

>solution.  Hayems contains 0.2% mercuric chloride so should not go down the

>drain.  I can mix the blood with bleach or other disinfectant to take care

>of

>the biohazard, but now I till have to deal with the mercury.  And keeping

>this

>waste around as chemical waste until our next waste removal in 3 months

>doesn't

>sound pleasant!

>Is there an alternative to Hayem's for counting RBC's?

>I'm anxious to hear your advice.

>

>

>

>Lori Keen

>Lab Manager, Biology

>Calvin College

>616-957-6080

>

>A mouse trap, placed on top of your alarm clock,

>will prevent you from rolling over and going back

>to sleep!

_________________________________________________________________

Add photos to your e-mail with MSN 8. Get 2 months FREE*.

http://join.msn.com/?page=features/featuredemail
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Subject:      Re: Shipping Diagnostic specimens
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If it doesn't fit the definition of Division 6.2 - substances which are

infectious to humans and/or animals, genetically modified

micro-organisms and organisms, biological products, diagnostic specimens

and clinical and medical waste, then it does NOT fall under this

divisions shipping requirements.

******************************************

Bruce L. Macdonald  MPH, CSP, RM

Manager Health & Safety

NC State University - EHS

Box 8007

Raleigh, NC 27695

(919) 515-6858

Fax (919) 515-6307

******************************************

>>> tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG 02/13/03 11:38AM >>>

Would one consider a sample that is sent for molecular testing, i.e.

isolated DNA or RNA  to have the same regulations with regards to

shipping an infectious agent as a whole blood specimen?

Along those same lines,  would one use the same standards for

Bloodborne pathogens in a molecular lab as one would use in other

clinical labs which test whole blood or its components; serum or

plasma?

Thanks,

Tina
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This will work! Or, you buy numbered-page log books, and encode the book =

yourself with your code. 

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU] 

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2003 9:49 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Sequentially numbered logbooks

At a previous employer we used a hard backed logbook that was

sequentially numbered (i.e., each book had a preprinted unique

identifier that appeared on every page), with numbered pages and

lines as well. This was handy for inventory and inspection purposes,

since you could readily refer to "Logbook # A123, page # 50, Line #

17".  I was thinking of something similar for SA receipt,

disbursement, and lab inventories.

Apparently making these books is not a simple matter, and there are

few companies that still do it. I've found one, but would like to get

a couple more quotes on these type logbooks. Anyone know of a source?

--

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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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.

--=_035C7BF2.94F5FC80
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--=_035C7BF2.95F4FD81

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

That's interesting because IATA 7.1.5.1(g) states: When shipping

non-infectious diagnostic samples the following statement must appear on

the package and in the "Nature & Quantity of Goods" box. "UN3373

Diagnostic Specimen packed in compliance with IATA packing instruction

650".

******************************************

Bruce L. Macdonald  MPH, CSP, RM

Manager Health & Safety

NC State University - EHS

Box 8007

Raleigh, NC 27695

(919) 515-6858

Fax (919) 515-6307

******************************************

>>> andy.glode@UNH.EDU 02/13/03 11:15AM >>>

This is confusing, there is no good guidance in any of the Dangerous

Goods

Regulations publications about where it is appropriate to use UN 3373.

I

called IATA for clarification and their representative, David Brennan,

told

me UN 3373 does not have to be used anywhere: not on outer packages,

air

waybill or Declaration for Dangerous Goods, etc.  He explained that in

coming regulations, perhaps by 2005, UN 3373 may be required to be

printed

on outer packages of diagnostic specimens.  Mr. Brennan did not

endorse

using UN 3373 until prescribed by the regulations; he suggested it

might

cause confusion and shipment delays.

Andy Glode

-----Original Message-----

From: campbem [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 8:02 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>Hey Margy,

I was wondering the same thing so I called Safty-pak folks

and they indicated you need to place this number behind the

proper shipping name (i.e., "Diagnostic Specimen",

UN3373).......on the outermost packaging.

Mark C.

Saint Louis University

One question that occurs to me is for what purpose do you

> use UN 3373?  You

> don't use dangerous goods declarations for diagnostic

> specimens which is

> where you normally place the UN number.

>

> Margy

> //

> Margy S. Lambert, Ph.D.

> University of Wisconsin - Madison

> Office of Biological Safety

> 30 N. Murray St.

> Madison, WI 53715-1227

> (608) 263-9013

> mlambert@fpm.wisc.edu

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Andy Glode [mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

> Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 9:51 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

> Yes, Kathryn's response is right on.  I realized when

> beginning to respond

> to this question that our biological shipping manual was

> not so clear on the

> classification of diagnostic specimens when considering

> the issue of Risk

> Group 4 pathogens.  So, we updated it to make it more

> clear and accurate.

> http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Material

> s.pdf, for those

> interested.  I also made some other important edits:

> improved Appendix E,

> Blank Declaration Form, and clarified Table 1, Summary of

> Shipping

> Information.

>

> Andy

>

>

> Andy Glode

> Chemical Transfer Station

> Environmental Health and Safety

> University of New Hampshire

> 1 Leavitt Lane

> Durham, NH 03824

> office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Kathryn Harris

> [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

> Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2003 10:02 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

> Mark,

>

> That seems to agree with my notes

>

> The proper shipping name is "Diagnostic specimen" and the

> UN number is

> 3373, pack according to 650 instructions. According to

> table 4.2 in the

> 2003 DGR the package is NOT assigned to 6.2 or any class.

>

> A diagnostic specimen is 'infectious' if it may be a risk

> group 4 pathogen,

> otherwise it is not described as infectious.

> For diagnostic specimens known or believed to contain a

> risk group 4

> organism the shipment will have to be treated as a

> regulated Infectious

> substance (UN2814 or UN2900) This means PI-602 packaging,

> marking Labeling,

> and a shippers declaration.

>

> Also note that Cultures, and Biological products

> containing a risk group

> 2,3, or 4 organism are classified as UN2814, or UN2900.

>

>

> At 07:44 AM 2/11/2003 -0600, you wrote:

> >Has everyone implemented the new rules for shipping

> diagnostic specimens

> >and others according to DOT and IATA?  I have a question

> regarding the

> >classification of these items.  I see in the federal

> register posting on

> >August 14, 2002 that a diagnostic specimen is given a

> division 6.2 and

> >does not get a UN number unless associated with a risk

> group 4 agent.

> >The 2003 IATA guidelines indicate that a diagnostic is

> now given a UN

> >3373 number and not a division 6.2 classification.  I am

> probably not

> >seeing through the muck.  Could someone please clarify?

> >

> >Thanks,

> >

> >Mark C.

> >

> >

> >

> >

> >--------------------------------------------

> >Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> >Biological Safety Officer

> >Saint Louis University

> >Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> >St. Louis, MO 63104

> >(314) 577-8608    Phone

> >(314) 268-5560    Fax

> >campbem@slu.edu

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> **********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 14:30:34 -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: Prions

In-Reply-To:  <CFB9E625B3609149AD3FECB4DAEDE123878175@exch-1.mssm.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_108691169==_.ALT"

--=====================_108691169==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At 12:29 PM 2/13/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>             I am leery of using NaOH. What about aerosolized Sodium

> Hypochlorite? The internal fans are usually used to pull

> the             formaldehyde through the plenums, this would also work

> with the Sodium Hypochlorite. Once sufficient contact time             is

> reached, then the residue would have to be flushed out. This can get

> problematic fairly quickly depending on the type             of BSC.

>

Thanks Phil, but I am leery of hypochlorite as it chews on stainless steel

and how do you flush it out??

>            I do not know if there is any data on chlorine dioxide

> effectiveness on prions.

There is data and it isn't effective.  So it seems like one is stuck with

using chemicals that are not compatible with stainless steel.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_108691169==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

                  At 12:29 PM 2/13/2003 -0500, you wrote:

                                I am leery of using NaOH. What about aerosolized 

                    Sodium Hypochlorite? The internal fans are usually used to 

                    pull the             formaldehyde through the plenums, this 

                    would also work with the Sodium Hypochlorite. Once 

                    sufficient contact time             is reached, then the 

                    residue would have to be flushed out. This can get 

                    problematic fairly quickly depending on the type             

                    of BSC. 

                  Thanks Phil, but I am leery of hypochlorite as it chews on 

                  stainless steel and how do you flush it out??

                               I do not know if there is any data on chlorine 

                    dioxide effectiveness on prions. 

                  There is data and it isn't effective.  So it seems like one is 

                  stuck with using chemicals that are not compatible with 

                  stainless steel. 

                  Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

                  Senior Biosafety Officer 

                  Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

                  617-258-5647 

                  rfink@mit.edu 

                  http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_108691169==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 14:28:44 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andy Glode <andy.glode@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2D396.1F1EC2E0"

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_01C2D396.1F1EC2E0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Bruce, my version (44th Edition, 2003) says in 7.1.5.1:

(g)  Packages containing "Diagnostic Specimens": "DIAGNOSTIC SPECIMENS.

PACKED IN COMPLIANCE WITH IATA PACKING INSTRUCTION 650."

Andy Glode

-----Original Message-----

From: Bruce MacDonald [mailto:blmacdon@GW.FIS.NCSU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2003 2:07 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

That's interesting because IATA 7.1.5.1(g) states: When shipping

non-infectious diagnostic samples the following statement must appear on the

package and in the "Nature & Quantity of Goods" box. "UN3373 Diagnostic

Specimen packed in compliance with IATA packing instruction 650".

******************************************

Bruce L. Macdonald  MPH, CSP, RM

Manager Health & Safety

NC State University - EHS

Box 8007

Raleigh, NC 27695

(919) 515-6858

Fax (919) 515-6307

******************************************

>>> andy.glode@UNH.EDU 02/13/03 11:15AM >>>

This is confusing, there is no good guidance in any of the Dangerous Goods

Regulations publications about where it is appropriate to use UN 3373.  I

called IATA for clarification and their representative, David Brennan, told

me UN 3373 does not have to be used anywhere: not on outer packages, air

waybill or Declaration for Dangerous Goods, etc.  He explained that in

coming regulations, perhaps by 2005, UN 3373 may be required to be printed

on outer packages of diagnostic specimens.  Mr. Brennan did not endorse

using UN 3373 until prescribed by the regulations; he suggested it might

cause confusion and shipment delays.

Andy Glode

-----Original Message-----

From: campbem [  <mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]> mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 8:02 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>Hey Margy,

I was wondering the same thing so I called Safty-pak folks

and they indicated you need to place this number behind the

proper shipping name (i.e., "Diagnostic Specimen",

UN3373).......on the outermost packaging.

Mark C.

Saint Louis University

One question that occurs to me is for what purpose do you

> use UN 3373?  You

> don't use dangerous goods declarations for diagnostic

> specimens which is

> where you normally place the UN number.

>

> Margy

> //

> Margy S. Lambert, Ph.D.

> University of Wisconsin - Madison

> Office of Biological Safety

> 30 N. Murray St.

> Madison, WI 53715-1227

> (608) 263-9013

> mlambert@fpm.wisc.edu

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Andy Glode [  <mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]>

mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

> Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 9:51 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

> Yes, Kathryn's response is right on.  I realized when

> beginning to respond

> to this question that our biological shipping manual was

> not so clear on the

> classification of diagnostic specimens when considering

> the issue of Risk

> Group 4 pathogens.  So, we updated it to make it more

> clear and accurate.

>  <http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Material>

http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Material

> s.pdf, for those

> interested.  I also made some other important edits:

> improved Appendix E,

> Blank Declaration Form, and clarified Table 1, Summary of

> Shipping

> Information.

>

> Andy

>

>

> Andy Glode

> Chemical Transfer Station

> Environmental Health and Safety

> University of New Hampshire

> 1 Leavitt Lane

> Durham, NH 03824

> office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Kathryn Harris

> [  <mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]>

mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

> Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2003 10:02 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

> Mark,

>

> That seems to agree with my notes

>

> The proper shipping name is "Diagnostic specimen" and the

> UN number is

> 3373, pack according to 650 instructions. According to

> table 4.2 in the

> 2003 DGR the package is NOT assigned to 6.2 or any class.

>

> A diagnostic specimen is 'infectious' if it may be a risk

> group 4 pathogen,

> otherwise it is not described as infectious.

> For diagnostic specimens known or believed to contain a

> risk group 4

> organism the shipment will have to be treated as a

> regulated Infectious

> substance (UN2814 or UN2900) This means PI-602 packaging,

> marking Labeling,

> and a shippers declaration.

>

> Also note that Cultures, and Biological products

> containing a risk group

> 2,3, or 4 organism are classified as UN2814, or UN2900.

>

>

> At 07:44 AM 2/11/2003 -0600, you wrote:

> >Has everyone implemented the new rules for shipping

> diagnostic specimens

> >and others according to DOT and IATA?  I have a question

> regarding the

> >classification of these items.  I see in the federal

> register posting on

> >August 14, 2002 that a diagnostic specimen is given a

> division 6.2 and

> >does not get a UN number unless associated with a risk

> group 4 agent.

> >The 2003 IATA guidelines indicate that a diagnostic is

> now given a UN

> >3373 number and not a division 6.2 classification.  I am

> probably not

> >seeing through the muck.  Could someone please clarify?

> >

> >Thanks,

> >

> >Mark C.

> >

> >

> >

> >

> >--------------------------------------------

> >Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> >Biological Safety Officer

> >Saint Louis University

> >Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> >St. Louis, MO 63104

> >(314) 577-8608    Phone

> >(314) 268-5560    Fax

> >campbem@slu.edu

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> **********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 13:31:32 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Inventory programs?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0098_01C2D364.38EF1C60"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0098_01C2D364.38EF1C60

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Philip, we had an inspection in which HHS thought highly of an inventory =

procedure we had for select agent pathogens. The description is pasted =

below:

"The inventory log identified the number of vials, as well as strains of =

the materials, that were located in each distinctively identifiable =

container. The PI then recorded usage of the vials separately on index =

cards. The index cards therefore contained a running total of the =

inventory. The PI and research assistants actually used these index =

cards, rather than the inventory log to see how much stock of a =

particular strain they had remaining. These index cards were then used =

to update the inventory log once or twice a year. The PI was able to =

record usage this way because only complete vials of working stock were =

used. If a complete vial was not used, the remaining amount in the vial =

was destroyed via autoclaving. In addition, this PI recorded all =

transfers in the logbook. The information includes date shipped or =

received, transferor or transferee, and number of vials and strains."

This may work for you. This was before the regulations were issued, but =

the principles may be still valid. It is our "standard" to some extent. 

Mike Durham

LSU

----- Original Message -----

From: "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2003 11:16 AM

Subject: Re: Inventory programs?

We are looking at a relatively small number of SA&T users, so the paper =

option will probably underpin our survey and database preparation.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU] 

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 10:32 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Inventory programs?

Dear Listers,

        People everywhere in the country will have to come up with a =

practical

method to inventory select agents to the satisfaction of DHHS auditors. =

It

is possible they will see the problem as a standard auditing issue with =

a

security overlay.

        Has anyone tackled this? Are there commercial programs capable =

of keeping

inventories of SAs? Is anyone writing such a program? Or, do you think a

paper inventory will be satisfactory?

        Andy

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 14:45:26 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Robin Mecklem <mecklem@PILOT.MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

Bruce:

In the IATA 2003 DGR that I have, that is <underline>not</underline> the

statement that appears at your citation.  Is this the case with anyone

else?

******************************************************

Robin Lyn Mecklem, M.S., RBP

Biosafety Officer/RO

MSU Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety

C-124 Engineering Research Complex

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone:  517 355-1283

Pager:  517 232-0443

Cell:      517 281-3659

mecklem@msu.edu

At 02:06 PM 2/13/03 -0500, you wrote:

>>>>

<excerpt>That's interesting because IATA 7.1.5.1(g) states: When shipping

non-infectious diagnostic samples the following statement must appear on

the package and in the "Nature & Quantity of Goods" box. "UN3373

Diagnostic Specimen packed in compliance with IATA packing instruction

650".   ******************************************

Bruce L. Macdonald  MPH, CSP, RM

Manager Health & Safety

NC State University - EHS

Box 8007

Raleigh, NC 27695

(919) 515-6858

Fax (919) 515-6307

******************************************

>>>andy.glode@UNH.EDU 02/13/03 11:15AM >>>

This is confusing, there is no good guidance in any of the Dangerous

Goods

Regulations publications about where it is appropriate to use UN 3373.

I

called IATA for clarification and their representative, David Brennan,

told

me UN 3373 does not have to be used anywhere: not on outer packages,

air

waybill or Declaration for Dangerous Goods, etc.  He explained that in

coming regulations, perhaps by 2005, UN 3373 may be required to be

printed

on outer packages of diagnostic specimens.  Mr. Brennan did not endorse

using UN 3373 until prescribed by the regulations; he suggested it

might

cause confusion and shipment delays.

Andy Glode

-----Original Message-----

From: campbem [ href="mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]">mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 8:02 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>Hey Margy,

I was wondering the same thing so I called Safty-pak folks

and they indicated you need to place this number behind the

proper shipping name (i.e., "Diagnostic Specimen",

UN3373).......on the outermost packaging.

Mark C.

Saint Louis University

One question that occurs to me is for what purpose do you

> use UN 3373?  You

> don't use dangerous goods declarations for diagnostic

> specimens which is

> where you normally place the UN number.

>

> Margy

> //

> Margy S. Lambert, Ph.D.

> University of Wisconsin - Madison

> Office of Biological Safety

> 30 N. Murray St.

> Madison, WI 53715-1227

> (608) 263-9013

>mlambert@fpm.wisc.edu

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

>From: Andy Glode [

href="mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]">mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

> Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 9:51 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

> Yes, Kathryn's response is right on.  I realized when

> beginning to respond

> to this question that our biological shipping manual was

>not so clear on the

> classification of diagnostic specimens when considering

> the issue of Risk

> Group 4 pathogens.  So, we updated it to make it more

> clear and accurate.

>

href="http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Material">http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Material

>s.pdf, for those

> interested.  I also made some other important edits:

> improved Appendix E,

> Blank Declaration Form, and clarified Table 1, Summary of

> Shipping

>Information.

>

> Andy

>

>

> Andy Glode

>Chemical Transfer Station

> Environmental Health and Safety

>University of New Hampshire

> 1 Leavitt Lane

> Durham, NH 03824

> office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

> From: Kathryn Harris

> [

href="mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]">mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

>Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2003 10:02 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

> Mark,

>

> That seems to agree with my notes

>

> The proper shipping name is "Diagnostic specimen" and the

> UN number is

> 3373, pack according to 650 instructions. According to

> table 4.2 in the

> 2003 DGR the package is NOT assigned to 6.2 or any class.

>

> A diagnostic specimen is 'infectious' if it may be a risk

> group 4 pathogen,

> otherwise it is not described as infectious.

> For diagnostic specimens known or believed to contain a

> risk group 4

> organism the shipment will have to be treated as a

> regulated Infectious

> substance (UN2814 or UN2900) This means PI-602 packaging,

> marking Labeling,

> and a shippers declaration.

>

> Also note that Cultures, and Biological products

> containing a risk group

> 2,3, or 4 organism are classified as UN2814, or UN2900.

>

>

> At 07:44 AM 2/11/2003 -0600, you wrote:

> >Has everyone implemented the new rules for shipping

> diagnostic specimens

> >and others according to DOT and IATA?  I have a question

> regarding the

>>classification of these items.  I see in the federal

> register posting on

> >August 14, 2002 that a diagnostic specimen is given a

> division 6.2 and

> >does not get a UN number unless associated with a risk

> group 4 agent.

> >The 2003 IATA guidelines indicate that a diagnostic is

> now given a UN

> >3373 number and not a division 6.2 classification.  I am

> probably not

> >seeing through the muck.  Could someone please clarify?

> >

> >Thanks,

> >

> >Mark C.

> >

> >

> >

> >

>>--------------------------------------------

> >Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> >Biological Safety Officer

> >Saint Louis University

> >Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> >St. Louis, MO 63104

> >(314) 577-8608    Phone

> >(314) 268-5560    Fax

> >campbem@slu.edu

>

>**********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

>Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

>**********************************************

Attachment Converted: "C:\EUDORA\Attach\Bruce MacDonald6.vcf"

</excerpt>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 14:47:55 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Prions

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_d5gReLjdZ0bFcfiOWfeePg)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_d5gReLjdZ0bFcfiOWfeePg)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            There was some preliminary work that C Gajduseck had on =

using xylene....there was a buzz about it, but then he passed away, and =

I don't know if his colleague Dr. Gibbs followed through on it. But that =

was specifically CJD work. I guiess if NaOH is less corrosive, I would =

go with it. 

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU] 

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2003 2:31 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Prions

At 12:29 PM 2/13/2003 -0500, you wrote:

            I am leery of using NaOH. What about aerosolized Sodium =

Hypochlorite? The internal fans are usually used to pull the             =

formaldehyde through the plenums, this would also work with the Sodium =

Hypochlorite. Once sufficient contact time             is reached, then =

the residue would have to be flushed out. This can get problematic =

fairly quickly depending on the type             of BSC. 

Thanks Phil, but I am leery of hypochlorite as it chews on stainless =

steel and how do you flush it out??

           I do not know if there is any data on chlorine dioxide =

effectiveness on prions. 

There is data and it isn't effective.  So it seems like one is stuck =

with using chemicals that are not compatible with stainless steel. 

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.mit.edu/environment

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 12:53:25 -0700

Reply-To:     gheidbrink@cages-bh.com

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "GAIL A. HEIDBRINK" <gheidbrink@CAGES-BH.COM>

Organization: Britz-Heidbrink, Inc.

Subject:      Re: Prions

In-Reply-To:  <5.0.2.1.2.20030213142724.01a1a620@hesiod>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0048_01C2D35E.E64E4170"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0048_01C2D35E.E64E4170

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Not all stainless steel is the same.  The most common Type 304 is

subject to chlorine destruction.  Type 316 is not as vulnerable.  Just

be careful about the Type of stainless that you are using.  Naturally,

because 304 is the most common, it is less expensive.  Type 316 can get

pricey.

Gail A. Heidbrink

Principal/Co-Founder

Britz-Heidbrink, Inc.

Wheatland WY

800-808-5609

www.cages-bh.com

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Richard Fink

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2003 12:31 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Prions

At 12:29 PM 2/13/2003 -0500, you wrote:

            I am leery of using NaOH. What about aerosolized Sodium

Hypochlorite? The internal fans are usually used to pull the

formaldehyde through the plenums, this would also work with the Sodium

Hypochlorite. Once sufficient contact time             is reached, then

the residue would have to be flushed out. This can get problematic

fairly quickly depending on the type             of BSC.

Thanks Phil, but I am leery of hypochlorite as it chews on stainless

steel and how do you flush it out??

           I do not know if there is any data on chlorine dioxide

effectiveness on prions.

There is data and it isn't effective.  So it seems like one is stuck

with using chemicals that are not compatible with stainless steel.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

------=_NextPart_000_0048_01C2D35E.E64E4170

Content-Type: text/html;

        charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable
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                  problematic fairly quickly depending on the = type           

                  &nb= sp; of BSC. 

                  style=3D'font-size: 12.0pt'>Thanks Phil, but I am leery of 

                  hypochlorite as it chews on = stainless steel and how do you 

                  flush it out??

                  style=3D'font-size: 10.0pt;font-family:Arial;color:navy'>      

                  =      I do not know if there is any data on chlorine dioxide 

                  effectiveness on = prions. 

                  style=3D'font-size: 12.0pt'>

                  There is data and it isn't effective.  So it seems like one is 

                  = stuck with using chemicals that are not compatible with 

                  stainless steel. 
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=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 13:02:44 -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: mixed wastes and disposal

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Like Lori, I need the collective advice from those of you who deal with =

biomedical waste streams.

Several researchers work with RG1 materials, but use a variety of =

chemicals in their research.

Some of the wastes are either from cell culture or yeast or bacterial =

cultures, but contaminated with chemicals.

Examples include:

yeast, treated with methyl methanesulfonate--damages DNA but not RCRA =

waste--in liquid (media)

yeast grown on agar, treated with MMS, in petri dishes 

also solid wastes--pipet tips, conical tubes in contact with the MMS and =

yeast

yeast grown on agar, treated with ethyl methanesulfonate (RCRA waste =

except that it's probably not a waste after being expended/spent in =

culture?)

regarding Lori's question--

if it is only RBCs--are RBCs alone considered infectious?

Stephen's suggestion has merit--but our haz waste manager tells me our =

chem waste contractors want nothing that "looks" or "seems" infectious, =

either

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:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 09:40:33 -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: Compliance with new shipping rules

In-Reply-To:  <se4ba692.002@gw.fis.ncsu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

Thats funny, I just looked at my 2003 DGR 7.1.5.1(g) and it states the

same quote you reference below, without the "UN3373" at the beginning?

On a similar note, towards the bottom of the 650 Packing Instruction, it

states:

"Provided diagnostic specimens are packed in accordance with this Packing

Instruction, no other requirements of these Regulations apply except for

the definition in 3.6.2.1.4 and the reporting of dangerous goods

accidents and incidents in 9.6.1"

We interpret this as not requiring what is specified under 7.1.5.1

section, which starts with the following:  "Unless otherwise specified in

these Regulations, each package and overpack...must be marked..."  The

packing instruction specifies that nothing else applies, which would

include the requirement to have UN3373 on the package.

Just my opinion...

Tom Goob

At 02:06 PM 2/13/03 -0500, Bruce MacDonald wrote:

>>>>

<excerpt>That's interesting because IATA 7.1.5.1(g) states: When shipping

non-infectious diagnostic samples the following statement must appear on

the package and in the "Nature & Quantity of Goods" box. "UN3373

Diagnostic Specimen packed in compliance with IATA packing instruction

650".

******************************************

Bruce L. Macdonald  MPH, CSP, RM

Manager Health & Safety

NC State University - EHS

Box 8007

Raleigh, NC 27695

(919) 515-6858

Fax (919) 515-6307

******************************************

>>> andy.glode@UNH.EDU 02/13/03 11:15AM >>>

This is confusing, there is no good guidance in any of the Dangerous

Goods

Regulations publications about where it is appropriate to use UN 3373.

I

called IATA for clarification and their representative, David Brennan,

told

me UN 3373 does not have to be used anywhere: not on outer packages,

air

waybill or Declaration for Dangerous Goods, etc.  He explained that in

coming regulations, perhaps by 2005, UN 3373 may be required to be

printed

on outer packages of diagnostic specimens.  Mr. Brennan did not endorse

using UN 3373 until prescribed by the regulations; he suggested it

might

cause confusion and shipment delays.

Andy Glode

-----Original Message-----

From: campbem [<<mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]>mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 8:02 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>Hey Margy,

I was wondering the same thing so I called Safty-pak folks

and they indicated you need to place this number behind the

proper shipping name (i.e., "Diagnostic Specimen",

UN3373).......on the outermost packaging.

Mark C.

Saint Louis University

One question that occurs to me is for what purpose do you

> use UN 3373?  You

> don't use dangerous goods declarations for diagnostic

> specimens which is

> where you normally place the UN number.

>

> Margy

> //

> Margy S. Lambert, Ph.D.

> University of Wisconsin - Madison

> Office of Biological Safety

> 30 N. Murray St.

> Madison, WI 53715-1227

> (608) 263-9013

> mlambert@fpm.wisc.edu

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Andy Glode

[<<mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]>mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

> Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 9:51 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

> Yes, Kathryn's response is right on.  I realized when

> beginning to respond

> to this question that our biological shipping manual was

> not so clear on the

> classification of diagnostic specimens when considering

> the issue of Risk

> Group 4 pathogens.  So, we updated it to make it more

> clear and accurate.

>

<<http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Material>http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Material

> s.pdf, for those

> interested.  I also made some other important edits:

> improved Appendix E,

> Blank Declaration Form, and clarified Table 1, Summary of

> Shipping

> Information.

>

> Andy

>

>

> Andy Glode

> Chemical Transfer Station

> Environmental Health and Safety

> University of New Hampshire

> 1 Leavitt Lane

> Durham, NH 03824

> office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Kathryn Harris

>

[<<mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]>mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

> Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2003 10:02 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

> Mark,

>

> That seems to agree with my notes

>

> The proper shipping name is "Diagnostic specimen" and the

> UN number is

> 3373, pack according to 650 instructions. According to

> table 4.2 in the

> 2003 DGR the package is NOT assigned to 6.2 or any class.

>

> A diagnostic specimen is 'infectious' if it may be a risk

> group 4 pathogen,

> otherwise it is not described as infectious.

> For diagnostic specimens known or believed to contain a

> risk group 4

> organism the shipment will have to be treated as a

> regulated Infectious

> substance (UN2814 or UN2900) This means PI-602 packaging,

> marking Labeling,

> and a shippers declaration.

>

> Also note that Cultures, and Biological products

> containing a risk group

> 2,3, or 4 organism are classified as UN2814, or UN2900.

>

>

> At 07:44 AM 2/11/2003 -0600, you wrote:

> >Has everyone implemented the new rules for shipping

> diagnostic specimens

> >and others according to DOT and IATA?  I have a question

> regarding the

> >classification of these items.  I see in the federal

> register posting on

> >August 14, 2002 that a diagnostic specimen is given a

> division 6.2 and

> >does not get a UN number unless associated with a risk

> group 4 agent.

> >The 2003 IATA guidelines indicate that a diagnostic is

> now given a UN

> >3373 number and not a division 6.2 classification.  I am

> probably not

> >seeing through the muck.  Could someone please clarify?

> >

> >Thanks,

> >

> >Mark C.

> >

> >

> >

> >

> >--------------------------------------------

> >Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> >Biological Safety Officer

> >Saint Louis University

> >Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> >St. Louis, MO 63104

> >(314) 577-8608    Phone

> >(314) 268-5560    Fax

> >campbem@slu.edu

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> **********************************************

Attachment Converted: "c:\mail\tgoob\Attach\Bruce MacDonald1.vcf"

</excerpt><<<<<<<<

****************************************

Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

Manager

Safety, Health & Environmental Affairs

DIAGNOSTIC LABORATORY SERVICES, INC.

650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

****************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 14:29:19 -0600

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:      Procedures for DOJ

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Good Afternoon Everyone,

I need to fact-find today.  Is there any special department or section in

the DOJ's Attorney Generals Office, that my institution needs to contact to

initiate the S.A. security checks?  What's the process, and how do we get

the ball rolling?

Thanks,

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, 13 Feb 2003 15:33:20 -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:      Re: Procedures for DOJ

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_1C436307.8AEBE2A1"

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.

--=_1C436307.8AEBE2A1

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

DOJ hasn't given any direction as of yet. We're all waiting with bated

breathe!!

>>> tlawrin@UIC.EDU 02/13/03 03:29PM >>>

Good Afternoon Everyone,

I need to fact-find today.  Is there any special department or section

in

the DOJ's Attorney Generals Office, that my institution needs to

contact to

initiate the S.A. security checks?  What's the process, and how do we

get

the ball rolling?

Thanks,

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, 13 Feb 2003 14:44:42 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Records

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_00F8_01C2D36E.71708CE0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_00F8_01C2D36E.71708CE0

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

As you know, the recordkeeping role of the RO is somewhat broad and =

difficult. Hopefully, the HHS/USDA will recognize that some of these =

records must be kept by the PIs and that the RO should make sure they =

are maintained. 

Has anyone developed a process/procedure for this recordkeeping activity =

at this time that they would be willing to share?

Mike Durham

LSU

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 15:46:48 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Environmental Samples

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

What biosafety level should a laboratory be assigned if it is working with

environmental samples (i.e. samples collected in streams near agricultural

run-off or samples taken near the outlet of wastewater treatment

facilities)? These labs are plating and growing E. coli from these samples

to determine the presence and quantity of the bacteria. However, while

culturing "pure" E. coli they are growing other bacteria that may be present

in the samples. Given what can be found in these types of environmental

settings, should it be a BSL-2?

Thank you!

--

David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

Durham, NH  03824

Telephone #: 603-862-0197

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 15:42:13 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Inventory programs?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_ElZKdqie2Wp4MBGKPlbCCA)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_ElZKdqie2Wp4MBGKPlbCCA)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Actually Andy Braun was looking for info. We used to use =

file cards that we punched and "knitting-needles" to keep up             =

inventories in the lab years ago. The punch cards would fall off of the =

needle if you canceled them with a paper punch, so that tube was no =

longer in inventory. (Gee, what did we do before bar coders). 

People get upset when you tell them that they have to inventory every =

culture tube, slant,  broth culture....but that IS the only way I see of =

us keeping tabs on how much is brewed up from the starter batch. It's a =

lot different with toxins....that follows the same type of logging =

activity we used for radioisotopes.             You start with quantity =

X, and everything is X- some quantity. With microbes its start with X =

and then its [X] ith generation .  Avery labels and indelible markers (I =

go back to gummed labels and "India ink") on every tube.

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Mike Durham [mailto:mdurham@LSU.EDU] 

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2003 2:32 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Inventory programs?

Philip, we had an inspection in which HHS thought highly of an inventory =

procedure we had for select agent pathogens. The description is pasted =

below:

"The inventory log identified the number of vials, as well as strains of =

the materials, that were located in each distinctively identifiable =

container. The PI then recorded usage of the vials separately on index =

cards. The index cards therefore contained a running total of the =

inventory. The PI and research assistants actually used these index =

cards, rather than the inventory log to see how much stock of a =

particular strain they had remaining. These index cards were then used =

to update the inventory log once or twice a year. The PI was able to =

record usage this way because only complete vials of working stock were =

used. If a complete vial was not used, the remaining amount in the vial =

was destroyed via autoclaving. In addition, this PI recorded all =

transfers in the logbook. The information includes date shipped or =

received, transferor or transferee, and number of vials and strains."

This may work for you. This was before the regulations were issued, but =

the principles may be still valid. It is our "standard" to some extent. 

Mike Durham

LSU

----- Original Message ----- 

From: "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU =

<mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU> >

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU <mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> >

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2003 11:16 AM

Subject: Re: Inventory programs?

We are looking at a relatively small number of SA&T users, so the paper =

option will probably underpin our survey and database preparation.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU] 

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 10:32 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU <mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

Subject: Inventory programs?

Dear Listers,

        People everywhere in the country will have to come up with a =

practical

method to inventory select agents to the satisfaction of DHHS auditors. =

It

is possible they will see the problem as a standard auditing issue with =

a

security overlay.

        Has anyone tackled this? Are there commercial programs capable =

of keeping

inventories of SAs? Is anyone writing such a program? Or, do you think a

paper inventory will be satisfactory?

        Andy

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 15:44:34 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Records

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_tRyz/FbHXgJO6tffu2kQ9w)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_tRyz/FbHXgJO6tffu2kQ9w)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            I would keep duplicate copies of the PI's submissions. You =

do not want to be ..uhhhehhhh...embarrassed by your PI             who =

cannot produce the documents when the CDC shows up on inspection. Been =

there, experienced that firsthand!

            Anonymous

-----Original Message-----

From: Mike Durham [mailto:mdurham@LSU.EDU] 

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2003 3:45 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Records

As you know, the recordkeeping role of the RO is somewhat broad and =

difficult. Hopefully, the HHS/USDA will recognize that some of these =

records must be kept by the PIs and that the RO should make sure they =

are maintained. 

Has anyone developed a process/procedure for this recordkeeping activity =

at this time that they would be willing to share?

Mike Durham

LSU

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 15:49:08 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Amy Ryan <aryan@REHS.RUTGERS.EDU>

Subject:      Medical Waste Disposal Vendors - NJ

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Hello everyone,

I am in the process of rebidding the medical waste contract for my institution,

a

moderately sized generator.  Can anyone suggest vendors that service NJ and

might

be worthwhile bidders?  I have already contacted Stericycle, Del-Med, Orchard

Hill

and SMI, but I was hoping to have a larger list of prospective bidders.

Thank you for any information you can provide!

Best regards,

Amy

--

Amy Ryan

Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

Biological Safety Specialist

732.445.2550

http://rehs.rutgers.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 14:51:00 -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: Compliance with new shipping rules

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2D3A1.9D93F4F0"

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_01C2D3A1.9D93F4F0

Content-Type: text/plain

While this is true the note to 7.1.5.1(g) states: The quantity should be

marked adjacent to the UN number and Proper Shipping Name. This to me

implies that the UN number must also be on the outside of the package.

The marking of net or gross quantity will become mandatory 1/1/2004. Hope

this helps.

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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: Andy Glode [mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2003 1:29 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

Bruce, my version (44th Edition, 2003) says in 7.1.5.1:

(g)  Packages containing "Diagnostic Specimens": "DIAGNOSTIC SPECIMENS.

PACKED IN COMPLIANCE WITH IATA PACKING INSTRUCTION 650."

Andy Glode

-----Original Message-----

From: Bruce MacDonald [mailto:blmacdon@GW.FIS.NCSU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2003 2:07 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

That's interesting because IATA 7.1.5.1(g) states: When shipping

non-infectious diagnostic samples the following statement must appear on the

package and in the "Nature & Quantity of Goods" box. "UN3373 Diagnostic

Specimen packed in compliance with IATA packing instruction 650".

******************************************

Bruce L. Macdonald  MPH, CSP, RM

Manager Health & Safety

NC State University - EHS

Box 8007

Raleigh, NC 27695

(919) 515-6858

Fax (919) 515-6307

******************************************

>>> andy.glode@UNH.EDU 02/13/03 11:15AM >>>

This is confusing, there is no good guidance in any of the Dangerous Goods

Regulations publications about where it is appropriate to use UN 3373.  I

called IATA for clarification and their representative, David Brennan, told

me UN 3373 does not have to be used anywhere: not on outer packages, air

waybill or Declaration for Dangerous Goods, etc.  He explained that in

coming regulations, perhaps by 2005, UN 3373 may be required to be printed

on outer packages of diagnostic specimens.  Mr. Brennan did not endorse

using UN 3373 until prescribed by the regulations; he suggested it might

cause confusion and shipment delays.

Andy Glode

-----Original Message-----

From: campbem [ <mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]> mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 8:02 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>Hey Margy,

I was wondering the same thing so I called Safty-pak folks

and they indicated you need to place this number behind the

proper shipping name (i.e., "Diagnostic Specimen",

UN3373).......on the outermost packaging.

Mark C.

Saint Louis University

One question that occurs to me is for what purpose do you

> use UN 3373?  You

> don't use dangerous goods declarations for diagnostic

> specimens which is

> where you normally place the UN number.

>

> Margy

> //

> Margy S. Lambert, Ph.D.

> University of Wisconsin - Madison

> Office of Biological Safety

> 30 N. Murray St.

> Madison, WI 53715-1227

> (608) 263-9013

> mlambert@fpm.wisc.edu

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Andy Glode [ <mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]> mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

> Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 9:51 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

> Yes, Kathryn's response is right on.  I realized when

> beginning to respond

> to this question that our biological shipping manual was

> not so clear on the

> classification of diagnostic specimens when considering

> the issue of Risk

> Group 4 pathogens.  So, we updated it to make it more

> clear and accurate.

>  <http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Material>

http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Material

> s.pdf, for those

> interested.  I also made some other important edits:

> improved Appendix E,

> Blank Declaration Form, and clarified Table 1, Summary of

> Shipping

> Information.

>

> Andy

>

>

> Andy Glode

> Chemical Transfer Station

> Environmental Health and Safety

> University of New Hampshire

> 1 Leavitt Lane

> Durham, NH 03824

> office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Kathryn Harris

> [ <mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]>

mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

> Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2003 10:02 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

> Mark,

>

> That seems to agree with my notes

>

> The proper shipping name is "Diagnostic specimen" and the

> UN number is

> 3373, pack according to 650 instructions. According to

> table 4.2 in the

> 2003 DGR the package is NOT assigned to 6.2 or any class.

>

> A diagnostic specimen is 'infectious' if it may be a risk

> group 4 pathogen,

> otherwise it is not described as infectious.

> For diagnostic specimens known or believed to contain a

> risk group 4

> organism the shipment will have to be treated as a

> regulated Infectious

> substance (UN2814 or UN2900) This means PI-602 packaging,

> marking Labeling,

> and a shippers declaration.

>

> Also note that Cultures, and Biological products

> containing a risk group

> 2,3, or 4 organism are classified as UN2814, or UN2900.

>

>

> At 07:44 AM 2/11/2003 -0600, you wrote:

> >Has everyone implemented the new rules for shipping

> diagnostic specimens

> >and others according to DOT and IATA?  I have a question

> regarding the

> >classification of these items.  I see in the federal

> register posting on

> >August 14, 2002 that a diagnostic specimen is given a

> division 6.2 and

> >does not get a UN number unless associated with a risk

> group 4 agent.

> >The 2003 IATA guidelines indicate that a diagnostic is

> now given a UN

> >3373 number and not a division 6.2 classification.  I am

> probably not

> >seeing through the muck.  Could someone please clarify?

> >

> >Thanks,

> >

> >Mark C.

> >

> >

> >

> >

> >--------------------------------------------

> >Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> >Biological Safety Officer

> >Saint Louis University

> >Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> >St. Louis, MO 63104

> >(314) 577-8608    Phone

> >(314) 268-5560    Fax

> >campbem@slu.edu

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> **********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 16:03:28 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Josh Harney <Josh.Harney@CCHMC.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Procedures for DOJ

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Terry, I can only share with you what we've found here...and that ain't

much.  Calls we've placed, asking the same question, from our local FBI

field office up to and including John Ashcroft's office have only

resulted in the telephone call equivalent of a blank stare.  We have

gotten assurance from the CDC SAP office that once DOJ identifies a

process/contact person/etc., the SAP will provide links from their

website so that we can 'get the ball rolling' as you say.

Josh

Joshua M. Harney

Assistant Director, Health & Safety

Cincinnati Children's Hospital Medical Center

phone: 513-636-7286

fax: 513-636-2123

>>> tlawrin@UIC.EDU 02/13/03 03:29PM >>>

Good Afternoon Everyone,

I need to fact-find today.  Is there any special department or section

in

the DOJ's Attorney Generals Office, that my institution needs to

contact to

initiate the S.A. security checks?  What's the process, and how do we

get

the ball rolling?

Thanks,

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, 13 Feb 2003 16:13:32 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Amy Ryan <aryan@REHS.RUTGERS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Environmental Samples

In-Reply-To:  <4F44C51ED1C9D311B761009027DC72181187B4B8@exch1.unh.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

David,

We require investigators to manipulate environmentally obtained samples at BSL-2

containment until they can prove the absence of all pathogens or until they have

treated

the sample to destroy all microbes/spores/etc.

Amy

On 13 Feb 2003 at 15:46, David Gillum wrote:

> What biosafety level should a laboratory be assigned if it is working

> with environmental samples (i.e. samples collected in streams near

> agricultural run-off or samples taken near the outlet of wastewater

> treatment facilities)? These labs are plating and growing E. coli from

> these samples to determine the presence and quantity of the bacteria.

> However, while culturing "pure" E. coli they are growing other

> bacteria that may be present in the samples. Given what can be found

> in these types of environmental settings, should it be a BSL-2?

>

> Thank you!

>

> --

> David R. Gillum

>

> Laboratory Safety Officer

> Environmental Health and Safety

> 11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

> Durham, NH  03824

> Telephone #: 603-862-0197

> Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

--

Amy Ryan

Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

Biological Safety Specialist

732.445.2550

http://rehs.rutgers.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 16:23:22 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andy Glode <andy.glode@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2D3A6.22D966A0"

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_01C2D3A6.22D966A0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Kyle, this does not apply to diagnostic specimens because Packing

Instruction 650 says:

"Provided diagnostic specimens are packed in accordance with this Packing

Instruction, no other requirements of these Regulations apply except for the

definition in 3.6.2.1.4 and the reporting of dangerous goods accidents and

incidents in 9.6.1."

My take on this is that as long as you do everything in PI 650, you are

covered.  Note that the statement in 7.1.5.1(g) is found in PI 650, the

"Note" is not.

Andy Glode

-----Original Message-----

From: Kyle Boyett [mailto:KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2003 3:51 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

While this is true the note to 7.1.5.1(g) states: The quantity should be

marked adjacent to the UN number and Proper Shipping Name. This to me

implies that the UN number must also be on the outside of the package.

The marking of net or gross quantity will become mandatory 1/1/2004. Hope

this helps.

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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: Andy Glode [mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2003 1:29 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

Bruce, my version (44th Edition, 2003) says in 7.1.5.1:

(g)  Packages containing "Diagnostic Specimens": "DIAGNOSTIC SPECIMENS.

PACKED IN COMPLIANCE WITH IATA PACKING INSTRUCTION 650."

Andy Glode

-----Original Message-----

From: Bruce MacDonald [mailto:blmacdon@GW.FIS.NCSU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2003 2:07 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

That's interesting because IATA 7.1.5.1(g) states: When shipping

non-infectious diagnostic samples the following statement must appear on the

package and in the "Nature & Quantity of Goods" box. "UN3373 Diagnostic

Specimen packed in compliance with IATA packing instruction 650".

******************************************

Bruce L. Macdonald  MPH, CSP, RM

Manager Health & Safety

NC State University - EHS

Box 8007

Raleigh, NC 27695

(919) 515-6858

Fax (919) 515-6307

******************************************

>>> andy.glode@UNH.EDU 02/13/03 11:15AM >>>

This is confusing, there is no good guidance in any of the Dangerous Goods

Regulations publications about where it is appropriate to use UN 3373.  I

called IATA for clarification and their representative, David Brennan, told

me UN 3373 does not have to be used anywhere: not on outer packages, air

waybill or Declaration for Dangerous Goods, etc.  He explained that in

coming regulations, perhaps by 2005, UN 3373 may be required to be printed

on outer packages of diagnostic specimens.  Mr. Brennan did not endorse

using UN 3373 until prescribed by the regulations; he suggested it might

cause confusion and shipment delays.

Andy Glode

-----Original Message-----

From: campbem [  <mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]> mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 8:02 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>Hey Margy,

I was wondering the same thing so I called Safty-pak folks

and they indicated you need to place this number behind the

proper shipping name (i.e., "Diagnostic Specimen",

UN3373).......on the outermost packaging.

Mark C.

Saint Louis University

One question that occurs to me is for what purpose do you

> use UN 3373?  You

> don't use dangerous goods declarations for diagnostic

> specimens which is

> where you normally place the UN number.

>

> Margy

> //

> Margy S. Lambert, Ph.D.

> University of Wisconsin - Madison

> Office of Biological Safety

> 30 N. Murray St.

> Madison, WI 53715-1227

> (608) 263-9013

> mlambert@fpm.wisc.edu

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Andy Glode [  <mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]>

mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

> Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 9:51 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

> Yes, Kathryn's response is right on.  I realized when

> beginning to respond

> to this question that our biological shipping manual was

> not so clear on the

> classification of diagnostic specimens when considering

> the issue of Risk

> Group 4 pathogens.  So, we updated it to make it more

> clear and accurate.

>  <http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Material>

http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Material

> s.pdf, for those

> interested.  I also made some other important edits:

> improved Appendix E,

> Blank Declaration Form, and clarified Table 1, Summary of

> Shipping

> Information.

>

> Andy

>

>

> Andy Glode

> Chemical Transfer Station

> Environmental Health and Safety

> University of New Hampshire

> 1 Leavitt Lane

> Durham, NH 03824

> office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Kathryn Harris

> [  <mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]>

mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

> Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2003 10:02 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

> Mark,

>

> That seems to agree with my notes

>

> The proper shipping name is "Diagnostic specimen" and the

> UN number is

> 3373, pack according to 650 instructions. According to

> table 4.2 in the

> 2003 DGR the package is NOT assigned to 6.2 or any class.

>

> A diagnostic specimen is 'infectious' if it may be a risk

> group 4 pathogen,

> otherwise it is not described as infectious.

> For diagnostic specimens known or believed to contain a

> risk group 4

> organism the shipment will have to be treated as a

> regulated Infectious

> substance (UN2814 or UN2900) This means PI-602 packaging,

> marking Labeling,

> and a shippers declaration.

>

> Also note that Cultures, and Biological products

> containing a risk group

> 2,3, or 4 organism are classified as UN2814, or UN2900.

>

>

> At 07:44 AM 2/11/2003 -0600, you wrote:

> >Has everyone implemented the new rules for shipping

> diagnostic specimens

> >and others according to DOT and IATA?  I have a question

> regarding the

> >classification of these items.  I see in the federal

> register posting on

> >August 14, 2002 that a diagnostic specimen is given a

> division 6.2 and

> >does not get a UN number unless associated with a risk

> group 4 agent.

> >The 2003 IATA guidelines indicate that a diagnostic is

> now given a UN

> >3373 number and not a division 6.2 classification.  I am

> probably not

> >seeing through the muck.  Could someone please clarify?

> >

> >Thanks,

> >

> >Mark C.

> >

> >

> >

> >

> >--------------------------------------------

> >Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> >Biological Safety Officer

> >Saint Louis University

> >Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> >St. Louis, MO 63104

> >(314) 577-8608    Phone

> >(314) 268-5560    Fax

> >campbem@slu.edu

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> **********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 16:39:55 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rebecca Ryan <ryanr@BU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Medical Waste Disposal Vendors - NJ

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Amy:

Boston University currently uses Stericycle, but in the future we will be

building a large university-run autoclave-shredding facility.

Rebecca Ryan

Biosafety Officer

BU

-----Original Message-----

From: Amy Ryan [mailto:aryan@REHS.RUTGERS.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2003 3:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Medical Waste Disposal Vendors - NJ

Hello everyone,

I am in the process of rebidding the medical waste contract for my

institution, a moderately sized generator.  Can anyone suggest vendors that

service NJ and might be worthwhile bidders?  I have already contacted

Stericycle, Del-Med, Orchard Hill and SMI, but I was hoping to have a larger

list of prospective bidders.

Thank you for any information you can provide!

Best regards,

Amy

--

Amy Ryan

Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

Biological Safety Specialist

732.445.2550

http://rehs.rutgers.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 16:44:58 -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: Environmental Samples

In-Reply-To:  <3E4BC432.16635.417049@localhost>

Amy:

My experience has been that there are a limited number of vendors

out there.  The big vendors (Stericycle, Waste Management, Inc.)

buy up the little companies as soon as they become profitible.  You

may end up with only a few to choose from...

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State University

Environmental Health and Safety

speaker@ehs.psu.edu

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

^...^

(O_O)

=(Y)=

 """

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Feb 2003 15:49:32 -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: Compliance with new shipping rules

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2D3A9.CA9855B0"

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_01C2D3A9.CA9855B0

Content-Type: text/plain

Andy, While the "note" is not specifically referenced in PI 650, section

7.1.5.8 is. Although this section does not into effect until 1/1/2004 the

section clearly states that "the marking must be applied as prescribed in

7.1.3.1 and 7.1.3.2 [materials and durability of label] and must be placed

adjacent to the Proper Shipping Name and UN number and markings prescribed

in 7.1.5.1(a), or for limited quantity packagings...". In addition,

3.6.2.1.4 is referenced in PI 650. PI 650 states in this regard: ...no other

requirements of these regulations apply except for the definition in

3.6.2.1.4.... This section also deals with the assignment of UN 3373 to

diagnostic specimens.

Not to mention the fact that the note in 7.1.5.1 is part of 2003 IATA regs.

Are we to disregard this statement all together?

For the purposes of expediency on the carriers part I personally feel it may

in the best interest of the shipper to include this UN number on the outside

container. My thoughts and opinions.

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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: Andy Glode [mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2003 3:23 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

Kyle, this does not apply to diagnostic specimens because Packing

Instruction 650 says:

"Provided diagnostic specimens are packed in accordance with this Packing

Instruction, no other requirements of these Regulations apply except for the

definition in 3.6.2.1.4 and the reporting of dangerous goods accidents and

incidents in 9.6.1."

My take on this is that as long as you do everything in PI 650, you are

covered.  Note that the statement in 7.1.5.1(g) is found in PI 650, the

"Note" is not.

Andy Glode

-----Original Message-----

From: Kyle Boyett [mailto:KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2003 3:51 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

While this is true the note to 7.1.5.1(g) states: The quantity should be

marked adjacent to the UN number and Proper Shipping Name. This to me

implies that the UN number must also be on the outside of the package.

The marking of net or gross quantity will become mandatory 1/1/2004. Hope

this helps.

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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: Andy Glode [mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2003 1:29 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

Bruce, my version (44th Edition, 2003) says in 7.1.5.1:

(g)  Packages containing "Diagnostic Specimens": "DIAGNOSTIC SPECIMENS.

PACKED IN COMPLIANCE WITH IATA PACKING INSTRUCTION 650."

Andy Glode

-----Original Message-----

From: Bruce MacDonald [mailto:blmacdon@GW.FIS.NCSU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, February 13, 2003 2:07 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

That's interesting because IATA 7.1.5.1(g) states: When shipping

non-infectious diagnostic samples the following statement must appear on the

package and in the "Nature & Quantity of Goods" box. "UN3373 Diagnostic

Specimen packed in compliance with IATA packing instruction 650".

******************************************

Bruce L. Macdonald  MPH, CSP, RM

Manager Health & Safety

NC State University - EHS

Box 8007

Raleigh, NC 27695

(919) 515-6858

Fax (919) 515-6307

******************************************

>>> andy.glode@UNH.EDU 02/13/03 11:15AM >>>

This is confusing, there is no good guidance in any of the Dangerous Goods

Regulations publications about where it is appropriate to use UN 3373.  I

called IATA for clarification and their representative, David Brennan, told

me UN 3373 does not have to be used anywhere: not on outer packages, air

waybill or Declaration for Dangerous Goods, etc.  He explained that in

coming regulations, perhaps by 2005, UN 3373 may be required to be printed

on outer packages of diagnostic specimens.  Mr. Brennan did not endorse

using UN 3373 until prescribed by the regulations; he suggested it might

cause confusion and shipment delays.

Andy Glode

-----Original Message-----

From: campbem [ <mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]> mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 8:02 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>Hey Margy,

I was wondering the same thing so I called Safty-pak folks

and they indicated you need to place this number behind the

proper shipping name (i.e., "Diagnostic Specimen",

UN3373).......on the outermost packaging.

Mark C.

Saint Louis University

One question that occurs to me is for what purpose do you

> use UN 3373?  You

> don't use dangerous goods declarations for diagnostic

> specimens which is

> where you normally place the UN number.

>

> Margy

> //

> Margy S. Lambert, Ph.D.

> University of Wisconsin - Madison

> Office of Biological Safety

> 30 N. Murray St.

> Madison, WI 53715-1227

> (608) 263-9013

> mlambert@fpm.wisc.edu

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Andy Glode [ <mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]> mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

> Sent: Wednesday, February 12, 2003 9:51 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

> Yes, Kathryn's response is right on.  I realized when

> beginning to respond

> to this question that our biological shipping manual was

> not so clear on the

> classification of diagnostic specimens when considering

> the issue of Risk

> Group 4 pathogens.  So, we updated it to make it more

> clear and accurate.

>  <http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Material>

http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Material

> s.pdf, for those

> interested.  I also made some other important edits:

> improved Appendix E,

> Blank Declaration Form, and clarified Table 1, Summary of

> Shipping

> Information.

>

> Andy

>

>

> Andy Glode

> Chemical Transfer Station

> Environmental Health and Safety

> University of New Hampshire

> 1 Leavitt Lane

> Durham, NH 03824

> office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Kathryn Harris

> [ <mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]>

mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

> Sent: Tuesday, February 11, 2003 10:02 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Compliance with new shipping rules

>

>

> Mark,

>

> That seems to agree with my notes

>

> The proper shipping name is "Diagnostic specimen" and the

> UN number is

> 3373, pack according to 650 instructions. According to

> table 4.2 in the

> 2003 DGR the package is NOT assigned to 6.2 or any class.

>

> A diagnostic specimen is 'infectious' if it may be a risk

> group 4 pathogen,

> otherwise it is not described as infectious.

> For diagnostic specimens known or believed to contain a

> risk group 4

> organism the shipment will have to be treated as a

> regulated Infectious

> substance (UN2814 or UN2900) This means PI-602 packaging,

> marking Labeling,

> and a shippers declaration.

>

> Also note that Cultures, and Biological products

> containing a risk group

> 2,3, or 4 organism are classified as UN2814, or UN2900.

>

>

> At 07:44 AM 2/11/2003 -0600, you wrote:

> >Has everyone implemented the new rules for shipping

> diagnostic specimens

> >and others according to DOT and IATA?  I have a question

> regarding the

> >classification of these items.  I see in the federal

> register posting on

> >August 14, 2002 that a diagnostic specimen is given a

> division 6.2 and

> >does not get a UN number unless associated with a risk

> group 4 agent.

> >The 2003 IATA guidelines indicate that a diagnostic is

> now given a UN

> >3373 number and not a division 6.2 classification.  I am

> probably not

> >seeing through the muck.  Could someone please clarify?

> >

> >Thanks,

> >

> >Mark C.

> >

> >

> >

> >

> >--------------------------------------------

> >Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> >Biological Safety Officer

> >Saint Louis University

> >Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> >St. Louis, MO 63104

> >(314) 577-8608    Phone

> >(314) 268-5560    Fax

> >campbem@slu.edu

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> **********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 14 Feb 2003 08:55:27 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Prions

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Appologies,  I have been trying to send this for two days to get my $0.02

in.  They have just changed all of the protocols here:)

Bob

Other effective disinfectants include:

Bleach- long contact time is needed

And boiling formic acid, again a prolonged contact time is needed.

We are looking at a destruction method called an alkalyzer.  It utilises

hot sodium hydroxide that will break down the protiens into the equivalent

sodium salts of the amino acids.  This action will also buffer the

resultant solution so that the solution is drain disposable.  We wish to

purchase a unit large enough to submerge large pieces of equipment.

The name of the this company is WR Squared.  Squared is written as WR to

the second power.  I lack the proper character to type:)

Bob

> A fellow biosafety office asked me: "How does one decontaminate a

>biosafety cabinet that has been used for prions? How does one

>decontaminate the inner plenums?"  Good question.  I know how to treat

>surfaces but can one atomize NaOH and get it into the plenums?  How does

>one remove the NaOH?  Any ideas would be appreciated.

>

> Richie

>

>

>

> Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

> Senior Biosafety Officer

> Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

> 617-258-5647

> rfink@mit.edu

> <http://web.mit.edu/environment>http://web.mit.edu/environment

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________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, 14 Feb 2003 10:02:34 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carol McGhan <carol-mcghan@UIOWA.EDU>

Subject:      New Select Agent Registrations are on-line

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hi everyone

The new registration application and forms are now on-line on CDC's site:

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/ and on USDA's site:

http://www.aphis.usda.gov/vs/ncie/bta.html

Enjoy...

Carol

Carol McGhan, SM(AAM), CBSP, RO

Biological Safety Professional

Health Protection Office

122 Grand Ave Ct

The University of Iowa

E-Mail:carol-mcghan@uiowa.edu

Tel:319-335-9553

Fax:319-335-7564

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 14 Feb 2003 08:03:10 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Criscuolo, TR (Tedi)" <tedi.criscuolo@PNL.GOV>

Subject:      Methanogens and Pressure Relief

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Do any of you have experience with researchers working with gas =

producing methanogens and controlling the pressure build up in =

laboratory bottles?  Also, Since these methanogens produce hydrogen, =

methane, propane, other hydrocarbon gasses, what sort of pressure relief =

valves/devices can be used on the bottles to maintain anaerobic =

conditions, yet relieve pressure build up without the risk of any bottle =

bursting or  flammability issues, especially with hydrogen being easily =

ignited?   

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 14 Feb 2003 17:22:48 +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>

Organization: San Martino

Subject:      again prion and biosafety in hospital

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_001B_01C2D44D.B1FE2B70"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_001B_01C2D44D.B1FE2B70

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

May be sholud be interesting for people that working with prion

Dimitri

I've a problem with an our resercher.

My resercher say that prionic protein is impossible to find in human

liquor

(Wong J Pathol 9-14, 2001) and the Pr 14.3.3. is a normal neuronal

protein;

in the other side the EC law said that prion are in class 3 and we need

BL3

The problem derived from the confusion regarding the word, prion. There

>> >are the normal prion and infectious prion. Normal prion is =

everywhere in

>> >our body including body fluids. In contrast, the infectious prion is

>> >present only in animals or patients with prion diseases. We carry =

out all

>> >our prion research in BL-2 except BSE, whcih we perform in BL-3 =

facility.

>> >I hope this help.

>> Man-Sun

Thank you very much and what about the clinical investigation whith =

cerebral

liquor?BL 2 or BL 3?

We do  CSF in BL-2.

Dr. Dimitri Sossai

Direttore Resp.Le Servizio Prevenzione eProtezione

A.O.Ospedale San Martino di Genova

e Cliniche Universitarie Convenzionate

L.go R. Benzi 10

16132 Genova

tel. +39 0105552293

fax +39 0105556756

cel. +39 3351281024

>> >> Dr. Man-Sun Sy

>> >> Professor of Pathology

>> >> Room 933, Biomedical Research Building

>> >> Case Western Reserve University

>> >> School of Medicine

>> >> 10900 Euclid Ave., Cleveland, OH. U.S.A.

>> >> 44106-4943

>> >> Phone: (216) 368-1268

>> >> Fax:   (216) 368-1357

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 14 Feb 2003 11:34:56 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: New Select Agent Registrations are on-line

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

What a nice Valentine's Day present!

:-)

-----Original Message-----

From: Carol McGhan [mailto:carol-mcghan@UIOWA.EDU]

Sent: Friday, February 14, 2003 11:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: New Select Agent Registrations are on-line

Hi everyone

The new registration application and forms are now on-line on CDC's site:

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/ and on USDA's site:

http://www.aphis.usda.gov/vs/ncie/bta.html

Enjoy...

Carol

Carol McGhan, SM(AAM), CBSP, RO

Biological Safety Professional

Health Protection Office

122 Grand Ave Ct

The University of Iowa

E-Mail:carol-mcghan@uiowa.edu

Tel:319-335-9553

Fax:319-335-7564

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 14 Feb 2003 10:40:03 -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: New Select Agent Registrations are on-line

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

I was thinking the same thing.

Mark C.

David Gillum wrote:

> What a nice Valentine's Day present!

>

> :-)

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Carol McGhan [mailto:carol-mcghan@UIOWA.EDU]

> Sent: Friday, February 14, 2003 11:03 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: New Select Agent Registrations are on-line

>

> Hi everyone

>

> The new registration application and forms are now on-line on CDC's site:

> http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/ and on USDA's site:

> http://www.aphis.usda.gov/vs/ncie/bta.html

>

> Enjoy...

> Carol

>

> Carol McGhan, SM(AAM), CBSP, RO

> Biological Safety Professional

> Health Protection Office

> 122 Grand Ave Ct

> The University of Iowa

> E-Mail:carol-mcghan@uiowa.edu

> Tel:319-335-9553

> Fax:319-335-7564

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 14 Feb 2003 17:14:58 +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>

Organization: San Martino

Subject:      Re: Spring Seminars from the Eagleson Institute

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_01D5_01C2D44C.99DB8A20"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_01D5_01C2D44C.99DB8A20

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

May be sholud be interesting for people that working with prion

Dimitri

I've a problem with an our resercher.

My resercher say that prionic protein is impossible to find in human

liquor

(Wong J Pathol 9-14, 2001) and the Pr 14.3.3. is a normal neuronal

protein;

in the other side the EC law said that prion are in class 3 and we need

BL3

The problem derived from the confusion regarding the word, prion. There

>> >are the normal prion and infectious prion. Normal prion is =

everywhere in

>> >our body including body fluids. In contrast, the infectious prion is

>> >present only in animals or patients with prion diseases. We carry =

out all

>> >our prion research in BL-2 except BSE, whcih we perform in BL-3 =

facility.

>> >I hope this help.

>> Man-Sun

Thank you very much and what about the clinical investigation whith =

cerebral

liquor?BL 2 or BL 3?

We do  CSF in BL-2.

Dr. Dimitri Sossai

Direttore Resp.Le Servizio Prevenzione eProtezione

A.O.Ospedale San Martino di Genova

e Cliniche Universitarie Convenzionate

L.go R. Benzi 10

16132 Genova

tel. +39 0105552293

fax +39 0105556756

cel. +39 3351281024

>> >> Dr. Man-Sun Sy

>> >> Professor of Pathology

>> >> Room 933, Biomedical Research Building

>> >> Case Western Reserve University

>> >> School of Medicine

>> >> 10900 Euclid Ave., Cleveland, OH. U.S.A.

>> >> 44106-4943

>> >> Phone: (216) 368-1268

>> >> Fax:   (216) 368-1357

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 14 Feb 2003 14:07:02 -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:      latest AAALAC issues?

Afternoon:

For those of you that work at institutions that are accredited by

AAALAC, and have recently gone through a reaccreditation

inspection, what are the hot issues this time around?  I know they

are putting a greater emphesis on the Occupational Health and

Safety program for animal care employees (translated: We are all

taking good care of our animals.  Now they want to make sure we

are taking good care of the people who take care of the animals!),

but I was interested in hearing what specific components of the

OHS program they are being toughest on.

If anyone has recently gone through a reaccreditation inspection, I

would appreciate hearing from you.

thanks in advance!

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State University

Environmental Health and Safety

speaker@ehs.psu.edu

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

^...^

(O_O)

=(Y)=

 """

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 17 Feb 2003 17:55:26 +1100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Peter.LeBlancSmith@CSIRO.AU

Subject:      Re: Prions and safety cabinets.

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2D651.8CAC91D0"

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_01C2D651.8CAC91D0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

We have used laminal flow cytotoxic drug safety cabinets for several years.

The issue being the same - prevent contamination of the plenum to begin

with.

http://www.standards.com.au/online/ <http://www.standards.com.au/online/>

Australian/New Zealand Standard. Safety in laboratories Part 3:

Microbiological aspects and containment facilities AS/NZS 2243.3:2002

and Australian Standard. Laminar flow cytotoxic drug safety cabinets -

Installation and use AS 2639 - 1994.

Peter  Le Blanc Smith

Biocontainment Microbiologist

CSIRO Livestock Industries

Australian Animal Health Laboratory (AAHL)

Private Bag 24

Geelong    Vic    3220

Australia

http://www.li.csiro.au <http://www.li.csiro.au/>

Ph:  +61 3 5227 5451

Fax: +61 3 5227 5555

E-mail address. Peter.LeBlancSmith@csiro.au

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]

Sent: Friday, 14 February 2003 1:48 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Prions

A fellow biosafety office asked me: "How does one decontaminate a biosafety

cabinet that has been used for prions? How does one decontaminate the inner

plenums?"  Good question.  I know how to treat surfaces but can one atomize

NaOH and get it into the plenums?  How does one remove the NaOH?  Any ideas

would be appreciated.

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment <http://web.mit.edu/environment>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 17 Feb 2003 08:32:03 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: FW: mixed wastes and disposal

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_ea.359e2dba.2b823e53_boundary"

--part1_ea.359e2dba.2b823e53_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

From the few responses, some answers have been provided:

Can one substitute a less hazardous procedure

Discuss it with your hazardous waste hauler

Contact you state agency that has oversight of medical and hazardous waste.

Unfortunately, during my 14+ years of dealing with medical waste, when

chemicals contain or are mixed with blood/serum/potentially infectious

material, etc. hazardous waste firms are skittish regarding accepting this

material ("Can you treat it first?" is the question most often asked).

Even after 14 years, this is not an easy question to answer and is likely to

be approached on a case by case basis.

I believe this is the contact in Colorado:

Colorado

Mr. Glen F. Mallory, Industrial Hygienist

Department of Health

Hazardous Materials & Waste Management Division

Colorado Department of Public Health and Environment

4300 Cherry Creek Drive S.

Denver, CO 80246-1530

Phone: (303) 692-3445

Fax: (303) 759-5355

e-mail:?????????????

Your outcome should be shared with the group.

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

USA

Phone 860-675-1217

Fax 860-675-1311

Mobile - 860-944-2373

e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.com

>

>

> Like Lori, I need the collective advice from those of you who deal with

> biomedical waste streams.

>

> Several researchers work with RG1 materials, but use a variety of chemicals

> in their research.

>

> Some of the wastes are either from cell culture or yeast or bacterial

> cultures, but contaminated with chemicals.

>

> Examples include:

>

> yeast, treated with methyl methanesulfonate--damages DNA but not RCRA

> waste--in liquid (media)

> yeast grown on agar, treated with MMS, in petri dishes

> also solid wastes--pipet tips, conical tubes in contact with the MMS and

> yeast

>

> yeast grown on agar, treated with ethyl methanesulfonate (RCRA waste except

> that it's probably not a waste after being expended/spent in culture?)

>

> regarding Lori's question--

>

> if it is only RBCs--are RBCs alone considered infectious?

> Stephen's suggestion has merit--but our haz waste manager tells me our chem

> waste contractors want nothing that "looks" or "seems" infectious, either

>

> 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

--part1_ea.359e2dba.2b823e53_boundary
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The deadline approacheth.  Anyone have any word on the availability of

the notification forms?

Mark C.

---------------------------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608    Phone

(314) 268-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu
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We may have already flogged this horse, I can't recall. In the

Preamble of the regs (all 3) they specifically mention "requirements

on disposal, transfer and notification". So in the reg I see sections

on transfer and notification, but no disposal. Was gibt? Where should

we look fo disposal requirements?

--

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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Subject:      Re: SA disposal
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SW4gMzMxLjIsICBhbmQgaW4gMTIxDQoiVGhlIHJlc3BvbnNpYmxlIG9mZmljaWFsIGlzDQpyZXNw

b25zaWJsZSBmb3IgZW5zdXJpbmcgY29tcGxpYW5jZQ0Kd2l0aCB0aGUgc2FmZXR5IHByb2NlZHVy

ZXMgaW4gdGhpcyBwYXJ0LA0KaW5jbHVkaW5nIGltcGxlbWVudGluZyB0aGUNCkJpb2NvbnRhaW5t

ZW50IGFuZCBTZWN1cml0eSBQbGFuIGluDQphY2NvcmRhbmNlIHdpdGggpyAzMzEuMTEsIHByb3Zp

ZGluZyB0aGUNCnByb3BlciB0cmFpbmluZyB0byBpbmRpdmlkdWFscyB3aG8NCmhhbmRsZSBvciB1

c2UgYWdlbnRzIG9yIHRveGlucyBsaXN0ZWQgaW4NCqcgMzMxLjMsIGFuZCBwcm92aWRpbmcgcHJv

cGVyIGxhYm9yYXRvcnkNCmZhY2lsaXRpZXMgdG8gY29udGFpbiBhbmQgZGlzcG9zZSBvZiBzdWNo

DQphZ2VudHMgb3IgdG94aW5zLiINClRoaXMgaXMgYWxsIHBlcmZvcm1hbmNlIGJhc2VkLCBJIGd1

ZXNzLiBJIGRpZCBub3Qgc2VlIHRoZSBkaXNwb3NhbCBpc3N1ZSBpbg0KdGhlIDQyQ0ZSNzMgZXhj

ZXB0IGluIHRoZSByZWNvcmRzIHRoYXQgdGhlIFJPIGtlZXBzLg0KTWlrZQ0KTFNVDQotLS0tLSBP

cmlnaW5hbCBNZXNzYWdlIC0tLS0tDQpGcm9tOiAiUm9iaW4gTmV3YmVycnkiIDx3bmV3YmVyQENM

RU1TT04uRURVPg0KVG86IDxCSU9TQUZUWUBNSVRWTUEuTUlULkVEVT4NClNlbnQ6IE1vbmRheSwg

RmVicnVhcnkgMTcsIDIwMDMgOTo1OCBBTQ0KU3ViamVjdDogU0EgZGlzcG9zYWwNCg0KDQo+IFdl

IG1heSBoYXZlIGFscmVhZHkgZmxvZ2dlZCB0aGlzIGhvcnNlLCBJIGNhbid0IHJlY2FsbC4gSW4g

dGhlDQo+IFByZWFtYmxlIG9mIHRoZSByZWdzIChhbGwgMykgdGhleSBzcGVjaWZpY2FsbHkgbWVu

dGlvbiAicmVxdWlyZW1lbnRzDQo+IG9uIGRpc3Bvc2FsLCB0cmFuc2ZlciBhbmQgbm90aWZpY2F0

aW9uIi4gU28gaW4gdGhlIHJlZyBJIHNlZSBzZWN0aW9ucw0KPiBvbiB0cmFuc2ZlciBhbmQgbm90

aWZpY2F0aW9uLCBidXQgbm8gZGlzcG9zYWwuIFdhcyBnaWJ0PyBXaGVyZSBzaG91bGQNCj4gd2Ug

bG9vayBmbyBkaXNwb3NhbCByZXF1aXJlbWVudHM/DQo+IC0tDQo+IFJvYmluDQo+IC0tLS0tLS0t

LS0tLS0tLS0tLS0tLS0tLS0tLS0tLS0tLS0tLS0tLS0tLS0tLS0tLS0tLS0tLS0tLS0tLS0tDQo+

IFcuIFJvYmVydCBOZXdiZXJyeSwgSVYgQ0lILCBDSE1NDQo+IENoaWVmIEVudmlyb25tZW50YWwg

SGVhbHRoIGFuZCBTYWZldHkgT2ZmaWNlcg0KPiBDbGVtc29uIFVuaXZlcnNpdHkNCj4NCj4gd25l

d2JlckBjbGVtc29uLmVkdSAgZWhzQGNsZW1zb24uZWR1DQo+IGh0dHA6Ly9laHMuY2xlbXNvbi5l

ZHUvDQoNCg==
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>This is all performance based, I guess. I did not see the disposal issue in

>the 42CFR73 except in the records that the RO keeps.

The records bit is what's got me flummoxed. Sure when you dispose of

a toxin, it's gone, gone, gone - but with an organism, who's to say

that destroying the stock culture and all *known* working cultures

will get every last bit? I's hate to have signed my name as

witnessing the complete disposal of all cultures of an SA, only to

find some squirreled away in a -80 degree freezer somewhere.

--

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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Hi All,

We are planing to register with CHEMTREC to fulfill the 24 hour contact

number requirements when shipping bio-hazardous materials. Has anyone had

any experience with how this works in terms of:

1) having PI's interface with the company before they send a shipment - do

they provide details/MSDS's directly to CHEMTREC themselves.. or do you

have a safety designate in EH&S coordinate all that? I'm leaning to having

them send directly prior to shipping - I have no control over when they

ship packages so I envisage situations where a package is shipped before I

get the MSDS to forward to CHEMTREC.

2) who did you provide as your emergency contacts - we're probably going to

pick members of our hazmat cleanup team as they carry pagers already..

3) any other wisdom you could enlighten me with upon starting this program

Thanks,

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 17 Feb 2003 16:35:21 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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If you are still having problems with your gas buildup, you could try

contacting someone at Iowa State University Civil and Construction

Engineering

.  They have been doing anaerobic digestions in small reactors for years

with the purpose of generating methane.

I would suggest trying Shihwu Sung at sung@iastate.edu

.  He might be able to make some suggestions.

Good luck.
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 The extent of the gas build-up depends on the culture volume and =

substrates. Small-scale isolation and growth of pure cultures (less than =

10 ml volumes) typically used thick borosilicate glass tubes (for =

instance, various Anaerobic Culture Tubes sold by Bellco Glass, or =

perhaps Bellco anaerobe jars). As long as I and fellow grad students =

made sure that the tubes weren't chipped/cracked, these didn't present =

any problems. 

Methanogens typically consume hydrogen when they produce methane. The =

hydrogen serves as a reductant for carbon dioxide, resulting in the =

formation of methane. In mixed cultures, other anaerobic bacteria such =

as clostridia produce the hydrogen that the methanogens use. In pure =

culture, growth of most methanogens requires the scientist to add =

hydrogen--either to an anaerobe tube as described above or else by =

growing the cultures in a glove box (typically, soft-walled vinyl =

structure) filled with a hydrogen - carbon dioxide gas mixture and a =

catalyst such as palladium to remove any residual oxygen from the =

chamber. The stoichiometry of the reactions usually leads to a decrease =

in pressure in a sealed container. The precautions for handling the =

hydrogen gas cylinders and operating the glove box properly were =

sufficient to mitigate hazards from the bacterial cultures. 

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 277-2462

-----Original Message-----

From: Criscuolo, TR (Tedi) [mailto:tedi.criscuolo@PNL.GOV]

Sent: Friday, February 14, 2003 10:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Methanogens and Pressure Relief

Do any of you have experience with researchers working with gas =

producing methanogens and controlling the pressure build up in =

laboratory bottles?  Also, Since these methanogens produce hydrogen, =

methane, propane, other hydrocarbon gasses, what sort of pressure relief =

valves/devices can be used on the bottles to maintain anaerobic =

conditions, yet relieve pressure build up without the risk of any bottle =

bursting or  flammability issues, especially with hydrogen being easily =

ignited?   
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Hi Kathy,

We have been using Chemtrec for several years.

We have the PI's fax the shipping documents to us.  We do not normaly need

the MSDS.  We do this for several reasons.

Our people can look at the shipping docs for any obvious errors.

AND, every once and a while we catch somebody who is shipping without any

training:)

The reason for using chemtrec is that they are the emergency contact.

Remember, the contact must be available by telephone while the shipment is

in transit.  If chemtrec needs us for more information, they beep my boss.

Bob

>Hi All,

>

>We are planing to register with CHEMTREC to fulfill the 24 hour contact

>number requirements when shipping bio-hazardous materials. Has anyone had

>any experience with how this works in terms of:

>

>1) having PI's interface with the company before they send a shipment - do

>they provide details/MSDS's directly to CHEMTREC themselves.. or do you

>have a safety designate in EH&S coordinate all that? I'm leaning to having

>them send directly prior to shipping - I have no control over when they

>ship packages so I envisage situations where a package is shipped before I

>get the MSDS to forward to CHEMTREC.

>

>2) who did you provide as your emergency contacts - we're probably going to

>pick members of our hazmat cleanup team as they carry pagers already..

>

>3) any other wisdom you could enlighten me with upon starting this program

>

>Thanks,

>

>Kath

>

>**********************************************

>Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

>Biological Safety Professional

>Office of Research Safety

>Northwestern University

>NG-71 Technological Institute

>2145 Sheridan Road

>Evanston, IL 60208-3121

>Phone: (847) 491-4387

>Fax: (847) 467-2797

>Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.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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Kathryn -

We've been using ChemTrec as our emergency contact for hazmat shipments for

years.  We've provided our product MSDSs and our BSO (for bio) and CSO (for

chem) as technical contacts.  The only problem we've had is that they aren't

good about reminding us to renew our annual arrangement and, since we

weren't good about remembering it either, we allowed it to lapse at one

point and were technically using an invalid 24-hour number on our shipments.

We pay much closer attention now ...

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environment, Health and Safety

MedImmune Vaccines, Inc.

408-845-8847

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Monday, February 17, 2003 1:38 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: CHEMTREC experiences

Hi All,

We are planing to register with CHEMTREC to fulfill the 24 hour contact

number requirements when shipping bio-hazardous materials. Has anyone had

any experience with how this works in terms of:

1) having PI's interface with the company before they send a shipment - do

they provide details/MSDS's directly to CHEMTREC themselves.. or do you

have a safety designate in EH&S coordinate all that? I'm leaning to having

them send directly prior to shipping - I have no control over when they

ship packages so I envisage situations where a package is shipped before I

get the MSDS to forward to CHEMTREC.

2) who did you provide as your emergency contacts - we're probably going to

pick members of our hazmat cleanup team as they carry pagers already..

3) any other wisdom you could enlighten me with upon starting this program

Thanks,

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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Dear Listserv Members:

I need to tap into the extensive knowledge of the Listserv once again,

as I am currently trying to determine the best way to substantiate a

stand on three biosafety issues.

I would appreciate knowing whether anyone has existing policies

written/adopted, and/or fact sheets or informational bulletins that they

can share regarding:

1. UV lights in Biosafety Cabinets

I am particularly interested in finding a copy of the Australian

Standard AS 2647-1994 in this regard.

2.  Open Flames in Biosafety Cabinets

3.  Use of Autologous Cells in Research

I would appreciate any help you can offer.

Thanks in advance for your assistance!

Carol

Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

Biological Safety Officer

University of Louisville

Environmental Health and Safety

1800 Arthur Street

Louisville, KY 40208-2729

Direct: (502) 852-2959

DEHS: (502) 852-6670

FAX: (502) 852-0880

ctwhet01@gwise.louisville.edu
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Carol,

We've dealt with flames in biosafety cabinets prospectively here. The =

new policy in place states that all new construction will not include =

gas lines connected to BSC's that recirculate any percentage of air. No =

exceptions. I was able to accomplish this by getting Campus Facilities, =

upper management (Vice Chancellor level), the Director of EHS, and the =

Architects' Office to buy in to my concept. Eventually we will address =

gas lines already in place retrospectively. I developed a Biosafety =

Training module that addresses the danger of gas lines in BSCs and when =

I presented this to over 150 PIs and staff I was surprised at the lack =

of mutiny. If you would like a copy of my ppt file email me off line and =

I will send it your way.

If may not happen today because I have to attend an AAALAC site visit =

for one of our IACUC's.

Jim

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA 

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS 

Department of Environmental Health & Safety 

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158

-----Original Message-----

From: Carol Whetstone [mailto:carol.whetstone@LOUISVILLE.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2003 5:21 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Biosafety Issues

Dear Listserv Members:

I need to tap into the extensive knowledge of the Listserv once again,

as I am currently trying to determine the best way to substantiate a

stand on three biosafety issues.

I would appreciate knowing whether anyone has existing policies

written/adopted, and/or fact sheets or informational bulletins that they

can share regarding:

1. UV lights in Biosafety Cabinets

I am particularly interested in finding a copy of the Australian

Standard AS 2647-1994 in this regard.

2.  Open Flames in Biosafety Cabinets

3.  Use of Autologous Cells in Research

I would appreciate any help you can offer.

Thanks in advance for your assistance!

Carol

Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

Biological Safety Officer

University of Louisville

Environmental Health and Safety

1800 Arthur Street

Louisville, KY 40208-2729

Direct: (502) 852-2959

DEHS: (502) 852-6670

FAX: (502) 852-0880

ctwhet01@gwise.louisville.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Feb 2003 08:38:40 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Issues

In-Reply-To:  <se526b98.004@gwise.louisville.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Hi Carol,

1)  UV lights degrade rapidly.  This does not discourage many of my

researchers who insist on using them.

2)  Open flames are not allowed in BSC.  We had one blow about ten years ago.

No comment on 3.

Bob

>Dear Listserv Members:

>

>I need to tap into the extensive knowledge of the Listserv once again,

>as I am currently trying to determine the best way to substantiate a

>stand on three biosafety issues.

>

>I would appreciate knowing whether anyone has existing policies

>written/adopted, and/or fact sheets or informational bulletins that they

>can share regarding:

>

>1. UV lights in Biosafety Cabinets

>I am particularly interested in finding a copy of the Australian

>Standard AS 2647-1994 in this regard.

>

>2.  Open Flames in Biosafety Cabinets

>

>3.  Use of Autologous Cells in Research

>

>I would appreciate any help you can offer.

>

>Thanks in advance for your assistance!

>

>Carol

>

>Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

>Biological Safety Officer

>University of Louisville

>Environmental Health and Safety

>1800 Arthur Street

>Louisville, KY 40208-2729

>Direct: (502) 852-2959

>DEHS: (502) 852-6670

>FAX: (502) 852-0880

>ctwhet01@gwise.louisville.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, 19 Feb 2003 08:24:39 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      CDC link

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Folks,

Anyone heard when the CDC application will be back up?  I printed off a copy

but forgot to save it to my hard drive. Now when I've checked the past two

days the application form is not there and says it will be posted soon.

Are they changing the form?

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Feb 2003 09:27:46 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rebecca Ryan <ryanr@BU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: CDC link

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Hi Everyone:

I actually had the same problem-I went to the USDA site to get the same

forms.

Rebecca Ryan

BU

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 9:25 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: CDC link

Folks,

Anyone heard when the CDC application will be back up?  I printed off a copy

but forgot to save it to my hard drive. Now when I've checked the past two

days the application form is not there and says it will be posted soon.

Are they changing the form?

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Feb 2003 09:00:08 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carol McGhan <carol-mcghan@UIOWA.EDU>

Subject:      Fwd:CDC link

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hi everyone,

I just spoke with someone from the CDC regarding the link. They are in the

process of making minor changes to the application and it will be back up

soon, however, they could not give a specific time by which it would be

up.  I asked if it was OK to proceed and use the first application in

complying with the deadline, and was told the new application only has

minor changes, so using the one posted earlier was still OK.

Hope that helps,

Carol

--------------- Text of forwarded message ---------------

>Date:         Wed, 19 Feb 2003 09:27:46 -0500

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>From: Rebecca Ryan <ryanr@BU.EDU>

>Subject: Re: CDC link

>

>Hi Everyone:

>

>I actually had the same problem-I went to the USDA site to get the same

>forms.

>

>

>Rebecca Ryan

>BU

Carol McGhan, SM(AAM), CBSP, RO

Biological Safety Professional

Health Protection Office

122 Grand Ave Ct

The University of Iowa

E-Mail:carol-mcghan@uiowa.edu

Tel:319-335-9553

Fax:319-335-7564

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Feb 2003 10:07:44 -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:      Re: Fwd:CDC link

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_431C23DB.A7C6CC77"

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.

--=_431C23DB.A7C6CC77

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

For those who haven't made copies and need those forms you can get them

at the following site:

http://www.aphis.usda.gov/vs/ncie/bta.html

>>> carol-mcghan@UIOWA.EDU 02/19/03 10:00AM >>>

Hi everyone,

I just spoke with someone from the CDC regarding the link. They are in

the

process of making minor changes to the application and it will be back

up

soon, however, they could not give a specific time by which it would

be

up.  I asked if it was OK to proceed and use the first application in

complying with the deadline, and was told the new application only has

minor changes, so using the one posted earlier was still OK.

Hope that helps,

Carol

--------------- Text of forwarded message ---------------

>Date:         Wed, 19 Feb 2003 09:27:46 -0500

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>From: Rebecca Ryan <ryanr@BU.EDU>

>Subject: Re: CDC link

>

>Hi Everyone:

>

>I actually had the same problem-I went to the USDA site to get the

same

>forms.

>

>

>Rebecca Ryan

>BU

Carol McGhan, SM(AAM), CBSP, RO

Biological Safety Professional

Health Protection Office

122 Grand Ave Ct

The University of Iowa

E-Mail:carol-mcghan@uiowa.edu

Tel:319-335-9553

Fax:319-335-7564

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Feb 2003 09:15:28 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: CDC link

In-Reply-To:  <870FEA1B15C1C14CB3DAC9A142786DAE4A4612@bumc.bu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Anyone one know if they will be electronic?  It is so much easier to do

these on a computer!

At 09:27 AM 2/19/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Hi Everyone:

>

>I actually had the same problem-I went to the USDA site to get the same

>forms.

>

>

>Rebecca Ryan

>BU

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

>Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 9:25 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: CDC link

>

>

>Folks,

>

>Anyone heard when the CDC application will be back up?  I printed off a copy

>but forgot to save it to my hard drive. Now when I've checked the past two

>days the application form is not there and says it will be posted soon.

>

>Are they changing the form?

>

>Eric

>

>Eric R. Jeppesen

>Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

>KU-EHS Dept.

>(785) 864-2857 phone

>(785) 864-2852 fax

>jeppesen@ku.edu

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Feb 2003 13:32:03 -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:      Ordering toxin question?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

I have a researcher here requesting to order 100ug of BoTox for research

purposes.  I called CDC regarding this and they indicated that if it was

below the 0.5mg limit (per individual) that they could order this

without going through the EA101 process.  Is this correct?

Thanks,

Mark C.

--------------------------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608    Phone

(314) 268-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Feb 2003 14:30:57 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Charlie Fox <foxc@ADAF.ADMIN.UNT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Ordering toxin question?

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_7B241B97.3F5F990B"

--=_7B241B97.3F5F990B

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Based on my conversation with the Select Agent Contractor at CDC (they

were hired to respond to SA questions); we do not have to register and

can buy materials below the amounts listed in 42 CFR 73 without the

EA101 form.  My reading of the law also corresponds with the answer

given me.

Charlie Fox

Charles E. Fox, MS

University of North Texas

Chemical Hygiene Officer

Environmental Manager

Risk Management & Environmental Services

940-565-4429 (voice)

940-565-4751 (alt. voice)

940-367-0252 (cell phone)

940-565-4919 (fax)

foxc@adaf.admin.unt.edu

>>> campbem@SLU.EDU Wednesday, February 19, 2003 >>>

I have a researcher here requesting to order 100ug of BoTox for research

purposes.  I called CDC regarding this and they indicated that if it was

below the 0.5mg limit (per individual) that they could order this

without going through the EA101 process.  Is this correct?

Thanks,

Mark C.

--------------------------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608    Phone

(314) 268-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Feb 2003 15:51:55 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Subject:      Shipping Toxins

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2D858.BCEEBF40"

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_01C2D858.BCEEBF40

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Have any of you had experience with shipping toxins under the new IATA

regulations?  As I understand it, purified toxins must go under 6.1...how

are you packaging/labeling these?  Have you had any trouble with commercial

carriers?  Thanks, Amy

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Feb 2003 15:59:02 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rebecca Ryan <ryanr@BU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Ordering toxin question?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2D859.BB4BEF40"

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_01C2D859.BB4BEF40

Content-Type: text/plain

Mark:

I have several researchers working with toxins that fall under the quantity

exemption so this was a question I posed to the CDC first week in February.

I received a similar answer as Charlie.  Ordering after Feb 7th when the

rule goes into effect would not be an issue if you are below the quantities

listed.

Rebecca Ryan

BU

 -----Original Message-----

From: Charlie Fox [mailto:foxc@ADAF.ADMIN.UNT.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 3:31 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Ordering toxin question?

Based on my conversation with the Select Agent Contractor at CDC (they were

hired to respond to SA questions); we do not have to register and can buy

materials below the amounts listed in 42 CFR 73 without the EA101 form.  My

reading of the law also corresponds with the answer given me.

Charlie Fox

Charles E. Fox, MS

University of North Texas

Chemical Hygiene Officer

Environmental Manager

Risk Management & Environmental Services

940-565-4429 (voice)

940-565-4751 (alt. voice)

940-367-0252 (cell phone)

940-565-4919 (fax)

foxc@adaf.admin.unt.edu <mailto:foxc@adaf.admin.unt.edu>

>>> campbem@SLU.EDU Wednesday, February 19, 2003 >>>

I have a researcher here requesting to order 100ug of BoTox for research

purposes.  I called CDC regarding this and they indicated that if it was

below the 0.5mg limit (per individual) that they could order this

without going through the EA101 process.  Is this correct?

Thanks,

Mark C.

--------------------------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608    Phone

(314) 268-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Feb 2003 15:09:42 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Brown, Virginia R" <gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU>

Subject:      March 12th DoJ Submission

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I just spoke with a SAP representative at the CDC regarding what we are =

to submit

by March 12th for the DoJ to perform the security risk assessment of the =

entity, RO,

and Alternate RO. We do NOT use any of the forms in the application =

package. The

DoJ is "working on" what they want to get from people and when that is =

decided, it

will be posted on the CDC page. No idea when that information will =

become available

to us. So, we must wait for further instructions.

Ginger Brown, CBSP

Env Health & Safety

TX A&M University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Feb 2003 16:40:18 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Amy Ryan <aryan@REHS.RUTGERS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Ordering toxin question?

In-Reply-To:  <870FEA1B15C1C14CB3DAC9A142786DAE4A461F@bumc.bu.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

All:

We here are RU have been wondering how vendors (Sigma, etc.) will know that a

researcher is maintaining exempt quantities of toxin before shipping new orders

of the

toxin.  Will everything be based on the honor system and researcher assurance

that

they possess less than the threshold quantity?

Thank you for any insight,

Amy

On 19 Feb 2003 at 15:59, Rebecca Ryan wrote:

>

> Mark:

>

> I have several researchers working with toxins that fall under the

> quantity exemption so this was a question I posed to the CDC first

> week in February. I received a similar answer as Charlie. Ordering

> after Feb 7th when the rule goes into effect would not be an issue if

> you are below the quantities listed.

>

> Rebecca Ryan

> BU

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Charlie Fox [mailto:foxc@ADAF.ADMIN.UNT.EDU]

> Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 3:31 PM

> To:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Ordering toxin question?

>

>     Based on my conversation with the Select Agent Contractor at CDC

>     (they were hired to respond to SA questions); we do not have to

>     register and can buy materials below the amounts listed in 42 CFR

>     73 without the EA101 form. My reading of the law also corresponds

>     with the answer given me.

>

> Charlie Fox

>

>

>

> Charles E. Fox, MS

> University of North Texas

> Chemical Hygiene Officer

> Environmental Manager

> Risk Management & Environmental Services

> 940-565-4429 (voice)

> 940-565-4751 (alt. voice)

> 940-367-0252 (cell phone)

> 940-565-4919 (fax)

> foxc@adaf.admin.unt.edu

>

> >>> campbem@SLU.EDU Wednesday, February 19, 2003 >>>

> I have a researcher here requesting to order 100ug of BoTox for

> research purposes. I called CDC regarding this and they indicated that

> if it was below the 0.5mg limit (per individual) that they could order

> this without going through the EA101 process. Is this correct?

>

> Thanks,

>

> Mark C.

>

>

>

>

> --------------------------------------------

> Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> Biological Safety Officer

> Saint Louis University

> 1402 S. Grand Blvd.

> Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> St. Louis, MO 63104

> (314) 577-8608 Phone

> (314) 268-5560Fax

> campbem@slu.edu

--

Amy Ryan

Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

Biological Safety Specialist

732.445.2550

http://rehs.rutgers.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Feb 2003 16:42:10 -0500

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:      tracking exempt toxins to make sure you stay that way..

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Just a quick followup to the points that have been made re: ordering

exempt quantities of toxins.  I was at the Laboratory Safety and

Environmental Mgmt. conference ( bioterrorism preparedness track) last

week in DC and Dr. Stephen Morse, Assoc. Director of Science in CDC's

Bioterrorism Preparedness and Response Division was one of the speakers.

 When discussing the toxin exemptions, he made a point of emphasizing

that it was the institution's responsibility to have a tracking system

to make sure that each PI doesn't exceed the quantity limit.  While this

may be apparent, I just wanted to reemphasize it since I am hearing from

so many C&U that they are going to be exempt from new rules ( on the

basis of toxin quantities). Yes, if you have quantities below the levels

in the regs you won't have to register BUT remember you are likely

basing that on a "snapshot in time" aka the 9/10 notification processs.

Some of your exisitng researchers could decide that they want to get

into the hunt for some of  the new bioterrorism agent research money or

your institution could recruit new people that have these agents  or

want to work with them.  Think tracking and early warning systems as

internal controls so you or your RO don't go to jail! Thanks, Cheri

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

>>> ryanr@BU.EDU 02/19/03 03:59PM >>>

Mark:

I have several researchers working with toxins that fall under the

quantity

exemption so this was a question I posed to the CDC first week in

February.

I received a similar answer as Charlie.  Ordering after Feb 7th when

the

rule goes into effect would not be an issue if you are below the

quantities

listed.

Rebecca Ryan

BU

 -----Original Message-----

From: Charlie Fox [mailto:foxc@ADAF.ADMIN.UNT.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 3:31 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Ordering toxin question?

Based on my conversation with the Select Agent Contractor at CDC (they

were

hired to respond to SA questions); we do not have to register and can

buy

materials below the amounts listed in 42 CFR 73 without the EA101 form.

 My

reading of the law also corresponds with the answer given me.

Charlie Fox

Charles E. Fox, MS

University of North Texas

Chemical Hygiene Officer

Environmental Manager

Risk Management & Environmental Services

940-565-4429 (voice)

940-565-4751 (alt. voice)

940-367-0252 (cell phone)

940-565-4919 (fax)

foxc@adaf.admin.unt.edu <mailto:foxc@adaf.admin.unt.edu>

>>> campbem@SLU.EDU Wednesday, February 19, 2003 >>>

I have a researcher here requesting to order 100ug of BoTox for

research

purposes.  I called CDC regarding this and they indicated that if it

was

below the 0.5mg limit (per individual) that they could order this

without going through the EA101 process.  Is this correct?

Thanks,

Mark C.

--------------------------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608    Phone

(314) 268-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Feb 2003 16:45:42 -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: Ordering toxin question?

In-Reply-To:  <3E53B366.6762.150C03C@localhost>

Amy:

As much as I hate to say it, that is not the vendors job --- it is ours

(or rather, it is the ROs).  The company is fullfilling their requirement

of only shipping exempt quantities of SA toxins.  It is up to the PI,

the institution and the RO to make sure that they do not violate

42CFR73.

Maybe not the answer you wanted, but that is my take on it.

Other opinions???

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State University

Environmental Health and Safety

speaker@ehs.psu.edu

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

^...^

(O_O)

=(Y)=

 """

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Feb 2003 16:05:52 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Ordering toxin question?

In-Reply-To:  <3E53B366.6762.150C03C@localhost>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Amy

I don't know how the chemical co's are going to keep track but we are

having all users of any SA's (even exempt quantities) register with our

office. There will be a control put on purchasing (similar to radiation

purchases) so we will be notified when a purchase is made. PI's will have

to register with us to use and order, and maintain inventories.  When I

called one chemical company about this they informed me that they keep

their own internal checks so someone could not simply order hundreds of

lots of small quantities, I assume this means within some time frame, it

would be impossible for them to verify that someone wasn't hoarding over a

long period. One question is, if a PI is registered because s/he possesses

non-exempt limits, would ANY new transfer to them (eg restocking their

supplies) have to be via EA101 even if that transfer were of an exempt

amount? We haven't had a transfer since the new laws went into effect so

I'm still investigating this..

At 04:40 PM 2/19/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>All:

>

>We here are RU have been wondering how vendors (Sigma, etc.) will know that a

>researcher is maintaining exempt quantities of toxin before shipping new

>orders of the

>toxin.  Will everything be based on the honor system and researcher

>assurance that

>they possess less than the threshold quantity?

>

>Thank you for any insight,

>

>Amy

>

>

>On 19 Feb 2003 at 15:59, Rebecca Ryan wrote:

>

> >

> > Mark:

> >

> > I have several researchers working with toxins that fall under the

> > quantity exemption so this was a question I posed to the CDC first

> > week in February. I received a similar answer as Charlie. Ordering

> > after Feb 7th when the rule goes into effect would not be an issue if

> > you are below the quantities listed.

> >

> > Rebecca Ryan

> > BU

> >

> >

> > -----Original Message-----

> > From: Charlie Fox [mailto:foxc@ADAF.ADMIN.UNT.EDU]

> > Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 3:31 PM

> > To:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> > Subject: Re: Ordering toxin question?

> >

> >     Based on my conversation with the Select Agent Contractor at CDC

> >     (they were hired to respond to SA questions); we do not have to

> >     register and can buy materials below the amounts listed in 42 CFR

> >     73 without the EA101 form. My reading of the law also corresponds

> >     with the answer given me.

> >

> > Charlie Fox

> >

> >

> >

> > Charles E. Fox, MS

> > University of North Texas

> > Chemical Hygiene Officer

> > Environmental Manager

> > Risk Management & Environmental Services

> > 940-565-4429 (voice)

> > 940-565-4751 (alt. voice)

> > 940-367-0252 (cell phone)

> > 940-565-4919 (fax)

> > foxc@adaf.admin.unt.edu

> >

> > >>> campbem@SLU.EDU Wednesday, February 19, 2003 >>>

> > I have a researcher here requesting to order 100ug of BoTox for

> > research purposes. I called CDC regarding this and they indicated that

> > if it was below the 0.5mg limit (per individual) that they could order

> > this without going through the EA101 process. Is this correct?

> >

> > Thanks,

> >

> > Mark C.

> >

> >

> >

> >

> > --------------------------------------------

> > Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> > Biological Safety Officer

> > Saint Louis University

> > 1402 S. Grand Blvd.

> > Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> > St. Louis, MO 63104

> > (314) 577-8608 Phone

> > (314) 268-5560Fax

> > campbem@slu.edu

>

>

>--

>Amy Ryan

>Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

>Biological Safety Specialist

>732.445.2550

>http://rehs.rutgers.edu

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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From:         Margaret Rakas <mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU>
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These controls sound wonderful, but of course you either have to train

your purchasing folks or the PI;'s...either way it means consulting a

long list.  Is there a better (i.e., less labor intensive/greater

certainty) work-around out there?  There's always the time someone

forgets to check...

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786

>>> kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU 02/19/03 05:05PM >>>

Amy

I don't know how the chemical co's are going to keep track but we are

having all users of any SA's (even exempt quantities) register with

our

office. There will be a control put on purchasing (similar to

radiation

purchases) so we will be notified when a purchase is made. PI's will

have

to register with us to use and order, and maintain inventories.  When

I

called one chemical company about this they informed me that they keep

their own internal checks so someone could not simply order hundreds

of

lots of small quantities, I assume this means within some time frame,

it

would be impossible for them to verify that someone wasn't hoarding

over a

long period. One question is, if a PI is registered because s/he

possesses

non-exempt limits, would ANY new transfer to them (eg restocking their

supplies) have to be via EA101 even if that transfer were of an exempt

amount? We haven't had a transfer since the new laws went into effect

so

I'm still investigating this..

At 04:40 PM 2/19/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>All:

>

>We here are RU have been wondering how vendors (Sigma, etc.) will know

that a

>researcher is maintaining exempt quantities of toxin before shipping

new

>orders of the

>toxin.  Will everything be based on the honor system and researcher

>assurance that

>they possess less than the threshold quantity?

>

>Thank you for any insight,

>

>Amy

>

>

>On 19 Feb 2003 at 15:59, Rebecca Ryan wrote:

>

> >

> > Mark:

> >

> > I have several researchers working with toxins that fall under the

> > quantity exemption so this was a question I posed to the CDC first

> > week in February. I received a similar answer as Charlie. Ordering

> > after Feb 7th when the rule goes into effect would not be an issue

if

> > you are below the quantities listed.

> >

> > Rebecca Ryan

> > BU

> >

> >

> > -----Original Message-----

> > From: Charlie Fox [mailto:foxc@ADAF.ADMIN.UNT.EDU]

> > Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 3:31 PM

> > To:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> > Subject: Re: Ordering toxin question?

> >

> >     Based on my conversation with the Select Agent Contractor at

CDC

> >     (they were hired to respond to SA questions); we do not have

to

> >     register and can buy materials below the amounts listed in 42

CFR

> >     73 without the EA101 form. My reading of the law also

corresponds

> >     with the answer given me.

> >

> > Charlie Fox

> >

> >

> >

> > Charles E. Fox, MS

> > University of North Texas

> > Chemical Hygiene Officer

> > Environmental Manager

> > Risk Management & Environmental Services

> > 940-565-4429 (voice)

> > 940-565-4751 (alt. voice)

> > 940-367-0252 (cell phone)

> > 940-565-4919 (fax)

> > foxc@adaf.admin.unt.edu

> >

> > >>> campbem@SLU.EDU Wednesday, February 19, 2003 >>>

> > I have a researcher here requesting to order 100ug of BoTox for

> > research purposes. I called CDC regarding this and they indicated

that

> > if it was below the 0.5mg limit (per individual) that they could

order

> > this without going through the EA101 process. Is this correct?

> >

> > Thanks,

> >

> > Mark C.

> >

> >

> >

> >

> > --------------------------------------------

> > Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> > Biological Safety Officer

> > Saint Louis University

> > 1402 S. Grand Blvd.

> > Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> > St. Louis, MO 63104

> > (314) 577-8608 Phone

> > (314) 268-5560Fax

> > campbem@slu.edu

>

>

>--

>Amy Ryan

>Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

>Biological Safety Specialist

>732.445.2550

>http://rehs.rutgers.edu

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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Has anyone been successful in receiving an exemption for an attenuated

strain of a SA under the new rules? I was told by the CDC that I could

write a letter requesting the exemption and they would be publishing

blanket exemptions but the registration information on their website

indicates that a form is needed, although not yet available. I am

particularly interested in whether previous individual or blanket

exemptions will be approved more quickly to avoid having to go through the

registration process. Any information or insights are appreciated.

Maureen M. Kotlas, CSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Stony Brook University

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, New York 11794-6200

(631) 632-6410
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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: Select Agent Exemptions
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Does any one have any emergency procedures specifically for a Bio or

chemical terrorist attack?

Sam Snyder Ph.D. MPH PE FAAMA

Risk Management Coordinator

Los Angeles County Office of Education

9300 Imperial Hwy

Downey, CA 90242

Tel: (562) 803-8297

Fax: (562) 940-1898

-----Original Message-----

From: Maureen Kotlas [mailto:mkotlas@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 2:08 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Select Agent Exemptions

Has anyone been successful in receiving an exemption for an attenuated

strain of a SA under the new rules? I was told by the CDC that I could

write a letter requesting the exemption and they would be publishing

blanket exemptions but the registration information on their website

indicates that a form is needed, although not yet available. I am

particularly interested in whether previous individual or blanket

exemptions will be approved more quickly to avoid having to go through the

registration process. Any information or insights are appreciated.

Maureen M. Kotlas, CSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Stony Brook University

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, New York 11794-6200

(631) 632-6410

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Feb 2003 17:03:23 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Bioterrorism Info
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The government just put up an new web site on homeland security. It is

http://www.ready.gov . This site may be helpful to you.

Mike Durham

LSU

----- Original Message -----

From: "Snyder_Sam" <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 4:50 PM

Subject: Re: Select Agent Exemptions

> Does any one have any emergency procedures specifically for a Bio or

> chemical terrorist attack?

>

> Sam Snyder Ph.D. MPH PE FAAMA

> Risk Management Coordinator

> Los Angeles County Office of Education

> 9300 Imperial Hwy

> Downey, CA 90242

> Tel: (562) 803-8297

> Fax: (562) 940-1898

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Maureen Kotlas [mailto:mkotlas@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU]

> Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 2:08 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Select Agent Exemptions

>

> Has anyone been successful in receiving an exemption for an attenuated

> strain of a SA under the new rules? I was told by the CDC that I could

> write a letter requesting the exemption and they would be publishing

> blanket exemptions but the registration information on their website

> indicates that a form is needed, although not yet available. I am

> particularly interested in whether previous individual or blanket

> exemptions will be approved more quickly to avoid having to go through the

> registration process. Any information or insights are appreciated.

>

> Maureen M. Kotlas, CSP

> Director, Environmental Health and Safety

> Stony Brook University

> 110 Suffolk Hall

> Stony Brook, New York 11794-6200

> (631) 632-6410
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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: Bioterrorism Info
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Thanks

-----Original Message-----

From: Mike Durham [mailto:mdurham@LSU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 3:03 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Bioterrorism Info

The government just put up an new web site on homeland security. It is

http://www.ready.gov . This site may be helpful to you.

Mike Durham

LSU

----- Original Message -----

From: "Snyder_Sam" <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 4:50 PM

Subject: Re: Select Agent Exemptions

> Does any one have any emergency procedures specifically for a Bio or

> chemical terrorist attack?

>

> Sam Snyder Ph.D. MPH PE FAAMA

> Risk Management Coordinator

> Los Angeles County Office of Education

> 9300 Imperial Hwy

> Downey, CA 90242

> Tel: (562) 803-8297

> Fax: (562) 940-1898

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Maureen Kotlas [mailto:mkotlas@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU]

> Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 2:08 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Select Agent Exemptions

>

> Has anyone been successful in receiving an exemption for an attenuated

> strain of a SA under the new rules? I was told by the CDC that I could

> write a letter requesting the exemption and they would be publishing

> blanket exemptions but the registration information on their website

> indicates that a form is needed, although not yet available. I am

> particularly interested in whether previous individual or blanket

> exemptions will be approved more quickly to avoid having to go through the

> registration process. Any information or insights are appreciated.

>

> Maureen M. Kotlas, CSP

> Director, Environmental Health and Safety

> Stony Brook University

> 110 Suffolk Hall

> Stony Brook, New York 11794-6200

> (631) 632-6410
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Doob, Peter (NIH/NIDA/IRP)" <PDOOB@INTRA.NIDA.NIH.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Ordering toxin question?
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Margaret

Kathryn's analogy to radionuclide inventory control suggests some

possibilities for SA toxin tracking.  Controls on rad side, where licenses

typically limit amounts in possession of particular nuclides for the

institution (and internal controls may limit amounts for individual

authorized users), often involve one or more of:

1. rad safety approval required for each order

2. vendor delivery to a central receiving point

3. package opening, inventory database update, and delivery by rad safety

personnel

4. reporting to rad safety as inventoried items are consumed or are

transferred to other authorized users

Rad model may not be the only way to go, but it may make a tough situation a

little easier to fathom, as it is an example of a control scheme that works.

Peter A. Doob, MPH, JD

Chief, Safety and Operations Support Section, ASB

National Institute on Drug Abuse, NIH

Intramural Research Program

5500 Nathan Shock Drive

Baltimore, MD 21224

vc: 410-550-1678

fx: 410-550-1576

cl: 443-677-9362

> ----------

> From:         Margaret Rakas

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Wednesday, February 19, 2003 5:13 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Ordering toxin question?

>

> These controls sound wonderful, but of course you either have to train

> your purchasing folks or the PI;'s...either way it means consulting a long

> list.  Is there a better (i.e., less labor intensive/greater certainty)

> work-around out there?  There's always the time someone forgets to

> check...

>

> Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

> Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

> Clark Science Center

> Smith College

> Northampton, MA. 01063

> p:  413-585-3877

> f:   413-585-3786

>

> >>> kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU 02/19/03 05:05PM >>>

> Amy

>

> I don't know how the chemical co's are going to keep track but we are

> having all users of any SA's (even exempt quantities) register with our

> office. There will be a control put on purchasing (similar to radiation

> purchases) so we will be notified when a purchase is made. PI's will have

> to register with us to use and order, and maintain inventories.  When I

> called one chemical company about this they informed me that they keep

> their own internal checks so someone could not simply order hundreds of

> lots of small quantities, I assume this means within some time frame, it

> would be impossible for them to verify that someone wasn't hoarding over a

> long period. One question is, if a PI is registered because s/he possesses

> non-exempt limits, would ANY new transfer to them (eg restocking their

> supplies) have to be via EA101 even if that transfer were of an exempt

> amount? We haven't had a transfer since the new laws went into effect so

> I'm still investigating this..

>

> At 04:40 PM 2/19/2003 -0500, you wrote:

> >All:

> >

> >We here are RU have been wondering how vendors (Sigma, etc.) will know

> that a

> >researcher is maintaining exempt quantities of toxin before shipping new

> >orders of the

> >toxin.  Will everything be based on the honor system and researcher

> >assurance that

> >they possess less than the threshold quantity?

> >

> >Thank you for any insight,

> >

> >Amy

> >

> >

> >On 19 Feb 2003 at 15:59, Rebecca Ryan wrote:

> >

> > >

> > > Mark:

> > >

> > > I have several researchers working with toxins that fall under the

> > > quantity exemption so this was a question I posed to the CDC first

> > > week in February. I received a similar answer as Charlie. Ordering

> > > after Feb 7th when the rule goes into effect would not be an issue if

> > > you are below the quantities listed.

> > >

> > > Rebecca Ryan

> > > BU

> > >

> > >

> > > -----Original Message-----

> > > From: Charlie Fox [ mailto:foxc@ADAF.ADMIN.UNT.EDU]

> > > Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 3:31 PM

> > > To:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> > > Subject: Re: Ordering toxin question?

> > >

> > >     Based on my conversation with the Select Agent Contractor at CDC

> > >     (they were hired to respond to SA questions); we do not have to

> > >     register and can buy materials below the amounts listed in 42 CFR

> > >     73 without the EA101 form. My reading of the law also corresponds

> > >     with the answer given me.

> > >

> > > Charlie Fox

> > >

> > >

> > >

> > > Charles E. Fox, MS

> > > University of North Texas

> > > Chemical Hygiene Officer

> > > Environmental Manager

> > > Risk Management & Environmental Services

> > > 940-565-4429 (voice)

> > > 940-565-4751 (alt. voice)

> > > 940-367-0252 (cell phone)

> > > 940-565-4919 (fax)

> > > foxc@adaf.admin.unt.edu

> > >

> > > >>> campbem@SLU.EDU Wednesday, February 19, 2003 >>>

> > > I have a researcher here requesting to order 100ug of BoTox for

> > > research purposes. I called CDC regarding this and they indicated that

> > > if it was below the 0.5mg limit (per individual) that they could order

> > > this without going through the EA101 process. Is this correct?

> > >

> > > Thanks,

> > >

> > > Mark C.

> > >

> > >

> > >

> > >

> > > --------------------------------------------

> > > Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> > > Biological Safety Officer

> > > Saint Louis University

> > > 1402 S. Grand Blvd.

> > > Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> > > St. Louis, MO 63104

> > > (314) 577-8608 Phone

> > > (314) 268-5560Fax

> > > campbem@slu.edu

> >

> >

> >--

> >Amy Ryan

> >Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

> >Biological Safety Specialist

> >732.445.2550

> > http://rehs.rutgers.edu

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> **********************************************

>

>
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From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: tracking exempt toxins to make sure you stay that way..

In-Reply-To:  <se53b3ef.073@gwise.louisville.edu>
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Just a quick follow-up to the excellent postings regarding inventory and

tracking of toxins.  Based on our purchasing system, we decided that the

only way to keep track of the PI's inventory was to centralize purchasing

of the toxins out of the RO's office.  This actually does two things, one

allows us to keep track of the inventory and two keeps the purchases out of

the rather open purchasing system, thus making it harder for someone to

find out which labs have the toxins.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment
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                  Just a quick follow-up to the excellent postings regarding 

                  inventory and tracking of toxins.  Based on our purchasing 

                  system, we decided that the only way to keep track of the PI's 

                  inventory was to centralize purchasing of the toxins out of 

                  the RO's office.  This actually does two things, one allows us 

                  to keep track of the inventory and two keeps the purchases out 

                  of the rather open purchasing system, thus making it harder 

                  for someone to find out which labs have the toxins.

                  Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

                  Senior Biosafety Officer 

                  Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

                  617-258-5647 

                  rfink@mit.edu 

                  http://web.mit.edu/environment
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Julie A." <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Select Agent Exemptions
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I was told by an SAP staff member to write a letter requesting exemption,

even if the form was not yet available.  WE faxed letters yesterday.  I will

let the list know what we hear for responses.

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: Maureen Kotlas [mailto:mkotlas@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 4:08 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Select Agent Exemptions

Has anyone been successful in receiving an exemption for an attenuated

strain of a SA under the new rules? I was told by the CDC that I could

write a letter requesting the exemption and they would be publishing

blanket exemptions but the registration information on their website

indicates that a form is needed, although not yet available. I am

particularly interested in whether previous individual or blanket

exemptions will be approved more quickly to avoid having to go through the

registration process. Any information or insights are appreciated.

Maureen M. Kotlas, CSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Stony Brook University

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, New York 11794-6200

(631) 632-6410

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Feb 2003 08:46:34 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Zuckerman, Mark" <Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM>

Subject:      Where are the exemptions for toxins found in the regulations?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Feb 2003 10:51:26 -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: Where are the exemptions for toxins found in the regulations?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

42 CFR Part 73.4(f)(4).

Mark Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Saint Louis University

"Zuckerman, Mark" wrote:

> Mark Zuckerman

> Environmental, Health & Safety Director

> Maxygen

> 515 Galveston Drive

> Redwood City, CA 94063

> (650)298-5854

> mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Feb 2003 09:16:43 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Zuckerman, Mark" <Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM>

Subject:      Re: Where are the precise amount for staphylococcal enterotoxins

              in order for it to be exempt?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I found no numbers for staphylococcal enterotoxins under section =

73.4(f)4. So what is the exempt amount for it? Or is it defined as a =

conotoxins or Saxitoxin or whatever? Sorry for my stupidity but as of =

recent time I just became the RO. 

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, February 20, 2003 8:51 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Where are the exemptions for toxins found in the

regulations?

42 CFR Part 73.4(f)(4).

Mark Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Saint Louis University

"Zuckerman, Mark" wrote:

> Mark Zuckerman

> Environmental, Health & Safety Director

> Maxygen

> 515 Galveston Drive

> Redwood City, CA 94063

> (650)298-5854

> mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Feb 2003 11:22:56 -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: Where are the precise amount for staphylococcal enterotoxins

              inorder for it to be exempt?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary=------------4B9F6F85CDAF7AA34D6F260D

--------------4B9F6F85CDAF7AA34D6F260D

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hey Mark,

Staph enterotoxin is listed as an overlap agent.  The exemption is listed in

73.5(f)(4).........and is 5mg :)

Mark C.

"Zuckerman, Mark" wrote:

> I found no numbers for staphylococcal enterotoxins under section 73.4(f)4. So

what is the exempt amount for it? Or is it defined as a conotoxins or Saxitoxin

or whatever? Sorry for my stupidity but as of recent time I just became the RO.

>

> Mark Zuckerman

> Environmental, Health & Safety Director

> Maxygen

> 515 Galveston Drive

> Redwood City, CA 94063

> (650)298-5854

> mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, February 20, 2003 8:51 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Where are the exemptions for toxins found in the

> regulations?

>

> 42 CFR Part 73.4(f)(4).

>

> Mark Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> Saint Louis University

>

> "Zuckerman, Mark" wrote:

>

> > Mark Zuckerman

> > Environmental, Health & Safety Director

> > Maxygen

> > 515 Galveston Drive

> > Redwood City, CA 94063

> > (650)298-5854

> > mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Feb 2003 11:26:41 -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: Where are the precise amount for staphylococcal enterotoxins

              in order for it to be exempt?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

The exclusion amount for staphylococcal enterotoxins is 5 mg.

"(4) Paragraph (d) of this section does not include the following toxins (in

the purified form or in combinations of pure and impure forms) if the

aggregate amount under the control of a principal investigator does not, at

any time, exceed the amount specified: 0.5 mg of Botulinum neurotoxins; 5 mg

of Staphylococcal enterotoxins; 100 mg of Clostridium perfringens epsilon

toxin; 100 mg of Shigatoxin; or 1,000 mg of T-2 toxin."

-----Original Message-----

From: Zuckerman, Mark [mailto:Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM]

Sent: Thursday, February 20, 2003 11:17 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Where are the precise amount for staphylococcal

enterotoxins in order for it to be exempt?

I found no numbers for staphylococcal enterotoxins under section 73.4(f)4.

So what is the exempt amount for it? Or is it defined as a conotoxins or

Saxitoxin or whatever? Sorry for my stupidity but as of recent time I just

became the RO.

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, February 20, 2003 8:51 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Where are the exemptions for toxins found in the

regulations?

42 CFR Part 73.4(f)(4).

Mark Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Saint Louis University

"Zuckerman, Mark" wrote:

> Mark Zuckerman

> Environmental, Health & Safety Director

> Maxygen

> 515 Galveston Drive

> Redwood City, CA 94063

> (650)298-5854

> mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Feb 2003 07:27:19 -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>

In-Reply-To:  <5801FF3D69B69E47AB4F7A8E94B5F8F0444289@nidamail.nida.nih.gov>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

Aloha List:

We have a central processing for all microorganisms and biological toxins

here for a decades, since the State of Hawaii has a restrictive import law

(to protect alien invasive species from getting into our pristine

environment).  All requests to import microbes, from RG1 to RG3 must be

routed through the IBC.

To my question, is anyone registering his or her central receiving if this

location is outside the intended registered facilities (security

assessment, personnel background checks, etc.)?

 ==============================================================================

Hubert B. Olipares, RBP

Biological Safety Professional

University of Hawaii

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Biological Safety Program

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

Biosafety Website:      http://www.hawaii.edu/ehso/bio/

 ==============================================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Feb 2003 13:31:34 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "McNulty, Hilary" <Hilary.McNulty@MPI.COM>

Subject:      IBC Community Rep/Consultants Cambridge,MA

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello Group -

I am in need of a Community Representative for my IBC.  The time

requirements are to attend one, two-hour meeting each year.

I am also is need of a consultant or two to participate on my IBC and

someone who can do a Biosafety compliance audit.

I am looking for people near the Cambridge area.  Thanks in advance fo=

r

your help.

Hilary R. McNulty

Senior Manager, Environmental Health & Safety

Millennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

35 Landsdowne Street

Cambridge, MA  02139

617-444-1368

fax 617-374-7677

mcnulty@mpi.com

This e-mail, including any attachments, is a confidential business com=

munication, and may contain information that is confidential, propriet=

ary and/or privileged.  This e-mail is intended only for the individua=

l(s) to whom it is addressed, and may not be saved, copied, printed, d=

isclosed or used by anyone else.  If you are not the(an) intended reci=

pient, please immediately delete this e-mail from your computer system=

 and notify the sender.  Thank you.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Feb 2003 15:12:57 -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:      Re: FW: mixed wastes and disposal

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Hi Therese! At the Canadian Science Centre we treat all mixed

biological/chemical wastes for the biological hazard first, using the

appropriate disinfectant for the pathogen in question. Then we put the mix

into chemical waste disposal barrels, the contents of which are manifested,

then picked-up by our contractor. We have seperate containers for liquid

chemical waste and solid chemical waste such as pipette tips, gloves, etc.

that have been in contact with the chemical.

Hope this helps!

Betty

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

                      "Therese M.

                      Stinnett"                To:       BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                      <Therese.Stinnett        cc:

                      @UCHSC.EDU>              Subject:  FW: mixed wastes and

disposal

                      Sent by: A

                      Biosafety

                      Discussion List

                      <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.

                      MIT.EDU>

                      02-13-2003 02:02

                      PM

                      Please respond to

                      A Biosafety

                      Discussion List

Like Lori, I need the collective advice from those of you who deal with

biomedical waste streams.

Several researchers work with RG1 materials, but use a variety of chemicals

in their research.

Some of the wastes are either from cell culture or yeast or bacterial

cultures, but contaminated with chemicals.

Examples include:

yeast, treated with methyl methanesulfonate--damages DNA but not RCRA

waste--in liquid (media)

yeast grown on agar, treated with MMS, in petri dishes

also solid wastes--pipet tips, conical tubes in contact with the MMS and

yeast

yeast grown on agar, treated with ethyl methanesulfonate (RCRA waste except

that it's probably not a waste after being expended/spent in culture?)

regarding Lori's question--

if it is only RBCs--are RBCs alone considered infectious?

Stephen's suggestion has merit--but our haz waste manager tells me our chem

waste contractors want nothing that "looks" or "seems" infectious, either

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:         Thu, 20 Feb 2003 15:14:12 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Rowe, Thomas" <t.rowe@SRI.ORG>

Subject:      murine gammaherpesvirus-68 question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Does anybody know the required biocontainment level to use for experiments

involving in-vitro and in-vivo experiments with murine gammaherpesvirus -68?

Also, could you let me know the source of your information.  I have just

heard word of mouth information that you can use BSL-2 level containment,

just because it has always been done at that level.

Thanks,

Thomas Rowe, MS

Manager, Homeland Security Research Department

Southern Research Institute

2000 9th Avenue South

Birmingham, AL  35205

Ph: (205)581-2341

FAX: (205)581-2568

Southern Research Institute is affiliated with the University of Alabama at

Birmingham.

Confidentiality Notice

The information contained in this communication and its attachments is

intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is addressed and may

contain information that is legally privileged, confidential, or exempt from

disclosure. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you

are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this

communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this

communication in error, please notify postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and

delete the communication without retaining any copies.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Feb 2003 07:59:08 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Brown, Virginia R" <gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU>

Subject:      Error!

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

A very nice lady in the CDC Select Agent Program (Lorie? Laurie?) called =

me to correct the

erroneous information I posted to the listserv on Wednesday. We DO have =

to fill out the

application package and the entire package is due by March 12th! Somehow =

my reading of

the time table led me to believe that only the names of the entity, the =

RO, and the Alternate

RO were due by March 12th. I certainly apologize for any confusion I =

caused to the group

with my posting on Wednesday. This whole thing is SO confusing!

Ginger Brown, CBSP

Env Health & Safety

TX A&M University

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Feb 2003 09:48:41 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tina Charbonneau <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

Subject:      Re: murine gammaherpesvirus-68 question

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

I too would be interested in  the biocontainment protocols that others are =

using for this murine pathogen.

Thanks,

Tina Charbonneau

Research Associate

Trudeau Institute

>>> t.rowe@SRI.ORG - 2/20/03 4:14 PM >>>

Does anybody know the required biocontainment level to use for experiments

involving in-vitro and in-vivo experiments with murine gammaherpesvirus =

-68?

Also, could you let me know the source of your information.  I have just

heard word of mouth information that you can use BSL-2 level containment,

just because it has always been done at that level.

Thanks,

Thomas Rowe, MS

Manager, Homeland Security Research Department

Southern Research Institute

2000 9th Avenue South

Birmingham, AL  35205

Ph: (205)581-2341

FAX: (205)581-2568

Southern Research Institute is affiliated with the University of Alabama =

at

Birmingham.

Confidentiality Notice

The information contained in this communication and its attachments is

intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is addressed and =

may

contain information that is legally privileged, confidential, or exempt =

from

disclosure. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, =

you

are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of =

this

communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this

communication in error, please notify postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) =

and

delete the communication without retaining any copies.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Feb 2003 11:42:10 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Stout, Christina" <Christina.Stout@UMASSMED.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Error!

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Is this in writing any where so we have references????

-----Original Message-----

From: Brown, Virginia R [mailto:gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU]

Sent: Friday, February 21, 2003 8:59 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Error!

A very nice lady in the CDC Select Agent Program (Lorie? Laurie?) called =

me to correct the

erroneous information I posted to the listserv on Wednesday. We DO have =

to fill out the

application package and the entire package is due by March 12th! Somehow =

my reading of

the time table led me to believe that only the names of the entity, the =

RO, and the Alternate

RO were due by March 12th. I certainly apologize for any confusion I =

caused to the group

with my posting on Wednesday. This whole thing is SO confusing!

Ginger Brown, CBSP

Env Health & Safety

TX A&M University

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Feb 2003 09:46:19 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hemphill, Mark" <mlh2@CDC.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Ordering toxin question?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2D9B7.FE955FC0"

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_01C2D9B7.FE955FC0

Content-Type: text/plain

For Mark Hemphill:

Please keep in mind that this doesn't include the following toxins (in the

purified form or in combinations of pure and impure forms) if the aggregate

amount under the control of a principal investigator does not, at any time,

exceed the amount specified:  100 mg of Abrin; 100 mg of Conotoxins; 1,000

mg of Diacetoxyscirpenol; 100 mg of Ricin; 100 mg of Saxitoxin; 100 mg of

Shigalike ribosome inactivating proteins; or 100 mg of Tetrodotoxin.

Hope this helps

Thank you

Minh Thomas

Management and Program Analyst

Select Agent Program

CDC

-----Original Message-----

From: Rebecca Ryan [mailto:ryanr@BU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 3:59 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Ordering toxin question?

Mark:

I have several researchers working with toxins that fall under the quantity

exemption so this was a question I posed to the CDC first week in February.

I received a similar answer as Charlie.  Ordering after Feb 7th when the

rule goes into effect would not be an issue if you are below the quantities

listed.

Rebecca Ryan

BU

 -----Original Message-----

From: Charlie Fox [mailto:foxc@ADAF.ADMIN.UNT.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 3:31 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Ordering toxin question?

Based on my conversation with the Select Agent Contractor at CDC (they were

hired to respond to SA questions); we do not have to register and can buy

materials below the amounts listed in 42 CFR 73 without the EA101 form.  My

reading of the law also corresponds with the answer given me.

Charlie Fox

Charles E. Fox, MS

University of North Texas

Chemical Hygiene Officer

Environmental Manager

Risk Management & Environmental Services

940-565-4429 (voice)

940-565-4751 (alt. voice)

940-367-0252 (cell phone)

940-565-4919 (fax)

foxc@adaf.admin.unt.edu <mailto:foxc@adaf.admin.unt.edu>

>>> campbem@SLU.EDU Wednesday, February 19, 2003 >>>

I have a researcher here requesting to order 100ug of BoTox for research

purposes.  I called CDC regarding this and they indicated that if it was

below the 0.5mg limit (per individual) that they could order this

without going through the EA101 process.  Is this correct?

Thanks,

Mark C.

--------------------------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608    Phone

(314) 268-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Feb 2003 11:02:57 -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: Error!

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary=------------68E125EA12940550ADE36F5C

--------------68E125EA12940550ADE36F5C

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Check out 42 CFR part 73.0(2), Applicability and related Requirements:  Page

76892 in the Federal

Register.

"Stout, Christina" wrote:

> Is this in writing any where so we have references????

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Brown, Virginia R [mailto:gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU]

> Sent: Friday, February 21, 2003 8:59 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Error!

>

> A very nice lady in the CDC Select Agent Program (Lorie? Laurie?) called me to

correct the

> erroneous information I posted to the listserv on Wednesday. We DO have to

fill out the

> application package and the entire package is due by March 12th! Somehow my

reading of

> the time table led me to believe that only the names of the entity, the RO,

and the Alternate

> RO were due by March 12th. I certainly apologize for any confusion I caused to

the group

> with my posting on Wednesday. This whole thing is SO confusing!

>

> Ginger Brown, CBSP

> Env Health & Safety

> TX A&M University

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Feb 2003 11:18:34 -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: Error!

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2D9CD.43974078"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2D9CD.43974078

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

There is also a pdf "Time Line for Implementation of 42 CFR Part 73" on =

the CDC's web site: http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap 

which provides a nice summary. 

Michael Betlach

Promega Corp.

-----Original Message-----

From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Friday, February 21, 2003 11:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Error!

Check out 42 CFR part 73.0(2), Applicability and related Requirements:  =

Page 76892 in the Federal Register. 

"Stout, Christina" wrote: 

Is this in writing any where so we have references???? 

-----Original Message----- 

From: Brown, Virginia R [ mailto:gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU] 

Sent: Friday, February 21, 2003 8:59 AM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Error! 

A very nice lady in the CDC Select Agent Program (Lorie? Laurie?) called =

me to correct the 

erroneous information I posted to the listserv on Wednesday. We DO have =

to fill out the 

application package and the entire package is due by March 12th! Somehow =

my reading of 

the time table led me to believe that only the names of the entity, the =

RO, and the Alternate 

RO were due by March 12th. I certainly apologize for any confusion I =

caused to the group 

with my posting on Wednesday. This whole thing is SO confusing! 

Ginger Brown, CBSP 

Env Health & Safety 

TX A&M University

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Feb 2003 11:19:00 -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: Ordering toxin question?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary=------------6D7190E96E9D6C90FD85640D

--------------6D7190E96E9D6C90FD85640D

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Thanks Mark.  Just want to share my experience with everyone regarding

my recent conversation with Sigma Chem. Co.  One of our investigators

was unable to order a particular toxin from this company that was

clearly below the exemption amount because the regulatory folks there

were in the process of digesting the regs.  I called Sigma to speak with

there regulatory personnel and was told we would need to file an EA101

form.  I politely notified this person that as of February 7, 2003, the

DHHS has changed the regs in such a way that would allow us to order

this toxin without going through the EA101 process.  She was not very

receptive and I even offered a phone number that this person could call

to clarify.  Still got nothing but a bad attitude and no timeline

regarding policy changes on their side . We have since located another

vendor for the toxin.  Anyone had any similar experiences?  I would

think that a large company like Sigma would have been more aware of the

changes.

Mark Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Saint Louis University

"Hemphill, Mark" wrote:

> For Mark Hemphill:

>

> Please keep in mind that this doesn't include the following toxins (in

> the purified form or in combinations of pure and impure forms) if the

> aggregate amount under the control of a principal investigator does

> not, at any time, exceed the amount specified:  100 mg of Abrin; 100

> mg of Conotoxins; 1,000 mg of Diacetoxyscirpenol; 100 mg of Ricin; 100

> mg of Saxitoxin; 100 mg of Shigalike ribosome inactivating proteins;

> or 100 mg of Tetrodotoxin.

>

> Hope this helps

>

> Thank you

>

> Minh Thomas

>

> Management and Program Analyst

>

> Select Agent Program

>

> CDC

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Rebecca Ryan [mailto:ryanr@BU.EDU]

> Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 3:59 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Ordering toxin question?

>

> Mark:

> I have several researchers working with toxins that fall under the

> quantity exemption so this was a question I posed to the CDC first

> week in February.   I received a similar answer as Charlie.  Ordering

> after Feb 7th when the rule goes into effect would not be an issue if

> you are below the quantities listed.

> Rebecca Ryan

> BU

> -----Original Message-----

>

> From: Charlie Fox [mailto:foxc@ADAF.ADMIN.UNT.EDU]

> Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 3:31 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Ordering toxin question?

>

>      Based on my conversation with the Select Agent Contractor at

>      CDC (they were hired to respond to SA questions); we do not

>      have to register and can buy materials below the amounts

>      listed in 42 CFR 73 without the EA101 form.  My reading of

>      the law also corresponds with the answer given me.

>      Charlie Fox

>      Charles E. Fox, MS

>

>      University of North Texas

>      Chemical Hygiene Officer

>      Environmental Manager

>      Risk Management & Environmental Services

>      940-565-4429 (voice)

>      940-565-4751 (alt. voice)

>      940-367-0252 (cell phone)

>      940-565-4919 (fax)

>      foxc@adaf.admin.unt.edu

>

>      >>> campbem@SLU.EDU Wednesday, February 19, 2003 >>>

>      I have a researcher here requesting to order 100ug of BoTox

>      for research

>      purposes.  I called CDC regarding this and they indicated

>      that if it was

>      below the 0.5mg limit (per individual) that they could order

>      this

>      without going through the EA101 process.  Is this correct?

>

>      Thanks,

>

>      Mark C.

>

>

>

>

>      --------------------------------------------

>      Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

>      Biological Safety Officer

>      Saint Louis University

>      1402 S. Grand Blvd.

>      Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

>      St. Louis, MO 63104

>      (314) 577-8608    Phone

>      (314) 268-5560    Fax

>      campbem@slu.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Feb 2003 14:29:38 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Error!

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

The due date for the application is on the CDC issued timeline available at

the CDC website.

-----Original Message-----

From: Stout, Christina [mailto:Christina.Stout@UMASSMED.EDU]

Sent: Friday, February 21, 2003 11:42 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Error!

Is this in writing any where so we have references????

-----Original Message-----

From: Brown, Virginia R [mailto:gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU]

Sent: Friday, February 21, 2003 8:59 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Error!

A very nice lady in the CDC Select Agent Program (Lorie? Laurie?) called me

to correct the

erroneous information I posted to the listserv on Wednesday. We DO have to

fill out the

application package and the entire package is due by March 12th! Somehow my

reading of

the time table led me to believe that only the names of the entity, the RO,

and the Alternate

RO were due by March 12th. I certainly apologize for any confusion I caused

to the group

with my posting on Wednesday. This whole thing is SO confusing!

Ginger Brown, CBSP

Env Health & Safety

TX A&M University

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Feb 2003 12:03:46 -0800

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: BL3 HEPA exhaust?

In-Reply-To:  <3E42EA51.1E40177F@nmsu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Katrina -

You are correct in that HEPA-filtered exhaust is not required for BL3

(as I like to point out to my construction people).  However, we do

have our BL3 labs HEPA-exhausted.  We are in the middle of a very

environmentally and socially conscious city, with a very active

citizenry. One of our BL3 suites houses animals and the HEPA filters

were required by compromise with the active citizens, and the other

is a TB lab that would be hard to defended against that active

citizenry! (Sometimes politics is more important than science.)

Call if you have questions.

Chris

>

>We are constructing a BL3 facility and as I understand it HEPA

>filtered exhaust is not required for a BL3 facility.   I'd like to

>know how many of the BL3 facilities have filtered exhaust and how

>many do not?

>

>We are also interested in knowing if there are any BL3 level

>biological organisms or procedures that require the exhaust air be

>HEPA filtered?

>

>Your input is greatly appreciated and has been very valuable in this

>new area for us.

>Thanks for your time and this list serve!

>Katrina Doolittle

>EH&S Director

--

******************************************************************************

      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:         Fri, 21 Feb 2003 16:01:27 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Boleza, Kim" <KBOLEZA@PARTNERS.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Ordering toxin question?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I have a PI that ordered 1mg of tetrodotoxin from Sigma. We had to complete a

"Declaration of Intended Use" form which required a brief description of what it

would be used for  and a guarantee that it would not be used illegally, as an

additive or psychotropic substance and that it would not be used in humans,

veterinary, cosmetic, medical or agricultural areas.

Kim Boleza

Biosafety Officer

Massachusetts General Hospital

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Mark Campbell [SMTP:campbem@SLU.EDU]

> Sent: Friday, February 21, 2003 12:19 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Ordering toxin question?

>

> Thanks Mark.  Just want to share my experience with everyone regarding my

> recent conversation with Sigma Chem. Co.  One of our investigators was unable

> to order a particular toxin from this company that was clearly below the

> exemption amount because the regulatory folks there were in the process of

> digesting the regs.  I called Sigma to speak with there regulatory personnel

> and was told we would need to file an EA101 form.  I politely notified this

> person that as of February 7, 2003, the DHHS has changed the regs in such a

> way that would allow us to order this toxin without going through the EA101

> process.  She was not very receptive and I even offered a phone number that

> this person could call to clarify.  Still got nothing but a bad attitude and

> no timeline regarding policy changes on their side . We have since located

> another vendor for the toxin.  Anyone had any similar experiences?  I would

> think that a large company like Sigma would have been more aware of the

> changes.

>

> Mark Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> Saint Louis University

>

> "Hemphill, Mark" wrote:

>

>       For Mark Hemphill:

>

>       Please keep in mind that this doesn't include the following toxins (in

> the purified form or in combinations of pure and impure forms) if the

> aggregate amount under the control of a principal investigator does not, at

> any time, exceed the amount specified:  100 mg of Abrin; 100 mg of Conotoxins;

> 1,000 mg of Diacetoxyscirpenol; 100 mg of Ricin; 100 mg of Saxitoxin; 100 mg

> of Shigalike ribosome inactivating proteins; or 100 mg of Tetrodotoxin.

>

>       Hope this helps

>

>       Thank you

>

>       Minh Thomas

>

>       Management and Program Analyst

>

>       Select Agent Program

>

>       CDC

>

>       -----Original Message-----

>       From: Rebecca Ryan [ <mailto:ryanr@BU.EDU>]

>       Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 3:59 PM

>       To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>       Subject: Re: Ordering toxin question?

>

>

>       Mark:

>

>       I have several researchers working with toxins that fall under the

> quantity exemption so this was a question I posed to the CDC first week in

> February.   I received a similar answer as Charlie.  Ordering after Feb 7th

> when the rule goes into effect would not be an issue if you are below the

> quantities listed.

>

>       Rebecca Ryan

>       BU

>

>

>       -----Original Message-----

>

>       From: Charlie Fox [ <mailto:foxc@ADAF.ADMIN.UNT.EDU>]

>       Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 3:31 PM

>       To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>       Subject: Re: Ordering toxin question?

>

>               Based on my conversation with the Select Agent Contractor at CDC

> (they were hired to respond to SA questions); we do not have to register and

> can buy materials below the amounts listed in 42 CFR 73 without the EA101

> form.  My reading of the law also corresponds with the answer given me.

>

>               Charlie Fox

>

>

>

>               Charles E. Fox, MS

>

>               University of North Texas

>               Chemical Hygiene Officer

>               Environmental Manager

>               Risk Management & Environmental Services

>               940-565-4429 (voice)

>               940-565-4751 (alt. voice)

>               940-367-0252 (cell phone)

>               940-565-4919 (fax)

>               foxc@adaf.admin.unt.edu <mailto:foxc@adaf.admin.unt.edu>

>

>               >>> campbem@SLU.EDU Wednesday, February 19, 2003 >>>

>               I have a researcher here requesting to order 100ug of BoTox for

> research

>               purposes.  I called CDC regarding this and they indicated that

> if it was

>               below the 0.5mg limit (per individual) that they could order

> this

>               without going through the EA101 process.  Is this correct?

>

>               Thanks,

>

>               Mark C.

>

>

>

>

>               --------------------------------------------

>               Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

>               Biological Safety Officer

>               Saint Louis University

>               1402 S. Grand Blvd.

>               Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

>               St. Louis, MO 63104

>               (314) 577-8608    Phone

>               (314) 268-5560    Fax

>               campbem@slu.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Feb 2003 15:22:23 -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: Ordering toxin question?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Hey Kim, that sounds familiar.  Sigma indicated they would do this for the

Tetrodotoxin, but they would'nt move on the Botulinum toxin.  Unfortunately, we

thought we had located a vendor for this agent but this is not the case as

things

turned out.  One other vendor we contacted for the B. toxin requested an EA101

form

also.  Go figure.  I'm glad its Friday!

Mark C.

"Boleza, Kim" wrote:

> I have a PI that ordered 1mg of tetrodotoxin from Sigma. We had to complete a

> "Declaration of Intended Use" form which required a brief description of what

it

> would be used for  and a guarantee that it would not be used illegally, as an

> additive or psychotropic substance and that it would not be used in humans,

> veterinary, cosmetic, medical or agricultural areas.

>

> Kim Boleza

> Biosafety Officer

> Massachusetts General Hospital

>

> > -----Original Message-----

> > From: Mark Campbell [SMTP:campbem@SLU.EDU]

> > Sent: Friday, February 21, 2003 12:19 PM

> > To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> > Subject:      Re: Ordering toxin question?

> >

> > Thanks Mark.  Just want to share my experience with everyone regarding my

> > recent conversation with Sigma Chem. Co.  One of our investigators was

unable

> > to order a particular toxin from this company that was clearly below the

> > exemption amount because the regulatory folks there were in the process of

> > digesting the regs.  I called Sigma to speak with there regulatory personnel

> > and was told we would need to file an EA101 form.  I politely notified this

> > person that as of February 7, 2003, the DHHS has changed the regs in such a

> > way that would allow us to order this toxin without going through the EA101

> > process.  She was not very receptive and I even offered a phone number that

> > this person could call to clarify.  Still got nothing but a bad attitude and

> > no timeline regarding policy changes on their side . We have since located

> > another vendor for the toxin.  Anyone had any similar experiences?  I would

> > think that a large company like Sigma would have been more aware of the

> > changes.

> >

> > Mark Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> > Saint Louis University

> >

> > "Hemphill, Mark" wrote:

> >

> >       For Mark Hemphill:

> >

> >       Please keep in mind that this doesn't include the following toxins (in

> > the purified form or in combinations of pure and impure forms) if the

> > aggregate amount under the control of a principal investigator does not, at

> > any time, exceed the amount specified:  100 mg of Abrin; 100 mg of

Conotoxins;

> > 1,000 mg of Diacetoxyscirpenol; 100 mg of Ricin; 100 mg of Saxitoxin; 100 mg

> > of Shigalike ribosome inactivating proteins; or 100 mg of Tetrodotoxin.

> >

> >       Hope this helps

> >

> >       Thank you

> >

> >       Minh Thomas

> >

> >       Management and Program Analyst

> >

> >       Select Agent Program

> >

> >       CDC

> >

> >       -----Original Message-----

> >       From: Rebecca Ryan [ <mailto:ryanr@BU.EDU>]

> >       Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 3:59 PM

> >       To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> >       Subject: Re: Ordering toxin question?

> >

> >

> >       Mark:

> >

> >       I have several researchers working with toxins that fall under the

> > quantity exemption so this was a question I posed to the CDC first week in

> > February.   I received a similar answer as Charlie.  Ordering after Feb 7th

> > when the rule goes into effect would not be an issue if you are below the

> > quantities listed.

> >

> >       Rebecca Ryan

> >       BU

> >

> >

> >       -----Original Message-----

> >

> >       From: Charlie Fox [ <mailto:foxc@ADAF.ADMIN.UNT.EDU>]

> >       Sent: Wednesday, February 19, 2003 3:31 PM

> >       To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> >       Subject: Re: Ordering toxin question?

> >

> >               Based on my conversation with the Select Agent Contractor at

CDC

> > (they were hired to respond to SA questions); we do not have to register and

> > can buy materials below the amounts listed in 42 CFR 73 without the EA101

> > form.  My reading of the law also corresponds with the answer given me.

> >

> >               Charlie Fox

> >

> >

> >

> >               Charles E. Fox, MS

> >

> >               University of North Texas

> >               Chemical Hygiene Officer

> >               Environmental Manager

> >               Risk Management & Environmental Services

> >               940-565-4429 (voice)

> >               940-565-4751 (alt. voice)

> >               940-367-0252 (cell phone)

> >               940-565-4919 (fax)

> >               foxc@adaf.admin.unt.edu <mailto:foxc@adaf.admin.unt.edu>

> >

> >               >>> campbem@SLU.EDU Wednesday, February 19, 2003 >>>

> >               I have a researcher here requesting to order 100ug of BoTox

for

> > research

> >               purposes.  I called CDC regarding this and they indicated that

> > if it was

> >               below the 0.5mg limit (per individual) that they could order

> > this

> >               without going through the EA101 process.  Is this correct?

> >

> >               Thanks,

> >

> >               Mark C.

> >

> >

> >

> >

> >               --------------------------------------------

> >               Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> >               Biological Safety Officer

> >               Saint Louis University

> >               1402 S. Grand Blvd.

> >               Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> >               St. Louis, MO 63104

> >               (314) 577-8608    Phone

> >               (314) 268-5560    Fax

> >               campbem@slu.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:         "Thompson, Larry" <ljthompson@TIFTON.UGA.EDU>

Subject:      New DOT regs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Dear Biosafety Listservers and Listservees,

Two questions on the use of the Biohazard Label for transporting =

Diagnostic Specimens.

The following pertains to Risk Group 2 or 3 Diagnostic Specimens.

As I read the regs, the outer container is required to be labeled =

"Diagnostic Specimen."    Is there a requirement for the outer container =

also to have the Biohazard Label?

Does OSHA or USPS require the PRIMARY container to have the Biohazard =

Label?  Again, this is for risk group 2 or 3 Diagnostic Specimens.

Thanks and TTFN,

Larry

Larry J. Thompson, DVM PhD DABVT CBSP

Clinical Toxicologist

University of Georgia-Veterinary Diagnostic Laboratory

43 Brighton Road, Tifton, GA  31793-3000

Phone 229-386-3340    Fax  229-386-7128 

NEW E-MAIL ADDRESS        LJThompson@tifton.uga.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Feb 2003 12:04:14 -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:      For Sale: Antaeus SSM-150

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

---------------------- Forwarded by Don Callihan/BALT/BDX on 02/24/2003

12:03 PM ---------------------------

Don Callihan

02/24/2003 11:59 AM

To:   listserv@mitvma.mit.edu

cc:

Subject:  For Sale: Antaeus SSM-150

Dear Biosafety Colleagues,

BD Diagnostic Systems in Sparks, Maryland is de-commissioning its Antaeus

SSM-150 system following the manufacturer's recently declared bankruptcy.

Please let us know if you would be interested in purchasing this system in

toto or in part.

Manufacturer:  The Antaeus Group

          www.redbag.com

Overview: The system processes biohazardous waste (infectious medical

          waste) at a rate of 75 lbs/hr, sterilizing and shredding the

          material until it is unrecognizable and safe to put into an

          ordinary dumpster.

Model:    SSM-150

Details:  The vendor's website has extensive information about the company

          and this model at www.redbag.com.  The equipment was operated for

          <1000 hrs and is in excellent condition. Digital photos of the

          system can be provided on request.

Offer:    The equipment is offered as-is.

Contact:  Tom Havekotte

          BD Director, Engineering, Safety & Environment

          email:  Tom_Havekotte@bd.com

Best regards,

Don Callihan, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

BD Diagnostic Systems

7 Loveton Circle MC924

Sparks, MD 21152-0999

410.773.6684

don_callihan@bd.com

**********************************************************************

This message is intended only for the designated recipient(s).  It may

contain confidential or proprietary information and may be subject to

the attorney-client privilege or other confidentiality protections.

If you are not a designated recipient, you may not review, use, copy

or distribute this message.  If you receive this in error, please

notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete this message.  Thank you.

***********************************************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Feb 2003 12:33:22 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Ira F. Salkin" <Irasalkin@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: For Sale: Antaeus SSM-150

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_111.2091b377.2b8bb162_boundary"

--part1_111.2091b377.2b8bb162_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Don:

Relative to your e-mail below I have several questions.  First, is BD

interested in replacing the Antaeus with any other alternative medical waste

treatment system?  Second, with regard to the latter, would BD be interested

in the services of a brilliant medical waste management consultant----ME?

Third, would BD be interested in donating the used system to a worthy,

low-income country - Armenia?  I am very serious about the latter.  A

colleague just returned from two weeks of medical waste investigations and

training for the Armenian government under contract to the USAID.  They

really need something like the Antaeus system.  Heck it could be a tax write

off for BD and some good publicity.  Any comments on any of these three

questions?

Ira

In a message dated 2/24/2003 12:09:21 PM Eastern Standard Time,

Don_Callihan@BD.COM writes:

> ---------------------- Forwarded by Don Callihan/BALT/BDX on 02/24/2003

> 12:03 PM ---------------------------

>

>

> Don Callihan

> 02/24/2003 11:59 AM

>

> To:   listserv@mitvma.mit.edu

> cc:

> Subject:  For Sale: Antaeus SSM-150

>

> Dear Biosafety Colleagues,

>

> BD Diagnostic Systems in Sparks, Maryland is de-commissioning its Antaeus

> SSM-150 system following the manufacturer's recently declared bankruptcy.

> Please let us know if you would be interested in purchasing this system in

> toto or in part.

>

> Manufacturer:  The Antaeus Group

>      www.redbag.com

>

> Overview: The system processes biohazardous waste (infectious medical

>      waste) at a rate of 75 lbs/hr, sterilizing and shredding the

>      material until it is unrecognizable and safe to put into an

>      ordinary dumpster.

>

> Model:   SSM-150

>

> Details:  The vendor's website has extensive information about the company

>      and this model at www.redbag.com.  The equipment was operated for

>      <1000 hrs and is in excellent condition. Digital photos of the

>      system can be provided on request.

>

> Offer:   The equipment is offered as-is.

>

>

> Contact:  Tom Havekotte

>      BD Director, Engineering, Safety &Environment

>      email:  Tom_Havekotte@bd.com

>

> Best regards,

> Don Callihan, Ph.D.

> Biosafety Officer

> BD Diagnostic Systems

> 7 Loveton Circle MC924

> Sparks, MD 21152-0999

> 410.773.6684

> don_callihan@bd.com

>

>

>

> **********************************************************************

> This message is intended only for the designated recipient(s).  It may

> contain confidential or proprietary information and may be subject to

> the attorney-client privilege or other confidentiality protections.

> If you are not a designated recipient, you may not review, use, copy

> or distribute this message.  If you receive this in error, please

> notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete this message.  Thank you.

>

> ***********************************************************************

--part1_111.2091b377.2b8bb162_boundary

Content-Type: text/html; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

                  =3D"Arial" LANG=3D"0">Don:

                  Relative to your e-mail below I have several questions.  

                  First, is BD i= nterested in replacing the Antaeus with any 

                  other alternative medical waste = treatment system?  Second, 

                  with regard to the latter, would BD be inter= ested in the 

                  services of a brilliant medical waste management 

                  consultant----= ME?  Third, would BD be interested in donating 

                  the used system to a wor= thy, low-income country - Armenia?  

                  I am very serious about the latter.=   A colleague just 

                  returned from two weeks of medical waste investigati= ons and 

                  training for the Armenian government under contract to the 

                  USAID.&nb= sp; They really need something like the Antaeus 

                  system.  Heck it could = be a tax write off for BD and some 

                  good publicity.  Any comments on any= of these three 

questions?

                  Ira

                  In a message dated 2/24/2003 12:09:21 PM Eastern Standard 

                  Time, Don_Callihan= @BD.COM writes:

                  : 5px; MARGIN-RIGHT: 0px; PADDING-LEFT: 

                  5px">---------------------- Forwarde= d by Don 

                  Callihan/BALT/BDX on 02/24/2003

                  12:03 PM ---------------------------

                  Don Callihan

                  02/24/2003 11:59 AM

                  To:   listserv@mitvma.mit.edu

                  cc:

                  Subject:  For Sale: Antaeus SSM-150

                  Dear Biosafety Colleagues,

                  > > R> toto or in part.

                  Manufacturer:  The Antaeus Group

                       www.redbag.com

                  Overview: The system processes biohazardous waste (infectious 

                  medical

                       waste) at a rate of 75 lbs/hr, sterilizing and shre= 

                  dding the

                       material until it is unrecognizable and safe to put= into 

                  an

                       ordinary dumpster.

                  Model:   SSM-150

                  Details:  The vendor's website has extensive information about 

                  the comp= any

                       and this model at www.redbag.com.  The equipme= nt was 

                  operated for

                       <1000 hrs and is in excellent condition. Digital= photos 

                  of the

                       system can be provided on request.

                  Offer:   The equipment is offered as-is.

                  Contact:  Tom Havekotte

                  R>      email:  Tom_Havekotte@bd.com

                  Best regards,

                  Don Callihan, Ph.D.

                  Biosafety Officer

                  BD Diagnostic Systems

                  7 Loveton Circle MC924

                  Sparks, MD 21152-0999

                  410.773.6684

                  don_callihan@bd.com

                  **********************************************************************

                  This message is intended only for the designated recipient(s). 

                   It may<= BR> contain confidential or proprietary information 

                  and may be subject to

                  the attorney-client privilege or other confidentiality 

                  protections.

                  If you are not a designated recipient, you may not review, 

                  use, copy

                  or distribute this message.  If you receive this in error, 

                  please

                  notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete this message.  

                  Thank you.<= BR> 

                  ***********************************************************************

--part1_111.2091b377.2b8bb162_boundary--

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Feb 2003 12:52:59 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: For Sale: Antaeus SSM-150

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2DC2D.91B39660"

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_01C2DC2D.91B39660

Content-Type: text/plain

I can't believe that either of these emails went on the public internet!

anything goes!

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Adjunct Assistant Professor of Microbiology & Immunology

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

714 West Lombard Street, Room 305

Baltimore, MD 21201-1084

mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu <mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu>

http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu <http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu/>

Phone (410) 706-7845

Fax (410) 706-1520

-----Original Message-----

From: Ira F. Salkin [mailto:Irasalkin@aol.com]

Sent: Monday, February 24, 2003 12:33 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: For Sale: Antaeus SSM-150

Don:

Relative to your e-mail below I have several questions.  First, is BD

interested in replacing the Antaeus with any other alternative medical waste

treatment system?  Second, with regard to the latter, would BD be interested

in the services of a brilliant medical waste management consultant----ME?

Third, would BD be interested in donating the used system to a worthy,

low-income country - Armenia?  I am very serious about the latter.  A

colleague just returned from two weeks of medical waste investigations and

training for the Armenian government under contract to the USAID.  They

really need something like the Antaeus system.  Heck it could be a tax write

off for BD and some good publicity.  Any comments on any of these three

questions?

Ira

In a message dated 2/24/2003 12:09:21 PM Eastern Standard Time,

Don_Callihan@BD.COM writes:

---------------------- Forwarded by Don Callihan/BALT/BDX on 02/24/2003

12:03 PM ---------------------------

Don Callihan

02/24/2003 11:59 AM

To:   listserv@mitvma.mit.edu

cc:

Subject:  For Sale: Antaeus SSM-150

Dear Biosafety Colleagues,

BD Diagnostic Systems in Sparks, Maryland is de-commissioning its Antaeus

SSM-150 system following the manufacturer's recently declared bankruptcy.

Please let us know if you would be interested in purchasing this system in

toto or in part.

Manufacturer:  The Antaeus Group

     www.redbag.com

Overview: The system processes biohazardous waste (infectious medical

     waste) at a rate of 75 lbs/hr, sterilizing and shredding the

     material until it is unrecognizable and safe to put into an

     ordinary dumpster.

Model:   SSM-150

Details:  The vendor's website has extensive information about the company

     and this model at www.redbag.com.  The equipment was operated for

     <1000 hrs and is in excellent condition. Digital photos of the

     system can be provided on request.

Offer:   The equipment is offered as-is.

Contact:  Tom Havekotte

     BD Director, Engineering, Safety &Environment

     email:  Tom_Havekotte@bd.com

Best regards,

Don Callihan, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

BD Diagnostic Systems

7 Loveton Circle MC924

Sparks, MD 21152-0999

410.773.6684

don_callihan@bd.com

**********************************************************************

This message is intended only for the designated recipient(s).  It may

contain confidential or proprietary information and may be subject to

the attorney-client privilege or other confidentiality protections.

If you are not a designated recipient, you may not review, use, copy

or distribute this message.  If you receive this in error, please

notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete this message.  Thank you.

***********************************************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Feb 2003 12:59:06 -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:      Re: For Sale: Antaeus SSM-150

In-Reply-To:  <111.2091b377.2b8bb162@aol.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_17135279==_.ALT"

--=====================_17135279==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At 12:33 PM 2/24/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Don:

>

>Relative to your e-mail below I have several questions. SNIP

>Don_Callihan@BD.COM

Please take this off-line by reponding directly to: Don_Callihan@BD.COM

Thanks,

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

--=====================_17135279==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

                  At 12:33 PM 2/24/2003 -0500, you wrote:

                    Don:

                    Relative to your e-mail below I have several questions. SNIP

                    Don_Callihan@BD.COM 

                  Please take this off-line by reponding directly to: 

                  Don_Callihan@BD.COM 

                  Thanks,

                  Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

                  Biosafty List Owner 

                  rfink@mit.edu

--=====================_17135279==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Feb 2003 14:49:47 -0600

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:      Non PRP prions and flow cytometers

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Good Afternoon Everyone,

I just got a call from a post doc, and her PI deals with non PRP prions in

Saccharomyces.  This post wants to have the yeast run on a  Beckman

Fac-Scan that doesn't have any aerosol arresting gear.  Up to this point

all cells are fixed before they're run on this flow, but you can't fix them

for this experiment.  If you could fix them would it matter?  I have to put

my two cents in on this matter, so any advice or literature references

either way would be appreciated.

Thanks,

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:         Mon, 24 Feb 2003 13:40:30 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Funk, Glenn" <funkg@MEDIMMUNE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Non PRP prions and flow cytometers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Terry -

By a non-PRP prion, do you mean a prion of Saccharomyces and not a human or

animal prion?  And does this prion show a distinctly different structure

that human cellular PRP?  If so, I doubt that any special treatment would be

necessary since the species boundaries are strong (except the bovine/human

boundary, which has apparently been breached in the case of nvCJD).  There's

a really big difference between yeasts and mammals.

-- Glenn

-----Original Message-----

From: Terry Lawrin [mailto:tlawrin@UIC.EDU]

Sent: Monday, February 24, 2003 12:50 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Non PRP prions and flow cytometers

Good Afternoon Everyone,

I just got a call from a post doc, and her PI deals with non PRP prions in

Saccharomyces.  This post wants to have the yeast run on a  Beckman

Fac-Scan that doesn't have any aerosol arresting gear.  Up to this point

all cells are fixed before they're run on this flow, but you can't fix them

for this experiment.  If you could fix them would it matter?  I have to put

my two cents in on this matter, so any advice or literature references

either way would be appreciated.

Thanks,

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:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 08:40:49 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rebecca Ryan <ryanr@BU.EDU>

Subject:      BL2+ and BL3 Labs and Shoe Covers Question-What Do you All Requir

              e at your Facility?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Good Morning Listservers:

I was hoping for a few responses on the issue of PPE-specifically Shoe Cover

Requirements in BL2+ and BL3 labs. Does anyone REQUIRE shoe covers in BL3 or

NOT?  What about when no work is being done?  Is it a requirement in

regulations for all BL3 work?

Here at BU we have 4 BL3 facilities, concentrated HIV experiments are

currently being done in 2.  Yesterday at our monthly IBC meeting, the last 5

minutes (which unfortunately I was not present since I was on my way to

another meeting) the Committee decided that shoe covers

are NOT required in BL3 labs when general maintenance, stocking is being

completed (BASED ON MY SAFETY REFERENCES I QUOTED BELOW).  This was to

accommodate a specific researcher that is doing BL2+ concentrated HIV work

in a specific 1 of the BL3 facilities, for general maintenance/stocking

entries when the room is completely empty of personnel and no work is being

done-note that his lab group is the only group using the facility and HIV is

the only material used.  This particular BL3 is a single Lab room with an

ante-room attached, versus an entire suite of labs, and the work was

designated BL2+ by the IBC.  They also say they mop the floor when work is

completed before exiting.

I don't think gloves and shoe covers are a particular hardship nor should we

as a committee be making accomodations for researchers.  I know when I

personally was doing HIV research in a BL3 facility a few years ago, we were

required to wear shoe covers and gloves just to enter and exit the facility

to drop off supplies etc-but I was not sure if that is a facility decision

or IBC designation based on each BL3 lab?  I feel the issue may need to be

re-addressed at the March meeting when I am present, but I wanted to know

what you all require at your facilities?

Thank you for any feedback!

Rebecca Ryan

Biosafety Officer

Boston University

RyanR@bu.edu

The Resources I quoted the IBC before the meeting are below, Also-Can any of

you suggest a better reference?

RESOURCES:

> #1 Prudent Practices

> #2 The Bloodborne Pathogen Standard

> #3 The OSHA 1910.132 PPE standard

> #4 OSHA 1910.136 Foot Protection for Occupational Exposures

>

>#1

> Prudent Practices in the Laboratory: p.132

> "Street shoes may not be appropriate in the laboratory...In many cases

> safety shoes are advisable. Shoe covers may be required for work with

> especially hazardous materials."

>

>#2

> Bloodborne Pathogen Standard:

> 1910.1030(d)(3)(xi)

> Gowns, Aprons, and Other Protective Body Clothing. Appropriate

> protective

> clothing such as, but not limited to, gowns, aprons, lab coats, clinic

> jackets, or similar outer garments shall be worn in occupational

> exposure

> situations. The type and characteristics will depend upon the task and

> degree of exposure anticipated.

> 1910.1030(d)(3)(xii)

> Surgical caps or hoods and/or shoe covers or boots shall be worn in

> instances when gross contamination can reasonably be anticipated (e.g.,

> autopsies, orthopaedic surgery).

>#3

> OSHA 1910.132 PPE Standard:

> 1910.132(a)

> Application. Protective equipment, including personal protective

> equipment for eyes, face, head, and extremities, protective clothing,

respiratory

> devices, and protective shields and barriers, shall be provided, used,

> and maintained in a sanitary and reliable condition wherever it is

> necessary by reason of hazards of processes or environment, chemical

hazards,

> radiological hazards, or mechanical irritants encountered in a manner

> capable of causing injury or impairment in the function of any part of

> the body through absorption, inhalation or physical contact.

>

> 1910.132(d)

> Hazard assessment and equipment selection.

> 1910.132(d)(1)

> The employer shall assess the workplace to determine if hazards are

> present, or are likely to be present, which necessitate the use of

personal

> protective equipment (PPE). If such hazards are present, or likely to

> be present, the employer shall:

>> 1910.132(d)(1)(i)

> Select, and have each affected employee use, the types of PPE that will

> protect the affected employee from the hazards identified in the hazard

> assessment;

>> 1910.132(d)(1)(ii)

> Communicate selection decisions to each affected employee; and,

>> 1910.132(d)(1)(iii)

> Select PPE that properly fits each affected employee. Note:

> Non-mandatory Appendix B contains an example of procedures that would

comply with the

> requirement for a hazard assessment.

>

>#4

> Occupational foot protection. - 1910.136

> 1910.136(a)

>> General requirements. The employer shall ensure that each affected

> employee uses protective footwear when working in areas where there is a

danger

> of foot injuries due to falling or rolling objects, or objects piercing

> the sole, and where such employee's feet are exposed to electrical

hazards.

>> 1910.136(b)

>> Criteria for protective footwear.

>> 1910.136(b)(1)

>> Protective footwear purchased after July 5, 1994 shall comply with ANSI

> Z41-1991, "American National Standard for Personal

> Protection-Protective

> Footwear," which is incorporated by reference as specified in Sec.

> 1910.6,

> or shall be demonstrated by the employer to be equally effective.

>> 1910.136(b)(2)

>> Protective footwear purchased before July 5, 1994 shall comply with

> the ANSI standard "USA Standard for Men's Safety-Toe Footwear,"

Z41.1-1967,

> which is incorporated by reference as specified in Sec. 1910.6, or shall

be

> demonstrated by the employer to be equally effective.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 09:25:35 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BL2+ and BL3 Labs and Shoe Covers Question-What Do you All

              Requir e at your Facility?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Rebecca, the source at CDC, the BMBL, is the one that is most descriptive of

various BL Level requirements. It is at

http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bmbl4/bmbl4toc.htm

The guidelines do not specifically require "booties", except in areas where

gross contamination may exist, as I read them. In our BL 3 labs, however, we

require their use, as we do not want the risk of tracking out the organisms.

Mike Durham

LSU

----- Original Message -----

From: "Rebecca Ryan" <ryanr@BU.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 7:40 AM

Subject: BL2+ and BL3 Labs and Shoe Covers Question-What Do you All Requir e

at your Facility?

> Good Morning Listservers:

>

> I was hoping for a few responses on the issue of PPE-specifically Shoe

Cover

> Requirements in BL2+ and BL3 labs. Does anyone REQUIRE shoe covers in BL3

or

> NOT?  What about when no work is being done?  Is it a requirement in

> regulations for all BL3 work?

>

>

>

>

> Here at BU we have 4 BL3 facilities, concentrated HIV experiments are

> currently being done in 2.  Yesterday at our monthly IBC meeting, the last

5

> minutes (which unfortunately I was not present since I was on my way to

> another meeting) the Committee decided that shoe covers

> are NOT required in BL3 labs when general maintenance, stocking is being

> completed (BASED ON MY SAFETY REFERENCES I QUOTED BELOW).  This was to

> accommodate a specific researcher that is doing BL2+ concentrated HIV work

> in a specific 1 of the BL3 facilities, for general maintenance/stocking

> entries when the room is completely empty of personnel and no work is

being

> done-note that his lab group is the only group using the facility and HIV

is

> the only material used.  This particular BL3 is a single Lab room with an

> ante-room attached, versus an entire suite of labs, and the work was

> designated BL2+ by the IBC.  They also say they mop the floor when work is

> completed before exiting.

>

> I don't think gloves and shoe covers are a particular hardship nor should

we

> as a committee be making accomodations for researchers.  I know when I

> personally was doing HIV research in a BL3 facility a few years ago, we

were

> required to wear shoe covers and gloves just to enter and exit the

facility

> to drop off supplies etc-but I was not sure if that is a facility decision

> or IBC designation based on each BL3 lab?  I feel the issue may need to be

> re-addressed at the March meeting when I am present, but I wanted to know

> what you all require at your facilities?

>

> Thank you for any feedback!

> Rebecca Ryan

> Biosafety Officer

> Boston University

> RyanR@bu.edu

>

>

>

> The Resources I quoted the IBC before the meeting are below, Also-Can any

of

> you suggest a better reference?

>

> RESOURCES:

> > #1 Prudent Practices

> > #2 The Bloodborne Pathogen Standard

> > #3 The OSHA 1910.132 PPE standard

> > #4 OSHA 1910.136 Foot Protection for Occupational Exposures

> >

> >#1

> > Prudent Practices in the Laboratory: p.132

> > "Street shoes may not be appropriate in the laboratory...In many cases

> > safety shoes are advisable. Shoe covers may be required for work with

> > especially hazardous materials."

> >

> >#2

> > Bloodborne Pathogen Standard:

> > 1910.1030(d)(3)(xi)

> > Gowns, Aprons, and Other Protective Body Clothing. Appropriate

> > protective

> > clothing such as, but not limited to, gowns, aprons, lab coats, clinic

> > jackets, or similar outer garments shall be worn in occupational

> > exposure

> > situations. The type and characteristics will depend upon the task and

> > degree of exposure anticipated.

> > 1910.1030(d)(3)(xii)

> > Surgical caps or hoods and/or shoe covers or boots shall be worn in

> > instances when gross contamination can reasonably be anticipated (e.g.,

> > autopsies, orthopaedic surgery).

>

> >#3

> > OSHA 1910.132 PPE Standard:

> > 1910.132(a)

> > Application. Protective equipment, including personal protective

> > equipment for eyes, face, head, and extremities, protective clothing,

> respiratory

> > devices, and protective shields and barriers, shall be provided, used,

> > and maintained in a sanitary and reliable condition wherever it is

> > necessary by reason of hazards of processes or environment, chemical

> hazards,

> > radiological hazards, or mechanical irritants encountered in a manner

> > capable of causing injury or impairment in the function of any part of

> > the body through absorption, inhalation or physical contact.

> >

> > 1910.132(d)

> > Hazard assessment and equipment selection.

> > 1910.132(d)(1)

> > The employer shall assess the workplace to determine if hazards are

> > present, or are likely to be present, which necessitate the use of

> personal

> > protective equipment (PPE). If such hazards are present, or likely to

> > be present, the employer shall:

> >> 1910.132(d)(1)(i)

> > Select, and have each affected employee use, the types of PPE that will

> > protect the affected employee from the hazards identified in the hazard

> > assessment;

> >> 1910.132(d)(1)(ii)

> > Communicate selection decisions to each affected employee; and,

> >> 1910.132(d)(1)(iii)

> > Select PPE that properly fits each affected employee. Note:

> > Non-mandatory Appendix B contains an example of procedures that would

> comply with the

> > requirement for a hazard assessment.

> >

> >#4

> > Occupational foot protection. - 1910.136

> > 1910.136(a)

> >> General requirements. The employer shall ensure that each affected

> > employee uses protective footwear when working in areas where there is a

> danger

> > of foot injuries due to falling or rolling objects, or objects piercing

> > the sole, and where such employee's feet are exposed to electrical

> hazards.

> >> 1910.136(b)

> >> Criteria for protective footwear.

> >> 1910.136(b)(1)

> >> Protective footwear purchased after July 5, 1994 shall comply with ANSI

> > Z41-1991, "American National Standard for Personal

> > Protection-Protective

> > Footwear," which is incorporated by reference as specified in Sec.

> > 1910.6,

> > or shall be demonstrated by the employer to be equally effective.

> >> 1910.136(b)(2)

> >> Protective footwear purchased before July 5, 1994 shall comply with

> > the ANSI standard "USA Standard for Men's Safety-Toe Footwear,"

> Z41.1-1967,

> > which is incorporated by reference as specified in Sec. 1910.6, or shall

> be

> > demonstrated by the employer to be equally effective.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 10:22:38 -0600

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:      SA Application Form

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2DDB3.47342780"

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_01C2DDB3.47342780

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Hello Biosafety Folks,

Has anyone created a wordprocessor-friendly select agent registration form

that they'd be willing to share? I expect many others who are in the midst

of the registration process would also appreciate your generosity.

Thanks,

Jan

//

Jan Klein

UW - Madison

Office of Biological Safety

jklein@fpm.wisc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 09:29:10 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Cliff Bond <cbond@MONTANA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA Application Form

In-Reply-To:  <85DD09F31993D41190D700508BDC7BE702F3C833@pellig.fpm.wisc.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_000B_01C2DD79.84510A00"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_000B_01C2DD79.84510A00

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Jan,

I'm working on it in Microsoft Word.

Cliff Bond

Clifford W. Bond, Professor

Department of Microbiology

Montana State University

Bozeman, MT 59717-3520

Telephone: (406) 994-4130

TeleFAX: (406) 994-4926 

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On =

Behalf

Of KLEIN, Jan

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 9:23 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SA Application Form

Hello Biosafety Folks, 

Has anyone created a wordprocessor-friendly select agent registration =

form

that they'd be willing to share? I expect many others who are in the =

midst

of the registration process would also appreciate your generosity.

Thanks, 

Jan 

// 

Jan Klein 

UW - Madison 

Office of Biological Safety 

jklein@fpm.wisc.edu 

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 10:47:18 -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: SA Application Form

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary=------------ACCCFD2B41908C4FF51A3DAA

--------------ACCCFD2B41908C4FF51A3DAA

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi Cliff,

I'd like to get a copy of that also, if you don't mind.

Thanks,

Mark Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Biosafety Officer

Saint Louis University

Cliff Bond wrote:

> Jan,I'm working on it in Microsoft Word.Cliff Bond

>

> Clifford W. Bond, Professor

> Department of Microbiology

> Montana State University

> Bozeman, MT 59717-3520

> Telephone: (406) 994-4130

> TeleFAX: (406) 994-4926

>

>      -----Original Message-----

>      From: A Biosafety Discussion List

>      [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On Behalf Of KLEIN, Jan

>      Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 9:23 AM

>      To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>      Subject: SA Application Form

>

>      Hello Biosafety Folks,

>

>      Has anyone created a wordprocessor-friendly select agent

>      registration form that they'd be willing to share? I expect

>      many others who are in the midst of the registration process

>      would also appreciate your generosity.

>

>      Thanks,

>      Jan

>      //

>      Jan Klein

>      UW - Madison

>      Office of Biological Safety

>      jklein@fpm.wisc.edu

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 11:52:24 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Daryl Rowe <drowe@ESD.UGA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA Application Form

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2DDB7.6FA884AE"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2DDB7.6FA884AE

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I also would like to receive a copy of the Microsoft Word Application.  =

By the way are you related to Clifford Bond who used to be at University =

of Minnesota?  Thanks and have a biologically safe day 

Daryl E. Rowe, DrPH 

Office of Biosafety 

Environmental Safety Division 

(706) 542-0112 

-----Original Message-----

From: Cliff Bond [mailto:cbond@MONTANA.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 11:29 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA Application Form

Jan,

I'm working on it in Microsoft Word.

Cliff Bond

Clifford W. Bond, Professor

Department of Microbiology

Montana State University

Bozeman, MT 59717-3520

Telephone: (406) 994-4130

TeleFAX: (406) 994-4926 

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On =

Behalf Of KLEIN, Jan

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 9:23 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SA Application Form

Hello Biosafety Folks, 

Has anyone created a wordprocessor-friendly select agent registration =

form that they'd be willing to share? I expect many others who are in =

the midst of the registration process would also appreciate your =

generosity.

Thanks, 

Jan 

// 

Jan Klein 

UW - Madison 

Office of Biological Safety 

jklein@fpm.wisc.edu 

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 10:54:49 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         William Coates <wcoates@HR.UMSMED.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA Application Form

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_B4EBDB4F.3D5CB5A1"

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.

--=_B4EBDB4F.3D5CB5A1

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I'd like to have a copy also.  Certainly save a lot of effort.

William E. Coates, SM(NRM), CBSP, CHSP

Biological/Chemical Safety Officer

(601) 984-1981

(601) 984-1988 fax

>>> drowe@ESD.UGA.EDU 02/26/03 10:52AM >>>

I also would like to receive a copy of the Microsoft Word Application.  By =

the way are you related to Clifford Bond who used to be at University of =

Minnesota?  Thanks and have a biologically safe day 

Daryl E. Rowe, DrPH 

Office of Biosafety 

Environmental Safety Division 

(706) 542-0112 

-----Original Message-----

From: Cliff Bond [mailto:cbond@MONTANA.EDU] 

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 11:29 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Re: SA Application Form

Jan,

I'm working on it in Microsoft Word.

Cliff Bond

Clifford W. Bond, Professor

Department of Microbiology

Montana State University

Bozeman, MT 59717-3520

Telephone: (406) 994-4130

TeleFAX: (406) 994-4926 

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On =

Behalf Of KLEIN, Jan

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 9:23 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: SA Application Form

Hello Biosafety Folks, 

Has anyone created a wordprocessor-friendly select agent registration form =

that they'd be willing to share? I expect many others who are in the midst =

of the registration process would also appreciate your generosity.

Thanks, 

Jan 

// 

Jan Klein 

UW - Madison 

Office of Biological Safety 

jklein@fpm.wisc.edu 

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 12:45:51 -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: SA Application Form

In-Reply-To:  <85DD09F31993D41190D700508BDC7BE702F3C833@pellig.fpm.wisc.e du>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_17971625==_.ALT"

--=====================_17971625==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Try http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/forms.htm 4th row down.

Andy

At 10:22 AM 2/26/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Hello Biosafety Folks,

>

>Has anyone created a wordprocessor-friendly select agent registration form

>that they'd be willing to share? I expect many others who are in the midst

>of the registration process would also appreciate your generosity.

>

>Thanks,

>Jan

>//

>Jan Klein

>UW - Madison

>Office of Biological Safety

>jklein@fpm.wisc.edu

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------

--=====================_17971625==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

                  Try http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/forms.htm 4th row 

                  down.

                  Andy

                  At 10:22 AM 2/26/2003 -0600, you wrote:

                    Hello Biosafety Folks, 

                    Has anyone created a wordprocessor-friendly select agent 

                    registration form that they'd be willing to share? I expect 

                    many others who are in the midst of the registration process 

                    would also appreciate your generosity.

                    Thanks, 

                    Jan 

                    // 

                    Jan Klein 

                    UW - Madison 

                    Office of Biological Safety 

                    jklein@fpm.wisc.edu 

                  ---------------------------------------

                  Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

                  Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

                  25 Shattuck Street

                  Boston, MA 02115

                  617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

                  ---------------------------------------

--=====================_17971625==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 11:02:18 -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: SA Application Form

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0024_01C2DD86.87374E20"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0024_01C2DD86.87374E20

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

MessageCliff, 

Please send me a copy or post on the website. Section 4B is especially =

tight for adequate space to write in the individuals who must have =

"access" to the labs. Much thanks for your effort.

Regards,

Mark J. Grushka, M.S., CSP

Biosafety Officer

University of Arizona

520-621-5279

mgrushka@u.arizona.edu

  ----- Original Message ----- 

  From: Cliff Bond 

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

  Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 9:29 AM

  Subject: Re: SA Application Form

  Jan,

  I'm working on it in Microsoft Word.

  Cliff Bond

  Clifford W. Bond, Professor

  Department of Microbiology

  Montana State University

  Bozeman, MT 59717-3520

  Telephone: (406) 994-4130

  TeleFAX: (406) 994-4926 

    -----Original Message-----

    From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] =

On Behalf Of KLEIN, Jan

    Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 9:23 AM

    To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

    Subject: SA Application Form

    Hello Biosafety Folks, 

    Has anyone created a wordprocessor-friendly select agent =

registration form that they'd be willing to share? I expect many others =

who are in the midst of the registration process would also appreciate =

your generosity.

    Thanks, 

    Jan 

    // 

    Jan Klein 

    UW - Madison 

    Office of Biological Safety 

    jklein@fpm.wisc.edu 

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 13:12:24 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA Application Form

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2DDC2.9CD4A250"

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_01C2DDC2.9CD4A250

Content-Type: text/plain

getting there but not the same

-----Original Message-----

From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 12:46 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA Application Form

Try http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/forms.htm

<http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/forms.htm>  4th row down.

Andy

At 10:22 AM 2/26/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hello Biosafety Folks,

Has anyone created a wordprocessor-friendly select agent registration form

that they'd be willing to share? I expect many others who are in the midst

of the registration process would also appreciate your generosity.

Thanks,

Jan

//

Jan Klein

UW - Madison

Office of Biological Safety

jklein@fpm.wisc.edu

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 13:32:20 -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: SA Application Form

In-Reply-To:  <3E5CEF96.2CC59185@slu.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/related;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0021_01C2DD9B.7FB0D580"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0021_01C2DD9B.7FB0D580

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----=_NextPart_001_0022_01C2DD9B.7FB3E2C0"

------=_NextPart_001_0022_01C2DD9B.7FB3E2C0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Me too!!

Thanks

Jairo

Jairo Betancourt, RBP

Laboratory Safety Specialist

(305) 243-3400 Fax : (305) 243-3272

E-mail: jairob@miami.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Mark Campbell

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 11:47 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA Application Form

Hi Cliff,

I'd like to get a copy of that also, if you don't mind.

Thanks,

Mark Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Biosafety Officer

Saint Louis University

Cliff Bond wrote:

Jan,I'm working on it in Microsoft Word.Cliff Bond

Clifford W. Bond, Professor

Department of Microbiology

Montana State University

Bozeman, MT 59717-3520

Telephone: (406) 994-4130

TeleFAX: (406) 994-4926

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of KLEIN, Jan

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 9:23 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SA Application Form

Hello Biosafety Folks,

Has anyone created a wordprocessor-friendly select agent registration

form that they'd be willing to share? I expect many others who are in

the midst of the registration process would also appreciate your

generosity.

Thanks,

Jan

//

Jan Klein

UW - Madison

Office of Biological Safety

jklein@fpm.wisc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 10:43:08 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Cyndi Jones <jonescy@OHSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA Application Form

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

Thanks Cliff,

It looks like numerous people are interested in your work, myself =

included.  Would you be willing to post it to the listserve or on a =

website?

Thanks!

Cyndi Jones

OHSU WC EH&RS Manager

505 NW 185th Ave

Beaverton, OR 97006

(503) 748-1226

>>> cbond@MONTANA.EDU 02/26/03 08:29AM >>>

Jan,

I'm working on it in Microsoft Word.

Cliff Bond

Clifford W. Bond, Professor

Department of Microbiology

Montana State University

Bozeman, MT 59717-3520

Telephone: (406) 994-4130

TeleFAX: (406) 994-4926 

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On =

Behalf

Of KLEIN, Jan

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 9:23 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: SA Application Form

Hello Biosafety Folks, 

Has anyone created a wordprocessor-friendly select agent registration form

that they'd be willing to share? I expect many others who are in the midst

of the registration process would also appreciate your generosity.

Thanks, 

Jan 

// 

Jan Klein 

UW - Madison 

Office of Biological Safety 

jklein@fpm.wisc.edu 

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 13:37:34 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cagle, Donald W" <cagled@BATTELLE.ORG>

Subject:      Re: SA Application Form

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_000_01C2DDC6.20D22020"

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_01C2DDC6.20D22020

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2DDC6.20D22020"

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2DDC6.20D22020

Content-Type: text/plain

New to the site - We have put forms into MS Word and  I have attached these

to this message to the listserv -- but am unsure if they are they usable by

others this way.  Please let me know.  Tks,

Don Cagle, CIH

Manager, Environment, Safety, and Health

Battelle Memorial Institute

505 King Ave

Columbus, OH 43201

614-424-5917

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 1:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA Application Form

getting there but not the same

-----Original Message-----

From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 12:46 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA Application Form

Try http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/forms.htm

<http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/forms.htm>  4th row down.

Andy

At 10:22 AM 2/26/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hello Biosafety Folks,

Has anyone created a wordprocessor-friendly select agent registration form

that they'd be willing to share? I expect many others who are in the midst

of the registration process would also appreciate your generosity.

Thanks,

Jan

//

Jan Klein

UW - Madison

Office of Biological Safety

jklein@fpm.wisc.edu

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 11:23:47 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gergis, Nasr" <NGergis@COH.ORG>

Subject:      Re: SA Application Form

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2DDCC.5397B1F4"

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_01C2DDCC.5397B1F4

Content-Type: text/plain;

 charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I would like to have a copy. Thanks,

Nasr Gergis, PhD, DVM

Interim Director-Biosafety & Safety Officer

Occupational Safety & Health

E-mal: ngergis@coh.org <mailto:ngergis@coh.org>

-----Original Message-----

From: William Coates [mailto:wcoates@HR.UMSMED.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 8:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA Application Form

I'd like to have a copy also.  Certainly save a lot of effort.

William E. Coates, SM(NRM), CBSP, CHSP

Biological/Chemical Safety Officer

(601) 984-1981

(601) 984-1988 fax

>>> drowe@ESD.UGA.EDU 02/26/03 10:52AM >>>

I also would like to receive a copy of the Microsoft Word Application.

By

the way are you related to Clifford Bond who used to be at University of

Minnesota?  Thanks and have a biologically safe day

Daryl E. Rowe, DrPH

Office of Biosafety

Environmental Safety Division

(706) 542-0112

-----Original Message-----

From: Cliff Bond [mailto:cbond@MONTANA.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 11:29 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA Application Form

Jan,

I'm working on it in Microsoft Word.

Cliff Bond

Clifford W. Bond, Professor

Department of Microbiology

Montana State University

Bozeman, MT 59717-3520

Telephone: (406) 994-4130

TeleFAX: (406) 994-4926

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf

Of KLEIN, Jan

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 9:23 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SA Application Form

Hello Biosafety Folks,

Has anyone created a wordprocessor-friendly select agent registration

form

that they'd be willing to share? I expect many others who are in the

midst

of the registration process would also appreciate your generosity.

Thanks,

Jan

//

Jan Klein

UW - Madison

Office of Biological Safety

jklein@fpm.wisc.edu

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

This message and any attachments are intended solely for the use of the

individual or entity they are addressed.  This communication may contain

information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure

under applicable law.  If the reader of this communication is not the

intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering

the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any

dissemination, distribution or copying of the communication is strictly

prohibited.  If you received the communication in error, please notify

us immediately by replying to this message and then deleting the message

and any accompanying files from your system.  CONFIDENTIAL

 =============================================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 14:52:15 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA Application Form

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2DDD0.8FF0BC50"

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_01C2DDD0.8FF0BC50

Content-Type: text/plain

nice job...all people need to do is slip your docs into a doc copy of the

pdf and the whole package is done.

-----Original Message-----

From: Cagle, Donald W [mailto:cagled@BATTELLE.ORG]

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 01:38 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA Application Form

New to the site - We have put forms into MS Word and  I have attached these

to this message to the listserv -- but am unsure if they are they usable by

others this way.  Please let me know.  Tks,

Don Cagle, CIH

Manager, Environment, Safety, and Health

Battelle Memorial Institute

505 King Ave

Columbus, OH 43201

614-424-5917

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 1:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA Application Form

getting there but not the same

-----Original Message-----

From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 12:46 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA Application Form

Try http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/forms.htm

<http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/forms.htm>  4th row down.

Andy

At 10:22 AM 2/26/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hello Biosafety Folks,

Has anyone created a wordprocessor-friendly select agent registration form

that they'd be willing to share? I expect many others who are in the midst

of the registration process would also appreciate your generosity.

Thanks,

Jan

//

Jan Klein

UW - Madison

Office of Biological Safety

jklein@fpm.wisc.edu

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 14:20:12 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA Application Form

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0387_01C2DDA2.2CE571B0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0387_01C2DDA2.2CE571B0

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

MessageDon, good job. Looks like the file SA 1st pg.doc is Form 5 and =

5A, so the title is somewhat misleading. Do you have the 1st page also?

Mike Durham

LSU

  ----- Original Message ----- 

  From: Gilpin, Richard 

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

  Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 1:52 PM

  Subject: Re: SA Application Form

  nice job...all people need to do is slip your docs into a doc copy of =

the pdf and the whole package is done.

    -----Original Message-----

    From: Cagle, Donald W [mailto:cagled@BATTELLE.ORG] 

    Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 01:38 PM

    To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

    Subject: Re: SA Application Form

    New to the site - We have put forms into MS Word and  I have =

attached these to this message to the listserv -- but am unsure if they =

are they usable by others this way.  Please let me know.  Tks,

    Don Cagle, CIH

    Manager, Environment, Safety, and Health

    Battelle Memorial Institute

    505 King Ave

    Columbus, OH 43201

    614-424-5917

      -----Original Message-----

      From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU] 

      Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 1:12 PM

      To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

      Subject: Re: SA Application Form

      getting there but not the same

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU] 

        Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 12:46 PM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Re: SA Application Form

        Try http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/forms.htm 4th row down.

        Andy

        At 10:22 AM 2/26/2003 -0600, you wrote:

          Hello Biosafety Folks, 

          Has anyone created a wordprocessor-friendly select agent =

registration form that they'd be willing to share? I expect many others =

who are in the midst of the registration process would also appreciate =

your generosity.

          Thanks, 

          Jan 

          // 

          Jan Klein 

          UW - Madison 

          Office of Biological Safety 

          jklein@fpm.wisc.edu 

        ---------------------------------------

        Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

        Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

        25 Shattuck Street

        Boston, MA 02115

        617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

        ---------------------------------------

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 16:10:08 -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:      OSHA TB Standard

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

This may not be the best forum to ask this question, but anyway, here goes:

My boss showed me an article in the January 2003 issue of Hospital Employee

Health where APIC claims to have helped kill the OSHA TB Standard.  So

anyway, if so, has anyone heard what guidelines we will follow?  I'm asking

specifically with reference to N95 respirators and fit testing, since I do

fit testing for our clinical personnel.  Again, this is with relation to

healthcare related exposure to TB.   Anyone heard?

Thanks,

Rick Scott

Biological Safety Officer

Biological Safety Cabinet Field Certifier

East Carolina University

Greenville, NC

27858

scottwi@mail.ecu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 16:26:16 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Maureen Kotlas <mkotlas@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: OSHA TB Standard

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

OSHA's standard 1910.139 is for Respiratory Protection for M. tuberculosis.

Maureen M. Kotlas, CSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Stony Brook University

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, New York 11794-6200

(631) 632-6410

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 13:37:47 -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:      Disposal of exempt quantities of toxins

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Dear all,

What needs to be done to dispose of exempt quantities of toxins? Since =

it is an exempt quantity it does not have to be registered. Do they need =

to be destroyed on onsite or can it be disposed of via hazardous waste =

contractor where it would ultimately be incinerated? 

If it is to be deactivated onsite what procedures would be used for =

ricin, tetrodotoxin, conotoxin, etc. 

Please advise. Thanks in advance.

Mimi

---------------------------------------------

Mimi C. Ton

Safety Engineer/ Institute Biosafety Officer

California Institute of Technology

Environment, Health & Safety Office

M/C 25-6

1200 E. California Boulevard

Pasadena, CA 91125

Phone: 626.395.2430

Fax: 626.577.6028

E-mail: mimi.ton@caltech.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 16:51:24 -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: OSHA TB Standard

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Please correct me if I'm wrong here-  When 1910.134 was passed, they

excluded TB from this, and renamed the old respiratory standard 1910.139,

and asked us to follow that until the new TB rule was established.  So now

that that rule is not going to happen, I figured they'd give us some new

direction.  ?

Rick Scott

Biological Safety Officer

Biological Safety Cabinet Field Certifier

East Carolina University

Greenville, NC

27858

scottwi@mail.ecu.edu

> ----------

> From:         Maureen Kotlas

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, February 27, 2003 5:26 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: OSHA TB Standard

>

> OSHA's standard 1910.139 is for Respiratory Protection for M.

> tuberculosis.

>

>

> Maureen M. Kotlas, CSP

> Director, Environmental Health and Safety

> Stony Brook University

> 110 Suffolk Hall

> Stony Brook, New York 11794-6200

> (631) 632-6410

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 17:01:00 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Margaret Rakas <mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU>

Subject:      Water Baths

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_16497824.25452853"

--=_16497824.25452853

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hello,

We have a researcher here who would like to use a safer, maybe even

more eco-friendly product than sodium azide to keep a water bath in

constant use at room temperature from accumulating all manner of unknown

microorganisms from the air.  What sort of product (solution) would you

sanction to kill the bacteria, fungi, algae etc that grow in there?

Something that would be OK for drain disposal would be just the

thing...

Many thanks

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 14:01:45 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Zuckerman, Mark" <Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM>

Subject:      Re: SA Application Form

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2DDE2.A6C5C365"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2DDE2.A6C5C365

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Will you have Section 1, 2 and 3 available as well?

Mark Zuckerman 

Environmental, Health & Safety Director 

Maxygen 

515 Galveston Drive 

Redwood City, CA 94063 

(650)298-5854 

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com 

-----Original Message-----

From: Cagle, Donald W [mailto:cagled@BATTELLE.ORG]

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 10:38 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA Application Form

New to the site - We have put forms into MS Word and  I have attached =

these to this message to the listserv -- but am unsure if they are they =

usable by others this way.  Please let me know.  Tks,

Don Cagle, CIH

Manager, Environment, Safety, and Health

Battelle Memorial Institute

505 King Ave

Columbus, OH 43201

614-424-5917

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU] 

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 1:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA Application Form

getting there but not the same

-----Original Message-----

From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU] 

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 12:46 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA Application Form

Try http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/forms.htm 4th row down.

Andy

At 10:22 AM 2/26/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hello Biosafety Folks, 

Has anyone created a wordprocessor-friendly select agent registration =

form that they'd be willing to share? I expect many others who are in =

the midst of the registration process would also appreciate your =

generosity.

Thanks, 

Jan 

// 

Jan Klein 

UW - Madison 

Office of Biological Safety 

jklein@fpm.wisc.edu 

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

--------------------------------------- 

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 16:11:49 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of exempt quantities of toxins

In-Reply-To:  <1FD3ED4E9281D1449572DB85B71CF42F03D84C@SCRIPTOR.business.c

              altech.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=====================_1307495265==_"

--=====================_1307495265==_

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Mimi,

I found the attached doc very useful for the inactivation of various select

agent toxins.

For labs with exempt levels of toxin we will have them deactivate any

remaining toxin when they no longer need it. At our institute even for

exempt levels we are requiring labs to be registered with our office, and

keep inventories to the point of disposal. If they are capable of

deactivating an agent in the lab it will be their responsibility (in most

cases this will be autoclaving or trivial chemical deactivation). If for

some reason this is not possible we will take charge of the disposal.

Kath

At 01:37 PM 2/26/2003 -0800, you wrote:

>Dear all,

>

>What needs to be done to dispose of exempt quantities of toxins? Since it

>is an exempt quantity it does not have to be registered. Do they need to

>be destroyed on onsite or can it be disposed of via hazardous waste

>contractor where it would ultimately be incinerated?

>If it is to be deactivated onsite what procedures would be used for ricin,

>tetrodotoxin, conotoxin, etc.

>

>Please advise. Thanks in advance.

>

>Mimi

>

>---------------------------------------------

>Mimi C. Ton

>Safety Engineer/ Institute Biosafety Officer

>California Institute of Technology

>Environment, Health & Safety Office

>M/C 25-6

>1200 E. California Boulevard

>Pasadena, CA 91125

>Phone: 626.395.2430

>Fax: 626.577.6028

>E-mail: mimi.ton@caltech.edu

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 17:10:13 -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: Water Baths

In-Reply-To:  <se5cf2e4.028@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_205001957==_.ALT"

--=====================_205001957==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Try a quaternary ammonium compound.

At 05:01 PM 2/26/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Hello,

>We have a researcher here who would like to use a safer, maybe even more

>eco-friendly product than sodium azide to keep a water bath in constant

>use at room temperature from accumulating all manner of unknown

>microorganisms from the air.  What sort of product (solution) would you

>sanction to kill the bacteria, fungi, algae etc that grow in

>there?  Something that would be OK for drain disposal would be just the

>thing...

>Many thanks

>Margaret

>

>Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

>Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

>Clark Science Center

>Smith College

>Northampton, MA. 01063

>p:  413-585-3877

>f:   413-585-3786

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_205001957==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

                  Try a quaternary ammonium compound.

                  At 05:01 PM 2/26/2003 -0500, you wrote:

                    Hello,

                    We have a researcher here who would like to use a safer, 

                    maybe even more eco-friendly product than sodium azide to 

                    keep a water bath in constant use at room temperature from 

                    accumulating all manner of unknown microorganisms from the 

                    air.  What sort of product (solution) would you sanction to 

                    kill the bacteria, fungi, algae etc that grow in there?  

                    Something that would be OK for drain disposal would be just 

                    the thing...

                    Many thanks

                    Margaret

                    Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

                    Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

                    Clark Science Center

                    Smith College

                    Northampton, MA. 01063

                    p:  413-585-3877

                    f:   413-585-3786

                  Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

                  Senior Biosafety Officer 

                  Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

                  617-258-5647 

                  rfink@mit.edu 

                  http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_205001957==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 16:27:17 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Martha J. Rasmus" <rasmus@UWM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Water Baths

In-Reply-To:  <se5cf2e4.028@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit

Hi,

I received a sample called AquaClean from a German company for water baths.  It

turns the water blue (& should stay blue as long as the chemical is working)

and is supposed to last for at least four weeks.  The company is Wak-Chemie

Medical GMBH and their web site listed on the product is:  wak-chemie.com (but

it doesn't seem to be working right now) and thier e-mail is:  info@wak-

chemie.com  The product seems to work as claimed, is biodegradable, and they

send free samples.  Hope this helps.

Marty Rasmus

Quoting Margaret Rakas <mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU>:

> Hello,

> We have a researcher here who would like to use a safer, maybe even

> more eco-friendly product than sodium azide to keep a water bath in

> constant use at room temperature from accumulating all manner of unknown

> microorganisms from the air.  What sort of product (solution) would you

> sanction to kill the bacteria, fungi, algae etc that grow in there?

> Something that would be OK for drain disposal would be just the

> thing...

> Many thanks

> Margaret

>

> Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

> Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

> Clark Science Center

> Smith College

> Northampton, MA. 01063

> p:  413-585-3877

> f:   413-585-3786

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 16:51:12 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Silberman <david.silberman@STANFORD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Water Baths

In-Reply-To:  <se5cf2e4.028@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

The following web site lists environmentally friendly (non-azide,

non-copper) algicides:

http://www.stanford.edu/group/water/waterbath.htm

>Content-Type: text/html

>Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit

>Content-Description: HTML

>

>Hello,

>We have a researcher here who would like to use a safer, maybe even

>more eco-friendly product than sodium azide to keep a water bath in

>constant use at room temperature from accumulating all manner of

>unknown microorganisms from the air.  What sort of product

>(solution) would you sanction to kill the bacteria, fungi, algae etc

>that grow in there?  Something that would be OK for drain disposal

>would be just the thing...

>Many thanks

>Margaret

>

>Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

>Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

>Clark Science Center

>Smith College

>Northampton, MA. 01063

>p:  413-585-3877

>f:   413-585-3786

--

David H. Silberman

Director, Health and Safety Programs

Stanford University School of Medicine

650/723-6336 (Direct)

650/723-0110 (Office)

650/725-7878 (FAX)

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 21:21:52 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Insect and Rodent Control Program

In-Reply-To:  <p05200f06ba83111a5861@[171.65.28.78]>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Does anyone have a good basic Insect and Rodent Control Program they would

like to share?

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Feb 2003 16:47:49 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Isabel Jean Goldberg <Jean.Goldberg@MED.NYU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: OSHA TB Standard

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

OSHA has a Compliance Directive which references the CDC Guidelines for

Controlling TB in Healthcare Settings.  If you go to the OSHA website, and

look under T for tuberculosis, you will find both.

----- Original Message -----

From: "Scott, Rick" <SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 4:10 PM

Subject: OSHA TB Standard

> This may not be the best forum to ask this question, but anyway, here

goes:

> My boss showed me an article in the January 2003 issue of Hospital

Employee

> Health where APIC claims to have helped kill the OSHA TB Standard.  So

> anyway, if so, has anyone heard what guidelines we will follow?  I'm

asking

> specifically with reference to N95 respirators and fit testing, since I do

> fit testing for our clinical personnel.  Again, this is with relation to

> healthcare related exposure to TB.   Anyone heard?

> Thanks,

>

> Rick Scott

> Biological Safety Officer

> Biological Safety Cabinet Field Certifier

> East Carolina University

> Greenville, NC

> 27858

> scottwi@mail.ecu.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 27 Feb 2003 08:00:46 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Disposal of exempt quantities of toxins

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

probably from the control of biohazards course

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 05:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Disposal of exempt quantities of toxins

Mimi,

I found the attached doc very useful for the inactivation of various select

agent toxins.

For labs with exempt levels of toxin we will have them deactivate any

remaining toxin when they no longer need it. At our institute even for

exempt levels we are requiring labs to be registered with our office, and

keep inventories to the point of disposal. If they are capable of

deactivating an agent in the lab it will be their responsibility (in most

cases this will be autoclaving or trivial chemical deactivation). If for

some reason this is not possible we will take charge of the disposal.

Kath

At 01:37 PM 2/26/2003 -0800, you wrote:

>Dear all,

>

>What needs to be done to dispose of exempt quantities of toxins? Since it

>is an exempt quantity it does not have to be registered. Do they need to

>be destroyed on onsite or can it be disposed of via hazardous waste

>contractor where it would ultimately be incinerated?

>If it is to be deactivated onsite what procedures would be used for ricin,

>tetrodotoxin, conotoxin, etc.

>

>Please advise. Thanks in advance.

>

>Mimi

>

>---------------------------------------------

>Mimi C. Ton

>Safety Engineer/ Institute Biosafety Officer

>California Institute of Technology

>Environment, Health & Safety Office

>M/C 25-6

>1200 E. California Boulevard

>Pasadena, CA 91125

>Phone: 626.395.2430

>Fax: 626.577.6028

>E-mail: mimi.ton@caltech.edu

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 27 Feb 2003 08:10:13 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Maureen Kotlas <mkotlas@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: OSHA TB Standard

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

1910.134 was revised and excluded respiratory protection when used solely

for TB protection. OSHA promulgated 1910.139 to cover respiratory

protection for TB with the idea that it would eventually be incorporated

into a full TB protection standard. You may be interested in looking at the

Standard Interpretation letter dated 4/12/99 that addresses the question of

frequency of fit testing under 1910.139, one of the significant differences

between the two respiratory protection standards.

This link will bring you to the plain language version that explains the

scope of each standard:

http://www.osha.gov/SLTC/etools/respiratory/oshafiles/scope.html

Maureen M. Kotlas, CSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Stony Brook University

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, New York 11794-6200

(631) 632-6410

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 27 Feb 2003 09:13:25 -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:      SA facility security

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_163648444==_.ALT"

--=====================_163648444==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Folks,

Please forgive such simple (and perhaps already answered) questions, but

I'd be grateful for your interpretation of the security requirements for SA

storage under the interim final SA rule.  I understand that there are many

more aspects of the security issue, but I am trying to determine where we

are going to need to spend money on our facilities....

42 CFR Section 73.11, Security appears to require controlled access to the

SA storage location in items item (d) (1) - (3), along with:

- controls on movement of SAs and other items into and out of the storage

area - (d) (4) & (5),

- prohibiting the sharing of passwords or other access "keys" - (d) (6), and

- reporting of specified events - (d) (7)

So, as long as we follow the other requirements, is a "container" (e.g.,

safe, freezer, room) with a good locking system (e.g., card-key) located

within an otherwise minimally-secured laboratory building sufficient?

Secondly, when the SA is being used in a lab, does the lab have to be

secured the same way as the storage area, or can work be done with an SA in

a "normal" lab as long as an individual approved under Section 73.8 is

present at all times?

Thanks very much for your help!

- 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

--=====================_163648444==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

                  Folks, 

                  Please forgive such simple (and perhaps already answered) 

                  questions, but I'd be grateful for your interpretation of the 

                  security requirements for SA storage under the interim final 

                  SA rule.  I understand that there are many more aspects of the 

                  security issue, but I am trying to determine where we are 

                  going to need to spend money on our facilities....

                  42 CFR Section 73.11, Security appears to require controlled 

                  access to the SA storage location in items item (d) (1) - (3), 

                  along with: 

                  - controls on movement of SAs and other items into and out of 

                  the storage area - (d) (4) & (5),

                  - prohibiting the sharing of passwords or other access "keys" 

                  - (d) (6), and  

                  - reporting of specified events - (d) (7)

                  So, as long as we follow the other requirements, is a 

                  "container" (e.g., safe, freezer, room) with a good locking 

                  system (e.g., card-key) located within an otherwise 

                  minimally-secured laboratory building sufficient?

                  Secondly, when the SA is being used in a lab, does the lab 

                  have to be secured the same way as the storage area, or can 

                  work be done with an SA in a "normal" lab as long as an 

                  individual approved under Section 73.8 is present at all 

times?

                  Thanks very much for your help!

                  - 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   

--=====================_163648444==_.ALT--
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Date:         Thu, 27 Feb 2003 09:14:04 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bernadette Menuey <bmenuey@WFUBMC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: OSHA TB Standard

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Rick,

CDC guidelines for prevention of TB ('94)would provide direction.

Bernie Menuey

Biosafety/Infection Control Officer

Wake Forest University Health Sciences

Winston-Salem, NC 

-----Original Message-----

From: Scott, Rick [mailto:SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU] 

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 4:51 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: OSHA TB Standard

Please correct me if I'm wrong here-  When 1910.134 was passed, they

excluded TB from this, and renamed the old respiratory standard

1910.139, and asked us to follow that until the new TB rule was

established.  So now that that rule is not going to happen, I figured

they'd give us some new direction.  ?

Rick Scott

Biological Safety Officer

Biological Safety Cabinet Field Certifier

East Carolina University

Greenville, NC

27858

scottwi@mail.ecu.edu

> ----------

> From:         Maureen Kotlas

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, February 27, 2003 5:26 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: OSHA TB Standard

>

> OSHA's standard 1910.139 is for Respiratory Protection for M. 

> tuberculosis.

>

>

> Maureen M. Kotlas, CSP

> Director, Environmental Health and Safety

> Stony Brook University

> 110 Suffolk Hall

> Stony Brook, New York 11794-6200

> (631) 632-6410

>

>
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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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: OSHA TB Standard

In-Reply-To:  <BBA4B54E0CE9E646AE3C90D55F39EF391C671E@ecumed.ecu.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

The TB Standard was last out as a proposed rule around 1996.  It has never

been published as a final rule.  My information says that they have had

continual problems implementing this.  I think comments in the comment

periods have been torpedoing this.  OSHA has a memo in the interpretations

section of it's website on this.  It says that the TB standard is to be

used as a guideline and that violations will be enforced under the general

duty clause.  So we still have a TB standard of sorts.

Personnaly, I have never understood why they wished to have a separate TB

standard.  I have always though this could be covered under BBP.  The only

major difference between TB and BBP was the requirement for respiratory

protection.

Maureen is right btw.  We may not have the TB standard as a law.  But we do

have the respiratory protection standard for TB.

Bob

>This may not be the best forum to ask this question, but anyway, here goes:

>My boss showed me an article in the January 2003 issue of Hospital Employee

>Health where APIC claims to have helped kill the OSHA TB Standard.  So

>anyway, if so, has anyone heard what guidelines we will follow?  I'm asking

>specifically with reference to N95 respirators and fit testing, since I do

>fit testing for our clinical personnel.  Again, this is with relation to

>healthcare related exposure to TB.   Anyone heard?

>Thanks,

>

>Rick Scott

>Biological Safety Officer

>Biological Safety Cabinet Field Certifier

>East Carolina University

>Greenville, NC

>27858

>scottwi@mail.ecu.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:         Bruce MacDonald <blmacdon@GW.FIS.NCSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA facility security
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Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Paul

We were just inspected. Security needs to be cascading effect. Locked

freezer or refrigerator, a way to limit access to the lab (we keep the

door locked with user with key and maintenance to understand no

admittance without escort). This seemed to be satisfactory for our

security.

It is my understanding anyone who has access to the select agent needs

to have background check. This means if it is used in the lab all

present need to be cleared. Unauthorized personnel need to be escorted

and log in/log out (See Biosecurity Plan elements).

I'd be interested to see how others interpret this component.

******************************************

Bruce L. Macdonald  MPH, CSP, RM

Manager Health & Safety

NC State University - EHS

Box 8007

Raleigh, NC 27695

(919) 515-6858

Fax (919) 515-6307

******************************************

>>> jpj22@CORNELL.EDU 02/27/03 09:13AM >>>

Folks,

Please forgive such simple (and perhaps already answered) questions,

but I'd be grateful for your interpretation of the security requirements

for SA storage under the interim final SA rule.  I understand that there

are many more aspects of the security issue, but I am trying to

determine where we are going to need to spend money on our

facilities....

42 CFR Section 73.11, Security appears to require controlled access to

the SA storage location in items item (d) (1) - (3), along with:

- controls on movement of SAs and other items into and out of the

storage area - (d) (4) & (5),

- prohibiting the sharing of passwords or other access "keys" - (d)

(6), and

- reporting of specified events - (d) (7)

So, as long as we follow the other requirements, is a "container"

(e.g., safe, freezer, room) with a good locking system (e.g., card-key)

located within an otherwise minimally-secured laboratory building

sufficient?

Secondly, when the SA is being used in a lab, does the lab have to be

secured the same way as the storage area, or can work be done with an SA

in a "normal" lab as long as an individual approved under Section 73.8

is present at all times?

Thanks very much for your help!

- 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
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Date:         Thu, 27 Feb 2003 09:39:34 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carl Pike <carl.pike@FANDM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: OSHA TB Standard

In-Reply-To:  <l03130300ba83cd645646@[129.22.182.215]>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; format=flowed; charset=us-ascii

there's been a discussion of this on the biosafety list  today -

don't know if you're interested.  carl

>The TB Standard was last out as a proposed rule around 1996.  It has never

>been published as a final rule.  My information says that they have had

>continual problems implementing this.  I think comments in the comment

>periods have been torpedoing this.  OSHA has a memo in the interpretations

>section of it's website on this.  It says that the TB standard is to be

>used as a guideline and that violations will be enforced under the general

>duty clause.  So we still have a TB standard of sorts.

>

>Personnaly, I have never understood why they wished to have a separate TB

>standard.  I have always though this could be covered under BBP.  The only

>major difference between TB and BBP was the requirement for respiratory

>protection.

>

>Maureen is right btw.  We may not have the TB standard as a law.  But we do

>have the respiratory protection standard for TB.

>

>Bob

>

>>This may not be the best forum to ask this question, but anyway, here goes:

>>My boss showed me an article in the January 2003 issue of Hospital Employee

>>Health where APIC claims to have helped kill the OSHA TB Standard.  So

>>anyway, if so, has anyone heard what guidelines we will follow?  I'm asking

>>specifically with reference to N95 respirators and fit testing, since I do

>>fit testing for our clinical personnel.  Again, this is with relation to

>>healthcare related exposure to TB.   Anyone heard?

>>Thanks,

>>

>>Rick Scott

>>Biological Safety Officer

>>Biological Safety Cabinet Field Certifier

>>East Carolina University

>>Greenville, NC

>>27858

>>scottwi@mail.ecu.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:         Chris Carlson <ccarlson@UCLINK4.BERKELEY.EDU>

Subject:      Yersinia exclusion from SA regs

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="============_-1165746970==_ma============"

--============_-1165746970==_ma============

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Dear friends -

I just noticed this on the CDC website

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/exclusion.htm.  I guess the process for

exclusions to the Select Agent Regulations is working.

Chris

******************************************************************************

      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

>=====================================================

>EXCLUSIONS

>

>After due consideration of requests for exclusion of attenuated

>strains, HHS has determined that, as of the date of this notice, the

>following attenuated strains are not subject to the requirements of

>42 CFR Part 73 if used in basic or applied research, as positive

>controls, for diagnostic assay development, and for the development

>of vaccines and therapeutics.  (Reintroduction of factor(s)

>associated with virulence, or other manipulations that modify the

>attenuation such that virulence is restored or enhanced, subjects

>these strains to the requirements of 42 CFR Part 73).

>

>Additional attenuated strains of HHS select agents and toxins excluded:

>

>Yersinia pestis strains (e.g., Tjiwidej S and CDC A1122) devoid of

>the 75 kb low-calcium response (Lcr) virulence plasmid.  (Posted

>02/25/2003)

>

>Background

>Strains of Yersinia pestis that lack the 75 kb low-calcium response

>(Lcr) virulence plasmid are excluded.  Strains lacking the Lcr

>plasmid (Lcr-) are irreversibly attenuated due to the loss of a

>virulence plasmid.  An Lcr- strain of Yersinia pestis (Tjiwidej S)

>has been extensively used as a live vaccine in humans in Java.

>Thus, these strains pose no significant threat to public health.

>

>

>--

>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: SA Application Form

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_000_01C2DE9B.92EA7010"

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_01C2DE9B.92EA7010

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2DE9B.92EA7010"

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2DE9B.92EA7010

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

I tried to convert the forms into Excel...in hopes that I can use them later

for conversion into database files.  I've attached them in case anyone is

interested.  Amy

-----Original Message-----

From: Cagle, Donald W [mailto:cagled@BATTELLE.ORG]

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 1:38 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA Application Form

New to the site - We have put forms into MS Word and  I have attached these

to this message to the listserv -- but am unsure if they are they usable by

others this way.  Please let me know.  Tks,

Don Cagle, CIH

Manager, Environment, Safety, and Health

Battelle Memorial Institute

505 King Ave

Columbus, OH 43201

614-424-5917

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 1:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA Application Form

getting there but not the same

-----Original Message-----

From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, February 26, 2003 12:46 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA Application Form

Try http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/forms.htm

<http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/forms.htm>  4th row down.

Andy

At 10:22 AM 2/26/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hello Biosafety Folks,

Has anyone created a wordprocessor-friendly select agent registration form

that they'd be willing to share? I expect many others who are in the midst

of the registration process would also appreciate your generosity.

Thanks,

Jan

//

Jan Klein

UW - Madison

Office of Biological Safety

jklein@fpm.wisc.edu

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------
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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 Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

Organization: Incyte Genomics

Subject:      IH Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------19D179611F0156DA4509FA8D"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------19D179611F0156DA4509FA8D

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I'm trying to do an IH calculation and need to know the vapor generation

rate for methylene chloride.  Does anyone know how to calculate this? Or

can you direct me to some online resource?

Thanks,

Mike Wendeler

EH&S Engineer

Incyte Genomics

Newark, DE

=========================================================================
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Reply-To:     dcalhoun@affygility.com

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dean Calhoun <dcalhoun@AFFYGILITY.COM>

Organization: Affygility Solutions

Subject:      Re: IH Question

In-Reply-To:  <3E5E720D.1348A199@incyte.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi Mike,

I do these calculations all the time.  Can you provide the specific

scenario?  You can reply directly to the email below.

Best regards,

Dean M. Calhoun, CIH

Affygility Solutions, LLC

13498 Cascade Street

Broomfield, CO 80020

phone: 303-884-3028

fax: 303-469-3944

email: dcalhoun@affygility.com

http://www.affygility.com

Affygility Solutions: providing strategic environmental, health and

safety solutions to the biotechnology, pharmaceutical, and medical

device industry.

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Michael Wendeler

Sent: Thursday, February 27, 2003 1:16 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: IH Question

I'm trying to do an IH calculation and need to know the vapor generation

rate for methylene chloride.  Does anyone know how to calculate this? Or

can you direct me to some online resource?

Thanks,

Mike Wendeler

EH&S Engineer

Incyte Genomics

Newark, DE
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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:      AHPIS web site statement about FBI requiring fingerprints

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Janet Shoemaker, director of public policy at American Society sent me a

note late yesterday alerting me to the APHIS web site and the statement

below... I was surprised to see this  and wondered if anyone else had

seen this or heard anything about it.

"The process for submission of information to the FBI is in

development.   The process will require fingerprint submission and

additional information required by the FBI.   Once the application

process is finalized on or about March 7, 2003, additional information

will be posted immediately."

http://www.aphis.usda.gov/ppq/permits/agr_bioterrorism/

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 27 Feb 2003 13:03:15 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Zuckerman, Mark" <Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM>

Subject:      What are the companies that sell the listed select agents. ledge.

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

We are trying to build a Purchasing flag into our Purchasing =

Department's website to avoid even exempt organism from coming on site =

without RO knowledge.

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 27 Feb 2003 16:07:24 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Amy Ryan <aryan@REHS.RUTGERS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: AHPIS web site statement about FBI requiring fingerprints

In-Reply-To:  <se5e33db.025@gwise.louisville.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Cheri,

Just this morning I noticed the same statement on the CDC's website:

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/securisk.htm.

Amy

On 27 Feb 2003 at 15:50, Cheri L Hildreth wrote:

> Janet Shoemaker, director of public policy at American Society sent me

> a note late yesterday alerting me to the APHIS web site and the

> statement below... I was surprised to see this  and wondered if anyone

> else had seen this or heard anything about it.

>

> "The process for submission of information to the FBI is in

> development.   The process will require fingerprint submission and

> additional information required by the FBI.   Once the application

> process is finalized on or about March 7, 2003, additional information

> will be posted immediately."

>

> http://www.aphis.usda.gov/ppq/permits/agr_bioterrorism/

>

>

>

> Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

> Department of Environmental Health &Safety

> University of Louisville

> (502) 852-2954

> e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

--

Amy Ryan

Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

Biological Safety Specialist

732.445.2550

http://rehs.rutgers.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 27 Feb 2003 15:50:13 -0700

Reply-To:     dcalhoun@affygility.com

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dean Calhoun <dcalhoun@AFFYGILITY.COM>

Organization: Affygility Solutions

Subject:      Re: IH Question

In-Reply-To:  <3E5E720D.1348A199@incyte.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi Mike,

Glad I could answer you question offline.  For the rest of the list here

is the general approach:

Calculate the worst case using Equation (1), assuming no dilution

ventilation and 100% evaporation of material spilled:

 Equation (1): Amount of material evaporated in mg / volume of room in

cubic meters = mg/m^3.  Take this result and convert into ppm

Now using Equation (2) calculate the time (in minutes) it takes to

reduce the result of Equation (1) to the action level of the substance

or to 1/2 the PEL.

 Equation (2): t = log10 * ((C/Ci)^(-2.303)) * (Rv/Q)

Where:

C = concentration in ppm to reduce to, in this case the action level.

Ci = the intial concentration from Equation (1) in ppm.

Rv = Room volume in cubic feet

Q = volumetric rate of air flow in CFM.  In this case I took the room

changes per hour and convert to CFM.

Best regards,

Dean M. Calhoun, CIH

Affygility Solutions, LLC

13498 Cascade Street

Broomfield, CO 80020

phone: 303-884-3028

fax: 303-469-3944

email: dcalhoun@affygility.com

http://www.affygility.com

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Michael Wendeler

Sent: Thursday, February 27, 2003 1:16 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: IH Question

I'm trying to do an IH calculation and need to know the vapor generation

rate for methylene chloride.  Does anyone know how to calculate this? Or

can you direct me to some online resource?

Thanks,

Mike Wendeler

EH&S Engineer

Incyte Genomics

Newark, DE
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Date:         Thu, 27 Feb 2003 14:59:04 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "David R. Clark" <drclark@WSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: AHPIS web site statement about FBI requiring fingerprints

In-Reply-To:  <se5e33db.025@gwise.louisville.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

To All;

This reinforces what I heard at a "breakout section" on select agents at a

meeting on Institutional Biosafety Committees in San Diego (February 21-22,

2003).  The CDC representative brought up the fact that it appeared that

the DOJ would have the FBI administer the security checks and that it was

looking as though fingerprinting would be required.

Another interesting point came out regarding the "inspection of packages

issue".  The CDC speaker indicated that the intent of that requirement was

"worry" about bombs.  The intent was to inspect unusual looking packages,

packages with an unknown or unrecognized return address, or packages that

were not expected at the lab.  According to the speaker the intent was not

to inspect all packages, nor all backpacks or briefcases, that routinely

come and go from the lab.

Dave

At 03:50 PM 2/27/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Janet Shoemaker, director of public policy at American Society sent me a

>note late yesterday alerting me to the APHIS web site and the statement

>below... I was surprised to see this  and wondered if anyone else had

>seen this or heard anything about it.

>

>"The process for submission of information to the FBI is in

>development.   The process will require fingerprint submission and

>additional information required by the FBI.   Once the application

>process is finalized on or about March 7, 2003, additional information

>will be posted immediately."

>

>http://www.aphis.usda.gov/ppq/permits/agr_bioterrorism/

>

>

>

>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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Date:         Thu, 27 Feb 2003 18:27:07 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cagle, Donald W" <cagled@BATTELLE.ORG>

Subject:      Re: AHPIS web site statement about FBI requiring fingerprints

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain

Re: package inspection, I attended also and heard the same things, however,

since that is not what the rule states, we are struggling with how to meet

the written requirement.  Do any have plans to institute a guard and single

access point into the area to control this?  Tks, Don

-----Original Message-----

From: David R. Clark [mailto:drclark@WSU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, February 27, 2003 5:59 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: AHPIS web site statement about FBI requiring fingerprints

To All;

This reinforces what I heard at a "breakout section" on select agents at a

meeting on Institutional Biosafety Committees in San Diego (February 21-22,

2003).  The CDC representative brought up the fact that it appeared that the

DOJ would have the FBI administer the security checks and that it was

looking as though fingerprinting would be required.

Another interesting point came out regarding the "inspection of packages

issue".  The CDC speaker indicated that the intent of that requirement was

"worry" about bombs.  The intent was to inspect unusual looking packages,

packages with an unknown or unrecognized return address, or packages that

were not expected at the lab.  According to the speaker the intent was not

to inspect all packages, nor all backpacks or briefcases, that routinely

come and go from the lab.

Dave

At 03:50 PM 2/27/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Janet Shoemaker, director of public policy at American Society sent me

>a note late yesterday alerting me to the APHIS web site and the

>statement below... I was surprised to see this  and wondered if anyone

>else had seen this or heard anything about it.

>

>"The process for submission of information to the FBI is in

>development.   The process will require fingerprint submission and

>additional information required by the FBI.   Once the application

>process is finalized on or about March 7, 2003, additional information

>will be posted immediately."

>

>http://www.aphis.usda.gov/ppq/permits/agr_bioterrorism/

>

>

>

>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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Date:         Fri, 28 Feb 2003 08:28:15 -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:      CDC/APHIS Registration form in Word

In-Reply-To:  <3E5E377B.19638.B7698D6@localhost>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

We have placed a Word version on the form at:

http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/BiosafetyResources/Bioterrorism/Bioterrorism.htm

(sorry for the long address!).

Andy

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------
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Date:         Fri, 28 Feb 2003 08:47:24 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: CDC/APHIS Registration form in Word

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Andy,

I liked it so much that I linked your site to the www.chabsa.org resources

page and the  www.controlofbiohazards.com hot bioterrorism links page..

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Adjunct Assistant Professor of Microbiology & Immunology

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

714 West Lombard Street, Room 305

Baltimore, MD 21201-1084

mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu

Phone (410) 706-7845

Fax (410) 706-1520

-----Original Message-----

From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Friday, February 28, 2003 08:28 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: CDC/APHIS Registration form in Word

We have placed a Word version on the form at:

http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/BiosafetyResources/Bioterrorism/Bioterr

orism.htm

(sorry for the long address!).

Andy

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------
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Date:         Fri, 28 Feb 2003 09:01:55 -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: CDC/APHIS Registration form in Word

In-Reply-To:  <5D725C356724D111BED400A0C96FA83D06AFAE7B@admin1.umaryland. edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Thanks!

Andy

At 08:47 AM 2/28/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Andy,

>I liked it so much that I linked your site to the www.chabsa.org resources

>page and the  www.controlofbiohazards.com hot bioterrorism links page..

>

>Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

>Adjunct Assistant Professor of Microbiology & Immunology

>Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

>Biosafety Officer

>714 West Lombard Street, Room 305

>Baltimore, MD 21201-1084

>mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

>http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu

>Phone (410) 706-7845

>Fax (410) 706-1520

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU]

>Sent: Friday, February 28, 2003 08:28 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: CDC/APHIS Registration form in Word

>

>

>We have placed a Word version on the form at:

>http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/BiosafetyResources/Bioterrorism/Bioterr

>orism.htm

>

>(sorry for the long address!).

>Andy

>

>---------------------------------------

>Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

>Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

>25 Shattuck Street

>Boston, MA 02115

>617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

>---------------------------------------

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------
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Date:         Fri, 28 Feb 2003 09:29:47 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Maureen Kotlas <mkotlas@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Additional Select Agent Exclusions

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

The CDC has posted some additional exclusions on their website which

include some anthracis and Francisella strains:

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/exclusion.htm

Maureen M. Kotlas, CSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Stony Brook University

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, New York 11794-6200

(631) 632-6410

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Feb 2003 10:18:50 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: AHPIS web site statement about FBI requiring fingerprints

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I asked this question at the meeting in Washington in December. If you would

like to see the responses given by the panel members and by a member of the

audience, go to the CDC Website and look at the public hearing minutes. It

is at the very end, but the meeting has some good information throughout,

and I recommend one read the entire transcript. (Just skip over what I said,

please). At that meeting I heard the same response about suspicious

packages, but there seemed to be some indicision about this issue, as the

rule does indicate packages going into, and going out of, the lab.

In Appendix F of the BMBL there is a general reference to the issue

"Facilities should establish procedures for inspecting all packages (i.e.,

by visual or noninvasive techniques) before they are brought into the

laboratory area. Suspicious packages should be handled as prescribed by

federal and state law enforcement agencies." The Appendix F treatment also

recommends that select agent work areas be separated from other areas

"Consolidate laboratory work areas to the greatest extent possible to

implement security measures more effectively. Separate select agent areas

from the public areas of the buildings. Lock all select agent areas when

unoccupied. Use keys or other security devices to permit entry into these

areas."

I think that CDC has pretty much weighed in on this subject to concentrate

on packages going into the lab. I have yet to see an USDA/APHIS opinion that

I recognized as theirs. As you might know, we are encouraged to use Appendix

F as guidance, but it is specifically excluded from the rules as being

mandatory. The more specific "performance" guages given in the rule are

mandatory, and they include the inspection of packages going into and out of

the lab area. The impact of having a guard and an xray machine at each point

of entry to a lab area is, as you can imagine, very expensive, and we are,

at this stage of our planning, trying to guage what is practicable using a

risk/return analysis that is specific to the agent/toxin involved. We have

to trust our PIs, and, with proper physical security of the lab and the

agents, I hope we can avoid the need for the guard and the Xray machine.

Having said this, I recognize the economic impact analysis specifically

includes Xray and metal detector equipment costs in the calculations. This

is in the preamble to the USDA version of the regulations. I hope that the

enforcement group will clarify what they will accept soon.

Mike Durham

----- Original Message -----

From: "Cagle, Donald W" <cagled@BATTELLE.ORG>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Thursday, February 27, 2003 5:27 PM

Subject: Re: AHPIS web site statement about FBI requiring fingerprints

> Re: package inspection, I attended also and heard the same things,

however,

> since that is not what the rule states, we are struggling with how to meet

> the written requirement.  Do any have plans to institute a guard and

single

> access point into the area to control this?  Tks, Don

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: David R. Clark [mailto:drclark@WSU.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, February 27, 2003 5:59 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: AHPIS web site statement about FBI requiring fingerprints

>

>

> To All;

>

> This reinforces what I heard at a "breakout section" on select agents at a

> meeting on Institutional Biosafety Committees in San Diego (February

21-22,

> 2003).  The CDC representative brought up the fact that it appeared that

the

> DOJ would have the FBI administer the security checks and that it was

> looking as though fingerprinting would be required.

>

> Another interesting point came out regarding the "inspection of packages

> issue".  The CDC speaker indicated that the intent of that requirement was

> "worry" about bombs.  The intent was to inspect unusual looking packages,

> packages with an unknown or unrecognized return address, or packages that

> were not expected at the lab.  According to the speaker the intent was not

> to inspect all packages, nor all backpacks or briefcases, that routinely

> come and go from the lab.

>

> Dave

>

>

> At 03:50 PM 2/27/2003 -0500, you wrote:

> >Janet Shoemaker, director of public policy at American Society sent me

> >a note late yesterday alerting me to the APHIS web site and the

> >statement below... I was surprised to see this  and wondered if anyone

> >else had seen this or heard anything about it.

> >

> >"The process for submission of information to the FBI is in

> >development.   The process will require fingerprint submission and

> >additional information required by the FBI.   Once the application

> >process is finalized on or about March 7, 2003, additional information

> >will be posted immediately."

> >

> >http://www.aphis.usda.gov/ppq/permits/agr_bioterrorism/

> >

> >

> >

> >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:         CURT SPEAKER <SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU>

Subject:      Moldy Clothing
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Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Morning:

I have a bit of an off-the-wall question for the group.  Yesterday we

discovered that we had some water incursion into an area where the

University's band uniforms are stored.  It was not discovered for some

time, and many of the uniforms have mildewed.  We are working with a

local dry cleaning firm to see if they can be cleaned.

My question is:  Does anyone know if the typical dry cleaning process

(essentially solvent extraction) will adequately remove mold from

clothing?  Would there be any way to validate the process?  Has anyone

ever gone through this?

At $300 per uniform and ~100 uniforms potentially affected, discarding

all of them is not a viable option, at least at this point.

Thanks in advance for any information that anyone can share.

Glad it's Friday! :-)

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu
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Date:         Fri, 28 Feb 2003 08:21:47 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Zuckerman, Mark" <Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM>

Subject:      Can anyone send me a list of companies (addresses,

              names and tele#) that sell select agents? In the past we received

              all our agents from DOD.

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I am trying to put together a list for our Purchasing Dept. so that they =

can block certain purchases from certain companies but I have no idea =

who they might be!

Your help would be greatly appreciated.

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Feb 2003 13:49:16 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jay L. Stern" <ABINC@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Mouldy clothing

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_106.206eacf0.2b91092c_boundary"

--part1_106.206eacf0.2b91092c_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I can help you and I will.  Contact me at abinc@aol.com.  I will not make

these instructions public.

-- Jay L. Stern

--part1_106.206eacf0.2b91092c_boundary

Content-Type: text/html; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

                  =3D"SCRIPT" FACE=3D"Comic Sans MS" LANG=3D"0">I can help you 

                  and I will.&nbs= p; Contact me at abinc@aol.com.  I will not 

                  make these instructions pub= lic.

                  -- Jay L. Stern

--part1_106.206eacf0.2b91092c_boundary--
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Date:         Fri, 28 Feb 2003 14:06:26 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: Mouldy clothing

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_1c8.5e2815b.2b910d32_boundary"

--part1_1c8.5e2815b.2b910d32_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

In my own opinion -

This is meant to be an open discussion  listserv  - sometimes in ones

excitement to reply, everyone sees your reply when you meant it to only go to

the original sender. I don't believe it is done intentionally.

However, I personally am interested in how one would treat these uniforms.

Please use some professional judgement when you are going to hit "Reply" for

this listserv  - it is actually "Reply To All".

Regards,

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

USA

Phone 860-675-1217

Fax 860-675-1311

Mobile - 860-944-2373

e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.com

If you do not care to share information - then contact the person

In a message dated 2/28/2003 1:50:13 PM Eastern Standard Time, ABINC@AOL.COM

writes:

> I can help you and I will.  Contact me at abinc@aol.com.  I will not make

> these instructions public.

>

> -- Jay L. Stern

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 3 Mar 2003 10:04:48 -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:      Information on the avirulent Y. pestis strain?

MIME-version: 1.0
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--------------1CDF5BDFAE020F16C814F138
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Would anyone be able to reference any scientific literature indicating

who is working with the avirulent Y. pestis that has been exempted from

the CDC Select Agent Program? You can contact me off the listserver.

Thanks for your help,

Mark C.

----------------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608    Phone

(314) 268-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu
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Date:         Mon, 3 Mar 2003 11:09:42 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Information on the avirulent Y. pestis strain?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
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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_01C2E19F.4D01D2D0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

I'd be interested in this refernce as well.  Thanks, Amy

Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Center for Food Safety and Applied Nutrition

College Park, MD

Phone: 301-436-1988

Email: amy.barringer@cfsan.fda.gov

-----Original Message-----

From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Monday, March 03, 2003 11:05 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Information on the avirulent Y. pestis strain?

Would anyone be able to reference any scientific literature indicating who

is working with the avirulent Y. pestis that has been exempted from the CDC

Select Agent Program? You can contact me off the listserver.

Thanks for your help,

Mark C.

0----------------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608    Phone

(314) 268-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu
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Date:         Mon, 3 Mar 2003 13:07:49 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carol Whetstone <carol.whetstone@LOUISVILLE.EDU>

Subject:      NY Times article on many new "off-label" uses for Botox
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Dear Listserv Members:

The following article outlining many new "off-label" uses for Botox

appeared in the NY Times today, and will be of interest to those trying

to understand "off-label" clinical uses of Select Agents in conjunction

with the current regs.  Even if you're not following the "off-label"

issue, it is a timely and interesting article of applications in the

making.

The current regulation only excludes medical uses of Select Agents for

"approved purposes" which means in accordance with the accompanying

package insert -- most of these uses are reviewed and approved by the

FDA.

However, there are a number of treatment applications that physicians

perform that are widely accepted in the medical community, but that not

approved by FDA or other relevant agencies for that specific

application.

It appears from the following article that there are many more

"off-label" uses of Botox on the horizon, and that many exemptions will

need to be filed unless the clinical exclusion changes.

Thanks,

Carol

Wrinkles Gone? New Uses Studied for Botox

March 2, 2003

By DONALD G. McNEIL Jr.

It is probably premature to declare Botox the penicillin of

the 21st century, but the deadly poison turned wrinkle

remover is being put to some startling new uses.

In studies around the world, botulinum toxin is being

tested - often with encouraging results - as a treatment

for stroke paralysis, migraine headaches, facial tics,

stuttering, lower back pain, incontinence, writer's cramp,

carpal tunnel syndrome and tennis elbow.

Scientists are testing its ability to treat morbid obesity

by weakening the muscle that lets food out of the stomach,

to prevent ulcers by weakening the muscles that force

gastric acids into the esophagus and to calm spasms in

vaginal muscles that make sex painful. Botox is rescuing

newborns with clubfoot from surgery and giving patients

with spastic vocal cords back their voices.

Some trials are nearly ready for submission to the federal

Food and Drug Administration; others are small and

preliminary. But the toxin "has enormous potential" for

relaxing muscles and treating some pain, including

headaches, said Dr. Robert B. Daroff, the former editor in

chief of Neurology magazine, who said he does not use

botulinum toxin in his Cleveland neurology practice but

became a believer after seeing migraine patients improve.

Dr. Jean Carruthers, an ophthalmologist at the University

of British Columbia, compared it to penicillin for its

versatility against a wide range of ills, and because it,

too, is an organic product derived from a common bacterium.

With her husband, Arthur, a dermatologist, she was one of

the first to observe, in 1987, that the small doses she

injected to paralyze and relax her patients' spastic eye

muscles also smoothed their brows.

The toxin has many advantages over other paralyzing and

painkilling agents. It acts only where it is injected. It

can be used merely to weaken a muscle instead of paralyzing

it. It lasts for months, but it does wear off, so mistakes

are reversible. In 25 years of use, it has harmed very few

patients, and then only under rare circumstances.

A spokeswoman for the F.D.A. declined to discuss uses that

the agency has not yet formally approved, but said the

toxin was considered "very safe" for approved uses like

making frown lines disappear. There were "some examples

where it was injected in the wrong places, but those

problems were temporary," said Lenore Gelb, referring a

reporter to the drug's warning labels.

The labeling indicates "rare spontaneous reports of

deaths," mostly from pneumonia. Doctors familiar with the

toxin said they seemed to occur in people with undiagnosed

neuromuscular diseases like myasthenia gravis. Also, they

said, some patients who had too much injected into deep

neck muscles temporarily lost their ability to swallow and

had to be fed by gastric tubes. But to give a normal

patient a fatal dose would require injecting at least 35

vials, Dr. Carruthers said.

"Every medical specialty is finding a niche for this drug,"

said Dr. Richard G. Glogau, a dermatologist at the

University of California at San Francisco who in 2000

published a study showing that his wrinkle treatments were

also curing his patients' migraine headaches.

Because it can even paralyze glands, the toxin could find

uses as an injectable deodorant and a treatment for flop

sweat.

At Ludwig-Maximilian University in Munich, panelists who

sniffed circles cut from the sleeves of T-shirts of 16 men

who had been injected with botulinum toxin in one armpit

and saline solution in the other found the toxin armpit

odor less unpleasant.

Several studies have shown reductions in hyperhydrosis,

which is not mere clammy palms but the dripping-faucet kind

of sweating that rots shoe soles and ruins business deals

and love lives.

The toxin is "one of the most amazing compounds we've seen

in the last two decades," said Dr. Marc Heckmann, a Munich

dermatologist who led two sweat-control studies. He

compared it in importance to the discoveries of

corticosteroids and chemotherapy.

Now virtually any muscle that can spasm, producing painful

or embarrassing reactions, is being experimented upon.

Doctors are devising new deep-body injection techniques:

syringes attached to flexible scopes or to probes that

detect electrical impulses in muscles.

Three months ago, Beatrice F. Brunger, 79, of Chicago was

suffering from incontinence, and had suffered for three

years. As often as four times a night, she had to get up as

the muscle walls of her bladder went into spasms - a common

cause of incontinence among the elderly.

"Then I couldn't get back to sleep," Mrs. Brunger said. "My

strength was going steadily downhill. I wouldn't go out for

lunch or dinner or a movie - I was just too tired."

Detrol and Ditropan, the usual drugs for the condition, did

not work. Normally, Mrs. Brunger would have faced a

daunting operation: up to three hours of surgery to make a

hole in the side of her bladder and build a "reserve tank"

of intestine material.

Instead, Dr. Gregory T. Bales, a urological surgeon with

the University of Chicago Hospital, used a cystoscope with

a camera and a minute syringe to travel up her urethra and

inject the inside walls of her bladder with three vials of

Botox - more than triple the amount used to smooth forehead

wrinkles.

"It takes five minutes," he said. "We make 20 to 25

injections. A full bladder is about the size of a

cantaloupe, and each injection takes care of about the size

of a quarter."

Mrs. Brunger said she came home an hour later, had no pain,

and since then has slept through the night. The only side

effect is that, during the day, it takes somewhat longer to

urinate.

"Botox is neat," Dr. Bales said. "We're doing 15 patients a

day."

The one drawback, he said, is that his study is so new that

he does not know how long it lasts. In cosmetic use, it

wears off in six to eight months.

In Vancouver, British Columbia, Dr. Christine M. Alvarez, a

pediatric orthopedic surgeon, treats clubfoot, a tw

reporter to the drug's waisting

inward of the heel and toe that affects up to 1 in 500

infants.

In the past, Dr. Alvarez said, she had to slice open their

feet from toe to ankle and cut and rebuild six tendons. The

operation had a high complication rate, robbed the babies

of some of their muscle power and produced stiff gaits.

In the last year, she has instead injected 45 newborns with

botulinum toxin, stretched out their relaxed leg muscles,

put on casts for eight weeks to stabilize them, and then

shifted to night braces as they grew. "Thirty of them are

toddlers now, and walking normally," she said. "It's a huge

change from the surgery."

Last month, in the Annals of Internal Medicine, a team at

the Hannover Medical School in Germany reported that it had

treated a 220-pound man by injecting the walls of his

stomach with toxin to slow the speed at which it emptied.

He felt full even after eating small amounts and lost 20

pounds in four months with no apparent adverse effects, the

team reported.

Another team in Milan that reported success with obese rats

is planning human trials.

In Texas, Dr. Pankaj J. Pasricha, a gastroenterologist at

the University of Texas Medical Branch, has used it to

relax other gastric muscles, such as the esophageal ones

that cause swallowing difficulties and the sphincters that

can close off and inflame gallbladders and bile ducts.

The toxin's use for migraines is in the final stages of

large clinical trials.

Why it works is unclear. In motor nerve endings, botulinum

blocks the release of acetylcholine, which tells muscles to

contract. It wears off slowly as the nerves sprout new end

plates.

For headaches, it seems to work on sensory nerves as well,

blocking pain but not deadening touch. "No one knows why,"

Dr. Daroff said. "It's probably a complex cascade of

effects, like a Rube Goldberg cartoon."

Neurologists were reluctant to accept the evidence because

it fought the paradigm that migraine headaches are caused

by dilation and constriction of cranial blood vessels.

"It took three or four years of flogging the manuscript to

get it published in Headache," said Dr. Carruthers. "All

the neurologists said, `Tthat's ridiculous.' It's not how

they saw the pain working."

Other poisons have medicinal uses. The curare that South

American Indians tipped their darts with is used in

surgery, and West African physostigmine, used in

witchcraft, has been used to treat nervous system problems.

Botulinum toxin does not act like silicon, collagen or the

polymer-collagen blends used against wrinkles; it paralyzes

muscles, while they make flaccid skin plump.

It is an odd fate for a poison that nearly wiped out the

canning industry in the 1930's. When the Clostridium

botulinum bacteria is swallowed, it can multiply in humans,

releasing fatal doses of toxin.

Botox and its competitors are the pure toxin, but in

extremely dilute form.

Although all botulinum toxins are colloquially called

"botox," Allergan Inc. of Irvine, Calif., copyrighted the

name for its Toxin A product. Its competitors are Myobloc,

a Toxin B preparation from Elan Pharmaceuticals, and

Dysport, a Toxin A from Ipsen, a British company.

Each costs $300 to $400 a vial. Scientists and patients

complain about the price, especially since the toxin is a

natural product and the technique of purifying it was

worked out 50 years ago by the Army at Fort Detrick, Md.,

in biological warfare research. Still, it is cheap compared

with surgery.

Allergan's Botox was approved in 1989 as an orphan drug for

use against crossed eyes and eyelids tha

reporter to the drug's wat clenched closed,

leaving a victim functionally blind, and against severely

spastic neck muscles.

In 2002, it was approved for use on frown lines.

Allergan

has clinical trials under way to test it against headaches,

excessive sweating and spasticity in stroke victims, whose

muscles may dig their nails into their palms and make it

impossible for them to feed or dress themselves.

Allergan acquired the Army's old supply of toxin in 1991

and started making its own in 1997. Worldwide sales last

year were $440 million.

"Ten years ago, I doubt that any colorectal surgeon would

have considered using botulinum toxin because it had the

`deadly poison' label," Dr. Glogau said. "But now anybody

who has skeletal muscle in his practice begins to think,

`How can I use this?' It's not scary anymore."
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=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 3 Mar 2003 11:36:20 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert P. Ellis" <Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA Registration

In-Reply-To:  <se6353c3.087@gwise.louisville.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: Text/Plain; charset="us-ascii"

I attended the EH and SA conference in Alexandria, VA, Feb 10-12.  In

one of the discussions regarding SA registration, it was mentioned that

there may be some "reciproity" for registered individuals, so that once

registered, and cleared by DOJ, their individual registration could be

used at other facilities.  Has anyone received updated information

on, or confirmation of, this issue?

Sincerely, Bob Ellis

====================

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1677, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu

====================

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 3 Mar 2003 13:36:02 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeff Owens <Jeff.Owens@USG.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA Registration

In-Reply-To:  <EXECMAIL.1030303113620.F@ehs09.colostate.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_22753397==_.ALT"

--=====================_22753397==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

In the meetings I have attended I was given the impression that

transferring of individual registration was not permitted.  That may have

changed and I would be interested in an updated interpretation of that as well.

At 11:36 AM 3/3/2003 -0700, you wrote:

>I attended the EH and SA conference in Alexandria, VA, Feb 10-12.  In

>one of the discussions regarding SA registration, it was mentioned that

>there may be some "reciproity" for registered individuals, so that once

>registered, and cleared by DOJ, their individual registration could be

>used at other facilities.  Has anyone received updated information

>on, or confirmation of, this issue?

Jeffrey D. Owens, CSP

EHS Program Manager

Board of Regents, University System of Georgia

--=====================_22753397==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

In the meetings I have attended I was given the impression that transferring of individual registration was not permitted.  That may have changed and I would be interested in an updated interpretation of that as well.

At 11:36 AM 3/3/2003 -0700, you wrote:

I attended the EH and SA conference in Alexandria, VA, Feb 10-12.  In

one of the discussions regarding SA registration, it was mentioned that

there may be some "reciproity" for registered individuals, so that once

registered, and cleared by DOJ, their individual registration could be

used at other facilities.  Has anyone received updated information

on, or confirmation of, this issue?

Jeffrey D. Owens, CSP

EHS Program Manager

Board of Regents, University System of Georgia

--=====================_22753397==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 3 Mar 2003 16:52:45 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Robin Mecklem <mecklem@PILOT.MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Modifying diagnostic mailers for air shipments

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Dear Biosafety Listers:

I am working with our animal health diagnostic lab to modify their

diagnostic specimen mailers to meet IATA Packing Instruction 650.  This lab

supplies their clients with mailers in order to send their samples back to

the lab for diagnostic testing.  Because we can't assure that the client

will use a specimen container that meets the 45 kPa pressure test

requirements, I am trying to find a source of secondary packaging

(preferably a zip lock style bag) that will meet the requirements.

Does anyone know of a source for such bags?  I know that SafTPak has

products that would work but I'm trying to identify any cost effective

alternatives that I can for this group.  They have a large number of these

mailers to "retrofit".  Any input will be greatly appreciated.  I know that

this is a "specialized" question that may be of limited interest to other

listers so if you have information to share, please feel free to respond to

me directly through my email.

Many Thanks!

Go Green!

Robin

*****************************************************************

Robin Lyn Mecklem, M.S., RBP

Biosafety Officer/RO

MSU Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety

C-124 Engineering Research Complex

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone:  517 355-1283

Pager:  517 232-0443

Cell:      517 281-3659

mecklem@msu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 3 Mar 2003 16:55:14 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Cliff Bond <cbond@MONTANA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: CDC/APHIS Registration form in Word

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20030228082630.017c1568@hms.harvard.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Andy,

Thank you very much for your work in translating the.pdf forms to .doc

format.  Good job!  Your work saved us a lot of time.

Cliff Bond

Clifford W. Bond, Professor

Department of Microbiology

Montana State University

Bozeman, MT 59717-3520

Telephone: (406) 994-4130

TeleFAX: (406) 994-4926

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On =

Behalf

Of Andrew Braun

Sent: Friday, February 28, 2003 6:28 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: CDC/APHIS Registration form in Word

We have placed a Word version on the form at:

http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/BiosafetyResources/Bioterrorism/Biot=

err

orism.htm

(sorry for the long address!).

Andy

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 3 Mar 2003 16:30:12 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Julie Karlonas <jmkarlonas@UCDAVIS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Modifying diagnostic mailers for air shipments

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_742B24B2.20413DDB"

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.

--=_742B24B2.20413DDB

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Robin,

Fed X has diagnostic specimen bags they give us free. They come in several =

sizes.

Julie Karlonas

California Animal Health & Food Safety Laboratory

>>> mecklem@PILOT.MSU.EDU 03/03/03 01:52PM >>>

Dear Biosafety Listers:

I am working with our animal health diagnostic lab to modify their

diagnostic specimen mailers to meet IATA Packing Instruction 650.  This =

lab

supplies their clients with mailers in order to send their samples back to

the lab for diagnostic testing.  Because we can't assure that the client

will use a specimen container that meets the 45 kPa pressure test

requirements, I am trying to find a source of secondary packaging

(preferably a zip lock style bag) that will meet the requirements.

Does anyone know of a source for such bags?  I know that SafTPak has

products that would work but I'm trying to identify any cost effective

alternatives that I can for this group.  They have a large number of these

mailers to "retrofit".  Any input will be greatly appreciated.  I know =

that

this is a "specialized" question that may be of limited interest to other

listers so if you have information to share, please feel free to respond =

to

me directly through my email.

Many Thanks!

Go Green!

Robin

*****************************************************************

Robin Lyn Mecklem, M.S., RBP

Biosafety Officer/RO

MSU Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety

C-124 Engineering Research Complex

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone:  517 355-1283

Pager:  517 232-0443

Cell:      517 281-3659

mecklem@msu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 4 Mar 2003 12:42:28 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Robin Mecklem <mecklem@PILOT.MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Modifying diagnostic mailers for air shipments

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

Julie:

Hi!  Are these the bags that go in your shipping package or does your

shipping package go inside the bag?  I'm looking for the ones that go

inside the outer package to serve as a secondary packaging for the

primary containers.  I was able to locate a source earlier today after

much web searching but I'd be insterested to know if FedEx was actually

supplying what I'm looking for.  Many thanks for your response!

Robin

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 4 Mar 2003 10:28:53 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gajdusek, Corinne M" <Corinne.Gajdusek@MED.VA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Modifying diagnostic mailers for air shipments

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2E27B.E8F26650"

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_01C2E27B.E8F26650

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Robin and Julie: We have a similar quest and I'd like to know what companies

sell the "inner" bags!

[Gajdusek, Corinne M]

 -----Original Message-----

From: Robin Mecklem [mailto:mecklem@PILOT.MSU.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2003 9:42 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Modifying diagnostic mailers for air shipments

Importance: High

Julie:

Hi! Are these the bags that go in your shipping package or does your

shipping package go inside the bag? I'm looking for the ones that go inside

the outer package to serve as a secondary packaging for the primary

containers. I was able to locate a source earlier today after much web

searching but I'd be insterested to know if FedEx was actually supplying

what I'm looking for. Many thanks for your response!

Robin

At 04:30 PM 3/3/03 -0800, you wrote:

>>>>

Robin, Fed X has diagnostic specimen bags they give us free. They come in

several sizes. Julie Karlonas California Animal Health & Food Safety

Laboratory

>>> mecklem@PILOT.MSU.EDU 03/03/03 01:52PM >>>

Dear Biosafety Listers:

I am working with our animal health diagnostic lab to modify their

diagnostic specimen mailers to meet IATA Packing Instruction 650. This lab

supplies their clients with mailers in order to send their samples back to

the lab for diagnostic testing. Because we can't assure that the client

will use a specimen container that meets the 45 kPa pressure test

requirements, I am trying to find a source of secondary packaging

(preferably a zip lock style bag) that will meet the requirements.

Does anyone know of a source for such bags? I know that SafTPak has

products that would work but I'm trying to identify any cost effective

alternatives that I can for this group. They have a large number of these

mailers to "retrofit". Any input will be greatly appreciated. I know that

this is a "specialized" question that may be of limited interest to other

listers so if you have information to share, please feel free to respond to

me directly through my email.

Many Thanks!

Go Green!

Robin

*****************************************************************

Robin Lyn Mecklem, M.S., RBP

Biosafety Officer/RO

MSU Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety

C-124 Engineering Research Complex

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone: 517 355-1283

Pager: 517 232-0443

Cell: 517 281-3659

mecklem@msu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 4 Mar 2003 14:53:54 -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:      A warning from CDC

In-Reply-To:  <3.0.32.20030304124228.01a79740@pilot.msu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_23574390==_.ALT"

--=====================_23574390==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

According to the CDC Select Agent WEB site only forms down loaded from the

CDC or APHIS sites are legit. It is likely they will not accept Word forms

generated else where. Until we get an official Word based form it would be

wise to avoid the use of home-made duplicaates.

         Here is what the site states:

Please note that all forms for the Select Agent Program have been reviewed

and approved by the Office of Management and Budget as prescribed by the

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. The only authorized location to obtain

these forms is this website and that of the Animal Plant Health and

Inspection Service (APHIS), U.S. Department of Agriculture.

Andy

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------

--=====================_23574390==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

According to the CDC Select Agent WEB site only forms down loaded from the CDC or APHIS sites are legit. It is likely they will not accept Word forms generated else where. Until we get an official Word based form it would be wise to avoid the use of home-made duplicaates.


Here is what the site states:

Please note that all forms for the Select Agent Program have been reviewed and approved by the Office of Management and Budget as prescribed by the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. The only authorized location to obtain these forms is this website and that of the Animal Plant Health and Inspection Service (APHIS), U.S. Department of Agriculture.

Andy

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 4 Mar 2003 13:01:59 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: A warning from CDC

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20030304144959.017c77e0@hms.harvard.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_590703125==.ALT"

--=====================_590703125==.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Does this mean we have to write/type?  The only form on the site is a pdf.

canAt 02:53 PM 3/4/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>According to the CDC Select Agent WEB site only forms down loaded from the

>CDC or APHIS sites are legit. It is likely they will not accept Word forms

>generated else where. Until we get an official Word based form it would be

>wise to avoid the use of home-made duplicaates.

>         Here is what the site states:

>

>Please note that all forms for the Select Agent Program have been reviewed

>and approved by the Office of Management and Budget as prescribed by the

>Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. The only authorized location to obtain

>these forms is this website and that of the Animal Plant Health and

>Inspection Service (APHIS), U.S. Department of Agriculture.

>

>Andy

>

>---------------------------------------

>Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

>Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

>25 Shattuck Street

>Boston, MA 02115

>617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

>---------------------------------------

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

--=====================_590703125==.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Does this mean we have to write/type?  The only form on the site is a pdf.

canAt 02:53 PM 3/4/2003 -0500, you wrote:

According to the CDC Select Agent WEB site only forms down loaded from the CDC or APHIS sites are legit. It is likely they will not accept Word forms generated else where. Until we get an official Word based form it would be wise to avoid the use of home-made duplicaates.


Here is what the site states:

Please note that all forms for the Select Agent Program have been reviewed and approved by the Office of Management and Budget as prescribed by the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. The only authorized location to obtain these forms is this website and that of the Animal Plant Health and Inspection Service (APHIS), U.S. Department of Agriculture.

Andy

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

--------------------------------------- 

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 4 Mar 2003 14:56:08 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Kostevicki, Catherine" <catherine_kostevicki@MERCK.COM>

Subject:      Re: A warning from CDC

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2E288.1924D8B0"

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_01C2E288.1924D8B0

Content-Type: text/plain;

 charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

FYI read below...

Damn

-----Original Message-----

From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2003 2:54 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: A warning from CDC

According to the CDC Select Agent WEB site only forms down loaded from the

CDC or APHIS sites are legit. It is likely they will not accept Word forms

generated else where. Until we get an official Word based form it would be

wise to avoid the use of home-made duplicaates.

        Here is what the site states:

Please note that all forms for the Select Agent Program have been reviewed

and approved by the Office of Management and Budget as prescribed by the

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. The only authorized location to obtain

these forms is this website and that of the Animal Plant Health and

Inspection Service (APHIS), U.S. Department of Agriculture.

Andy

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Notice:  This e-mail message, together with any attachments, contains information of Merck & Co., Inc. (Whitehouse Station, New Jersey, USA) that may be confidential, proprietary copyrighted and/or legally privileged, and is intended solely for the use of the individual or entity named in this message.  If you are not the intended recipient, and have received this message in error, please immediately return this by e-mail and then delete it.

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 4 Mar 2003 15:20:00 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: A warning from CDC

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2E28B.6EA16E40"

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_01C2E28B.6EA16E40

Content-Type: text/plain

don't stay up at night waiting for it!!!

-----Original Message-----

From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2003 02:54 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: A warning from CDC

According to the CDC Select Agent WEB site only forms down loaded from the

CDC or APHIS sites are legit. It is likely they will not accept Word forms

generated else where. Until we get an official Word based form it would be

wise to avoid the use of home-made duplicaates.

        Here is what the site states:

Please note that all forms for the Select Agent Program have been reviewed

and approved by the Office of Management and Budget as prescribed by the

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. The only authorized location to obtain

these forms is this website and that of the Animal Plant Health and

Inspection Service (APHIS), U.S. Department of Agriculture.

Andy

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 4 Mar 2003 11:20:04 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Shiozaki, Debbie J" <dshiozak@FHCRC.ORG>

Subject:      FW: Modifying diagnostic mailers for air shipments

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2E283.0F95BDA0"

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_01C2E283.0F95BDA0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Try SAFTPAK.com.  They supply the shipping materials that we use including

the inner bags.

Debbie Shiozaki, MPH, CIH

Manager, EH&S

Fred Hutchinson Cancer Research Center

Seattle, WA 98109

206-667-6200

206-667-4048 fax

-----Original Message-----

From: Gajdusek, Corinne M [mailto:Corinne.Gajdusek@MED.VA.GOV]

Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2003 10:29 AM

To: [Shiozaki, Debbie J]      DU

Subject: Re: Modifying diagnostic mailers for air shipments

Robin and Julie: We have a similar quest and I'd like to know what companies

sell the "inner" bags!

[Gajdusek, Corinne M]

 -----Original Message-----

From: Robin Mecklem [mailto:mecklem@PILOT.MSU.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2003 9:42 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Modifying diagnostic mailers for air shipments

Importance: High

Julie:

Hi! Are these the bags that go in your shipping package or does your

shipping package go inside the bag? I'm looking for the ones that go inside

the outer package to serve as a secondary packaging for the primary

containers. I was able to locate a source earlier today after much web

searching but I'd be insterested to know if FedEx was actually supplying

what I'm looking for. Many thanks for your response!

Robin

At 04:30 PM 3/3/03 -0800, you wrote:

>>>>

Robin, Fed X has diagnostic specimen bags they give us free. They come in

several sizes. Julie Karlonas California Animal Health & Food Safety

Laboratory

>>> mecklem@PILOT.MSU.EDU 03/03/03 01:52PM >>>

Dear Biosafety Listers:

I am working with our animal health diagnostic lab to modify their

diagnostic specimen mailers to meet IATA Packing Instruction 650. This lab

supplies their clients with mailers in order to send their samples back to

the lab for diagnostic testing. Because we can't assure that the client

will use a specimen container that meets the 45 kPa pressure test

requirements, I am trying to find a source of secondary packaging

(preferably a zip lock style bag) that will meet the requirements.

Does anyone know of a source for such bags? I know that SafTPak has

products that would work but I'm trying to identify any cost effective

alternatives that I can for this group. They have a large number of these

mailers to "retrofit". Any input will be greatly appreciated. I know that

this is a "specialized" question that may be of limited interest to other

listers so if you have information to share, please feel free to respond to

me directly through my email.

Many Thanks!

Go Green!

Robin

*****************************************************************

Robin Lyn Mecklem, M.S., RBP

Biosafety Officer/RO

MSU Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety

C-124 Engineering Research Complex

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone: 517 355-1283

Pager: 517 232-0443

Cell: 517 281-3659

mecklem@msu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 4 Mar 2003 16:49:55 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Robin Mecklem <mecklem@PILOT.MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Source for 95 kPa pressure- tested bags

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Biosafety Listers:

For those of you who inquired about a source for pressure-tested bags for

diagnostic specimen shipping, you may wish to check out the website below.

Their product was exactly what we were looking for.  Hope this helps!

http://www.therapak.com/95kpa/index.html

Robin

*****************************************************************

Robin Lyn Mecklem, M.S., RBP

Biosafety Officer/RO

MSU Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety

C-124 Engineering Research Complex

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone:  517 355-1283

Pager:  517 232-0443

Cell:      517 281-3659

mecklem@msu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 4 Mar 2003 14:22:40 -0800

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:      I am aware of this NIOSH posting:

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_36696022.EA8BE6D4"

--=_36696022.EA8BE6D4

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I am aware of this NIOSH posting:

http://www.cdc.gov/niosh/respcln.html

But I am interested in procedures similar to these for cleaning and =

sanitizing PAPR's.  Does anyone have a reference or protocol that they =

would share

The PAPR's would be worn in animal rooms during protocols that involve the =

induction of a microorganism with recommended precautions of BSL-2 =

practices and facilities. 

Melinda Young

Melinda Young

Health & Safety Coordinator

Wa National Primate Research Center

Box 357330

Phone: 206-543-8686

Cell: 206-423-4192

Fax:     206-685-0305

melinday@bart.rprc.washington.edu

biosafe@u.washington.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Mar 2003 11:26:33 +0100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathrin Bernard <Kathrin.Bernard@IVI.ADMIN.CH>

Subject:      Autoclave validation

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

We have a BSL 4 animal facility and we are planning to validate our autoc=

laves.

It would be helpful to me if anybody of you could indicate me some refere=

nces

about autoclave validation and where I can find them?

Thanks in advance.

Kathrin Bernard

--

Kathrin Bernard, PhD

Head of Biosafety

Institute of Virology and Immunoprophylaxis

Sensemattstrasse 293

3147  Mittelh=E4usern

Phone: ++41 (0)31 848 92 34

Fax: ++41 (0)31 848 92 22

kathrin.bernard@ivi.admin.ch

http://www.admin.ch/IVIweb/

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Mar 2003 07:41:14 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rebecca Ryan <ryanr@BU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Autoclave validation

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I would be very interested in learning more about autoclave validation =

as

well.

Rebecca Ryan

BU

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathrin Bernard [mailto:Kathrin.Bernard@IVI.ADMIN.CH]

Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2003 5:27 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Autoclave validation

We have a BSL 4 animal facility and we are planning to validate our

autoclaves. It would be helpful to me if anybody of you could indicate =

me

some references about autoclave validation and where I can find them? =

Thanks

in advance. Kathrin Bernard

--

Kathrin Bernard, PhD

Head of Biosafety

Institute of Virology and Immunoprophylaxis

Sensemattstrasse 293

3147  Mittelh=E4usern

Phone: ++41 (0)31 848 92 34

Fax: ++41 (0)31 848 92 22

kathrin.bernard@ivi.admin.ch

http://www.admin.ch/IVIweb/

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Mar 2003 09:28:11 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: A warning from CDC

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2E323.735ED330"

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_01C2E323.735ED330

Content-Type: text/plain

A CDC representative said that you could attach other versions of the tables

to the application and say "see attached" and that would be acceptable.

-----Original Message-----

From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2003 2:54 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: A warning from CDC

According to the CDC Select Agent WEB site only forms down loaded from the

CDC or APHIS sites are legit. It is likely they will not accept Word forms

generated else where. Until we get an official Word based form it would be

wise to avoid the use of home-made duplicaates.

        Here is what the site states:

Please note that all forms for the Select Agent Program have been reviewed

and approved by the Office of Management and Budget as prescribed by the

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. The only authorized location to obtain

these forms is this website and that of the Animal Plant Health and

Inspection Service (APHIS), U.S. Department of Agriculture.

Andy

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2E323.735ED330

Content-Type: text/html

A CDC representative said that you could attach other versions of the tables to the application and say "see attached" and that would be acceptable.

-----Original Message-----

From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU] 

Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2003 2:54 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: A warning from CDC

According to the CDC Select Agent WEB site only forms down loaded from the CDC or APHIS sites are legit. It is likely they will not accept Word forms generated else where. Until we get an official Word based form it would be wise to avoid the use of home-made duplicaates.


Here is what the site states:

Please note that all forms for the Select Agent Program have been reviewed and approved by the Office of Management and Budget as prescribed by the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. The only authorized location to obtain these forms is this website and that of the Animal Plant Health and Inspection Service (APHIS), U.S. Department of Agriculture.

Andy

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Mar 2003 08:32:20 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: A warning from CDC

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_002F_01C2E2F1.BCCC8170"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_002F_01C2E2F1.BCCC8170

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Amy, that makes sense. By the way, I seem to remember that the people =

who reported possession of Select Agents were to receive a registration =

package in the mail. Has that happened for anyone yet?

Thanks,

Mike Durham

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Barringer, Amy

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2003 8:28 AM

  Subject: Re: A warning from CDC

  A CDC representative said that you could attach other versions of the =

tables to the application and say "see attached" and that would be =

acceptable.

  -----Original Message-----

  From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU]

  Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2003 2:54 PM

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Subject: A warning from CDC

  According to the CDC Select Agent WEB site only forms down loaded from =

the CDC or APHIS sites are legit. It is likely they will not accept Word =

forms generated else where. Until we get an official Word based form it =

would be wise to avoid the use of home-made duplicaates.

          Here is what the site states:

  Please note that all forms for the Select Agent Program have been =

reviewed and approved by the Office of Management and Budget as =

prescribed by the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. The only authorized =

location to obtain these forms is this website and that of the Animal =

Plant Health and Inspection Service (APHIS), U.S. Department of =

Agriculture.

  Andy

  ---------------------------------------

  Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

  Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

  25 Shattuck Street

  Boston, MA 02115

  617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

  ---------------------------------------

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Mar 2003 07:41:15 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: A warning from CDC

In-Reply-To:  <003201c2e324$076d0bf0$72092782@lsu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_657859578==.ALT"

--=====================_657859578==.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Got mine yesterday.

At 08:32 AM 3/5/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Amy, that makes sense. By the way, I seem to remember that the people who

>reported possession of Select Agents were to receive a registration

>package in the mail. Has that happened for anyone yet?

>Thanks,

>Mike Durham

>----- Original Message -----

>From: <mailto:Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>Barringer, Amy

>To: <mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2003 8:28 AM

>Subject: Re: A warning from CDC

>

>A CDC representative said that you could attach other versions of the

>tables to the application and say "see attached" and that would be acceptable.

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU]

>Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2003 2:54 PM

>To: <mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: A warning from CDC

>

>

>According to the CDC Select Agent WEB site only forms down loaded from the

>CDC or APHIS sites are legit. It is likely they will not accept Word forms

>generated else where. Until we get an official Word based form it would be

>wise to avoid the use of home-made duplicaates.

>         Here is what the site states:

>

>Please note that all forms for the Select Agent Program have been reviewed

>and approved by the Office of Management and Budget as prescribed by the

>Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. The only authorized location to obtain

>these forms is this website and that of the Animal Plant Health and

>Inspection Service (APHIS), U.S. Department of Agriculture.

>

>Andy

>---------------------------------------

>Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

>Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

>25 Shattuck Street

>Boston, MA 02115

>617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

>---------------------------------------

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

--=====================_657859578==.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Got mine yesterday.

At 08:32 AM 3/5/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Amy, that makes sense. By the way, I seem to remember that the people who reported possession of Select Agents were to receive a registration package in the mail. Has that happened for anyone yet?

Thanks,

Mike Durham 

----- Original Message ----- 

From: Barringer, Amy 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2003 8:28 AM 

Subject: Re: A warning from CDC

A CDC representative said that you could attach other versions of the tables to the application and say "see attached" and that would be acceptable. 

-----Original Message----- 

From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU] 

Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2003 2:54 PM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: A warning from CDC 

According to the CDC Select Agent WEB site only forms down loaded from the CDC or APHIS sites are legit. It is likely they will not accept Word forms generated else where. Until we get an official Word based form it would be wise to avoid the use of home-made duplicaates. 


Here is what the site states:

Please note that all forms for the Select Agent Program have been reviewed and approved by the Office of Management and Budget as prescribed by the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. The only authorized location to obtain these forms is this website and that of the Animal Plant Health and Inspection Service (APHIS), U.S. Department of Agriculture.

Andy 

--------------------------------------- 

Andrew G. Braun (Andy) 

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research 

25 Shattuck Street 

Boston, MA 02115 

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262 

---------------------------------------

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Mar 2003 08:39:57 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Julie A [EH&S]" <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: A warning from CDC

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2E325.180C7580"

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_01C2E325.180C7580

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

We got a package from both the USDA (for plant pathogens) and the CDC/USDA

(for human and animal pathogens).  Both were received within the last week.

They were addressed to me, as the RFO listed on the notifications.  The

packages consisted of a letter letting us know what we needed to do and

where to download the application forms, and either mailing labels or a

pre-addressed envelope to send the application in.

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: Mike Durham [mailto:mdurham@LSU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2003 8:32 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: A warning from CDC

Amy, that makes sense. By the way, I seem to remember that the people who

reported possession of Select Agents were to receive a registration package

in the mail. Has that happened for anyone yet?

Thanks,

Mike Durham

----- Original Message -----

From: Barringer, Amy <mailto:Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU <mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2003 8:28 AM

Subject: Re: A warning from CDC

A CDC representative said that you could attach other versions of the tables

to the application and say "see attached" and that would be acceptable.

-----Original Message-----

From: Andrew Braun [mailto:andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2003 2:54 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU <mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Subject: A warning from CDC

According to the CDC Select Agent WEB site only forms down loaded from the

CDC or APHIS sites are legit. It is likely they will not accept Word forms

generated else where. Until we get an official Word based form it would be

wise to avoid the use of home-made duplicaates.

        Here is what the site states:

Please note that all forms for the Select Agent Program have been reviewed

and approved by the Office of Management and Budget as prescribed by the

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. The only authorized location to obtain

these forms is this website and that of the Animal Plant Health and

Inspection Service (APHIS), U.S. Department of Agriculture.

Andy

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Mar 2003 10:58:02 -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:      Smallpox vaccinations

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 0057B65405256CE0_="

This is a multipart message in MIME format.
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Forgive me if I slept through this information being posted in recent

days.

Do any of you have a corporate or institutional policy for people

returning to work after receiving a smallpox vaccination?  I presume that

we will all have military reservists or emergency responders who have

received or will receive the vaccine.  If your policy includes removing

them from the workplace until the scab has healed, how did you involve HR

and legal in the determination?

If anyone would like to reply to me directly instead of to the list, my

contact info is below.

Thank you very much!

Chris Thompson

Corporate Biosafety Officer

cz.thompson@lilly.com

317-277-4795
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: FW: Modifying diagnostic mailers for air shipments

In-Reply-To:  <5EE117CB8A2BD51185A90002B330A3BD04A5C9E7@larry.fhcrc.org>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

A word to the wise here.  Many of these combination packages are sold and

certified as a unit.  The inner packaging was tested with the outer

packaging for compliance.  They were not tested separately.  In such cases

the only substitution for an inner or outer package is the identical

packaging.  I.E. You want to re-use the shipping box but the inner bag

needs replacement.

Other combination packagings are certified and sold separately so you can

mix or match the inner/outer packages as you please.

Know what type of combination packaging you are using and what your options

are.

Bob

>     Try SAFTPAK.com.  They supply the shipping materials that we use

>including the inner bags.   Debbie Shiozaki, MPH, CIH Manager, EH&S Fred

>Hutchinson Cancer Research Center Seattle, WA 98109 206-667-6200

>206-667-4048 fax -----Original Message-----

>From: Gajdusek, Corinne M [mailto:Corinne.Gajdusek@MED.VA.GOV]

>Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2003 10:29 AM

>To: [Shiozaki, Debbie J]      DU

>Subject: Re: Modifying diagnostic mailers for air shipments

>

> Robin and Julie: We have a similar quest and I'd like to know what

>companies sell the "inner" bags!

>[Gajdusek, Corinne M]

>   -----Original Message-----

>From: Robin Mecklem [mailto:mecklem@PILOT.MSU.EDU]

>Sent: Tuesday, March 04, 2003 9:42 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Modifying diagnostic mailers for air shipments

>Importance: High

>

>Julie:

>

>

>Hi! Are these the bags that go in your shipping package or does your

>shipping package go inside the bag? I'm looking for the ones that go

>inside   the outer package to serve as a secondary packaging for the

>primary   containers. I was able to locate a source earlier today after

>much web   searching but I'd be insterested to know if FedEx was actually

>supplying what   I'm looking for. Many thanks for your response!

>

>

>Robin

>

>

>At 04:30 PM 3/3/03 -0800, you wrote:

>

>

>

>Robin, Fed X has diagnostic specimen bags   they give us free. They come

>in several sizes. Julie   Karlonas California Animal Health & Food Safety

>Laboratory

>

>>>> mecklem@PILOT.MSU.EDU 03/03/03 01:52PM >>>

>

>Dear Biosafety Listers:

>

>I am working with our animal health diagnostic lab to modify their

>diagnostic specimen mailers to meet IATA Packing Instruction 650. This lab

>supplies their clients with mailers in order to send their samples back to

>the lab for diagnostic testing. Because we can't assure that the client

>will use a specimen container that meets the 45 kPa pressure test

>requirements, I am trying to find a source of secondary packaging

>(preferably a zip lock style bag) that will meet the requirements.

>Does anyone know of a source for such bags? I know that SafTPak has

>products that would work but I'm trying to identify any cost effective

>alternatives that I can for this group. They have a large number of these

>mailers to "retrofit". Any input will be greatly appreciated. I know that

>this is a "specialized" question that may be of limited interest to other

>listers so if you have information to share, please feel free to respond to

>me directly through my email.

>Many Thanks!

>

>Go Green!

>

>Robin

>

>

>Robin Lyn Mecklem, M.S., RBP

>Biosafety Officer/RO

>MSU Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety

>C-124 Engineering Research Complex

>East Lansing, MI 48824

>

>Phone: 517 355-1283

>

>Pager: 517 232-0443

>Cell: 517 281-3659

>

>mecklem@msu.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:         Melinda Young <melinday@BART.RPRC.WASHINGTON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Smallpox vaccinations
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Is there really a need to remove them from the workplace...we have been =

doing vaccinia immunizations for years because of recombinant vaccinia =

protocols.  Our employee health nurses train everyone on how to care for =

the immunization site to prevent cross contamination.

Melinda Young

>>> THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM 03/05/03 07:58AM >>>

Forgive me if I slept through this information being posted in recent =

days.

Do any of you have a corporate or institutional policy for people =

returning to work after receiving a smallpox vaccination?  I presume that =

we will all have military reservists or emergency responders who have =

received or will receive the vaccine.  If your policy includes removing =

them from the workplace until the scab has healed, how did you involve HR =

and legal in the determination?

If anyone would like to reply to me directly instead of to the list, my =

contact info is below.

Thank you very much!

Chris Thompson

Corporate Biosafety Officer

cz.thompson@lilly.com

317-277-4795
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Olinger, Patricia L [S&C/0216]"

              <patricia.l.olinger@PHARMACIA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Smallpox vaccinations
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This issue mostly revolves around FDA GXP product protection issues.  Not

really laboratory issues.

Patty Olinger

Pharmacia, Kalamazoo R&D - ESH

Biosafety & Chemical Hygiene Officer

269-833-7931 office, 269-720-1608 cell

-----Original Message-----

From: Melinda Young [mailto:melinday@BART.RPRC.WASHINGTON.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2003 12:10 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Smallpox vaccinations

Is there really a need to remove them from the workplace...we have been

doing vaccinia immunizations for years because of recombinant vaccinia

protocols.  Our employee health nurses train everyone on how to care for the

immunization site to prevent cross contamination.

Melinda Young

>>> THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM 03/05/03 07:58AM >>>

Forgive me if I slept through this information being posted in recent days.

Do any of you have a corporate or institutional policy for people returning

to work after receiving a smallpox vaccination?  I presume that we will all

have military reservists or emergency responders who have received or will

receive the vaccine.  If your policy includes removing them from the

workplace until the scab has healed, how did you involve HR and legal in the

determination?

If anyone would like to reply to me directly instead of to the list, my

contact info is below.

Thank you very much!

Chris Thompson

Corporate Biosafety Officer

cz.thompson@lilly.com

317-277-4795
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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, Randy" <RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Smallpox vaccinations
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It also might be an issue for Medical professionals having contact with =

immunocompromised patients.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

This issue mostly revolves around FDA GXP product protection issues.  =

Not really laboratory issues.

Patty Olinger

Pharmacia, Kalamazoo R&D - ESH

Biosafety & Chemical Hygiene Officer

269-833-7931 office, 269-720-1608 cell
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      shipping requirements for aeration basin sample
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Could you all help?

>We would like to ship a sample of an aeration basin biological material to

>an out of state lab for microscopic analysis.  The material contains

>primarily bacteria, protozoa, and invertebrate animals that process the

>dissolved organics in the wastewater.  There is a potential for the

>presence of enteric pathogens so the effluent of the plant is chlorinated.

>

>The last time we sent out a sample, our shipping folks said the sample

>required no special handling as infectious material.  We intend to double

>contain it in a sealed plastic bottle wrapped in a sealed bag and shipped

>second day air.  Do you all agree that this is not infectious material?

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Maureen Kotlas <mkotlas@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Smallpox vaccinations
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Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

If the question is being asked as it applies to healthcare workers, our

policy has been determined based on our state Health Department

Preparedness Plan along with the state workers' compensation policy. This

is an excerpt from the CDC document which has set the course for our state

plan:

 Administrative Leave for Vaccinated Health-Care Workers

 Administrative leave is not required routinely for newly vaccinated

 health-care personnel unless they 1) are physically unable to work because

 of systemic signs and symptoms of illness; 2) have extensive skin lesions

 that cannot be covered adequately; or 3) are unable to adhere to the

 recommended infection-control precautions. The close contact required for

 transmission of vaccinia to household contacts is unlikely to occur in the

 health-care setting.

Excerpt is from:

http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/m2d226.htm

Maureen M. Kotlas, CSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Stony Brook University

110 Suffolk Hall

Stony Brook, New York 11794-6200

(631) 632-6410
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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:      Animal care areas and select agents
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Hope this is does not show my stupidity, but it probably will.  Like to

get input on how entities are handling select agents in animal

facilities.  A DOJ approved person enters the DHHS approved animal

facility containment area for inoculation of animals using a select

agent.  Once this activity is finished and any remaining viable agent is

destroyed by the approved person, how do you handle the infected

animals..........as select agents?  and require only approved  animal

care takers to enter this area?

Thanks in advance,

Mark C.

-----------------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

(314) 577-8608    Phone

campbem@slu.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: Animal care areas and select agents

In-Reply-To:  <3E66544B.94551957@slu.edu>
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Hi Mark,

Most likely, yes.  In our case the CDC said our animals became select

agents.  It is best to ask them as it is difficult to generalize.

Richie

>  how do you handle the infected

>animals..........as select agents?  and require only approved  animal

>care takers to enter this area?

>

>Thanks in advance,

>

>-----------------------------------

>Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

>Biological Safety Officer

>Saint Louis University

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_83028438==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Hi Mark,

Most likely, yes.  In our case the CDC said our animals became select agents.  It is best to ask them as it is difficult to generalize.

Richie

 how do you handle the infected

animals..........as select agents?  and require only approved  animal

care takers to enter this area?

Thanks in advance,

-----------------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_83028438==_.ALT--
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Norman, Randy" <RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Animal care areas and select agents
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"how do you handle the infected animals..........as select agents?  and =

require only approved animal care takers to enter this area?"

I would say yes to both questions.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Mar 2003 15:05:59 -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: Animal care areas and select agents
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To clarify: We DON'T do SA work in live animals, but if we did I would =

say yes to both questions.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

-----Original Message-----

From:   Norman, Randy

Sent:   Wednesday, March 05, 2003 3:05 PM

To:     'A Biosafety Discussion List'

Subject:        RE: Animal care areas and select agents

"how do you handle the infected animals..........as select agents?  and =

require only approved animal care takers to enter this area?"

I would say yes to both questions.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

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:         Heather Gonsoulin <hah8377@LOUISIANA.EDU>

Subject:      Transporting virus with needle/syringe filled

In-Reply-To:  <D8C546376915BC4D8DC5BDBC050CC3D2C9676F@hq-w2kexc-is01.bio2k.com>
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I am having trouble coming up with a solution for the following situation.

Hopefully you folks have encountered this or can give me ideas.

Concentrated SHIV is used to inoculate live animals.  Previously, the virus

was supplied in prefilled syringes by the PI and we just have to attach the

needle and inoculate.  This time, the virus must be diluted for inoculation

and drawn up into syringes (with needle attached) in a BSC( (for aerosol

concerns) and then transported across campus to the animal area for

inoculation.  The dilemma is that I do not feel comfortable having these

syringe/needle combos transported as it is a safety hazard transporting

needles.  However, there is no BSC in the animal area to use to fill the

syringes.

Are there syringe needle combinations out there that the sheath (or some

other device) can be activated to cover the needle for transport and then

inactivated for inoculation and then activated again for disposal.  This is

the only solution I could think of, but I don't know if this kind of device

even exists.

Any help would be greatly appreciated!

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL-Lafayette, NIRC
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jon Jacob <superselectagent@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6
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Hi all,

We just got a package from CDC/APHIS for the registration process.  Based on the "final" wording in the "Interim" Final regulations and some destruction activities we conducted, we are now exempt from the registration requirements.

The letter with the package indicates that we are requested to submit a letter to the appropriate agency detailing why we are exempt or no longer possess a select agent.

When will this nightmare end?

Jon
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From:         Greg Merkle <greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU>

Organization: Wright State University

Subject:      Re: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6
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There is nothing said about what information should be

included when filing for the CDC/APHIS to consider your

status as exempt.

Greg Merkle

Jon Jacob wrote:

>

> Hi all,

>

> We just got a package from CDC/APHIS for the registration

> process.  Based on the "final" wording in the "Interim"

> Final regulations and some destruction activities we

> conducted, we are now exempt from the registration

> requirements.

>

> The letter with the package indicates that we are

> requested to submit a letter to the appropriate agency

> detailing why we are exempt or no longer possess a select

> agent.

>

> When will this nightmare end?

>

> Jon

>

> ----------------------------------------------------------

> Do you Yahoo!?

> Yahoo! Tax Center - forms, calculators, tips, and more
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From:         Richard Goering <rgoeri@CREIGHTON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6
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I just called the CDC SA telephone number (888) 274-1757 and was told that,

on our letterhead, as RO I should inform the CDC (i.e., use the CDC shipping

label) that:  (1) we have "x" amount of specific SA's, (2) indicate that as

per 42 CFR Part 73.6 and 1003 these are below the reportable amount, and (3)

assure them that if at any future time we

exceed the exempt amounts we will immediately register the facility.

-------------------------------------------------------

Richard V. Goering, Ph.D.

Chair, IBC

Creighton Univ. Sch. Med.

2500 California Plaza

Omaha, NE 68178

USA

----- Original Message -----

From: "Greg Merkle" <greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2003 3:52 PM

Subject: Re: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6

> There is nothing said about what information should be

> included when filing for the CDC/APHIS to consider your

> status as exempt.

>

> Greg Merkle

>

> Jon Jacob wrote:

> >

> > Hi all,

> >

> > We just got a package from CDC/APHIS for the registration

> > process.  Based on the "final" wording in the "Interim"

> > Final regulations and some destruction activities we

> > conducted, we are now exempt from the registration

> > requirements.

> >

> > The letter with the package indicates that we are

> > requested to submit a letter to the appropriate agency

> > detailing why we are exempt or no longer possess a select

> > agent.

> >

> > When will this nightmare end?

> >

> > Jon

> >

> > ----------------------------------------------------------

> > Do you Yahoo!?

> > Yahoo! Tax Center - forms, calculators, tips, and more

>
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From:         "White, Alan D [EH&S]" <awhite@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Transporting virus with needle/syringe filled
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Yes indeed.  I had the same problem recently.  Becton, Dickinson has a

syringe/needle of different sizes and gauges called BD Safety-Lok Syringe.

Just go to www.bd.com and look for the safety syringes.  You can cover the

needle part way for transport, then once you have used it, just snap it

closed for disposal.

Hope this helps.

Alan D. White, Biosafety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

118 Agronomy Lab

Iowa State University

Ames, IA   50011-3200

515-294-9364

Fax: 515-294-9357

awhite@iastate.edu

 -----Original Message-----

From:   Heather Gonsoulin [mailto:hah8377@LOUISIANA.EDU]

Sent:   Wednesday, March 05, 2003 3:34 PM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Transporting virus with needle/syringe filled

I am having trouble coming up with a solution for the following situation.

Hopefully you folks have encountered this or can give me ideas.

Concentrated SHIV is used to inoculate live animals.  Previously, the virus

was supplied in prefilled syringes by the PI and we just have to attach the

needle and inoculate.  This time, the virus must be diluted for inoculation

and drawn up into syringes (with needle attached) in a BSC( (for aerosol

concerns) and then transported across campus to the animal area for

inoculation.  The dilemma is that I do not feel comfortable having these

syringe/needle combos transported as it is a safety hazard transporting

needles.  However, there is no BSC in the animal area to use to fill the

syringes.

Are there syringe needle combinations out there that the sheath (or some

other device) can be activated to cover the needle for transport and then

inactivated for inoculation and then activated again for disposal.  This is

the only solution I could think of, but I don't know if this kind of device

even exists.

Any help would be greatly appreciated!

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL-Lafayette, NIRC

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Mar 2003 17:45:36 -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: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_ei1sD834n+QCoIsk/Kmouw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_ei1sD834n+QCoIsk/Kmouw)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

I appreciate the information.  Thank you.

Greg Merkle

Richard Goering wrote:

>

> I just called the CDC SA telephone number (888) 274-1757 and was told that,

> on our letterhead, as RO I should inform the CDC (i.e., use the CDC shipping

> label) that:  (1) we have "x" amount of specific SA's, (2) indicate that as

> per 42 CFR Part 73.6 and 1003 these are below the reportable amount, and (3)

> assure them that if at any future time we

> exceed the exempt amounts we will immediately register the facility.

>

> -------------------------------------------------------

> Richard V. Goering, Ph.D.

> Chair, IBC

> Creighton Univ. Sch. Med.

> 2500 California Plaza

> Omaha, NE 68178

> USA

>

> ----- Original Message -----

> From: "Greg Merkle" <greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU>

> To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2003 3:52 PM

> Subject: Re: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6

>

> > There is nothing said about what information should be

> > included when filing for the CDC/APHIS to consider your

> > status as exempt.

> >

> > Greg Merkle

> >

> > Jon Jacob wrote:

> > >

> > > Hi all,

> > >

> > > We just got a package from CDC/APHIS for the registration

> > > process.  Based on the "final" wording in the "Interim"

> > > Final regulations and some destruction activities we

> > > conducted, we are now exempt from the registration

> > > requirements.

> > >

> > > The letter with the package indicates that we are

> > > requested to submit a letter to the appropriate agency

> > > detailing why we are exempt or no longer possess a select

> > > agent.

> > >

> > > When will this nightmare end?

> > >

> > > Jon

> > >

> > > ----------------------------------------------------------

> > > Do you Yahoo!?

> > > Yahoo! Tax Center - forms, calculators, tips, and more

> >

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Mar 2003 22:48:54 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Byron Tepper <btepper@COMCAST.NET>

Subject:      VIRUS IN MY C DRIVE NOT PICKED UP BY NORTON OR MCAFEE-- PLEASE

              CHECH YOURS

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_SvCzp7KIPRq8w63jRpze/Q)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_SvCzp7KIPRq8w63jRpze/Q)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=Windows-1252

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

My computer had a virus through e mail contact. Please perform the following

steps to be sure you don't have it. It was not in my address book, but on my

c drive. 1.go to start, find or search option 2. In the File Folder option,

type the name: jdbgmgr.exe  3. Be sure you search your C drive and all

subfolders  4. Click"find now  5. The virus has a teddy bear icon with the

name jdbgmgr.exe. DO NOT OPEN IT. 6. Go to edit (on menu bar) and select

delete. It will then go to the recycle bin. OR drag the icon to the recycle bin.

If you find the virus contact the people in your address book so they can eradicate it.

I'm sorry for the inconvenience. The virus was passed to me through an e mail, but I

don't know who or how.

Byron S. Tepper, Ph.D.,CSP,CBSP

8504 Southfields Circle

Lutherville, MD 21093-3979

Tel: 410-828-6330

Fax: 410-828-6331

E-mail: btepper@comcast.net

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Mar 2003 08:44:01 -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: VIRUS IN MY C DRIVE NOT PICKED UP BY NORTON OR MCAFEE--

              PLEASE CHECH YOURS

In-Reply-To:  <003201c2e393$51594de0$6501a8c0@towson01.md.comcast.net>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="Windows-1252"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dear Colleagues

The following message was posted by one of our faculty IT support personnel

on 21st October. It is self-explanatory.

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

VIRUS HOAX - JDBGMGR.exe file

http://www.sbsinfo.man.ac.uk/announcements/item.asp?id=2568

An old virus hoax is being e-mailed around campus at the moment.

It is telling you to search for a certain file, JDBGMGR.exe, which

your anti-virus software will not detect. The reason it is not being

detected is that it is a perfectly legitimate Windows file that everyone

will probably have on their machines.

People are finding the file JDBGMGR.exe and in a state of panic,

deleting it then sending this message to colleagues, thinking they

are doing them a favour! You should NOT delete the

JDBGMGR.exe file but if you do, you will probably not notice any

undesirable effects upon your machine. See website below for

further details:

http://www.vmyths.com/hoax.cfm?id=275&page=3

FOR FUTURE REFERENCE: If any e-mail comes around telling

you to delete a file that it says is a virus then please contact the

Helpdesk (details below) before taking any action. Also, check out the

Virus Myths website, which will let you know if the message you have

received is a virus hoax message:

http://www.vmyths.com/

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Byron Tepper

Sent: 06 March 2003 03:49

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: VIRUS IN MY C DRIVE NOT PICKED UP BY NORTON OR MCAFEE-- PLEASE

CHECH YOURS

My computer had a virus through e mail contact. Please perform the following

steps to be sure you don't have it. It was not in my address book, but on my

c drive. 1.go to start, find or search option 2. In the File Folder option,

type the name: jdbgmgr.exe  3. Be sure you search your C drive and all

subfolders  4. Click"find now  5. The virus has a teddy bear icon with the

name jdbgmgr.exe. DO NOT OPEN IT. 6. Go to edit (on menu bar) and select

delete. It will then go to the recycle bin. OR drag the icon to the recycle

bin.

If you find the virus contact the people in your address book so they can

eradicate it.

I'm sorry for the inconvenience. The virus was passed to me through an e

mail, but I

don't know who or how.

Byron S. Tepper, Ph.D.,CSP,CBSP

8504 Southfields Circle

Lutherville, MD 21093-3979

Tel: 410-828-6330

Fax: 410-828-6331

E-mail: btepper@comcast.net

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Mar 2003 09:51:48 +0100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Verduin, Dick" <Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL>

Subject:      Re: VIRUS IN MY C DRIVE NOT PICKED UP BY NORTON OR MCAFEE--

              PLEASE CHECH YOURS

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2E3BD.9FAA7AA4"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2E3BD.9FAA7AA4

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="Windows-1252"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Dear Byron,

I am sure this is an HOAX.

See:

http://www.symantec.com/avcenter/venc/data/jdbgmgr.exe.file.hoax.html

with regards

Dick Verduin

Biological Safety Officer

-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

Wageningen University (WU)

Department Plant Sciences

Laboratory of Virology

Binnenhaven 11

6709 PD Wageningen

The Netherlands

Building number 504

Telephone +31.317.483093

Facsimile +31.317.484820

E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

-------------------------------------------------------------------

-----Original Message-----

From: Byron Tepper [mailto:btepper@COMCAST.NET]

Sent: donderdag 6 maart 2003 4:49

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: VIRUS IN MY C DRIVE NOT PICKED UP BY NORTON OR MCAFEE-- PLEASE =

CHECH YOURS

My computer had a virus through e mail contact. Please perform the =

following

steps to be sure you don't have it. It was not in my address book, but =

on my

c drive. 1.go to start, find or search option 2. In the File Folder =

option,

type the name: jdbgmgr.exe  3. Be sure you search your C drive and all

subfolders  4. Click"find now  5. The virus has a teddy bear icon with =

the

name jdbgmgr.exe. DO NOT OPEN IT. 6. Go to edit (on menu bar) and select =

delete. It will then go to the recycle bin. OR drag the icon to the =

recycle bin.

If you find the virus contact the people in your address book so they =

can eradicate it.

I'm sorry for the inconvenience. The virus was passed to me through an e =

mail, but I

don't know who or how.

Byron S. Tepper, Ph.D.,CSP,CBSP

8504 Southfields Circle

Lutherville, MD 21093-3979

Tel: 410-828-6330

Fax: 410-828-6331

E-mail: btepper@comcast.net

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Mar 2003 08:40:23 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Transporting virus with needle/syringe filled

In-Reply-To:  <003a01c2e35e$f42176e0$6d114682@louisiana.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

If all else fails, use a secondary container.

Bob

>I am having trouble coming up with a solution for the following situation.

>Hopefully you folks have encountered this or can give me ideas.

>

>Concentrated SHIV is used to inoculate live animals.  Previously, the virus

>was supplied in prefilled syringes by the PI and we just have to attach the

>needle and inoculate.  This time, the virus must be diluted for inoculation

>and drawn up into syringes (with needle attached) in a BSC( (for aerosol

>concerns) and then transported across campus to the animal area for

>inoculation.  The dilemma is that I do not feel comfortable having these

>syringe/needle combos transported as it is a safety hazard transporting

>needles.  However, there is no BSC in the animal area to use to fill the

>syringes.

>

>Are there syringe needle combinations out there that the sheath (or some

>other device) can be activated to cover the needle for transport and then

>inactivated for inoculation and then activated again for disposal.  This is

>the only solution I could think of, but I don't know if this kind of device

>even exists.

>

>Any help would be greatly appreciated!

>

>Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

>Safety Officer

>UL-Lafayette, NIRC

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________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 Mar 2003 08:59:27 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      owner of entity - SA form 4B

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hi All,

For those of us at universities..does anyone know whether we have to list

the "owner of the entity" in table 4B, and who that might be? A nonprofit

educational institution has no single owner. Do they want the 100 board

members?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Mar 2003 09:12:24 -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: Transporting virus with needle/syringe filled

In-Reply-To:  <l03130300ba8d001491fb@[129.22.182.215]>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Thank you all for the input.

I believe we will probably go with the Monoject version of the safety

syringe, it seems to have a transport position.  We have the BD safety

syringes and once the sheath is activated it cannot be inactivated.  If the

Monoject is not appropriate, we will probably resort to removing the needle

with hemostats and replacing when we get into the animal area.

Thanks again,

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL-Lafayette, NIRC

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Robert N. Latsch

Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 7:40 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Transporting virus with needle/syringe filled

If all else fails, use a secondary container.

Bob

>I am having trouble coming up with a solution for the following situation.

>Hopefully you folks have encountered this or can give me ideas.

>

>Concentrated SHIV is used to inoculate live animals.  Previously, the virus

>was supplied in prefilled syringes by the PI and we just have to attach the

>needle and inoculate.  This time, the virus must be diluted for inoculation

>and drawn up into syringes (with needle attached) in a BSC( (for aerosol

>concerns) and then transported across campus to the animal area for

>inoculation.  The dilemma is that I do not feel comfortable having these

>syringe/needle combos transported as it is a safety hazard transporting

>needles.  However, there is no BSC in the animal area to use to fill the

>syringes.

>

>Are there syringe needle combinations out there that the sheath (or some

>other device) can be activated to cover the needle for transport and then

>inactivated for inoculation and then activated again for disposal.  This is

>the only solution I could think of, but I don't know if this kind of device

>even exists.

>

>Any help would be greatly appreciated!

>

>Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

>Safety Officer

>UL-Lafayette, NIRC

_____________________________________________________________________

__      /

_____________________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 Mar 2003 10:29:37 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Frank A. Cantone" <fac2@CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20030306085746.00a7df90@lulu.it.northwestern.ed u>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_8170298==_.ALT"

--=====================_8170298==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

We had the same concern. In the USDA regs, 121.0(b), reference is made to

"where applicable, the individual who owns or controls the entity". I spoke

with our council's office, and they advised us to indicate that the Cornell

University is an educational corporation, and that this corporation owns

the entity (i.e., there is no single owner).

Frank

At 08:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Hi All,

>

>For those of us at universities..does anyone know whether we have to list

>the "owner of the entity" in table 4B, and who that might be? A nonprofit

>educational institution has no single owner. Do they want the 100 board

>members?

>

>Kath

>

>

>**********************************************

>Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

>Biological Safety Professional

>Office of Research Safety

>Northwestern University

>NG-71 Technological Institute

>2145 Sheridan Road

>Evanston, IL 60208-3121

>Phone: (847) 491-4387

>Fax: (847) 467-2797

>Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

>**********************************************

*********************************************************************************

Frank A. Cantone, Ph.D. CBSP

Biological Safety

Officer

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

Cornell University

125 Humphreys Service Building

Ithaca, New York  14853-3701

phone: 607-254-4888

fax: 607-255-8267

email: fac2@cornell.edu

<http://www.ehs.cornell.edu>http://www.ehs.cornell.edu

"At every crossway on the road that leads to the future,

tradition has placed against each of us ten thousand men to guard the past"

Maurice Maeterlinck

--=====================_8170298==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

We had the same concern. In the USDA regs, 121.0(b), reference is made to "where applicable, the individual who owns or controls the entity". I spoke with our council's office, and they advised us to indicate that the Cornell University is an educational corporation, and that this corporation owns the entity (i.e., there is no single owner).

Frank

At 08:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hi All,

For those of us at universities..does anyone know whether we have to list

the "owner of the entity" in table 4B, and who that might be? A nonprofit

educational institution has no single owner. Do they want the 100 board

members?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

*********************************************************************************

Frank A. Cantone, Ph.D. CBSP 





Biological Safety Officer 












Department of Environmental Health & Safety

Cornell University 




125 Humphreys Service Building 

Ithaca, New York  14853-3701 

phone: 607-254-4888

fax: 607-255-8267

email: fac2@cornell.edu 

http://www.ehs.cornell.edu

"At every crossway on the road that leads to the future, 

tradition has placed against each of us ten thousand men to guard the past"

Maurice Maeterlinck

--=====================_8170298==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Mar 2003 09:40:58 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Julie A [EH&S]" <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: VIRUS IN MY C DRIVE NOT PICKED UP BY NORTON OR MCAFEE-- PLEAS

              E CHECH YOURS

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2E3F6.C8454CC0"

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_01C2E3F6.C8454CC0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

This appears to be a hoax:

http://www.symantec.com/avcenter/venc/data/jdbgmgr.exe.file.hoax.html

<http://www.symantec.com/avcenter/venc/data/jdbgmgr.exe.file.hoax.html>

-----Original Message-----

From: Byron Tepper [mailto:btepper@COMCAST.NET]

Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2003 9:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: VIRUS IN MY C DRIVE NOT PICKED UP BY NORTON OR MCAFEE-- PLEASE

CHECH YOURS

My computer had a virus through e mail contact. Please perform the following

steps to be sure you don't have it. It was not in my address book, but on my

c drive. 1.go to start, find or search option 2. In the File Folder option,

type the name: jdbgmgr.exe  3. Be sure you search your C drive and all

subfolders  4. Click"find now  5. The virus has a teddy bear icon with the

name jdbgmgr.exe. DO NOT OPEN IT. 6. Go to edit (on menu bar) and select

delete. It will then go to the recycle bin. OR drag the icon to the recycle

bin.

If you find the virus contact the people in your address book so they can

eradicate it.

I'm sorry for the inconvenience. The virus was passed to me through an e

mail, but I

don't know who or how.

Byron S. Tepper, Ph.D.,CSP,CBSP

8504 Southfields Circle

Lutherville, MD 21093-3979

Tel: 410-828-6330

Fax: 410-828-6331

E-mail: btepper@comcast.net <mailto:btepper@comcast.net>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Mar 2003 10:55:22 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_k7acr895aG8XMiiAQlliZg)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_k7acr895aG8XMiiAQlliZg)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            It gets worse for some of you folks at land grant schools, =

either the people or the State of XX or the Commonwealth   of            =

 XX (I went to UK-a Commonwealth School) own the University/ =

College/Medical School etc.

            Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Frank A. Cantone [mailto:fac2@CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 10:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

We had the same concern. In the USDA regs, 121.0(b), reference is made =

to "where applicable, the individual who owns or controls the entity". I =

spoke with our council's office, and they advised us to indicate that =

the Cornell University is an educational corporation, and that this =

corporation owns the entity (i.e., there is no single owner).

Frank

At 08:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hi All,

For those of us at universities..does anyone know whether we have to =

list

the "owner of the entity" in table 4B, and who that might be? A =

nonprofit

educational institution has no single owner. Do they want the 100 board

members?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

*************************************************************************=

********

Frank A. Cantone, Ph.D. CBSP                           

Biological Safety Officer                                                =

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

Cornell University                     

125 Humphreys Service Building

Ithaca, New York  14853-3701

phone: 607-254-4888

fax: 607-255-8267

email: fac2@cornell.edu

http <http://www.ehs.cornell.edu> ://www.ehs.cornell.edu =

<http://www.ehs.cornell.edu/>

"At every crossway on the road that leads to the future,

tradition has placed against each of us ten thousand men to guard the =

past"

Maurice Maeterlinck

-----Original Message--= ---

From: Frank A. Cantone [mailto:fac2@CORNELL.EDU] 

Sent: Thursday, March = 06, 2003 10:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MI= T.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of = entity - SA form 4B

We had the sa= me concern. In the USDA regs, 121.0(b), reference is made to "where applicab= le, the individual who owns or controls the entity". I spoke with our co= uncil's office, and they advised us to indicate that the Cornell University i= s an educational corporation, and that this corporation owns the entity (i.e., there i= s no single owner).

Frank

At 08:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hi All,

For those of us at universities..does anyone know whether we have to = list

the "owner of the entity" in table 4B, and who that might b= e? A nonprofit

educational institution has no single owner. Do they want the 100 boa= rd

members?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

***********************************************************= **********************

Frank A. Cantone, Ph.D. CBSP 



Biological Safety Officer 



        





Department of Environmental Health & Safety

Cornell University 
        
125 Humphreys Service Building 

Ithaca, New York  14853-3701 

phone: 607-254-4888

fax: 607-255-8267

email: fac2@cornell.edu 

http://www.ehs.cornell= .edu

"At every crossway on the road that leads to the future, 

tradition has placed against each of us ten thousand men to guard the past"

Maurice Maeterlinck

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Mar 2003 11:24:10 -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:      SA list

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

OK, the latest SA list I have still lists Aflatoxin as an APHIS

agent, but it doesn't show up on the form. Does anyone know if

Aflatoxin still an APHIS SA or not?

--

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, 6 Mar 2003 11:39:32 -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:      CJD Resources

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

We have a researcher who will be working with CJD tissues of human origin

(brain) in the near future.  In order to assist this researcher with

developing work practices and identifying appropriate lab space and

engineering controls, I am conducting some research regarding biosafety

"guidelines" for this type of research.  I am trying to find out what the "standard of practice" is for this kind of work (i.e. what BSL practices for what procedures, any specific engineering controls, effective means of disinfection, etc.)

If anyone has researchers working with the above or if anyone can help me with a resource for this information, I would appreciate it.

<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

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Mar 2003 11:39:59 -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: SA list

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_EyIHoq3ExpVSPVutNZsmww)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_EyIHoq3ExpVSPVutNZsmww)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

The Select Biological Agents and Toxins listed on the CDC

site (www.cdc.gov/od/sap) does not have aflotoxin listed.

Also, see the Fed. Reg. listing for 42cfr72, on page 76887

near the top of the right column, it is mentioned that

aflotoxins were excluded form the listing of agents.

Greg Merkle

Robin Newberry wrote:

>

> OK, the latest SA list I have still lists Aflatoxin as an APHIS

> agent, but it doesn't show up on the form. Does anyone know if

> Aflatoxin still an APHIS SA or not?

> --

> 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, 6 Mar 2003 11:57:47 -0500

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: owner of entity - SA form 4B

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

I was a speaker along with Dr. Stephen Morse, CDC official who is Chair

of the Interagency Committee on new select agent rules  at the LS&EM

conference ( bioterrorism agent compliance track ) in mid-Feb in DC.  He

was able to clarify a number of points and in fact the conference

organizer, Prizim Inc., is in the process of compiling these points and

having Dr. Morse confirm them.  This information should be available

early next week and I will post to this list serve and also plan to ask

CSHEMA and ABSA  to post on their web sites.

He did state that colleges and universities that are  owned by

localities or states do not have to list "owners" or individuals that

"control the entity"  on the registration form. Thanks, Cheri

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

>>> philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU 03/06/03 10:55AM >>>

            It gets worse for some of you folks at land grant schools,

either the people or the State of XX or the Commonwealth   of

 XX (I went to UK-a Commonwealth School) own the University/

College/Medical School etc.

            Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Frank A. Cantone [mailto:fac2@CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 10:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

We had the same concern. In the USDA regs, 121.0(b), reference is made

to "where applicable, the individual who owns or controls the entity". I

spoke with our council's office, and they advised us to indicate that

the Cornell University is an educational corporation, and that this

corporation owns the entity (i.e., there is no single owner).

Frank

At 08:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hi All,

For those of us at universities..does anyone know whether we have to

list

the "owner of the entity" in table 4B, and who that might be? A

nonprofit

educational institution has no single owner. Do they want the 100

board

members?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

*********************************************************************************

Frank A. Cantone, Ph.D. CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

Cornell University

125 Humphreys Service Building

Ithaca, New York  14853-3701

phone: 607-254-4888

fax: 607-255-8267

email: fac2@cornell.edu

http <http://www.ehs.cornell.edu> ://www.ehs.cornell.edu

<http://www.ehs.cornell.edu/>

"At every crossway on the road that leads to the future,

tradition has placed against each of us ten thousand men to guard the

past"

Maurice Maeterlinck

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Mar 2003 13:00:36 -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:      Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Thank you; this is a real service.

Karen B. Byers, MS,  RBP, CBSP-ABSA

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

Phone: 617-632-3890

Fax: 617-632-1932

NOTE: for walking (not mailing) office location is 454 Brookline, suite 4.

Visit EH&S on the web at http://research.dfci.harvard.edu/ehs

-----Original Message-----

From: Cheri L Hildreth [mailto:cheri.hildreth@LOUISVILLE.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 11:58 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

I was a speaker along with Dr. Stephen Morse, CDC official who is Chair

of the Interagency Committee on new select agent rules  at the LS&EM

conference ( bioterrorism agent compliance track ) in mid-Feb in DC.  He

was able to clarify a number of points and in fact the conference

organizer, Prizim Inc., is in the process of compiling these points and

having Dr. Morse confirm them.  This information should be available

early next week and I will post to this list serve and also plan to ask

CSHEMA and ABSA  to post on their web sites.

He did state that colleges and universities that are  owned by

localities or states do not have to list "owners" or individuals that

"control the entity"  on the registration form. Thanks, Cheri

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

>>> philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU 03/06/03 10:55AM >>>

            It gets worse for some of you folks at land grant schools,

either the people or the State of XX or the Commonwealth   of

 XX (I went to UK-a Commonwealth School) own the University/

College/Medical School etc.

            Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Frank A. Cantone [mailto:fac2@CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 10:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

We had the same concern. In the USDA regs, 121.0(b), reference is made

to "where applicable, the individual who owns or controls the entity". I

spoke with our council's office, and they advised us to indicate that

the Cornell University is an educational corporation, and that this

corporation owns the entity (i.e., there is no single owner).

Frank

At 08:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hi All,

For those of us at universities..does anyone know whether we have to

list

the "owner of the entity" in table 4B, and who that might be? A

nonprofit

educational institution has no single owner. Do they want the 100

board

members?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

********************************************************************************

*

Frank A. Cantone, Ph.D. CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

Cornell University

125 Humphreys Service Building

Ithaca, New York  14853-3701

phone: 607-254-4888

fax: 607-255-8267

email: fac2@cornell.edu

http <http://www.ehs.cornell.edu> ://www.ehs.cornell.edu

<http://www.ehs.cornell.edu/>

"At every crossway on the road that leads to the future,

tradition has placed against each of us ten thousand men to guard the

past"

Maurice Maeterlinck

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Mar 2003 13:11:17 -0500

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: owner of entity - SA form 4B

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

I just talked to the LS&EM conference organizer and she is sending the

list of points that Dr. Morse clarifed at the Feb. conference to him

today so hopefully we'll have his confirmation soon and can share with

everyone since there are some other really important points....Cheri

>>> Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU 03/06/03 01:00PM >>>

Thank you; this is a real service.

Karen B. Byers, MS,  RBP, CBSP-ABSA

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

Phone: 617-632-3890

Fax: 617-632-1932

NOTE: for walking (not mailing) office location is 454 Brookline, suite

4.

Visit EH&S on the web at http://research.dfci.harvard.edu/ehs

-----Original Message-----

From: Cheri L Hildreth [mailto:cheri.hildreth@LOUISVILLE.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 11:58 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

I was a speaker along with Dr. Stephen Morse, CDC official who is

Chair

of the Interagency Committee on new select agent rules  at the LS&EM

conference ( bioterrorism agent compliance track ) in mid-Feb in DC.

He

was able to clarify a number of points and in fact the conference

organizer, Prizim Inc., is in the process of compiling these points

and

having Dr. Morse confirm them.  This information should be available

early next week and I will post to this list serve and also plan to

ask

CSHEMA and ABSA  to post on their web sites.

He did state that colleges and universities that are  owned by

localities or states do not have to list "owners" or individuals that

"control the entity"  on the registration form. Thanks, Cheri

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

>>> philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU 03/06/03 10:55AM >>>

            It gets worse for some of you folks at land grant schools,

either the people or the State of XX or the Commonwealth   of

 XX (I went to UK-a Commonwealth School) own the University/

College/Medical School etc.

            Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Frank A. Cantone [mailto:fac2@CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 10:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

We had the same concern. In the USDA regs, 121.0(b), reference is made

to "where applicable, the individual who owns or controls the entity".

I

spoke with our council's office, and they advised us to indicate that

the Cornell University is an educational corporation, and that this

corporation owns the entity (i.e., there is no single owner).

Frank

At 08:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hi All,

For those of us at universities..does anyone know whether we have to

list

the "owner of the entity" in table 4B, and who that might be? A

nonprofit

educational institution has no single owner. Do they want the 100

board

members?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

********************************************************************************

*

Frank A. Cantone, Ph.D. CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

Cornell University

125 Humphreys Service Building

Ithaca, New York  14853-3701

phone: 607-254-4888

fax: 607-255-8267

email: fac2@cornell.edu

http <http://www.ehs.cornell.edu> ://www.ehs.cornell.edu

<http://www.ehs.cornell.edu/>

"At every crossway on the road that leads to the future,

tradition has placed against each of us ten thousand men to guard the

past"

Maurice Maeterlinck

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Mar 2003 08:46:49 -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:      Prior Restraint

In-Reply-To:  <se674903.065@gwise.louisville.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

Does anyone have policy or information on "sensitive information"/ "prior

restraint," and generally what would be deemd sensitive information on

select agents as an individual go to publish a scientific paper, thesis,

etc.

 ==============================================================================

Hubert B. Olipares, RBP, MSPH

Biological Safety Professional

University of Hawaii

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Biological Safety Program

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

Biosafety Website:      http://www.hawaii.edu/ehso/bio/

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Mar 2003 15:25:01 -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:      SA lab supervisor question

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Rather than securing several labs, we're planning to put three or

four different PI's SA toxin work in one lab. The space we'll be

using doesn't belong to any of the PI's - technically it belongs to

me (we used to do a fair amount of IH work in it) - and there is no

"lab supervisor" as such. Since it's "my" lab and I'm the RO, can the

RO be a Lab Supervisor? I'll never work with SA, so that's not a

problem. And I'm hesitant to make any of the current lab residents

(an IH and two techs) the lab supervisor, since they'll never touch

the stuff either. Suggestions?

--

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, 6 Mar 2003 14:00:12 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert P. Ellis" <Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA lab supervisor question

In-Reply-To:  <p05200f0bba8d5d69979f@[130.127.13.30]>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: Text/Plain; charset="us-ascii"

In my opinion, you can be the lab supervisor, and then the Alternate RO

would be the one to do any signing for transfers, inspections,

inventories, etc, regarding this lab. I think it has to work this way so

those of us with active research programs, and are also the Biosafety

Officer and the RO, can continue our research, even if it involves

select agents, and remain within full compliance of the regulations.

Cheers, Bob Ellis

On Thu, 6 Mar 2003 15:25:01 -0500 Robin Newberry <wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU>

wrote:

> Rather than securing several labs, we're planning to put three or

> four different PI's SA toxin work in one lab. The space we'll be

> using doesn't belong to any of the PI's - technically it belongs to

> me (we used to do a fair amount of IH work in it) - and there is no

> "lab supervisor" as such. Since it's "my" lab and I'm the RO, can the

> RO be a Lab Supervisor? I'll never work with SA, so that's not a

> problem. And I'm hesitant to make any of the current lab residents

> (an IH and two techs) the lab supervisor, since they'll never touch

> the stuff either. Suggestions?

> --

> 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/

====================

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1677, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu

====================

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Mar 2003 15:21:01 -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:      Coding systems

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Anyone have a really great coding system for select agents they could

share without giving away any secrets :)  Looking to modify ours.

Thanks,

Mark C.

Saint Louis University

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Mar 2003 16:48:10 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Prior Restraint

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Gut hunch-quick advice? Go to the ASM (American Society for =

Microbiology). They have been at the for-front of what is considered =

"dual-use" science, and what should/should not be included for =

publication. It is a hard call to make, because anyone with a modicum of =

microbiology / molecular biology can already anticipate a lot of this on =

their own. It's just that most scientists are decent, hard-working folk =

who do not have a mean bone in their body.

That doesn't mean that you can't put interleukin in mouse pox and wipe =

out mice accidentally...this is one of the papers (from Australia) that =

started the ball rolling, that was considered a "border-line" paper that =

proved that human pathogens could be modified in a similar manner, and =

this paper should have been suppressed and not published. (Not my =

sentiment, by the way!)

Hope this helps.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Hubert B Olipares [mailto:olipares@HAWAII.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 1:47 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Prior Restraint

Does anyone have policy or information on "sensitive information"/ =

"prior

restraint," and generally what would be deemd sensitive information on

select agents as an individual go to publish a scientific paper, thesis,

etc.

Hubert B. Olipares, RBP, MSPH

Biological Safety Professional

University of Hawaii

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Biological Safety Program

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

Biosafety Website:      http://www.hawaii.edu/ehso/bio/

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Mar 2003 17:07:04 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "McNulty, Hilary" <Hilary.McNulty@MPI.COM>

Subject:      Bio Decon for Release

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Good afternoon everyone - My group is trying to put together general

decon guidelines to be used when trying to release an area from

Biohazardous to unrestricted use. We want an organized way to prove th=

at

we've cleaned the area properly before allowing construction,

maintenance, or end of leases, etc. to enter the area.  We want an

organized process similar to procedures set-up for decommissioning an

area for RAD use.  Do any of you have something similar set-up that I

could take a look at?  Generally we use human blood products.

Where they are handling more specialized materials, we create specific=

SOPs for that and they treat or decon as appropriate when they are don=

e.

Thanks for your help.

Hilary R. McNulty

Senior Manager, Environmental Health & Safety

Millennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

35 Lansdowne Street

Cambridge, MA  02139

617-444-1368

fax 617-374-7677

mcnulty@dmpi.com

This e-mail, including any attachments, is a confidential business com=

munication, and may contain information that is confidential, propriet=

ary and/or privileged.  This e-mail is intended only for the individua=

l(s) to whom it is addressed, and may not be saved, copied, printed, d=

isclosed or used by anyone else.  If you are not the(an) intended reci=

pient, please immediately delete this e-mail from your computer system=

 and notify the sender.  Thank you.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Mar 2003 18:47:11 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lynn Harding <LynnHarding@COMCAST.NET>

Subject:      Re: CJD Resources

In-Reply-To:  <3.0.32.20030306113931.007d9260@pilot.msu.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_Vpb1e6UlqZHaZf60pJLhdw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_Vpb1e6UlqZHaZf60pJLhdw)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Thanks Aleta, I'll be in touch with a date soon.

Lynn

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On Behalf

Of Patti Pawski

Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 2:40 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: CJD Resources

We have a researcher who will be working with CJD tissues of human origin

(brain) in the near future. In order to assist this researcher with

developing work practices and identifying appropriate lab space and

engineering controls, I am conducting some research regarding biosafety

"guidelines" for this type of research. I am trying to find out what the

"standard of practice" is for this kind of work (i.e. what BSL practices for

what procedures, any specific engineering controls, effective means of

disinfection, etc.)

If anyone has researchers working with the above or if anyone can help me

with a resource for this information, I would appreciate it.

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

--Boundary_(ID_Vpb1e6UlqZHaZf60pJLhdw)

Content-type: text/html; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Thanks Aleta, I ll be in touch with a date soon.

Lynn

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On Behalf Of Patti Pawski

Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 2:40 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: CJD Resources

We have a researcher who will be working with CJD tissues of human origin

(brain) in the near future. In order to assist this researcher with

developing work practices and identifying appropriate lab space and

engineering controls, I am conducting some research regarding biosafety

"guidelines" for this type of research. I am trying to find out what the "standard of practice" is for this kind of work (i.e. what BSL practices for what procedures, any specific engineering controls, effective means of disinfection, etc.)

If anyone has researchers working with the above or if anyone can help me with a resource for this information, I would appreciate it.

<?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>

--Boundary_(ID_Vpb1e6UlqZHaZf60pJLhdw)--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Mar 2003 10:59:17 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Gerry Griffin <griffg01@MED.NYU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

In-Reply-To:  <5.0.1.4.2.20030306102119.03b8ec60@postoffice2.mail.cornell.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_002C_01C2E3CF.6E8BDB30"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_002C_01C2E3CF.6E8BDB30

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

That sounds good to me.  I just spoke to someone at the CDC and they

said that DOJ is supposed to give some more information on what they

require on or about March 7th.  I was also told that March 12 was the

received by not postmarked by date.

Gerry Griffin

NYU Medical Center

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Frank A. Cantone

Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 10:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

We had the same concern. In the USDA regs, 121.0(b), reference is made

to "where applicable, the individual who owns or controls the entity". I

spoke with our council's office, and they advised us to indicate that

the Cornell University is an educational corporation, and that this

corporation owns the entity (i.e., there is no single owner).

Frank

At 08:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hi All,

For those of us at universities..does anyone know whether we have to

list

the "owner of the entity" in table 4B, and who that might be? A

nonprofit

educational institution has no single owner. Do they want the 100 board

members?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

************************************************************************

*********

Frank A. Cantone, Ph.D. CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

Cornell University

125 Humphreys Service Building

Ithaca, New York  14853-3701

phone: 607-254-4888

fax: 607-255-8267

email: fac2@cornell.edu

http <http://www.ehs.cornell.edu> ://www.ehs.cornell.edu

<http://www.ehs.cornell.edu/>

"At every crossway on the road that leads to the future,

tradition has placed against each of us ten thousand men to guard the

past"

Maurice Maeterlinck

------=_NextPart_000_002C_01C2E3CF.6E8BDB30

Content-Type: text/html;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

xmlns:w"urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:word" = xmlns:st1"urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:smarttags" = xmlns"http://www.w3.org/TR/REC-html40"> 

That sounds good to me.  I just spoke to someone at the = CDC and they said that DOJ is supposed to give some more information on what = they require on or about March 7th.  I was also told that March 12 was the received by not postmarked = by date.  = 

= 

Gerry = Griffin

NYU = Medical = Center

-----Original = Message-----

From: A Biosafety = Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On = Behalf Of Frank A. Cantone

Sent: Thursday, March 06, = 2003 10:30 AM

To: = BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of = entity - SA form 4B

We had the same = concern. In the USDA regs, 121.0(b), reference is made to "where applicable, = the individual who owns or controls the entity". I spoke with our = council's office, and they advised us to indicate that the Cornell University is = an educational corporation, and that this corporation owns the entity = (i.e., there is no single owner).

Frank

At 08:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hi All,

For those of us at universities..does anyone know whether we have to = list

the "owner of the entity" in table 4B, and who that might be? = A nonprofit

educational institution has no single owner. Do they want the 100 = board

members?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

********************************************** 

***************************************************************= ******************

Frank A. Cantone, Ph.D. CBSP = 



Biological Safety Officer = 










Department of Environmental Health & Safety

Cornell University = 


125 Humphreys Service Building 

Ithaca, New York  14853-3701 

phone: 607-254-4888

fax: 607-255-8267

email: fac2@cornell.edu 

http://www.ehs.cornell.edu

"At every crossway on the road that leads to the future, 

tradition has placed against each of us ten thousand men to guard the past"

Maurice Maeterlinck


        
= 

------=_NextPart_000_002C_01C2E3CF.6E8BDB30--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 07:36:51 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rebecca Ryan <ryanr@BU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2E4A6.3A6EA8F0"

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_01C2E4A6.3A6EA8F0

Content-Type: text/plain

I just spoke with Lori Bain at the CDC this morning and she said that as

long as the form is postmarked March 12th it will be considered on time.

Rebecca Ryan

Boston University

-----Original Message-----

From: Gerry Griffin [mailto:griffg01@MED.NYU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 10:59 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

That sounds good to me.  I just spoke to someone at the CDC and they said

that DOJ is supposed to give some more information on what they require on

or about March 7th.  I was also told that March 12 was the received by not

postmarked by date.

Gerry Griffin

NYU Medical Center

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On Behalf

Of Frank A. Cantone

Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 10:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

We had the same concern. In the USDA regs, 121.0(b), reference is made to

"where applicable, the individual who owns or controls the entity". I spoke

with our council's office, and they advised us to indicate that the Cornell

University is an educational corporation, and that this corporation owns the

entity (i.e., there is no single owner).

Frank

At 08:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hi All,

For those of us at universities..does anyone know whether we have to list

the "owner of the entity" in table 4B, and who that might be? A nonprofit

educational institution has no single owner. Do they want the 100 board

members?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

****************************************************************************

*****

Frank A. Cantone, Ph.D. CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

Cornell University

125 Humphreys Service Building

Ithaca, New York  14853-3701

phone: 607-254-4888

fax: 607-255-8267

email: fac2@cornell.edu

http <http://www.ehs.cornell.edu> ://www.ehs.cornell.edu

<http://www.ehs.cornell.edu/>

"At every crossway on the road that leads to the future,

tradition has placed against each of us ten thousand men to guard the past"

Maurice Maeterlinck

=========================================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 09:41:16 -0500

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:      Magnetospirilla bacteria

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

List members,

One of our Physics researchers want to obtain this bacteria for a

demonstration since this bacteria forms crystals of mineral magnetite

and has a unique magnetic quality.  Ii was originally identified from

pond water and I can find nothing to indicate that it is of any

biohazard, except that the State of Hawaii requires a permit for its

import (I don't know what the basis of that permit requirement is.  ATCC

ranks 2 magnetospirilla species in its collection as BSL1, but that

doesn't suggest if theree is really any associated hazard at all.

Do any of you list members have any experience with or further infor on

this bacteria?

Thanks for your help.

Don Robasser

Princeton University

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 10:02:59 -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:      Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

In-Reply-To:  <002b01c2e3f9$5761e330$760ca50a@GERRY>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_238018692==_.ALT"

--=====================_238018692==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Ahh, the marvelous thing is that one gets inconsistent answers from the CDC

and the DOJ is largely silent (until the FBI shows up on your threshold ---

just kidding, I think).  The CDC, when I asked them who is the owner or

controller of a private university said: "Whomever we designated as

such."  We didn't think the DOJ would go for that.

Richie

At 10:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>That sounds good to me.  I just spoke to someone at the CDC and they said

>that DOJ is supposed to give some more information on what they require on

>or about March 7th.  I was also told that March 12 was the received by not

>postmarked by date.

>

>

>

>Gerry Griffin

>

>NYU Medical Center

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

>Behalf Of Frank A. Cantone

>Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 10:30 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

>

>

>

>We had the same concern. In the USDA regs, 121.0(b), reference is made to

>"where applicable, the individual who owns or controls the entity". I

>spoke with our council's office, and they advised us to indicate that the

>Cornell University is an educational corporation, and that this

>corporation owns the entity (i.e., there is no single owner).

>

>Frank

>

>

>At 08:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>

>Hi All,

>

>For those of us at universities..does anyone know whether we have to list

>the "owner of the entity" in table 4B, and who that might be? A nonprofit

>educational institution has no single owner. Do they want the 100 board

>members?

>

>Kath

>

>

>**********************************************

>Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

>Biological Safety Professional

>Office of Research Safety

>Northwestern University

>NG-71 Technological Institute

>2145 Sheridan Road

>Evanston, IL 60208-3121

>Phone: (847) 491-4387

>Fax: (847) 467-2797

>Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

>**********************************************

>

>

>*********************************************************************************

>Frank A. Cantone, Ph.D. CBSP                            Biological Safety

>Officer

>Department of Environmental Health & Safety

>Cornell University                      125 Humphreys Service Building

>Ithaca, New York  14853-3701

>

>phone: 607-254-4888

>fax: 607-255-8267

>email: fac2@cornell.edu

><http://www.ehs.cornell.edu>http://www.ehs.cornell.edu

>

>"At every crossway on the road that leads to the future,

>tradition has placed against each of us ten thousand men to guard the past"

>Maurice Maeterlinck

>

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_238018692==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Ahh, the marvelous thing is that one gets inconsistent answers from the CDC and the DOJ is largely silent (until the FBI shows up on your threshold --- just kidding, I think).  The CDC, when I asked them who is the owner or controller of a private university said: "Whomever we designated as such."  We didn't think the DOJ would go for that.

Richie

At 10:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0500, you wrote:

th.  I was also told that March 12 was the received by not postmarked by date.  

Gerry Griffin

NYU Medical Center

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAF= TY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On Behalf Of Frank A. Cantone

Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 10:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

We had the same concern. In the USDA regs, 121.0(b), reference is made to "where applicable, the individual who owns or controls the entity". I spoke with our council's office, and they advised us to indicate that the Cornell University is an educational corporation, and that this corporation owns the entity (i.e., there is no single owner).

Frank

At 08:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hi All,

For those of us at universities..does anyone know whether we have to list

the "owner of the entity" in table 4B, and who that might be? A nonprofit

educational institution has no single owner. Do they want the 100 board

members?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

****************************************************************************= *****

Frank A. Cantone, Ph.D. CBSP 



Biolog= ical Safety Officer 




<= x-tab>        




Dep= artment of Environmental Health & Safety

Cornell University 


125 Humphreys Service Building 

Ithaca, New York  14853-3701 

phone: 607-254-4888

fax: 607-255-8267

email: fac2@cornell.edu 

http://www.ehs.cornell.edu

"At every crossway on the road that leads to the future, 

tradition has placed against each of us ten thousand men to guard the past"

Maurice Maeterlinck

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.mit.e= du/environment

--=====================_238018692==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 09:25:54 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

In-Reply-To:  <5.0.2.1.2.20030307100040.01b72aa8@hesiod>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_88322921==_.ALT"

--=====================_88322921==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

It seems we're all getting somewhat the same message in that "more info

will be posted later" (I was just told 'later' means later today) and I

also had it confirmed that postmarked by 12th is OK.

I'm trying not to get bogged down in the minutia here.. Realistically, if

they can't/don't supply enough information we will just have to put down

out 'best guess"  as to what they want for the answers to these questions.

If they have a problem with something I'm sure they will get back to

us  ('later') for clarification.. no one is going to jail for not getting

it exactly right  - a new system is bound to have teething problems.

Just my two cents..

Kath

At 10:02 AM 3/7/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Ahh, the marvelous thing is that one gets inconsistent answers from the

>CDC and the DOJ is largely silent (until the FBI shows up on your

>threshold --- just kidding, I think).  The CDC, when I asked them who is

>the owner or controller of a private university said: "Whomever we

>designated as such."  We didn't think the DOJ would go for that.

>

>Richie

>

>At 10:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>

>>That sounds good to me.  I just spoke to someone at the CDC and they said

>>that DOJ is supposed to give some more information on what they require

>>on or about March 7th.  I was also told that March 12 was the received by

>>not postmarked by date.

>>

>>

>>

>>Gerry Griffin

>>

>>NYU Medical Center

>>

>>-----Original Message-----

>>From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

>>Behalf Of Frank A. Cantone

>>Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 10:30 AM

>>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>Subject: Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

>>

>>

>>

>>We had the same concern. In the USDA regs, 121.0(b), reference is made to

>>"where applicable, the individual who owns or controls the entity". I

>>spoke with our council's office, and they advised us to indicate that the

>>Cornell University is an educational corporation, and that this

>>corporation owns the entity (i.e., there is no single owner).

>>

>>Frank

>>

>>

>>At 08:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>>

>>Hi All,

>>

>>For those of us at universities..does anyone know whether we have to list

>>the "owner of the entity" in table 4B, and who that might be? A nonprofit

>>educational institution has no single owner. Do they want the 100 board

>>members?

>>

>>Kath

>>

>>

>>**********************************************

>>Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

>>Biological Safety Professional

>>Office of Research Safety

>>Northwestern University

>>NG-71 Technological Institute

>>2145 Sheridan Road

>>Evanston, IL 60208-3121

>>Phone: (847) 491-4387

>>Fax: (847) 467-2797

>>Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

>>**********************************************

>>

>>

>>*********************************************************************************

>>Frank A. Cantone, Ph.D. CBSP                            Biological Safety

>>Officer

>>Department of Environmental Health & Safety

>>Cornell University                      125 Humphreys Service Building

>>Ithaca, New York  14853-3701

>>

>>phone: 607-254-4888

>>fax: 607-255-8267

>>email: fac2@cornell.edu

>><http://www.ehs.cornell.edu>http://www.ehs.cornell.edu

>>

>>"At every crossway on the road that leads to the future,

>>tradition has placed against each of us ten thousand men to guard the past"

>>Maurice Maeterlinck

>>

>

>Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

>Senior Biosafety Officer

>Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

>617-258-5647

>rfink@mit.edu

>http://web.mit.edu/environment

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

--=====================_88322921==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

It seems we're all getting somewhat the same message in that "more info will be posted later" (I was just told 'later' means later today) and I also had it confirmed that postmarked by 12th is OK.

I'm trying not to get bogged down in the minutia here.. Realistically, if they can't/don't supply enough information we will just have to put down out 'best guess"  as to what they want for the answers to these questions. If they have a problem with something I'm sure they will get back to us  ('later') for clarification.. no one is going to jail for not getting it exactly right  - a new system is bound to have teething problems.

Just my two cents..

Kath

At 10:02 AM 3/7/2003 -0500, you wrote:

Ahh, the marvelous thing is that one gets inconsistent answers from the CDC and the DOJ is largely silent (until the FBI shows up on your threshold --- just kidding, I think).  The CDC, when I asked them who is the owner or controller of a private university said: "Whomever we designated as such."  We didn't think the DOJ would go for that.

Richie

At 10:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0500, you wrote:

T= hat sounds good to me.  I just spoke to someone at the CDC and they said that DOJ is supposed to give some more information on what they require on or about March 7th.  I was also told that March 12 was the received by not postmarked by date.  

Gerry Griffin

NYU Medical Center

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAF= TY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On Behalf Of Frank A. Cantone

Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 10:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

We had the same concern. In the USDA regs, 121.0(b), reference is made to "where applicable, the individual who owns or controls the entity". I spoke with our council's office, and they advised us to indicate that the Cornell University is an educational corporation, and that this corporation owns the entity (i.e., there is no single owner).

Frank

At 08:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hi All,

For those of us at universities..does anyone know whether we have to list

the "owner of the entity" in table 4B, and who that might be? A nonprofit

educational institution has no single owner. Do they want the 100 board

members?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

****************************************************************************= *****

Frank A. Cantone, Ph.D. CBSP 



Biolog= ical Safety Officer 




<= x-tab>        




Dep= artment of Environmental Health & Safety

Cornell University 


125 Humphreys Service Building 

Ithaca, New York  14853-3701 

phone: 607-254-4888

fax: 607-255-8267

email: fac2@cornell.edu 

http://www.ehs.cornell.edu

"At every crossway on the road that leads to the future, 

tradition has placed against each of us ten thousand men to guard the past"

Maurice Maeterlinck


 =        


= 

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.mit.edu/environment 

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

--=====================_88322921==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 10:42:49 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ricardo Tappan <rsorxt@GWUMC.EDU>

Subject:      SA Quantities

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-disposition: inline

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Where can I find a list of all SA and what the reportable quantities

are? I have searched high and low without luck. Someone please point me

in the right direction.

Thanks

RT

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 10:50:57 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Meechan, Paul J." <paul_meechan@MERCK.COM>

Subject:      Re: SA Quantities

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Ricardo- See Section 73.4(f)(4) for HHS agents and 73.5(f)(4) for overlap

agents.

Paul

Paul J. Meechan, Ph.D.

Associate Director of Biosafety, WP

Merck & Co., Inc.

215-652-0744

meechan@merck.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Ricardo Tappan [mailto:rsorxt@GWUMC.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 07, 2003 10:43 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SA Quantities

Where can I find a list of all SA and what the reportable quantities

are? I have searched high and low without luck. Someone please point me

in the right direction.

Thanks

RT

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Notice: This e-mail message, together with any attachments, contains information of Merck & Co., Inc. (Whitehouse Station, New Jersey, USA) that may be confidential, proprietary copyrighted and/or legally privileged, and is intended solely for the use of the individual or entity named on this message. If you are not the intended recipient, and have received this message in error, please immediately return this by e-mail and then delete it.

 =============================================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 10:57:31 -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: SA Quantities

In-Reply-To:  <se687887.085@ladybird.gwu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_241291058==_.ALT"

--=====================_241291058==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Goto: http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/ and click on Select Agent Regulation, 42

CFR 73.0, Interim Final Rule

which has the list of select agents and toxins and the threshold amounts

for the toxins.

Richie

At 10:42 AM 3/7/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Where can I find a list of all SA and what the reportable quantities

>are? I have searched high and low without luck. Someone please point me

>in the right direction.

>

>Thanks

>

>RT

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_241291058==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Goto: http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/ and click on Select Agent Regulation, 42 CFR 73.0, Interim Final Rule

which has the list of select agents and toxins and the threshold amounts for the toxins.

Richie

At 10:42 AM 3/7/2003 -0500, you wrote:

Where can I find a list of all SA and what the reportable quantities

are? I have searched high and low without luck. Someone please point me

in the right direction.

Thanks

RT 

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_241291058==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 11:05:54 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ricardo Tappan <rsorxt@GWUMC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA Quantities

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-disposition: inline

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Again I found a list of agents, but no specific weights or amounts

RT

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 11:09:31 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rebecca Ryan <ryanr@BU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA Quantities

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

If you want another place to look, the "Questions and Answers" section to

the regs has the list of quantity exemptions.

Rebecca

-----Original Message-----

From: Ricardo Tappan [mailto:rsorxt@GWUMC.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 07, 2003 11:06 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA Quantities

Again I found a list of agents, but no specific weights or amounts

RT

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 11:20:39 -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: SA Quantities

In-Reply-To:  <se687d1c.070@ladybird.gwu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_242678232==_.ALT"

--=====================_242678232==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Look at  73.4.f.4 & 73.5.f.4

At 11:05 AM 3/7/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Again I found a list of agents, but no specific weights or amounts

>

>RT

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_242678232==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Look at  73.4.f.4 & 73.5.f.4

At 11:05 AM 3/7/2003 -0500, you wrote:

Again I found a list of agents, but no specific weights or amounts

RT 

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_242678232==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 09:54:39 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA Quantities

In-Reply-To:  <se687887.085@ladybird.gwu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

On the CDC webpage, a full list

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/docs/salist.pdf

The exemptions are listed in the FAQ

document  http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/faq.htm

Kath

At 10:42 AM 3/7/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Where can I find a list of all SA and what the reportable quantities

>are? I have searched high and low without luck. Someone please point me

>in the right direction.

>

>Thanks

>

>RT

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 10:11:29 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA Quantities

In-Reply-To:  <se687d1c.070@ladybird.gwu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_91058359==_.ALT"

--=====================_91058359==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"; format=flowed

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Directly from the FAQ posted on the CDC page..

The following are excluded from the regulation:

=B7       Select agents or toxins that are in their naturally occurring

environment, provided that it has not been intentionally introduced,

cultivated, collected, or otherwise extracted from its natural source.

=B7       Non-viable select agent organisms or nonfunctional toxins.

=B7       The vaccine strain of Junin virus (Candid #1).

=B7       It is possible under the new rule to apply for exclusion for any=

attenuated agent or toxin using an appropriate form obtainable from CDC.

Exclusions for specific strains may be granted if the attenuated strain is=

determined not to pose a significant public health or safety threat.

Exclusions will be published in the notice section of the Federal Register=

and will be listed on the CDC website at =B7 http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap.

=B7       Exclusions for entities with specific quantities of toxins under=

the control of a principal investigator at a given time are also detailed

in the regulation (see number 10, below).

10. What specific changes in the list of agents take effect in the new

regulation when compared to the agents and toxins listed in 42 CFR 72.6?

(For USDA only agents see: http://www.aphis.usda.gov/vs/ncie.)

=B7       Two agents (viruses causing Hantavirus pulmonary syndrome and

yellow fever virus) have been removed from the list. One toxin (aflatoxin)=

was removed from the list previously published in 42 CFR 72.6.

=B7       Several agents have been added to the list of HHS agents,=

 including

Cercopithecine herpes virus 1 (Herpes B virus), Monkeypox virus,

Coccidioides posadasii, and Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins.

=B7       Nomenclature changes are as follows:

Equine Morbillivirus Virus has been renamed to Nipah and Hendra Complex

viruses; Clostridium botulinum was updated to include botulinum neurotoxin=

producing species of Clostridium. Tick borne encephalitis complex (flavi)

viruses are now specified by individual name (Central European Tick-Borne

encephalitis (CTBE); Far Eastern Tick-borne encephalitis (including Russian=

Spring and Summer encephalitis (RSSE), Kyasanur Forest disease, and Omsk

hemorrhagic fever). The listing of Variola minor virus (Alastrim) is added=

to Variola major (smallpox) virus.

Toxins are regulated based on potency and quantity (as opposed to potency

only or LD50 values as in 42 CFR 72.6). Entities that do not at any time

have more than the following aggregate amounts (in the purified form or in=

combinations of pure and impure forms) under the control of a principal

investigator are excluded from requirements of the regulation:

Abrin100 mg

Botulinum neurotoxin0.5 mg

Clostridium perfringens epsilon toxin100 mg

Conotoxins100 mg

Diacetoxyscirpenol1000 mg

Ricin100 mg

Saxitoxin100 mg

Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins100 mg

Shigatoxin100 mg

Staphylococcal enterotoxin5 mg

Tetrodotoxin100 mg

T-21,000m mg

At 11:05 AM 3/7/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>rsorxt@GWUMC.EDU

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

--=====================_91058359==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Directly from the FAQ posted on the CDC page..

The following are excluded from the regulation:

=B7
Select agents or toxins that are in their naturally occurring environment, provided that it has not been intentionally introduced, cultivated, collected, or otherwise extracted from its natural source. 

=B7
Non-viable select agent organisms or nonfunctional toxins. 

=B7
The vaccine strain of Junin virus (Candid #1). 

=B7
It is possible under the new rule to apply for exclusion for any attenuated agent or toxin using an appropriate form obtainable from CDC. Exclusions for specific strains may be granted if the attenuated strain is determined not to pose a significant public health or safety threat. Exclusions will be published in the notice section of the Federal Register and will be listed on the CDC website at =B7
. 

=B7
Exclusions for entities with specific quantities of toxins under the control of a principal investigator at a given time are also detailed in the regulation (see number 10, below). 

10. What specific changes in the list of agents take effect in the new regulation when compared to the agents and toxins listed in 42 CFR 72.6? (For USDA only agents see: http://www.aphis.usda.gov/vs/ncie.)

=B7
Two agents (viruses causing Hantavirus pulmonary syndrome and yellow fever virus) have been removed from the list. One toxin (aflatoxin) was removed from the list previously published in 42 CFR 72.6. 

=B7
Several agents have been added to the list of HHS agents, including Cercopithecine herpes virus 1 (Herpes B virus), Monkeypox virus, Coccidioides posadasii, and Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins. 

=B7
Nomenclature changes are as follows:

Equine Morbillivirus Virus has been renamed to Nipah and Hendra Complex viruses; Clostridium botulinum was updated to include botulinum neurotoxin producing species of Clostridium. Tick borne encephalitis complex (flavi) viruses are now specified by individual name (Central European Tick-Borne encephalitis (CTBE); Far Eastern Tick-borne encephalitis (including Russian Spring and Summer encephalitis (RSSE), Kyasanur Forest disease, and Omsk hemorrhagic fever). The listing of Variola minor virus (Alastrim) is added to Variola major (smallpox) virus. 

Toxins are regulated based on potency and quantity (as opposed to potency only or LD50 values as in 42 CFR 72.6). Entities that do not at any time have more than the following aggregate amounts (in the purified form or in combinations of pure and impure forms) under the control of a principal investigator are excluded from requirements of the regulation:

Abrin100 mg

Botulinum neurotoxin0.5 mg

Clostridium perfringens epsilon toxin100 mg

Conotoxins100 mg

Diacetoxyscirpenol1000 mg

Ricin100 mg

Saxitoxin100 mg

Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins100 mg

Shigatoxin100 mg

Staphylococcal enterotoxin5 mg

Tetrodotoxin100 mg

T-21,000m mg

At 11:05 AM 3/7/2003 -0500, you wrote:

rsorxt@GWUMC.EDU

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

--=====================_91058359==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 10:52:50 -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: owner of entity - SA form 4B

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2E4C9.FD360C83"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2E4C9.FD360C83

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I too had the same reply for our privately held company when asking =

about the 'owner' ..."whomever we designate." I suppose in our case the =

sensible answer will be the president, even though said individual =

doesn't have a majority of shares, reports to a board of directors, etc.

Michael Betlach

Promega Corp.

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 07, 2003 9:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

Ahh, the marvelous thing is that one gets inconsistent answers from the =

CDC and the DOJ is largely silent (until the FBI shows up on your =

threshold --- just kidding, I think).  The CDC, when I asked them who is =

the owner or controller of a private university said: "Whomever we =

designated as such."  We didn't think the DOJ would go for that.

Richie

At 10:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0500, you wrote:

That sounds good to me.  I just spoke to someone at the CDC and they =

said that DOJ is supposed to give some more information on what they =

require on or about March 7th.  I was also told that March 12 was the =

received by not postmarked by date. 

Gerry Griffin

NYU Medical Center

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [ mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On =

Behalf Of Frank A. Cantone

Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 10:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

We had the same concern. In the USDA regs, 121.0(b), reference is made =

to "where applicable, the individual who owns or controls the entity". I =

spoke with our council's office, and they advised us to indicate that =

the Cornell University is an educational corporation, and that this =

corporation owns the entity (i.e., there is no single owner).

Frank

At 08:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hi All,

For those of us at universities..does anyone know whether we have to =

list

the "owner of the entity" in table 4B, and who that might be? A =

nonprofit

educational institution has no single owner. Do they want the 100 board

members?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

*************************************************************************=

********

Frank A. Cantone, Ph.D. CBSP                            Biological =

Safety Officer                                                           =

                            Department of Environmental Health & Safety

Cornell University                      125 Humphreys Service Building

Ithaca, New York  14853-3701

phone: 607-254-4888

fax: 607-255-8267

email: fac2@cornell.edu

http <http://www.ehs.cornell.edu> :// www.ehs.cornell.edu =

<http://www.ehs.cornell.edu/>

"At every crossway on the road that leads to the future,

tradition has placed against each of us ten thousand men to guard the =

past"

Maurice Maeterlinck

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 11:59:55 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_j2aPZ3f28dChnSIm9hQ15Q)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_j2aPZ3f28dChnSIm9hQ15Q)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            And, yes there is also a point where a law gets struck-down =

because it is just plain unenforcible...are they really going to arrest =

all of the BSO's in America because we can't meet the March 12th =

Deadline??? I would like to see the headlines for that one!!

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 07, 2003 10:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

Ahh, the marvelous thing is that one gets inconsistent answers from the =

CDC and the DOJ is largely silent (until the FBI shows up on your =

threshold --- just kidding, I think).  The CDC, when I asked them who is =

the owner or controller of a private university said: "Whomever we =

designated as such."  We didn't think the DOJ would go for that.

Richie

At 10:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0500, you wrote:

That sounds good to me.  I just spoke to someone at the CDC and they =

said that DOJ is supposed to give some more information on what they =

require on or about March 7th.  I was also told that March 12 was the =

received by not postmarked by date. 

Gerry Griffin

NYU Medical Center

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On =

Behalf Of Frank A. Cantone

Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 10:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

We had the same concern. In the USDA regs, 121.0(b), reference is made =

to "where applicable, the individual who owns or controls the entity". I =

spoke with our council's office, and they advised us to indicate that =

the Cornell University is an educational corporation, and that this =

corporation owns the entity (i.e., there is no single owner).

Frank

At 08:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hi All,

For those of us at universities..does anyone know whether we have to =

list

the "owner of the entity" in table 4B, and who that might be? A =

nonprofit

educational institution has no single owner. Do they want the 100 board

members?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

*************************************************************************=

********

Frank A. Cantone, Ph.D. CBSP                            Biological =

Safety Officer                                                           =

                            Department of Environmental Health & Safety

Cornell University                      125 Humphreys Service Building

Ithaca, New York  14853-3701

phone: 607-254-4888

fax: 607-255-8267

email: fac2@cornell.edu

http <http://www.ehs.cornell.edu> ://www.ehs.cornell.edu =

<http://www.ehs.cornell.edu/>

"At every crossway on the road that leads to the future,

tradition has placed against each of us ten thousand men to guard the =

past"

Maurice Maeterlinck

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--Boundary_(ID_j2aPZ3f28dChnSIm9hQ15Q)

Content-type: text/html; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: QUOTED-PRINTABLE

"urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:word" xmlns"http://www.w3.org= /TR/REC-html40"> 

= =A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 And, yes there is also a point where a law gets struck-down because it is = just plain unenforcible&are they really going to arrest all of the BSO&#82=

17;s in America because we can t meet the March 12th Deadlin= e??? I would like to see the headlines for that one!!

 <= /p> 

Phil Hauck

 <= /p> 

-----Original Message--= ---

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU] 

Sent: Friday, March 07= , 2003 10:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MI= T.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of = entity - SA form 4B

Ahh, the marvelous thing is that one gets = inconsistent answers from the CDC and the DOJ is largely silent (until the FBI sho= ws up on your threshold --- just kidding, I think).  The CDC, when I aske= d them who is the owner or controller of a private university said: "Whomev= er we designated as such."  We didn't think the DOJ would go for = that.

Richie

At 10:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0500, you wrote:

= That sounds good to me.  I just spoke to someone at the CDC and they said th= at DOJ is supposed to give some more information on what they require on or abo= ut March 7th.  I was also told that March 12 was the received by not postmarked by d= ate.  

Gerry Griffin

NYU Medical Center

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Disc= ussion List [mailto:BIOSA= FTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On Behalf Of Frank A. = Cantone

Sent: Thursday, March = 06, 2003 10:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MI= T.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of = entity - SA form 4B

We had the same concern. In the USDA regs, 121.0(b), reference is mad= e to "where applicable, the individual who owns or controls the entit= y". I spoke with our council's office, and they advised us to indicate that= the Cornell University is an educational corporation, and that this corpo= ration owns the entity (i.e., there is no single owner).

Frank

At 08:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hi All,

For those of us at universities..does anyone know whether we have to = list

the "owner of the entity" in table 4B, and who that might b= e? A nonprofit

educational institution has no single owner. Do they want the 100 boa= rd

members?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

*********************************************************************= ************

Frank A. Cantone, Ph.= D. CBSP 



Biological Safety Officer 
        








Department of Environmental Health & Safety

Cornell University 
        
125 Humphreys Service Building 

Ithaca, New York  14853-3701 

phone: 607-254-4888

fax: 607-255-8267

email: fac2@cornell.edu 

http://www.ehs.cornell= .edu

"At every crossway on the road that leads to the future, 

tradition has placed against each of us ten thousand men to guard the past"

Maurice Maeterlinck

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.m= it.edu/environment

--Boundary_(ID_j2aPZ3f28dChnSIm9hQ15Q)--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 11:57:41 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_MN0v7seDj4sOMzyF2VryDw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_MN0v7seDj4sOMzyF2VryDw)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Well what they want and what they get may be two different =

things. I have sent everything out to the researchers (PI's) and with =

folks being sick, away at conference etc, etc...March 12, 2003 may not =

happen. I will submit a partial to be completed when I have all the =

facts. WE DIDN'T DELAY IN FINALIZING AND GETTING THE FORMS OUT. And at =

this point, my compliance activities with the rule (Law) can be likened =

to trying to hit a moving target at 50 MPH with a muzzle-loader....it is =

hard to comply with stuff that changes every 3 months. Just look at the =

website and the questions that have been asked over the past 3 months. I =

know my colleagues- many of them have been practicing in the field for =

quite awhile. And if they are having problems interpreting this =

stuff...then one has to ask "What is the cause of the confusion?" This =

is what happens when law-making tries to catch up with Legislation. =

Prohibition sounded like a great idea, too, until people tried to =

implement it! You can't send a letter out February 24th and expect =

completed submissions (20 forms X X number of reserarchers) by March 12. =

Oh and by the way, my originals never showed up here at MSSM. I'm =

working off of photo-copies from the PDF's. Sorry folks, just venting!

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 07, 2003 10:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

Ahh, the marvelous thing is that one gets inconsistent answers from the =

CDC and the DOJ is largely silent (until the FBI shows up on your =

threshold --- just kidding, I think).  The CDC, when I asked them who is =

the owner or controller of a private university said: "Whomever we =

designated as such."  We didn't think the DOJ would go for that.

Richie

At 10:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0500, you wrote:

That sounds good to me.  I just spoke to someone at the CDC and they =

said that DOJ is supposed to give some more information on what they =

require on or about March 7th.  I was also told that March 12 was the =

received by not postmarked by date. 

Gerry Griffin

NYU Medical Center

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On =

Behalf Of Frank A. Cantone

Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 10:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of entity - SA form 4B

We had the same concern. In the USDA regs, 121.0(b), reference is made =

to "where applicable, the individual who owns or controls the entity". I =

spoke with our council's office, and they advised us to indicate that =

the Cornell University is an educational corporation, and that this =

corporation owns the entity (i.e., there is no single owner).

Frank

At 08:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hi All,

For those of us at universities..does anyone know whether we have to =

list

the "owner of the entity" in table 4B, and who that might be? A =

nonprofit

educational institution has no single owner. Do they want the 100 board

members?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

*************************************************************************=

********

Frank A. Cantone, Ph.D. CBSP                            Biological =

Safety Officer                                                           =

                            Department of Environmental Health & Safety

Cornell University                      125 Humphreys Service Building

Ithaca, New York  14853-3701

phone: 607-254-4888

fax: 607-255-8267

email: fac2@cornell.edu

http <http://www.ehs.cornell.edu> ://www.ehs.cornell.edu =

<http://www.ehs.cornell.edu/>

"At every crossway on the road that leads to the future,

tradition has placed against each of us ten thousand men to guard the =

past"

Maurice Maeterlinck

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--Boundary_(ID_MN0v7seDj4sOMzyF2VryDw)

Content-type: text/html; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: QUOTED-PRINTABLE

"urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:word" xmlns:st1"urn:schemas-m= icrosoft-com:office:smarttags" xmlns"http://www.w3.org/TR/REC-html= 40"> 

= =A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 Well what they want and what they get may be two different things. I have = sent everything out to the researchers (PI s) and with folks being s= ick, away at conference etc, etc&March 12, 2003 may not happen. I will submit a partial to be completed = when I have all the facts. WE DIDN T DELAY IN FINALIZING AND GETTING T= HE FORMS OUT. And at this point, my compliance activities with the rule (Law) = can be likened to trying to hit a moving target at 50 MPH with a muzzle-load= er&.it is hard to comply with stuff that changes every 3 months. Just look a= t the website and the questions that have been asked over the past 3 months. I know= my colleagues- many of them have been practicing in the field for quite = awhile. And if they are having problems interpreting this stuff&then on= e has to ask What is the cause of the confusion? This is what ha= ppens when law-making tries to catch up with Legislation. Prohibition sounded li= ke a great idea, too, until people tried to implement it! You can t send a= letter out February 24th and expect completed submissions (20 for= ms X X number of reserarchers) by March 12. Oh and by the way, my originals never showed up here at MSS= M. I m working off of photo-copies from the PDF s= . Sorry folks, just venting!

 <= /p> 

Phil Hauck

 <= /p> 

-----Original Message--= ---

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU] 

Sent: Friday, March 07= , 2003 10:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MI= T.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of = entity - SA form 4B

Ahh, the marvelous thing is that one gets = inconsistent answers from the CDC and the DOJ is largely silent (until the FBI sho= ws up on your threshold --- just kidding, I think).  The CDC, when I aske= d them who is the owner or controller of a private university said: "Whomev= er we designated as such."  We didn't think the DOJ would go for = that.

Richie

At 10:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0500, you wrote:

= That sounds good to me.  I just spoke to someone at the CDC and they said th= at DOJ is supposed to give some more information on what they require on or abo= ut March 7th.  I was also told that March 12 was the received by not postmarked by d= ate.  

Gerry Griffin

NYU Medical Center

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Disc= ussion List [mailto:BIOSA= FTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On Behalf Of Frank A. = Cantone

Sent: Thursday, March = 06, 2003 10:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MI= T.EDU

Subject: Re: owner of = entity - SA form 4B

We had the same concern. In the USDA regs, 121.0(b), reference is mad= e to "where applicable, the individual who owns or controls the entit= y". I spoke with our council's office, and they advised us to indicate that= the Cornell University is an educational corporation, and that this corpo= ration owns the entity (i.e., there is no single owner).

Frank

At 08:59 AM 3/6/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hi All,

For those of us at universities..does anyone know whether we have to = list

the "owner of the entity" in table 4B, and who that might b= e? A nonprofit

educational institution has no single owner. Do they want the 100 boa= rd

members?

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

*********************************************************************= ************

Frank A. Cantone, Ph.= D. CBSP 



Biological Safety Officer 
        








Department of Environmental Health & Safety

Cornell University 
        
125 Humphreys Service Building 

Ithaca, New York  14853-3701 

phone: 607-254-4888

fax: 607-255-8267

email: fac2@cornell.edu 

http://www.ehs.cornell= .edu

"At every crossway on the road that leads to the future, 

tradition has placed against each of us ten thousand men to guard the past"

Maurice Maeterlinck

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.m= it.edu/environment

--Boundary_(ID_MN0v7seDj4sOMzyF2VryDw)--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 12:50:01 -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: owner of entity - SA form 4B

In-Reply-To:  <CFB9E625B3609149AD3FECB4DAEDE1238A4BCB@exch-1.mssm.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_248040603==_.ALT"

--=====================_248040603==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Vent away, Phil, as I too am struggling with the @#$%$@% form.  Misery

loves company. :)

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_248040603==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Vent away, Phil, as I too am struggling with the @#$%$@% form.  Misery loves company. :)

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_248040603==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 12:12:27 -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:      USDA/APHIS requirements

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2E4D5.1C926CA1"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2E4D5.1C926CA1

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I can't get anyone to call me back from APHIS/USDA, so help please!

I have looked in 42 CFR 73.  They do not list USDA's select agents.  We

have VSV, but not the exotic type, so was preparing a letter to USDA to

explain why we feel we do not need to register, and was going to quote

the section from 9 CFR 121.  I don't see the exemptions for quantities

for toxins on the APHIS list or anywhere in 9 CFR 121.  Those exemptions

are only on CDC's list in the 42 CFR. 

So, for example, if we have less than 5 mg Staphylococcal enterotoxins,

we are exempt on CDC's list, but I see no exemption on APHIS's list.  So

do we need to register with USDA/APHIS for the Staph enterotoxins?????

Cheri Marcham

The University of Oklahoma

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 13:51:21 -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:      SA and Squatters Rights

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

So we've a facility off the main campus (down state, in fact) where

we share some of our building with another entity. The building is

clearly ours, but the individual with possession of the SA material

is not an employee of ours. Since my authorization as RO extends only

to my "entity" what's a good way to handle this?

The irony is that he's an APHIS employee.

--

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:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 13:56:23 -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: USDA/APHIS requirements

In-Reply-To:  <6E8E599B65BCAF4F878EECCB7C7A849A3D7C89@GEMINI.hsc.net.ou.e du>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_19785687==_.ALT"

--=====================_19785687==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Cheri,

This is the response to a query that Denise Spencer ,USDA provided to me

awhile back regarding this issue.

The notification form for possession of certain biological agents and

toxins recently published in the Federal Register, requires the reporting

of genetic elements that encode for either "a functional toxin or a

virulence factor sufficient to cause disease." Currently, there is no

evidence to suggest that the VSV G-protein is sufficient to cause disease

in the species of interest. Therefore it will not be necessary to report

possession of the genetic material encoding for the VSV G-protein.

The New Jersey and Indiana strains of Vesicular stomatitis virus are not

considered exotic to the U.S., so possession of either of these strains of

VSV do not need to be reported on the "Notification of Possession of Select

Agents or High Consequence Livestock Pathogens and Toxins" form. However,

to be in compliance with Title 9 of the Code of Federal Regulations part

122, you are required to have a permit to possess either of these strains

if they were imported from another country or transported from another

state or the District of Columbia to your facility.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have additional questions or

concerns.

D. Spencer

Senior Staff Veterinarian

National Center for Import and Export

At 12:12 PM 3/7/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>I can't get anyone to call me back from APHIS/USDA, so help please!

>

>I have looked in 42 CFR 73.  They do not list USDA's select agents.  We

>have VSV, but not the exotic type, so was preparing a letter to USDA to

>explain why we feel we do not need to register, and was going to quote the

>section from 9 CFR 121.  I don't see the exemptions for quantities for

>toxins on the APHIS list or anywhere in 9 CFR 121.  Those exemptions are

>only on CDC's list in the 42 CFR.

>

>So, for example, if we have less than 5 mg Staphylococcal enterotoxins, we

>are exempt on CDC's list, but I see no exemption on APHIS's list.  So do

>we need to register with USDA/APHIS for the Staph enterotoxins?????

>

>Cheri Marcham

>The University of Oklahoma

><mailto:cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu>cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Environment, Health, Safety

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________

--=====================_19785687==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Cheri,

This is the response to a query that Denise Spencer ,USDA provided to me awhile back regarding this issue.

The notification form for possession of certain biological agents and 

toxins recently published in the Federal Register, requires the reporting 

of genetic elements that encode for either "a functional toxin or a 

virulence factor sufficient to cause disease." Currently, there is no 

evidence to suggest that the VSV G-protein is sufficient to cause disease 

in the species of interest. Therefore it will not be necessary to report 

possession of the genetic material encoding for the VSV G-protein.

The New Jersey and Indiana strains of Vesicular stomatitis virus are not 

considered exotic to the U.S., so possession of either of these strains of 

VSV do not need to be reported on the "Notification of Possession of Select 

Agents or High Consequence Livestock Pathogens and Toxins" form. However, 

to be in compliance with Title 9 of the Code of Federal Regulations part 

122, you are required to have a permit to possess either of these strains 

if they were imported from another country or transported from another 

state or the District of Columbia to your facility.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have additional questions or 

concerns.

D. Spencer 

Senior Staff Veterinarian 

National Center for Import and Export

At 12:12 PM 3/7/2003 -0600, you wrote:

I can't get anyone to call me back from APHIS/USDA, so help please!

I have looked in 42 CFR 73.  They do not list USDA's select agents.  We have VSV, but not the exotic type, so was preparing a letter to USDA to explain why we feel we do not need to register, and was going to quote the section from 9 CFR 121.  I don't see the exemptions for quantities for toxins on the APHIS list or anywhere in 9 CFR 121.  Those exemptions are only on CDC's list in the 42 CFR.  

So, for example, if we have less than 5 mg Staphylococcal enterotoxins, we are exempt on CDC's list, but I see no exemption on APHIS's list.  So do we need to register with USDA/APHIS for the Staph enterotoxins?????

Cheri Marcham

The University of Oklahoma 

cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer 

Environment, Health, Safety

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute - Frederick                           



(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________

--=====================_19785687==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 14:56:27 -0500

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: USDA/APHIS requirements

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="------------8B3B08CDBDF618C07E9FB5A8"

--------------8B3B08CDBDF618C07E9FB5A8

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Cheri,

    Check 9 CFR 121.3 (f) (3).  I believe this section of the USDA

regulation exempts overlap toxins if they are below the quantity

limits.  At least that is how I've been interpreting it.  Please let me

know if you think otherwise.

    Thanks,

    Janet Peterson

    University of Maryland, College Park

"Marcham, Cheri" wrote:

>  I can't get anyone to call me back from APHIS/USDA, so help please!I

> have looked in 42 CFR 73.  They do not list USDA's select agents.  We

> have VSV, but not the exotic type, so was preparing a letter to USDA

> to explain why we feel we do not need to register, and was going to

> quote the section from 9 CFR 121. I don't see the exemptions for

> quantities for toxins on the APHIS list or anywhere in 9 CFR 121.

> Those exemptions are only on CDC's list in the 42 CFR. So, for

> example, if we have less than 5 mg Staphylococcal enterotoxins, we are

> exempt on CDC's list, but I see no exemption on APHIS's list.  So do

> we need to register with USDA/APHIS for the Staph

> enterotoxins?????Cheri MarchamThe University of

> Oklahoma cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 15:06:49 -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: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_1yjvPaQ6WB7H2THQmV+A6w)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_1yjvPaQ6WB7H2THQmV+A6w)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

If a letter is the route that I need to take to respond by

March 12, what all should I be sending to the CDC as

documentation?  to who's attention do I draft the letter?

Do I draft the letter along with sending the formal

registration document identifying the institution?  Do I do

all of the about along with a listing of quantities of

material in possession?  I want to make sure that all of the

appropriate material is sent to the CDC as required by

42cfr73.

Thanks

Greg Merkle

Richard Goering wrote:

>

> I just called the CDC SA telephone number (888) 274-1757 and was told that,

> on our letterhead, as RO I should inform the CDC (i.e., use the CDC shipping

> label) that:  (1) we have "x" amount of specific SA's, (2) indicate that as

> per 42 CFR Part 73.6 and 1003 these are below the reportable amount, and (3)

> assure them that if at any future time we

> exceed the exempt amounts we will immediately register the facility.

>

> -------------------------------------------------------

> Richard V. Goering, Ph.D.

> Chair, IBC

> Creighton Univ. Sch. Med.

> 2500 California Plaza

> Omaha, NE 68178

> USA

>

> ----- Original Message -----

> From: "Greg Merkle" <greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU>

> To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2003 3:52 PM

> Subject: Re: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6

>

> > There is nothing said about what information should be

> > included when filing for the CDC/APHIS to consider your

> > status as exempt.

> >

> > Greg Merkle

> >

> > Jon Jacob wrote:

> > >

> > > Hi all,

> > >

> > > We just got a package from CDC/APHIS for the registration

> > > process.  Based on the "final" wording in the "Interim"

> > > Final regulations and some destruction activities we

> > > conducted, we are now exempt from the registration

> > > requirements.

> > >

> > > The letter with the package indicates that we are

> > > requested to submit a letter to the appropriate agency

> > > detailing why we are exempt or no longer possess a select

> > > agent.

> > >

> > > When will this nightmare end?

> > >

> > > Jon

> > >

> > > ----------------------------------------------------------

> > > Do you Yahoo!?

> > > Yahoo! Tax Center - forms, calculators, tips, and more

> >
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Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 15:14:19 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rebecca Ryan <ryanr@BU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Okay, I have a clarifying question about the letter circumstance.

Is there anything in the regulations that states we need to notify CDC/USDA

if our quantities fall under the exemptions?  I am not aware of it, but

would be greatly appreciative if someone would point this out.

My take on this issue, is you should have documented proof at your facility

that your exempt labs fall under the quantity exemptions, so if you are

audited, you can show that the other labs don't fall under 42CFR73.  I don't

think we need to send the CDC a letter unless the regs state so.  What is

everyone going to do?

Thanks,

Rebecca Ryan

BU

-----Original Message-----

From: Greg Merkle [mailto:greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 07, 2003 3:07 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6

If a letter is the route that I need to take to respond by March 12, what

all should I be sending to the CDC as documentation?  to who's attention do

I draft the letter? Do I draft the letter along with sending the formal

registration document identifying the institution?  Do I do all of the about

along with a listing of quantities of material in possession?  I want to

make sure that all of the appropriate material is sent to the CDC as

required by 42cfr73.

Thanks

Greg Merkle

Richard Goering wrote:

>

> I just called the CDC SA telephone number (888) 274-1757 and was told

> that, on our letterhead, as RO I should inform the CDC (i.e., use the

> CDC shipping

> label) that:  (1) we have "x" amount of specific SA's, (2) indicate that

as

> per 42 CFR Part 73.6 and 1003 these are below the reportable amount, and

(3)

> assure them that if at any future time we

> exceed the exempt amounts we will immediately register the facility.

>

> -------------------------------------------------------

> Richard V. Goering, Ph.D.

> Chair, IBC

> Creighton Univ. Sch. Med.

> 2500 California Plaza

> Omaha, NE 68178

> USA

>

> ----- Original Message -----

> From: "Greg Merkle" <greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU>

> To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2003 3:52 PM

> Subject: Re: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6

>

> > There is nothing said about what information should be included when

> > filing for the CDC/APHIS to consider your status as exempt.

> >

> > Greg Merkle

> >

> > Jon Jacob wrote:

> > >

> > > Hi all,

> > >

> > > We just got a package from CDC/APHIS for the registration process.

> > > Based on the "final" wording in the "Interim" Final regulations

> > > and some destruction activities we conducted, we are now exempt

> > > from the registration requirements.

> > >

> > > The letter with the package indicates that we are requested to

> > > submit a letter to the appropriate agency detailing why we are

> > > exempt or no longer possess a select agent.

> > >

> > > When will this nightmare end?

> > >

> > > Jon

> > >

> > > ----------------------------------------------------------

> > > Do you Yahoo!?

> > > Yahoo! Tax Center - forms, calculators, tips, and more

> >
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6
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Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

I think that would Be to :Mark Hemphill, Office of the Director, LRSAT =

Program. Yes, they are still using the LR/SAT epithet.  I would give =

name of RO, Entity, the agent, the amount of agent, why you believe it =

falls through the cracks, and most important, cite the exclusion =

(Appendix I), or other section of any / all regs CDC/USDA has =

promulgated in the last 6 months that you believe supports your claim / =

case. GOOD LUCK  My $0.02-worth. Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Greg Merkle [mailto:greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 07, 2003 3:07 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6

If a letter is the route that I need to take to respond by

March 12, what all should I be sending to the CDC as

documentation?  to who's attention do I draft the letter?

Do I draft the letter along with sending the formal

registration document identifying the institution?  Do I do

all of the about along with a listing of quantities of

material in possession?  I want to make sure that all of the

appropriate material is sent to the CDC as required by

42cfr73.

Thanks

Greg Merkle

Richard Goering wrote:

>

> I just called the CDC SA telephone number (888) 274-1757 and was told =

that,

> on our letterhead, as RO I should inform the CDC (i.e., use the CDC =

shipping

> label) that:  (1) we have "x" amount of specific SA's, (2) indicate =

that as

> per 42 CFR Part 73.6 and 1003 these are below the reportable amount, =

and (3)

> assure them that if at any future time we

> exceed the exempt amounts we will immediately register the facility.

>

> -------------------------------------------------------

> Richard V. Goering, Ph.D.

> Chair, IBC

> Creighton Univ. Sch. Med.

> 2500 California Plaza

> Omaha, NE 68178

> USA

>

> ----- Original Message -----

> From: "Greg Merkle" <greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU>

> To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2003 3:52 PM

> Subject: Re: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6

>

> > There is nothing said about what information should be

> > included when filing for the CDC/APHIS to consider your

> > status as exempt.

> >

> > Greg Merkle

> >

> > Jon Jacob wrote:

> > >

> > > Hi all,

> > >

> > > We just got a package from CDC/APHIS for the registration

> > > process.  Based on the "final" wording in the "Interim"

> > > Final regulations and some destruction activities we

> > > conducted, we are now exempt from the registration

> > > requirements.

> > >

> > > The letter with the package indicates that we are

> > > requested to submit a letter to the appropriate agency

> > > detailing why we are exempt or no longer possess a select

> > > agent.

> > >

> > > When will this nightmare end?

> > >

> > > Jon

> > >

> > > ----------------------------------------------------------

> > > Do you Yahoo!?

> > > Yahoo! Tax Center - forms, calculators, tips, and more

> >
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Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 15:15:58 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6

MIME-version: 1.0
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Did you respond to the September 10, 2002 submission to ASI? If yes,Then =

I would send them notification that you exist, and no, there is nothing =

to report. It may be overkill, but I am not leaving anything to =

chance...not with the fines and jail time that RO's are threatened with. =

I may be quayzey...but I'm not going to ALCATWAZ (Elmer Fudd). And now, =

it's Marionville in IL. Not as Scenic!

Phil HAuck

-----Original Message-----

From: Rebecca Ryan [mailto:ryanr@BU.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 07, 2003 3:14 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6

Okay, I have a clarifying question about the letter circumstance.

Is there anything in the regulations that states we need to notify =

CDC/USDA

if our quantities fall under the exemptions?  I am not aware of it, but

would be greatly appreciative if someone would point this out.

My take on this issue, is you should have documented proof at your =

facility

that your exempt labs fall under the quantity exemptions, so if you are

audited, you can show that the other labs don't fall under 42CFR73.  I =

don't

think we need to send the CDC a letter unless the regs state so.  What =

is

everyone going to do?

Thanks,

Rebecca Ryan

BU

-----Original Message-----

From: Greg Merkle [mailto:greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 07, 2003 3:07 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6

If a letter is the route that I need to take to respond by March 12, =

what

all should I be sending to the CDC as documentation?  to who's attention =

do

I draft the letter? Do I draft the letter along with sending the formal

registration document identifying the institution?  Do I do all of the =

about

along with a listing of quantities of material in possession?  I want to

make sure that all of the appropriate material is sent to the CDC as

required by 42cfr73.

Thanks

Greg Merkle

Richard Goering wrote:

>

> I just called the CDC SA telephone number (888) 274-1757 and was told

> that, on our letterhead, as RO I should inform the CDC (i.e., use the

> CDC shipping

> label) that:  (1) we have "x" amount of specific SA's, (2) indicate =

that

as

> per 42 CFR Part 73.6 and 1003 these are below the reportable amount, =

and

(3)

> assure them that if at any future time we

> exceed the exempt amounts we will immediately register the facility.

>

> -------------------------------------------------------

> Richard V. Goering, Ph.D.

> Chair, IBC

> Creighton Univ. Sch. Med.

> 2500 California Plaza

> Omaha, NE 68178

> USA

>

> ----- Original Message -----

> From: "Greg Merkle" <greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU>

> To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> Sent: Wednesday, March 05, 2003 3:52 PM

> Subject: Re: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6

>

> > There is nothing said about what information should be included when

> > filing for the CDC/APHIS to consider your status as exempt.

> >

> > Greg Merkle

> >

> > Jon Jacob wrote:

> > >

> > > Hi all,

> > >

> > > We just got a package from CDC/APHIS for the registration process.

> > > Based on the "final" wording in the "Interim" Final regulations

> > > and some destruction activities we conducted, we are now exempt

> > > from the registration requirements.

> > >

> > > The letter with the package indicates that we are requested to

> > > submit a letter to the appropriate agency detailing why we are

> > > exempt or no longer possess a select agent.

> > >

> > > When will this nightmare end?

> > >

> > > Jon

> > >

> > > ----------------------------------------------------------

> > > Do you Yahoo!?

> > > Yahoo! Tax Center - forms, calculators, tips, and more

> >
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Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 14:23:32 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: USDA/APHIS requirements

In-Reply-To:  <3E68F96B.D95E0153@wam.umd.edu>
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Remember.. if you have CDC agents.. you register with CDC.. and if you have

USDA agents.. you register with USDA.. if you have overlap agents.. you can

register with EITHER.. Following on from that - if there is an exemption on

the CDC list.. it stands to reason it will be equally exempt on the USDA

list (for an overlap agent).

Of course.. that reasoning is for planet Earth.. and I'm beginning to

wonder what planet some of these government folks are from..

I believe the VSV part was already commented on.. I got the same response

regarding the g-protein and the two 'non' exotic strains..

Kath

At 02:56 PM 3/7/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Cheri,

>     Check 9 CFR 121.3 (f) (3).  I believe this section of the USDA

> regulation exempts overlap toxins if they are below the quantity

> limits.  At least that is how I've been interpreting it.  Please let me

> know if you think otherwise.

>     Thanks,

>     Janet Peterson

>     University of Maryland, College Park

>

>

>"Marcham, Cheri" wrote:

>>  I can't get anyone to call me back from APHIS/USDA, so help please!I

>> have looked in 42 CFR 73.  They do not list USDA's select agents.  We

>> have VSV, but not the exotic type, so was preparing a letter to USDA to

>> explain why we feel we do not need to register, and was going to quote

>> the section from 9 CFR 121. I don't see the exemptions for quantities

>> for toxins on the APHIS list or anywhere in 9 CFR 121.  Those exemptions

>> are only on CDC's list in the 42 CFR. So, for example, if we have less

>> than 5 mg Staphylococcal enterotoxins, we are exempt on CDC's list, but

>> I see no exemption on APHIS's list.  So do we need to register with

>> USDA/APHIS for the Staph enterotoxins?????Cheri MarchamThe University of

>> Oklahoma <mailto:cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu>cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

>

>**********************************************

>Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

>Biological Safety Professional

>Office of Research Safety

>Northwestern University

>NG-71 Technological Institute

>2145 Sheridan Road

>Evanston, IL 60208-3121

>Phone: (847) 491-4387

>Fax: (847) 467-2797

>Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

>**********************************************

--=====================_106181421==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Remember.. if you have CDC agents.. you register with CDC.. and if you have USDA agents.. you register with USDA.. if you have overlap agents.. you can register with EITHER.. Following on from that - if there is an exemption on the CDC list.. it stands to reason it will be equally exempt on the USDA list (for an overlap agent). 

Of course.. that reasoning is for planet Earth.. and I'm beginning to wonder what planet some of these government folks are from..

I believe the VSV part was already commented on.. I got the same response regarding the g-protein and the two 'non' exotic strains..

Kath

At 02:56 PM 3/7/2003 -0500, you wrote:

Cheri, 

    Check 9 CFR 121.3 (f) (3).  I believe this section of the USDA regulation exempts overlap toxins if they are below the quantity limits.  At least that is how I've been interpreting it.  Please let me know if you think otherwise. 

    Thanks, 

    Janet Peterson 

    University of Maryland, College Park 

"Marcham, Cheri" wrote: 

 I can't get anyone to call me back from APHIS/USDA, so help please!I have looked in 42 CFR 73.  They do not list USDA's select agents.  We have VSV, but not the exotic type, so was preparing a letter to USDA to explain why we feel we do not need to register, and was going to quote the section from 9 CFR 121. I don't see the exemptions for quantities for toxins on the APHIS list or anywhere in 9 CFR 121.  Those exemptions are only on CDC's list in the 42 CFR. So, for example, if we have less than 5 mg Staphylococcal enterotoxins, we are exempt on CDC's list, but I see no exemption on APHIS's list.  So do we need to register with USDA/APHIS for the Staph enterotoxins?????Cheri MarchamThe University of Oklahoma cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

--=====================_106181421==_.ALT--
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Rebecca (et al):

The letter from the CDC/USDA dated 2/24/03 (which I got earlier this

week!!!) , under the second bullet at the bottom, says:

"...However, exempt entities, or entities that reported possession but

have since destroyed or transferred the agent, are requested to submit a

letter to the appropriate agency as indicated below and provide details

regarding why they are exempt or no longer possess a select biological

agent or toxin.

I spoke to CDC this afternoon, and asked if this letter had to be

mailed by 3/12/03 (like the registration application).  She told me that

it should be, because after 3/12 CDC is going to compare the list of

notifications versus the registrations and letters received.  Entities

with no match will get a follow-up "...or else" type of letter.

So if you want to avoid getting a nasty-gram (or having your RO get

one), file your letter by the 12th.

I don't believe that it says anywhere in the regs that we HAVE to do

this...but, IMNSHO, it is a good idea to keep the folks at CDC happy if

it doesn't kill you to do so.

my $0.02...TGIF

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Subject:      Re: USDA/APHIS requirements
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So, if I have one agent on the CDC list and another agent on the USDA

list, I need to file two separate applications?

Mark C.

Kathryn Harris wrote:

>  Remember.. if you have CDC agents.. you register with CDC.. and if

> you have USDA agents.. you register with USDA.. if you have overlap

> agents.. you can register with EITHER.. Following on from that - if

> there is an exemption on the CDC list.. it stands to reason it will be

> equally exempt on the USDA list (for an overlap agent).

>

> Of course.. that reasoning is for planet Earth.. and I'm beginning to

> wonder what planet some of these government folks are from..

>

> I believe the VSV part was already commented on.. I got the same

> response regarding the g-protein and the two 'non' exotic strains..

>

> Kath

>

>

> At 02:56 PM 3/7/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>

>> Cheri,

>>     Check 9 CFR 121.3 (f) (3).  I believe this section of the USDA

>> regulation exempts overlap toxins if they are below the quantity

>> limits.  At least that is how I've been interpreting it.  Please let

>> me know if you think otherwise.

>>     Thanks,

>>     Janet Peterson

>>     University of Maryland, College Park

>>

>>

>> "Marcham, Cheri" wrote:

>>

>> >  I can't get anyone to call me back from APHIS/USDA, so help

>> > please!I have looked in 42 CFR 73.  They do not list USDA's select

>> > agents.  We have VSV, but not the exotic type, so was preparing a

>> > letter to USDA to explain why we feel we do not need to register,

>> > and was going to quote the section from 9 CFR 121. I don't see the

>> > exemptions for quantities for toxins on the APHIS list or anywhere

>> > in 9 CFR 121.  Those exemptions are only on CDC's list in the 42

>> > CFR. So, for example, if we have less than 5 mg Staphylococcal

>> > enterotoxins, we are exempt on CDC's list, but I see no exemption

>> > on APHIS's list.  So do we need to register with USDA/APHIS for the

>> > Staph enterotoxins?????Cheri MarchamThe University of Oklahoma

>> > cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

>>

>> **********************************************

>> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

>> Biological Safety Professional

>> Office of Research Safety

>> Northwestern University

>> NG-71 Technological Institute

>> 2145 Sheridan Road

>> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

>> Phone: (847) 491-4387

>> Fax: (847) 467-2797

>> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

>> **********************************************

>
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Rebecca,

We received a letter asking us to register by March 12th.. or if we were

exempt to send a letter stating WHY we were exempt.. this letter can be

found on the CDC webpage under letter of Letter of Solicitation

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/docs/letter.pdf

I would imagine any entity who sent in a notification of possession will be

getting this letter (via the identified RFO) as they probably want to

reconcile notifications of possession from last year with new registrations

of possession this year.

We are sending in a registration form for our select agents, and a note

stating why the others we notified them of previously are not being

registered (due to destruction or the fact we only have them in exempt

quantities)

Kath

Okay, I have a clarifying question about the letter circumstance.

Is there anything in the regulations that states we need to notify CDC/USDA

if our quantities fall under the exemptions? I am not aware of it, but

would be greatly appreciative if someone would point this out.

My take on this issue, is you should have documented proof at your facility

that your exempt labs fall under the quantity exemptions, so if you are

audited, you can show that the other labs don't fall under 42CFR73. I don't

think we need to send the CDC a letter unless the regs state so. What is

everyone going to do?

Thanks,

Rebecca Ryan

BU
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Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Rebecca,

We received a letter asking us to register by March 12th.. or if we were exempt to send a letter stating WHY we were exempt.. this letter can be found on the CDC webpage under letter of Letter of Solicitation 

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/docs/letter.pdf

I would imagine any entity who sent in a notification of possession will be getting this letter (via the identified RFO) as they probably want to reconcile notifications of possession from last year with new registrations of possession this year.

We are sending in a registration form for our select agents, and a note stating why the others we notified them of previously are not being registered (due to destruction or the fact we only have them in exempt quantities)

Kath

Okay, I have a clarifying question about the letter circumstance. 

Is there anything in the regulations that states we need to notify CDC/USDA 

if our quantities fall under the exemptions? I am not aware of it, but 

would be greatly appreciative if someone would point this out.

My take on this issue, is you should have documented proof at your facility 

that your exempt labs fall under the quantity exemptions, so if you are 

audited, you can show that the other labs don't fall under 42CFR73. I don't 

think we need to send the CDC a letter unless the regs state so. What is 

everyone going to do?

Thanks, 

Rebecca Ryan 

BU
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If you have a CDC listed agent.. and a USDA listed agent.. yup.. two

applications would have to be filed, one to each secretary. The forms are

identical.. it's just the 'jurisdiction' that's different..

If the agent is on both lists you can file it with either..

I could be very very wrong.. but that's how our team understands it..

Kath

At 02:28 PM 3/7/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>So, if I have one agent on the CDC list and another agent on the USDA

>list, I need to file two separate applications?

>

>Mark C.

>

>Kathryn Harris wrote:

>>  Remember.. if you have CDC agents.. you register with CDC.. and if you

>> have USDA agents.. you register with USDA.. if you have overlap agents..

>> you can register with EITHER.. Following on from that - if there is an

>> exemption on the CDC list.. it stands to reason it will be equally

>> exempt on the USDA list (for an overlap agent).

>>

>>Of course.. that reasoning is for planet Earth.. and I'm beginning to

>>wonder what planet some of these government folks are from..

>>

>>I believe the VSV part was already commented on.. I got the same response

>>regarding the g-protein and the two 'non' exotic strains..

>>

>>Kath

>>

>>

>>At 02:56 PM 3/7/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>>>Cheri,

>>>     Check 9 CFR 121.3 (f) (3).  I believe this section of the USDA

>>> regulation exempts overlap toxins if they are below the quantity

>>> limits.  At least that is how I've been interpreting it.  Please let me

>>> know if you think otherwise.

>>>     Thanks,

>>>     Janet Peterson

>>>     University of Maryland, College Park

>>>

>>>

>>>"Marcham, Cheri" wrote:

>>>>  I can't get anyone to call me back from APHIS/USDA, so help please!I

>>>> have looked in 42 CFR 73.  They do not list USDA's select agents.  We

>>>> have VSV, but not the exotic type, so was preparing a letter to USDA

>>>> to explain why we feel we do not need to register, and was going to

>>>> quote the section from 9 CFR 121. I don't see the exemptions for

>>>> quantities for toxins on the APHIS list or anywhere in 9 CFR

>>>> 121.  Those exemptions are only on CDC's list in the 42 CFR. So, for

>>>> example, if we have less than 5 mg Staphylococcal enterotoxins, we are

>>>> exempt on CDC's list, but I see no exemption on APHIS's list.  So do

>>>> we need to register with USDA/APHIS for the Staph

>>>> enterotoxins?????Cheri MarchamThe University of Oklahoma

>>>> <mailto:cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu>cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

>>>

>>>**********************************************

>>>Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

>>>Biological Safety Professional

>>>Office of Research Safety

>>>Northwestern University

>>>NG-71 Technological Institute

>>>2145 Sheridan Road

>>>Evanston, IL 60208-3121

>>>Phone: (847) 491-4387

>>>Fax: (847) 467-2797

>>>Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

>>>**********************************************

>>

>>**********************************************

>>Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

>>Biological Safety Professional

>>Office of Research Safety

>>Northwestern University

>>NG-71 Technological Institute

>>2145 Sheridan Road

>>Evanston, IL 60208-3121

>>Phone: (847) 491-4387

>>Fax: (847) 467-2797

>>Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

>>**********************************************

--=====================_107201500==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

If you have a CDC listed agent.. and a USDA listed agent.. yup.. two applications would have to be filed, one to each secretary. The forms are identical.. it's just the 'jurisdiction' that's different..

If the agent is on both lists you can file it with either..

I could be very very wrong.. but that's how our team understands it..

Kath

At 02:28 PM 3/7/2003 -0600, you wrote:

So, if I have one agent on the CDC list and another agent on the USDA list, I need to file two separate applications? 

Mark C. 

Kathryn Harris wrote: 

 Remember.. if you have CDC agents.. you register with CDC.. and if you have USDA agents.. you register with USDA.. if you have overlap agents.. you can register with EITHER.. Following on from that - if there is an exemption on the CDC list.. it stands to reason it will be equally exempt on the USDA list (for an overlap agent). 

Of course.. that reasoning is for planet Earth.. and I'm beginning to wonder what planet some of these government folks are from.. 

I believe the VSV part was already commented on.. I got the same response regarding the g-protein and the two 'non' exotic strains.. 

Kath 

At 02:56 PM 3/7/2003 -0500, you wrote: 

Cheri, 

    Check 9 CFR 121.3 (f) (3).  I believe this section of the USDA regulation exempts overlap toxins if they are below the quantity limits.  At least that is how I've been interpreting it.  Please let me know if you think otherwise. 

    Thanks, 

    Janet Peterson 

    University of Maryland, College Park 

"Marcham, Cheri" wrote: 

 I can't get anyone to call me back from APHIS/USDA, so help please!I have looked in 42 CFR 73.  They do not list USDA's select agents.  We have VSV, but not the exotic type, so was preparing a letter to USDA to explain why we feel we do not need to register, and was going to quote the section from 9 CFR 121. I don't see the exemptions for quantities for toxins on the APHIS list or anywhere in 9 CFR 121.  Those exemptions are only on CDC's list in the 42 CFR. So, for example, if we have less than 5 mg Staphylococcal enterotoxins, we are exempt on CDC's list, but I see no exemption on APHIS's list.  So do we need to register with USDA/APHIS for the Staph enterotoxins?????Cheri MarchamThe University of Oklahoma cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

********************************************** 

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D. 

Biological Safety Professional 

Office of Research Safety 

Northwestern University 

NG-71 Technological Institute 

2145 Sheridan Road 

Evanston, IL 60208-3121 

Phone: (847) 491-4387 

Fax: (847) 467-2797 

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu 

**********************************************

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

--=====================_107201500==_.ALT--
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Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 15:41:53 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Recordkeeping for Select Agent Research

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Dear Biosafety Listserve:

Perhaps someone can offer an interpretation for me. If I have a PI that =

is

registered with the CDC and approved by the DOJ, do they have to log in =

and

out of the laboratory where select agents are used (i.e. the general =

lab)

every time they enter/exit the lab? Also, I have a separate logging =

system

for access to the agents (i.e. the freezer).

I spoke to my esteemed colleague in the south, Rebecca Ryan at BU, and =

she

indicated that her group will not be logging in those that enter the =

lab

(because it is multi-use). Rather, they will only be logging those who =

have

access to the agent itself (i.e. the freezer).

I hope this makes sense.

Here is the reference from 42 CFR Part 73.15 (Records)

(2) For access to the area where select agents are used or stored:

(i) The name of each individual who has accessed the area;

(ii) The date and time the individual entered the area;

(iii) The date and time the individual left the area; and

(iv) For individuals not approved under =A7 73.8, the individual =

approved

under =A7 73.8 who accompanied the unapproved individual into the area.

Many thanks!

-David

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 14:48:49 -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: USDA/APHIS requirements

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary=------------DFF2B12C48F94FAA10AE28AD

--------------DFF2B12C48F94FAA10AE28AD

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

So I guess we will also get two different registration numbers.  Oh

well.

Kathryn Harris wrote:

>  If you have a CDC listed agent.. and a USDA listed agent.. yup.. two

> applications would have to be filed, one to each secretary. The forms

> are identical.. it's just the 'jurisdiction' that's different..

>

> If the agent is on both lists you can file it with either..

>

> I could be very very wrong.. but that's how our team understands it..

>

> Kath

>

> At 02:28 PM 3/7/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>

>> So, if I have one agent on the CDC list and another agent on the

>> USDA list, I need to file two separate applications?

>>

>> Mark C.

>>

>> Kathryn Harris wrote:

>>

>> >  Remember.. if you have CDC agents.. you register with CDC.. and if

>> > you have USDA agents.. you register with USDA.. if you have overlap

>> > agents.. you can register with EITHER.. Following on from that - if

>> > there is an exemption on the CDC list.. it stands to reason it will

>> > be equally exempt on the USDA list (for an overlap agent).

>> >

>> > Of course.. that reasoning is for planet Earth.. and I'm beginning

>> > to wonder what planet some of these government folks are from..

>> >

>> > I believe the VSV part was already commented on.. I got the same

>> > response regarding the g-protein and the two 'non' exotic strains..

>> >

>> > Kath

>> >

>> >

>> > At 02:56 PM 3/7/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>> >

>> >>  Cheri,

>> >>      Check 9 CFR 121.3 (f) (3).  I believe this section of the

>> >>  USDA regulation exempts overlap toxins if they are below the

>> >>  quantity limits.  At least that is how I've been interpreting

>> >>  it.  Please let me know if you think otherwise.

>> >>      Thanks,

>> >>      Janet Peterson

>> >>      University of Maryland, College Park

>> >>

>> >>

>> >>  "Marcham, Cheri" wrote:

>> >>

>> >> >  I can't get anyone to call me back from APHIS/USDA, so help

>> >> > please!I have looked in 42 CFR 73.  They do not list USDA's

>> >> > select agents.  We have VSV, but not the exotic type, so was

>> >> > preparing a letter to USDA to explain why we feel we do not

>> >> > need to register, and was going to quote the section from 9 CFR

>> >> > 121. I don't see the exemptions for quantities for toxins on

>> >> > the APHIS list or anywhere in 9 CFR 121.  Those exemptions are

>> >> > only on CDC's list in the 42 CFR. So, for example, if we have

>> >> > less than 5 mg Staphylococcal enterotoxins, we are exempt on

>> >> > CDC's list, but I see no exemption on APHIS's list.  So do we

>> >> > need to register with USDA/APHIS for the Staph

>> >> > enterotoxins?????Cheri MarchamThe University of Oklahoma

>> >> > cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

>> >>

>> >>

>> >>  **********************************************

>> >>  Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

>> >>  Biological Safety Professional

>> >>  Office of Research Safety

>> >>  Northwestern University

>> >>  NG-71 Technological Institute

>> >>  2145 Sheridan Road

>> >>  Evanston, IL 60208-3121

>> >>  Phone: (847) 491-4387

>> >>  Fax: (847) 467-2797

>> >>  Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

>> >>  **********************************************

>> >

>> > **********************************************

>> > Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

>> > Biological Safety Professional

>> > Office of Research Safety

>> > Northwestern University

>> > NG-71 Technological Institute

>> > 2145 Sheridan Road

>> > Evanston, IL 60208-3121

>> > Phone: (847) 491-4387

>> > Fax: (847) 467-2797

>> > Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

>> > **********************************************

>>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 15:57:35 -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: shipping requirements for aeration basin sample

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.1.5.2.20030305115210.01b27bc0@esh-mail.lanl.gov>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_12911325==_.ALT"

--=====================_12911325==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Dina,

You can bet there are multiple human pathogens in that sample.

I would ship it as an infectious substance per IATA.

Cheers

- Paul

At 11:54 AM 3/5/2003 -0700, you wrote:

>Could you all help?

>

>>We would like to ship a sample of an aeration basin biological material to

>>an out of state lab for microscopic analysis.  The material contains

>>primarily bacteria, protozoa, and invertebrate animals that process the

>>dissolved organics in the wastewater.  There is a potential for the

>>presence of enteric pathogens so the effluent of the plant is chlorinated.

>>

>>The last time we sent out a sample, our shipping folks said the sample

>>required no special handling as infectious material.  We intend to double

>>contain it in a sealed plastic bottle wrapped in a sealed bag and shipped

>>second day air.  Do you all agree that this is not infectious material?

>

>

>Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

>University of California

>Los Alamos National Laboratory

>HSR-5

>MS K486

>Los Alamos, NM 87545

>(505) 665-2977 (voice)

>((505) 996-3807 (pager)

>"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

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

--=====================_12911325==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Dina,

You can bet there are multiple human pathogens in that sample.  

I would ship it as an infectious substance per IATA.

Cheers 

- Paul

At 11:54 AM 3/5/2003 -0700, you wrote:

Could you all help?

We would like to ship a sample of an aeration basin biological material to

an out of state lab for microscopic analysis.  The material contains

primarily bacteria, protozoa, and invertebrate animals that process the

dissolved organics in the wastewater.  There is a potential for the

presence of enteric pathogens so the effluent of the plant is chlorinated.

The last time we sent out a sample, our shipping folks said the sample

required no special handling as infectious material.  We intend to double

contain it in a sealed plastic bottle wrapped in a sealed bag and shipped

second day air.  Do you all agree that this is not infectious material?

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

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  


--=====================_12911325==_.ALT--
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Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 15:09:04 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Brown, Virginia R" <gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU>

Subject:      Intrafacility Transfers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Does anyone know if an intrafacility transfer of a select agent also =

needs to have prior approval from the CDC now?

Ginger Brown, CBSP

Env Health & Safety

TX A&M University

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 15:19:38 -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: Recordkeeping for Select Agent Research

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

The registration application asks numerous security questions (Section =

5B). In particular, 21f asks about the means to monitor unauthorized =

entry into the laboratory (including manual sign in and out logs are =

kept and monitored) and question 21k asks the entity to "Provide =

additional details regarding how the facility limits access to the =

laboratories where select agents are being manipulated and stored to =

only authorized and qualified persons."

The former, 21f, suggests that everyone entering the lab would sign in =

and out. The latter, 21k, basically asks for details about how access is =

restricted. I'd propose to describe what makes sense for your facility =

in 21f, and let CDC or APHIS come back with comments, rather than create =

a system that isn't likely to be workable at the local level because it =

appears to be what the agency wants.

Remember, the implementation timeline specifies development of a =

security plan by June 12, with implementation by September 12. This =

gives us all a window of opportunity to work out the details.

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 277-2462

-----Original Message-----

From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 07, 2003 2:42 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Recordkeeping for Select Agent Research

Dear Biosafety Listserve:

Perhaps someone can offer an interpretation for me. If I have a PI that =

is

registered with the CDC and approved by the DOJ, do they have to log in =

and

out of the laboratory where select agents are used (i.e. the general =

lab)

every time they enter/exit the lab? Also, I have a separate logging =

system

for access to the agents (i.e. the freezer).

I spoke to my esteemed colleague in the south, Rebecca Ryan at BU, and =

she

indicated that her group will not be logging in those that enter the lab

(because it is multi-use). Rather, they will only be logging those who =

have

access to the agent itself (i.e. the freezer).

I hope this makes sense.

Here is the reference from 42 CFR Part 73.15 (Records)

(2) For access to the area where select agents are used or stored:

(i) The name of each individual who has accessed the area;

(ii) The date and time the individual entered the area;

(iii) The date and time the individual left the area; and

(iv) For individuals not approved under =A7 73.8, the individual =

approved

under =A7 73.8 who accompanied the unapproved individual into the area.

Many thanks!

-David

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Mar 2003 16:30:54 -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:      Fwd: Fw: [AERGC] Ralstonia Outbreak

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

>----- Original Message -----

>From: "Rob Eddy" <eddy@hort.purdue.edu>

>To: <aergc@life.uiuc.edu>

>Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 5:04 PM

>Subject: Re: [AERGC] Ralstonia Outbreak

>

>

>>  AERGC Forum - http://www-u.life.uiuc.edu/mailman/listinfo/aergc

>>

>>

>>

>>  This is serious business. 42 greenhouses quarantined in Indiana.

>>  Here's a link to a webpage:

>>  http://www.ppdl.purdue.edu/ppdl/hot03/02-24.html

>>

>>

>>  >AERGC Forum - http://www-u.life.uiuc.edu/mailman/listinfo/aergc

>>  >

>>  >

>>  >

>>  >I just received a fax from an outfit called BioSafe Systems stating

>>  >"vital" information for Ralstonia disinfection procedure.

>>  >Apparently, over 1000 greenhouse facilities may be affected by this

>>  >outbreak, one of 10 pathogens listed on the USDA "Bio Terrorism"

>>  >list due to its threat on food crops, particularly on potatoes,

>>  >tomatoes, beans and peppers.  Anyone heard about this ? Is this

>>  >justs a sales pitch or a real concern for greenhouse people ?

>>  >

>>  >Thanks

>>  >

>>  >Richard

>>  >

>>  >--

>>  >Richard Denis, P.E.

>>  >Agritechnove Inc.

>>  >651 Route Begin

>>  >St. Anselme, Qc

>>  >Canada, G0R 2N0

>>  >

>>  >Research Greenhouse

>>  >Consulting Engineers

>>  >

>>  >418-885-9595 (Voice)

>>  >418-885-4957 (Fax)

>  > >r.denis@agritechnove.com

--

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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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: Intrafacility Transfers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

The note to section 73.14 states that "This section does not apply to =

transfers within an entity when the sender and recipient are covered by =

the same certificate of registration."

Michael Betlach

Promega

-----Original Message-----

From: Brown, Virginia R [mailto:gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 07, 2003 3:09 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Intrafacility Transfers

Does anyone know if an intrafacility transfer of a select agent also =

needs to have prior approval from the CDC now?

Ginger Brown, CBSP

Env Health & Safety

TX A&M University

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 10 Mar 2003 08:04:07 +0100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathrin Bernard <Kathrin.Bernard@IVI.ADMIN.CH>

Subject:      Re: CJD Resources

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------27909B7B591A91C54FEF4577"

Dies ist eine mehrteilige Nachricht im MIME-Format.

--------------27909B7B591A91C54FEF4577

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

 boundary="------------13AE96AA5C11D781FA0F7CDF"

--------------13AE96AA5C11D781FA0F7CDF

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Please find enclosed the Swiss guidelines for work with prions.

Hope this is useful to you.

Kathrin Bernard

-

Kathrin Bernard, PhD

Head of Biosafety

Institute of Virology and Immunoprophylaxis

Sensemattstrasse 293

3147  Mittelh=E4usern

Phone: ++41 (0)31 848 92 34

Fax: ++41 (0)31 848 92 22

kathrin.bernard@ivi.admin.ch

http://www.admin.ch/IVIweb/

 Harding schrieb:

> Thanks Aleta, I'll be in touch with a date soon.

> Lynn

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

> Behalf OfPatti Pawski

> Sent: Thursday, March 06, 2003 2:40 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: CJD Resources

>

> We have a researcher who will be working with CJD tissues of human

> origin

> (brain) in the near future. In order to assist this researcher with

> developing work practices and identifying appropriate lab space and

> engineering controls, I am conducting some research regarding

> biosafety

> "guidelines" for this type of research. I am trying to find out what

> the "standard of practice" is for this kind of work (i.e. what BSL

> practices for what procedures, any specific engineering controls,

> effective means of disinfection, etc.)

>

> If anyone has researchers working with the above or if anyone can help

> me with a resource for this information, I would appreciate it.

>

>

>

> <?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>

>

--

Kathrin Bernard, PhD

Head of Biosafety

Institute of Virology and Immunoprophylaxis

Sensemattstrasse 293

3147  Mittelh=E4usern

Phone: ++41 (0)31 848 92 34

Fax: ++41 (0)31 848 92 22

kathrin.bernard@ivi.admin.ch

http://www.admin.ch/IVIweb/
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Date:         Mon, 10 Mar 2003 08:39:50 -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: intra transfers

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_664104==_.ALT"

--=====================_664104==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

>An error occurred  while processing file 7778  from Don_Callihan@BD.COM: "Mail

>has been received for delivery to the BIOSAFTY list from a user which had been

>served out".

>

>

>

>Ginger,

>

>You should call CDC to confirm what I am about to say, but the answer I

>received to a similar query was YES, intrafacility transfer requires prior

>approval if one of the facilities is not already registered. You'll need to

>be sure that both facilities are registered and that EA-101 is completed.

>If one of the facilities is NOT registered, I was advised that you will

>need to ship them to a facility that IS registered until you acquire an

>application for that facility. From this I surmise that the receiving

>facility needs to be registered in this case.

>

>I'm commenting only to share my experience, but would advise that you speak

>with someone at CDC directly about your situation.

>

>At this late date, I'd advise anyone who has a question of any kind to call

>the SA office at CDC, rather than relying on information from this list.

>

>Best regards,

>Don Callihan, Ph.D.

>Biosafety Officer

>BD Diagnostic Systems

>410-773-6684

>

>

>

>

>"Brown, Virginia R" <gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 03/07/2003

>04:09:04 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:  Intrafacility Transfers

>

>

>Does anyone know if an intrafacility transfer of a select agent also needs

>to have prior approval from the CDC now?

>

>Ginger Brown, CBSP

>Env Health & Safety

>TX A&M University

>

>

>

>

>**********************************************************************

>This message is intended only for the designated recipient(s).  It may

>contain confidential or proprietary information and may be subject to

>the attorney-client privilege or other confidentiality protections.

>If you are not a designated recipient, you may not review, use, copy

>or distribute this message.  If you receive this in error, please

>notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete this message.  Thank you.

>

>***********************************************************************

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

--=====================_664104==_.ALT
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An error occurred  while processing file 7778  from Don_Callihan@BD.COM: "Mail

has been received for delivery to the BIOSAFTY list from a user which had been

served out".

Ginger,

You should call CDC to confirm what I am about to say, but the answer I

received to a similar query was YES, intrafacility transfer requires prior

approval if one of the facilities is not already registered. You'll need to

be sure that both facilities are registered and that EA-101 is completed.

If one of the facilities is NOT registered, I was advised that you will

need to ship them to a facility that IS registered until you acquire an

application for that facility. From this I surmise that the receiving

facility needs to be registered in this case.

I'm commenting only to share my experience, but would advise that you speak

with someone at CDC directly about your situation.

At this late date, I'd advise anyone who has a question of any kind to call

the SA office at CDC, rather than relying on information from this list.

Best regards,

Don Callihan, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

BD Diagnostic Systems

410-773-6684

"Brown, Virginia R" <gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 03/07/2003

04:09:04 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:  Intrafacility Transfers

Does anyone know if an intrafacility transfer of a select agent also needs

to have prior approval from the CDC now?

Ginger Brown, CBSP

Env Health & Safety

TX A&M University

**********************************************************************

This message is intended only for the designated recipient(s).  It may

contain confidential or proprietary information and may be subject to

the attorney-client privilege or other confidentiality protections.

If you are not a designated recipient, you may not review, use, copy

or distribute this message.  If you receive this in error, please

notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete this message.  Thank you. 

***********************************************************************

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Biosafty List Owner 

rfink@mit.edu

--=====================_664104==_.ALT--
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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:      A few SA Questions
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Here goes (not that were not all scrambling around to finalize the

applications!):

1- Researchers are registered w/ CDC (valid through '05) - but have not

yet ordered any SA material - registration done in anticipation of

beginning research. WHAT DO WE DO HERE? Do we re-register, submit for

background, etc OR wait until they actually decide to order materials

(time frame is 6 months to never) and then go through this process?

2- Researchers now want to destroy stocks, etc rather than restrict lab

activities, etc. Obviously we can't destroy before Wed deadline, but can

we note that stocks are in process of destruction (and yes, fill out

appropriate forms)?

3- How are you handling researchers with "exempt" quantities - are you

checking them as well, security, etc?

4- Any sources for best methods to destroy/inactivate SA's? Rather than

re-invent the wheel, I'll defer to your collective expertise.

5- How far are you taking "access" to lab for security check submission

- Dept level, building level, lab level, include receiving dock staff,

housekeeping, Facilities support staff, etc? Just looking for a happy

medium to base some of our decisions.

AND

lastly,

Is anyone moving to centralized storage, under control (for security

reasons) of other than PI - AND does this mean whomever is in control of

access is in control of substances (i.e. Safety Office now has control

of aggregate qty's over exemption threshold) or is storage a separate

issue from the registration process (for the purpose of determining

quantities managed by singular PI)?

ANY help and assistance is greatly appreciated. The information from

this list has been invaluable. My thanks and appreciation to all

involved in deciphering this process!

Jeff

=========================================================================
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rebecca Ryan <ryanr@BU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: A few SA Questions

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Jeff:

Here is my 2 cents worth on a few questions as to what we are doing at BU.

Good luck!

#2. I would call the CDC on this one and see what they require.  I would

think if you are going to destroy the material, you should not have to

register the lab, after all you did register for possession, but I have

learned never assume anything in this process!!!

#3.  Researchers with 'exempt' quantities will be kept track of internally,

Im going to develop a tighter system once I've completed registration on

Wednesday.  Im thinking right now we will have some kind of logbook system,

similar to the registered select agent labs, and will conduct inventory

checks and inspections on at least a bi-annual basis, but Id love to hear

what other facilities are doing about these labs.

#5  Access at BU will be defined by access to the "actual vial" of select

agent material or toxin.  We have security guards and cameras in lobby, card

access in labs, lockboxes and locked fridge/freezers as current system

already in place.  I have heard many folks in the field say they consider a

minimum of 2 layers of access control is a good method (ie locked freezer

and lockbox in freezer with very limited key access only to those cleared)

We are considering centralizing the agents in a locked room in one

restricted lab-but then you have the security transport issue.  Anyone

without access clearance will have to be escorted in the lab, this means

janitors, deliveries, facilities will have to be escorted by security after

hours if there is a building related problem ie water pipe breaks etc.

Rebecca Ryan

Biosafety Officer

Boston University

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeffrey Good [mailto:rsojmg@GWUMC.EDU]

Sent: Monday, March 10, 2003 10:09 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: A few SA Questions

Here goes (not that were not all scrambling around to finalize the

applications!):

1- Researchers are registered w/ CDC (valid through '05) - but have not yet

ordered any SA material - registration done in anticipation of beginning

research. WHAT DO WE DO HERE? Do we re-register, submit for background, etc

OR wait until they actually decide to order materials (time frame is 6

months to never) and then go through this process?

2- Researchers now want to destroy stocks, etc rather than restrict lab

activities, etc. Obviously we can't destroy before Wed deadline, but can we

note that stocks are in process of destruction (and yes, fill out

appropriate forms)?

3- How are you handling researchers with "exempt" quantities - are you

checking them as well, security, etc?

4- Any sources for best methods to destroy/inactivate SA's? Rather than

re-invent the wheel, I'll defer to your collective expertise.

5- How far are you taking "access" to lab for security check submission

- Dept level, building level, lab level, include receiving dock staff,

housekeeping, Facilities support staff, etc? Just looking for a happy medium

to base some of our decisions.

AND

lastly,

Is anyone moving to centralized storage, under control (for security

reasons) of other than PI - AND does this mean whomever is in control of

access is in control of substances (i.e. Safety Office now has control of

aggregate qty's over exemption threshold) or is storage a separate issue

from the registration process (for the purpose of determining quantities

managed by singular PI)?

ANY help and assistance is greatly appreciated. The information from this

list has been invaluable. My thanks and appreciation to all involved in

deciphering this process!

Jeff
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph P. Kozlovac" <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Security Risk Assessment
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Hi All,

Has anyone seen the Security Risk Assessment to date.  If so where? I am

hopeful that the form will be available from the regulators prior to the

submission deadline for RO's and alternate ROs passes us by.

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Environment, Health, Safety

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________

--=====================_10871421==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Hi All,

Has anyone seen the Security Risk Assessment to date.  If so where? I am hopeful that the form will be available from the regulators prior to the submission deadline for RO's and alternate ROs passes us by.

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer 

Environment, Health, Safety

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute - Frederick                           



(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________

--=====================_10871421==_.ALT--
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Date:         Mon, 10 Mar 2003 08:36:16 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sonia Rosenberger <srosenberger@AE.UCDAVIS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: A few SA Questions
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For #1, per a conversation with CDC, our current registrations expire Nov.

12th regardless of the current expiration date, so we're re-registering.

Sonia Rosenberger DVM

Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Safety

University of California at Davis

TB 30

Davis, CA 95616

(530) 752-9485

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeffrey Good [mailto:rsojmg@GWUMC.EDU]

Sent: Monday, March 10, 2003 7:09 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: A few SA Questions

Here goes (not that were not all scrambling around to finalize the

applications!):

1- Researchers are registered w/ CDC (valid through '05) - but have not

yet ordered any SA material - registration done in anticipation of

beginning research. WHAT DO WE DO HERE? Do we re-register, submit for

background, etc OR wait until they actually decide to order materials

(time frame is 6 months to never) and then go through this process?

2- Researchers now want to destroy stocks, etc rather than restrict lab

activities, etc. Obviously we can't destroy before Wed deadline, but can

we note that stocks are in process of destruction (and yes, fill out

appropriate forms)?

3- How are you handling researchers with "exempt" quantities - are you

checking them as well, security, etc?

4- Any sources for best methods to destroy/inactivate SA's? Rather than

re-invent the wheel, I'll defer to your collective expertise.

5- How far are you taking "access" to lab for security check submission

- Dept level, building level, lab level, include receiving dock staff,

housekeeping, Facilities support staff, etc? Just looking for a happy

medium to base some of our decisions.

AND

lastly,

Is anyone moving to centralized storage, under control (for security

reasons) of other than PI - AND does this mean whomever is in control of

access is in control of substances (i.e. Safety Office now has control

of aggregate qty's over exemption threshold) or is storage a separate

issue from the registration process (for the purpose of determining

quantities managed by singular PI)?

ANY help and assistance is greatly appreciated. The information from

this list has been invaluable. My thanks and appreciation to all

involved in deciphering this process!

Jeff
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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:      procedures for moving labs
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

T minus 450 days and counting till we migrate about 170 laboratories =

from one campus (in one city) to a new building (in another city) about =

6 miles away.

We are in the planning process and I have a lot of issues to tackle, but =

one outside my expertise is...controlled substances, ie. drugs for which =

the PI needs a DEA license.  We have a few areas, including the animal =

care and use facility.  Has anyone ever addressed this issue?

thanks in advance

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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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:      UV lights
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Our biological safety cabinet certifier (contractor) is telling one of

our users that has UV lights in her BSC that the UV light should be

replaced every 6 months, if used routinely, every year if not used

routinely.  I can't find any documentation supporting this.  With the

budget cuts we are experiencing, we feel there is no need to replace a

perfectly good light bulb if we don't have to. 

From where would this "requirement" come?

Thanks.

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

University Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73120

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:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: UV lights
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The problem with the UV bulbs, is that the actual efficiency decreases =

over a short time. You would have to go back in the literature to the =

late '50's-60's to find the actual documentation. But since the killing =

power is directly related to the amount of milliJoules per square =

centimeter, at a given spectral effectiveness, what the certifier =

claimed is true. The power output drops off fairly quickly.

This is one of the reasons why UV light is only considered an adjunct, =

at best with respect to microbial control. Also, over time, the =

penetration distance diminishes, affecting the normal 1/r-squared =

relationship, and kill-curve. Bottom line- don't replace them, when they =

go. I have seen people leave plastic ware under the UV lamps, and the =

manufacturers of the plastic ware said that the UV light would result in =

releasing products that could adversely affect cell lines. My own past =

experiences when I did bench work decades ago.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Marcham, Cheri [mailto:Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU]

Sent: Monday, March 10, 2003 1:07 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: UV lights

Our biological safety cabinet certifier (contractor) is telling one of

our users that has UV lights in her BSC that the UV light should be

replaced every 6 months, if used routinely, every year if not used

routinely.  I can't find any documentation supporting this.  With the

budget cuts we are experiencing, we feel there is no need to replace a

perfectly good light bulb if we don't have to. 

From where would this "requirement" come?

Thanks.

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

University Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73120

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606

Cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Norman, Randy" <RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM>

Subject:      Re: UV lights
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Why are they using the UV light in the first place? IMO their use for =

routine disinfection is a long outdated practice.

If their use is critical to a some specific application, then I would =

have their output at germicidal wavelengths checked periodically, =

because it does not correlate with visible output.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

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:         "DRUMMOND, David" <DDRUMMOND@FPM.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: UV lights

In many cases, the performance deterioration comes from accumulation of oil

film and organic matter on the surface of the tube. I agree with Phil, these

things are useless. They are also a potential eye hazard. But if someone

insists on using them, there's no substitute for a UV intensity meter,

frequent measurements and frequent tube cleaning.

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: Marcham, Cheri

Our biological safety cabinet certifier (contractor) is telling one of

our users that has UV lights in her BSC that the UV light should be

replaced every 6 months, if used routinely, every year if not used

routinely
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hanna, Michael" <mhanna@BF.UMICH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: UV lights
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Agreement - We don't support their use any longer, here at Univ. of =

Michigan.  Only our BL-3 laboratory is still equipped with them.  The =

other 800 BSC's are not. mgh

--------------------

Michael G. Hanna

Mgr - Biological & Laboratory Safety

Occupational Safety & Environmental Health

University of Michigan

-----Original Message-----

From: Norman, Randy [mailto:RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM]

Sent: Monday, March 10, 2003 2:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: UV lights

Why are they using the UV light in the first place? IMO their use for =

routine disinfection is a long outdated practice.

If their use is critical to a some specific application, then I would =

have their output at germicidal wavelengths checked periodically, =

because it does not correlate with visible output.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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From:         Michael Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

Organization: Incyte Genomics

Subject:      Re: UV lights
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I agree the UV lights are pretty much useless.  Unfortunaltely I deal with scientists and when I bring up this point they want scientific evidence, not just my word as a biosafety

professional.  Are there any papers out there that I can use as ammunition?  Also, I think that ABSA should seriously consider putting out a position paper regarding this issue since it

seems to come up constantly.

Mike Wendeler

EH&S Engineer

Incyte Corporation

Newark, DE

"Hanna, Michael" wrote:

> Agreement - We don't support their use any longer, here at Univ. of Michigan.  Only our BL-3 laboratory is still equipped with them.  The other 800 BSC's are not. mgh

> --------------------

> Michael G. Hanna

> Mgr - Biological & Laboratory Safety

> Occupational Safety & Environmental Health

> University of Michigan

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Norman, Randy [mailto:RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM]

> Sent: Monday, March 10, 2003 2:04 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: UV lights

>

> Why are they using the UV light in the first place? IMO their use for routine disinfection is a long outdated practice.

>

> If their use is critical to a some specific application, then I would have their output at germicidal wavelengths checked periodically, because it does not correlate with visible output.

>

> Randy Norman

> Occupational Safety & Health Associate

> BioReliance Corporation

> Rockville, MD 20850

> Rnorman@bioreliance.com

>

> "Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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From:         "Thomas J. Shelley" <tjs1@CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: UV lights
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>  >From where would this "requirement" come?

Cheri--Yes, all of the other responders are correct.  The elements of

the UV bulbs sputter themselves out of existence in six months or

less.  They maybe "on" and appear to look normal, but they aren't

producing enough UV light to be of any use as a biocide, but they may

still make enough to be a skin exposure hazard.  UV light must have a

flux of at least 20 microwatts per square centimeter to be an

effective biocide and the lights they purchase generally degrade and

fall below this level within six months, hence the "requirement".

They also told me that about 10% of the new  bulbs that arrive at

their factory from their supplier don't make enough UV to be

installed on their equipment from the onset.  The Baker Company told

me that they no longer recommend UV lights to be installed in the

BSCs they sell.  Tom Shelley

--

*********************************************************

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.
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sullivan Christine <Christine.Sullivan@UCB-GROUP.COM>

Subject:      Re: UV lights
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Our rep. from NuAire said the same thing - their newest models do not even

come with a UV light.

Chris

 " The Baker Company told me that they no longer recommend UV lights to be

installed in the BSCs they sell. "   Tom Shelley

--

*********************************************************

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.

---------------------------------------------------------

Legal Notice: This electronic mail and its attachments are intended solely

for the person(s) to whom they are addressed and contain information which

is confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure, except for the

purpose they are intended to. Dissemination, distribution, or reproduction

by anyone other than their intended recipients is prohibited and may be

illegal. If you are not an intended recipient, please immediately inform the

sender and send him/her back the present e-mail and its attachments and

destroy any copies which may be in your possession.

---------------------------------------------------------
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Please allow me to be the voice of dissent.  The charges against UV are:

1.  Not effective;

2.  Dangerous to the user; and

3.  Wears down without notice.

Hmmm... sounds like most chemicals used as disinfectants.

If your research staff makes certain that the disinfectant they use kills

the microorganism they work with, at the concentration and in the matrix

they work with, and make certain that the disinfectant is left wet for the

required contact time and that the dilution has not expired, then you may

have a case.  I somehow doubt that is true for most of us.

Is UV effective?  Absolutely, provided the organism is exposed and a large

enough fluence is given.  If they are under a box of pipet tips, it's

worthless.  Then again, if someone does not lift the box and wipe

underneath, the chemical is equally worthless.

Is it dangerous?  If you stick your hand in the cabinet, it can give you a

sunburn and, perhaps, with time, a basal cell carcinoma.  The time required

to reach the current ACGIH limit is approximately 30 sec for a series of

BSC's I measured on site.  But it's not linked to melanoma or any other

fatal disease.  And trying to tease out the effect of UV exposure from a BSC

and sun exposure is not a worthwhile exercise.

Does the fluence drop without notice?  Absolutely.  That's why you do need a

UV photometer and should measure the fluence on a regular basis.  Do diluted

disinfectants lose strength?  Absolutely.  That's why they should be dated

and disposed of after expiry.

UV is an adjunct to good disinfection work, not a replacement.  And it has

advantages.  It does not leave a film or any residual activity once it is

shut off. Organisms cannot build an efflux mechanism to UV and it is

possible to saturate any existing repair mechanism.  It is easily blocked by

a closed sash.

Instead of discarding a useful item, we should be looking at how to use it

most effectively.

This is my own opinion and not necessarily the view of anyone else here.

Paul J. Meechan, Ph.D.

Associate Director of Biosafety, WP

Merck & Co., Inc.

215-652-0744

meechan@merck.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Thomas J. Shelley [mailto:tjs1@CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Monday, March 10, 2003 3:20 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: UV lights

>From where would this "requirement" come?

Cheri--Yes, all of the other responders are correct.  The elements of the UV

bulbs sputter themselves out of existence in six months or less.  They maybe

"on" and appear to look normal, but they aren't producing enough UV light to

be of any use as a biocide, but they may still make enough to be a skin

exposure hazard.  UV light must have a flux of at least 20 microwatts per

square centimeter to be an effective biocide and the lights they purchase

generally degrade and fall below this level within six months, hence the

"requirement". They also told me that about 10% of the new  bulbs that

arrive at their factory from their supplier don't make enough UV to be

installed on their equipment from the onset.  The Baker Company told me that

they no longer recommend UV lights to be installed in the BSCs they sell.

Tom Shelley

--

*********************************************************

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.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Notice:  This e-mail message, together with any attachments, contains information of Merck & Co., Inc. (Whitehouse Station, New Jersey, USA) that may be confidential, proprietary copyrighted and/or legally privileged, and is intended solely for the use of the individual or entity named in this message.  If you are not the intended recipient, and have received this message in error, please immediately return this by e-mail and then delete it.
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Here is another factor for your UV bulb consideration:

Our chem waste guys indicate that UV bulbs must be handled and disposed

of as hazardous waste due to their mercury content.

David N. Easton

Univ. of Virginia

"Thomas J. Shelley" wrote:

>> >From where would this "requirement" come?

>

>  Cheri--Yes, all of the other responders are correct.  The elements of

> the UV bulbs sputter themselves out of existence in six months or

> less.  They maybe "on" and appear to look normal, but they aren't

> producing enough UV light to be of any use as a biocide, but they may

> still make enough to be a skin exposure hazard.  UV light must have a

> flux of at least 20 microwatts per square centimeter to be an

> effective biocide and the lights they purchase generally degrade and

> fall below this level within six months, hence the "requirement". They

> also told me that about 10% of the new  bulbs that arrive at their

> factory from their supplier don't make enough UV to be installed on

> their equipment from the onset.  The Baker Company told me that they

> no longer recommend UV lights to be installed in the BSCs they sell.

> Tom Shelley

>

> --

>

> *********************************************************

>

> 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.

=========================================================================
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: UV lights
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            The problem is the efficacy of the method itself, when =

considering UV. Unlike chemicals and other physical agents, UV has been =

advocated in the past for sterilizing air-spaces, the idea being that =

the air is still, with no air movement. This allows maximum contact of =

the UV irradiation the DNA (RNA, too, for the Virological purists among =

us) of the target organisms, which is the main effect. Not exactly an =

immediate death blow, unless contact has been over several hours. (I did =

UV kill curves for C. albicans years ago).If the cabinet is operating, =

i.e. air is flowing, the UV will not be effective, since the =

microorganisms are moving around and not subject to a given UV dose. You =

would do better to decon your cabinet surfaces with 70% Isopropanol or =

dilute bleach, followed with water, than to rely on UV.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Meechan, Paul J. [mailto:paul_meechan@MERCK.COM]

Sent: Monday, March 10, 2003 3:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: UV lights

Please allow me to be the voice of dissent.  The charges against UV are:

1.  Not effective;

2.  Dangerous to the user; and

3.  Wears down without notice.

Hmmm... sounds like most chemicals used as disinfectants.

If your research staff makes certain that the disinfectant they use =

kills the microorganism they work with, at the concentration and in the =

matrix they work with, and make certain that the disinfectant is left =

wet for the required contact time and that the dilution has not expired, =

then you may have a case.  I somehow doubt that is true for most of us.

Is UV effective?  Absolutely, provided the organism is exposed and a =

large enough fluence is given.  If they are under a box of pipet tips, =

it's worthless.  Then again, if someone does not lift the box and wipe =

underneath, the chemical is equally worthless.

Is it dangerous?  If you stick your hand in the cabinet, it can give you =

a sunburn and, perhaps, with time, a basal cell carcinoma.  The time =

required to reach the current ACGIH limit is approximately 30 sec for a =

series of BSC's I measured on site.  But it's not linked to melanoma or =

any other fatal disease.  And trying to tease out the effect of UV =

exposure from a BSC and sun exposure is not a worthwhile exercise.

Does the fluence drop without notice?  Absolutely.  That's why you do =

need a UV photometer and should measure the fluence on a regular basis.  =

Do diluted disinfectants lose strength?  Absolutely.  That's why they =

should be dated and disposed of after expiry.

UV is an adjunct to good disinfection work, not a replacement.  And it =

has advantages.  It does not leave a film or any residual activity once =

it is shut off. Organisms cannot build an efflux mechanism to UV and it =

is possible to saturate any existing repair mechanism.  It is easily =

blocked by a closed sash.

Instead of discarding a useful item, we should be looking at how to use =

it most effectively.

This is my own opinion and not necessarily the view of anyone else here.

Paul J. Meechan, Ph.D.

Associate Director of Biosafety, WP

Merck & Co., Inc.

215-652-0744

meechan@merck.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Thomas J. Shelley [mailto:tjs1@CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Monday, March 10, 2003 3:20 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: UV lights

        >From where would this "requirement" come?

Cheri--Yes, all of the other responders are correct.  The elements of =

the UV bulbs sputter themselves out of existence in six months or less.  =

They maybe "on" and appear to look normal, but they aren't producing =

enough UV light to be of any use as a biocide, but they may still make =

enough to be a skin exposure hazard.  UV light must have a flux of at =

least 20 microwatts per square centimeter to be an effective biocide and =

the lights they purchase generally degrade and fall below this level =

within six months, hence the "requirement". They also told me that about =

10% of the new  bulbs that arrive at their factory from their supplier =

don't make enough UV to be installed on their equipment from the onset.  =

The Baker Company told me that they no longer recommend UV lights to be =

installed in the BSCs they sell.  Tom Shelley

--

*********************************************************

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.

-------------------------------------------------------------------------=

-----

Notice: This e-mail message, together with any attachments, contains =

information of Merck & Co., Inc. (Whitehouse Station, New Jersey, USA) =

that may be confidential, proprietary copyrighted and/or legally =

privileged, and is intended solely for the use of the individual or =

entity named in this message. If you are not the intended recipient, and =

have received this message in error, please immediately return this by =

e-mail and then delete it.
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

Organization: Incyte Genomics

Subject:      Re: UV lights
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I don't disagree with what Paul wrote, but I will say that what has to

be done to ensure UV is effective is definitely not worth the hassel.

I think that an EH&S professional's time is too valuble to be checking

every biosafety cabinet onsite with  UV photo meter every few months.

Mike Wendeler

"Meechan, Paul J." wrote:

> Please allow me to be the voice of dissent.  The charges against UV

> are:1.  Not effective;2.  Dangerous to the user; and3.  Wears down

> without notice.Hmmm... sounds like most chemicals used as

> disinfectants.If your research staff makes certain that the

> disinfectant they use kills the microorganism they work with, at the

> concentration and in the matrix they work with, and make certain that

> the disinfectant is left wet for the required contact time and that

> the dilution has not expired, then you may have a case.  I somehow

> doubt that is true for most of us.Is UV effective?  Absolutely,

> provided the organism is exposed and a large enough fluence is given.

> If they are under a box of pipet tips, it's worthless.  Then again, if

> someone does not lift the box and wipe underneath, the chemical is

> equally worthless.Is it dangerous?  If you stick your hand in the

> cabinet, it can give you a sunburn and, perhaps, with time, a basal

> cell carcinoma.  The time required to reach the current ACGIH limit is

> approximately 30 sec for a series of BSC's I measured on site.  But

> it's not linked to melanoma or any other fatal disease.  And trying to

> tease out the effect of UV exposure from a BSC and sun exposure is not

> a worthwhile exercise.Does the fluence drop without notice?

> Absolutely.  That's why you do need a UV photometer and should measure

> the fluence on a regular basis.  Do diluted disinfectants lose

> strength?  Absolutely.  That's why they should be dated and disposed

> of after expiry.UV is an adjunct to good disinfection work, not a

> replacement.  And it has advantages.  It does not leave a film or any

> residual activity once it is shut off. Organisms cannot build an

> efflux mechanism to UV and it is possible to saturate any existing

> repair mechanism.  It is easily blocked by a closed sash.Instead of

> discarding a useful item, we should be looking at how to use it most

> effectively.This is my own opinion and not necessarily the view of

> anyone else here. Paul J. Meechan, Ph.D.

> Associate Director of Biosafety, WP

> Merck & Co., Inc.

> 215-652-0744

> meechan@merck.com

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Thomas J. Shelley [mailto:tjs1@CORNELL.EDU]

> Sent: Monday, March 10, 2003 3:20 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: UV lights

>

>

>> >From where would this "requirement" come?

>

>  Cheri--Yes, all of the other responders are correct.  The elements of

> the UV bulbs sputter themselves out of existence in six months or

> less.  They maybe "on" and appear to look normal, but they aren't

> producing enough UV light to be of any use as a biocide, but they may

> still make enough to be a skin exposure hazard.  UV light must have a

> flux of at least 20 microwatts per square centimeter to be an

> effective biocide and the lights they purchase generally degrade and

> fall below this level within six months, hence the "requirement". They

> also told me that about 10% of the new  bulbs that arrive at their

> factory from their supplier don't make enough UV to be installed on

> their equipment from the onset.  The Baker Company told me that they

> no longer recommend UV lights to be installed in the BSCs they sell.

> Tom Shelley

>

> --

>

> *********************************************************

>

> 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.

>

>

> -------------------

> ----------------------------------------------------------

> Notice: This e-mail message, together with any attachments, contains

> information of Merck & Co., Inc. (Whitehouse Station, New Jersey, USA)

> that may be confidential, proprietary copyrighted and/or legally

> privileged, and is intended solely for the use of the individual or

> entity named in this message. If you are not the intended recipient,

> and have received this message in error, please immediately return

> this by e-mail and then delete it.

>
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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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: UV lights

In-Reply-To:  <3E6CFAF2.87CD4D3B@virginia.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

The same is true of the standard fluorescent lamp.  They are handled the

same way.

Bob

>  Here is another factor for your UV bulb consideration:

>

>Our chem waste guys indicate that UV bulbs must be handled and disposed of

>as hazardous waste due to their mercury content.

>

>David N. Easton

>Univ. of Virginia

>

>

>"Thomas J. Shelley" wrote:

>

>; padding-bottom: 0 }  -->

>

>>From where would this "requirement" come?

>

>  Cheri--Yes, all of the other responders are correct.  The elements of

>the UV bulbs sputter themselves out of existence in six months or less.

>They maybe "on" and appear to look normal, but they aren't producing

>enough UV light to be of any use as a biocide, but they may still make

>enough to be a skin exposure hazard.  UV light must have a flux of at

>least 20 microwatts per square centimeter to be an effective biocide and

>the lights they purchase generally degrade and fall below this level

>within six months, hence the "requirement". They also told me that about

>10% of the new  bulbs that arrive at their factory from their supplier

>don't make enough UV to be installed on their equipment from the onset.

>The Baker Company told me that they no longer recommend UV lights to be

>installed in the BSCs they sell.  Tom Shelley --

>*********************************************************

>

>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.

_______________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________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:         Mike Grogan <MGrogan@SKCC.ORG>

Subject:      To include, or not to include, that is the question...
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Hi all,

        Hypothetically speaking of course, has anyone received guidance on

Ricin-A chain, Ricin B chain or T-2 tetraol?  i.e. should these be included

in Section 4?  While these are not specifically listed, Ricin and T-2 Toxin

are.  I did contact the CDC and was instructed to complete a "Request for

Exemption" which does not appear to be applicable.

Thanks in advance,

Mike

--------------------------------------------------

Michael J. Grogan

Director of Institutional Compliance

Sidney Kimmel Cancer Center

10835 Altman Row

San Diego, CA 92121

858-410-4182

858-450-3251 FAX

mgrogan@skcc.org <mailto:mgrogan@skcc.org>
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Subject:      Commercial: Simply Safety Press Release

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/related;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_Cb38eH7tbtcH1GxZhcMYfA)";

              type="multipart/alternative"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_Cb38eH7tbtcH1GxZhcMYfA)

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

 boundary="Boundary_(ID_vGZvLc8rwKNM9kB8r0gjhA)"

--Boundary_(ID_vGZvLc8rwKNM9kB8r0gjhA)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Dear Safety Professional:

Just a note to advise you that Simply Safety! V2.8 has been released.

Simply Safety! is an incident management software program which tracks virtually everything around safety and training - including people, injuries, claims, medical, drivers licenses, MSDS, minutes, training, PPE, and many other items in its 24 integrated modules.

V2.8 is the most powerful release yet - with new features such as an inspections module, JSA module, new training module interface with course setup wizard, all Canadian Form 7's and US OSHA logs, and a new 'Power Graphs' module that let's you instantly graph trends and print or e-mail them to anyone.

We think Simply Safety! is a better way to manage safety - and we invite you to try it and decide for yourself. You can download a full Simply Safety! demo directly from  www.kccsoft.com  If you would like one mailed to you, please contact us directly at sales@kccsoft.com.

Ron McNutt

President

KnowledgeWare Communications Corp.

11763 Darby St. Maple Ridge BC

NEW!  Simply Safety! is now available in a 'Lite' version for companies with under 100 employees. Call 1-800-893-9333 for info!

to be removed from this product release list please reply with the subject  line 'Remove'. Thank you!
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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: Animal care areas and select agents

In-Reply-To:  <3E66544B.94551957@slu.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0
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--- Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU> wrote:

> ... for inoculation of animals using a select agent.

> ...how do you handle the infected animals...as select agents?

Like everything else in life, I would say "it depends".

We reviewed the select agents in use with animals - what happens

after you put the select agent into the animal?  For B.

anthracis into guinea pigs - you get a nice portable container

for your select agent which can be used to generate more select

agent.  I would recommend care of these animals requires an

approved person.

For a toxin into an animal - the toxin is metabolized - there is

no more select agent, and and the animal cannot be used as a

source to create more select agent.  I would not require

caretakers of these animals be an approved person.

Elizabeth

=====

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! Tax Center - forms, calculators, tips, more

http://taxes.yahoo.com/
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Elizabeth Smith <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Re: Smallpox vaccinations

In-Reply-To:  <OF2C87727E.BED95CFF-ON85256CE0.006847C4-85256CE0.0068DE6A@cc.sunysb.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Regarding the restriction of employees following smallpox

vaccination:

If there exists a corporate policy restricting employees who

have open wounds/sores (as pharmaceutical manufacturers should

have to satisfy GMP), it doesn't matter why or how you got the

open wound/sore.  So, if one got it from a smallpox vaccination,

one should consider the impact on production in a

sterile/clean/aspectic environment and potential product impact.

Elizabeth

=====

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! Tax Center - forms, calculators, tips, more

http://taxes.yahoo.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:         Robin Newberry <wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU>

Subject:      SA application

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Is there a number I can fax our application to, or an email address I

can email it? Or do I have to submit an original?

--

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:         Tue, 11 Mar 2003 11:43:13 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA application

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

I would send it in by carrier...get confirmations and the whole =

nine-yards!

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2003 11:18 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SA application

Is there a number I can fax our application to, or an email address I

can email it? Or do I have to submit an original?

--

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:         Tue, 11 Mar 2003 12:19:42 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Grogan <MGrogan@SKCC.ORG>

Subject:      Re: To include, or not to include, that is the question...

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2E80B.8D0E15B0"

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_01C2E80B.8D0E15B0

Content-Type: text/plain

Lori Bane has been extremely helpful in resolving my questions.  Per her

suggestion, feel free to direct questions to Lori at 404-498-2280.

Mike

>  -----Original Message-----

> From:         Mike Grogan

> Sent: Monday, March 10, 2003 1:51 PM

> To:   'BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU'

> Subject:      To include, or not to include, that is the question...

>

> Hi all,

>       Hypothetically speaking of course, has anyone received guidance on

> Ricin-A chain, Ricin B chain or T-2 tetraol?  i.e. should these be

> included in Section 4?  While these are not specifically listed, Ricin and

> T-2 Toxin are.  I did contact the CDC and was instructed to complete a

> "Request for Exemption" which does not appear to be applicable.

>

> Thanks in advance,

>

> Mike

>

> --------------------------------------------------

> Michael J. Grogan

> Director of Institutional Compliance

> Sidney Kimmel Cancer Center

> 10835 Altman Row

> San Diego, CA 92121

> 858-410-4182

> 858-450-3251 FAX

> mgrogan@skcc.org <mailto:mgrogan@skcc.org>

>

From:   Mike Grogan  

Sent:   = Monday, March 10, 2003 1:51 PM 

To:     'BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU' 

Subject:        To include, or not to include, = that is the question... 

Hi all, 

        Hypothetically speaking of course, has anyone = received guidance on Ricin-A chain, Ricin B chain or T-2 tetraol?  = i.e. should these be included in Section 4?  While these are not = specifically listed, Ricin and T-2 Toxin are.  I did contact the = CDC and was instructed to complete a "Request for Exemption" = which does not appear to be applicable.

Thanks in = advance, 

Mike 

--------------------------------------------------= 

Michael J. = Grogan 

Director of = Institutional Compliance 

Sidney Kimmel = Cancer Center 

10835 Altman = Row 

San Diego, CA = 92121 

858-410-4182 

858-450-3251 = FAX 

mgrogan@skcc.org 

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2E80B.8D0E15B0--

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 11 Mar 2003 14:37:51 -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:      Annual Medical Questionnaire

In-Reply-To:  <p05200f10ba93bbbfeaa1@[130.127.13.30]>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

For those of you with animal research areas:

Do you require a medical questionnaire be completed by your animal care

employees on a yearly basis?  Ex. How many times did you have a febrile

illness in the last year?, How many times did you see a doctor in the past

year?, etc.  If so, what is the reason for conducting this questionnaire?

Also, please include the types of animals your facility works with (ex.

rodents, no-human primates, dogs, etc).

Thanks,

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

Ul-Lafayette

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 11 Mar 2003 17:18:06 -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:      Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_Fdh1En4nkoaJMRqz+DnRTw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_Fdh1En4nkoaJMRqz+DnRTw)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

After drafting out a letter to send to the CDC explaining

why I felt the institution was exempt from the requirements

of 42 CFR 73 I am told that I have made an error in my

interpretation.  If the quantity of a listed toxin is much

less that the amount listed in 42cfr73.4 or 73.5 and the

material is used for invitro studies of inhibiting and

monitoring Na ion channels, monitoring nerve inhibition,

isolating ion channels and as a standard for instrument

calibration can these be considered to be exempt from the

requirement to register?

Greg Merkle

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 11 Mar 2003 17:53:12 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Domenico Luongo <luongo@OAKLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6

In-Reply-To:  <3E6E609E.775C4E@wright.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Greg,

If the aggregate amount of a toxin possessed by a principal investigators is

below the exclusion amounts listed in 42 CFR 73.4 (f), then I don't see the

error of your interpretation. Can you please provide more information on why

they say you have misinterpreted the regulation?

Thanks

______________________________________________

Domenico Luongo, Laboratory Compliance Manager

Oakland University

Environmental Health and Safety

______________________________________________

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Greg Merkle

Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2003 5:18 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6

After drafting out a letter to send to the CDC explaining

why I felt the institution was exempt from the requirements

of 42 CFR 73 I am told that I have made an error in my

interpretation.  If the quantity of a listed toxin is much

less that the amount listed in 42cfr73.4 or 73.5 and the

material is used for invitro studies of inhibiting and

monitoring Na ion channels, monitoring nerve inhibition,

isolating ion channels and as a standard for instrument

calibration can these be considered to be exempt from the

requirement to register?

Greg Merkle

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 11 Mar 2003 18:11:18 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Haugen, David A." <dhaugen@ANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: To include, or not to include, that is the question...

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2E82B.E7C99220"

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_01C2E82B.E7C99220

Content-Type: text/plain

For information about the biological activity of the ricin alpha and beta

subunits see the journal article available at

  http://pubs.acs.org/cgi-bin/archive.cgi/bichaw/1973/12/i16/pdf/bi00740a028

<http://pubs.acs.org/cgi-bin/archive.cgi/bichaw/1973/12/i16/pdf/bi00740a028.

pdf> .pdf

David A. Haugen, Argonne National Laboratory

dhaugen@anl.gov <mailto:dhaugen@anl.gov>

-----Original Message-----

From: Mike Grogan [mailto:MGrogan@SKCC.ORG]

Sent: Monday, March 10, 2003 3:51 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: To include, or not to include, that is the question...

Hi all,

        Hypothetically speaking of course, has anyone received guidance on

Ricin-A chain, Ricin B chain or T-2 tetraol?  i.e. should these be included

in Section 4?  While these are not specifically listed, Ricin and T-2 Toxin

are.  I did contact the CDC and was instructed to complete a "Request for

Exemption" which does not appear to be applicable.

Thanks in advance,

Mike

--------------------------------------------------

Michael J. Grogan

Director of Institutional Compliance

Sidney Kimmel Cancer Center

10835 Altman Row

San Diego, CA 92121

858-410-4182

858-450-3251 FAX

 <mailto:mgrogan@skcc.org> mgrogan@skcc.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 11 Mar 2003 23:31:40 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:      Offices in Labs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

    How about a problem that does not involve SA for a change? A former

colleague and personal friend who is a professor of immunology in a

mid-western Medical school is being moved from her current lab, tissue

culture room and office. She works with agents requiring BSL2 containment

(Herpes 1 and Encephalomyocarditis viruses). She plans to use a room with a

door for the tissue culture, and, as a result, has been told to identify an

office area in the lab by marking it off with duct tape. She asked me to

write to the protagonist for the duct taped lab to justify her need for an

office separate from the laboratory. She works long hours. She has a

microwave and prepares and eats lunch in her office with students who come in

and out for various reasons, including thesis direction. I wrote that our

guidelines are state of the art, but they are not law, and they do not make

specific reference to office design. I have seen lab offices in the past, and

know that they are hard to prevent. The rationale for such lab offices is

that the person is supposed to go elsewhere to eat and drink, but we know

they don't always do it. Have any of you ever been able to justify the

provision of a separate office with a door based on the restrictions against

eating and drinking in the lab?  This is not a new construction, but a move

to existing space which could be renovated. I would appreciate as much input

as possible, preferably to my e-mail address to prevent clogging up the

LISTSERV. I will post the results of this survey.

Thanks for your help,

Diane O. Fleming, Ph.D.

Biosafety Consultant

Dimerck@aol.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Mar 2003 07:56:53 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Offices in Labs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Hi Diane,

all the time and as you will recall in the JHU Ross Building, one of the

best, the offices are attached to the lab but have a door and are spaced a

few feet from the lab entrance where the lab signage is placed.

Richard

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Adjunct Assistant Professor of Microbiology & Immunology

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

714 West Lombard Street, Room 305

Baltimore, MD 21201-1084

mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu

Phone (410) 706-7845

Fax (410) 706-1520

-----Original Message-----

From: Diane Fleming [mailto:Dimerck@AOL.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2003 11:32 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Offices in Labs

    How about a problem that does not involve SA for a change? A former

colleague and personal friend who is a professor of immunology in a

mid-western Medical school is being moved from her current lab, tissue

culture room and office. She works with agents requiring BSL2 containment

(Herpes 1 and Encephalomyocarditis viruses). She plans to use a room with a

door for the tissue culture, and, as a result, has been told to identify an

office area in the lab by marking it off with duct tape. She asked me to

write to the protagonist for the duct taped lab to justify her need for an

office separate from the laboratory. She works long hours. She has a

microwave and prepares and eats lunch in her office with students who come

in

and out for various reasons, including thesis direction. I wrote that our

guidelines are state of the art, but they are not law, and they do not make

specific reference to office design. I have seen lab offices in the past,

and

know that they are hard to prevent. The rationale for such lab offices is

that the person is supposed to go elsewhere to eat and drink, but we know

they don't always do it. Have any of you ever been able to justify the

provision of a separate office with a door based on the restrictions against

eating and drinking in the lab?  This is not a new construction, but a move

to existing space which could be renovated. I would appreciate as much input

as possible, preferably to my e-mail address to prevent clogging up the

LISTSERV. I will post the results of this survey.

Thanks for your help,

Diane O. Fleming, Ph.D.

Biosafety Consultant

Dimerck@aol.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Mar 2003 06:13:22 -0700

Reply-To:     dcalhoun@affygility.com

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dean Calhoun <dcalhoun@AFFYGILITY.COM>

Organization: Affygility Solutions

Subject:      Re: Offices in Labs

In-Reply-To:  <5D725C356724D111BED400A0C96FA83D06AFAF26@admin1.umaryland.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi Diane,

We have been successful in using prohibitions against food and drink in

laboratories to require offices outside of labs.  A person gets the

message real quick when they can't have that morning cup of coffee at

their desk next to the biosafety cabinet.

Best regards,

Dean M. Calhoun, CIH

Affygility Solutions: providing strategic environmental, health and

safety solutions to the biotechnology and pharmaceutical industry.  Go

to www.affygility.com to advance your career.

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Gilpin, Richard

Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2003 5:57 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Offices in Labs

Hi Diane,

all the time and as you will recall in the JHU Ross Building, one of the

best, the offices are attached to the lab but have a door and are spaced

a few feet from the lab entrance where the lab signage is placed.

Richard

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Adjunct Assistant Professor of Microbiology & Immunology Assistant

Director Environmental Health & Safety Biosafety Officer 714 West

Lombard Street, Room 305 Baltimore, MD 21201-1084

mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu Phone

(410) 706-7845 Fax (410) 706-1520

-----Original Message-----

From: Diane Fleming [mailto:Dimerck@AOL.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2003 11:32 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Offices in Labs

    How about a problem that does not involve SA for a change? A former

colleague and personal friend who is a professor of immunology in a

mid-western Medical school is being moved from her current lab, tissue

culture room and office. She works with agents requiring BSL2

containment (Herpes 1 and Encephalomyocarditis viruses). She plans to

use a room with a door for the tissue culture, and, as a result, has

been told to identify an office area in the lab by marking it off with

duct tape. She asked me to write to the protagonist for the duct taped

lab to justify her need for an office separate from the laboratory. She

works long hours. She has a microwave and prepares and eats lunch in her

office with students who come in and out for various reasons, including

thesis direction. I wrote that our guidelines are state of the art, but

they are not law, and they do not make specific reference to office

design. I have seen lab offices in the past, and know that they are hard

to prevent. The rationale for such lab offices is that the person is

supposed to go elsewhere to eat and drink, but we know they don't always

do it. Have any of you ever been able to justify the provision of a

separate office with a door based on the restrictions against eating and

drinking in the lab?  This is not a new construction, but a move to

existing space which could be renovated. I would appreciate as much

input as possible, preferably to my e-mail address to prevent clogging

up the LISTSERV. I will post the results of this survey. Thanks for your

help, Diane O. Fleming, Ph.D. Biosafety Consultant Dimerck@aol.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Mar 2003 08:18:19 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tina Charbonneau <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

Subject:      Employee Surveillance Progam

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

Could anyone comment on the type of employee surveillance program that you =

have for staff working with  MTB or BCG.      By surveillance I am =

refering to periodic PPD and/or chest X-rays  how often and what employess =

are involved?   Only those working in the Labs?  Animal care workers?  =

Maintenance Staff?

Please feel free to contact me directly.

Tina Charbonneau

Senior Research Associate

Trudeau Institute

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Mar 2003 08:33:56 -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: Offices in Labs

In-Reply-To:  <18a.1723a606.2ba0122c@aol.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

>     How about a problem that does not involve SA for a change?

Blasphemy!

>A former

>colleague and personal friend who is a professor of immunology in a

>mid-western Medical school is being moved from her current lab, tissue

>culture room and office. She works with agents requiring BSL2 containment

>(Herpes 1 and Encephalomyocarditis viruses). She plans to use a room with a

>door for the tissue culture, and, as a result, has been told to identify an

>office area in the lab by marking it off with duct tape.

We get in this fight every time we build or renovate a building. Our

goal is to not have any non "lab" workspace in a lab, because it

always ends up as someone's lunch counter.

The real solution may  lie in your institution's Chemical Hygiene

Plan, as required by 29 CFR 1910.1450. In appendix A it specifically

mentions that eating, drinking, gum chewing, etc. as being prohibited

in the lab. Probably more apropos is 1910.141(g)(2)   (Sanitation)

which states: "Eating and drinking areas. No employee shall be

allowed to consume food or beverages in a toilet room nor in any area

exposed to a toxic material. "

Of course, this only prohibits her from eating in her lab "office".

The Sanitation citation is sometimes used to demonstrate the

"requirement" for a break room apart from the work area; I see no

reason why it shouldn't work for her needs.

--

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, 12 Mar 2003 06:24:46 -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:      Job Title - hopefully mundane after registration furor

In-Reply-To:  <3E6E609E.775C4E@wright.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Good Day, everyone

I'm switching jobs (sort of) here on 3/31.  I am currently the

"Environmental Health & Safety Manager".

Since the new employee will assume the EH&S Manager posision, I

am in the bizzare situation of having helped pick my new boss.

So, I figure I ought to pick my new job title while I am still

the boss.  I will be retaining the biosafety part of the job,

but I will not do exlusively biosafety - I will continue with

some of the environmental and other occupational safety stuff.

But, blessedly, not ALL of it!

So, are they any industrial/professional standards for job

titles?  Quite a few people I know in ABSA are "Biosafety

Officer" - does this generally give the impression that one does

only biosafety?

The top contenders so far are:

1) biosafety specialist ( in lieu of "officer")

2) safety specialist

Of course, creative job titles would be welcome by me, if not my

corporate HR department.

Like Safety Queen, Biosafety Impertrix, Safety Guru, She Who

Should Be Avoided When Not Wearing Safety Glasses in the Lab,

etc.

While this may sound depressingly mundane, I don't want to be

stuck with a really stupid job title.  I've found Environmental,

Health & Safety Manager to be suitably impressive to the various

regulatory officials who pop in and out.  It makes the state EPA

office happy because it includes "environmental", and it

placates people who think job titles need to be long and

complicated, and it abbreviates easily for use with the people

who matter to me, my peers.

Feed back can of course, be directed to me personally, and not

the list.  Good luck with the rest of the application process

for those of you in the Select Agent boat.

Peace,

Elizabeth

=====

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! Web Hosting - establish your business online

http://webhosting.yahoo.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Mar 2003 08:31:03 -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: To include, or not to include, that is the question...

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2E8A4.02B38196"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2E8A4.02B38196

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

David,

For those of us without direct access to ACS publications, could you =

please provide the full citation? Thanks.

Michael Betlach

Promega Corp.

-----Original Message-----

From: Haugen, David A. [mailto:dhaugen@ANL.GOV]

Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2003 6:11 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: To include, or not to include, that is the question...

For information about the biological activity of the ricin alpha and =

beta subunits see the journal article available at

  =

http://pubs.acs.org/cgi-bin/archive.cgi/bichaw/1973/12/i16/pdf/bi00740a02=

8 =

<http://pubs.acs.org/cgi-bin/archive.cgi/bichaw/1973/12/i16/pdf/bi00740a0=

28.pdf> .pdf

David A. Haugen, Argonne National Laboratory

dhaugen@anl.gov

-----Original Message-----

From: Mike Grogan [mailto:MGrogan@SKCC.ORG]

Sent: Monday, March 10, 2003 3:51 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: To include, or not to include, that is the question...

Hi all,

        Hypothetically speaking of course, has anyone received guidance =

on Ricin-A chain, Ricin B chain or T-2 tetraol?  i.e. should these be =

included in Section 4?  While these are not specifically listed, Ricin =

and T-2 Toxin are.  I did contact the CDC and was instructed to complete =

a "Request for Exemption" which does not appear to be applicable.

Thanks in advance,

Mike

--------------------------------------------------

Michael J. Grogan

Director of Institutional Compliance

Sidney Kimmel Cancer Center

10835 Altman Row

San Diego, CA 92121

858-410-4182

858-450-3251 FAX

 <mailto:mgrogan@skcc.org> mgrogan@skcc.org
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Subject:      Re: Job Title - hopefully mundane after registration furor
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Elizabeth - One does only Biosafety?  Oh heavens no!  I came to UMich as =

BSO 11 years ago, and the job has turned into "jack-of-all-trades" =

(master of some. . .)  My title has changed to Manager - Biological & =

Laboratory Safety.  We're set-up a bit differently than MSU; there the =

CHO and BSO are separated functions.  I handle both here at UMich, so =

all the professional and technical folks who report to me are considered =

Industrial Hygienists first, Laboratory Safety Professionals second, and =

Biosafety Professionals third.  They do all equally well and can "switch =

hats" at any given time; but some carry CIH or CSP designations after =

their official Safety Representative I,II,III titles.

Myself, I consider biosafety to have evolved into a specialty area of =

Industrial Hygiene, with very closely alligned postures toward =

anticipation/recognition/evaluation/control (risk assessment), policies, =

SOP's, containment devices, emergency response, waste management, etc.  =

I teach it that way, as a component of the Comprehensive Industrial =

Hygiene Reveiw Course given twice a year at UM =

http://www.aiha.org/MeetingsEducation/html/cih02.htm

So, in summary, it's not easy - but it can be done with adequate =

resources.  I'm constantly challenged and never bored.  mgh

-----Original Message-----

From: Elizabeth Smith [mailto:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2003 9:25 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Job Title - hopefully mundane after registration furor

Good Day, everyone

I'm switching jobs (sort of) here on 3/31.  I am currently the

"Environmental Health & Safety Manager".

Since the new employee will assume the EH&S Manager posision, I

am in the bizzare situation of having helped pick my new boss.

So, I figure I ought to pick my new job title while I am still

the boss.  I will be retaining the biosafety part of the job,

but I will not do exlusively biosafety - I will continue with

some of the environmental and other occupational safety stuff.

But, blessedly, not ALL of it!

So, are they any industrial/professional standards for job

titles?  Quite a few people I know in ABSA are "Biosafety

Officer" - does this generally give the impression that one does

only biosafety?

The top contenders so far are:

1) biosafety specialist ( in lieu of "officer")

2) safety specialist

Of course, creative job titles would be welcome by me, if not my

corporate HR department.

Like Safety Queen, Biosafety Impertrix, Safety Guru, She Who

Should Be Avoided When Not Wearing Safety Glasses in the Lab,

etc.

While this may sound depressingly mundane, I don't want to be

stuck with a really stupid job title.  I've found Environmental,

Health & Safety Manager to be suitably impressive to the various

regulatory officials who pop in and out.  It makes the state EPA

office happy because it includes "environmental", and it

placates people who think job titles need to be long and

complicated, and it abbreviates easily for use with the people

who matter to me, my peers.

Feed back can of course, be directed to me personally, and not

the list.  Good luck with the rest of the application process

for those of you in the Select Agent boat.

Peace,

Elizabeth

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! Web Hosting - establish your business online

http://webhosting.yahoo.com
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From:         "Norman, Randy" <RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Job Title - hopefully mundane after registration furor

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I was in a similar position a bit more than 7 years ago.

How about "Assistant Environmental Health & Safety Manager" or =

"Associate Environmental Health & Safety Manager"?

"Specialist" is OK I suppose. I had that name after having helped pick =

my new boss (Director of H&S). I used to be the "Safety Manager", until =

a special focus group decided "Senior Safety Specialist" was more =

fitting. I can't say I liked it, though. As you can see, I just got =

another title change along with a promotion in pay grade.

Any chance that HR could make your new boss the "Director" of EH&S, and =

leave your job title as is?

Relatively mundane indeed. But an interesting question. Looking forward =

to seeing others' responses.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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From:         "Robert P. Ellis" <Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Employee Surveillance Progam

In-Reply-To:  <se6eed53.061@edge.trudeauinstitute.org>
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At Colorado State U, we have an extensive TB research program.

Everyone who is involved with the research is on a PPD program, at 6

month intervals.  Also, maintenance, animal care techs, and other

personnel who would be in the building that houses our BSL-3 TB labs

are on the program, even though these personnel do not go into the

containment areas.  The virologists in the building are also on the

program,  even though they do not routinely go into the TB suites.  The

only exceptions are those who are proven PPD positive due to BCG

vaccination.  These individuals are on a program where they have chest

x-rays, if symptoms of TB arise.  Hope this helps.  Bob Ellis

On Wed, 12 Mar 2003 08:18:19 -0500 Tina Charbonneau

<tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG> wrote:

> Could anyone comment on the type of employee surveillance program

that you have for staff working with  MTB or BCG.      By surveillance

I am refering to periodic PPD and/or chest X-rays  how often and what

employess are involved?   Only those working in the Labs?  Animal care

workers?  Maintenance Staff?

>

> Please feel free to contact me directly.

>

> Tina Charbonneau

> Senior Research Associate

> Trudeau Institute

> tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

>

>

====================

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1677, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.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: Employee Surveillance Progam
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Hi Tina,

I am in a research laboratory where we work with BCG and tuberculosis both

in vitro and in vivo.  Everyone in our lab is ppd tested every 6 months

unless we know that they are already ppd positive.  If they are ppd positive

they have to fill out a written yearly health evaluation (with questions

like, have you lost weight, have you had a persistant cough, coughed up

blood etc, all the "symptoms" of tb).  In recent years there hasn't been as

much concern with converters having a yearly chest x-ray.  The general

feeling is that it is unnecessary to expose people to that much radiation

unless the situation warrents it (such as change in general health status,

use of immunosuppressants, etc).  Animal care personnel are also ppd tested

every 6 months.  Not only because of our lab, but also for the concerns

working with non-human primates. All other research labs and support staff

(including Administration) are given their ppd once a year.  Same goes for

all hospital personnel (we are located inside the VAMC).

Hope that this helps!

Michelle

At 08:18 AM 3/12/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Could anyone comment on the type of employee surveillance program that you

have for staff working with  MTB or BCG.      By surveillance I am refering

to periodic PPD and/or chest X-rays  how often and what employess are

involved?   Only those working in the Labs?  Animal care workers?

Maintenance Staff?

>

>Please feel free to contact me directly.

>

>Tina Charbonneau

>Senior Research Associate

>Trudeau Institute

>tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

>

>

>

Michelle DeStefano, CBSP

Laboratory Supervisor

CNY Research Corp

800 Irving Ave

Syracuse, NY 13212

email: destefam@cnyrc.org

phone: (315) 425-4878 NEW!

fax: (315) 425-4871 NEW!
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ricardo Tappan <rsorxt@GWUMC.EDU>

Subject:      SA Agent List
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Does anyone out there have the of Select Agents list in an excel format

with quantities listed that they would like to share.

Many Thanks

RT
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From:         Cheri L Hildreth <cheri.hildreth@LOUISVILLE.EDU>

Subject:      FBI security risk assessment application is now posted
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I just got an e-mail note from Dr. Ron Atlas and Janet Shoemaker of ASM

indicating that the secutiry risk assessment application is now posted

at CDC web site at

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/securisk.htm

When you click onto link for FBI here's the beginning of what you their

posting says.. the application is a PDF that you scroll down to get

"BIOTERRORISM PREPAREDNESS AND RESPONSE ACT

FBI INFORMATION FORM (FD-961)

The information required by this FBI form is a result of the

regulations mandated by the Public Health Security and Bioterrorism

Preparedness and Response Act of 2002 and is a component of the security

risk assessment. A laboratory facility or entity that has indicated to

the CDC's Select Agent Program or USDA's APHIS that it possesses select

biological agents and toxins must complete this FBI form for both the

entity and responsible official (RO) in order for your entity to

lawfully possess, use, and transfer select biological agents and toxins

after March 12, 2003."

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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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6
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I think it has to do also with the use of certain toxins like BoTox in =

non-FDA-approved uses, as in research. I think we are all using the =

exclusions...I know I did, or else these forms would never be sent on =

time. I personally had to phone call and track down all of my toxin =

users, even after sending packets out. And, I have not seen any official =

forms here, everything was submitted on printed PDF's from the SAP site. =

We want to comply, but work with us.

Phil Hauck

Mt Sinai School of Medicine

-----Original Message-----

From: Domenico Luongo [mailto:luongo@OAKLAND.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2003 5:53 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6

Greg,

If the aggregate amount of a toxin possessed by a principal =

investigators is

below the exclusion amounts listed in 42 CFR 73.4 (f), then I don't see =

the

error of your interpretation. Can you please provide more information on =

why

they say you have misinterpreted the regulation?

Thanks

______________________________________________

Domenico Luongo, Laboratory Compliance Manager

Oakland University

Environmental Health and Safety

______________________________________________

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Greg Merkle

Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2003 5:18 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Letter Notifying Exemption from 42 CFR Part 73.6

After drafting out a letter to send to the CDC explaining

why I felt the institution was exempt from the requirements

of 42 CFR 73 I am told that I have made an error in my

interpretation.  If the quantity of a listed toxin is much

less that the amount listed in 42cfr73.4 or 73.5 and the

material is used for invitro studies of inhibiting and

monitoring Na ion channels, monitoring nerve inhibition,

isolating ion channels and as a standard for instrument

calibration can these be considered to be exempt from the

requirement to register?

Greg Merkle
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Josh Harney <Josh.Harney@CCHMC.ORG>

Subject:      Re: FBI security risk assessment application is now posted
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..and on that note, I'm sure we'd all love to find out more about point

#4 in the "Additional Instructions - Fingerprint instructions will be

promulgated separately"  First one to find out 'promulgated where' and

share that with the list wins a prize!

Josh

Joshua M. Harney

Assistant Director, Health & Safety

Cincinnati Children's Hospital Medical Center

phone: 513-636-7286

fax: 513-636-2123

>>> cheri.hildreth@LOUISVILLE.EDU 03/12/03 12:59PM >>>

I just got an e-mail note from Dr. Ron Atlas and Janet Shoemaker of

ASM

indicating that the secutiry risk assessment application is now posted

at CDC web site at

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/securisk.htm

When you click onto link for FBI here's the beginning of what you

their

posting says.. the application is a PDF that you scroll down to get

"BIOTERRORISM PREPAREDNESS AND RESPONSE ACT

FBI INFORMATION FORM (FD-961)

The information required by this FBI form is a result of the

regulations mandated by the Public Health Security and Bioterrorism

Preparedness and Response Act of 2002 and is a component of the

security

risk assessment. A laboratory facility or entity that has indicated to

the CDC's Select Agent Program or USDA's APHIS that it possesses

select

biological agents and toxins must complete this FBI form for both the

entity and responsible official (RO) in order for your entity to

lawfully possess, use, and transfer select biological agents and

toxins

after March 12, 2003."

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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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Burnett, LouAnn Crawford" <louann.burnett@VANDERBILT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: FBI security risk assessment application is now posted
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Are we supposed to fill this out TODAY????  Are we supposed to wait

until we figure out how to send fingerprints???? I'm so confused. 

LouAnn C. Burnett, MS, CBSP

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: Josh Harney [mailto:Josh.Harney@CCHMC.ORG]

Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2003 12:14 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: FBI security risk assessment application is now posted

..and on that note, I'm sure we'd all love to find out more about point

#4 in the "Additional Instructions - Fingerprint instructions will be

promulgated separately"  First one to find out 'promulgated where' and

share that with the list wins a prize!

Josh

Joshua M. Harney

Assistant Director, Health & Safety

Cincinnati Children's Hospital Medical Center

phone: 513-636-7286

fax: 513-636-2123

>>> cheri.hildreth@LOUISVILLE.EDU 03/12/03 12:59PM >>>

I just got an e-mail note from Dr. Ron Atlas and Janet Shoemaker of

ASM

indicating that the secutiry risk assessment application is now posted

at CDC web site at

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/securisk.htm

When you click onto link for FBI here's the beginning of what you

their

posting says.. the application is a PDF that you scroll down to get

"BIOTERRORISM PREPAREDNESS AND RESPONSE ACT

FBI INFORMATION FORM (FD-961)

The information required by this FBI form is a result of the

regulations mandated by the Public Health Security and Bioterrorism

Preparedness and Response Act of 2002 and is a component of the

security

risk assessment. A laboratory facility or entity that has indicated to

the CDC's Select Agent Program or USDA's APHIS that it possesses

select

biological agents and toxins must complete this FBI form for both the

entity and responsible official (RO) in order for your entity to

lawfully possess, use, and transfer select biological agents and

toxins

after March 12, 2003."

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:         "Hofherr, Leslie" <leslie@FACNET.UCLA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: FBI security risk assessment application is now posted
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I just got off the phone with CDC asking about the due date of these FBI security forms. They are due today and they will call me back to let me know if it is a problem that we will not be able to get them mailed to CDC today. Our RO is out of town until tomorrow.

I don't know about the fingerprinting. I haven't had a chance to read the forms yet.

-----Original Message-----

From: Burnett, LouAnn Crawford [mailto:louann.burnett@VANDERBILT.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2003 10:47 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: FBI security risk assessment application is now posted

Are we supposed to fill this out TODAY????  Are we supposed to wait

until we figure out how to send fingerprints???? I'm so confused.

LouAnn C. Burnett, MS, CBSP

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: Josh Harney [mailto:Josh.Harney@CCHMC.ORG]

Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2003 12:14 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: FBI security risk assessment application is now posted

..and on that note, I'm sure we'd all love to find out more about point

#4 in the "Additional Instructions - Fingerprint instructions will be

promulgated separately"  First one to find out 'promulgated where' and

share that with the list wins a prize!

Josh

Joshua M. Harney

Assistant Director, Health & Safety

Cincinnati Children's Hospital Medical Center

phone: 513-636-7286

fax: 513-636-2123

>>> cheri.hildreth@LOUISVILLE.EDU 03/12/03 12:59PM >>>

I just got an e-mail note from Dr. Ron Atlas and Janet Shoemaker of

ASM

indicating that the secutiry risk assessment application is now posted

at CDC web site at

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/securisk.htm

When you click onto link for FBI here's the beginning of what you

their

posting says.. the application is a PDF that you scroll down to get

"BIOTERRORISM PREPAREDNESS AND RESPONSE ACT

FBI INFORMATION FORM (FD-961)

The information required by this FBI form is a result of the

regulations mandated by the Public Health Security and Bioterrorism

Preparedness and Response Act of 2002 and is a component of the

security

risk assessment. A laboratory facility or entity that has indicated to

the CDC's Select Agent Program or USDA's APHIS that it possesses

select

biological agents and toxins must complete this FBI form for both the

entity and responsible official (RO) in order for your entity to

lawfully possess, use, and transfer select biological agents and

toxins

after March 12, 2003."

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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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Robin Newberry <wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU>

Subject:      FBI form question
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Items 16 and 17 under section III: "Entity"? "Indentifier number

(supplied by Entity)"? Wha?

--

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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From:         Cheri L Hildreth <cheri.hildreth@LOUISVILLE.EDU>

Subject:      Official update on submission of security clearance applications
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I just got a call from JAnet Shoemaker who is the director of public

policy at the American Society of Microbiology.  I had forwarded her a

question about the deadline for submission of the security risk

assessment applications since people were posting notes at least on

biosafety list serve expressing concern if today is the offical deadline

-- especially since they only posted application TODAY!

Janet just spoke to Dr. Stephen Ostroff who is over the entire select

agent program and much more at CDC -- he was one of the signatories on

the 2/24 letter we all received re: registration deadline.  Anyway, he

said that their official position was that entities should do everything

they can  to get the security risk assessment applications in AS SOON AS

POSSIBLE.  He indicated that no one would be considered in violation if

they miss today's deadline. HOWEVER, if you possess non-exempt select

agents and are required to register with CDC and also comply with the

security  risk assessment provisions, you will have to have your

approved security clearance from DOJ/FBI by April 12th hence the reason

to get this in asap. Dr. Ostroff did acknowledge to JAnet SHoemaker that

 the issue of how fingerprints will be handled is still not determined.

Apparently, the FBI is still awaiting clarification from the OMB in

terms of how and/or  who will pay for the fingerprints.  User fees are

one option that is being discussed. Since the "ball" on fingerprints is

still in FBI's "court", entities should submit secutiry risk assessment

applications  and await further information on how fingerprints will be

handled.

Also, Janet advised that individuals that are going to have to submit

security risk assessment applications read the "Privacy Act Statement"

and the consent form ( Section IV) VERY carefully.  As notes are posted

to the list serves re: questions or concerns on these two sections in

the application, I will  forward to JAnet and she will see if she  can

get answers or at least clarification from the agency.

Hope this helps!  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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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carol McGhan <carol-mcghan@UIOWA.EDU>

Subject:      FBI forms
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Folks with the Select Agent program directed me to speak with the FBI,

since they didn't want to answer questions about a form that isn't

theirs.  After speaking with someone at the FBI, I was told we need to go

ahead and submit the forms that are posted now for the RO and Alternate

RO.  We'll be getting instructions later about submitting fingerprints.

He said the pages will be separated, so that is the reason # 16 on section

III asks for the entity (name of the entity).  Leave #17 blank until you

have a CDC registration number under 42 CFR 73.

Academic institutions do not need to complete section II.

I didn't ask what the consequences are if we can't get this in today. I

think that is a question for the CDC, and I've called them enough....for now.

Hope that helps.

Carol

Carol McGhan, SM(AAM), CBSP, RO

Biological Safety Professional

Health Protection Office

122 Grand Ave Ct

The University of Iowa

E-Mail:carol-mcghan@uiowa.edu

Tel:319-335-9553

Fax:319-335-7564

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Mar 2003 14:42:27 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Burnett, LouAnn Crawford" <louann.burnett@VANDERBILT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: FBI forms

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Carol - is this ALL academic institutions or only public ones?  I know

that this has been discussed before, but the form has really thrown me

with the list of corporate officers and board of directors.  LouAnn

LouAnn C. Burnett, MS, CBSP

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: Carol McGhan [mailto:carol-mcghan@UIOWA.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2003 2:10 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: FBI forms

Folks with the Select Agent program directed me to speak with the FBI,

since they didn't want to answer questions about a form that isn't

theirs.  After speaking with someone at the FBI, I was told we need to

go

ahead and submit the forms that are posted now for the RO and Alternate

RO.  We'll be getting instructions later about submitting fingerprints.

He said the pages will be separated, so that is the reason # 16 on

section

III asks for the entity (name of the entity).  Leave #17 blank until you

have a CDC registration number under 42 CFR 73.

Academic institutions do not need to complete section II.

I didn't ask what the consequences are if we can't get this in today. I

think that is a question for the CDC, and I've called them enough....for

now.

Hope that helps.

Carol

Carol McGhan, SM(AAM), CBSP, RO

Biological Safety Professional

Health Protection Office

122 Grand Ave Ct

The University of Iowa

E-Mail:carol-mcghan@uiowa.edu

Tel:319-335-9553

Fax:319-335-7564

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Mar 2003 14:58:16 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carol McGhan <carol-mcghan@UIOWA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: FBI forms

In-Reply-To:  <8C2B07F56B7DBE4FA0FD0042E1F19EB11F62D9@mailbe06>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Since the question on the FBI form only asks you to state if it's an

academic entity, my presumption would be that that is sufficient and it

includes non-public ones.  However, it might be a good idea to call them:

202-324-3626.

Carol

At 02:42 PM 3/12/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Carol - is this ALL academic institutions or only public ones?  I know

>that this has been discussed before, but the form has really thrown me

>with the list of corporate officers and board of directors.  LouAnn

>

>LouAnn C. Burnett, MS, CBSP

>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: Carol McGhan [mailto:carol-mcghan@UIOWA.EDU]

>Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2003 2:10 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: FBI forms

>

>

>Folks with the Select Agent program directed me to speak with the FBI,

>since they didn't want to answer questions about a form that isn't

>theirs.  After speaking with someone at the FBI, I was told we need to

>go

>ahead and submit the forms that are posted now for the RO and Alternate

>RO.  We'll be getting instructions later about submitting fingerprints.

>

>He said the pages will be separated, so that is the reason # 16 on

>section

>III asks for the entity (name of the entity).  Leave #17 blank until you

>have a CDC registration number under 42 CFR 73.

>

>Academic institutions do not need to complete section II.

>I didn't ask what the consequences are if we can't get this in today. I

>think that is a question for the CDC, and I've called them enough....for

>now.

>

>Hope that helps.

>Carol

>

>Carol McGhan, SM(AAM), CBSP, RO

>Biological Safety Professional

>Health Protection Office

>122 Grand Ave Ct

>The University of Iowa

>E-Mail:carol-mcghan@uiowa.edu

>Tel:319-335-9553

>Fax:319-335-7564

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Mar 2003 16:16:21 -0500

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: FBI forms-- private academic institutions and individuals

              controlling entity

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

I am not entirely sure about this but based on a comment that Dr.

Stephen Morse, CDC official and chair of the interagency task force on

the new select agent regs made at mid -Feb.  LS&EM bioterrorism

conference in DC on this point, I believe that he stated that government

owned institutions would not have to  do security risk assessment

applications for those that control the entity ( i.e officers and board

of trustees/directors). He did not specifically say that private

academic institutions would have to do security risk assessments but

that was what I and some others inferred.Janet Shoemaker at ASM recently

confirmed to me that there was a basis in the legislation for government

owned entities to be exempted from some of the reporting requirements..

I agreed that you should call and try to get someone at CDC to confirm

this officially though.  Thanks, Cheri

mcghan@UIOWA.EDU 03/12/03 03:58PM >>>

Since the question on the FBI form only asks you to state if it's an

academic entity, my presumption would be that that is sufficient and

it

includes non-public ones.  However, it might be a good idea to call

them:

202-324-3626.

Carol

At 02:42 PM 3/12/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Carol - is this ALL academic institutions or only public ones?  I

know

>that this has been discussed before, but the form has really thrown

me

>with the list of corporate officers and board of directors.  LouAnn

>

>LouAnn C. Burnett, MS, CBSP

>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: Carol McGhan [mailto:carol-mcghan@UIOWA.EDU]

>Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2003 2:10 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: FBI forms

>

>

>Folks with the Select Agent program directed me to speak with the

FBI,

>since they didn't want to answer questions about a form that isn't

>theirs.  After speaking with someone at the FBI, I was told we need

to

>go

>ahead and submit the forms that are posted now for the RO and

Alternate

>RO.  We'll be getting instructions later about submitting

fingerprints.

>

>He said the pages will be separated, so that is the reason # 16 on

>section

>III asks for the entity (name of the entity).  Leave #17 blank until

you

>have a CDC registration number under 42 CFR 73.

>

>Academic institutions do not need to complete section II.

>I didn't ask what the consequences are if we can't get this in today.

I

>think that is a question for the CDC, and I've called them

enough....for

>now.

>

>Hope that helps.

>Carol

>

>Carol McGhan, SM(AAM), CBSP, RO

>Biological Safety Professional

>Health Protection Office

>122 Grand Ave Ct

>The University of Iowa

>E-Mail:carol-mcghan@uiowa.edu

>Tel:319-335-9553

>Fax:319-335-7564

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Mar 2003 16:31:15 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Marie-Louise Hammarskjold <mh7g@VIRGINIA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: FBI forms-- private academic institutions and individuals

              controlling entity

In-Reply-To:  <se6f5d57.047@gwise.louisville.edu>

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII; format=flowed

Mime-Version: 1.0 (Apple Message framework v546)

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

In response to the last comment, I just want to point out that public

academic institutions are not "government owned institutions " either.

Lou Hammarskjold

On Wednesday, March 12, 2003, at 04:16 PM, Cheri L Hildreth wrote:

> I am not entirely sure about this but based on a comment that Dr.

> Stephen Morse, CDC official and chair of the interagency task force on

> the new select agent regs made at mid -Feb.  LS&EM bioterrorism

> conference in DC on this point, I believe that he stated that

> government

> owned institutions would not have to  do security risk assessment

> applications for those that control the entity ( i.e officers and board

> of trustees/directors). He did not specifically say that private

> academic institutions would have to do security risk assessments but

> that was what I and some others inferred.Janet Shoemaker at ASM

> recently

> confirmed to me that there was a basis in the legislation for

> government

> owned entities to be exempted from some of the reporting requirements..

> I agreed that you should call and try to get someone at CDC to confirm

> this officially though.  Thanks, Cheri

>

> mcghan@UIOWA.EDU 03/12/03 03:58PM >>>

> Since the question on the FBI form only asks you to state if it's an

> academic entity, my presumption would be that that is sufficient and

> it

> includes non-public ones.  However, it might be a good idea to call

> them:

> 202-324-3626.

>

> Carol

>

> At 02:42 PM 3/12/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>> Carol - is this ALL academic institutions or only public ones?  I

> know

>> that this has been discussed before, but the form has really thrown

> me

>> with the list of corporate officers and board of directors.  LouAnn

>>

>> LouAnn C. Burnett, MS, CBSP

>> 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: Carol McGhan [mailto:carol-mcghan@UIOWA.EDU]

>> Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2003 2:10 PM

>> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>> Subject: FBI forms

>>

>>

>> Folks with the Select Agent program directed me to speak with the

> FBI,

>> since they didn't want to answer questions about a form that isn't

>> theirs.  After speaking with someone at the FBI, I was told we need

> to

>> go

>> ahead and submit the forms that are posted now for the RO and

> Alternate

>> RO.  We'll be getting instructions later about submitting

> fingerprints.

>>

>> He said the pages will be separated, so that is the reason # 16 on

>> section

>> III asks for the entity (name of the entity).  Leave #17 blank until

> you

>> have a CDC registration number under 42 CFR 73.

>>

>> Academic institutions do not need to complete section II.

>> I didn't ask what the consequences are if we can't get this in today.

> I

>> think that is a question for the CDC, and I've called them

> enough....for

>> now.

>>

>> Hope that helps.

>> Carol

>>

>> Carol McGhan, SM(AAM), CBSP, RO

>> Biological Safety Professional

>> Health Protection Office

>> 122 Grand Ave Ct

>> The University of Iowa

>> E-Mail:carol-mcghan@uiowa.edu

>> Tel:319-335-9553

>> Fax:319-335-7564

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Mar 2003 17:01:25 -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: FBI security risk assessment application is now posted

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_4oCuwlA9WrSjLnzWEL9i1A)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_4oCuwlA9WrSjLnzWEL9i1A)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

OK, without having read the documents and commenting from

what is written here and on another string "FBI Forms", who

is required to have a FBI form completed?  Is a form needed

for the RFO? The alternate RFO?  The investigators?  A

combination of all the above?  Is the requirement for only

those entities that must submit the registration by March

12?  Are entities that have exempt quantities according to

42 CFR 73.4, 42 CFR 73.5 or 42 CFR 73.6 also required to

submit the FBI form?

I guess I print out the form and make a few copies and wait

to hear.

Greg Merkle

Cheri L Hildreth wrote:

>

> I just got an e-mail note from Dr. Ron Atlas and Janet Shoemaker of ASM

> indicating that the secutiry risk assessment application is now posted

> at CDC web site at

> http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/securisk.htm

>

> When you click onto link for FBI here's the beginning of what you their

> posting says.. the application is a PDF that you scroll down to get

>

> "BIOTERRORISM PREPAREDNESS AND RESPONSE ACT

> FBI INFORMATION FORM (FD-961)

>

> The information required by this FBI form is a result of the

> regulations mandated by the Public Health Security and Bioterrorism

> Preparedness and Response Act of 2002 and is a component of the security

> risk assessment. A laboratory facility or entity that has indicated to

> the CDC's Select Agent Program or USDA's APHIS that it possesses select

> biological agents and toxins must complete this FBI form for both the

> entity and responsible official (RO) in order for your entity to

> lawfully possess, use, and transfer select biological agents and toxins

> after March 12, 2003."

>

> Thanks, Cheri

>

> Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

> Department of Environmental Health &Safety

> University of Louisville

> (502) 852-2954

> e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Mar 2003 15:51:43 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Gerry Griffin <griffg01@MED.NYU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Official update on submission of security clearance

              applications

In-Reply-To:  <se6f4c4f.050@gwise.louisville.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

I just spoke to the FBI and found out (maybe you all figured this out

already), we only need to submit forms for the RO and alternate RO at

this point.  Forms for the researchers are not due until 4/12.

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Cheri L Hildreth

Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2003 3:03 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Official update on submission of security clearance

applications

I just got a call from JAnet Shoemaker who is the director of public

policy at the American Society of Microbiology.  I had forwarded her a

question about the deadline for submission of the security risk

assessment applications since people were posting notes at least on

biosafety list serve expressing concern if today is the offical deadline

-- especially since they only posted application TODAY!

Janet just spoke to Dr. Stephen Ostroff who is over the entire select

agent program and much more at CDC -- he was one of the signatories on

the 2/24 letter we all received re: registration deadline.  Anyway, he

said that their official position was that entities should do everything

they can  to get the security risk assessment applications in AS SOON AS

POSSIBLE.  He indicated that no one would be considered in violation if

they miss today's deadline. HOWEVER, if you possess non-exempt select

agents and are required to register with CDC and also comply with the

security  risk assessment provisions, you will have to have your

approved security clearance from DOJ/FBI by April 12th hence the reason

to get this in asap. Dr. Ostroff did acknowledge to JAnet SHoemaker that

 the issue of how fingerprints will be handled is still not determined.

Apparently, the FBI is still awaiting clarification from the OMB in

terms of how and/or  who will pay for the fingerprints.  User fees are

one option that is being discussed. Since the "ball" on fingerprints is

still in FBI's "court", entities should submit secutiry risk assessment

applications  and await further information on how fingerprints will be

handled.

Also, Janet advised that individuals that are going to have to submit

security risk assessment applications read the "Privacy Act Statement"

and the consent form ( Section IV) VERY carefully.  As notes are posted

to the list serves re: questions or concerns on these two sections in

the application, I will  forward to JAnet and she will see if she  can

get answers or at least clarification from the agency.

Hope this helps!  Cheri

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Mar 2003 20:24:13 -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: FBI forms-- private academic institutions and individuals

              controlling entity

In-Reply-To:  <F441E500-54D1-11D7-BDF2-000393BCC722@virginia.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

>In response to the last comment, I just want to point out that public

>academic institutions are not "government owned institutions " either.

I can't speak for others, but *we* are. We're a State Agency, in fact.

--

Robin

************************************************************

W. Robert Newberry, IV  CIH, CHMM

Chief Environmental Health and Safety Officer

Clemson University

http://ehs.clemson.edu/

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 07:11:07 -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:      Re: FBI forms-- private academic institutions and

              individualscontrolling entity

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Talked with "Dave" yesterday.  He was the FBI person on the other end of the

phone number given on the security assessment form.  I asked the question

regarding our status here at Saint Louis University as being academic and

private.  He stated that the labs would need to be separate from the entity

for our status to be considered academic and private.  We were instructed to

file the security assessment forms, as I expected, and list ourselves as an

academic institution only, even though we are private.  For you guys at

Stanford, Dave indicated that you folks would be doing the same.

We're off and running,

Mark C.

Saint Louis University

Cheri L Hildreth wrote:

> I am not entirely sure about this but based on a comment that Dr.

> Stephen Morse, CDC official and chair of the interagency task force on

> the new select agent regs made at mid -Feb.  LS&EM bioterrorism

> conference in DC on this point, I believe that he stated that government

> owned institutions would not have to  do security risk assessment

> applications for those that control the entity ( i.e officers and board

> of trustees/directors). He did not specifically say that private

> academic institutions would have to do security risk assessments but

> that was what I and some others inferred.Janet Shoemaker at ASM recently

> confirmed to me that there was a basis in the legislation for government

> owned entities to be exempted from some of the reporting requirements..

> I agreed that you should call and try to get someone at CDC to confirm

> this officially though.  Thanks, Cheri

>

> mcghan@UIOWA.EDU 03/12/03 03:58PM >>>

> Since the question on the FBI form only asks you to state if it's an

> academic entity, my presumption would be that that is sufficient and

> it

> includes non-public ones.  However, it might be a good idea to call

> them:

> 202-324-3626.

>

> Carol

>

> At 02:42 PM 3/12/2003 -0600, you wrote:

> >Carol - is this ALL academic institutions or only public ones?  I

> know

> >that this has been discussed before, but the form has really thrown

> me

> >with the list of corporate officers and board of directors.  LouAnn

> >

> >LouAnn C. Burnett, MS, CBSP

> >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: Carol McGhan [mailto:carol-mcghan@UIOWA.EDU]

> >Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2003 2:10 PM

> >To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> >Subject: FBI forms

> >

> >

> >Folks with the Select Agent program directed me to speak with the

> FBI,

> >since they didn't want to answer questions about a form that isn't

> >theirs.  After speaking with someone at the FBI, I was told we need

> to

> >go

> >ahead and submit the forms that are posted now for the RO and

> Alternate

> >RO.  We'll be getting instructions later about submitting

> fingerprints.

> >

> >He said the pages will be separated, so that is the reason # 16 on

> >section

> >III asks for the entity (name of the entity).  Leave #17 blank until

> you

> >have a CDC registration number under 42 CFR 73.

> >

> >Academic institutions do not need to complete section II.

> >I didn't ask what the consequences are if we can't get this in today.

> I

> >think that is a question for the CDC, and I've called them

> enough....for

> >now.

> >

> >Hope that helps.

> >Carol

> >

> >Carol McGhan, SM(AAM), CBSP, RO

> >Biological Safety Professional

> >Health Protection Office

> >122 Grand Ave Ct

> >The University of Iowa

> >E-Mail:carol-mcghan@uiowa.edu

> >Tel:319-335-9553

> >Fax:319-335-7564

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 08:58:07 -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:      commercial

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_994069==_.ALT"

--=====================_994069==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Sorry about the blatant commercial that was sent.  I have quietly deleted

the sender from the list.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

--=====================_994069==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Sorry about the blatant commercial that was sent.  I have quietly deleted the sender from the list.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Biosafty List Owner 

rfink@mit.edu

--=====================_994069==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 09:29:52 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: FBI security risk assessment application is now posted

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

It's a combination of all the above! Especially the RO and ARO, YOU WILL =

HAVE TO SUBMIT the form. Just note that if you are an illegal alien or a =

fugitive from Justice, that you mark the "Yes" response. Those of us who =

fill out FFL forms have chuckled at this for years...and yes that is the =

similar form they use for "Insta-check" background checks on firearms =

purchasers. My $0.20 worth (10:1 inflation).

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Greg Merkle [mailto:greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, March 12, 2003 5:01 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: FBI security risk assessment application is now posted

OK, without having read the documents and commenting from

what is written here and on another string "FBI Forms", who

is required to have a FBI form completed?  Is a form needed

for the RFO? The alternate RFO?  The investigators?  A

combination of all the above?  Is the requirement for only

those entities that must submit the registration by March

12?  Are entities that have exempt quantities according to

42 CFR 73.4, 42 CFR 73.5 or 42 CFR 73.6 also required to

submit the FBI form?

I guess I print out the form and make a few copies and wait

to hear.

Greg Merkle

Cheri L Hildreth wrote:

>

> I just got an e-mail note from Dr. Ron Atlas and Janet Shoemaker of =

ASM

> indicating that the secutiry risk assessment application is now posted

> at CDC web site at

> http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/securisk.htm

>

> When you click onto link for FBI here's the beginning of what you =

their

> posting says.. the application is a PDF that you scroll down to get

>

> "BIOTERRORISM PREPAREDNESS AND RESPONSE ACT

> FBI INFORMATION FORM (FD-961)

>

> The information required by this FBI form is a result of the

> regulations mandated by the Public Health Security and Bioterrorism

> Preparedness and Response Act of 2002 and is a component of the =

security

> risk assessment. A laboratory facility or entity that has indicated to

> the CDC's Select Agent Program or USDA's APHIS that it possesses =

select

> biological agents and toxins must complete this FBI form for both the

> entity and responsible official (RO) in order for your entity to

> lawfully possess, use, and transfer select biological agents and =

toxins

> after March 12, 2003."

>

> Thanks, Cheri

>

> Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

> Department of Environmental Health &Safety

> University of Louisville

> (502) 852-2954

> e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 11:03:38 -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:      Re: Job Title - hopefully mundane after registration furor

In-Reply-To:  <20030312142446.43828.qmail@web41213.mail.yahoo.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_8525829==_.ALT"

--=====================_8525829==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

>

>While this may sound depressingly mundane, I don't want to be

>stuck with a really stupid job title.

And why should you be different? :))

>Peace,

>Elizabeth

Hi Elizabeth,

Suggested titles:

First associate (or assistant) manager of biological, chemical, radiation

and environmental safety

Manager extraordinaire for occupational and environmental health and safety

Protectoress of the environment

Associate czarina of EH&S (aka ACE)

The ALL Seeing and Knowing Specialist (T.A.S.K.S. as in now that I have a

boss, I will have many more tasks to do).

Do you want anymore suggestions from me?

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_8525829==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

While this may sound depressingly mundane, I don't want to be

stuck with a really stupid job title.  

And why should you be different? :))

Peace,

Elizabeth

Hi Elizabeth,

Suggested titles:

First associate (or assistant) manager of biological, chemical, radiation and environmental safety 

Manager extraordinaire for occupational and environmental health and safety

Protectoress of the environment

Associate czarina of EH&S (aka ACE)

The ALL Seeing and Knowing Specialist (T.A.S.K.S. as in now that I have a boss, I will have many more tasks to do).

Do you want anymore suggestions from me?

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_8525829==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 11:28:40 -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: Job Title - hopefully mundane after registration furor

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

I'd go with "Safety Goddess"

Lori Keen

Lab Manager, Biology

Calvin College

616-526-6080

A mouse trap, placed on top of your alarm clock,

will prevent you from rolling over and going back

to sleep!

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 11:45:10 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Doob, Peter (NIH/NIDA/IRP)" <PDOOB@INTRA.NIDA.NIH.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Job Title - hopefully mundane after registration furor

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="windows-1252"

Then we'd have to address her as Her Lizness.

Peter A. Doob, MPH, JD

Chief, Safety and Operations Support Section, ASB

National Institute on Drug Abuse, NIH

Intramural Research Program

5500 Nathan Shock Drive

Baltimore, MD 21224

vc: 410-550-1678

fx: 410-550-1576

cl: 443-677-9362

> ----------

> From:         Lori Keen

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, March 13, 2003 11:28 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Job Title - hopefully mundane after registration furor

>

> I'd go with "Safety Goddess"

>

>

> Lori Keen

> Lab Manager, Biology

> Calvin College

> 616-526-6080

>

> A mouse trap, placed on top of your alarm clock,

> will prevent you from rolling over and going back

> to sleep!

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 11:56:16 -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:      UV bulb life

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=====================_11682218==_"

--=====================_11682218==_

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="=====================_11682218==_.ALT"

--=====================_11682218==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

I have attached the spec sheets from GE regarding their UV lamps.  As you

can see the UV output declines fairly rapidly, reaching about 80% after a

year of use.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_11682218==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

I have attached the spec sheets from GE regarding their UV lamps.  As you can see the UV output declines fairly rapidly, reaching about 80% after a year of use.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.mit.edu/environment

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 12:26:02 -0500

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:      Official notice on compliance issues with security risk

              assessment forthcoming

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Item Type:  Appointment

Start Date:  03/13/2003  01:00 pm Eastern Standard Time  (Thursday)

Duration:  1 Hour

It is our understanding that CDC will be posting an official statement

regarding the issue of compliance with the security risk assessment

applications. Everyone that is affected by the new select agent

regulations should monitor the CDC web site for this official statement.

The FBI security risk assessment application was posted yesterday. The

deadline for submission was March 12, 2003 so Responsible Officials (

RO's) and others if applicable should submit these applications

immediately if they have not already done so. A link to this application

as well as submission instructions is available at the CDC web site at

www.cdc.gov/od/sap . Please note that questions concerning completion of

the FBI form should be faxed to 202-324-3367, attn: BPA: EII.

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 12:45:26 -0500

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:      Official notice on compliance issues with security risk

              assessment forthcoming

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

My apologies if this is duplicate-- wasn't sure it went through the

first time.. Cheri

It is our understanding that CDC will be posting an official statement

regarding the issue of compliance with the security risk assessment

applications. Everyone that is affected by the new select agent

regulations should monitor the CDC web site for this official statement.

The FBI security risk assessment application was posted yesterday. The

deadline for submission was March 12, 2003 so Responsible Officials (

RO's) and others if applicable should submit these applications

immediately if they have not already done so. A link to this application

as well as submission instructions is available at the CDC web site at

www.cdc.gov/od/sap . Please note that questions concerning completion of

the FBI form should be faxed to 202-324-3367, attn: BPA: EII.

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 14:13:32 -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:      H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 00699C6505256CE8_="

This is a multipart message in MIME format.

--=_alternative 00699C6505256CE8_=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Does anyone out there in biosafty-land have experience with using tepid

water for eyewashes and safety showers?  If so, what temperature range are

you talking about?  Is the water constantly circulating or static?

I'm almost embarrassed to pose this situation, but I need ammunition. Some

engineers here have decided that in a new facility, they want to supply

tepid water to eyewashes and safety showers.  They also decided that it

was all right to NOT have the water circulating constantly; rather, they

want to install heaters at intermittent spots in the interstitial spaces

to keep the water "tepid".  They think approx. 80 deg F would be just

fine.   I think that static water sitting around at about 80F will be just

fine for the growth of lots of fun bugs that you wouldn't want to be

squirting in people's eyes or all over their bodies.

Can anyone shed light on this practice?

Thanks!

Chris Thompson

Corporate Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly and Company

317-277-4795

=========================================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 14:31:24 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         CURT SPEAKER <SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Chris:

When the ANSI standard (ANSI Z358.1) was rewritten in 1998, verbage was

added that the water provided to showers and eyewash stations should be

tepid.  I assume that this was done to encourage the 15 minutes of

flushing time that is recommended for chemical splashes to the skin

and/or eyes.

The ANSI standard does not specify how the water should be made tepid.

We have taken the stance that for new construction, we require intermix

valves to be used to mix the hot and cold water to produce a tepid

output.  We are not going back and retro-fitting several hundred showers

and eyewashes that are currently plumbed to domestic cold water.

I think an intermix valve that blends hot and cold water just before it

reaches the shower or eyewash is a better choice than static warm water

or a recirculating system --- both have the potential to become

microbial breeding grounds without some biocide (which would likely make

the water unsuitable for use in the eyes).

Just my $0.02 (nice to see a posting on here that ISN'T a select agent

question or issue! :-)

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 11:54:23 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Zuckerman, Mark" <Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM>

Subject:      Re: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2E99A.58317744"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2E99A.58317744

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Water in eye washes and showers are not circulating around per se. It is =

like any faucet, static until you turn it on. However, under OSHA =

guidelines you are suppose to excercise the showers and eye washes I =

believe it is monthly. Usually for a few minutes. It helps to get the =

gunk out of the piping.

The temperature will normally be tepid during the summer (but during the =

winter it could be a bit cool based on your location) but being in a =

closed piping in the interstial ceiling spaces certainly is going to =

make it warm whether it is 80 F I am not sure but I doubt it.

The old rule of thumb was to have water cooler if possible if for no =

other reason that when it goes on the person, your pores close to =

minimize that the contaminated material will get through the person's =

skin. Truthfully, the temperature that is recommended now is usually =

around 70-72F for comfort reasons-if it is too hot or too cold people =

will not use it. You may want to check ANSI standard for  (ANSI =

Z358.1-1998) ideal temperature for showers/eye washes.

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Christina Thompson [mailto:THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2003 11:14 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

Does anyone out there in biosafty-land have experience with using tepid =

water for eyewashes and safety showers?  If so, what temperature range =

are you talking about?  Is the water constantly circulating or static?   =

I'm almost embarrassed to pose this situation, but I need ammunition.  =

Some engineers here have decided that in a new facility, they want to =

supply tepid water to eyewashes and safety showers.  They also decided =

that it was all right to NOT have the water circulating constantly; =

rather, they want to install heaters at intermittent spots in the =

interstitial spaces to keep the water "tepid".  They think approx. 80 =

deg F would be just fine.   I think that static water sitting around at =

about 80F will be just fine for the growth of lots of fun bugs that you =

wouldn't want to be squirting in people's eyes or all over their bodies. =

Can anyone shed light on this practice?

Thanks!

Chris Thompson

Corporate Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly and Company

317-277-4795

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 15:04:04 -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: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Just opened a new 5-floor, 125,000sq.ft. Genetics facility here at Duke.

The eyewashes & showers are potable, tepid, and re-circulated water at

90deg.F...

                      Christina Thompson

                      <THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z        To:       BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                      @LILLY.COM>                  cc:

                      Sent by: A Biosafety         Subject:  H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

                      Discussion List

                      <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.

                      EDU>

                      03/13/03 02:13 PM

                      Please respond to A

                      Biosafety Discussion

                      List

Does anyone out there in biosafty-land have experience with using tepid

water for eyewashes and safety showers?  If so, what temperature range are

you talking about?  Is the water constantly circulating or static?

I'm almost embarrassed to pose this situation, but I need ammunition.  Some

engineers here have decided that in a new facility, they want to supply

tepid water to eyewashes and safety showers.  They also decided that it was

all right to NOT have the water circulating constantly; rather, they want

to install heaters at intermittent spots in the interstitial spaces to keep

the water "tepid".  They think approx. 80 deg F would be just fine.   I

think that static water sitting around at about 80F will be just fine for

the growth of lots of fun bugs that you wouldn't want to be squirting in

people's eyes or all over their bodies.

Can anyone shed light on this practice?

Thanks!

Chris Thompson

Corporate Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly and Company

317-277-4795

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 15:05:49 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Morris, Gary" <gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM>

Subject:      Re: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2E99B.F11541A0"

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_01C2E99B.F11541A0

Content-Type: text/plain

Chris,

The majority of references I have define tepid water as "temperatures that

are consistent with the normal surface temperature of the eye", roughly

80-85 degrees F.  The systems I'm familiar do not recirculate.

Gary Morris

-----Original Message-----

From: Christina Thompson [mailto:THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2003 2:14 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

Does anyone out there in biosafty-land have experience with using tepid

water for eyewashes and safety showers?  If so, what temperature range are

you talking about?  Is the water constantly circulating or static?

I'm almost embarrassed to pose this situation, but I need ammunition.  Some

engineers here have decided that in a new facility, they want to supply

tepid water to eyewashes and safety showers.  They also decided that it was

all right to NOT have the water circulating constantly; rather, they want to

install heaters at intermittent spots in the interstitial spaces to keep the

water "tepid".  They think approx. 80 deg F would be just fine.   I think

that static water sitting around at about 80F will be just fine for the

growth of lots of fun bugs that you wouldn't want to be squirting in

people's eyes or all over their bodies.

Can anyone shed light on this practice?

Thanks!

Chris Thompson

Corporate Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly and Company

317-277-4795

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 15:08:11 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

good luck!!

-----Original Message-----

From: Steve Kridel [mailto:kride001@MC.DUKE.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2003 03:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

Just opened a new 5-floor, 125,000sq.ft. Genetics facility here at Duke.

The eyewashes & showers are potable, tepid, and re-circulated water at

90deg.F...

                      Christina Thompson

                      <THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z        To:

BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                      @LILLY.COM>                  cc:

                      Sent by: A Biosafety         Subject:  H2O for

eyewashes/safety showers

                      Discussion List

                      <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.

                      EDU>

                      03/13/03 02:13 PM

                      Please respond to A

                      Biosafety Discussion

                      List

Does anyone out there in biosafty-land have experience with using tepid

water for eyewashes and safety showers?  If so, what temperature range are

you talking about?  Is the water constantly circulating or static?

I'm almost embarrassed to pose this situation, but I need ammunition.  Some

engineers here have decided that in a new facility, they want to supply

tepid water to eyewashes and safety showers.  They also decided that it was

all right to NOT have the water circulating constantly; rather, they want

to install heaters at intermittent spots in the interstitial spaces to keep

the water "tepid".  They think approx. 80 deg F would be just fine.   I

think that static water sitting around at about 80F will be just fine for

the growth of lots of fun bugs that you wouldn't want to be squirting in

people's eyes or all over their bodies.

Can anyone shed light on this practice?

Thanks!

Chris Thompson

Corporate Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly and Company

317-277-4795

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 15:01:45 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Linda Wolfe <wolfe@WI.MIT.EDU>

Organization: Whitehead Institute for Biomedical Research

Subject:      Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------D81F9D4819D72B09D57DCF1A"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------D81F9D4819D72B09D57DCF1A

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

A question has come up on the humane way to euthanize horseshoe crabs?

Does anyone have experience they would be willing to share?

Thank you,

Linda Wolfe

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 14:18:34 -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: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2E99D.B935E710"

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_01C2E99D.B935E710

Content-Type: text/plain

Chris, Check out this WEB site for more info regarding the range of temp for

the water.

http://www.pmengineer.com/CDA/ArticleInformation/coverstory/BNPCoverStoryIte

m/0,2730,8994,00.html

<http://www.pmengineer.com/CDA/ArticleInformation/coverstory/BNPCoverStoryIt

em/0,2730,8994,00.html>

 In addition, ANSI Z358.1-1990 calls for weekly testing of the eyewashes.

    "Plumbed eyewash units shall be activated weekly to flush the line and

to verify proper operation.  Self-contained units shall be inspected in

accordance with the manufacturer's instructions".

I might add this weekly testing should be documented from a risk management

stand point. Hope this helps.

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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: Zuckerman, Mark [mailto:Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2003 1:54 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

Water in eye washes and showers are not circulating around per se. It is

like any faucet, static until you turn it on. However, under OSHA guidelines

you are suppose to excercise the showers and eye washes I believe it is

monthly. Usually for a few minutes. It helps to get the gunk out of the

piping.

The temperature will normally be tepid during the summer (but during the

winter it could be a bit cool based on your location) but being in a closed

piping in the interstial ceiling spaces certainly is going to make it warm

whether it is 80 F I am not sure but I doubt it.

The old rule of thumb was to have water cooler if possible if for no other

reason that when it goes on the person, your pores close to minimize that

the contaminated material will get through the person's skin. Truthfully,

the temperature that is recommended now is usually around 70-72F for comfort

reasons-if it is too hot or too cold people will not use it. You may want to

check ANSI standard for  (ANSI Z358.1-1998) ideal temperature for

showers/eye washes.

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Christina Thompson [mailto:THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2003 11:14 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

Does anyone out there in biosafty-land have experience with using tepid

water for eyewashes and safety showers?  If so, what temperature range are

you talking about?  Is the water constantly circulating or static?

I'm almost embarrassed to pose this situation, but I need ammunition.  Some

engineers here have decided that in a new facility, they want to supply

tepid water to eyewashes and safety showers.  They also decided that it was

all right to NOT have the water circulating constantly; rather, they want to

install heaters at intermittent spots in the interstitial spaces to keep the

water "tepid".  They think approx. 80 deg F would be just fine.   I think

that static water sitting around at about 80F will be just fine for the

growth of lots of fun bugs that you wouldn't want to be squirting in

people's eyes or all over their bodies.

Can anyone shed light on this practice?

Thanks!

Chris Thompson

Corporate Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly and Company

317-277-4795

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 15:26:11 -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: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Leigh,

Reading the below, it occurs to me should be assuring that all =

newly-installed safety showers and eye washes supply tepid water and =

otherwise fully comply with the 1998 standard. While we'll hear the =

usual "but we never had to do it that way before" incessantly, this is =

certainly an appropriate way to work towards compliance with current =

standards.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

-----Original Message-----

From:   CURT SPEAKER [SMTP:SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU]

Sent:   Thursday, March 13, 2003 2:31 PM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

Chris:

When the ANSI standard (ANSI Z358.1) was rewritten in 1998, verbage was

added that the water provided to showers and eyewash stations should be

tepid.  I assume that this was done to encourage the 15 minutes of

flushing time that is recommended for chemical splashes to the skin

and/or eyes.

The ANSI standard does not specify how the water should be made tepid.

We have taken the stance that for new construction, we require intermix

valves to be used to mix the hot and cold water to produce a tepid

output.  We are not going back and retro-fitting several hundred showers

and eyewashes that are currently plumbed to domestic cold water.

I think an intermix valve that blends hot and cold water just before it

reaches the shower or eyewash is a better choice than static warm water

or a recirculating system --- both have the potential to become

microbial breeding grounds without some biocide (which would likely make

the water unsuitable for use in the eyes).

Just my $0.02 (nice to see a posting on here that ISN'T a select agent

question or issue! :-)

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 14:32:48 -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: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2E99F.B66465A0"

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_01C2E99F.B66465A0

Content-Type: text/plain

A 15 minute wash with winter-cold tap water is a fearsome experience to look

forward to. Under some circumstances it is likely to cause cold injury.

I talked with a member of the committee that wrote the ANSI standard, who

said there was no consensus on temperature. I advocate 85 - 90 F for the

combined use described in the last paragraph.

I have a hard time trusting multiple tempering valves over the long term.

Our water generates a lot of scale and tempering valves aren't exempt from

clogging. Campuses with soft water may have fewer problems, but the multiple

maintenance points remain (e.g. How often should you verify the temperature

set point at how many hundreds of locations?)

Therefore, we do not advocate tempering valves in small retrofits at this

time. I'd be interested in the maintenance experience from people who have

had them for several years.

In new construction or extensive remodeling, we strongly support a pumped

run-around loop of tempered water for showers and eyewashes. It meets the

standard with a single maintenance point that can be alarmed for temperature

excursions. One way to solve the stagnant-water-as-growth-medium problem is

to use the same run-around loop to supply handwashing sinks. This saves $$

by piping only one line and one valve to each restroom sink. Savings in

restroom construction might make the extra cost of the tempered loop more

palatable. 85 degrees F should work for both purposes. This strategy also

provides constant temperature monitoring (we always wash our hands

afterwards, right?)

We are pushing this approach with our state engineers. They oppose multiple

tempering valves. I think we will get the run-around loop in our next lab

building.

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-----

Does anyone out there in biosafty-land have experience with using tepid

water for eyewashes and safety showers?  If so, what temperature range are

you talking about?  Is the water constantly circulating or static?

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2E99F.B66465A0

Content-Type: text/html

A 15 minute wash with winter-cold tap water is a fearsome experience to look forward to. Under some circumstances it is likely to cause cold injury.

I talked with a member of the committee that wrote the ANSI standard, who said there was no consensus on temperature. I advocate 85 - 90 F for the combined use described in the last paragraph.

I have a hard time trusting multiple tempering valves over the long term. Our water generates a lot of scale and tempering valves aren't exempt from clogging. Campuses with soft water may have fewer problems, but the multiple maintenance points remain (e.g. How often should you verify the temperature set point at how many hundreds of locations?)

Therefore, we do not advocate tempering valves in small retrofits at this time. I'd be interested in the maintenance experience from people who have had them for several years.

In new construction or extensive remodeling, we strongly support a pumped run-around loop of tempered water for showers and eyewashes. It meets the standard with a single maintenance point that can be alarmed for temperature excursions. One way to solve the stagnant-water-as-growth-medium problem is to use the same run-around loop to supply handwashing sinks. This saves $$ by piping only one line and one valve to each restroom sink. Savings in restroom construction might make the extra cost of the tempered loop more palatable. 85 degrees F should work for both purposes. This strategy also provides constant temperature monitoring (we always wash our hands afterwards, right?)

We are pushing this approach with our state engineers. They oppose multiple tempering valves. I think we will get the run-around loop in our next lab building.

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-----

Does anyone out there in biosafty-land have experience with using tepid water for eyewashes and safety showers?  If so, what temperature range are you talking about?  Is the water constantly circulating or static?   

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2E99F.B66465A0--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 15:34:17 -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:      Recall: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Norman, Randy would like to recall the message, "H2O for =

eyewashes/safety showers".

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 15:42:16 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rob MacCormick <rmaccormick@OLIN.EDU>

Subject:      Limulus polyphemus

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Intersting question. What shape are they in? Are they now not suitable for

return to the environment where they came from? Are these critters

hopelessly sick or injured? If No -  "euthonize" might not be the best

word. As for experience, mine is limited to recreationally stalking,

observing, and handling them in and around tidal rivers in Southeastern

MA. Maybe contact an aquarium?

Rob "crabbily looking forward to Spring" MaCormick

....Linda Wolfe wrote:

> A question has come up on the humane way to euthanize horseshoe crabs?

> Does anyone have experience they would be willing to share?

>

> Thank you,

>

> Linda Wolfe

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 15:42:18 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         John Latimer <jlatimer@SEPRL.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Biological Safety Cabinet Video

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Anyone familiar with the Eagleson Institute's video "Safe Use of Biological

Safety Cabinets"  - I'd just like to know something about it before I

purchase it.

Are there other BSC videos available?

TIA, John

*************************************************

John W. Latimer

BioSecurity Officer

Southeast Poultry Research Laboratory

voice: 706.546.3435

fax: 706.546.3161

jlatimer@seprl.usda.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 15:44:08 -0500

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: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2E9A1.4B748890"

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_01C2E9A1.4B748890

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

We test our eyewashes and safety showers every Monday.  You'd be surprised at how much gunk accumulates even in a week.

Cheers,

Regards,

Kristine L. Danowski

The Dow Chemical Company

Corporate R&D

Bioanalytical/Pharma

1897 Building

Midland, MI 48667

989-638-6912 phone

989-638-6027 fax

 <mailto:kldanowski@dow.com> kldanowski@dow.com email

-----Original Message-----

From: Zuckerman, Mark [mailto:Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2003 2:54 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

Water in eye washes and showers are not circulating around per se. It is like any faucet, static until you turn it on. However, under OSHA guidelines you are suppose to excercise the showers and eye washes I believe it is monthly. Usually for a few minutes. It helps to get the gunk out of the piping.

The temperature will normally be tepid during the summer (but during the winter it could be a bit cool based on your location) but being in a closed piping in the interstial ceiling spaces certainly is going to make it warm whether it is 80 F I am not sure but I doubt it.

The old rule of thumb was to have water cooler if possible if for no other reason that when it goes on the person, your pores close to minimize that the contaminated material will get through the person's skin. Truthfully, the temperature that is recommended now is usually around 70-72F for comfort reasons-if it is too hot or too cold people will not use it. You may want to check ANSI standard for  (ANSI Z358.1-1998) ideal temperature for showers/eye washes.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 15:44:47 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Josh Harney <Josh.Harney@CCHMC.ORG>

Subject:      Re: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Chris,

Depending on how much control you may or may not be able to exert over

the final outcome there, there are a couple references you could refer

to if the engineers insist on using tepid water, which would actually be

in accord with "ANSI Z358.1-1998 Emergency Eyewash and Shower

Equipment."  The ANSI standard, in addition to spec-ing 'tepid water'

[without giving us a temperature range to shoot for....though the 1981

version suggests 60-90F as being appropriate] also specs weekly flush

testing of eyewashes and showers.  Amer. Industr. Hyg. Assoc. Jl  (48)

Nov '97 documents the importance of weekly flush testing eye washes to

minimize the presence of certain Acanthamoebae, which can amplify in

static water supplies and potentially cause Acanthamoebae keratitis in

those exposed, though this seems to be rare.  Current Microb. v.20

(1990) supports that, as does an OSHA Hazard Info Bulletin from Dec.

'96.  The OSHA bulletin you can find on the OSHA website, but you have

to hunt around for it a bit.  Because of the point you brought out, I

would definitely try to set everyone's expectation to be that if you use

tepid water, weekly flush testing would become essential....it wouldn't

be 'optional.'  Drop me an email offline if I can be of further help.

These opinions are mine alone, not necessarily those of my employer,

normal disclaimers apply, etc. etc.

Josh

Joshua M. Harney

Assistant Director, Health & Safety

Cincinnati Children's Hospital Medical Center

phone: 513-636-7286

fax: 513-636-2123

>>> THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM 03/13/03 02:13PM >>>

Does anyone out there in biosafty-land have experience with using

tepid

water for eyewashes and safety showers?  If so, what temperature range

are

you talking about?  Is the water constantly circulating or static?

I'm almost embarrassed to pose this situation, but I need ammunition.

Some

engineers here have decided that in a new facility, they want to

supply

tepid water to eyewashes and safety showers.  They also decided that

it

was all right to NOT have the water circulating constantly; rather,

they

want to install heaters at intermittent spots in the interstitial

spaces

to keep the water "tepid".  They think approx. 80 deg F would be just

fine.   I think that static water sitting around at about 80F will be

just

fine for the growth of lots of fun bugs that you wouldn't want to be

squirting in people's eyes or all over their bodies.

Can anyone shed light on this practice?

Thanks!

Chris Thompson

Corporate Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly and Company

317-277-4795

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 14:51:44 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Haugen, David A." <dhaugen@ANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Biological Safety Cabinet Video

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

See http://www.yale.edu/oehs/stream.htm

David Haugen

Argonne National Laboratory

dhaugen@anl.gov

-----Original Message-----

From: John Latimer [mailto:jlatimer@SEPRL.USDA.GOV]

Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2003 2:42 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Biological Safety Cabinet Video

Anyone familiar with the Eagleson Institute's video "Safe Use of Biological

Safety Cabinets"  - I'd just like to know something about it before I

purchase it.

Are there other BSC videos available?

TIA, John

*************************************************

John W. Latimer

BioSecurity Officer

Southeast Poultry Research Laboratory

voice: 706.546.3435

fax: 706.546.3161

jlatimer@seprl.usda.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 12:42:19 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Gwynn Daniels <danielsg@OHSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Question

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

No experience, but try this link for information

http://www.avma.org/resources/euthanasia.pdf

>>> wolfe@WI.MIT.EDU 03/13/03 12:01PM >>>

A question has come up on the humane way to euthanize horseshoe crabs?

Does anyone have experience they would be willing to share?

Thank you,

Linda Wolfe

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 15:42:03 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jacqueline M. Wagner" <wagner@EMAIL.CHOP.EDU>

Subject:      Medical Waste Treatment Technologies

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

We are currently evaluating technologies that can be used on-site to treat =

our infectious waste.  We have seen the San-I-Pak system and the Antaeus =

system and have a pretty good understanding of the pros and cons of each =

of these. 

Is anyone using any other on-site treatment technologies for infectious =

waste that you would feel comfortable recommending?  Thank you.

Jacqueline Wagner

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

The Children's Hospital of Philadelphia

Wagner@email.chop.edu

215 590-3872

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 15:51:26 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Klenner, James" <jklenner@IUPUI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biological Safety Cabinet Video

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

John,

I use that video in my biosafety training sessions and find it very =

useful. The video itself has some excellent points, but presents them in =

a slightly "humorous" manner. I have never encountered lab people that =

actually talk that way.

Jim

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158

-----Original Message-----

From: John Latimer [mailto:jlatimer@SEPRL.USDA.GOV]

Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2003 3:42 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Biological Safety Cabinet Video

Anyone familiar with the Eagleson Institute's video "Safe Use of =

Biological

Safety Cabinets"  - I'd just like to know something about it before I

purchase it.

Are there other BSC videos available?

TIA, John

*************************************************

John W. Latimer

BioSecurity Officer

Southeast Poultry Research Laboratory

voice: 706.546.3435

fax: 706.546.3161

jlatimer@seprl.usda.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Mar 2003 14:59:21 -0600

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: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2E9A3.6B5D1A80"

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_01C2E9A3.6B5D1A80

Content-Type: text/plain

Chris,

Do you have a copy of ANZI Standard Z358.1 for emergency eyewash and shower

equipment? If not order one, I forget the cost.

It has the information you are looking for. If you need answers today give

me a call.

Happy Thursday, one day closer to those blessed back to backers where we

don't have to be waken by an alarm clock.

Lawrence J. Hawkins

Radiation Safety Officer and Biosafety Officer

University of Oklahoma

905 Asp Ave, Room 112

Norman, OK  73019

Phone: 405.325.0820

Fax: 405.325.7238

ljhawkins@ou.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Christina Thompson [mailto:THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2003 1:14 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

Does anyone out there in biosafty-land have experience with using tepid

water for eyewashes and safety showers?  If so, what temperature range are

you talking about?  Is the water constantly circulating or static?

I'm almost embarrassed to pose this situation, but I need ammunition.  Some

engineers here have decided that in a new facility, they want to supply

tepid water to eyewashes and safety showers.  They also decided that it was

all right to NOT have the water circulating constantly; rather, they want to

install heaters at intermittent spots in the interstitial spaces to keep the

water "tepid".  They think approx. 80 deg F would be just fine.   I think

that static water sitting around at about 80F will be just fine for the

growth of lots of fun bugs that you wouldn't want to be squirting in

people's eyes or all over their bodies.

Can anyone shed light on this practice?

Thanks!

Chris Thompson

Corporate Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly and Company

317-277-4795

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 14 Mar 2003 07:52:03 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rose Erwin <eagleson@EAGLESON.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Biological Safety Cabinet Video

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Eagleson Institute also has a CD-ROM on Biological Safety Cabinet training.

It has 5 modules - 1. Overview of Lab Ventilation Equipment, 2. How BSCs

work, 3. Types of BSCs, 4. Using BSCs, and 5. Testing  of BSCs. This

interactive, web-based course features video clips and animation, narration,

and learning exercises at the end of each module. It is current with the NSF

49 2002 standard. You can see at demo at

http://www.eagleson.org/bsc_demo/content/home.html.

Rose Erwin

Administrative Assistant

Eagleson Institute

eagleson@eagleson.org

-----Original Message-----

From: John Latimer [mailto:jlatimer@SEPRL.USDA.GOV]

Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2003 3:42 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Biological Safety Cabinet Video

Anyone familiar with the Eagleson Institute's video "Safe Use of Biological

Safety Cabinets"  - I'd just like to know something about it before I

purchase it.

Are there other BSC videos available?

TIA, John

*************************************************

John W. Latimer

BioSecurity Officer

Southeast Poultry Research Laboratory

voice: 706.546.3435

fax: 706.546.3161

jlatimer@seprl.usda.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 14 Mar 2003 13:23:05 -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: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

In-Reply-To:  <OF611F8452.F283D441-ON05256CE8.0068D3B9@d51.lilly.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_004A_01C2EA2C.D86D5660"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_004A_01C2EA2C.D86D5660

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

The responses to this thread were interesting but I am surprised that no-one

mentioned the need to avoid conditions that could encourage Legionella to

multiply. I think that our building services engineers this side of the pond

would be quite concerned that this had not apparently been considered.

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

  -----Original Message-----

  From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Christina Thompson

  Sent: 13 March 2003 19:14

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Subject: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

  Does anyone out there in biosafty-land have experience with using tepid

water for eyewashes and safety showers?  If so, what temperature range are

you talking about?  Is the water constantly circulating or static?

  I'm almost embarrassed to pose this situation, but I need ammunition.

Some engineers here have decided that in a new facility, they want to supply

tepid water to eyewashes and safety showers.  They also decided that it was

all right to NOT have the water circulating constantly; rather, they want to

install heaters at intermittent spots in the interstitial spaces to keep the

water "tepid".  They think approx. 80 deg F would be just fine.   I think

that static water sitting around at about 80F will be just fine for the

growth of lots of fun bugs that you wouldn't want to be squirting in

people's eyes or all over their bodies.

  Can anyone shed light on this practice?

  Thanks!

  Chris Thompson

  Corporate Biosafety Officer

  Eli Lilly and Company

  317-277-4795
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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: Biological Safety Cabinet Video

In-Reply-To:  <8DF665FA7A23D7118D1800E01838398F013EBB@seprl.usda.gov>
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I have the video and use it.  It gives a good grounding in how to use a

BSC.  I find the video too cutesy at times but generally the students find

it okay.  There is a CD from Nuaire that is okay, but I prefer the video

from Eagleson.

Richie

At 03:42 PM 3/13/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Anyone familiar with the Eagleson Institute's video "Safe Use of Biological

>Safety Cabinets"  - I'd just like to know something about it before I

>purchase it.

>

>Are there other BSC videos available?

>

>TIA, John

>*************************************************

>John W. Latimer

>BioSecurity Officer

>Southeast Poultry Research Laboratory

>voice: 706.546.3435

>fax: 706.546.3161

>jlatimer@seprl.usda.gov

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment
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I have the video and use it.  It gives a good grounding in how to use a BSC.  I find the video too cutesy at times but generally the students find it okay.  There is a CD from Nuaire that is okay, but I prefer the video from Eagleson.

Richie

At 03:42 PM 3/13/2003 -0500, you wrote:

Anyone familiar with the Eagleson Institute's video "Safe Use of Biological

Safety Cabinets"  - I'd just like to know something about it before I

purchase it.

Are there other BSC videos available?

TIA, John

*************************************************

John W. Latimer

BioSecurity Officer

Southeast Poultry Research Laboratory

voice: 706.546.3435

fax: 706.546.3161

jlatimer@seprl.usda.gov 

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.mit.edu/environment
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers
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you are right...that's why I said "good luck!!"

I own the world's first commercial legionella testing laboratory, GTS, we

will be happy to process tepid water eyewash water samples for legionella.

Richard

mailto:gts@legionella.com <mailto:gts@legionella.com>

http://www.legionella.com <http://www.legionella.com>

-----Original Message-----

From: Stuart Thompson [mailto:Stuart.Thompson@MAN.AC.UK]

Sent: Friday, March 14, 2003 08:23 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

Importance: High

The responses to this thread were interesting but I am surprised that no-one

mentioned the need to avoid conditions that could encourage Legionella to

multiply. I think that our building services engineers this side of the pond

would be quite concerned that this had not apparently been considered.

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

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Christina Thompson

Sent: 13 March 2003 19:14

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

Does anyone out there in biosafty-land have experience with using tepid

water for eyewashes and safety showers?  If so, what temperature range are

you talking about?  Is the water constantly circulating or static?

I'm almost embarrassed to pose this situation, but I need ammunition.  Some

engineers here have decided that in a new facility, they want to supply

tepid water to eyewashes and safety showers.  They also decided that it was

all right to NOT have the water circulating constantly; rather, they want to

install heaters at intermittent spots in the interstitial spaces to keep the

water "tepid".  They think approx. 80 deg F would be just fine.   I think

that static water sitting around at about 80F will be just fine for the

growth of lots of fun bugs that you wouldn't want to be squirting in

people's eyes or all over their bodies.

Can anyone shed light on this practice?

Thanks!

Chris Thompson

Corporate Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly and Company

317-277-4795
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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 H. Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., Professor"

              <jcoggin@JAGUAR1.USOUTHAL.EDU>

Organization: Department of Microbiology & Immunology,

              University of South Alabama, College of Medicine, Mobile,

              AL 36688   Phone (251) 460-6314; Fax (251) 460-7269

Subject:      Re: Question
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Linda:  I can't help you with a sincere response about how to

"sacrifice" this type of crab humanely , but please allow me the levity

 to say that most of my family likes them boiled with Zatarin's Creole

seasoning , but I prefer BBQed style !

Please don't be mad!  It just was too big an opening to pass on .

Joe Coggin, Jr.

Smart Ass

Linda Wolfe wrote:

>A question has come up on the humane way to euthanize horseshoe crabs?

>Does anyone have experience they would be willing to share?

>

>Thank you,

>

>Linda Wolfe

>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ricardo Tappan <rsorxt@GWUMC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Question
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Being from Md and spending a lot of time on the eastern Shore of the

Chesapeake bay, crabs are a way of life, mind you we don't eat horsehoe

crabs, only blue ones. Prior to putting in them in a pot to steam, we

"pith them" stick an icepick in-between the eyes. Quick and effective

>>> wolfe@WI.MIT.EDU 03/13/03 03:01PM >>>

A question has come up on the humane way to euthanize horseshoe crabs?

Does anyone have experience they would be willing to share?

Thank you,

Linda Wolfe
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         CURT SPEAKER <SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers
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Stuart:

The legionella issue is implicit in my response. By keeping domestic

hot water very hot and domestic cold water very cold, and mixing them

only at the point where they are needed (the shower/eyewash), you limit

the potential for standing tepid water that could foster microbial

growth.

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 14 Mar 2003 10:18:40 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carol McGhan <carol-mcghan@UIOWA.EDU>

Subject:      Job Advertisement- Biosafety Specialist
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Biosafety Specialist

Position will assist primarily with activities related to biological

safety, and secondarily with chemical safety within the research

laboratory.  Required qualifications: a Bachelor's degree in biological

sciences with an emphasis on molecular biology, microbiology, or related

field, or equivalent combination of education and experience; 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,

computer literacy with experience in database applications.

Salary range is $ 28, 555 - $ 34,725.  Refer resumes to:  Merry Ibsen,

Health Protection Office, 122 Grand Avenue Court, Iowa City, IA,

52242.  E-mail:  merry-ibsen@uiowa.edu.  The University of Iowa is an Equal

Opportunity/Affirmative Action employer.  Women and minorities are

encouraged to apply.
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Biosafety Specialist

Position will assist primarily with activities related to biological safety, and secondarily with chemical safety within the research laboratory.  Required qualifications: a Bachelor=92s degree in biological sciences with an emphasis on molecular biology, microbiology, or related field, or equivalent combination of education and experience; 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, computer literacy with experience in database applications.

Salary range is $ 28, 555 - $ 34,725.  Refer resumes to:  Merry Ibsen, Health Protection Office, 122 Grand Avenue Court, Iowa City, IA, 52242.  E-mail:  merry-ibsen@uiowa.edu.  The University of Iowa is an Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action employer.  Women and minorities are encouraged to apply.
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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:      OSHA Reconsiders Ban
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According to the March 10, 2003 National Intelligence Report

(www.g2reports.com):

In a letter of interpretation (June 12, 2002), OSHA stated:  "Blood tube

holders, with needle attached, must be immediately discarded into an

accessible sharps container after the safety feature has been activated."

In OSHA's view, reusing such holders unnecessarily increases the risk of

phlebotomy-related needlesticks and poses greater downstream risk to

maintenance personnel and others if disposed of improperly.

Laboratory groups have convinced OSHA to stop enforcing this new policy

against reusing blood tube holders.  OSHA last month withdrew citations

against two large national labs--Quest Diagnostics and Laboratory Corp. of

America--and has entered into new discussions with representatives of the

laboratory industry and the Service Employees International Union (whose

complaints had led to the policy).  After these meetings, "we'll have a

better feel on how to clarify the issue," says an OSHA spokesperson.

More detailed information can be found in the March 10 report.  I could not

find any information on the OSHA webpage about this...

Tom Goob

DLS, Inc.

****************************************

Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

Manager

Safety, Health & Environmental Affairs

DIAGNOSTIC LABORATORY SERVICES, INC.

650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

email:  tgoob@dls.queens.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:         Michael Betlach <MBetlach@PROMEGA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Biological Safety Cabinet Video
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Micron Video International http://www.MviTraining.com/ has a series of =

videos on Cleanroom practices. These are geared for personnel working in =

the pharmaceutical and electronics industries, not biosafety. That said, =

portions of the video "Working in Laminar Flow" are excellent =

explanations and illustrations of principles of laminar flow, types of =

cabinets -- distinguishing horizontal and vertical laminar flow hoods =

from biosafety cabinets -- and providing better 'smoke studies' of =

airflow disruption than either the Baker video or the Baker CD. (Baker's =

"Safe Use of Chemical Fume Hoods" does a very good job for that =

application.)

I pass out sections of the CDC publication on selection and use of =

biosafety cabinets as part of the training. That in conjunction with =

excerpts from Micron Video and Baker's videos on "Introduction to =

Biological Safety Cabinets" provide better technical coverage, though =

"Safe Use ... or the Case of the Contaminated Cultures" provides a good =

narrative from the scientist's point of view.

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 277-2462

-----Original Message-----

From: John Latimer [mailto:jlatimer@SEPRL.USDA.GOV]

Sent: Thursday, March 13, 2003 2:42 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Biological Safety Cabinet Video

Anyone familiar with the Eagleson Institute's video "Safe Use of =

Biological

Safety Cabinets"  - I'd just like to know something about it before I

purchase it.

Are there other BSC videos available?

TIA, John

*************************************************

John W. Latimer

BioSecurity Officer

Southeast Poultry Research Laboratory

voice: 706.546.3435

fax: 706.546.3161

jlatimer@seprl.usda.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Sat, 15 Mar 2003 14:31:17 -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:      SVDV and Coxsackie B5
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A very diligent investigator here asked me about SA applicability for

Coxsackie B5, which according to a recent molecular and phenotypic

analysis is closely related to SVDV.  They are none-the-less classified

as different agents and I do not make it a point to make 'stretches' but

I was curious as to whether anyone has explored this with their

institution's virologists and/or infectious & veterinary disease

experts.

Paul Rubock
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Guy Innocente <innocent1@MINDSPRING.COM>

Subject:      Re: Question
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Linda,

Please send a request directly to me.

I think I have two places you can contact that should have authoritive

answers to your question.

Guy Innocente

innocent1@mindspring.com

----- Original Message -----

From: "Ricardo Tappan" <rsorxt@GWUMC.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Friday, March 14, 2003 10:09 AM

Subject: Re: Question

> Being from Md and spending a lot of time on the eastern Shore of the

> Chesapeake bay, crabs are a way of life, mind you we don't eat horsehoe

> crabs, only blue ones. Prior to putting in them in a pot to steam, we

> "pith them" stick an icepick in-between the eyes. Quick and effective

>

> >>> wolfe@WI.MIT.EDU 03/13/03 03:01PM >>>

> A question has come up on the humane way to euthanize horseshoe crabs?

> Does anyone have experience they would be willing to share?

>

> Thank you,

>

> Linda Wolfe
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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:      Fumehood and Biosafety Cabinet Annual Certification Question
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NACHOs et. al.,

LSI is preparing a report on fumehood and biosafety cabinet certification by

outside contractors/consultants.  I would appreciate knowing (1) the average

cost per unit certified; (2) the aspects/features of the systems covered by

the certification process; and (3) the names and address for companies and

individuals who you have found to do a good job.

Please respond directly to me (labsafe@aol.com) rather than to the list.  I

will provide a summary to the list and the full report to all contributors.

Thanks ... Jim

              ************************************

                      James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., 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:         Paul Jennette <jpj22@CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Medical Waste Treatment Technologies

In-Reply-To:  <126E32B4264581-01@MMS_software__email.chop.edu_>
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Hi Jacqueline,

We have performed a detailed engineering and environmental evaluation of

treatment technology alternatives.  In the course of that project, we

reviewed many (if not all) of the available treatment technologies and

compared them in light of our specific needs.

We have selected internal steam sterilization (as implemented by the

"Rotoclave" system) for our regulated medical waste and infectious animal

bedding, and alkaline hydrolysis (as implemented by WR2) for

carcasses.   Our selection was based on our own set of priorities, and

those priorities will not necessarily be the same in every application.

Besides the two you mentioned, commercial-scale systems for medical waste

treatment that are in full-scale use at other hospitals and/or research

institutions include external steam sterilization (Hydroclave), microwave

disinfection (Sanitech), and combined chemical and steam disinfection (STI

Chem-clave).

Several members of this listserve are using of these technologies - perhaps

they could comment on their experiences....

Cheers

- Paul

At 03:42 PM 3/13/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>We are currently evaluating technologies that can be used on-site to treat

>our infectious waste.  We have seen the San-I-Pak system and the Antaeus

>system and have a pretty good understanding of the pros and cons of each

>of these.

>

>Is anyone using any other on-site treatment technologies for infectious

>waste that you would feel comfortable recommending?  Thank you.

>

>Jacqueline Wagner

>Director, Environmental Health and Safety

>The Children's Hospital of Philadelphia

>Wagner@email.chop.edu

>

>215 590-3872

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
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Hi Jacqueline, 

We have performed a detailed engineering and environmental evaluation of treatment technology alternatives.  In the course of that project, we reviewed many (if not all) of the available treatment technologies and compared them in light of our specific needs.  

We have selected internal steam sterilization (as implemented by the "Rotoclave" system) for our regulated medical waste and infectious animal bedding, and alkaline hydrolysis (as implemented by WR2) for carcasses.   Our selection was based on our own set of priorities, and those priorities will not necessarily be the same in every application.

Besides the two you mentioned, commercial-scale systems for medical waste treatment that are in full-scale use at other hospitals and/or research institutions include external steam sterilization (Hydroclave), microwave disinfection (Sanitech), and combined chemical and steam disinfection (STI Chem-clave).

Several members of this listserve are using of these technologies - perhaps they could comment on their experiences....  

Cheers

- Paul

At 03:42 PM 3/13/2003 -0500, you wrote:

We are currently evaluating technologies that can be used on-site to treat our infectious waste.  We have seen the San-I-Pak system and the Antaeus system and have a pretty good understanding of the pros and cons of each of these.  

Is anyone using any other on-site treatment technologies for infectious waste that you would feel comfortable recommending?  Thank you.

Jacqueline Wagner

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

The Children's Hospital of Philadelphia

Wagner@email.chop.edu 

215 590-3872 

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  
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Sickles, Sharon" <ssickles@BINGHAMTON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: procedures for moving labs
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Therese,

Did you find your answer(s). We have state and federal institutional

licenses here. All PI's are covered under the institutional licenses.

Sharon A. Sickles, PhD, DVM

University Veterinarian

Director of Research Compliance

211 Couper Administration Bldg

Binghamton University

Binghamton, NY 13902

(607) 777-4170

e-mail ssickles@binghamton.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Therese M. Stinnett

Sent: Monday, March 10, 2003 12:00 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: procedures for moving labs

T minus 450 days and counting till we migrate about 170 laboratories =

from

one campus (in one city) to a new building (in another city) about 6 =

miles

away.

We are in the planning process and I have a lot of issues to tackle, =

but one

outside my expertise is...controlled substances, ie. drugs for which =

the PI

needs a DEA license.  We have a few areas, including the animal care =

and use

facility.  Has anyone ever addressed this issue?

thanks in advance

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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Date:         Mon, 17 Mar 2003 14:02:59 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Benoit Latreille <benoit.latreille@INRS-IAF.UQUEBEC.CA>

Subject:      Procedure for ventilation system

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1" ; format="flowed"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi everybody,

I would like to know if there is any specific procedure (like

fumigation, ...) to apply before doing any repair work in a

ventilation system of a BSL 3 HIV lab.

Benoit Latreille

--

*********************************************

Beno=EEt Latreille

  Agent de recherche

  Hygi=E9niste industriel

INRS-Institut Armand-Frappier

  Universit=E9 du Qu=E9bec

  531 Boul. des Prairies

  Laval (Qu=E9bec) CANADA

  H7V 1B7

  tel: (1) 450 687-5010 ext 4606

  fax: (1) 450 686-5614

   e-mail:  benoit.latreille@inrs-iaf.uquebec.ca
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Date:         Mon, 17 Mar 2003 14:07:52 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

Organization: Incyte Genomics

Subject:      Research Compounds
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This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------A15F2142F8427123535C62D7
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Here's a non-biosafety related question.  Does anyone have any policies

or procedures they would willing to share regarding the safe handling of

newly synthesized chemical compounds in a drug discovery lab?

Especially in regard to what type if information to include if the

compound has to be sent offsite.  These are new compounds and have no

toxicology information yet.

Thanks,

Mike Wendeler

EH&S Engineer

Incyte Genomics

Newark, DE
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Date:         Mon, 17 Mar 2003 14:04:45 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Limulus polyphemus

In-Reply-To:  <3E70ED27.DF8CAD97@olin.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

If they are not damage/injured/modified/poisoned,  Contact a local aquarium

group.  They could assist in finding these creatures a good home if

returning to the wild is not feasable or permitted.

Bob

>Intersting question. What shape are they in? Are they now not suitable for

>return to the environment where they came from? Are these critters

>hopelessly sick or injured? If No -  "euthonize" might not be the best

>word. As for experience, mine is limited to recreationally stalking,

>observing, and handling them in and around tidal rivers in Southeastern

>MA. Maybe contact an aquarium?

>

>Rob "crabbily looking forward to Spring" MaCormick

>

>

>

>....Linda Wolfe wrote:

>

>> A question has come up on the humane way to euthanize horseshoe crabs?

>> Does anyone have experience they would be willing to share?

>>

>> Thank you,

>>

>> Linda Wolfe

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: procedures for moving labs

In-Reply-To:  <42162B3251A1B04FB5E45E0158E25A4C282C4B@hscex5.uchsc.edu>
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Enclosed are copies of our Relocation and laboratory termination

procedures.  I hope that they will be of some help.

Bob

>T minus 450 days and counting till we migrate about 170 laboratories >from

>one campus (in one city) to a new building (in another city) about 6 miles

>away.

>

>We are in the planning process and I have a lot of issues to tackle, but

>one outside my expertise is...controlled substances, ie. drugs for which

>the PI needs a DEA license.  We have a few areas, including the animal

>care and use facility.  Has anyone ever addressed this issue?

>

>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

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________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

--Boundary_(ID_hGJ4c5sC/Y0yrAZbYFUMZw)--
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Margaret Rakas <mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: procedures for moving labs
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Hello Bob (rnl2@CWRU.EDU)--

How do you ensure these procedures are followed, especially for those

folks who are terminating (retirement, new position elsewhere, etc.) and

who might not have the same incentive as those who are staying?  Or is

there a culture that promotes following these procedures?

Thanks

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786
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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:      Offices in Labs
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    As promised, I am attaching the 9 responses I received to the question:

Have you been able to justify the provision of a separate office with a door

based on the restrictions against eating and drinking in the lab?

Thanks for your help,

Diane O. Fleming, Ph.D.

Biosafety Consultant

Dimerck@aol.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 17 Mar 2003 16:40:51 -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: Procedure for ventilation system

The logic I use is along these lines:

1) Could a pathogenic microorganism get into the ductwork?

2) Could it still be alive and infectious?

3) Could there be enough to worry about?

If all the above are answered "Yes," then it's time to ask: How can the

organism be transmitted from ductwork to worker? What's the easiest way to

prevent transmission?

HIV doesn't survive in fast moving air, so it flunks the test on #2. In

fact, only a few pathogens pass all three tests.

Having said all of these things, workers may be afraid to do the work unless

you do "something."

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-----

From: Benoit Latreille [mailto:benoit.latreille@INRS-IAF.UQUEBEC.CA]

Sent: Monday, March 17, 2003 1:03 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: [BIOSAFTY] Procedure for ventilation system

Hi everybody,

I would like to know if there is any specific procedure (like

fumigation, ...) to apply before doing any repair work in a

ventilation system of a BSL 3 HIV lab.

Benoit Latreille

--

*********************************************

Benont Latreille

  Agent de recherche

  Hygiiniste industriel

INRS-Institut Armand-Frappier

  Universiti du Quibec

  531 Boul. des Prairies

  Laval (Quibec) CANADA

  H7V 1B7

  tel: (1) 450 687-5010 ext 4606

  fax: (1) 450 686-5614

   e-mail:  benoit.latreille@inrs-iaf.uquebec.ca
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Date:         Mon, 17 Mar 2003 16:35:06 -0700

Reply-To:     dcalhoun@affygility.com

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dean Calhoun <dcalhoun@AFFYGILITY.COM>

Organization: Affygility Solutions

Subject:      Re: Research Compounds

In-Reply-To:  <3E761D08.2DDCB46D@incyte.com>
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi Mike,

It is fairly common for pharmaceutical companies to develop "potent

compound" programs to cover this issue.  The following provides a very

brief overview of the concept.

This system is analogous to the BSL system.  Compounds are categorized

into one of four different categories (the number of categories varies

depending on the specific company).  Category 1 compounds can be handled

without extensive controls, and Category 4 compounds must be handled

with extreme care and controls (glove boxes, medical surveillance,

isolated areas, etc.).  New compounds with no toxicological information

(that can't be categorized by analogy to other compounds) are commonly

categorized as Category 3 compounds.  As the compound moves down the

drug development path and additional information is obtained, the

categorization is updated.  Several years ago the Journal of the

American Industrial Hygiene Association had a great article on this

issue.

Companies I have worked for in the past developed systems that apply

globally.  It greatly aids in communicating the relative hazards when

compounds are transferred from one location to the next.  Give me a call

or send me a direct email and I would gladly share more information with

you.

Best regards,

Dean M. Calhoun, CIH

Phone: 303-884-3028

Email: dcalhoun@affygility.com

Affygility Solutions: providing strategic environmental, health and

safety solutions to the biotechnology and pharmaceutical industry.  Go

to www.affygility.com to advance your career.

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Michael Wendeler

Sent: Monday, March 17, 2003 12:08 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Research Compounds

Here's a non-biosafety related question.  Does anyone have any policies

or procedures they would willing to share regarding the safe handling of

newly synthesized chemical compounds in a drug discovery lab? Especially

in regard to what type if information to include if the compound has to

be sent offsite.  These are new compounds and have no toxicology

information yet.

Thanks,

Mike Wendeler

EH&S Engineer

Incyte Genomics

Newark, DE
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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>

Subject:      Re: procedures for moving labs
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A suggestion for the enforcement:

Added incentive to follow procedures can be obtained by having upper

management support and adding language to policies for termination and

relocation.  The bottom line is that the failure to follow procedures

for releasing a lab makes the department chair and Dean responsible for

costs associated with bringing others in to complete the task and to

cover the cost of proper material disposal.  Money talks, when you talk

of passing the costs back to the responsible departments people listen.

Talk with the institutional legal office to determine what the

limitations of what is permitted and prohibited by law.

Greg Merkle

Margaret Rakas wrote:

>  Hello Bob (rnl2@CWRU.EDU)--How do you ensure these procedures are

> followed, especially for those folks who are terminating (retirement,

> new position elsewhere, etc.) and who might not have the same

> incentive as those who are staying?  Or is there a culture that

> promotes following these procedures?ThanksMargaret Margaret A. Rakas,

> Ph.D.

> Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

> Clark Science Center

> Smith College

> Northampton, MA. 01063

> p:  413-585-3877

> f:   413-585-3786

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 18 Mar 2003 14:23:32 +0100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sullivan Christine <Christine.Sullivan@UCB-GROUP.COM>

Subject:      Re: Procedure for ventilation system

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Our Certification/repair vendor for our BSC's will not work on a =

cabinet (we

are BL2) unless it has been deconned.  They do the decon themselves the

night before any repair work will be done.  All a part of our contract =

with

them.

Christine

-----Original Message-----

From: Benoit Latreille [mailto:benoit.latreille@INRS-IAF.UQUEBEC.CA]

Sent: Monday, March 17, 2003 2:03 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Procedure for ventilation system

Hi everybody,

I would like to know if there is any specific procedure (like

fumigation, ...) to apply before doing any repair work in a

ventilation system of a BSL 3 HIV lab.

Benoit Latreille

--

*********************************************

Beno=EEt Latreille

  Agent de recherche

  Hygi=E9niste industriel

INRS-Institut Armand-Frappier

  Universit=E9 du Qu=E9bec

  531 Boul. des Prairies

  Laval (Qu=E9bec) CANADA

  H7V 1B7

  tel: (1) 450 687-5010 ext 4606

  fax: (1) 450 686-5614

   e-mail:  benoit.latreille@inrs-iaf.uquebec.ca

---------------------------------------------------------

Legal Notice: This electronic mail and its attachments are intended =

solely

for the person(s) to whom they are addressed and contain information =

which

is confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure, except for the

purpose they are intended to. Dissemination, distribution, or =

reproduction

by anyone other than their intended recipients is prohibited and may be

illegal. If you are not an intended recipient, please immediately =

inform the

sender and send him/her back the present e-mail and its attachments and

destroy any copies which may be in your possession.

---------------------------------------------------------
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         CURT SPEAKER <SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU>

Subject:      a question on saliva

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Greetings:

One of our faculty (and a member of our biosafety committee) asked me

recently if there were any plans to remove saliva from consideration as

a potentially biohazardous material in research.  He does quite a bit of

work analyzing saliva samples for hormone levels.

I responded by saying that last I had heard, both HBV and HIV could be

found in the saliva of infected individuals, albiet at levels much lower

than in blood or OPIM.  We discussed the fact that there have been no

known cases of disease transmission from kissing or rescue breathing.

But I told him that if we cannot state that saliva carries a zero risk,

I will still consider  it in the category of OPIM and require the use of

Universal Precautions to control exposure.

But I am curious what the rest of you are doing.  Do you consider

saliva infectious?  Why or why not?

I am very interested in the opinions of as many BSOs and other safety

professional as I can get.

thanks in advance...

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu
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Date:         Tue, 18 Mar 2003 15:36:55 -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: a question on saliva

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Hi Curt. ASM just sent this out on their communication tipsheet today. I

haven't read it yet, so I don't know where it weighs in on the saliva risk

issue, but it looks like the paper may be relevant for his practice review.

March 2003

************************************************************************

ORAL TRANSMISSION OF HIV IS POSSIBLE

When exposed to high levels of human immunodeficiency virus (HIV), the

cells lining the mouth can develop a low-level infection, a finding that

increases our understanding of the risks of oral transmission of the

disease.  Researchers from Charles R. Drew University and the University

of California, Los Angeles, report their findings in the March 2003 issue

of the Journal of Virology.

"The majority of HIV type 1 infections occur via mucosal contact, and

there are several reports indicating that the oral mucosa may be one route

of exposure," say the researchers.  "It is difficult to confirm that oral

mucosa is a major transmission portal because of the correlation between

oral-genital contact and other transmission risk behaviors."

In the study, the researchers tested the ability of HIV to infect oral

mucosal cells known as normal human oral keratinocytes (NHOK).  They found

that when exposed to high concentrations of the virus, the cells

established a low-level, productive infection that could subsequently

transfer to other cells in the body.

"Human saliva contains several types of anti-HIV activity that may help

protect an individual against a small virus inoculum.  However, if

individuals are exposed to inocula containing a heavy viral load, it is

conceivable that the oral epithelium could be infected and thus serve as a

beachhead for HIV-1 infection," say the researchers.

(X. Liu, J. Zha, H. Chen, J. Nisitani, P. Camargo, S.W. Cole and J.A.

Zack.  2003.  Human immunodefiency virus type 1 infection and replication

in normal human oral keratinocytes.  Journal of Virology, 77: 3470-3476.)

Karen B. Byers, MS,  RBP, CBSP-ABSA

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

Phone: 617-632-3890

Fax: 617-632-1932

Visit EH&S on the web at http://research.dfci.harvard.edu/ehs

-----Original Message-----

From: CURT SPEAKER [mailto:SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, March 18, 2003 3:06 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: a question on saliva

Greetings:

One of our faculty (and a member of our biosafety committee) asked me

recently if there were any plans to remove saliva from consideration as

a potentially biohazardous material in research.  He does quite a bit of

work analyzing saliva samples for hormone levels.

I responded by saying that last I had heard, both HBV and HIV could be

found in the saliva of infected individuals, albiet at levels much lower

than in blood or OPIM.  We discussed the fact that there have been no

known cases of disease transmission from kissing or rescue breathing.

But I told him that if we cannot state that saliva carries a zero risk,

I will still consider  it in the category of OPIM and require the use of

Universal Precautions to control exposure.

But I am curious what the rest of you are doing.  Do you consider

saliva infectious?  Why or why not?

I am very interested in the opinions of as many BSOs and other safety

professional as I can get.

thanks in advance...

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu
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Date:         Tue, 18 Mar 2003 16:51:26 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Marie-Louise Hammarskjold <mh7g@VIRGINIA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: a question on saliva

In-Reply-To:  <se7735fd.015@SAFETY-1.SAFETY.PSU.EDU>

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII; format=flowed

Mime-Version: 1.0 (Apple Message framework v546)

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi!

I am the chairman of the UVA IBC and a long-term virologist. Although

there may be some inhibitory factors in saliva that might have some

ability to inactivate viruses such as HIV ( I am an author on papers

many years ago suggesting this), I don't think we could ever state that

there was no risk. Also, there are other agents ( for example EBV),

which are clearly known to be transmitted by "kissing". There may also

be other "unknown" risks out there, where the agent is either still

unidentified or we just don't know enough to know if the agent can be

spread through saliva.

Our IBC would thus not consider saliva different than any other primary

human material and we require Universal Precautions as well.

Best Regards,

Lou Hammarskjold

Marie-Louise Hammarskjold, MD, Ph.D.

Charles H. Ross Jr. Professor and

Professor of Microbiology

University of Virginia

Myles H. Thaler Center for AIDS

and Human Retrovirus Research

On Tuesday, March 18, 2003, at 03:06 PM, CURT SPEAKER wrote:

> Greetings:

>

> One of our faculty (and a member of our biosafety committee) asked me

> recently if there were any plans to remove saliva from consideration as

> a potentially biohazardous material in research.  He does quite a bit

> of

> work analyzing saliva samples for hormone levels.

>

> I responded by saying that last I had heard, both HBV and HIV could be

> found in the saliva of infected individuals, albiet at levels much

> lower

> than in blood or OPIM.  We discussed the fact that there have been no

> known cases of disease transmission from kissing or rescue breathing.

> But I told him that if we cannot state that saliva carries a zero risk,

> I will still consider  it in the category of OPIM and require the use

> of

> Universal Precautions to control exposure.

>

> But I am curious what the rest of you are doing.  Do you consider

> saliva infectious?  Why or why not?

>

> I am very interested in the opinions of as many BSOs and other safety

> professional as I can get.

>

> thanks in advance...

>

> Curt

>

>

>

> Curt Speaker

> Biosafety Officer

> Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

> 6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

> University Park, PA 16802

> (814) 865-6391

> http://www.ehs.psu.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:         "Brown, Virginia R" <gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU>

Subject:      Lock Boxes
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Am seeking suggestions for a lockable box to hold a select agent in a =

-80 freezer.

What are others using? And, what is the source to purchase the lockable =

box?

Thanks for any suggestions or input.

Ginger Brown, CBSP

Env Health & Safety

TX A&M University

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 18 Mar 2003 16:37:59 -0600

Reply-To:     campbem@SLU.EDU

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         campbem <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      Vaccinia in mice

Dear all,

Would like to ask the groups opinion.  I have an

investigator housing mice under ABSL-3 containment.  The

mice have been vaccinated with "dryvax" (i.e., attenuated

vaccinia).  In mice, literally no lesion is produced at site

of vaccination with very little to no shedding.  The strain

is extremely attenuated and the mice are being housed under

negative pressure within an isolated cubicle.  In a cubicle

next store, also under negative pressure, within the same

ABSL-3 suite, I have mice that have been challenged with

ectromelia virus, which is avirulent in humans.

My question:

Would you allow a person to enter the facility, using

standard ABSL-3 PPE, of course, but not vaccinated with

vaccinia (and only entering the ectromelia cubicle)?  The

BMBL recommends BSL-2, vaccination and work within a class

II but we are using ABSL-3 barriers and a very attenuated

vaccinia strain.  I would think the dryvax strain would be

more of a threat from a human vaccination site where a

lesion is produced and significant shedding occurs.

I tried CDC on this question via numerous emails and phone

calls with no success.  I take that back, At one point I did

get a real person that I thought could help but became

discouraged when, in the middle of our conversation, she

asked what BSL-3 means and proceeded to tell me that people

should not enter a room if there is a person inside that has

Smallpox!   click.

Thanks for your help!

Mark C.

p.s. If someone from CDC sees this message, and can make an

official recommendation, please contact me via phone or my

email.

---------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608  Phone

(314) 268-5560  Fax

campbem@slu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 18 Mar 2003 16:53:19 -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: a question on saliva

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

I also consider saliva as OPIM, because

The CDC website lists: "Concentration of Hepatitis B Virus in Various Body =

Fluids"

High- blood, serum , wound exudates

Moderate- semen, vaginal fluid , saliva

Low/Not Detectable- urine, feces, sweat, tears, breastmilk

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

>>> SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU 03/18/03 03:06PM >>>

Greetings:

One of our faculty (and a member of our biosafety committee) asked me

recently if there were any plans to remove saliva from consideration as

a potentially biohazardous material in research.  He does quite a bit of

work analyzing saliva samples for hormone levels.

I responded by saying that last I had heard, both HBV and HIV could be

found in the saliva of infected individuals, albiet at levels much lower

than in blood or OPIM.  We discussed the fact that there have been no

known cases of disease transmission from kissing or rescue breathing.

But I told him that if we cannot state that saliva carries a zero risk,

I will still consider  it in the category of OPIM and require the use of

Universal Precautions to control exposure.

But I am curious what the rest of you are doing.  Do you consider

saliva infectious?  Why or why not?

I am very interested in the opinions of as many BSOs and other safety

professional as I can get.

thanks in advance...

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu
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Date:         Tue, 18 Mar 2003 17:29:01 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         YK Wan at CUHK <ulsoykwan@CUHK.EDU.HK>

Subject:      Re: Procedure for ventilation system

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="------------070707070300070404010302"

--------------070707070300070404010302

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=Big5

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

The service team must receive the safety training on BSL3 and clearly

understand the ventilation system. Any shutdown of the system may

release the biohazardous agent due to the loss of containment by

negative pressure. Of course, decontamination must be performed and the

procedure must be validated before the inspection and services.

--

Y. K. Wan

Safety Officer &

NSF Accredited Biohazard Cabinet Field Certifier

The Chinese University of Hong Kong, Shatin, NT, Hong Kong

Fax: 852-26036862

Phone: 852-26097953

Email: ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk

Sullivan Christine wrote:

>Our Certification/repair vendor for our BSC's will not work on a cabinet (we

>are BL2) unless it has been deconned.  They do the decon themselves the

>night before any repair work will be done.  All a part of our contract with

>them.

>

>Christine

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Benoit Latreille [mailto:benoit.latreille@INRS-IAF.UQUEBEC.CA]

>Sent: Monday, March 17, 2003 2:03 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Procedure for ventilation system

>

>

>Hi everybody,

>

>I would like to know if there is any specific procedure (like

>fumigation, ...) to apply before doing any repair work in a

>ventilation system of a BSL 3 HIV lab.

>

>

>Benoit Latreille

>--

>*********************************************

>

>Benont Latreille

>  Agent de recherche

>  Hygiiniste industriel

>

>INRS-Institut Armand-Frappier

>  Universiti du Quibec

>  531 Boul. des Prairies

>  Laval (Quibec) CANADA

>  H7V 1B7

>

>  tel: (1) 450 687-5010 ext 4606

>  fax: (1) 450 686-5614

>

>   e-mail:  benoit.latreille@inrs-iaf.uquebec.ca

>

>

>---------------------------------------------------------

>Legal Notice: This electronic mail and its attachments are intended solely

>for the person(s) to whom they are addressed and contain information which

>is confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure, except for the

>purpose they are intended to. Dissemination, distribution, or reproduction

>by anyone other than their intended recipients is prohibited and may be

>illegal. If you are not an intended recipient, please immediately inform the

>sender and send him/her back the present e-mail and its attachments and

>destroy any copies which may be in your possession.

>---------------------------------------------------------
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Date:         Wed, 19 Mar 2003 06:54:00 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Doob, Peter (NIH/NIDA/IRP)" <PDOOB@INTRA.NIDA.NIH.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Lock Boxes

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Ginger

        For our Institute, which uses SA toxins only, we elected to

fabricate small, durable clear acrylic boxes.  We provide them to staff with

tamper-evident disposable plastic locks.  We adopted this scheme about a

year ago.  Any necessary security is provided at the level of a freezer

lock; the boxes just keep the inventory together, recognizable to safety

staff and new lab staff, findable in a full cold storage device, etc.  So

far no problems.

        Plese note this is merely one of our inventory control measures, and

not policy of our parent, NIH.

        If you like, I will take a picture and send it to you.

        Pete

CAPT Peter A. Doob, MPH, JD

USPHS

Chief, Safety and Operations Support Section, ASB

National Institute on Drug Abuse, NIH

Intramural Research Program

5500 Nathan Shock Drive

Baltimore, MD 21224

vc: 410-550-1678

fx: 410-550-1576

> ----------

> From:         Brown, Virginia R

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Tuesday, March 18, 2003 5:00 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Lock Boxes

>

> Am seeking suggestions for a lockable box to hold a select agent in a -80

> freezer.

> What are others using? And, what is the source to purchase the lockable

> box?

> Thanks for any suggestions or input.

> Ginger Brown, CBSP

> Env Health & Safety

> TX A&M University
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Date:         Wed, 19 Mar 2003 13:40:02 +0100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sullivan Christine <Christine.Sullivan@UCB-GROUP.COM>

Subject:      Re: Lock Boxes

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2EE14.A9639EB0"

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_01C2EE14.A9639EB0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Hello Ginger,

Atlantic Nuclear of Canton, MA has lock boxes that I use to store our rad

stocks at -80.  You can call them 800-878-9118 ask to speak with either John

Sr. or John Jr.  They will also make custom boxes for you if the sizes they

have won't work for you.  Check out their website:  http://www.atnuke.com

Cheers,

Christine Sullivan

-----Original Message-----

From: Brown, Virginia R [mailto:gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, March 18, 2003 5:00 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Lock Boxes

Am seeking suggestions for a lockable box to hold a select agent in a -80

freezer.

What are others using? And, what is the source to purchase the lockable box?

Thanks for any suggestions or input.

Ginger Brown, CBSP

Env Health & Safety

TX A&M University

---------------------------------------------------------

Legal Notice: This electronic mail and its attachments are intended solely

for the person(s) to whom they are addressed and contain information which

is confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure, except for the

purpose they are intended to. Dissemination, distribution, or reproduction

by anyone other than their intended recipients is prohibited and may be

illegal. If you are not an intended recipient, please immediately inform the

sender and send him/her back the present e-mail and its attachments and

destroy any copies which may be in your possession.

---------------------------------------------------------
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Date:         Wed, 19 Mar 2003 08:54:17 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: a question on saliva

In-Reply-To:  <se7735fd.015@SAFETY-1.SAFETY.PSU.EDU>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

This goes back a year at an update seminar.  I was told that OSHA had

revised the definition of OPIM to now state that all human bodily fluids

and tissue were considered BBP.  This supersedes the original OPIM

definition ( paragraph 1)  which states that saliva in a dental procedure

is considered a bbp.  I even recall seeing the memo on the OSHA website.  I

cannot locate that memo now.

However, I am currently teaching that all human body fluids and tissues are

bbp and stressing universal precautions.

Bob

>Greetings:

>

>One of our faculty (and a member of our biosafety committee) asked me

>recently if there were any plans to remove saliva from consideration as

>a potentially biohazardous material in research.  He does quite a bit of

>work analyzing saliva samples for hormone levels.

>

>I responded by saying that last I had heard, both HBV and HIV could be

>found in the saliva of infected individuals, albiet at levels much lower

>than in blood or OPIM.  We discussed the fact that there have been no

>known cases of disease transmission from kissing or rescue breathing.

>But I told him that if we cannot state that saliva carries a zero risk,

>I will still consider  it in the category of OPIM and require the use of

>Universal Precautions to control exposure.

>

>But I am curious what the rest of you are doing.  Do you consider

>saliva infectious?  Why or why not?

>

>I am very interested in the opinions of as many BSOs and other safety

>professional as I can get.

>

>thanks in advance...

>

>Curt

>

>

>

>Curt Speaker

>Biosafety Officer

>Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

>6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

>University Park, PA 16802

>(814) 865-6391

>http://www.ehs.psu.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:         Wed, 19 Mar 2003 09:13:09 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "William A. Lorenzen" <William.Lorenzen@TCH.HARVARD.EDU>

Organization: Children's Hospital Boston

Subject:      Re: Lock Boxes

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

You will find that locks do not operate after any time in a -80.  We have researchers

lock the -80 freezer itself.  They all have external locks these days.

"Brown, Virginia R" wrote:

> Am seeking suggestions for a lockable box to hold a select agent in a -80 freezer.

> What are others using? And, what is the source to purchase the lockable box?

>

> Thanks for any suggestions or input.

>

> Ginger Brown, CBSP

> Env Health & Safety

> TX A&M University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Mar 2003 10:19:14 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Finucane, Marcia" <mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU>

Subject:      definitions

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2EE2A.E6B4BA3E"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2EE2A.E6B4BA3E

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I am interested in how other institutions, and their BSO and IBC define

or interpret "infectious agent" and "biohazard"

                        just affecting humans?

                        and animals?

                        and plants?

Also, which IBC's register and/or approve protocols involving

"infectious agents" or potential for infectious agents, as well as rDNA

protocols? And do you include plant pathogens that are not products of

rDNA?

Thanks for your feedback.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Mar 2003 09:26:08 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Julie A [EH&S]" <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: definitions

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2EE2B.DD70B230"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2EE2B.DD70B230

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Our IBC reviews all of those you listed (rDNA plus human, animal and =

plant pathogens)

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: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2003 9:19 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: definitions

I am interested in how other institutions, and their BSO and IBC define =

or interpret "infectious agent" and "biohazard"

                        just affecting humans?

                        and animals?

                        and plants?

Also, which IBC's register and/or approve protocols involving =

"infectious agents" or potential for infectious agents, as well as rDNA =

protocols? And do you include plant pathogens that are not products of =

rDNA?

Thanks for your feedback.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Mar 2003 10:48:16 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Lock Boxes

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

There is the problem of multiple users having access to the -80. Unless =

specific cabinets within the freezer can be locked, then you have a =

potential situation where unauthorized access can be made.

I have considered using electrical ties....the plastic devices that =

slide through one of their own ends, and can be used to secure a hasp or =

similar device on a box. I know they can be cut-off, but so can a Master =

lock. The idea is to have some method to make it more difficult...hence =

more of a chance to get caught... trying to steal SA&T's. The electrical =

ties are used to seal Tractor boxes, and we have used them in =

lock-out,tag-out. Even a plastic box with holes cut through the top and =

sides can be used to secure specimens. Just some thoughts.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: William A. Lorenzen [mailto:William.Lorenzen@TCH.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2003 9:13 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Lock Boxes

You will find that locks do not operate after any time in a -80.  We =

have researchers

lock the -80 freezer itself.  They all have external locks these days.

"Brown, Virginia R" wrote:

> Am seeking suggestions for a lockable box to hold a select agent in a =

-80 freezer.

> What are others using? And, what is the source to purchase the =

lockable box?

>

> Thanks for any suggestions or input.

>

> Ginger Brown, CBSP

> Env Health & Safety

> TX A&M University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Mar 2003 11:00:36 -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: Lock Boxes

In-Reply-To:  <CFB9E625B3609149AD3FECB4DAEDE1238781B4@exch-1.mssm.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

>There is the problem of multiple users having access to the -80.

>Unless specific cabinets within the freezer can be locked, then you

>have a potential situation where unauthorized access can be made.

I realize that not everyone can do this, but i bought a small,

lockable -80 for SA's only.

I'm trying to set up and secure ONE lab where all SA work will be conducted.

--

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, 19 Mar 2003 11:04:29 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Baker, Don H. IV \"Quatro\"" <DBaker@LRRI.ORG>

Subject:      Decontamination and Sterilization questions

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

We are in the process of renovating a building to meet BSL3 capabilities.  I

have been asked to research some questions:

First, How does one manage the sanitary sewage or wastewater coming from

cagewashing activities and sinks within the BSL3 boundaries?  Does the

sewage or wastewater need to be treated prior to entering a publicly owned

treated water?  If so, how does that wastewater get treated?

Second, what is the best method and most cost effective method for

decontamination of inaccessible surfaces on such items at freezers,

incubators, computers, etc being removed from a BSL3 facility?

Thanks,

Don Baker

Lovelace Respiratory Research Institute

2425 Ridgecrest Drive

Albuquerque, NM  87108

505-348-9429

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Mar 2003 10:02:24 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Alfred Jin <jin2@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

In-Reply-To:  <NGBBLLGBKLNLNIIEKHCEEEFBCPAA.Stuart.Thompson@man.ac.uk>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="============_-1164025549==_ma============"

--============_-1164025549==_ma============

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Everyone,

I concur with Stuart's comments below. but also consider the

potential environment for growth of acanthamobea, a amoebae capable

of causing serious eye infections. Another 2 good reasons for

flushing weekly.

AJin, BSO, CBSP, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

(v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

jin2@llnl.gov

>The responses to this thread were interesting but I am surprised

>that no-one mentioned the need to avoid conditions that could

>encourage Legionella to multiply. I think that our building services

>engineers this side of the pond would be quite concerned that this

>had not apparently been considered.

>

>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

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

>Behalf Of Christina Thompson

>Sent: 13 March 2003 19:14

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

>

>

>

>

>

>Does anyone out there in biosafty-land have experience with using

>tepid water for eyewashes and safety showers?  If so, what

>temperature range are you talking about?  Is the water constantly

>circulating or static?

>

>I'm almost embarrassed to pose this situation, but I need

>ammunition.  Some engineers here have decided that in a new

>facility, they want to supply tepid water to eyewashes and safety

>showers.  They also decided that it was all right to NOT have the

>water circulating constantly; rather, they want to install heaters

>at intermittent spots in the interstitial spaces to keep the water

>"tepid".  They think approx. 80 deg F would be just fine.   I think

>that static water sitting around at about 80F will be just fine for

>the growth of lots of fun bugs that you wouldn't want to be

>squirting in people's eyes or all over their bodies.

>

>Can anyone shed light on this practice?

>

>Thanks!

>Chris Thompson

>Corporate Biosafety Officer

>Eli Lilly and Company

>317-277-4795

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Mar 2003 13:14:58 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_SED5dxSZaQyim5MvV/l5nQ)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_SED5dxSZaQyim5MvV/l5nQ)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Proteus and Pseudomonas are also not nice to get in your =

eyes! I think we nailed this one....that you should mix your             =

hot and cold water near the eyewash/shower, and not have it standing =

around.

            Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Alfred Jin [mailto:jin2@LLNL.GOV]

Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2003 1:02 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

Importance: High

Everyone,

I concur with Stuart's comments below. but also consider the potential =

environment for growth of acanthamobea, a amoebae capable of causing =

serious eye infections. Another 2 good reasons for flushing weekly.

AJin, BSO, CBSP, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

(v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

jin2@llnl.gov

        The responses to this thread were interesting but I am surprised that =

no-one mentioned the need to avoid conditions that could encourage =

Legionella to multiply. I think that our building services engineers =

this side of the pond would be quite concerned that this had not =

apparently been considered.

        Best wishes

=09

        Stuart

=09

        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

        -----Original Message-----

        From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On =

Behalf Of Christina Thompson

        Sent: 13 March 2003 19:14

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

        =09

                Does anyone out there in biosafty-land have experience with using =

tepid water for eyewashes and safety showers?  If so, what temperature =

range are you talking about?  Is the water constantly circulating or =

static? 

        =09

                I'm almost embarrassed to pose this situation, but I need ammunition.  =

Some engineers here have decided that in a new facility, they want to =

supply tepid water to eyewashes and safety showers.  They also decided =

that it was all right to NOT have the water circulating constantly; =

rather, they want to install heaters at intermittent spots in the =

interstitial spaces to keep the water "tepid".  They think approx. 80 =

deg F would be just fine.   I think that static water sitting around at =

about 80F will be just fine for the growth of lots of fun bugs that you =

wouldn't want to be squirting in people's eyes or all over their bodies.

        =09

                Can anyone shed light on this practice?

        =09

                Thanks!

                Chris Thompson

                Corporate Biosafety Officer

                Eli Lilly and Company

                317-277-4795

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 19 Mar 2003 13:21:11 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: H2O for eyewashes/safety showers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_133.1cea43c5.2baa0f17_boundary"

--part1_133.1cea43c5.2baa0f17_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I did not see all the postings as I was traveling but I had the following

reference if this has not been mentioned:

American Industrial Hygiene Association Journal

57:626-633 (1996)

Quantitation of Free-Living Amoebae and Bacterial Populations in Eyewash

Stations Relative to Flushing Frequency

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

USA

Phone 860-675-1217

Fax 860-675-1311

Mobile - 860-944-2373

e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.com

> Everyone,

>

>

> I concur with Stuart's comments below. but also consider the potential

> environment for growth of acanthamobea, a amoebae capable of causing

> serious eye infections. Another 2 good reasons for flushing weekly.

>

>

>

>

> AJin, BSO, CBSP, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

>  Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

>  7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

>  (v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

>  jin2@llnl.gov

>

>

>
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I did not see all the postings as I was traveling but=

I had the following reference if this has not been mentioned:

American Industrial Hygiene Association Journal

57:626-633 (1996)

Quantitation of Free-Living Amoebae and Bacterial Populations in Eyewash Sta=

tions Relative to Flushing Frequency

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

USA

Phone 860-675-1217

Fax 860-675-1311

Mobile - 860-944-2373

e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.com

I concur with Stuart's comments below. but also consider the potential envir=

onment for growth of acanthamobea, a amoebae capable of causing serious eye=

infections. Another 2 good reasons for flushing weekly.

AJin, BSO, CBSP, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

 Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

 7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

 (v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

 jin2@llnl.gov

--part1_133.1cea43c5.2baa0f17_boundary--
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Date:         Wed, 19 Mar 2003 13:35:01 -0500

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:      10% Formalin

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2EE46.408318D0"

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_01C2EE46.408318D0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

I sort of remember this topic from the recent past but would really

appreciate if someone could repeat it for me.  Other than prion-related

diseases, is 10% formalin generally sufficiently biocidal to kill off most

other organisms...bacterial, fungal and viral?  If anyone is aware of any

information or articles that questions formaldehyde's biocidal efficacy, I

would really appreciate the feedback.  We are working on a DOT matter and

don't want to take any irresponsible chances with our practices if we can't

count on our specimens being rendered "non-infectious" once they are placed

in the 10% formalin solution.

TIA,

Sharon Stetz
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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: 10% Formalin

In-Reply-To:  <8CC9A3B3F05DD511A4FE000629555321BE0F4B@uhmailbox0.uhhs.com >
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At 01:35 PM 3/19/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>I sort of remember this topic from the recent past but would really

>appreciate if someone could repeat it for me.  Other than prion-related

>diseases, is 10% formalin generally sufficiently biocidal to kill off most

>other organisms...bacterial, fungal and viral?  If anyone is aware of any

>information or articles that questions formaldehyde's biocidal efficacy, I

>would really appreciate the feedback.  We are working on a DOT matter and

>don't want to take any irresponsible chances with our practices if we

>can't count on our specimens being rendered "non-infectious" once they are

>placed in the 10% formalin solution.

10% formalin is consider sufficient to kill most things.  There are some

articles questioning how effective it is against spores but it is question

of whether is sterilizes or just reduces the numbers by X number of

logs.  I would be comfortable in saying that the materials were disinfected.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_18188944==_.ALT
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At 01:35 PM 3/19/2003 -0500, you wrote:

I

sort of remember this topic from the recent past but would really

appreciate if someone could repeat it for me.  Other than

prion-related diseases, is 10% formalin generally sufficiently biocidal

to kill off most other organisms...bacterial, fungal and viral?  If

anyone is aware of any information or articles that questions

formaldehyde's biocidal efficacy, I would really appreciate the

feedback.  We are working on a DOT matter and don't want to take any

irresponsible chances with our practices if we can't count on our

specimens being rendered "non-infectious" once they are placed

in the 10% formalin solution.

10% formalin is consider sufficient to kill most things.  There are

some articles questioning how effective it is against spores but it is

question of whether is sterilizes or just reduces the numbers by X number

of logs.  I would be comfortable in saying that the materials were

disinfected.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_18188944==_.ALT--
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      shipping genetically modified microorganism
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--=====================_94872296==_.ALT
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Calling All Shipping Experts..

I'm still grappling with certain shipping questions and one thing I can't

seem to find too much detail on in the IATA DGR is genetically modified

microorganisms.

I recently found the text below in a older document (1996). Does anyone

know what the exemptions are for transporting "genetically modified

organisms, which are known or suspected to be dangerous to humans, animals

or the environment."

Although I can't find it specifically stated in the DGR, I assume this rule

is still in place:

  "They must not be transported by air unless exempted by the States

concerned; their transportation by air is restricted unless exemption is

obtained by the States concerned"

If so, how does one go about getting exemption ? Is this something we would

get from CDC/USDA for transport within the USA? I also imagine appropriate

import and export permits would be required to bring in/send out of the country

Any enlightening comments would be much appreciated.. (not that I'm saying

people post unenlightened ones)

Thanks

Kath

 >>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>

Genetically Modified Microorganisms and Organisms

"Genetically modified microorganism and organism" refers to an organism in

which the

genetic material has been purposely altered through genetic engineering in

a way that does not

occur naturally. For the purpose of the IATA Regulations, genetically

modified organisms

and microorganisms are divided into the following categories:

- genetically modified microorganisms which meet the definition of an

infectious

substance. They must be classified in Division 6.2 and assigned UN 2814 or

UN 2900;

- animals which contain, or are contaminated with, genetically modified

microorganisms or organisms that meet the definition of an infectious

substance.

Their transportation by air is restricted unless exemption is obtained by

the States

concerned;

- genetically modified organisms, which are known or suspected to be

dangerous to

humans, animals or the environment. They must not be transported by air unless

exempted by the States concerned; their transportation by air is restricted

unless

exemption is obtained by the States concerned;

- except when authorized for unconditional use by the States of origin,

transit and

destination, genetically modified microorganisms which do not meet the

definition of

infectious substances but which are capable of altering animals, plants or

microbiological substances in a way not normally the result of natural

reproduction

must be classified in Class 9 and assigned UN 3245.

 >>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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Calling All Shipping

Experts..

I'm still grappling with certain shipping questions and one thing I can't

seem to find too much detail on in the IATA DGR is genetically modified

microorganisms.

I recently found the text below in a older document (1996). Does anyone

know what the exemptions are for transporting "genetically modified

organisms, which are known or suspected to be dangerous to humans,

animals or the environment."

Although I can't find it specifically stated in the DGR,  I assume this

rule is still in place:

 "They must not be transported by air unless exempted by the

States concerned; their transportation by air is restricted unless

exemption is obtained by the States concerned" 

If so, how does one go about getting exemption ? Is this something we

would get from CDC/USDA for transport within the USA? I also imagine

appropriate import and export permits would be required to bring in/send

out of the country

Any enlightening comments would be much appreciated.. (not that I'm

saying people post unenlightened ones)

Thanks

Kath

Genetically Modified Microorganisms and Organisms

=93Genetically modified microorganism and organism=94 refers to an organi=

sm

in which the

genetic material has been purposely altered through genetic engineering

in a way that does not

occur naturally. For the purpose of the IATA Regulations, genetically

modified organisms

and microorganisms are divided into the following categories:

- genetically modified microorganisms which meet the definition of an

infectious

substance. They must be classified in Division 6.2 and assigned UN 2814

or

UN 2900;

-

animals which contain, or ar=

e

contaminated with, genetically modified

microorganisms or organisms that meet the definition of an infectious

substance.

Their transportation by air is restricted unless exemption is obtained by

the States

concerned;

-

genetically modified

organisms, which are known or suspected to be dangerous to

humans, animals or the environment. They must not be transported by air

unless

exempted by the States concerned; their transportation by air is

restricted unless

exemption is obtained by the States concerned;

-

except when authorized for

unconditional use by the States of origin, transit and

destination, genetically modified microorganisms which do not meet the

definition of

infectious substances but which are capable of altering animals, plants

or

microbiological substances in a way not normally the result of natural

reproduction

must be classified in Class 9 and assigned UN 3245.

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

--=====================_94872296==_.ALT--
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Date:         Wed, 19 Mar 2003 16:00:03 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andy Glode <andy.glode@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: shipping genetically modified microorganism

MIME-Version: 1.0
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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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Hi Kath,

Below is the text from the 2003 IATA DGR, 3.6.2.1.2; it has one more

category than your citation.  I am also not sure what the specific

exemptions are for "dangerous" GMOs.

3.6.2.1.2 Genetically Modified Micro-organisms and Organisms

These are micro-organisms and organisms in which genetic material has been

purposely altered through genetic engineering in a way that does not occur

naturally. They are divided into the following categories:

(a)  genetically modified micro-organisms which meet the definition of an

infectious substance given in 3.6.2.1.1. They must be classified in Division

6.2 and assigned UN 2814 or UN 2900;

(b)  animals which contain, or are contaminated with, genetically modified

micro-organisms or organisms that meet the definition of an infectious

substance. They must not be transported by air unless exempted by the States

concerned under the provisions of 2.6.1;

(c)  genetically modified organisms, which are known or suspected to be

dangerous to humans, animals or the environment. They must not be

transported by air unless exempted by the States concerned under the

provisions of 2.6.1;

(d)  except when authorized for unconditional use by the States of origin,

transit and destination, genetically modified micro-organisms which do not

meet the definition of infectious substances but which are capable of

altering animals, plants or microbiological substances in a way which is not

normally the result of natural reproduction must be classified in Class 9

and assigned to UN 3245; and

(e)  genetically modified micro-organisms and organisms which do not meet

the definition of an infectious substance and which are not otherwise

included under (a) to (d) above are not subject to the provisions of these

Regulations.

Andy Glode

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2003 3:32 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: shipping genetically modified microorganism

Calling All Shipping Experts..

I'm still grappling with certain shipping questions and one thing I can't

seem to find too much detail on in the IATA DGR is genetically modified

microorganisms.

I recently found the text below in a older document (1996). Does anyone know

what the exemptions are for transporting "genetically modified organisms,

which are known or suspected to be dangerous to humans, animals or the

environment."

Although I can't find it specifically stated in the DGR, I assume this rule

is still in place:

 "They must not be transported by air unless exempted by the States

concerned; their transportation by air is restricted unless exemption is

obtained by the States concerned"

If so, how does one go about getting exemption ? Is this something we would

get from CDC/USDA for transport within the USA? I also imagine appropriate

import and export permits would be required to bring in/send out of the

country

Any enlightening comments would be much appreciated.. (not that I'm saying

people post unenlightened ones)

Thanks

Kath

>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>

Genetically Modified Microorganisms and Organisms

"Genetically modified microorganism and organism" refers to an organism in

which the

genetic material has been purposely altered through genetic engineering in a

way that does not

occur naturally. For the purpose of the IATA Regulations, genetically

modified organisms

and microorganisms are divided into the following categories:

- genetically modified microorganisms which meet the definition of an

infectious

substance. They must be classified in Division 6.2 and assigned UN 2814 or

UN 2900;

- animals which contain, or are contaminated with, genetically modified

microorganisms or organisms that meet the definition of an infectious

substance.

Their transportation by air is restricted unless exemption is obtained by

the States

concerned;

- genetically modified organisms, which are known or suspected to be

dangerous to

humans, animals or the environment. They must not be transported by air

unless

exempted by the States concerned; their transportation by air is restricted

unless

exemption is obtained by the States concerned;

- except when authorized for unconditional use by the States of origin,

transit and

destination, genetically modified microorganisms which do not meet the

definition of

infectious substances but which are capable of altering animals, plants or

microbiological substances in a way not normally the result of natural

reproduction

must be classified in Class 9 and assigned UN 3245.

>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>>

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.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:         Rebecca Ryan <ryanr@BU.EDU>

Subject:      Autoclave Room, Shoe Covers for BL3 work, and Shipping Training

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Good Afternoon Everyone:

I have 3 quick non-related questions for the listserv, so if you have time

to take a stab at one of them, Id greatly appreciate it!

1. Any particular design configurations for "autoclave rooms" for new

buildings?

2. Do you require Shoe Covers at ALL times in BL3 lab suites at your

facility?

3. What do you use for Shipping Haz Materials Training? Anyone use the

Saf-T-Pak CD rom as part of training?  Im not familiar with the regs myself

and thought that would be a good start.

Thanks!

Rebecca Ryan, MPH

Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Boston University Medical Center

715 Albany Street, M470

Boston, MA 02118

ph(617) 638-8842

fx (617) 638-8822

email: RyanR@BU.edu
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  I was probably asleep the day you all addressed this issue, but I would =

appreciate anyones input.  Is 10% Formalin (approximately 4% Formaldehyde =

solution) a Hazardous Material?  Is it considered a Hazard Class 9 where  =

appropriate placarding and a Dangerous Goods form required? 

Brad Urbanczyk

Safety Manager - TVMDL
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Autoclave Room, Shoe Covers for BL3 work,

              and Shipping Training

In-Reply-To:  <870FEA1B15C1C14CB3DAC9A142786DAE4A4729@bumc.bu.edu>
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Rebecca

I just bought the saf-t-pak CD.. I went to their one day training session

and I like it as a supplement to that for my own education. I was also

planning to use it as a training tool.. however we are getting some whining

from people who don't want to sit through a whole CD-rom and take the test

'just to ship this one little sample just this once'.. I'm still going to

push is as a very good resource, even if I wind up having to modify the

training program.. I would also advise getting the IATA "Infectious

substance shipping guidelines'  if you don't have it. I think the 3rd

edition is the latest.. I haven't seen a 2003 one yet.. it's a good

supplement to the DGR.

Kath

At 03:59 PM 3/19/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Good Afternoon Everyone:

>

>I have 3 quick non-related questions for the listserv, so if you have time

>to take a stab at one of them, Id greatly appreciate it!

>

>1. Any particular design configurations for "autoclave rooms" for new

>buildings?

>2. Do you require Shoe Covers at ALL times in BL3 lab suites at your

>facility?

>3. What do you use for Shipping Haz Materials Training? Anyone use the

>Saf-T-Pak CD rom as part of training?  Im not familiar with the regs myself

>and thought that would be a good start.

>

>Thanks!

>

>Rebecca Ryan, MPH

>Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

>Office of Environmental Health and Safety

>Boston University Medical Center

>715 Albany Street, M470

>Boston, MA 02118

>ph(617) 638-8842

>fx (617) 638-8822

>email: RyanR@BU.edu

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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Brad,

10% formalin is classified as "Aviation regulated liquid, n.o.s.," UN 3334.

See the attached letter of clarification by DOT.  DOT's definition of this

classification is:

"This includes any material which is not covered by any of the other classes

but which has an anesthetic, narcotic, noxious or other similar properties

such that, in the event of spillage or leakage on an aircraft, extreme

annoyance or discomfort could be caused to crew members so as to prevent the

correct performance of assigned duties." (172.102(c)(2)(A35))

Andy Glode

-----Original Message-----

From: Bradley Urbanczyk [mailto:BURBANCZYK@TVMDL.TAMU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2003 3:55 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: another 10% Formalin ??

  I was probably asleep the day you all addressed this issue, but I would

appreciate anyones input.  Is 10% Formalin (approximately 4% Formaldehyde

solution) a Hazardous Material?  Is it considered a Hazard Class 9 where

appropriate placarding and a Dangerous Goods form required?

Brad Urbanczyk

Safety Manager - TVMDL

------_=_NextPart_000_01C2EE5D.BC74B6D0

Content-Type: application/octet-stream;
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Date:         Wed, 19 Mar 2003 15:25:08 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

In-Reply-To:  <47A9A318359B244D823290CBAAC2D33248FDA9@bsc3.unh.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

>I vote Andy "shipping guru of the day"

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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Date:         Wed, 19 Mar 2003 16:45:45 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andy Glode <andy.glode@UNH.EDU>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Thanks! and don't forget to tell my boss! :)

Andy

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, March 19, 2003 4:25 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:

>I vote Andy "shipping guru of the day"

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.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: Autoclave Room, Shoe Covers for BL3 work,

              and Shipping Training

In-Reply-To:  <870FEA1B15C1C14CB3DAC9A142786DAE4A4729@bumc.bu.edu>
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>I have 3 quick non-related questions for the listserv, so if you have time

>to take a stab at one of them, Id greatly appreciate it!

>

>1. Any particular design configurations for "autoclave rooms" for new

>buildings?

Four things to consider: 1) local exhaust over the autoclave to capture

steam and odors; 2) smoke/heat/sprinkler far away; 3) enough AC for the

heat load; 4) enough room on sides and back for servicing of the autoclave.

>2. Do you require Shoe Covers at ALL times in BL3 lab suites at your

>facility?

No.

>Rebecca Ryan, MPH

>Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

>Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Your neighbor across the semi-frozen Charles.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_81546848==_.ALT
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I have 3 quick

non-related questions for the listserv, so if you have time

to take a stab at one of them, Id greatly appreciate it!

1. Any particular design configurations for "autoclave rooms"

for new

buildings?

Four things to consider: 1) local exhaust over the autoclave to capture

steam and odors; 2) smoke/heat/sprinkler far away; 3) enough AC for the

heat load; 4) enough room on sides and back for servicing of the

autoclave.

2. Do you require Shoe

Covers at ALL times in BL3 lab suites at your

facility?

No.

Rebecca Ryan,

MPH

Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Your neighbor across the semi-frozen Charles.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Kutlak, Frank (NIH/OD/ORS)" <kutlakf@ORS.OD.NIH.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Autoclave Room, Shoe Covers for BL3 work,

              and Shipping Traini ng
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It's usually good if the door to the room is big enough to get the autoclave

in (and some day out) without breaking it down into smaller pieces or

tearing the wall down. No joke, this is an oversight that can happen,

especially if somebody decides to purchase a different vendor or model. If

you have more than one piece of equipment in the room it might not be

possible to get one piece in or out without disconnecting and moving the

other, which you might want to avoid. Also even if you put in a generous

entry door you better check the delivery path from the loading dock to the

point of use to be sure the corridors will permit you to bring it in on a

pallet jack. Check for turning radius problems at corners.

You also have to verify that you have proper electrical (voltage and

amperage), steam, condensate (ie floor drain) service utilities. Check if

the users and or the vendor require clean steam or RO water. Depending on

it's quality, Industrial steam may cause scaling in the autoclaves. The

electrical must have a fused shut off that is accessible. Consider moisture

resistant light switches. The room must be big enough to accommodate the

autoclave cart that will probably be used and it usually is good if you can

position the autoclave so the door can swing open without hitting things or

people.(If it is a hinged door check which way it swings, again no joke, it

happens). A stainless steel capture hood should be provided (preferably

located over the autoclave door) so it contains any excessive steam.

The ceiling finish should be moisture resistant, probably a hard surface

with epoxy paint or at the least a Mylar or plastic ceiling tile if you have

to go with a suspended ceiling which is not recommended. Walls should also

be epoxy paint finishes. The floor finish probably should be epoxy.

You might also want to think about the possibility that somebody will want

to add a second autoclave or more likely a glass washer unit into the room

before the paint dries; without telling the designers beforehand.

frank kutlak - architect / project officer

ORS/DES/DCAB/Team 3

work email kutlakf@ors.od.nih.gov

phone 301-402-3692  fax 301-496-0326

pager  301-647-2887

home email kutlakf@erols.com

home phone 301-482-1410

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 8:09 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Autoclave Room, Shoe Covers for BL3 work, and Shipping Training

I have 3 quick non-related questions for the listserv, so if you have time

to take a stab at one of them, Id greatly appreciate it!

1. Any particular design configurations for "autoclave rooms" for new

buildings?

Four things to consider: 1) local exhaust over the autoclave to capture

steam and odors; 2) smoke/heat/sprinkler far away; 3) enough AC for the heat

load; 4) enough room on sides and back for servicing of the autoclave.

2. Do you require Shoe Covers at ALL times in BL3 lab suites at your

facility?

No.

Rebecca Ryan, MPH

Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Your neighbor across the semi-frozen Charles.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment <http://web.mit.edu/environment>
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert P. Ellis" <Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Autoclave Room, Shoe Covers for BL3 work,

              and Shipping Training

In-Reply-To:  <870FEA1B15C1C14CB3DAC9A142786DAE4A4729@bumc.bu.edu>
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Some comments regarding autoclave rooms:

1. Any particular design configurations for "autoclave rooms" for new

buildings?

We have double-door autoclaves for autoclaving material in and/or out

of the BSL-3 barrier.  The doors are interlocked so that you cannot

pass anything through from inside the barrier without running a cycle,

to ensure that contaminated mateial is autoclaved before you can open

the clean side door.  The comments regarding steam and moisture capture

and exhasust are very relevant.  Stainless steel "hoods" and exhaust

directly above the autoclave doors prevent a lot of ceiling damage and

other release of moisture throughout the immediate area.  In addition,

we have a "decon" room.  It is located near one of the autoclaves, with

a door into the decon room from the dirty corridor and another door

into the ante-room adjacent to the clean side d access to the

autoclave.  This room is for deconof equipment that is too large or too

delicate to be autoclaved.  It has its own dedicated exhaust, and a

damper in the exhaust, so it can be isolated during gas

decontamination.  We have used it several times in the past 2 1/2

years, and find it very useful and integral to overall operation of our

BSL-3 building.   The autoclaves are installed so that most all

maintenance can be accomplished from the clean side of the autoclaves.

This has been a very good asset for overall operation and maintenance

of the autoclaves.

2. Do you require Shoe Covers at ALL times in BL3 lab suites at your

facility?

We require use of clogs, dedicated to use inside the barrier, in our TB

suites.  Street clothes are left in a locker area, and scrubs, head

cover, mask, gloves, and clogs are donned before entering the barrier.

These are discarded on the way out, and the personnel shower, enter the

locker area, and redress in their street clothes.  In the vector-borne

viruses suite, we require lab coats, that are left in the locker area.

No showers, no shoe covers.  The SOPs are designed to correlate with

the pathogen, and transmission of the pathogen.

3. What do you use for Shipping Haz Materials Training? Anyone use the

Saf-T-Pak CD rom as part of training?  Im not familiar with the regs

myself and thought that would be a good start.

We use the Saf-T-Pak CD for training.  We have had very little

complaining, it is a good training course, and those who have

undergone the training said it was direct, and they learned a lot.

Saf-T-Pak also helps keep you up to date with changing regulations.

Sincerely, Bob Ellis

On Wed, 19 Mar 2003 15:59:55 -0500 Rebecca Ryan <ryanr@BU.EDU> wrote:

> Good Afternoon Everyone:

>

> I have 3 quick non-related questions for the listserv, so if you have time

> to take a stab at one of them, Id greatly appreciate it!

>

> 1. Any particular design configurations for "autoclave rooms" for new

> buildings?

> 2. Do you require Shoe Covers at ALL times in BL3 lab suites at your

> facility?

> 3. What do you use for Shipping Haz Materials Training? Anyone use the

> Saf-T-Pak CD rom as part of training?  Im not familiar with the regs myself

> and thought that would be a good start.

>

> Thanks!

>

> Rebecca Ryan, MPH

> Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

> Office of Environmental Health and Safety

> Boston University Medical Center

> 715 Albany Street, M470

> Boston, MA 02118

> ph(617) 638-8842

> fx (617) 638-8822

> email: RyanR@BU.edu

====================

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu

====================
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Subject:      formaldehyde and shipping
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Here's a DOT newsletter I saved which confirms Andy's conclusion of

"Aviation liquid, n.o.s." (see page 3)

http://w3.ouhsc.edu/ehso/Spring02.pdf

Cheri Marcham

The University of Oklahoma
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Subject:      Re: formaldehyde and shipping
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Actually, that article quotes DOT as saying that "Aviation regulated =

liquid, n.o.s" applies where the formaldehyde concentration is 10%-25%.  =

They are saying that it's not regulated at less than 10% formaldehyde.

However, anyone who has had the displeasure of encountering a good-sized =

spill of 10% buffered formalin phosphate (which has only 3.7-4 % =

formaldehyde) in a poorly-ventilated area can tell you that it also =

meets the definition of class 9. Or at least THIS one can.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

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>
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Subject:      help - shipping training survey
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Dear All..

I'm trying to make a case for more 'extensive' training for shipping

biological materials.. I'm coming up against some resistance as people feel

it's burdensome. It would really help me out if I could get (on or off the

record) details about how other schools approach this so I can use the 'our

peer institutes do such and such' argument.

If you could let me know (perhaps directly to

kathrynharris@northwestern.edu so we don't spam the list too much):

What form your training takes (CD-rom, web based, face to face sessions)

How long it typically takes to train

How you verify training (session attendance, quiz)

Who is required to have training (above and beyond the legal requirements)

Any other info you think may be relevant

I'll be happy to post results to the list so others can use to

support/assess their stance as needed...

Thanks!

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bradley Urbanczyk <BURBANCZYK@TVMDL.TAMU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: formaldehyde and shipping
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Whats "good size"?  Does this mean that a 5 Liter shipment of 4% formaldehy=

de is regulated and a 50 ml shipment is not?

Brad  

>>> RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM 03/20/03 11:06AM >>>

Actually, that article quotes DOT as saying that "Aviation regulated =

liquid, n.o.s" applies where the formaldehyde concentration is 10%-25%.  =

They are saying that it's not regulated at less than 10% formaldehyde.

However, anyone who has had the displeasure of encountering a good-sized =

spill of 10% buffered formalin phosphate (which has only 3.7-4 % formaldehy=

de) in a poorly-ventilated area can tell you that it also meets the =

definition of class 9. Or at least THIS one can.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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From:         Paul Jennette <jpj22@CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: formaldehyde and shipping
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It appears that DOT has given conflicting interpretations on 10% neutral

buffered formalin (i.e., an aqueous solution that is 3.7% formaldehyde):

- The interpretation (written on July 13, 2001) cited by Andy Globe states=

that 10% neutral buffered formalin is a Class 9 Hazmat under the "Aviation=

regulated liquid, n.o.s." category.

- The interpretation (written on December 18, 2001) cited by the newsletter=

in Cheri Marcham's message states that solutions between 10 and 25%

formaldehyde are "Aviation regulated liquid, n.o.s." and that solutions of=

less than 10% formaldehyde (e.g., 10% formalin) are not regulated under the=

hazardous materials regulations.

(I have copied the two interpretation letters below; they can be accessed

directly at http://www.myregs.com/dotrspa/).

So which one should be followed? - One could assume the one with the more

recent date supercedes the other....

Since "Aviation regulated liquid, n.o.s." applies only to air

transportation (these letters of interpretation are from USDOT), I wonder

if IATA has every provided interpretation or clarification on this point=

 -???

Cheers

- Paul

----------------------------------------------------------------------------=

----

July 13, 2001 07/13/2001 - 172.101

<http://www.myregs.com/dotrspa/images/idot/PDF%20Frm%20Button.gif>

Reference No.: 01-0120

Ms. Carol McCulley

Explant Services

World Heart, Inc.

7799 Pardee Lane

Oakland, CA 94612

This is in response to your May 10,2000 letter requesting clarification of=

the proper shipping name for a Formaldehyde solution containing 10% neutral=

buffered formalin under the Hazardous Materials Regulations (HMR; 49 CFR

Parts 171-180). Specifically, you ask whether the proper shipping name

should be "Environmentally hazardous substances, liquid, n.o.s." or

"Aviation regulated liquid, n.o.s."

Either shipping name may be used, however, the preferred proper shipping

name is "Aviation regulated liquid, n.o.s." The entry "Aviation regulated

liquid, n.o.s." was added to the =A7 172.101 Hazardous Materials Table in a=

final rule published March 5, 1999 (Docket HM-215C; 64 FR 10741) for

alignment with the ICAO Technical Instructions and the UN Recommendations.

I trust you find the information helpful.

Sincerely,

Hattie L. Mitchell

Chief, Regulatory Review and Reinvention

Office of Hazardous Materials Standards

172.101

---------------------------------------------------------

December 18, 2001 12/18/2001 - 173.22

<http://www.myregs.com/dotrspa/images/idot/PDF%20Frm%20Button.gif>

Reference No, 01-0271

Mr. Carole J. McNamara

Electron Microscopy Sciences

P.O. Box 251

Fort Washington, PA 19034

Dear Ms. McNamara:

This responds to your October 16, 2001 letter requesting clarification on

the proper shipping name and hazard class of forrnaldehyde solution with

less than 25% formaldehyde under the Hazardous Materials Regulations (HMR;=

49 CFR Parts 171-180). Specifically, you ask if the proper shipping name

should be "Aviation regulated liquid, n.o.s." for formaldehyde solutions

with a variety of percentages of less than 25% formaldehyde. Additionally,=

you ask if there is a concentration at which a formaldehyde solution would=

not be subject to the HMR.

It is the shipper's responsibility to properly class and describe a

hazardous material in accordance with =A7 173.22. This Office does not

normally perform that function. However, it is the opinion of this

Office that formaldehyde solutions with less than 10% formaldehyde mixed

with non-hazardous materials do not meet the definition of a Class 9

hazardous material and, provided they do not meet any other hazard class,

are not subject to the HMR. Formaldehyde solutions with lO% to 25%

formaldehyde are regulated as Class 9 hazardous materials when shipped by

aircraft due to its noxious odor. The preferred proper shipping name is

"Aviation regulated liquid, n.o.s." The entry "Aviation regulated liquid,

n.o.s." was added to the =A7 172.101 Hazardous Material Table in a final=

 rule

published March 5, 1999 (Docket HM-215C; 64 FR 10741) for alignment with

the ICAO Technical Instructions and the UN Recommendations.

I hope this answers your inquiry.

Sincerely,

Delmer F. Billings

Chief, Standards Development

Office of Hazardous Materials Standards

173.22

-----------------------------------------------------------------

At 10:24 AM 3/20/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Here's a DOT newsletter I saved which confirms Andy's conclusion of

>"Aviation liquid, n.o.s." (see page 3)

><http://w3.ouhsc.edu/ehso/Spring02.pdf>http://w3.ouhsc.edu/ehso/Spring02.pd=

f

>

>Cheri Marcham

>The University of Oklahoma

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

--=====================_90739596==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

It appears that DOT has given conflicting interpretations on

10% neutral buffered formalin (i.e., an aqueous solution that is 3.7%

formaldehyde):

- The interpretation (written on July 13, 2001) cited by Andy Globe

states that 10% neutral buffered formalin is a Class 9 Hazmat under the

"Aviation regulated liquid, n.o.s." category.

- The interpretation (written on December 18, 2001) cited by the

newsletter in Cheri Marcham's message states that solutions between 10

and 25% formaldehyde are "Aviation regulated liquid, n.o.s."

and that solutions of less than 10% formaldehyde (e.g., 10% formalin) are

not regulated under the hazardous materials regulations.  

(I have copied the two interpretation letters below; they can be accessed

directly at http://www.myregs.com/dotrspa/).

So which one should be followed? - One could assume the one with the more

recent date supercedes the other....

Since "Aviation regulated liquid, n.o.s." applies only to air

transportation (these letters of interpretation are from USDOT), I wonder

if IATA has every provided interpretation or clarification on this point

-???

Cheers

- Paul

----------------------------------------------------------------------------=

----

July 13, 2001 07/13/2001 - 172.101

<http://www.myregs.com/dotrspa/images/idot/PDF%20Frm%20Bu=

tton.gif>

Reference No.: 01-0120

Ms. Carol McCulley

Explant Services

World Heart, Inc.

7799 Pardee Lane

Oakland, CA 94612

This is in response to your May 10,2000 letter requesting clarification

of the proper shipping name for a Formaldehyde solution containing 10%

neutral buffered formalin under the Hazardous Materials Regulations (HMR;

49 CFR Parts 171-180). Specifically, you ask whether the proper shipping

name should be "Environmentally hazardous substances, liquid,

n.o.s." or "Aviation regulated liquid, n.o.s."

Either shipping name may be used, however, the preferred proper shipping

name is "Aviation regulated liquid, n.o.s." The entry

"Aviation regulated liquid, n.o.s." was added to the =A7 172.101

Hazardous Materials Table in a final rule published March 5, 1999 (Docket

HM-215C; 64 FR 10741) for alignment with the ICAO Technical Instructions

and the UN Recommendations.

I trust you find the information helpful.

Sincerely,

Hattie L. Mitchell

Chief, Regulatory Review and Reinvention

Office of Hazardous Materials Standards

172.101

---------------------------------------------------------

December 18, 2001 12/18/2001 - 173.22

<http://www.myregs.com/dotrspa/images/idot/PDF%20Frm%20Butt=

on.gif>

Reference No, 01-0271

Mr. Carole J. McNamara

Electron Microscopy Sciences

P.O. Box 251

Fort Washington, PA 19034

Dear Ms. McNamara:

This responds to your October 16, 2001 letter requesting clarification on

the proper shipping name and hazard class of forrnaldehyde solution with

less than 25% formaldehyde under the Hazardous Materials Regulations

(HMR; 49 CFR Parts 171-180). Specifically, you ask if the proper shipping

name should be "Aviation regulated liquid, n.o.s." for

formaldehyde solutions with a variety of percentages of less than 25%

formaldehyde. Additionally, you ask if there is a concentration at which

a formaldehyde solution would not be subject to the HMR.

It is the shipper's responsibility to properly class and describe a

hazardous material in accordance with =A7 173.22. This Office does not

normally perform that function. However, it is the opinion of this

Office that formaldehyde solutions with less than 10% formaldehyde mixed

with non-hazardous materials do not meet the definition of a Class 9

hazardous material and, provided they do not meet any other hazard class,

are not subject to the HMR. Formaldehyde solutions with lO% to 25%

formaldehyde are regulated as Class 9 hazardous materials when shipped by

aircraft due to its noxious odor. The preferred proper shipping name is

"Aviation regulated liquid, n.o.s." The entry "Aviation

regulated liquid, n.o.s." was added to the =A7 172.101 Hazardous

Material Table in a final rule published March 5, 1999 (Docket HM-215C;

64 FR 10741) for alignment with the ICAO Technical Instructions and the

UN Recommendations.

I hope this answers your inquiry.

Sincerely,

Delmer F. Billings

Chief, Standards Development

Office of Hazardous Materials Standards

173.22

-----------------------------------------------------------------

At 10:24 AM 3/20/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Here's

a DOT newsletter I saved which confirms Andy's conclusion of

"Aviation liquid, n.o.s." (see page

3)

Cheri Marcham

The University of

Oklahoma

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 

--=====================_90739596==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Mar 2003 11:52:25 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "LAMBERT, Margy" <MLAMBERT@FPM.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: formaldehyde and shipping

I think there may be some confusion between 10% formalin versus 10%

formaldehyde and IATA regulations versus DOT regulations.  In a recent

discussion with IATA, we were told 10% formalin (3.7% formaldehyde) is

regulated as Class 9, UN3334.  Less than 10% formalin is not regulated by

air.  DOT said if it does not meet Class 3 or Class 8 criteria, then it is

not regulated by ground.

Kathy - For convincing people of the need for HazMat training, show people

the fines for noncompliance (49 CFR 107.339 App.A) with the training

requirements (49 CFR 172.700-172.704).

Margy

//

Margy S. Lambert, Ph.D.

University of Wisconsin - Madison

Office of Biological Safety

30 N. Murray St.

Madison, WI 53715-1227

mlambert@fpm.wisc.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Norman, Randy [mailto:RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 11:06 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: formaldehyde and shipping

Actually, that article quotes DOT as saying that "Aviation regulated liquid,

n.o.s" applies where the formaldehyde concentration is 10%-25%.  They are

saying that it's not regulated at less than 10% formaldehyde.

However, anyone who has had the displeasure of encountering a good-sized

spill of 10% buffered formalin phosphate (which has only 3.7-4 %

formaldehyde) in a poorly-ventilated area can tell you that it also meets

the definition of class 9. Or at least THIS one can.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Mar 2003 13:04:17 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Finucane, Marcia" <mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU>

Subject:      BSL2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2EF0B.1FE276AB"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2EF0B.1FE276AB

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air

flow requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended by

CDC for West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made

"tents"  that can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the air

being exhausted through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II would

be in the tent.  Does anyone have experience with this type of room?

Does anyone know of any contractors or companies that make these?  Does

anyone have other suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for

retrofitting has a dropped ceiling and there are NO partitions above the

ceiling between any of the rooms on that floor.

Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Mar 2003 13:04:22 -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: formaldehyde and shipping

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

In this case, "good size" was about 1 liter of 4% formaldehyde (wet =

tissues in glass jars) somebody tossed into the corner of an old walk-in =

freezer, measuring about 12' x 15' x 8'. Concentrations reached about =

3-4 ppm before cleanup was initiated and were intolerable without =

appropriate PPE (full-face APR). One could calculate the potential =

exposure level given the cockpit volume (or airplane volume), =

concentration and volume of solution involved if one would like.

But DOT and ICAO hazard class definitions have nothing to do with =

volume. From personal experience with the substance, I have little doubt =

that 4% formaldehyde solution can indeed significantly disable someone, =

e they a flight crew or driver of a vehicle.

Then there was the time our local Haz Mat team dealt with someone else's =

wet tissues in 4% formaldehyde when they spilled and the vapors =

overwhelmed a UPS driver. Thank goodness that wasn't OUR mess to clean =

up. We just stood around and watched for several hours as they cordoned =

off the area for several blocks around the UPS truck, trying to figure =

out what on earth had spilled, since the shipper had deemed it non-haz. =

I wonder what kind of bill they got from UPS for THAT!

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

-----Original Message-----

From:   Bradley Urbanczyk [SMTP:BURBANCZYK@TVMDL.TAMU.EDU]

Sent:   Thursday, March 20, 2003 12:41 PM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: formaldehyde and shipping

Whats "good size"?  Does this mean that a 5 Liter shipment of 4% =

formaldehyde is regulated and a 50 ml shipment is not?

Brad  

>>> RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM 03/20/03 11:06AM >>>

Actually, that article quotes DOT as saying that "Aviation regulated =

liquid, n.o.s" applies where the formaldehyde concentration is 10%-25%.  =

They are saying that it's not regulated at less than 10% formaldehyde.

However, anyone who has had the displeasure of encountering a good-sized =

spill of 10% buffered formalin phosphate (which has only 3.7-4 % =

formaldehyde) in a poorly-ventilated area can tell you that it also =

meets the definition of class 9. Or at least THIS one can.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Mar 2003 19:25:23 +0100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sullivan Christine <Christine.Sullivan@UCB-GROUP.COM>

Subject:      Re: BSL2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2EF0E.1222DB10"

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_01C2EF0E.1222DB10

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Try BioBubble located in Colorado.  They have just what you are talking

about and can modify existing templates to exactly what you need.  Contact

Chuck Spengler at 970-224-4262 or check out http://www.biobubble.com

<http://www.biobubble.com> .

Good Luck!

Christine

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 1:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL2+

My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air flow

requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended by CDC for

West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made "tents"  that

can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the air being exhausted

through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II would be in the tent.

Does anyone have experience with this type of room?  Does anyone know of any

contractors or companies that make these?  Does anyone have other

suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for retrofitting has a

dropped ceiling and there are NO partitions above the ceiling between any of

the rooms on that floor.

Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

---------------------------------------------------------

Legal Notice: This electronic mail and its attachments are intended solely

for the person(s) to whom they are addressed and contain information which

is confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure, except for the

purpose they are intended to. Dissemination, distribution, or reproduction

by anyone other than their intended recipients is prohibited and may be

illegal. If you are not an intended recipient, please immediately inform the

sender and send him/her back the present e-mail and its attachments and

destroy any copies which may be in your possession.

---------------------------------------------------------

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Mar 2003 13:28:35 -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: formaldehyde and shipping

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

No confusion on this end. The ARTICLE quoted DOT as saying, =

specifically, "less than 10% formaldehyde".

Indeed, 10% formalin (which yes is 3.7-4% formaldehyde) meets the =

definition of class 9, regardless of what anyone at DOT (who probably =

has no personal experience with the substance) says, and is a hazardous =

material. The story of the local Haz Mat team underscores the importance =

of using common sense and not relying on some bureaucrat's =

"interpretation" - make the wrong determination and you may be on the =

evening news. DOT's incorrect interpretation might help you avoid a =

citation by them, but down an airplane and you won't get much sympathy =

from anyone else.

Each shipper bears personal legal liability for making the determination =

himself/herself. I just relate my personal experience which backs up my =

decision to ship it as a hazardous material.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

-----Original Message-----

From:   LAMBERT, Margy [SMTP:MLAMBERT@FPM.WISC.EDU]

Sent:   Thursday, March 20, 2003 12:52 PM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: formaldehyde and shipping

I think there may be some confusion between 10% formalin versus 10%

formaldehyde and IATA regulations versus DOT regulations.  In a recent

discussion with IATA, we were told 10% formalin (3.7% formaldehyde) is

regulated as Class 9, UN3334.  Less than 10% formalin is not regulated =

by

air.  DOT said if it does not meet Class 3 or Class 8 criteria, then it =

is

not regulated by ground.

Kathy - For convincing people of the need for HazMat training, show =

people

the fines for noncompliance (49 CFR 107.339 App.A) with the training

requirements (49 CFR 172.700-172.704).

Margy

//

Margy S. Lambert, Ph.D.

University of Wisconsin - Madison

Office of Biological Safety

30 N. Murray St.

Madison, WI 53715-1227

mlambert@fpm.wisc.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Norman, Randy [mailto:RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 11:06 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: formaldehyde and shipping

Actually, that article quotes DOT as saying that "Aviation regulated =

liquid,

n.o.s" applies where the formaldehyde concentration is 10%-25%.  They =

are

saying that it's not regulated at less than 10% formaldehyde.

However, anyone who has had the displeasure of encountering a good-sized

spill of 10% buffered formalin phosphate (which has only 3.7-4 %

formaldehyde) in a poorly-ventilated area can tell you that it also =

meets

the definition of class 9. Or at least THIS one can.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Mar 2003 11:35:58 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert P. Ellis" <Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL2+

In-Reply-To:  <F6879110BB203F438AE9E3DDF7F6ED1EA2C98E@e2kbe2.ad.uky.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: Text/Plain; charset="us-ascii"

I also recommend Biobubble.  We have used their containment structures

for varied purposes.  The personnel will work with you to get the

product you need.  The "tents" do have stand-alone capability, and

have HEPA filters on exhaust air, if you want them structured that

way.  In your message you mentioned "air exhausted through the fume

hood" but it seems to me you meant BSC.  Is that correct?Sincerely, Bob

Ellis

On Thu, 20 Mar 2003 13:04:17 -0500 "Finucane, Marcia"

<mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU> wrote:

> My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air

> flow requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended by

> CDC for West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made

> "tents"  that can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the air

> being exhausted through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II would

> be in the tent.  Does anyone have experience with this type of room?

> Does anyone know of any contractors or companies that make these?  Does

> anyone have other suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for

> retrofitting has a dropped ceiling and there are NO partitions above the

> ceiling between any of the rooms on that floor.

>

> Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

>

>

>

> Marcia Finucane

>

> Biological Safety Officer

>

> Environmental Health and Safety

>

> University of Kentucky

>

> 252 E. Maxwell St.

>

> Lexington, KY  40506-0314

>

> Office Phone: 859-257-1049

>

> Fax: 859-257-8787

>

>

>

====================

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu

====================

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Mar 2003 11:50:33 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert P. Ellis" <Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: definitions

In-Reply-To:  <F6879110BB203F438AE9E3DDF7F6ED1EA2C98B@e2kbe2.ad.uky.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: Text/Plain; charset="us-ascii"

We look at "infectious agent" as an agent that infects humans, plants,

or animals.  Our IBC handles all infectious agent research as well as

rDNA, and combinations of infectious agent/rDNA.  We have a protocol

for Agent Approval, and a separate protocol for Project Approval.  The

Project may include more than one agent for which the PI has approval.

If non-exempt rDNA is NOT involved, the Project does not need to go to

the committee, since the committee has already approved that PI for the

agents involved.  If non-exempt rDNA is involved, the Project goes to

committee.  Our Agent and Project approval forms are available on-line,

and can be completed on-line, but must be printed, signed by the PI and

Dept Head, and submitted as hard copies to the IBC.  Hope this helps,

sincerely, Bob Ellis

On Wed, 19 Mar 2003 10:19:14 -0500 "Finucane, Marcia"

<mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU> wrote:

> I am interested in how other institutions, and their BSO and IBC define

> or interpret "infectious agent" and "biohazard"

>

>                         just affecting humans?

>

>                         and animals?

>

>                         and plants?

>

> Also, which IBC's register and/or approve protocols involving

> "infectious agents" or potential for infectious agents, as well as rDNA

> protocols? And do you include plant pathogens that are not products of

> rDNA?

>

>

>

> Thanks for your feedback.

>

>

>

> Marcia Finucane

>

> Biological Safety Officer

>

> Environmental Health and Safety

>

> University of Kentucky

>

> 252 E. Maxwell St.

>

> Lexington, KY  40506-0314

>

> Office Phone: 859-257-1049

>

> Fax: 859-257-8787

>

>

>

====================

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu

====================

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Mar 2003 13:56:02 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Thomas J. Shelley" <tjs1@CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: formaldehyde and shipping

In-Reply-To:  <D8C546376915BC4D8DC5BDBC050CC3D2C967C9@hq-w2kexc-is01.bio2k.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

On 3/20/03 Randy Norman wrote, in part only:

>No confusion on this end. The ARTICLE quoted DOT as saying,

>specifically, "less than 10% formaldehyde".

>

>Indeed, 10% formalin (which yes is 3.7-4% formaldehyde) meets the

>definition of class 9, regardless of what anyone at DOT (who

>probably has no personal experience with the substance) says, and is

>a hazardous material.

Dear Colleagues--I realize that this is off the shipping topic of the

original post, but formaldehyde is a hazardous material at 0.1%

concentration or higher, especially since it is an inhalation hazard

(a gas at room temperature) and a known human carcinogen.  With a PEL

of 0.75 ppm and an action level of 0.5 ppm a larger spill of material

even less than 0.1% has the potential to be an exposure hazard.   As

with all carcinogens, we recommend that exposures be as low as

reasonably achievable since  a "safe" level of exposure in human

beings is impossible to demonstrate.  People have treated

formaldehyde in a very cavalier manner over the years and this is no

longer acceptable.   My $.02.  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

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Mar 2003 14:06:05 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Finucane, Marcia" <mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

The idea being tossed around is to put a new BSC into the "tent" and

vent the BSC/tent through the 2nd HEPA filter on the BSC to the outside

of the building through the existing fume hood system.  There are no BSC

in this building now.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert P. Ellis [mailto:Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 1:36 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

I also recommend Biobubble.  We have used their containment structures

for varied purposes.  The personnel will work with you to get the

product you need.  The "tents" do have stand-alone capability, and

have HEPA filters on exhaust air, if you want them structured that

way.  In your message you mentioned "air exhausted through the fume

hood" but it seems to me you meant BSC.  Is that correct?Sincerely, Bob

Ellis

On Thu, 20 Mar 2003 13:04:17 -0500 "Finucane, Marcia"

<mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU> wrote:

> My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air

> flow requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended

by

> CDC for West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made

> "tents"  that can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the

air

> being exhausted through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II

would

> be in the tent.  Does anyone have experience with this type of room?

> Does anyone know of any contractors or companies that make these?

Does

> anyone have other suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for

> retrofitting has a dropped ceiling and there are NO partitions above

the

> ceiling between any of the rooms on that floor.

>

> Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

>

>

>

> Marcia Finucane

>

> Biological Safety Officer

>

> Environmental Health and Safety

>

> University of Kentucky

>

> 252 E. Maxwell St.

>

> Lexington, KY  40506-0314

>

> Office Phone: 859-257-1049

>

> Fax: 859-257-8787

>

>

>

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Mar 2003 14:12:05 -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: BSL2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2EF14.984059F6"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2EF14.984059F6

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

BL2+ refers to using a BL2 facility and employing BL3 work practices.  =

The

ventilation considerations for BL2+ would then just be the same as for =

BL2.

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

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 1:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL2+

My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air =

flow

requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended by CDC =

for

West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made "tents"  =

that

can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the air being =

exhausted

through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II would be in the tent.  =

Does

anyone have experience with this type of room?  Does anyone know of any

contractors or companies that make these?  Does anyone have other

suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for retrofitting has a =

dropped

ceiling and there are NO partitions above the ceiling between any of the

rooms on that floor.

Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Mar 2003 11:22:46 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Funk, Glenn" <funkg@MEDIMMUNE.COM>

Subject:      Re: BSL2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Marcia -

Your proposed ventilation scheme sounds tricky to me, a real challenge for

your HVAC engineers.  Actually, it's unnecessary, as long as you maintain

your BSC HEPA exhaust filter in good condition through regular

recertification.  I was told that BioBubble can design your enclosure such

that the vinyl wall is attached to the BSC face frame, providing you with

hood access while keeping the bulk of the BSC outside the enclosure.  This

minimizes heat buildup within the enclosure from cabinet heat rejection and

vents the BSC exhaust into the lab space outside the enclosure.  This should

simplify enclosure pressurization management.  No fancy external venting of

cabinet exhaust should be required.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Director and Biosafety Officer

Environment, Health and Safety

MedImmune Vaccines, Inc.

408-845-8847

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 11:06 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

The idea being tossed around is to put a new BSC into the "tent" and

vent the BSC/tent through the 2nd HEPA filter on the BSC to the outside

of the building through the existing fume hood system.  There are no BSC

in this building now.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert P. Ellis [mailto:Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 1:36 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

I also recommend Biobubble.  We have used their containment structures

for varied purposes.  The personnel will work with you to get the

product you need.  The "tents" do have stand-alone capability, and

have HEPA filters on exhaust air, if you want them structured that

way.  In your message you mentioned "air exhausted through the fume

hood" but it seems to me you meant BSC.  Is that correct?Sincerely, Bob

Ellis

On Thu, 20 Mar 2003 13:04:17 -0500 "Finucane, Marcia"

<mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU> wrote:

> My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air

> flow requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended

by

> CDC for West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made

> "tents"  that can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the

air

> being exhausted through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II

would

> be in the tent.  Does anyone have experience with this type of room?

> Does anyone know of any contractors or companies that make these?

Does

> anyone have other suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for

> retrofitting has a dropped ceiling and there are NO partitions above

the

> ceiling between any of the rooms on that floor.

>

> Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

>

>

>

> Marcia Finucane

>

> Biological Safety Officer

>

> Environmental Health and Safety

>

> University of Kentucky

>

> 252 E. Maxwell St.

>

> Lexington, KY  40506-0314

>

> Office Phone: 859-257-1049

>

> Fax: 859-257-8787

>

>

>

====================

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu

====================

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Mar 2003 13:34:19 -0600

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:      Smallpox Vaccination and Animal Work

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 006B965786256CEF_="

This is a multipart message in MIME format.

--=_alternative 006B965786256CEF_=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Does anyone know which mammals, aside from primates, the Smallpox Vaccine

vaccinia virus can infect ?

Thanks,

Mary Cipriano

Abbott Labs.

mary.cipriano@abbott.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Mar 2003 14:43:44 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schmidt, Eric W" <erschmid@IUPUI.EDU>

Subject:      Cyber-Security Plan for Select Agent Program

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2EF19.04960363"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2EF19.04960363

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

As the Information Security Officer for the Indiana University School of

Medicine I've been tasked with developing and implementing a

"cyber-security" plan for our select agent security program.  I was

wondering whether anyone on this list had already dealt with this issue

or have been tasked with developing a similar program so we could

compare notes.

Thanks,

Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

Information Security Officer

Indiana University School of Medicine

office:  317-278-8751

email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2EF19.04960363

Content-Type: text/html;

        charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

As the Information Security Officer for the Indiana

University School of Medicine I ve been tasked with developing and

implementing a cyber-security  plan for our select agent =

security

program.  I was wondering whether anyone on this list had already =

dealt

with this issue or have been tasked with developing a similar program so =

we

could compare notes.

Thanks,

Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

Information Security Officer

Indiana University School of Medicine

office:  317-278-8751

email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

=00

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2EF19.04960363--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Mar 2003 15:08:45 -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: Cyber-Security Plan for Select Agent Program

In-Reply-To:  <5BE20E3CE464F74AA649B3FB01F548DC99AB4D@iu-mssg-mbx05.excha

              nge.iu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_106721497==_.ALT"

--=====================_106721497==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hi Eric,

I have the same task and am just starting.

Richie

At 02:43 PM 3/20/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>As the Information Security Officer for the Indiana University School of

>Medicine I ve been tasked with developing and implementing a

>cyber-security plan for our select agent security program.  I was

>wondering whether anyone on this list had already dealt with this issue or

>have been tasked with developing a similar program so we could compare notes.

>

>

>

>Thanks,

>

>

>

>Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

>

>Information Security Officer

>

>Indiana University School of Medicine

>

>office:  317-278-8751

>

>email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

>

>

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_106721497==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Hi Eric,

I have the same task and am just starting.

Richie

At 02:43 PM 3/20/2003 -0500, you wrote:

As

the Information Security Officer for the Indiana University School of

Medicine I ve been tasked with developing and implementing a

cyber-security plan for our select agent security program.  I was

wondering whether anyone on this list had already dealt with this issue

or have been tasked with developing a similar program so we could compare

notes.

Thanks,

Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

Information Security Officer

Indiana University School of Medicine

office:  317-278-8751

email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_106721497==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Mar 2003 12:13:21 -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: Lock Boxes

In-Reply-To:  <41D33FE3A429D04FBE5B1CBDD611A15B1B8F69@vpfn1.vpfinance.ad.tamu.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Our -80 freezers are locked externally.

One person here uses a small version of the Nalgene "Beta Box"

(I think that's the name).  Designed for radioactive stuff,

comes in a small, med, large, with a punch key locking

mechanism, heavy clear colorless acrylic, wiht a phlange on the

back so that a long, thin cable can be used to securely attach

the box to the interior of the fridge/freezer - so the door can

be opened, and one can open the box out side the

freezer/refrigerator so that the unit isn't standing open while

looking for what one wants.

www.nalgene.com - I think I actually purchased it directly from

them once,and through a distributor (VWR or Fisher) the second

time.

I liked it a lot for the purpose - don't know about cold temps,

but the manufacturer should be able to adivse.  I recall them

being a bit pricy - but it was really worth it, for the purpose

we needed.

Elizabeth

--- "Brown, Virginia R" <gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU> wrote:

> Am seeking suggestions for a lockable box to hold a select

> agent in a -80 freezer.

> What are others using? And, what is the source to purchase the

> lockable box?

>

> Thanks for any suggestions or input.

>

> Ginger Brown, CBSP

> Env Health & Safety

> TX A&M University

=====

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! Platinum - Watch CBS' NCAA March Madness, live on your desktop!

http://platinum.yahoo.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Mar 2003 14:51:43 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Cyber-Security Plan for Select Agent Program

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_00E8_01C2EEF0.39515B30"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_00E8_01C2EEF0.39515B30

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Welcome, Eric. I am afraid we all have this assignment. Let's share. =

Recommendations that I have received:

Develop standards, policies or procedures governing the proper use of =

computer resources for the recording, transmitting or storing of =

sensitive research data. The NIST Handbook is recommended: =

http://csrc.nist.gov/publications/nistpubs/800-12/

The GAO's FISCAM document provides guidance at =

http://www.gao.gov/special.pubs/ai12.19.6.pdf

for firewall and virus protection requirements. FISCAM recommends =

settings on security as follows:

Password changes every 30 to 90 days.

Password should have alphanumeric characters

Also, LAN settings should be:

Lockout After - Minimum of four invalid attempts

Reset Count After - time period exceeding several hours

Lockout Duration - forever (until administrator unlocks).

Another consideration is the sanitation of equipment and media. Once the =

computer or disks are to be discarded or transferred, they should be =

sanitized. Policies should address this.

Finally, backup of critical and sensitive material should be stored at =

an off site, secure location.

There are other considerations, I am sure, but these will get you =

started.

Mike

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Richard Fink

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 2:08 PM

  Subject: Re: Cyber-Security Plan for Select Agent Program

  Hi Eric,

  I have the same task and am just starting.

  Richie

  At 02:43 PM 3/20/2003 -0500, you wrote:

    As the Information Security Officer for the Indiana University =

School of Medicine I ve been tasked with developing and implementing a =

cyber-security plan for our select agent security program.  I was =

wondering whether anyone on this list had already dealt with this issue =

or have been tasked with developing a similar program so we could =

compare notes.

    Thanks,

    Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

    Information Security Officer

    Indiana University School of Medicine

    office:  317-278-8751

    email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

  Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

  Senior Biosafety Officer

  Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

  617-258-5647

  rfink@mit.edu

  http://web.mit.edu/environment

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Mar 2003 16:58:11 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schmidt, Eric W" <erschmid@IUPUI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Cyber-Security Plan for Select Agent Program

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2EF2B.CCBCB887"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2EF2B.CCBCB887

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I actually started putting together a plan today.  If you're open to

collaboration, I'd certainly love to talk.

Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

Information Security Officer

Indiana University School of Medicine

office:  317-278-8751

email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 3:09 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Cyber-Security Plan for Select Agent Program

Hi Eric,

I have the same task and am just starting.

Richie

At 02:43 PM 3/20/2003 -0500, you wrote:

As the Information Security Officer for the Indiana University School of

Medicine I ve been tasked with developing and implementing a

cyber-security plan for our select agent security program.  I was

wondering whether anyone on this list had already dealt with this issue

or have been tasked with developing a similar program so we could

compare notes.

Thanks,

Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

Information Security Officer

Indiana University School of Medicine

office:  317-278-8751

email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2EF2B.CCBCB887

Content-Type: text/html;

        charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I actually started putting together =

a plan

today.  If you re open to collaboration, I d certainly =

love to

talk.

Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, =

DABFE

Information Security =

Officer

Indiana University School of =

Medicine

office:  =

317-278-8751

email:  =

erschmid@iupui.edu

-----Original =

Message-----

From: Richard Fink

[mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU] 

Sent: Thursday, March 20, =

2003

3:09 PM

To: =

BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: =

Cyber-Security Plan

for Select Agent Program

Hi Eric,

I have the same task and am just starting.

Richie

At 02:43 PM 3/20/2003 -0500, you wrote:

As the Information Security =

Officer

for the Indiana University School of Medicine I ve been tasked with =

developing

and implementing a cyber-security plan for our select agent security

program.  I was wondering whether anyone on this list had already =

dealt

with this issue or have been tasked with developing a similar program so =

we

could compare notes.

Thanks,

Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

Information Security Officer

Indiana University School of Medicine

office:  317-278-8751

email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.mit.edu/environment

=00

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2EF2B.CCBCB887--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 20 Mar 2003 15:19:05 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert P. Ellis" <Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Cyber-Security Plan for Select Agent Program

In-Reply-To:  <00eb01c2ef22$84074270$72092782@lsu.edu>

Message-ID: <EXECMAIL.1030320151905.F@lamar.colostate.edu>

Priority: NORMAL

X-Mailer: Execmail for Win32 Version 5.0.1 Build (55)

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: Text/Plain; charset="us-ascii"

Please keep the cyber-security information flowing.  We will all need

to address this aspect of security, and we can use all the collaborative

assistance.  Sincerely, Bob Ellis

On Thu, 20 Mar 2003 14:51:43 -0600 Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU> wrote:

> Welcome, Eric. I am afraid we all have this assignment. Let's share. Recommendations that I have received:

>

> Develop standards, policies or procedures governing the proper use of computer resources for the recording, transmitting or storing of sensitive research data. The NIST Handbook is recommended: http://csrc.nist.gov/publications/nistpubs/800-12/

> The GAO's FISCAM document provides guidance at http://www.gao.gov/special.pubs/ai12.19.6.pdf

> for firewall and virus protection requirements. FISCAM recommends settings on security as follows:

> Password changes every 30 to 90 days.

> Password should have alphanumeric characters

> Also, LAN settings should be:

> Lockout After - Minimum of four invalid attempts

> Reset Count After - time period exceeding several hours

> Lockout Duration - forever (until administrator unlocks).

> Another consideration is the sanitation of equipment and media. Once the computer or disks are to be discarded or transferred, they should be sanitized. Policies should address this.

> Finally, backup of critical and sensitive material should be stored at an off site, secure location.

> There are other considerations, I am sure, but these will get you started.

> Mike

>   ----- Original Message -----

>   From: Richard Fink

>   To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>   Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 2:08 PM

>   Subject: Re: Cyber-Security Plan for Select Agent Program

>

>

>   Hi Eric,

>

>   I have the same task and am just starting.

>

>   Richie

>

>   At 02:43 PM 3/20/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>

>

>     As the Information Security Officer for the Indiana University School of Medicine I ve been tasked with developing and implementing a cyber-security plan for our select agent security program.  I was wondering whether anyone on this list had already dealt with this issue or have been tasked with developing a similar program so we could compare notes.

>

>

>

>     Thanks,

>

>

>

>     Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

>

>     Information Security Officer

>

>     Indiana University School of Medicine

>

>     office:  317-278-8751

>

>     email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

>

>

>   Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

>   Senior Biosafety Officer

>   Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

>   617-258-5647

>   rfink@mit.edu

>   http://web.mit.edu/environment

====================

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu

====================

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Mar 2003 09:54:04 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Finucane, Marcia" <mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2EFB9.B74D75DD"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2EFB9.B74D75DD

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

To  respond to several inquiries:

The CDC website for West Nile Virus, Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) states =

that BL2+ should be used in diagnostic labs (our researcher's lab =

procedures are essentially diagnostic) and that the difference quoted =

from the BMBL is:

1.       exhaust air from the laboratory room is discharged to the =

outdoors

2.       the ventilation to the laboratory is  balanced to provide =

directional airflow into the room

3.       access to the laboratory is restricted when work is in progress

4.       the recommended Standard Microbiological Practices for BSL3 =

rigorously followed.

Thanks for the many replies.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506

Phone: (859)257-1049

Fax: (859)257-8787

mfinu2@email.uky.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Ron Amoling [mailto:Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 2:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

BL2+ refers to using a BL2 facility and employing BL3 work practices.  =

The ventilation considerations for BL2+ would then just be the same as =

for BL2.

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

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

        Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 1:04 PM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: BSL2+

        My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air =

flow requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended by =

CDC for West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made =

"tents"  that can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the air =

being exhausted through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II would =

be in the tent.  Does anyone have experience with this type of room?  =

Does anyone know of any contractors or companies that make these?  Does =

anyone have other suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for =

retrofitting has a dropped ceiling and there are NO partitions above the =

ceiling between any of the rooms on that floor.

        Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

        Marcia Finucane

        Biological Safety Officer

        Environmental Health and Safety

        University of Kentucky

        252 E. Maxwell St.

        Lexington, KY  40506-0314

        Office Phone: 859-257-1049

        Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Mar 2003 09:55:41 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Post Inspection Report

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_FbY0A1KlU9MLNyNzg8WOSg)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_FbY0A1KlU9MLNyNzg8WOSg)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Hello to all:

            You wanted to know when and what was contained in the follow =

up to the September 25th 2002 visit of CDC             representatitives =

to Mt. Sinai School of Medicine. Here is a short synopsis.

-          Received an e-mail Monday, March 17th  outlining the purpose =

of the visit, ( Sept. 25th, 2002)

-          the laboratory inspected,

-          the inspectors visiting on-site,

-          The PI, lab staff, and Biosafety Officer were named =

specifically

-          and the findings (good and bad) made on that day

-          Basically, My PI has to do a better job of maintaining =

inventory records, access records

-          Because of the multiple access to the freezer where the toxin =

is stored, the containers holding the toxin will have to be secured =

better in the future

As I stated earlier, the visit was for a toxin that is used routinely in =

Dermatological settings.

Hope this helps someone on the list. If you were inspected, be patient, =

you will hear from the CDC. They have been a little preoccupied =

recently.

Philip G. Hauck

--Boundary_(ID_FbY0A1KlU9MLNyNzg8WOSg)

Content-type: text/html; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: QUOTED-PRINTABLE

"urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:word" xmlns:st1"urn:schemas-m=

icrosoft-com:office:smarttags" xmlns"http://www.w3.org/TR/REC-html=

40">

=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=

=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 Hello to

all:

=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=

=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 You wanted

to know when and what was contained in the follow up to the September 25th 2002 visit of

CDC =A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=

=A0 representatitives

to Mt. Sinai School of Medicine. Here is a short synopsis.=

-     =

Received an e-mail Monda=

y, March 17th

=A0outlining the purpose of t=

he visit, ( Sept. 25th, 2002<=

/st1:date>)

-     =

the laboratory inspected=

, 

-     =

the inspectors visiting =

on-site,

-     =

The PI, lab staff, and <=

span

classSpellE>Biosafety Officer were named specifically<=

/o:p>

-     =

and the findings (good a=

nd bad) made

on that day

-     =

Basically, My PI has to =

do a better

job of maintaining inventory records, access records

-     =

Because of the multiple =

access to

the freezer where the toxin is stored, the containers holding the tox=

in will

have to be secured better in the future

As I stated earlier, the=

 visit was

for a toxin that is used routinely in Dermatological settings.

 =

Hope this helps someone =

on the list.

If you were inspected, be patient, you will hear from the CDC. They h=

ave been a

little preoccupied recently.

 =

Philip G. Hauck

 =

--Boundary_(ID_FbY0A1KlU9MLNyNzg8WOSg)--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Mar 2003 10:50:51 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schmidt, Eric W" <erschmid@IUPUI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Cyber-Security Plan for Select Agent Program

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2EFC1.A637652F"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2EFC1.A637652F

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Thanks Mike.  These are great starts.  I'm currently developing a plan

to assess what we've got within our networks that are related to the

select agent program and how we can secure access to this information.

I plan to interview several researchers to get an idea of what they

store and use their networks for as a start.  I figure this security

program will be a sub-set of my overall HIPAA security program (possibly

instilling a greater degree of control over the information though). 

Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

Information Security Officer

Indiana University School of Medicine

office:  317-278-8751

email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Mike Durham [mailto:mdurham@LSU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 3:52 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Cyber-Security Plan for Select Agent Program

Welcome, Eric. I am afraid we all have this assignment. Let's share.

Recommendations that I have received:

Develop standards, policies or procedures governing the proper use of

computer resources for the recording, transmitting or storing of

sensitive research data. The NIST Handbook is recommended:

http://csrc.nist.gov/publications/nistpubs/800-12/

The GAO's FISCAM document provides guidance at

http://www.gao.gov/special.pubs/ai12.19.6.pdf

for firewall and virus protection requirements. FISCAM recommends

settings on security as follows:

Password changes every 30 to 90 days.

Password should have alphanumeric characters

Also, LAN settings should be:

Lockout After - Minimum of four invalid attempts

Reset Count After - time period exceeding several hours

Lockout Duration - forever (until administrator unlocks).

Another consideration is the sanitation of equipment and media. Once the

computer or disks are to be discarded or transferred, they should be

sanitized. Policies should address this.

Finally, backup of critical and sensitive material should be stored at

an off site, secure location.

There are other considerations, I am sure, but these will get you

started.

Mike

        ----- Original Message -----

        From: Richard Fink <mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU> 

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 2:08 PM

        Subject: Re: Cyber-Security Plan for Select Agent Program

        Hi Eric,

=09

        I have the same task and am just starting.

=09

        Richie

=09

        At 02:43 PM 3/20/2003 -0500, you wrote:

=09

=09

=09

        As the Information Security Officer for the Indiana University

School of Medicine I ve been tasked with developing and implementing a

cyber-security plan for our select agent security program.  I was

wondering whether anyone on this list had already dealt with this issue

or have been tasked with developing a similar program so we could

compare notes.

=09

=09

        Thanks,

=09

=09

        Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

=09

        Information Security Officer

=09

        Indiana University School of Medicine

=09

        office:  317-278-8751

=09

        email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

=09

        Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

        Senior Biosafety Officer

        Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

        617-258-5647

        rfink@mit.edu

        http://web.mit.edu/environment

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2EFC1.A637652F

Content-Type: text/html;

        charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Mar 2003 10:55:02 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2EFC2.3BDABCC0"

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_01C2EFC2.3BDABCC0

Content-Type: text/plain

Marcia,

When I first read your message...I was shocked to see the term BL2+ (a term

that does not exist in biosafety) related directly to a CDC

document!.....but when I went to the Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) there was

no mention of BL2+ , only the usual BSL-2 and BSL-3, I felt much better!

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 09:54 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

To  respond to several inquiries:

The CDC website for West Nile Virus, Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) states

that BL2+ should be used in diagnostic labs (our researcher's lab procedures

are essentially diagnostic) and that the difference quoted from the BMBL is:

1.       exhaust air from the laboratory room is discharged to the outdoors

2.       the ventilation to the laboratory is  balanced to provide

directional airflow into the room

3.       access to the laboratory is restricted when work is in progress

4.       the recommended Standard Microbiological Practices for BSL3

rigorously followed.

Thanks for the many replies.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506

Phone: (859)257-1049

Fax: (859)257-8787

mfinu2@email.uky.edu <mailto:mfinu2@email.uky.edu>

-----Original Message-----

From: Ron Amoling [mailto:Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 2:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

BL2+ refers to using a BL2 facility and employing BL3 work practices.  The

ventilation considerations for BL2+ would then just be the same as for BL2.

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

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 1:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL2+

My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air flow

requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended by CDC for

West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made "tents"  that

can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the air being exhausted

through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II would be in the tent.

Does anyone have experience with this type of room?  Does anyone know of any

contractors or companies that make these?  Does anyone have other

suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for retrofitting has a

dropped ceiling and there are NO partitions above the ceiling between any of

the rooms on that floor.

Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Mar 2003 10:25:14 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Cyber-Security Plan for Select Agent Program

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_008A_01C2EF94.290C85C0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_008A_01C2EF94.290C85C0

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Thanks, Eric. Please keep me in mind as you prepare your plan and share =

it with me if you don't mind. We have not formulated ours. Our computer =

folks estimated that the cost to upgrade our building to a secure system =

would be almost $300K. We don't have that kind of money to put out on =

this program. We will have to settle for something of a smaller scope.

Mike

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Schmidt, Eric W

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 9:50 AM

  Subject: Re: Cyber-Security Plan for Select Agent Program

  Thanks Mike.  These are great starts.  I'm currently developing a plan =

to assess what we've got within our networks that are related to the =

select agent program and how we can secure access to this information.  =

I plan to interview several researchers to get an idea of what they =

store and use their networks for as a start.  I figure this security =

program will be a sub-set of my overall HIPAA security program (possibly =

instilling a greater degree of control over the information though). 

  Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

  Information Security Officer

  Indiana University School of Medicine

  office:  317-278-8751

  email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

  -----Original Message-----

  From: Mike Durham [mailto:mdurham@LSU.EDU]

  Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 3:52 PM

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Subject: Re: Cyber-Security Plan for Select Agent Program

  Welcome, Eric. I am afraid we all have this assignment. Let's share. =

Recommendations that I have received:

  Develop standards, policies or procedures governing the proper use of =

computer resources for the recording, transmitting or storing of =

sensitive research data. The NIST Handbook is recommended: =

http://csrc.nist.gov/publications/nistpubs/800-12/

  The GAO's FISCAM document provides guidance at =

http://www.gao.gov/special.pubs/ai12.19.6.pdf

  for firewall and virus protection requirements. FISCAM recommends =

settings on security as follows:

  Password changes every 30 to 90 days.

  Password should have alphanumeric characters

  Also, LAN settings should be:

  Lockout After - Minimum of four invalid attempts

  Reset Count After - time period exceeding several hours

  Lockout Duration - forever (until administrator unlocks).

  Another consideration is the sanitation of equipment and media. Once =

the computer or disks are to be discarded or transferred, they should be =

sanitized. Policies should address this.

  Finally, backup of critical and sensitive material should be stored at =

an off site, secure location.

  There are other considerations, I am sure, but these will get you =

started.

  Mike

    ----- Original Message -----

    From: Richard Fink

    To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

    Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 2:08 PM

    Subject: Re: Cyber-Security Plan for Select Agent Program

    Hi Eric,

    I have the same task and am just starting.

    Richie

    At 02:43 PM 3/20/2003 -0500, you wrote:

    As the Information Security Officer for the Indiana University =

School of Medicine I ve been tasked with developing and implementing a =

cyber-security plan for our select agent security program.  I was =

wondering whether anyone on this list had already dealt with this issue =

or have been tasked with developing a similar program so we could =

compare notes.

    Thanks,

    Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

    Information Security Officer

    Indiana University School of Medicine

    office:  317-278-8751

    email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

    Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

    Senior Biosafety Officer

    Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

    617-258-5647

    rfink@mit.edu

    http://web.mit.edu/environment

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Mar 2003 12:18:34 -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:      Prions and Laboratory Decommissioning

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2EFCD.E75A63B0"

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_01C2EFCD.E75A63B0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Hello All,

I wanted to find out the experience of the Biosafty list serve community

regarding decommisioning laboratories that have been used for prion

research. Only prions that cause scrapie in rodents were used in the

laboratory areas.  No animal work was done in the laboratories; only tissue

samples were processed and analyzed.

The laboratory equipment inventory includes two biosafety cabinets, -86C

freezers, refridgerators, a tissue homogenizer, and several centrifuges,

including ultracentrifuges.  The future plans for the laboratories include

virology research. Is it possible to disinfect any of this equipment with a

level of confidence that it can be used for future virology work in these

laboratories ? Is disposal of all of the equipment the only option?  If so,

how has this been done? Your thoughts, perspectives, and experience on this

prion question would be very much appreciated.

Brenda Barry

Brenda E. Barry, Ph.D.

Senior Associate/Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Engineering, Inc.

60 Wells Avenue

Newton, MA  02459

Phone: 617-964-8550

FAX: 617-964-8556

Web Site: www.eheinc.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Mar 2003 14:17:18 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Bruce J. Brown" <bruce.j.brown@UTH.TMC.EDU>

Subject:      BSL-3 & ABSL-3 Design Guidelines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2EFE6.DF5C3E05"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2EFE6.DF5C3E05

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

We will be building a new BSL-3 laboratory and later an ABSL-3 facility.

I was wondering if someone could point me in the direction of design

criteria / guidelines for BSL-3 and ABSL-3 besides what is found in the

CDC/NIH BMBL..  Any guidance would be appreciated.

Thanks, Bruce

________________________________________________

Bruce J. Brown, CHMM, ARM

Director, Environmental Health & Safety

The University of Texas Health Science Center at Houston

Bruce.J.Brown@uth.tmc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Mar 2003 15:23:10 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: BSL-3 & ABSL-3 Design Guidelines

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Start here:

http://des.od.nih.gov/eWeb/planning/html/index.htm

http://www.afm.ars.usda.gov/ppweb/242-01m.htm

http://cds.pdc.cornell.edu/

Regards,

Barry D. Cohen, MPH, CBSP

Director, Environmental Health & Safety and Laboratory

Services

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

700 Main Street

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4492

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

"Bruce J. Brown" wrote:

> We will be building a new BSL-3 laboratory and later an

> ABSL-3 facility.  I was wondering if someone could point

> me in the direction of design criteria / guidelines for

> BSL-3 and ABSL-3 besides what is found in the CDC/NIH

> BMBL..  Any guidance would be appreciated.Thanks,

> Bruce________________________________________________Bruce

> J. Brown, CHMM, ARMDirector, Environmental Health &

> SafetyThe University of Texas Health Science Center at

> HoustonBruce.J.Brown@uth.tmc.edu

=========================================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Mar 2003 15:53:25 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Finucane, Marcia" <mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL-3 & ABSL-3 Design Guidelines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2EFEB.EAE623CE"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2EFEB.EAE623CE

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Designing Modern Microbiological/Biomedical Laboratory: Lab Design

Process & Technology, J.Y. Richmond, ed.

American Public Health Association, ISBN 0-87553-231-4

Anthology of Biosafety, vol. I  Perspectives on Laboratory Design (ISBN

1-882147-55-3), vol. II, Facility Design Considerations  (ISBN

1-882147-56-1), J.Y. Richmond, ed. .American Biological Safety

Association.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

-----Original Message-----

From: Bruce J. Brown [mailto:bruce.j.brown@UTH.TMC.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 3:17 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL-3 & ABSL-3 Design Guidelines

We will be building a new BSL-3 laboratory and later an ABSL-3 facility.

I was wondering if someone could point me in the direction of design

criteria / guidelines for BSL-3 and ABSL-3 besides what is found in the

CDC/NIH BMBL..  Any guidance would be appreciated.

Thanks, Bruce

________________________________________________

Bruce J. Brown, CHMM, ARM

Director, Environmental Health & Safety

The University of Texas Health Science Center at Houston

Bruce.J.Brown@uth.tmc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Mar 2003 13:01:35 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Zuckerman, Mark" <Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM>

Subject:      Re: BSL-3 & ABSL-3 Design Guidelines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2EFED.0EC42ACE"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2EFED.0EC42ACE

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

You may also want to check out E. Crawley Cooper, Laboratory Design =

Handbook, CRC Press

It even talks about ergonomics.

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Bruce J. Brown [mailto:bruce.j.brown@UTH.TMC.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 12:17 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL-3 & ABSL-3 Design Guidelines

We will be building a new BSL-3 laboratory and later an ABSL-3 facility. =

 I was wondering if someone could point me in the direction of design =

criteria / guidelines for BSL-3 and ABSL-3 besides what is found in the =

CDC/NIH BMBL..  Any guidance would be appreciated.

Thanks, Bruce

________________________________________________

Bruce J. Brown, CHMM, ARM

Director, Environmental Health & Safety

The University of Texas Health Science Center at Houston

Bruce.J.Brown@uth.tmc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Mar 2003 16:49:11 -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: BSL2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2EFF3.B52298B0"

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_01C2EFF3.B52298B0

Content-Type: text/plain

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dick,

Just because you were unfamiliar with it, doesn't mean that it is

non-existent. Sorry that you shock so easily!!!!!!!

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 10:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Marcia,

When I first read your message...I was shocked to see the term BL2+ (a term

that does not exist in biosafety) related directly to a CDC

document!.....but when I went to the Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) there was

no mention of BL2+ , only the usual BSL-2 and BSL-3, I felt much better!

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 09:54 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

To  respond to several inquiries:

The CDC website for West Nile Virus, Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) states

that BL2+ should be used in diagnostic labs (our researcher's lab procedures

are essentially diagnostic) and that the difference quoted from the BMBL is:

1.       exhaust air from the laboratory room is discharged to the outdoors

2.       the ventilation to the laboratory is  balanced to provide

directional airflow into the room

3.       access to the laboratory is restricted when work is in progress

4.       the recommended Standard Microbiological Practices for BSL3

rigorously followed.

Thanks for the many replies.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506

Phone: (859)257-1049

Fax: (859)257-8787

mfinu2@email.uky.edu <mailto:mfinu2@email.uky.edu>

-----Original Message-----

From: Ron Amoling [mailto:Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 2:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

BL2+ refers to using a BL2 facility and employing BL3 work practices.  The

ventilation considerations for BL2+ would then just be the same as for BL2.

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

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 1:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL2+

My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air flow

requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended by CDC for

West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made "tents"  that

can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the air being exhausted

through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II would be in the tent.

Does anyone have experience with this type of room?  Does anyone know of any

contractors or companies that make these?  Does anyone have other

suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for retrofitting has a

dropped ceiling and there are NO partitions above the ceiling between any of

the rooms on that floor.

Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Mar 2003 15:34:22 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schmidt, Eric W" <erschmid@IUPUI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Cyber-Security Plan for Select Agent Program

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2EFE9.4191A196"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2EFE9.4191A196

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Mike,

Once I get an initial planning document developed I'll shoot it out to

all interested for review and comment.  Right now it's not a completely

detailed document but it goes through an assessment, design, and

implementation process and tries to be "system" generic.  I'm hoping

with an appropriate awareness of the extent of select agent data and the

researcher's use of that data I can use a combination of policies,

procedures, and possibly some hardware/software solutions to put some

protections around this information.  I hope to have a draft document

prepared by early next week.

Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

Information Security Officer

Indiana University School of Medicine

office:  317-278-8751

email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Mike Durham [mailto:mdurham@LSU.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 11:25 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Cyber-Security Plan for Select Agent Program

Thanks, Eric. Please keep me in mind as you prepare your plan and share

it with me if you don't mind. We have not formulated ours. Our computer

folks estimated that the cost to upgrade our building to a secure system

would be almost $300K. We don't have that kind of money to put out on

this program. We will have to settle for something of a smaller scope.

Mike

        ----- Original Message -----

        From: Schmidt, Eric W <mailto:erschmid@IUPUI.EDU> 

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 9:50 AM

        Subject: Re: Cyber-Security Plan for Select Agent Program

        Thanks Mike.  These are great starts.  I'm currently developing

a plan to assess what we've got within our networks that are related to

the select agent program and how we can secure access to this

information.  I plan to interview several researchers to get an idea of

what they store and use their networks for as a start.  I figure this

security program will be a sub-set of my overall HIPAA security program

(possibly instilling a greater degree of control over the information

though). 

        Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

        Information Security Officer

        Indiana University School of Medicine

        office:  317-278-8751

        email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Mike Durham [mailto:mdurham@LSU.EDU]

        Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 3:52 PM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Re: Cyber-Security Plan for Select Agent Program

        Welcome, Eric. I am afraid we all have this assignment. Let's

share. Recommendations that I have received:

        Develop standards, policies or procedures governing the proper

use of computer resources for the recording, transmitting or storing of

sensitive research data. The NIST Handbook is recommended:

http://csrc.nist.gov/publications/nistpubs/800-12/

        The GAO's FISCAM document provides guidance at

http://www.gao.gov/special.pubs/ai12.19.6.pdf

        for firewall and virus protection requirements. FISCAM

recommends settings on security as follows:

        Password changes every 30 to 90 days.

        Password should have alphanumeric characters

        Also, LAN settings should be:

        Lockout After - Minimum of four invalid attempts

        Reset Count After - time period exceeding several hours

        Lockout Duration - forever (until administrator unlocks).

        Another consideration is the sanitation of equipment and media.

Once the computer or disks are to be discarded or transferred, they

should be sanitized. Policies should address this.

        Finally, backup of critical and sensitive material should be

stored at an off site, secure location.

        There are other considerations, I am sure, but these will get

you started.

        Mike

                ----- Original Message -----

                From: Richard Fink <mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU> 

                To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 2:08 PM

                Subject: Re: Cyber-Security Plan for Select Agent

Program

                Hi Eric,

        =09

                I have the same task and am just starting.

        =09

                Richie

        =09

                At 02:43 PM 3/20/2003 -0500, you wrote:

        =09

        =09

                As the Information Security Officer for the Indiana

University School of Medicine I ve been tasked with developing and

implementing a cyber-security plan for our select agent security

program.  I was wondering whether anyone on this list had already dealt

with this issue or have been tasked with developing a similar program so

we could compare notes.

        =09

        =09

                Thanks,

        =09

        =09

                Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

        =09

                Information Security Officer

        =09

                Indiana University School of Medicine

        =09

                office:  317-278-8751

        =09

                email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

        =09

                Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

                Senior Biosafety Officer

                Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

                617-258-5647

                rfink@mit.edu

                http://web.mit.edu/environment

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Mar 2003 18:12:07 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2EFFF.4AEBC6E0"

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_01C2EFFF.4AEBC6E0

Content-Type: text/plain

I am very familiar with its usage, even biosafety "experts" use the

term...but that doesn't make it a correct term

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 04:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

Just because you were unfamiliar with it, doesn't mean that it is

non-existent. Sorry that you shock so easily!!!!!!!

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 10:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Marcia,

When I first read your message...I was shocked to see the term BL2+ (a term

that does not exist in biosafety) related directly to a CDC

document!.....but when I went to the Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) there was

no mention of BL2+ , only the usual BSL-2 and BSL-3, I felt much better!

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 09:54 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

To  respond to several inquiries:

The CDC website for West Nile Virus, Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) states

that BL2+ should be used in diagnostic labs (our researcher's lab procedures

are essentially diagnostic) and that the difference quoted from the BMBL is:

1.       exhaust air from the laboratory room is discharged to the outdoors

2.       the ventilation to the laboratory is  balanced to provide

directional airflow into the room

3.       access to the laboratory is restricted when work is in progress

4.       the recommended Standard Microbiological Practices for BSL3

rigorously followed.

Thanks for the many replies.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506

Phone: (859)257-1049

Fax: (859)257-8787

mfinu2@email.uky.edu <mailto:mfinu2@email.uky.edu>

-----Original Message-----

From: Ron Amoling [mailto:Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 2:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

BL2+ refers to using a BL2 facility and employing BL3 work practices.  The

ventilation considerations for BL2+ would then just be the same as for BL2.

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

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 1:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL2+

My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air flow

requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended by CDC for

West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made "tents"  that

can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the air being exhausted

through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II would be in the tent.

Does anyone have experience with this type of room?  Does anyone know of any

contractors or companies that make these?  Does anyone have other

suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for retrofitting has a

dropped ceiling and there are NO partitions above the ceiling between any of

the rooms on that floor.

Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Mar 2003 18:13:40 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL-3 & ABSL-3 Design Guidelines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

the first web site, NIH, is particularly good

-----Original Message-----

From: Barry D. Cohen [mailto:bcohen@TKTX.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 03:23 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL-3 & ABSL-3 Design Guidelines

Start here:

http://des.od.nih.gov/eWeb/planning/html/index.htm

http://www.afm.ars.usda.gov/ppweb/242-01m.htm

http://cds.pdc.cornell.edu/

Regards,

Barry D. Cohen, MPH, CBSP

Director, Environmental Health & Safety and Laboratory

Services

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

700 Main Street

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4492

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

"Bruce J. Brown" wrote:

> We will be building a new BSL-3 laboratory and later an

> ABSL-3 facility.  I was wondering if someone could point

> me in the direction of design criteria / guidelines for

> BSL-3 and ABSL-3 besides what is found in the CDC/NIH

> BMBL..  Any guidance would be appreciated.Thanks,

> Bruce________________________________________________Bruce

> J. Brown, CHMM, ARMDirector, Environmental Health &

> SafetyThe University of Texas Health Science Center at

> HoustonBruce.J.Brown@uth.tmc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Mar 2003 18:32:55 -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: BSL2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2F002.330C9A60"

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_01C2F002.330C9A60

Content-Type: text/plain

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 6:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

I am very familiar with its usage, even biosafety "experts" use the

term...but that doesn't make it a correct term

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 04:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

Just because you were unfamiliar with it, doesn't mean that it is

non-existent. Sorry that you shock so easily!!!!!!!

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 10:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Marcia,

When I first read your message...I was shocked to see the term BL2+ (a term

that does not exist in biosafety) related directly to a CDC

document!.....but when I went to the Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) there was

no mention of BL2+ , only the usual BSL-2 and BSL-3, I felt much better!

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 09:54 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

To  respond to several inquiries:

The CDC website for West Nile Virus, Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) states

that BL2+ should be used in diagnostic labs (our researcher's lab procedures

are essentially diagnostic) and that the difference quoted from the BMBL is:

1.       exhaust air from the laboratory room is discharged to the outdoors

2.       the ventilation to the laboratory is  balanced to provide

directional airflow into the room

3.       access to the laboratory is restricted when work is in progress

4.       the recommended Standard Microbiological Practices for BSL3

rigorously followed.

Thanks for the many replies.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506

Phone: (859)257-1049

Fax: (859)257-8787

mfinu2@email.uky.edu <mailto:mfinu2@email.uky.edu>

-----Original Message-----

From: Ron Amoling [mailto:Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 2:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

BL2+ refers to using a BL2 facility and employing BL3 work practices.  The

ventilation considerations for BL2+ would then just be the same as for BL2.

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

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 1:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL2+

My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air flow

requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended by CDC for

West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made "tents"  that

can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the air being exhausted

through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II would be in the tent.

Does anyone have experience with this type of room?  Does anyone know of any

contractors or companies that make these?  Does anyone have other

suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for retrofitting has a

dropped ceiling and there are NO partitions above the ceiling between any of

the rooms on that floor.

Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Mar 2003 18:55:32 -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: BSL2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2F005.5B93A2A0"

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_01C2F005.5B93A2A0

Content-Type: text/plain

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Lighten up guy.

 From the way you responded to my remark, it would seem that you are going to

recommend that ABSA field a team of biosafety police person who will monitor

the jargon that everyone uses.

For the record, just because you don't use the term doesn't make it

incorrect.

BL2+ has an interesting etiology (hope I do not irritate the purists in the

group with this use of the word etiology). It first appeared in print in a

chapter that Lynn Harding and I wrote in the early 80's. It desribed a set

of criteria that allowed hospitals in Boston and Cambridge MA. to work with,

study, and isolate an interesting new virus that seemed to be killing

T-cells and had an affinity for gay males.

It turned out that the virus was HIV. I guess we could have simply said that

the work had to be done at Biosafety level 3, but that would have put a hold

on the research until such time as there were level 3 facilities in all the

universities and hospitals. What's a couple of years when your having fun

watching people die.

What is also significant was that this represented the first time that

someone synthesized from NIH and CDC recommendations, operational criteria

from what was known about disease transmission (blood association).

If I have a problem, it is with those that are more concerned of verbal

etiquette than substance. I applaud all those out there who look at the work

to be done and figure out the best way to protect those that do it.

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 6:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

I am very familiar with its usage, even biosafety "experts" use the

term...but that doesn't make it a correct term

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 04:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

Just because you were unfamiliar with it, doesn't mean that it is

non-existent. Sorry that you shock so easily!!!!!!!

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 10:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Marcia,

When I first read your message...I was shocked to see the term BL2+ (a term

that does not exist in biosafety) related directly to a CDC

document!.....but when I went to the Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) there was

no mention of BL2+ , only the usual BSL-2 and BSL-3, I felt much better!

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 09:54 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

To  respond to several inquiries:

The CDC website for West Nile Virus, Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) states

that BL2+ should be used in diagnostic labs (our researcher's lab procedures

are essentially diagnostic) and that the difference quoted from the BMBL is:

1.       exhaust air from the laboratory room is discharged to the outdoors

2.       the ventilation to the laboratory is  balanced to provide

directional airflow into the room

3.       access to the laboratory is restricted when work is in progress

4.       the recommended Standard Microbiological Practices for BSL3

rigorously followed.

Thanks for the many replies.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506

Phone: (859)257-1049

Fax: (859)257-8787

mfinu2@email.uky.edu <mailto:mfinu2@email.uky.edu>

-----Original Message-----

From: Ron Amoling [mailto:Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 2:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

BL2+ refers to using a BL2 facility and employing BL3 work practices.  The

ventilation considerations for BL2+ would then just be the same as for BL2.

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

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 1:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL2+

My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air flow

requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended by CDC for

West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made "tents"  that

can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the air being exhausted

through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II would be in the tent.

Does anyone have experience with this type of room?  Does anyone know of any

contractors or companies that make these?  Does anyone have other

suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for retrofitting has a

dropped ceiling and there are NO partitions above the ceiling between any of

the rooms on that floor.

Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Sat, 22 Mar 2003 08:33:24 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2F077.9D0A7D40"

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_01C2F077.9D0A7D40

Content-Type: text/plain

Hi Dan,

 Actually, you make a good point...the ABSA Technical Committee would be a

good starting point to evaluate the use of the term BL2+ in light of current

scientific knowledge about the microorganisms we are studying.

 This + term has has been used by various individuals designate BSL-2 labs

with HEPA filtered lab exhaust, decontamination of liquid waste from sinks

in holding tanks, sealed monolithic ceilings, wearing respirators while in

the lab, use of airlocks with inflatable gaskets or crushable gaskets

instead of standard doors, or use of differential pressure between the lab

and surrounding areas of 0.05 inches water gauge pressure.

 The Howard Hughes Medical Institute video "Working safely with HIV in the

laboratory" did an excellent job of presenting operational procedures for

work with HIV-containing materials at BSL-2 and BSL-3. Some procedures such

as pipetting HIV-containing blood are performed in a BSL-2 lab while work

with large quantities of concentrated HIV is performed in a BSL-3 lab. I

believe that we have turned the corner with HIV research because we now know

much more about the characteristics of the virus and how it is transmitted.

The days when we needed to justify modifying BSL-2 labs into some type of

hybrid + labs for work with HIV-containing blood to make administrators more

comfortable for have passed.

 Would you consider a BL2+ lab appropriate for growing and concentrating

anthrax bacillus or should we go to BSL-3?

  And, if we can agree to BSL-3 facilities, do we then modify the BSL-3 lab

into BSL-3+ with HEPA filtered exhaust (not required, but recommended) and

do we add liquid waste holding tanks that are decontaminated by steam?

 Maybe we should designate some labs BSL-2++ or BSL-3+ if they have HEPA

filtered exhaust and liquid waste decontamination holding tanks. Why stop

there. How about BSL-4+ for BSL-4 labs with Class III biosafety cabinets and

BSL-4- for labs with Class II biosafety cabinets.

 I suppose the issue is that the BMBL and NIH Guidelines are guidelines.

This makes some people uncomfortable because issues such as HEPA filtered

exhaust and holding tanks for decontamination of sink drain waste are not

clearly specified one way or the other. Guidelines, in my opinion, are much

better than regulations because scientific risk analysis can be employed to

determine how a facility should be designed for the intended work to be

performed. However, the fact that just about all government and many

academic BSL-3 labs have HEPA filtered mechanical lab air exhaust would

argue for a change in the guidelines to require HEPA filtration. Of course

decontamination of liquid waste containing pathogens, etc., usually by steam

autoclave, is already in the BSL-3 guidelines...the question is whether sink

drain effluent from hand washing should go into a holding tank where it is

decontaminated by steam or chemicals.

 In conclusion, ABSA technical expertise should be brought to bear on these

issues because there is considerable confusion about facility design...ask

your local architects and engineers who design containment labs and you will

get opinions that are all over the map.

 On another subject...now that the US Postal Service will conform to

ICAO/IATA/DOT infectious substance shipping regulations starting on May 1,

2003, it is time to revise the shipping section of the current 4th edition

of the BMBL. Shipping regulations are almost as confusing as design of BSL-2

and BSL-3 laboratories, especially with the ICAO regulatory changes with

respect to infectious substances that came out in February 2003. Most people

are not aware of this change.

 We have lots of fun with these subjects when we get 60 people together for

a week during the Control of Biohazards Course.

 Dan, I am sure that you as well as I are happy to have been living

somewhere else besides Rochester NY this winter, although we both have fond

memories of work with Frank Young at Strong Memorial Hospital back in the

pre-HIV days. I remember my first winter in Rochester...we had 21 feet of

snow and I saw snow plows with secondary snow plows attached to the

passenger door for the first time.

Enjoy,

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 06:56 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Lighten up guy.

 From the way you responded to my remark, it would seem that you are going to

recommend that ABSA field a team of biosafety police person who will monitor

the jargon that everyone uses.

For the record, just because you don't use the term doesn't make it

incorrect.

BL2+ has an interesting etiology (hope I do not irritate the purists in the

group with this use of the word etiology). It first appeared in print in a

chapter that Lynn Harding and I wrote in the early 80's. It desribed a set

of criteria that allowed hospitals in Boston and Cambridge MA. to work with,

study, and isolate an interesting new virus that seemed to be killing

T-cells and had an affinity for gay males.

It turned out that the virus was HIV. I guess we could have simply said that

the work had to be done at Biosafety level 3, but that would have put a hold

on the research until such time as there were level 3 facilities in all the

universities and hospitals. What's a couple of years when your having fun

watching people die.

What is also significant was that this represented the first time that

someone synthesized from NIH and CDC recommendations, operational criteria

from what was known about disease transmission (blood association).

If I have a problem, it is with those that are more concerned of verbal

etiquette than substance. I applaud all those out there who look at the work

to be done and figure out the best way to protect those that do it.

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 6:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

I am very familiar with its usage, even biosafety "experts" use the

term...but that doesn't make it a correct term

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 04:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

Just because you were unfamiliar with it, doesn't mean that it is

non-existent. Sorry that you shock so easily!!!!!!!

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 10:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Marcia,

When I first read your message...I was shocked to see the term BL2+ (a term

that does not exist in biosafety) related directly to a CDC

document!.....but when I went to the Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) there was

no mention of BL2+ , only the usual BSL-2 and BSL-3, I felt much better!

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 09:54 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

To  respond to several inquiries:

The CDC website for West Nile Virus, Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) states

that BL2+ should be used in diagnostic labs (our researcher's lab procedures

are essentially diagnostic) and that the difference quoted from the BMBL is:

1.       exhaust air from the laboratory room is discharged to the outdoors

2.       the ventilation to the laboratory is  balanced to provide

directional airflow into the room

3.       access to the laboratory is restricted when work is in progress

4.       the recommended Standard Microbiological Practices for BSL3

rigorously followed.

Thanks for the many replies.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506

Phone: (859)257-1049

Fax: (859)257-8787

mfinu2@email.uky.edu <mailto:mfinu2@email.uky.edu>

-----Original Message-----

From: Ron Amoling [mailto:Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 2:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

BL2+ refers to using a BL2 facility and employing BL3 work practices.  The

ventilation considerations for BL2+ would then just be the same as for BL2.

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

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 1:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL2+

My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air flow

requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended by CDC for

West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made "tents"  that

can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the air being exhausted

through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II would be in the tent.

Does anyone have experience with this type of room?  Does anyone know of any

contractors or companies that make these?  Does anyone have other

suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for retrofitting has a

dropped ceiling and there are NO partitions above the ceiling between any of

the rooms on that floor.

Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Sat, 22 Mar 2003 19:08:32 -0800

Reply-To:     kayman@umdnj.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lindsey Kayman <lindseykayman@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      containment tents

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="0-389839797-1048388912=:24426"

--0-389839797-1048388912=:24426

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Marcia,

Biobubble makes containment tents like you were asking about.  They came to our facility to give us a demonstration. Below is the contact info:

 BioBubble, Inc.3024 W Prospect RdFort Collins, CO 80526

Tele:    970-224-4262Fax:    970-224-2419Email:    bb@biobubble.comWeb Site:    www.biobubble.com

Lindsey Kayman

UMDNJ-EOHSS

732-235-4058

Dan Liberman <dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM> wrote: Date: Fri, 21 Mar 2003 18:55:32 -0500

From: Dan Liberman

Subject: Re: BSL2+

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
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w Roman"}SPAN.emailstyle17 {        COLOR: windowtext; FONT-FAMILY: Arial}SPAN.EmailStyle20 {        COLOR: navy; FONT-FAMILY: Arial}DIV.Section1 {        page: Section1}Lighten up guy.  From the way you responded to my remark, it would seem that you are going to recommend that ABSA field a team of biosafety police person who will monitor the jargon that everyone uses.  For the record, just because you don't use the term doesn't make it incorrect.  BL2+ has an interesting etiology (hope I do not irritate the purists in the group with this use of the word etiology). It first appeared in print in a chapter that Lynn Harding and I wrote in the early 80's. It desribed a set of criteria that allowed hospitals in Boston and Cambridge MA. to work with, study, and isolate an interesting new virus that seemed to be killing T-cells and had an affinity for gay males.  It turned out that the virus was HIV. I guess we could have simply said that the work had to be done at Biosafety level!

  3, but that would have put a hold

on the research until such time as there were level 3 facilities in all the universities and hospitals. What's a couple of years when your having fun watching people die.  What is also significant was that this represented the first time that someone synthesized from NIH and CDC recommendations, operational criteria from what was known about disease transmission (blood association).  If I have a problem, it is with those that are more concerned of verbal etiquette than substance. I applaud all those out there who look at the work to be done and figure out the best way to protect those that do it.   Dan      -----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 6:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

I am very familiar with its usage, even biosafety "experts" use the term...but that doesn't make it a correct term-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 04:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick, Just because you were unfamiliar with it, doesn't mean that it is non-existent. Sorry that you shock so easily!!!!!!! Dan -----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 10:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Marcia,When I first read your message...I was shocked to see the term BL2+ (a term that does not exist in biosafety) related directly to a CDC document!.....but when I went to the Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) there was no mention of BL2+ , only the usual BSL-2 and BSL-3, I felt much better!Richard-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 09:54 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

To  respond to several inquiries:

The CDC website for West Nile Virus, Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) states that BL2+ should be used in diagnostic labs (our researcher's lab procedures are essentially diagnostic) and that the difference quoted from the BMBL is:

1.       exhaust air from the laboratory room is discharged to the outdoors

2.       the ventilation to the laboratory is  balanced to provide directional airflow into the room

3.       access to the laboratory is restricted when work is in progress

4.       the recommended Standard Microbiological Practices for BSL3 rigorously followed.

Thanks for the many replies.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506

Phone: (859)257-1049

Fax: (859)257-8787

mfinu2@email.uky.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Ron Amoling [mailto:Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 2:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

BL2+ refers to using a BL2 facility and employing BL3 work practices.  The ventilation considerations for BL2+ would then just be the same as for BL2.

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

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 1:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL2+

My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air flow requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended by CDC for West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made "tents"  that can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the air being exhausted through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II would be in the tent.  Does anyone have experience with this type of room?  Does anyone know of any contractors or companies that make these?  Does anyone have other suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for retrofitting has a dropped ceiling and there are NO partitions above the ceiling between any of the rooms on that floor.

Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Mar 2003 07:51:43 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Doob, Peter (NIH/NIDA/IRP)" <PDOOB@INTRA.NIDA.NIH.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Lock Boxes

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_000_01C2F204.1F219240"

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_01C2F204.1F219240

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

I have received a few requests for picture I promised earlier.  I didn't

have one handy, so it took a few days.

We adopted this box <<toxbox.jpg>> because it helped us keep the contents

easily findable in the typical large freezer full of samples.  By analogy,

inspectors on our rad license like it when we can produce items they request

without digging at great length to find them.  Or, even closer to home, we

learned from our experience inventorying to meet the polio virus

requirements. Security of the SA contents is provided by the freezer and

room locks; the breakaway lock shown here just assures the PI that the box

hasn't been opened since the lock was placed.

Liz's beta boxes would work just as well.  We made these inhouse to keep the

costs down.

Pete

CAPT Peter A. Doob, MPH, JD

USPHS

Chief, Safety and Operations Support Section, ASB

National Institute on Drug Abuse, NIH

Intramural Research Program

5500 Nathan Shock Drive

Baltimore, MD 21224

vc: 410-550-1678

fx: 410-550-1576

> ----------

> From:         Elizabeth Smith

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, March 20, 2003 3:13 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Lock Boxes

>

> Our -80 freezers are locked externally.

>

> One person here uses a small version of the Nalgene "Beta Box"

> (I think that's the name).  Designed for radioactive stuff,

> comes in a small, med, large, with a punch key locking

> mechanism, heavy clear colorless acrylic, wiht a phlange on the

> back so that a long, thin cable can be used to securely attach

> the box to the interior of the fridge/freezer - so the door can

> be opened, and one can open the box out side the

> freezer/refrigerator so that the unit isn't standing open while

> looking for what one wants.

>

> www.nalgene.com - I think I actually purchased it directly from

> them once,and through a distributor (VWR or Fisher) the second

> time.

>

> I liked it a lot for the purpose - don't know about cold temps,

> but the manufacturer should be able to adivse.  I recall them

> being a bit pricy - but it was really worth it, for the purpose

> we needed.

>

> Elizabeth

>

>

>

>

> --- "Brown, Virginia R" <gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU> wrote:

> > Am seeking suggestions for a lockable box to hold a select

> > agent in a -80 freezer.

> > What are others using? And, what is the source to purchase the

> > lockable box?

> >

> > Thanks for any suggestions or input.

> >

> > Ginger Brown, CBSP

> > Env Health & Safety

> > TX A&M University

>

>

> =====

> Elizabeth Smith

> Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

> BioPort Corporation

> 3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

> Lansing, MI 48906

>

> __________________________________________________

> Do you Yahoo!?

> Yahoo! Platinum - Watch CBS' NCAA March Madness, live on your desktop!

> http://platinum.yahoo.com

>

>

------_=_NextPart_000_01C2F204.1F219240

Content-Type: image/jpeg;

        name="toxbox.jpg"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: base64

Content-Disposition: attachment;

        filename="toxbox.jpg"

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Mar 2003 10:07:53 -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: BSL2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2F217.24A3A830"

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_01C2F217.24A3A830

Content-Type: text/plain

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dick,

BSL 2+ was developed for work which involved a pathogen that was not

believed to cause illness via an aerosol route. A level 3 facility provides

protection to the environment surrounding the laboratory as well as to those

who work in areas outside the immediate laboratory. It was our understanding

that the risk was to those who were engaged in such activity were at risk

from exposure via contaminated surfaces (laboratory and personal), aerosols

which caused contamination and inadvertent exposures as a result of exposure

to contaminated sharps, etc. We felt that level 3 practices provided the

appropriate controls to minimize these risks. 2+ was a 2/3 hybrid a BSL 2

facility with BSL 3 practices. If you work with nonvaccine strains of

pathogens that can cause life threatening illness via infectious aerosols

then a contained facility is to be used to protect the environment and those

in the vicinity.

My view is to exercise some judgment and not simply try to fit everything

into tidy boxes (BSL 1,2,3). I advocate thinking outside the boxes and

synthesizing what you need to do based on what the investigator is trying to

do.

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Saturday, March 22, 2003 8:33 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Hi Dan,

 Actually, you make a good point...the ABSA Technical Committee would be a

good starting point to evaluate the use of the term BL2+ in light of current

scientific knowledge about the microorganisms we are studying.

 This + term has has been used by various individuals designate BSL-2 labs

with HEPA filtered lab exhaust, decontamination of liquid waste from sinks

in holding tanks, sealed monolithic ceilings, wearing respirators while in

the lab, use of airlocks with inflatable gaskets or crushable gaskets

instead of standard doors, or use of differential pressure between the lab

and surrounding areas of 0.05 inches water gauge pressure.

 The Howard Hughes Medical Institute video "Working safely with HIV in the

laboratory" did an excellent job of presenting operational procedures for

work with HIV-containing materials at BSL-2 and BSL-3. Some procedures such

as pipetting HIV-containing blood are performed in a BSL-2 lab while work

with large quantities of concentrated HIV is performed in a BSL-3 lab. I

believe that we have turned the corner with HIV research because we now know

much more about the characteristics of the virus and how it is transmitted.

The days when we needed to justify modifying BSL-2 labs into some type of

hybrid + labs for work with HIV-containing blood to make administrators more

comfortable for have passed.

 Would you consider a BL2+ lab appropriate for growing and concentrating

anthrax bacillus or should we go to BSL-3?

  And, if we can agree to BSL-3 facilities, do we then modify the BSL-3 lab

into BSL-3+ with HEPA filtered exhaust (not required, but recommended) and

do we add liquid waste holding tanks that are decontaminated by steam?

 Maybe we should designate some labs BSL-2++ or BSL-3+ if they have HEPA

filtered exhaust and liquid waste decontamination holding tanks. Why stop

there. How about BSL-4+ for BSL-4 labs with Class III biosafety cabinets and

BSL-4- for labs with Class II biosafety cabinets.

 I suppose the issue is that the BMBL and NIH Guidelines are guidelines.

This makes some people uncomfortable because issues such as HEPA filtered

exhaust and holding tanks for decontamination of sink drain waste are not

clearly specified one way or the other. Guidelines, in my opinion, are much

better than regulations because scientific risk analysis can be employed to

determine how a facility should be designed for the intended work to be

performed. However, the fact that just about all government and many

academic BSL-3 labs have HEPA filtered mechanical lab air exhaust would

argue for a change in the guidelines to require HEPA filtration. Of course

decontamination of liquid waste containing pathogens, etc., usually by steam

autoclave, is already in the BSL-3 guidelines...the question is whether sink

drain effluent from hand washing should go into a holding tank where it is

decontaminated by steam or chemicals.

 In conclusion, ABSA technical expertise should be brought to bear on these

issues because there is considerable confusion about facility design...ask

your local architects and engineers who design containment labs and you will

get opinions that are all over the map.

 On another subject...now that the US Postal Service will conform to

ICAO/IATA/DOT infectious substance shipping regulations starting on May 1,

2003, it is time to revise the shipping section of the current 4th edition

of the BMBL. Shipping regulations are almost as confusing as design of BSL-2

and BSL-3 laboratories, especially with the ICAO regulatory changes with

respect to infectious substances that came out in February 2003. Most people

are not aware of this change.

 We have lots of fun with these subjects when we get 60 people together for

a week during the Control of Biohazards Course.

 Dan, I am sure that you as well as I are happy to have been living

somewhere else besides Rochester NY this winter, although we both have fond

memories of work with Frank Young at Strong Memorial Hospital back in the

pre-HIV days. I remember my first winter in Rochester...we had 21 feet of

snow and I saw snow plows with secondary snow plows attached to the

passenger door for the first time.

Enjoy,

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 06:56 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Lighten up guy.

 From the way you responded to my remark, it would seem that you are going to

recommend that ABSA field a team of biosafety police person who will monitor

the jargon that everyone uses.

For the record, just because you don't use the term doesn't make it

incorrect.

BL2+ has an interesting etiology (hope I do not irritate the purists in the

group with this use of the word etiology). It first appeared in print in a

chapter that Lynn Harding and I wrote in the early 80's. It desribed a set

of criteria that allowed hospitals in Boston and Cambridge MA. to work with,

study, and isolate an interesting new virus that seemed to be killing

T-cells and had an affinity for gay males.

It turned out that the virus was HIV. I guess we could have simply said that

the work had to be done at Biosafety level 3, but that would have put a hold

on the research until such time as there were level 3 facilities in all the

universities and hospitals. What's a couple of years when your having fun

watching people die.

What is also significant was that this represented the first time that

someone synthesized from NIH and CDC recommendations, operational criteria

from what was known about disease transmission (blood association).

If I have a problem, it is with those that are more concerned of verbal

etiquette than substance. I applaud all those out there who look at the work

to be done and figure out the best way to protect those that do it.

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 6:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

I am very familiar with its usage, even biosafety "experts" use the

term...but that doesn't make it a correct term

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 04:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

Just because you were unfamiliar with it, doesn't mean that it is

non-existent. Sorry that you shock so easily!!!!!!!

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 10:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Marcia,

When I first read your message...I was shocked to see the term BL2+ (a term

that does not exist in biosafety) related directly to a CDC

document!.....but when I went to the Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) there was

no mention of BL2+ , only the usual BSL-2 and BSL-3, I felt much better!

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 09:54 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

To  respond to several inquiries:

The CDC website for West Nile Virus, Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) states

that BL2+ should be used in diagnostic labs (our researcher's lab procedures

are essentially diagnostic) and that the difference quoted from the BMBL is:

1.       exhaust air from the laboratory room is discharged to the outdoors

2.       the ventilation to the laboratory is  balanced to provide

directional airflow into the room

3.       access to the laboratory is restricted when work is in progress

4.       the recommended Standard Microbiological Practices for BSL3

rigorously followed.

Thanks for the many replies.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506

Phone: (859)257-1049

Fax: (859)257-8787

mfinu2@email.uky.edu <mailto:mfinu2@email.uky.edu>

-----Original Message-----

From: Ron Amoling [mailto:Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 2:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

BL2+ refers to using a BL2 facility and employing BL3 work practices.  The

ventilation considerations for BL2+ would then just be the same as for BL2.

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

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 1:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL2+

My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air flow

requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended by CDC for

West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made "tents"  that

can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the air being exhausted

through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II would be in the tent.

Does anyone have experience with this type of room?  Does anyone know of any

contractors or companies that make these?  Does anyone have other

suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for retrofitting has a

dropped ceiling and there are NO partitions above the ceiling between any of

the rooms on that floor.

Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Mar 2003 11:31:56 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2F222.E2CA8C10"

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_01C2F222.E2CA8C10

Content-Type: text/plain

Daniel,

I've said all I am going to say about this topic, except to say that I have

the upper hand, since there are no "official" guidelines that state that the

term "BSL-2+" is to be used in place of the clearer-to-understand

terms.."BSL-2 facilities" and "BSL-3 practices".

You are welcome to attend the Control of Biohazards Course and present your

views on the matter...otherwise take it offline...I'm sure that the biosafty

group grows tired of long emails from long-on-the-tooth former

microbiologists/clinical laboratory directors.....

Richard

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Adjunct Assistant Professor of Microbiology & Immunology

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

714 West Lombard Street, Room 305

Baltimore, MD 21201-1084

mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu <mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu>

http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu <http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu/>

Phone (410) 706-7845

Fax (410) 706-1520

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2003 10:08 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

BSL 2+ was developed for work which involved a pathogen that was not

believed to cause illness via an aerosol route. A level 3 facility provides

protection to the environment surrounding the laboratory as well as to those

who work in areas outside the immediate laboratory. It was our understanding

that the risk was to those who were engaged in such activity were at risk

from exposure via contaminated surfaces (laboratory and personal), aerosols

which caused contamination and inadvertent exposures as a result of exposure

to contaminated sharps, etc. We felt that level 3 practices provided the

appropriate controls to minimize these risks. 2+ was a 2/3 hybrid a BSL 2

facility with BSL 3 practices. If you work with nonvaccine strains of

pathogens that can cause life threatening illness via infectious aerosols

then a contained facility is to be used to protect the environment and those

in the vicinity.

My view is to exercise some judgment and not simply try to fit everything

into tidy boxes (BSL 1,2,3). I advocate thinking outside the boxes and

synthesizing what you need to do based on what the investigator is trying to

do.

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Saturday, March 22, 2003 8:33 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Hi Dan,

 Actually, you make a good point...the ABSA Technical Committee would be a

good starting point to evaluate the use of the term BL2+ in light of current

scientific knowledge about the microorganisms we are studying.

 This + term has has been used by various individuals designate BSL-2 labs

with HEPA filtered lab exhaust, decontamination of liquid waste from sinks

in holding tanks, sealed monolithic ceilings, wearing respirators while in

the lab, use of airlocks with inflatable gaskets or crushable gaskets

instead of standard doors, or use of differential pressure between the lab

and surrounding areas of 0.05 inches water gauge pressure.

 The Howard Hughes Medical Institute video "Working safely with HIV in the

laboratory" did an excellent job of presenting operational procedures for

work with HIV-containing materials at BSL-2 and BSL-3. Some procedures such

as pipetting HIV-containing blood are performed in a BSL-2 lab while work

with large quantities of concentrated HIV is performed in a BSL-3 lab. I

believe that we have turned the corner with HIV research because we now know

much more about the characteristics of the virus and how it is transmitted.

The days when we needed to justify modifying BSL-2 labs into some type of

hybrid + labs for work with HIV-containing blood to make administrators more

comfortable for have passed.

 Would you consider a BL2+ lab appropriate for growing and concentrating

anthrax bacillus or should we go to BSL-3?

  And, if we can agree to BSL-3 facilities, do we then modify the BSL-3 lab

into BSL-3+ with HEPA filtered exhaust (not required, but recommended) and

do we add liquid waste holding tanks that are decontaminated by steam?

 Maybe we should designate some labs BSL-2++ or BSL-3+ if they have HEPA

filtered exhaust and liquid waste decontamination holding tanks. Why stop

there. How about BSL-4+ for BSL-4 labs with Class III biosafety cabinets and

BSL-4- for labs with Class II biosafety cabinets.

 I suppose the issue is that the BMBL and NIH Guidelines are guidelines.

This makes some people uncomfortable because issues such as HEPA filtered

exhaust and holding tanks for decontamination of sink drain waste are not

clearly specified one way or the other. Guidelines, in my opinion, are much

better than regulations because scientific risk analysis can be employed to

determine how a facility should be designed for the intended work to be

performed. However, the fact that just about all government and many

academic BSL-3 labs have HEPA filtered mechanical lab air exhaust would

argue for a change in the guidelines to require HEPA filtration. Of course

decontamination of liquid waste containing pathogens, etc., usually by steam

autoclave, is already in the BSL-3 guidelines...the question is whether sink

drain effluent from hand washing should go into a holding tank where it is

decontaminated by steam or chemicals.

 In conclusion, ABSA technical expertise should be brought to bear on these

issues because there is considerable confusion about facility design...ask

your local architects and engineers who design containment labs and you will

get opinions that are all over the map.

 On another subject...now that the US Postal Service will conform to

ICAO/IATA/DOT infectious substance shipping regulations starting on May 1,

2003, it is time to revise the shipping section of the current 4th edition

of the BMBL. Shipping regulations are almost as confusing as design of BSL-2

and BSL-3 laboratories, especially with the ICAO regulatory changes with

respect to infectious substances that came out in February 2003. Most people

are not aware of this change.

 We have lots of fun with these subjects when we get 60 people together for

a week during the Control of Biohazards Course.

 Dan, I am sure that you as well as I are happy to have been living

somewhere else besides Rochester NY this winter, although we both have fond

memories of work with Frank Young at Strong Memorial Hospital back in the

pre-HIV days. I remember my first winter in Rochester...we had 21 feet of

snow and I saw snow plows with secondary snow plows attached to the

passenger door for the first time.

Enjoy,

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 06:56 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Lighten up guy.

 From the way you responded to my remark, it would seem that you are going to

recommend that ABSA field a team of biosafety police person who will monitor

the jargon that everyone uses.

For the record, just because you don't use the term doesn't make it

incorrect.

BL2+ has an interesting etiology (hope I do not irritate the purists in the

group with this use of the word etiology). It first appeared in print in a

chapter that Lynn Harding and I wrote in the early 80's. It desribed a set

of criteria that allowed hospitals in Boston and Cambridge MA. to work with,

study, and isolate an interesting new virus that seemed to be killing

T-cells and had an affinity for gay males.

It turned out that the virus was HIV. I guess we could have simply said that

the work had to be done at Biosafety level 3, but that would have put a hold

on the research until such time as there were level 3 facilities in all the

universities and hospitals. What's a couple of years when your having fun

watching people die.

What is also significant was that this represented the first time that

someone synthesized from NIH and CDC recommendations, operational criteria

from what was known about disease transmission (blood association).

If I have a problem, it is with those that are more concerned of verbal

etiquette than substance. I applaud all those out there who look at the work

to be done and figure out the best way to protect those that do it.

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 6:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

I am very familiar with its usage, even biosafety "experts" use the

term...but that doesn't make it a correct term

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 04:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

Just because you were unfamiliar with it, doesn't mean that it is

non-existent. Sorry that you shock so easily!!!!!!!

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 10:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Marcia,

When I first read your message...I was shocked to see the term BL2+ (a term

that does not exist in biosafety) related directly to a CDC

document!.....but when I went to the Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) there was

no mention of BL2+ , only the usual BSL-2 and BSL-3, I felt much better!

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 09:54 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

To  respond to several inquiries:

The CDC website for West Nile Virus, Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) states

that BL2+ should be used in diagnostic labs (our researcher's lab procedures

are essentially diagnostic) and that the difference quoted from the BMBL is:

1.       exhaust air from the laboratory room is discharged to the outdoors

2.       the ventilation to the laboratory is  balanced to provide

directional airflow into the room

3.       access to the laboratory is restricted when work is in progress

4.       the recommended Standard Microbiological Practices for BSL3

rigorously followed.

Thanks for the many replies.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506

Phone: (859)257-1049

Fax: (859)257-8787

mfinu2@email.uky.edu <mailto:mfinu2@email.uky.edu>

-----Original Message-----

From: Ron Amoling [mailto:Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 2:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

BL2+ refers to using a BL2 facility and employing BL3 work practices.  The

ventilation considerations for BL2+ would then just be the same as for BL2.

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

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 1:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL2+

My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air flow

requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended by CDC for

West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made "tents"  that

can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the air being exhausted

through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II would be in the tent.

Does anyone have experience with this type of room?  Does anyone know of any

contractors or companies that make these?  Does anyone have other

suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for retrofitting has a

dropped ceiling and there are NO partitions above the ceiling between any of

the rooms on that floor.

Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Mar 2003 13:43:09 -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: BSL2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2F235.3736C540"

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_01C2F235.3736C540

Content-Type: text/plain

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dick,

If your going to insult me try to get it right. I am neither a

microbiologist or a clinical director. I am a biologist and the person who

helped Byron get the opportunity to develop the course you shill for and

helped write the curriculum as well as serve on the faculty for the first

three years or so. I also have directed academic, medical and pharmaceutical

EH&S programs over the past thirty years. (I guess your right about being

old).

One of the more important principles I advocated when I taught in the

Hopkins Course was the need to think, before reacting. It is that ability

that helps distinguish us from other members of the animal kingdom and

certain adjunct assistant professors of EH&S!

Have a good day!!!

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2003 11:32 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Daniel,

I've said all I am going to say about this topic, except to say that I have

the upper hand, since there are no "official" guidelines that state that the

term "BSL-2+" is to be used in place of the clearer-to-understand

terms.."BSL-2 facilities" and "BSL-3 practices".

You are welcome to attend the Control of Biohazards Course and present your

views on the matter...otherwise take it offline...I'm sure that the biosafty

group grows tired of long emails from long-on-the-tooth former

microbiologists/clinical laboratory directors.....

Richard

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Adjunct Assistant Professor of Microbiology & Immunology

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

714 West Lombard Street, Room 305

Baltimore, MD 21201-1084

mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu <mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu>

http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu <http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu/>

Phone (410) 706-7845

Fax (410) 706-1520

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2003 10:08 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

BSL 2+ was developed for work which involved a pathogen that was not

believed to cause illness via an aerosol route. A level 3 facility provides

protection to the environment surrounding the laboratory as well as to those

who work in areas outside the immediate laboratory. It was our understanding

that the risk was to those who were engaged in such activity were at risk

from exposure via contaminated surfaces (laboratory and personal), aerosols

which caused contamination and inadvertent exposures as a result of exposure

to contaminated sharps, etc. We felt that level 3 practices provided the

appropriate controls to minimize these risks. 2+ was a 2/3 hybrid a BSL 2

facility with BSL 3 practices. If you work with nonvaccine strains of

pathogens that can cause life threatening illness via infectious aerosols

then a contained facility is to be used to protect the environment and those

in the vicinity.

My view is to exercise some judgment and not simply try to fit everything

into tidy boxes (BSL 1,2,3). I advocate thinking outside the boxes and

synthesizing what you need to do based on what the investigator is trying to

do.

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Saturday, March 22, 2003 8:33 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Hi Dan,

 Actually, you make a good point...the ABSA Technical Committee would be a

good starting point to evaluate the use of the term BL2+ in light of current

scientific knowledge about the microorganisms we are studying.

 This + term has has been used by various individuals designate BSL-2 labs

with HEPA filtered lab exhaust, decontamination of liquid waste from sinks

in holding tanks, sealed monolithic ceilings, wearing respirators while in

the lab, use of airlocks with inflatable gaskets or crushable gaskets

instead of standard doors, or use of differential pressure between the lab

and surrounding areas of 0.05 inches water gauge pressure.

 The Howard Hughes Medical Institute video "Working safely with HIV in the

laboratory" did an excellent job of presenting operational procedures for

work with HIV-containing materials at BSL-2 and BSL-3. Some procedures such

as pipetting HIV-containing blood are performed in a BSL-2 lab while work

with large quantities of concentrated HIV is performed in a BSL-3 lab. I

believe that we have turned the corner with HIV research because we now know

much more about the characteristics of the virus and how it is transmitted.

The days when we needed to justify modifying BSL-2 labs into some type of

hybrid + labs for work with HIV-containing blood to make administrators more

comfortable for have passed.

 Would you consider a BL2+ lab appropriate for growing and concentrating

anthrax bacillus or should we go to BSL-3?

  And, if we can agree to BSL-3 facilities, do we then modify the BSL-3 lab

into BSL-3+ with HEPA filtered exhaust (not required, but recommended) and

do we add liquid waste holding tanks that are decontaminated by steam?

 Maybe we should designate some labs BSL-2++ or BSL-3+ if they have HEPA

filtered exhaust and liquid waste decontamination holding tanks. Why stop

there. How about BSL-4+ for BSL-4 labs with Class III biosafety cabinets and

BSL-4- for labs with Class II biosafety cabinets.

 I suppose the issue is that the BMBL and NIH Guidelines are guidelines.

This makes some people uncomfortable because issues such as HEPA filtered

exhaust and holding tanks for decontamination of sink drain waste are not

clearly specified one way or the other. Guidelines, in my opinion, are much

better than regulations because scientific risk analysis can be employed to

determine how a facility should be designed for the intended work to be

performed. However, the fact that just about all government and many

academic BSL-3 labs have HEPA filtered mechanical lab air exhaust would

argue for a change in the guidelines to require HEPA filtration. Of course

decontamination of liquid waste containing pathogens, etc., usually by steam

autoclave, is already in the BSL-3 guidelines...the question is whether sink

drain effluent from hand washing should go into a holding tank where it is

decontaminated by steam or chemicals.

 In conclusion, ABSA technical expertise should be brought to bear on these

issues because there is considerable confusion about facility design...ask

your local architects and engineers who design containment labs and you will

get opinions that are all over the map.

 On another subject...now that the US Postal Service will conform to

ICAO/IATA/DOT infectious substance shipping regulations starting on May 1,

2003, it is time to revise the shipping section of the current 4th edition

of the BMBL. Shipping regulations are almost as confusing as design of BSL-2

and BSL-3 laboratories, especially with the ICAO regulatory changes with

respect to infectious substances that came out in February 2003. Most people

are not aware of this change.

 We have lots of fun with these subjects when we get 60 people together for

a week during the Control of Biohazards Course.

 Dan, I am sure that you as well as I are happy to have been living

somewhere else besides Rochester NY this winter, although we both have fond

memories of work with Frank Young at Strong Memorial Hospital back in the

pre-HIV days. I remember my first winter in Rochester...we had 21 feet of

snow and I saw snow plows with secondary snow plows attached to the

passenger door for the first time.

Enjoy,

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 06:56 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Lighten up guy.

 From the way you responded to my remark, it would seem that you are going to

recommend that ABSA field a team of biosafety police person who will monitor

the jargon that everyone uses.

For the record, just because you don't use the term doesn't make it

incorrect.

BL2+ has an interesting etiology (hope I do not irritate the purists in the

group with this use of the word etiology). It first appeared in print in a

chapter that Lynn Harding and I wrote in the early 80's. It desribed a set

of criteria that allowed hospitals in Boston and Cambridge MA. to work with,

study, and isolate an interesting new virus that seemed to be killing

T-cells and had an affinity for gay males.

It turned out that the virus was HIV. I guess we could have simply said that

the work had to be done at Biosafety level 3, but that would have put a hold

on the research until such time as there were level 3 facilities in all the

universities and hospitals. What's a couple of years when your having fun

watching people die.

What is also significant was that this represented the first time that

someone synthesized from NIH and CDC recommendations, operational criteria

from what was known about disease transmission (blood association).

If I have a problem, it is with those that are more concerned of verbal

etiquette than substance. I applaud all those out there who look at the work

to be done and figure out the best way to protect those that do it.

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 6:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

I am very familiar with its usage, even biosafety "experts" use the

term...but that doesn't make it a correct term

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 04:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

Just because you were unfamiliar with it, doesn't mean that it is

non-existent. Sorry that you shock so easily!!!!!!!

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 10:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Marcia,

When I first read your message...I was shocked to see the term BL2+ (a term

that does not exist in biosafety) related directly to a CDC

document!.....but when I went to the Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) there was

no mention of BL2+ , only the usual BSL-2 and BSL-3, I felt much better!

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 09:54 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

To  respond to several inquiries:

The CDC website for West Nile Virus, Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) states

that BL2+ should be used in diagnostic labs (our researcher's lab procedures

are essentially diagnostic) and that the difference quoted from the BMBL is:

1.       exhaust air from the laboratory room is discharged to the outdoors

2.       the ventilation to the laboratory is  balanced to provide

directional airflow into the room

3.       access to the laboratory is restricted when work is in progress

4.       the recommended Standard Microbiological Practices for BSL3

rigorously followed.

Thanks for the many replies.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506

Phone: (859)257-1049

Fax: (859)257-8787

mfinu2@email.uky.edu <mailto:mfinu2@email.uky.edu>

-----Original Message-----

From: Ron Amoling [mailto:Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 2:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

BL2+ refers to using a BL2 facility and employing BL3 work practices.  The

ventilation considerations for BL2+ would then just be the same as for BL2.

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

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 1:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL2+

My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air flow

requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended by CDC for

West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made "tents"  that

can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the air being exhausted

through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II would be in the tent.

Does anyone have experience with this type of room?  Does anyone know of any

contractors or companies that make these?  Does anyone have other

suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for retrofitting has a

dropped ceiling and there are NO partitions above the ceiling between any of

the rooms on that floor.

Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Mar 2003 14:04:53 -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:      BSO Job Description

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Could some kind soul email me off list with a BSO's job description

that includes all the new Responsible Official's duties?

--

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:         Mon, 24 Mar 2003 14:31:27 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2F23B.F6B207D0"

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_01C2F23B.F6B207D0

Content-Type: text/plain

I don't mean any disrespect to anyone on this list-serve, but this is

getting silly (and funny). It sounds like the BSL-2+ topic is something that

should be looked into during the next revision of the BMBL (or sooner - at

an ABSA technical committee). You guys seem to be attacking each other and

it isn't pretty.

Be happy!

-David

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2003 1:43 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

If your going to insult me try to get it right. I am neither a

microbiologist or a clinical director. I am a biologist and the person who

helped Byron get the opportunity to develop the course you shill for and

helped write the curriculum as well as serve on the faculty for the first

three years or so. I also have directed academic, medical and pharmaceutical

EH&S programs over the past thirty years. (I guess your right about being

old).

One of the more important principles I advocated when I taught in the

Hopkins Course was the need to think, before reacting. It is that ability

that helps distinguish us from other members of the animal kingdom and

certain adjunct assistant professors of EH&S!

Have a good day!!!

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2003 11:32 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Daniel,

I've said all I am going to say about this topic, except to say that I have

the upper hand, since there are no "official" guidelines that state that the

term "BSL-2+" is to be used in place of the clearer-to-understand

terms.."BSL-2 facilities" and "BSL-3 practices".

You are welcome to attend the Control of Biohazards Course and present your

views on the matter...otherwise take it offline...I'm sure that the biosafty

group grows tired of long emails from long-on-the-tooth former

microbiologists/clinical laboratory directors.....

Richard

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Adjunct Assistant Professor of Microbiology & Immunology

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

714 West Lombard Street, Room 305

Baltimore, MD 21201-1084

mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu <mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu>

http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu <http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu/>

Phone (410) 706-7845

Fax (410) 706-1520

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2003 10:08 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

BSL 2+ was developed for work which involved a pathogen that was not

believed to cause illness via an aerosol route. A level 3 facility provides

protection to the environment surrounding the laboratory as well as to those

who work in areas outside the immediate laboratory. It was our understanding

that the risk was to those who were engaged in such activity were at risk

from exposure via contaminated surfaces (laboratory and personal), aerosols

which caused contamination and inadvertent exposures as a result of exposure

to contaminated sharps, etc. We felt that level 3 practices provided the

appropriate controls to minimize these risks. 2+ was a 2/3 hybrid a BSL 2

facility with BSL 3 practices. If you work with nonvaccine strains of

pathogens that can cause life threatening illness via infectious aerosols

then a contained facility is to be used to protect the environment and those

in the vicinity.

My view is to exercise some judgment and not simply try to fit everything

into tidy boxes (BSL 1,2,3). I advocate thinking outside the boxes and

synthesizing what you need to do based on what the investigator is trying to

do.

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Saturday, March 22, 2003 8:33 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Hi Dan,

 Actually, you make a good point...the ABSA Technical Committee would be a

good starting point to evaluate the use of the term BL2+ in light of current

scientific knowledge about the microorganisms we are studying.

 This + term has has been used by various individuals designate BSL-2 labs

with HEPA filtered lab exhaust, decontamination of liquid waste from sinks

in holding tanks, sealed monolithic ceilings, wearing respirators while in

the lab, use of airlocks with inflatable gaskets or crushable gaskets

instead of standard doors, or use of differential pressure between the lab

and surrounding areas of 0.05 inches water gauge pressure.

 The Howard Hughes Medical Institute video "Working safely with HIV in the

laboratory" did an excellent job of presenting operational procedures for

work with HIV-containing materials at BSL-2 and BSL-3. Some procedures such

as pipetting HIV-containing blood are performed in a BSL-2 lab while work

with large quantities of concentrated HIV is performed in a BSL-3 lab. I

believe that we have turned the corner with HIV research because we now know

much more about the characteristics of the virus and how it is transmitted.

The days when we needed to justify modifying BSL-2 labs into some type of

hybrid + labs for work with HIV-containing blood to make administrators more

comfortable for have passed.

 Would you consider a BL2+ lab appropriate for growing and concentrating

anthrax bacillus or should we go to BSL-3?

  And, if we can agree to BSL-3 facilities, do we then modify the BSL-3 lab

into BSL-3+ with HEPA filtered exhaust (not required, but recommended) and

do we add liquid waste holding tanks that are decontaminated by steam?

 Maybe we should designate some labs BSL-2++ or BSL-3+ if they have HEPA

filtered exhaust and liquid waste decontamination holding tanks. Why stop

there. How about BSL-4+ for BSL-4 labs with Class III biosafety cabinets and

BSL-4- for labs with Class II biosafety cabinets.

 I suppose the issue is that the BMBL and NIH Guidelines are guidelines.

This makes some people uncomfortable because issues such as HEPA filtered

exhaust and holding tanks for decontamination of sink drain waste are not

clearly specified one way or the other. Guidelines, in my opinion, are much

better than regulations because scientific risk analysis can be employed to

determine how a facility should be designed for the intended work to be

performed. However, the fact that just about all government and many

academic BSL-3 labs have HEPA filtered mechanical lab air exhaust would

argue for a change in the guidelines to require HEPA filtration. Of course

decontamination of liquid waste containing pathogens, etc., usually by steam

autoclave, is already in the BSL-3 guidelines...the question is whether sink

drain effluent from hand washing should go into a holding tank where it is

decontaminated by steam or chemicals.

 In conclusion, ABSA technical expertise should be brought to bear on these

issues because there is considerable confusion about facility design...ask

your local architects and engineers who design containment labs and you will

get opinions that are all over the map.

 On another subject...now that the US Postal Service will conform to

ICAO/IATA/DOT infectious substance shipping regulations starting on May 1,

2003, it is time to revise the shipping section of the current 4th edition

of the BMBL. Shipping regulations are almost as confusing as design of BSL-2

and BSL-3 laboratories, especially with the ICAO regulatory changes with

respect to infectious substances that came out in February 2003. Most people

are not aware of this change.

 We have lots of fun with these subjects when we get 60 people together for

a week during the Control of Biohazards Course.

 Dan, I am sure that you as well as I are happy to have been living

somewhere else besides Rochester NY this winter, although we both have fond

memories of work with Frank Young at Strong Memorial Hospital back in the

pre-HIV days. I remember my first winter in Rochester...we had 21 feet of

snow and I saw snow plows with secondary snow plows attached to the

passenger door for the first time.

Enjoy,

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 06:56 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Lighten up guy.

 From the way you responded to my remark, it would seem that you are going to

recommend that ABSA field a team of biosafety police person who will monitor

the jargon that everyone uses.

For the record, just because you don't use the term doesn't make it

incorrect.

BL2+ has an interesting etiology (hope I do not irritate the purists in the

group with this use of the word etiology). It first appeared in print in a

chapter that Lynn Harding and I wrote in the early 80's. It desribed a set

of criteria that allowed hospitals in Boston and Cambridge MA. to work with,

study, and isolate an interesting new virus that seemed to be killing

T-cells and had an affinity for gay males.

It turned out that the virus was HIV. I guess we could have simply said that

the work had to be done at Biosafety level 3, but that would have put a hold

on the research until such time as there were level 3 facilities in all the

universities and hospitals. What's a couple of years when your having fun

watching people die.

What is also significant was that this represented the first time that

someone synthesized from NIH and CDC recommendations, operational criteria

from what was known about disease transmission (blood association).

If I have a problem, it is with those that are more concerned of verbal

etiquette than substance. I applaud all those out there who look at the work

to be done and figure out the best way to protect those that do it.

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 6:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

I am very familiar with its usage, even biosafety "experts" use the

term...but that doesn't make it a correct term

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 04:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

Just because you were unfamiliar with it, doesn't mean that it is

non-existent. Sorry that you shock so easily!!!!!!!

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 10:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Marcia,

When I first read your message...I was shocked to see the term BL2+ (a term

that does not exist in biosafety) related directly to a CDC

document!.....but when I went to the Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) there was

no mention of BL2+ , only the usual BSL-2 and BSL-3, I felt much better!

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 09:54 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

To  respond to several inquiries:

The CDC website for West Nile Virus, Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) states

that BL2+ should be used in diagnostic labs (our researcher's lab procedures

are essentially diagnostic) and that the difference quoted from the BMBL is:

1.       exhaust air from the laboratory room is discharged to the outdoors

2.       the ventilation to the laboratory is  balanced to provide

directional airflow into the room

3.       access to the laboratory is restricted when work is in progress

4.       the recommended Standard Microbiological Practices for BSL3

rigorously followed.

Thanks for the many replies.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506

Phone: (859)257-1049

Fax: (859)257-8787

mfinu2@email.uky.edu <mailto:mfinu2@email.uky.edu>

-----Original Message-----

From: Ron Amoling [mailto:Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 2:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

BL2+ refers to using a BL2 facility and employing BL3 work practices.  The

ventilation considerations for BL2+ would then just be the same as for BL2.

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

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 1:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL2+

My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air flow

requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended by CDC for

West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made "tents"  that

can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the air being exhausted

through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II would be in the tent.

Does anyone have experience with this type of room?  Does anyone know of any

contractors or companies that make these?  Does anyone have other

suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for retrofitting has a

dropped ceiling and there are NO partitions above the ceiling between any of

the rooms on that floor.

Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Mar 2003 14:40:46 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Margaret Rakas <mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSO Job Description

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_36697A40.66066731"

--=_36697A40.66066731

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I would be interested in this as well.

Many thanks, Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786

>>> wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU 03/24/03 02:04PM >>>

Could some kind soul email me off list with a BSO's job description

that includes all the new Responsible Official's duties?

--

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:         Mon, 24 Mar 2003 14:41:05 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2F23D.4F253300"

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_01C2F23D.4F253300

Content-Type: text/plain

Daniel,

How tough you are!  You are Great! Join the military!

By the way listserv members, we have known each other for many years and we

always go back and forth like this......I was told that it has something to

do with strong personalities!

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2003 01:43 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

If your going to insult me try to get it right. I am neither a

microbiologist or a clinical director. I am a biologist and the person who

helped Byron get the opportunity to develop the course you shill for and

helped write the curriculum as well as serve on the faculty for the first

three years or so. I also have directed academic, medical and pharmaceutical

EH&S programs over the past thirty years. (I guess your right about being

old).

One of the more important principles I advocated when I taught in the

Hopkins Course was the need to think, before reacting. It is that ability

that helps distinguish us from other members of the animal kingdom and

certain adjunct assistant professors of EH&S!

Have a good day!!!

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2003 11:32 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Daniel,

I've said all I am going to say about this topic, except to say that I have

the upper hand, since there are no "official" guidelines that state that the

term "BSL-2+" is to be used in place of the clearer-to-understand

terms.."BSL-2 facilities" and "BSL-3 practices".

You are welcome to attend the Control of Biohazards Course and present your

views on the matter...otherwise take it offline...I'm sure that the biosafty

group grows tired of long emails from long-on-the-tooth former

microbiologists/clinical laboratory directors.....

Richard

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Adjunct Assistant Professor of Microbiology & Immunology

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

714 West Lombard Street, Room 305

Baltimore, MD 21201-1084

mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu <mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu>

http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu <http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu/>

Phone (410) 706-7845

Fax (410) 706-1520

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2003 10:08 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

BSL 2+ was developed for work which involved a pathogen that was not

believed to cause illness via an aerosol route. A level 3 facility provides

protection to the environment surrounding the laboratory as well as to those

who work in areas outside the immediate laboratory. It was our understanding

that the risk was to those who were engaged in such activity were at risk

from exposure via contaminated surfaces (laboratory and personal), aerosols

which caused contamination and inadvertent exposures as a result of exposure

to contaminated sharps, etc. We felt that level 3 practices provided the

appropriate controls to minimize these risks. 2+ was a 2/3 hybrid a BSL 2

facility with BSL 3 practices. If you work with nonvaccine strains of

pathogens that can cause life threatening illness via infectious aerosols

then a contained facility is to be used to protect the environment and those

in the vicinity.

My view is to exercise some judgment and not simply try to fit everything

into tidy boxes (BSL 1,2,3). I advocate thinking outside the boxes and

synthesizing what you need to do based on what the investigator is trying to

do.

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Saturday, March 22, 2003 8:33 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Hi Dan,

 Actually, you make a good point...the ABSA Technical Committee would be a

good starting point to evaluate the use of the term BL2+ in light of current

scientific knowledge about the microorganisms we are studying.

 This + term has has been used by various individuals designate BSL-2 labs

with HEPA filtered lab exhaust, decontamination of liquid waste from sinks

in holding tanks, sealed monolithic ceilings, wearing respirators while in

the lab, use of airlocks with inflatable gaskets or crushable gaskets

instead of standard doors, or use of differential pressure between the lab

and surrounding areas of 0.05 inches water gauge pressure.

 The Howard Hughes Medical Institute video "Working safely with HIV in the

laboratory" did an excellent job of presenting operational procedures for

work with HIV-containing materials at BSL-2 and BSL-3. Some procedures such

as pipetting HIV-containing blood are performed in a BSL-2 lab while work

with large quantities of concentrated HIV is performed in a BSL-3 lab. I

believe that we have turned the corner with HIV research because we now know

much more about the characteristics of the virus and how it is transmitted.

The days when we needed to justify modifying BSL-2 labs into some type of

hybrid + labs for work with HIV-containing blood to make administrators more

comfortable for have passed.

 Would you consider a BL2+ lab appropriate for growing and concentrating

anthrax bacillus or should we go to BSL-3?

  And, if we can agree to BSL-3 facilities, do we then modify the BSL-3 lab

into BSL-3+ with HEPA filtered exhaust (not required, but recommended) and

do we add liquid waste holding tanks that are decontaminated by steam?

 Maybe we should designate some labs BSL-2++ or BSL-3+ if they have HEPA

filtered exhaust and liquid waste decontamination holding tanks. Why stop

there. How about BSL-4+ for BSL-4 labs with Class III biosafety cabinets and

BSL-4- for labs with Class II biosafety cabinets.

 I suppose the issue is that the BMBL and NIH Guidelines are guidelines.

This makes some people uncomfortable because issues such as HEPA filtered

exhaust and holding tanks for decontamination of sink drain waste are not

clearly specified one way or the other. Guidelines, in my opinion, are much

better than regulations because scientific risk analysis can be employed to

determine how a facility should be designed for the intended work to be

performed. However, the fact that just about all government and many

academic BSL-3 labs have HEPA filtered mechanical lab air exhaust would

argue for a change in the guidelines to require HEPA filtration. Of course

decontamination of liquid waste containing pathogens, etc., usually by steam

autoclave, is already in the BSL-3 guidelines...the question is whether sink

drain effluent from hand washing should go into a holding tank where it is

decontaminated by steam or chemicals.

 In conclusion, ABSA technical expertise should be brought to bear on these

issues because there is considerable confusion about facility design...ask

your local architects and engineers who design containment labs and you will

get opinions that are all over the map.

 On another subject...now that the US Postal Service will conform to

ICAO/IATA/DOT infectious substance shipping regulations starting on May 1,

2003, it is time to revise the shipping section of the current 4th edition

of the BMBL. Shipping regulations are almost as confusing as design of BSL-2

and BSL-3 laboratories, especially with the ICAO regulatory changes with

respect to infectious substances that came out in February 2003. Most people

are not aware of this change.

 We have lots of fun with these subjects when we get 60 people together for

a week during the Control of Biohazards Course.

 Dan, I am sure that you as well as I are happy to have been living

somewhere else besides Rochester NY this winter, although we both have fond

memories of work with Frank Young at Strong Memorial Hospital back in the

pre-HIV days. I remember my first winter in Rochester...we had 21 feet of

snow and I saw snow plows with secondary snow plows attached to the

passenger door for the first time.

Enjoy,

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 06:56 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Lighten up guy.

 From the way you responded to my remark, it would seem that you are going to

recommend that ABSA field a team of biosafety police person who will monitor

the jargon that everyone uses.

For the record, just because you don't use the term doesn't make it

incorrect.

BL2+ has an interesting etiology (hope I do not irritate the purists in the

group with this use of the word etiology). It first appeared in print in a

chapter that Lynn Harding and I wrote in the early 80's. It desribed a set

of criteria that allowed hospitals in Boston and Cambridge MA. to work with,

study, and isolate an interesting new virus that seemed to be killing

T-cells and had an affinity for gay males.

It turned out that the virus was HIV. I guess we could have simply said that

the work had to be done at Biosafety level 3, but that would have put a hold

on the research until such time as there were level 3 facilities in all the

universities and hospitals. What's a couple of years when your having fun

watching people die.

What is also significant was that this represented the first time that

someone synthesized from NIH and CDC recommendations, operational criteria

from what was known about disease transmission (blood association).

If I have a problem, it is with those that are more concerned of verbal

etiquette than substance. I applaud all those out there who look at the work

to be done and figure out the best way to protect those that do it.

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 6:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

I am very familiar with its usage, even biosafety "experts" use the

term...but that doesn't make it a correct term

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 04:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

Just because you were unfamiliar with it, doesn't mean that it is

non-existent. Sorry that you shock so easily!!!!!!!

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 10:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Marcia,

When I first read your message...I was shocked to see the term BL2+ (a term

that does not exist in biosafety) related directly to a CDC

document!.....but when I went to the Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) there was

no mention of BL2+ , only the usual BSL-2 and BSL-3, I felt much better!

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 09:54 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

To  respond to several inquiries:

The CDC website for West Nile Virus, Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) states

that BL2+ should be used in diagnostic labs (our researcher's lab procedures

are essentially diagnostic) and that the difference quoted from the BMBL is:

1.       exhaust air from the laboratory room is discharged to the outdoors

2.       the ventilation to the laboratory is  balanced to provide

directional airflow into the room

3.       access to the laboratory is restricted when work is in progress

4.       the recommended Standard Microbiological Practices for BSL3

rigorously followed.

Thanks for the many replies.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506

Phone: (859)257-1049

Fax: (859)257-8787

mfinu2@email.uky.edu <mailto:mfinu2@email.uky.edu>

-----Original Message-----

From: Ron Amoling [mailto:Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 2:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

BL2+ refers to using a BL2 facility and employing BL3 work practices.  The

ventilation considerations for BL2+ would then just be the same as for BL2.

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

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 1:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL2+

My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air flow

requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended by CDC for

West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made "tents"  that

can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the air being exhausted

through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II would be in the tent.

Does anyone have experience with this type of room?  Does anyone know of any

contractors or companies that make these?  Does anyone have other

suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for retrofitting has a

dropped ceiling and there are NO partitions above the ceiling between any of

the rooms on that floor.

Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Mar 2003 15:02:03 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Lefkin, Howard" <HowardL@SLI.DPH.STATE.MA.US>

Subject:      BSL+BS

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

AND THE WINNER IS:

By a 5 to 4 vote:

Dan!!!!!

Howie/Howard Lefkin,

Environmental Health and Safety Manager

UMASS Medical School-Jamaica Plain

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Mar 2003 14:39:02 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carol McGhan <carol-mcghan@UIOWA.EDU>

Subject:      BSL4 question

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Biosafety-landers...

My VP needs to respond to some questions with regards to the number of

operational BSL4s and the number under construction in this country.  Could

someone post who has BSL4 labs and where they are located in the US?

thank you!

Carol

Carol McGhan, SM(AAM), CBSP, RO

Biological Safety Professional

Health Protection Office

122 Grand Ave Ct

The University of Iowa

E-Mail:carol-mcghan@uiowa.edu

Tel:319-335-9553

Fax:319-335-7564

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Mar 2003 15:10:19 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carol McGhan <carol-mcghan@UIOWA.EDU>

Subject:      VIRUS WARNING----Re: FirstToken

In-Reply-To:  <20030324193551.NGKV21056.out018.verizon.net@Erjlfptm>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Virus Warning everybody!  I just received an email from MDurham@LSU.EDU

that my computer alerted is a virus!!  Hit delete if your virus scan didn't

catch this!!

Carol

At 01:35 PM 3/24/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Content-Type: text/html;

>

>X-Content-Security: [mail-hub3] original Content-Type was audio/x-wav;

>Content-Type: application/octet-stream;

>name="type.exe.virus-scan-me.virus-scan-me"

>Content-ID: <CaWda94EHcE3HmC>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Mar 2003 16:24:41 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL+BS

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Thank God that is settled.  I was going nuts trying to figure out how to

clean up blood off my computer:)

Bob

>AND THE WINNER IS:

>

>By a 5 to 4 vote:

>

>Dan!!!!!

>

>

>Howie/Howard Lefkin,

>Environmental Health and Safety Manager

>UMASS Medical School-Jamaica Plain

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________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

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Mar 2003 15:56:31 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Rowe, Thomas" <t.rowe@SRI.ORG>

Subject:      Re: BSL4 question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Look under the Sunshine Project website for a list of labs.

http://www.sunshine-project.org/

Thomas Rowe, MS

Manager, Homeland Security Research Department

Southern Research Institute

2000 9th Avenue South

Birmingham, AL  35205

Ph: (205)581-2341

FAX: (205)581-2568

E-mail: t.rowe@sri.org

Southern Research Institute is affiliated with the University of Alabama at

Birmingham.

Confidentiality Notice

The information contained in this communication and its attachments is

intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is addressed and may

contain information that is legally privileged, confidential, or exempt from

disclosure. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you

are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this

communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this

communication in error, please notify postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and

delete the communication without retaining any copies.

-----Original Message-----

From: Carol McGhan [mailto:carol-mcghan@UIOWA.EDU]

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2003 2:39 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL4 question

Biosafety-landers...

My VP needs to respond to some questions with regards to the number of

operational BSL4s and the number under construction in this country.  Could

someone post who has BSL4 labs and where they are located in the US?

thank you!

Carol

Carol McGhan, SM(AAM), CBSP, RO

Biological Safety Professional

Health Protection Office

122 Grand Ave Ct

The University of Iowa

E-Mail:carol-mcghan@uiowa.edu

Tel:319-335-9553

Fax:319-335-7564

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Mar 2003 17:13:14 -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: BSL2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2F252.9089B860"

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_01C2F252.9089B860

Content-Type: text/plain

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dick,

I should have prefaced my very first comment that we have been friends for

decades.

Anyhow take care and hopefully I will see you at ABSA.

Regards to Byron!

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2003 2:41 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Daniel,

How tough you are!  You are Great! Join the military!

By the way listserv members, we have known each other for many years and we

always go back and forth like this......I was told that it has something to

do with strong personalities!

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2003 01:43 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

If your going to insult me try to get it right. I am neither a

microbiologist or a clinical director. I am a biologist and the person who

helped Byron get the opportunity to develop the course you shill for and

helped write the curriculum as well as serve on the faculty for the first

three years or so. I also have directed academic, medical and pharmaceutical

EH&S programs over the past thirty years. (I guess your right about being

old).

One of the more important principles I advocated when I taught in the

Hopkins Course was the need to think, before reacting. It is that ability

that helps distinguish us from other members of the animal kingdom and

certain adjunct assistant professors of EH&S!

Have a good day!!!

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2003 11:32 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Daniel,

I've said all I am going to say about this topic, except to say that I have

the upper hand, since there are no "official" guidelines that state that the

term "BSL-2+" is to be used in place of the clearer-to-understand

terms.."BSL-2 facilities" and "BSL-3 practices".

You are welcome to attend the Control of Biohazards Course and present your

views on the matter...otherwise take it offline...I'm sure that the biosafty

group grows tired of long emails from long-on-the-tooth former

microbiologists/clinical laboratory directors.....

Richard

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Adjunct Assistant Professor of Microbiology & Immunology

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

714 West Lombard Street, Room 305

Baltimore, MD 21201-1084

mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu <mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu>

http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu <http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu/>

Phone (410) 706-7845

Fax (410) 706-1520

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2003 10:08 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

BSL 2+ was developed for work which involved a pathogen that was not

believed to cause illness via an aerosol route. A level 3 facility provides

protection to the environment surrounding the laboratory as well as to those

who work in areas outside the immediate laboratory. It was our understanding

that the risk was to those who were engaged in such activity were at risk

from exposure via contaminated surfaces (laboratory and personal), aerosols

which caused contamination and inadvertent exposures as a result of exposure

to contaminated sharps, etc. We felt that level 3 practices provided the

appropriate controls to minimize these risks. 2+ was a 2/3 hybrid a BSL 2

facility with BSL 3 practices. If you work with nonvaccine strains of

pathogens that can cause life threatening illness via infectious aerosols

then a contained facility is to be used to protect the environment and those

in the vicinity.

My view is to exercise some judgment and not simply try to fit everything

into tidy boxes (BSL 1,2,3). I advocate thinking outside the boxes and

synthesizing what you need to do based on what the investigator is trying to

do.

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Saturday, March 22, 2003 8:33 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Hi Dan,

 Actually, you make a good point...the ABSA Technical Committee would be a

good starting point to evaluate the use of the term BL2+ in light of current

scientific knowledge about the microorganisms we are studying.

 This + term has has been used by various individuals designate BSL-2 labs

with HEPA filtered lab exhaust, decontamination of liquid waste from sinks

in holding tanks, sealed monolithic ceilings, wearing respirators while in

the lab, use of airlocks with inflatable gaskets or crushable gaskets

instead of standard doors, or use of differential pressure between the lab

and surrounding areas of 0.05 inches water gauge pressure.

 The Howard Hughes Medical Institute video "Working safely with HIV in the

laboratory" did an excellent job of presenting operational procedures for

work with HIV-containing materials at BSL-2 and BSL-3. Some procedures such

as pipetting HIV-containing blood are performed in a BSL-2 lab while work

with large quantities of concentrated HIV is performed in a BSL-3 lab. I

believe that we have turned the corner with HIV research because we now know

much more about the characteristics of the virus and how it is transmitted.

The days when we needed to justify modifying BSL-2 labs into some type of

hybrid + labs for work with HIV-containing blood to make administrators more

comfortable for have passed.

 Would you consider a BL2+ lab appropriate for growing and concentrating

anthrax bacillus or should we go to BSL-3?

  And, if we can agree to BSL-3 facilities, do we then modify the BSL-3 lab

into BSL-3+ with HEPA filtered exhaust (not required, but recommended) and

do we add liquid waste holding tanks that are decontaminated by steam?

 Maybe we should designate some labs BSL-2++ or BSL-3+ if they have HEPA

filtered exhaust and liquid waste decontamination holding tanks. Why stop

there. How about BSL-4+ for BSL-4 labs with Class III biosafety cabinets and

BSL-4- for labs with Class II biosafety cabinets.

 I suppose the issue is that the BMBL and NIH Guidelines are guidelines.

This makes some people uncomfortable because issues such as HEPA filtered

exhaust and holding tanks for decontamination of sink drain waste are not

clearly specified one way or the other. Guidelines, in my opinion, are much

better than regulations because scientific risk analysis can be employed to

determine how a facility should be designed for the intended work to be

performed. However, the fact that just about all government and many

academic BSL-3 labs have HEPA filtered mechanical lab air exhaust would

argue for a change in the guidelines to require HEPA filtration. Of course

decontamination of liquid waste containing pathogens, etc., usually by steam

autoclave, is already in the BSL-3 guidelines...the question is whether sink

drain effluent from hand washing should go into a holding tank where it is

decontaminated by steam or chemicals.

 In conclusion, ABSA technical expertise should be brought to bear on these

issues because there is considerable confusion about facility design...ask

your local architects and engineers who design containment labs and you will

get opinions that are all over the map.

 On another subject...now that the US Postal Service will conform to

ICAO/IATA/DOT infectious substance shipping regulations starting on May 1,

2003, it is time to revise the shipping section of the current 4th edition

of the BMBL. Shipping regulations are almost as confusing as design of BSL-2

and BSL-3 laboratories, especially with the ICAO regulatory changes with

respect to infectious substances that came out in February 2003. Most people

are not aware of this change.

 We have lots of fun with these subjects when we get 60 people together for

a week during the Control of Biohazards Course.

 Dan, I am sure that you as well as I are happy to have been living

somewhere else besides Rochester NY this winter, although we both have fond

memories of work with Frank Young at Strong Memorial Hospital back in the

pre-HIV days. I remember my first winter in Rochester...we had 21 feet of

snow and I saw snow plows with secondary snow plows attached to the

passenger door for the first time.

Enjoy,

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 06:56 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Lighten up guy.

 From the way you responded to my remark, it would seem that you are going to

recommend that ABSA field a team of biosafety police person who will monitor

the jargon that everyone uses.

For the record, just because you don't use the term doesn't make it

incorrect.

BL2+ has an interesting etiology (hope I do not irritate the purists in the

group with this use of the word etiology). It first appeared in print in a

chapter that Lynn Harding and I wrote in the early 80's. It desribed a set

of criteria that allowed hospitals in Boston and Cambridge MA. to work with,

study, and isolate an interesting new virus that seemed to be killing

T-cells and had an affinity for gay males.

It turned out that the virus was HIV. I guess we could have simply said that

the work had to be done at Biosafety level 3, but that would have put a hold

on the research until such time as there were level 3 facilities in all the

universities and hospitals. What's a couple of years when your having fun

watching people die.

What is also significant was that this represented the first time that

someone synthesized from NIH and CDC recommendations, operational criteria

from what was known about disease transmission (blood association).

If I have a problem, it is with those that are more concerned of verbal

etiquette than substance. I applaud all those out there who look at the work

to be done and figure out the best way to protect those that do it.

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 6:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

I am very familiar with its usage, even biosafety "experts" use the

term...but that doesn't make it a correct term

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 04:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

Just because you were unfamiliar with it, doesn't mean that it is

non-existent. Sorry that you shock so easily!!!!!!!

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 10:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Marcia,

When I first read your message...I was shocked to see the term BL2+ (a term

that does not exist in biosafety) related directly to a CDC

document!.....but when I went to the Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) there was

no mention of BL2+ , only the usual BSL-2 and BSL-3, I felt much better!

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 09:54 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

To  respond to several inquiries:

The CDC website for West Nile Virus, Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) states

that BL2+ should be used in diagnostic labs (our researcher's lab procedures

are essentially diagnostic) and that the difference quoted from the BMBL is:

1.       exhaust air from the laboratory room is discharged to the outdoors

2.       the ventilation to the laboratory is  balanced to provide

directional airflow into the room

3.       access to the laboratory is restricted when work is in progress

4.       the recommended Standard Microbiological Practices for BSL3

rigorously followed.

Thanks for the many replies.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506

Phone: (859)257-1049

Fax: (859)257-8787

mfinu2@email.uky.edu <mailto:mfinu2@email.uky.edu>

-----Original Message-----

From: Ron Amoling [mailto:Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 2:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

BL2+ refers to using a BL2 facility and employing BL3 work practices.  The

ventilation considerations for BL2+ would then just be the same as for BL2.

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

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 1:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL2+

My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air flow

requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended by CDC for

West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made "tents"  that

can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the air being exhausted

through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II would be in the tent.

Does anyone have experience with this type of room?  Does anyone know of any

contractors or companies that make these?  Does anyone have other

suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for retrofitting has a

dropped ceiling and there are NO partitions above the ceiling between any of

the rooms on that floor.

Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 25 Mar 2003 08:12:52 -0500

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: BSL2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2F2D0.3E26BA40"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2F2D0.3E26BA40

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Thank You David

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)

-----Original Message-----

From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2003 2:31 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

I don't mean any disrespect to anyone on this list-serve, but this is =

getting silly (and funny). It sounds like the BSL-2+ topic is something =

that should be looked into during the next revision of the BMBL (or =

sooner - at an ABSA technical committee). You guys seem to be attacking =

each other and it isn't pretty.

Be happy!

-David

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2003 1:43 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

If your going to insult me try to get it right. I am neither a =

microbiologist or a clinical director. I am a biologist and the person =

who helped Byron get the opportunity to develop the course you shill for =

and helped write the curriculum as well as serve on the faculty for the =

first three years or so. I also have directed academic, medical and =

pharmaceutical  EH&S programs over the past thirty years. (I guess your =

right about being old).  

One of the more important principles I advocated when I taught in the =

Hopkins Course was the need to think, before reacting. It is that =

ability that helps distinguish us from other members of the animal =

kingdom and certain adjunct assistant professors of EH&S!

Have a good day!!!

Dan 

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2003 11:32 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Daniel,

I've said all I am going to say about this topic, except to say that I =

have the upper hand, since there are no "official" guidelines that state =

that the term "BSL-2+" is to be used in place of the =

clearer-to-understand terms.."BSL-2 facilities" and "BSL-3 practices".

You are welcome to attend the Control of Biohazards Course and present =

your views on the matter...otherwise take it offline...I'm sure that the =

biosafty group grows tired of long emails from long-on-the-tooth former =

microbiologists/clinical laboratory directors.....

Richard

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Adjunct Assistant Professor of Microbiology & Immunology

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

714 West Lombard Street, Room 305

Baltimore, MD 21201-1084

mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu <http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu/>

Phone (410) 706-7845

Fax (410) 706-1520

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Monday, March 24, 2003 10:08 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

BSL 2+ was developed for work which involved a pathogen that was not =

believed to cause illness via an aerosol route. A level 3 facility =

provides protection to the environment surrounding the laboratory as =

well as to those who work in areas outside the immediate laboratory. It =

was our understanding that the risk was to those who were engaged in =

such activity were at risk from exposure via contaminated surfaces =

(laboratory and personal), aerosols which caused contamination and =

inadvertent exposures as a result of exposure to contaminated sharps, =

etc. We felt that level 3 practices provided the appropriate controls to =

minimize these risks. 2+ was a 2/3 hybrid a BSL 2 facility with BSL 3 =

practices. If you work with nonvaccine strains of pathogens that can =

cause life threatening illness via infectious aerosols then a contained =

facility is to be used to protect the environment and those in the =

vicinity.

My view is to exercise some judgment and not simply try to fit =

everything into tidy boxes (BSL 1,2,3). I advocate thinking outside the =

boxes and synthesizing what you need to do based on what the =

investigator is trying to do.    

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Saturday, March 22, 2003 8:33 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Hi Dan,

 Actually, you make a good point...the ABSA Technical Committee would be =

a good starting point to evaluate the use of the term BL2+ in light of =

current scientific knowledge about the microorganisms we are studying.

 This + term has has been used by various individuals designate BSL-2 =

labs with HEPA filtered lab exhaust, decontamination of liquid waste =

from sinks in holding tanks, sealed monolithic ceilings, wearing =

respirators while in the lab, use of airlocks with inflatable gaskets or =

crushable gaskets instead of standard doors, or use of differential =

pressure between the lab and surrounding areas of 0.05 inches water =

gauge pressure.

 The Howard Hughes Medical Institute video "Working safely with HIV in =

the laboratory" did an excellent job of presenting operational =

procedures for work with HIV-containing materials at BSL-2 and BSL-3. =

Some procedures such as pipetting HIV-containing blood are performed in =

a BSL-2 lab while work with large quantities of concentrated HIV is =

performed in a BSL-3 lab. I believe that we have turned the corner with =

HIV research because we now know much more about the characteristics of =

the virus and how it is transmitted. The days when we needed to justify =

modifying BSL-2 labs into some type of hybrid + labs for work with =

HIV-containing blood to make administrators more comfortable for have =

passed.

 Would you consider a BL2+ lab appropriate for growing and concentrating =

anthrax bacillus or should we go to BSL-3?

  And, if we can agree to BSL-3 facilities, do we then modify the BSL-3 =

lab into BSL-3+ with HEPA filtered exhaust (not required, but =

recommended) and do we add liquid waste holding tanks that are =

decontaminated by steam?

 Maybe we should designate some labs BSL-2++ or BSL-3+ if they have HEPA =

filtered exhaust and liquid waste decontamination holding tanks. Why =

stop there. How about BSL-4+ for BSL-4 labs with Class III biosafety =

cabinets and BSL-4- for labs with Class II biosafety cabinets.

 I suppose the issue is that the BMBL and NIH Guidelines are guidelines. =

This makes some people uncomfortable because issues such as HEPA =

filtered exhaust and holding tanks for decontamination of sink drain =

waste are not clearly specified one way or the other. Guidelines, in my =

opinion, are much better than regulations because scientific risk =

analysis can be employed to determine how a facility should be designed =

for the intended work to be performed. However, the fact that just about =

all government and many academic BSL-3 labs have HEPA filtered =

mechanical lab air exhaust would argue for a change in the guidelines to =

require HEPA filtration. Of course decontamination of liquid waste =

containing pathogens, etc., usually by steam autoclave, is already in =

the BSL-3 guidelines...the question is whether sink drain effluent from =

hand washing should go into a holding tank where it is decontaminated by =

steam or chemicals.

 In conclusion, ABSA technical expertise should be brought to bear on =

these issues because there is considerable confusion about facility =

design...ask your local architects and engineers who design containment =

labs and you will get opinions that are all over the map.

 On another subject...now that the US Postal Service will conform to =

ICAO/IATA/DOT infectious substance shipping regulations starting on May =

1, 2003, it is time to revise the shipping section of the current 4th =

edition of the BMBL. Shipping regulations are almost as confusing as =

design of BSL-2 and BSL-3 laboratories, especially with the ICAO =

regulatory changes with respect to infectious substances that came out =

in February 2003. Most people are not aware of this change.

 We have lots of fun with these subjects when we get 60 people together =

for a week during the Control of Biohazards Course.

 Dan, I am sure that you as well as I are happy to have been living =

somewhere else besides Rochester NY this winter, although we both have =

fond memories of work with Frank Young at Strong Memorial Hospital back =

in the pre-HIV days. I remember my first winter in Rochester...we had 21 =

feet of snow and I saw snow plows with secondary snow plows attached to =

the passenger door for the first time.

Enjoy,

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 06:56 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Lighten up guy.

 From the way you responded to my remark, it would seem that you are =

going to recommend that ABSA field a team of biosafety police person who =

will monitor the jargon that everyone uses.

For the record, just because you don't use the term doesn't make it =

incorrect.

BL2+ has an interesting etiology (hope I do not irritate the purists in =

the group with this use of the word etiology). It first appeared in =

print in a chapter that Lynn Harding and I wrote in the early 80's. It =

desribed a set of criteria that allowed hospitals in Boston and =

Cambridge MA. to work with, study, and isolate an interesting new virus =

that seemed to be killing T-cells and had an affinity for gay males.

It turned out that the virus was HIV. I guess we could have simply said =

that the work had to be done at Biosafety level 3, but that would have =

put a hold on the research until such time as there were level 3 =

facilities in all the universities and hospitals. What's a couple of =

years when your having fun watching people die.

What is also significant was that this represented the first time that =

someone synthesized from NIH and CDC recommendations, operational =

criteria from what was known about disease transmission (blood =

association).

If I have a problem, it is with those that are more concerned of verbal =

etiquette than substance. I applaud all those out there who look at the =

work to be done and figure out the best way to protect those that do it. =

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 6:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

I am very familiar with its usage, even biosafety "experts" use the =

term...but that doesn't make it a correct term

-----Original Message-----

From: Dan Liberman [mailto:dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 04:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Dick,

Just because you were unfamiliar with it, doesn't mean that it is =

non-existent. Sorry that you shock so easily!!!!!!!

Dan

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 10:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

Marcia,

When I first read your message...I was shocked to see the term BL2+ (a =

term that does not exist in biosafety) related directly to a CDC =

document!.....but when I went to the Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) there =

was no mention of BL2+ , only the usual BSL-2 and BSL-3, I felt much =

better!

Richard

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 09:54 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

To  respond to several inquiries:

The CDC website for West Nile Virus, Laboratory Guidelines (p.22) states =

that BL2+ should be used in diagnostic labs (our researcher's lab =

procedures are essentially diagnostic) and that the difference quoted =

from the BMBL is:

1.       exhaust air from the laboratory room is discharged to the =

outdoors

2.       the ventilation to the laboratory is  balanced to provide =

directional airflow into the room

3.       access to the laboratory is restricted when work is in progress

4.       the recommended Standard Microbiological Practices for BSL3 =

rigorously followed.

Thanks for the many replies.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506

Phone: (859)257-1049

Fax: (859)257-8787

mfinu2@email.uky.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Ron Amoling [mailto:Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 2:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL2+

BL2+ refers to using a BL2 facility and employing BL3 work practices.  =

The ventilation considerations for BL2+ would then just be the same as =

for BL2.

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

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2003 1:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL2+

My question today is about retrofitting a room to conform to the air =

flow requirements for a BSL+2  laboratory, ie. currently recommended by =

CDC for West Nile Virus work. I have been told there are custom made =

"tents"  that can be set up within a room with a HEPA filter for the air =

being exhausted through the fume hood to the outside.  The BSC II would =

be in the tent.  Does anyone have experience with this type of room?  =

Does anyone know of any contractors or companies that make these?  Does =

anyone have other suggestions?  The lab that is being considered for =

retrofitting has a dropped ceiling and there are NO partitions above the =

ceiling between any of the rooms on that floor.

Thanks for the feedback on the infectious agent question.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 25 Mar 2003 08:13:30 -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: Virus Detected by Network Associates,

              Inc. Webshield SMTP V4.5 MR1a

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_86391504==_.ALT"

--=====================_86391504==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Dear list members,

Please note that there was a message with a virus that went

out.  Regretfully, I don't know which message (my Virus Checker

automatically killed it).

>Network Associates WebShield SMTP V4.5 MR1a on oac35 detected virus

>W32/Klez.eml in

>attachment unknown from <owner-biosafty@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> and it was Cleaned.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

--=====================_86391504==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Dear list members,

Please note that there was a message with a virus that went out. 

Regretfully, I don't know which message (my Virus Checker automatically

killed it).  

Network Associates WebShield SMTP

V4.5 MR1a on oac35 detected virus W32/Klez.eml in

attachment unknown from <owner-biosafty@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> and it was

Cleaned. 

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Biosafty List Owner 

rfink@mit.edu

--=====================_86391504==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 25 Mar 2003 08:26:01 -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:      virus

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_87142964==_.ALT"

--=====================_87142964==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Luckily a good number of you have mail servers that check for viruses (the

virus was in an attachment) and deleted the message and/or the attachment

prior to delivery.  I know this, as each server sent me a message regarding

their action and the virus detected.  This brings up a very important

issue:  ALWAYS, ALWAYS have an up to date virus checker on you computer.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

--=====================_87142964==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Luckily a good number of you have mail servers that check for viruses

(the virus was in an attachment) and deleted the message and/or the

attachment prior to delivery.  I know this, as each server sent me a

message regarding their action and the virus detected.  This brings

up a very important issue:  ALWAYS, ALWAYS have an up to date virus

checker on you computer.  

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Biosafty List Owner 

rfink@mit.edu

--=====================_87142964==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 25 Mar 2003 09:05:01 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         CURT SPEAKER <SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU>

Subject:      "Interim final rule"

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Morning!:

We are now operating under this "Interim final rule" regarding select

agents.  Does anyone know if there is going to be any substantiative

changes to the LIST of select agents (more additions/deletions, etc.)

anytime in the near future?

Ed, are you still our there?

We are currently in the process of updating our deans on this matter,

and I was asked if I thought the regs would change again anytime soon.

It would be nice to have a crystal ball, but failing that, I wonder if

anyone has heard any information on this subject.

As always, thanks!

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 25 Mar 2003 09:15:20 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carol McGhan <carol-mcghan@UIOWA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL4 question

In-Reply-To:  <03Mar24.160759cst.119230@srisvr.sri.org>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Tom and others who responded to my question:

You've been a great help!

Thank you so much!!!!

Carol

At 03:56 PM 3/24/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Look under the Sunshine Project website for a list of labs.

>

>

>http://www.sunshine-project.org/

>

>

>Thomas Rowe, MS

>Manager, Homeland Security Research Department

>Southern Research Institute

>2000 9th Avenue South

>Birmingham, AL  35205

>Ph: (205)581-2341

>FAX: (205)581-2568

>E-mail: t.rowe@sri.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 25 Mar 2003 12:09:08 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      prion protein

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hi All..

I know there have been a bunch of posts recently on prions.. of course I

didn't save them and now I need to ask a question..

I have a researcher wanting to express a mammalian prion protein (probably

a clone from mouse or hamster) in C.Elegans. I have a Swiss document which

states that although no definitive proof exists that human infection is

mediated by animal prions, all work should be carried out under containment

level 3. They they go on to state that experiments in mouse/hamster are

classified in risk group 2 (CDC and BMBL says BSL2 for animal prions), The

Swiss document then states that experiments involving expression in systems

that do not colonize humans can be put in class 1.. needless to say this is

a tad confusing..

What potential risks exist - anything specific I should look for when

reviewing the safety protocol for this?

  If anyone can help out or direct me in how to download old postings (I

seem to remember that is possible) I'd greatly appreciate it..

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 25 Mar 2003 13:24:32 -0600

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:      Matter of debate

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Good afternoon everyone,

We're trying to get our ducks in a row like all of you with SA's, and an

issue came up.  Does the destruction of SA contaminated lab waste have to

be reported to the CDC five days prior, or is it just when you get rid of

your stock culture?

Hope to hear from you soon,

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:         Tue, 25 Mar 2003 15:10:19 -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: Matter of debate

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20030325125919.00a815a0@tigger.cc.uic.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_111400004==_.ALT"

--=====================_111400004==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At 01:24 PM 3/25/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Good afternoon everyone,

>

>We're trying to get our ducks in a row like all of you with SA's, and an

>issue came up.  Does the destruction of SA contaminated lab waste have to

>be reported to the CDC five days prior, or is it just when you get rid of

>your stock culture?

>

>Hope to hear from you soon,

>

>Terry Lawrin

The notification is for when the lab terminates the work and is planning on

getting rid of (destroying) their stocks.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_111400004==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

At 01:24 PM 3/25/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Good afternoon everyone,

We're trying to get our ducks in a row like all of you with SA's, and

an

issue came up.  Does the destruction of SA contaminated lab waste

have to

be reported to the CDC five days prior, or is it just when you get rid

of

your stock culture?

Hope to hear from you soon,

Terry Lawrin

The notification is for when the lab terminates the work and is planning

on getting rid of (destroying) their stocks.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_111400004==_.ALT--
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Date:         Tue, 25 Mar 2003 13:34:08 -0700

Reply-To:     dcalhoun@affygility.com

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dean Calhoun <dcalhoun@AFFYGILITY.COM>

Organization: Affygility Solutions

Subject:      Final Rule on Hazardous Materials Security Requirements Issued

              Today

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20030325125919.00a815a0@tigger.cc.uic.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi all,

        The Department of Transportation today issued its Final Rule on

Hazardous Materials: Security Requirements for Offerors and Transporter

of Hazardous Materials.  Under the requirements of the Final Rule,

covered employers are to develop and adhere to a security plan by

September 25, 2003. Security training must be provided to new haz mat

employees within 90 days, and current employees by December 22, 2003.

   Covered employers include those that offer: 1) route controlled

radioactive materials: 2) ship more than 25 kg of a Division 1.1, 1.2,

or 1.3 material; 3) ship more than 1 L of a poisonous by inhalation

material (Zone A); 4) Ship hazardous materials in bulk packaging equal

to or greater than 3,500 gallons; 5) ship more than 5,000 pounds of one

class of hazardous material for which placarding is required; 6) ship

select agents or toxins regulated by CDC; or 7) ship a quantity of

hazardous materials that require placarding.

For a complete text of the Final Rule, go to http://www.affygility.com

Best regards,

Dean M. Calhoun, CIH

Phone: 303-884-3028

dcalhoun@affygility.com

Affygility Solutions: providing strategic environmental, health and

safety solutions to the biotechnology and pharmaceutical industry.  Go

to www.affygility.com to advance your career.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Mar 2003 10:40:10 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_TBSFET39faCrYnhRpYAupw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_TBSFET39faCrYnhRpYAupw)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Hello to all:

            Some folks have asked, so I might as well offer it to =

everyone. I have a set of inventory forms, Disposal Reports etc. that I =

hope will do the trick and make my life easy (Ha-Ha) with respect to the =

SA&T logging and reporting activities.

            The forms are at : =

http://www.mssm.edu/biosafety/policies.shtml .

            I am not saying they are the Best forms =

available....actually all I did was take the appropriate section of 42 =

CFR Part             73 apart and rearrange it as a questionnaire. =

(Pretty unoriginal, but when  one is pressed for time....).

            Feel free to use, change do what you have to make it useful =

to you.

            Phil Hauck

--Boundary_(ID_TBSFET39faCrYnhRpYAupw)

Content-type: text/html; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: QUOTED-PRINTABLE

"urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:word" xmlns"http://www.w3.org=

/TR/REC-html40">

=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=

=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 Hello to

all:

=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=

=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 Some folks

have asked, so I might as well offer it to everyone. I have a set of =

inventory

forms, Disposal Reports etc.  =

that I hope will do the trick and make my life e=

asy (Ha-Ha)

with respect to the SA&T logging and reporting activities.

=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=

=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 The forms

are at : http://www.mssm=

.edu/biosafety/policies.shtml

=2E 

=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=

=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 

=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 I am =

not saying they are the Best

forms available&.actually all I did was take the appropriate se=

ction of

42 CFR Part =A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=

=A0=A0=A0=A0 73 apart and rearrange

it as a questionnaire. (Pretty unoriginal, but when =A0one is pressed for time&.)=

.

=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=

=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 Feel free

to use, change do what you have to make it useful to you.<=

/span>

=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=

=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 Phil Hauck

--Boundary_(ID_TBSFET39faCrYnhRpYAupw)--
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Hi All,

I sent out the email below last week re: prions, but alas, no responses.

Anyone out there have any info to share on this topic?

Brenda Barry

-----Original Message-----

From: Brenda Barry

Sent: Friday, March 21, 2003 12:19 PM

To: biosafety e-mail (E-mail)

Subject: Prions and Laboratory Decommissioning

Hello All,

I wanted to find out the experience of the Biosafty list serve community

regarding decommisioning laboratories that have been used for prion

research. Only prions that cause scrapie in rodents were used in the

laboratory areas.  No animal work was done in the laboratories; only tissue

samples were processed and analyzed.

The laboratory equipment inventory includes two biosafety cabinets, -86C

freezers, refridgerators, a tissue homogenizer, and several centrifuges,

including ultracentrifuges.  The future plans for the laboratories include

virology research. Is it possible to disinfect any of this equipment with a

level of confidence that it can be used for future virology work in these

laboratories ? Is disposal of all of the equipment the only option?  If so,

how has this been done? Your thoughts, perspectives, and experience on this

prion question would be very much appreciated.

Brenda Barry

Brenda E. Barry, Ph.D.

Senior Associate/Biosafety Officer

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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Biosafety Discussion List Members:

Please pass the following information on to individuals who may be

qualified and interested in this career opportunity.  For further

information on the position, please contact me by email (mecklem@msu.edu)

or phone at (517) 355-1283.  Thank You!

Robin Mecklem

Biosafety Officer

Michigan State University

*******************************************************************

<bold>Biosafety Position (IH) at Michigan State University

</bold>

Michigan State University's Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological

Safety (ORCBS) is seeking an experienced and motivated individual to join

its team of health and safety professionals as an Industrial Hygienist in

the area of biosafety. This highly visible and responsible position will

assist in the development, implementation and maintenance of a

comprehensive biological safety program.

Founded in 1855, MSU is a research-intensive land-grant university where

people matter. The curriculum, which originally concentrated on farm

science, now includes more than 200 programs of undergraduate and

graduate studies, all taught by nearly 4,000 academic staff in 14

degree-granting colleges. MSU, a Big-Ten University operates on the

semester system and has currently more than 40,000 enrolled students.

The successful candidate will assist with the control and minimization of

risk related to the handling biological agents, and assuring that the

safety and regulatory requirements are met for use, storage, transport

and disposal of biohazardous materials at Michigan State University.

Duties for which this person will be responsible include, but are not

limited to: assist in development and maintenance of a comprehensive

program to control and eliminate biological hazards; provide site and

function specific training; review research projects and inspects

facilities related to research, teaching, outreach and support operations

for compliance with applicable rules, regulations and guidelines; provide

assistance to University units in the development and implementation of

internal biosafety-related programs; serve as an on-call technical

advisor to the University for emergencies and incidents involving

biohazardous materials.

The position involves handling biological agents and biohazardous

materials, wearing a respirator, and working on a VDT 25% of the time.

Minimum requirements for the qualified candidate are a Bachelor's degree

in Industrial Hygiene/Environmental Health and Safety, or a closely

related field; two years of related and progressively more responsible or

expansive experience in biological safety; demonstrated ability to know

and apply safety regulations; experience in safety requirements for

research laboratories; safety training program development and

presentation; computer literacy; or an equivalent combination of

education and experience.

Desired qualifications include: Laboratory research experience and

microbiology education.

To apply for this position, call the Michigan State University Employment

Office at (517) 353-3720 or visit the MSU Human Resources website

(www.hr.msu.edu).  Refer to Posting Number P30099.

Michigan State University is an Affirmative Action/Equal Opportunity

Institution.
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Is this the whole prion protein or subunits?  Is it the normal prion or the

abnormal (scrapie type)?

Assuming it is the whole protein, scapie type then I would lean towards BL2

for the cloning and BL1 once it was in C. elegans.  While cloning there is

a greater potential exposure risk to lab personnel and the prion maybe in

fairly high concentration.  Once in C. elegans the exposure risk goes way

down (except if they eat the worms).

Richie

At 12:09 PM 3/25/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Hi All..

>

>I have a researcher wanting to express a mammalian prion protein (probably

>a clone from mouse or hamster) in C.Elegans. I

>

>  If anyone can help out or direct me in how to download old postings (I

>seem to remember that is possible) I'd greatly appreciate it..

To get old postings:  send an email to:listserv@mitvma.mit.edu

In the body of the email type: ind biosafty

DO NOT include a signature.

You will get back from the listserv a list of log files.  Send the

following message to the listerv:

get Name_of_log_file

You can use multiple gets (upto around 6).  Again no signature file.

The listserv will send you back the files.

>**********************************************

>Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

>Biological Safety Professional

>Office of Research Safety

>Northwestern University

>NG-71 Technological Institute

>2145 Sheridan Road

>Evanston, IL 60208-3121

>Phone: (847) 491-4387

>Fax: (847) 467-2797

>Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

>**********************************************

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment
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Is this the whole prion protein or subunits?  Is it the

normal prion or the abnormal (scrapie type)?  

Assuming it is the whole protein, scapie type then I would lean towards

BL2 for the cloning and BL1 once it was in C. elegans.  While

cloning there is a greater potential exposure risk to lab personnel and

the prion maybe in fairly high concentration.  Once in C. elegans

the exposure risk goes way down (except if they eat the worms).

Richie

At 12:09 PM 3/25/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Hi All..

I have a researcher wanting to express a mammalian prion protein

(probably

a clone from mouse or hamster) in C.Elegans. I

 If anyone can help out or direct me in how to download old postings

(I

seem to remember that is possible) I'd greatly appreciate

it..

To get old postings:  send an email to:listserv@mitvma.mit.edu

In the body of the email type: ind biosafty

DO NOT include a signature.

You will get back from the listserv a list of log files.  Send the

following message to the listerv:

get Name_of_log_file

You can use multiple gets (upto around 6).  Again no signature

file.

The listserv will send you back the files.

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment
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Brenda,

That's because all of us run the other way when prions are brought up.

At 10:53 AM 3/26/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Hi All,

>I sent out the email below last week re: prions, but alas, no responses.

>Anyone out there have any info to share on this topic?

>Brenda Barry

>

>The laboratory equipment inventory includes two biosafety cabinets, -86C

>freezers, refridgerators, a tissue homogenizer, and several centrifuges,

>including ultracentrifuges.  The future plans for the laboratories include

>virology research. Is it possible to disinfect any of this equipment with

>a level of confidence that it can be used for future virology work in

>these laboratories ?

Depends on how high a level of confidence you want.  You have a few

options.  Wash everything down with 1 or 2 N NaOH or straight to 50% bleach

(containing 5.25% hypochlorite - avoid bargains which may only have 4%

left).  Let sit for a couple of hours.  OR, use less time, or less active

compounds and wash repeatedly (one is diluting it down to a "safe"

level).  I have attached the WHO suggestions.

>Is disposal of all of the equipment the only option?

That seems a bit drastic for a rodent prion.

>Brenda E. Barry, Ph.D.

>Senior Associate/Biosafety Officer

>Environmental Health & Engineering, Inc.

>60 Wells Avenue

>Newton, MA  02459

>Phone: 617-964-8550

>FAX: 617-964-8556

>Web Site: www.eheinc.com

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment
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Brenda,

That's because all of us run the other way when prions are brought

up.

At 10:53 AM 3/26/2003 -0500, you wrote:

Hi All,

I sent out the email below last week re: prions, but

alas, no responses. Anyone out there have any info to share on this

topic?

Brenda Barry

The laboratory equipment inventory includes two biosafety

cabinets, -86C freezers, refridgerators, a tissue homogenizer, and

several centrifuges, including ultracentrifuges.  The future plans

for the laboratories include virology research. Is it possible to

disinfect any of this equipment with a level of confidence that it can be

used for future virology work in these laboratories ? 

Depends on how high a level of confidence you want.  You have a few

options.  Wash everything down with 1 or 2 N NaOH or straight to 50%

bleach (containing 5.25% hypochlorite - avoid bargains which may only

have 4% left).  Let sit for a couple of hours.  OR, use less

time, or less active compounds and wash repeatedly (one is diluting it

down to a "safe" level).  I have attached the WHO

suggestions.

Is disposal of all of

the equipment the only option?  

That seems a bit drastic for a rodent prion.

Brenda E. Barry,

Ph.D. 

Senior Associate/Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Engineering, Inc. 

60 Wells Avenue 

Newton, MA  02459 

Phone: 617-964-8550 

FAX: 617-964-8556 

Web Site:

www.eheinc.com

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.mit.edu/environment

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Mar 2003 14:14:19 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tina Charbonneau <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

Subject:      Re: BSO Job Description

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

If you receive a response to this request,  would you mind sending me a =

copy?

Thanks in advance,

Tina Charbonneau

Senior Research Associate

Trudeau Institute

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

>>> wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU - 3/24/03 2:04 PM >>>

Could some kind soul email me off list with a BSO's job description

that includes all the new Responsible Official's duties?

--

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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E-mail from the Hospital Infection Society Listserv.

If you are going to reply, please reply direrctly to Dr. Barkham

Timothy_Barkham@ttsh.com.sg

In a message dated 3/23/2003 9:40:47 PM Eastern Standard Time,

Timothy_Barkham@ttsh.com.sg writes:

>

>

> Dear Colleagues,

>

> I note the PHLS guidelines

>

> (http://www.phls.org.uk/topics_az/SARS/Clinical_guidance.htm

> <http://www.phls.org.uk/topics_az/SARS/Clinical_guidance.htm>

>

> which can be accessed from the main SARS menu at

>

> http://www.phls.org.uk/topics_az/SARS/menu.htm

> <http://www.phls.org.uk/topics_az/SARS/menu.htm>)

>

> state that samples in biochemistry and haematology should be dealt with as

> appropriate for HIV/hepatitis or other blood borne viruses. This usually

> means

> at BSL 2.

>

> The CDC guidelines state that "serology" may be performed in a BSL 2 lab

> using

> BSL 3 practices. This means that samples are decapped in a Bio Safety

> Cabinet

> and that the whole centrifuge cup should be opened in a BSC, as we do for

> TB

> samples. This has tremendous implications for the workflow. They say

> nothing

> specifically about samples in chemistry and haematology but they can't be

> that

> different from "serology"!

>

> I wonder if any one has comments re how our lab should handle these blood

> samples in chemistry and haematology as the PHLS advice appears to be

> different

> from the CDC's - and the implications are considerable.

>

> The question also has relevance re lab protocols for dealing with samples

> from

> victims of bioterrorism attacks with, for example, smallpox.

>

>

>

> Dr Timothy Barkham

> Consultant Microbiologist

> Department of Pathology and Laboratory Medicine

> Tan Tock Seng Hospital

> Singapore

> 308433

>

> timothy_barkham@ttsh.com.sg

>

> Tel: 65 63578957

> Fax: 65 62536507

>

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

USA

Phone 860-675-1217

Fax 860-675-1311

Mobile - 860-944-2373

e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.com
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am@ttsh.com.sg writes:

Dear Colleagues,
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which can be accessed from the main SARS menu at

http://www.phls.org.uk/topics_az/SARS/menu.htm

<http://www.phls.org.uk/topics_az/SARS/menu.htm>)

state that samples in biochemistry and haematology should be dealt with as

appropriate for HIV/hepatitis or other blood borne viruses. This usually mea=
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at BSL 2.

The CDC guidelines state that "serology" may be performed in a BSL 2 lab usi=

ng

BSL 3 practices. This means that samples are decapped in a Bio Safety Cabine=

t

and that the whole centrifuge cup should be opened in a BSC, as we do for TB=

samples. This has tremendous implications for the workflow. They say nothing=

specifically about samples in chemistry and haematology but they can't be th=

at

different from "serology"!

I wonder if any one has comments re how our lab should handle these blood

samples in chemistry and haematology as the PHLS advice appears to be differ=

ent

from the CDC's - and the implications are considerable.

The question also has relevance re lab protocols for dealing with samples fr=

om

victims of bioterrorism attacks with, for example, smallpox.

Dr Timothy Barkham

Consultant Microbiologist

Department of Pathology and Laboratory Medicine

Tan Tock Seng Hospital

Singapore

308433

timothy_barkham@ttsh.com.sg

Tel: 65 63578957

Fax: 65 62536507

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

USA

Phone 860-675-1217

Fax 860-675-1311

Mobile - 860-944-2373

e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.com
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Received: from  rly-xf01.mx.aol.com (rly-xf01.mail.aol.com [172.20.105.225]) by air-xf01.mail.aol.com (v92.17) with ESMTP id MAILINXF12-279c3e7e702c2b1; Sun, 23 Mar 2003 21:40:46 -0500

Received: from  chime.ucl.ac.uk (atuin.chime.ucl.ac.uk [128.40.182.1]) by rly-xf01.mx.aol.com (v92.16) with ESMTP id MAILRELAYINXF16-3d03e7e7019160; Sun, 23 Mar 2003 21:40:28 -0500

Received: from localhost (daemon@localhost)

        by chime.ucl.ac.uk (8.11.6/8.11.6) with SMTP id h2O2bX900925;

        Mon, 24 Mar 2003 02:37:33 GMT

Received: by ATuin.chime.ucl.ac.uk (bulk_mailer v1.13); Mon, 24 Mar 2003 02:36:29 +0000

Received: (from majordom@localhost)

        by chime.ucl.ac.uk (8.11.6/8.11.6) id h2O2aM200774

        for amm-l-rimward; Mon, 24 Mar 2003 02:36:22 GMT

Received: from outmx.ttsh.com.sg (outmx.ttsh.com.sg [202.42.128.6])

        by chime.ucl.ac.uk (8.11.6/8.11.6) with ESMTP id h2O2Zpw00763

        for <amm-l@chime.ucl.ac.uk>; Mon, 24 Mar 2003 02:35:52 GMT

Received: from ttshsmtp.ttsh.com.sg (ttshsmtp.ttsh.com.sg [10.7.1.98])

        by outmx.ttsh.com.sg (8.10.1/8.10.1) with SMTP id h2O2b9U11997

        for <amm-l@chime.ucl.ac.uk>; Mon, 24 Mar 2003 10:37:11 +0800

Received: by ttshsmtp.ttsh.com.sg(Lotus SMTP MTA v4.6.7  (934.1 12-30-1999))  id 48256CF3.000EA728 ; Mon, 24 Mar 2003 10:40:02 +0800

X-Lotus-FromDomain: TTSH

From: Timothy_Barkham@ttsh.com.sg

To: amm-l@chime.ucl.ac.uk

Message-ID: <48256CF3.000EA58A.00@ttshsmtp.ttsh.com.sg>

Date: Mon, 24 Mar 2003 10:42:38 +0800

Subject: Re: AMM: Guidance on microbiological sampling and investigation

         of cases o f SARS

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Disposition: inline

X-CHIME-MailScanner: Found to be clean

Sender: owner-amm-l@chime.ucl.ac.uk

Reply-To: amm-l@chime.ucl.ac.uk

Comment: To stop receiving messages from this list, E-mail an unsubscribe

Comment: command to majordomo@chime.ucl.ac.uk

X-Mailer: Unknown (No Version)

Dear Colleagues,

I note the PHLS guidelines

(http://www.phls.org.uk/topics_az/SARS/Clinical_guidance.htm

<http://www.phls.org.uk/topics_az/SARS/Clinical_guidance.htm>

which can be accessed from the main SARS menu at

http://www.phls.org.uk/topics_az/SARS/menu.htm

<http://www.phls.org.uk/topics_az/SARS/menu.htm>)

state that samples in biochemistry and haematology should be dealt with as

appropriate for HIV/hepatitis or other blood borne viruses. This usually means

at BSL 2.

The CDC guidelines state that "serology" may be performed in a BSL 2 lab using

BSL 3 practices. This means that samples are decapped in a Bio Safety Cabinet

and that the whole centrifuge cup should be opened in a BSC, as we do for TB

samples. This has tremendous implications for the workflow. They say nothing

specifically about samples in chemistry and haematology but they can't be that

different from "serology"!

I wonder if any one has comments re how our lab should handle these blood

samples in chemistry and haematology as the PHLS advice appears to be different

from the CDC's - and the implications are considerable.

The question also has relevance re lab protocols for dealing with samples from

victims of bioterrorism attacks with, for example, smallpox.

Dr Timothy Barkham

Consultant Microbiologist

Department of Pathology and Laboratory Medicine

Tan Tock Seng Hospital

Singapore

308433

timothy_barkham@ttsh.com.sg

Tel: 65 63578957

Fax: 65 62536507

+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

Send E-mail to amm-l@chime.ucl.ac.uk for discussions about AMM issues.

Send E-mail to majordomo@chime.ucl.ac.uk for subscription information.

In case of list malfunction email owner-amm-l@chime.ucl.ac.uk.
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Cheri L Hildreth <cheri.hildreth@LOUISVILLE.EDU>

Subject:      cdc statement on compliance is up for SA security risk assessment

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

fyi.. the CDC statement just went up this afternoon so if you are

affected by the new regulations, have registered possession of SA and

are now dealing with security risk assessments you might want to take a

look at this.

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/securisk.htm

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Mar 2003 17:07:22 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cagle, Donald W" <cagled@BATTELLE.ORG>

Subject:      Re: cdc statement on compliance is up for SA security risk assess

              ment

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain

Isn't this the same info that was posted on 3/12/03 -- maybe I'm missing

something.

Don Cagle, CIH

Manager, ESH

Battelle Memorial Institute

505 King Ave

Columbus, OH

cagled@battelle.org

-----Original Message-----

From: Cheri L Hildreth [mailto:cheri.hildreth@LOUISVILLE.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2003 4:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: cdc statement on compliance is up for SA security risk assessment

fyi.. the CDC statement just went up this afternoon so if you are affected

by the new regulations, have registered possession of SA and are now dealing

with security risk assessments you might want to take a look at this.

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/securisk.htm

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Mar 2003 15:55:55 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: cdc statement on compliance is up for SA security risk assess

              ment

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

...And the FBI form can now be filled out online then printed out.

Once your done filling it out you can print it and reset the doc to complete

another one.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Cheri L Hildreth [mailto:cheri.hildreth@LOUISVILLE.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2003 3:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: cdc statement on compliance is up for SA security risk

assessment

fyi.. the CDC statement just went up this afternoon so if you are

affected by the new regulations, have registered possession of SA and

are now dealing with security risk assessments you might want to take a

look at this.

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/securisk.htm

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 27 Mar 2003 07:32:49 -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: cdc statement on compliance is up for SA security risk assess

              ment

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Hey Don, I don't think you're missing anything.  Looks like a statement was

added to describe who, what, and when.  The form looks the same.....I hope it is

the same as the previous because that's what I submitted for the March 12

deadline.

Mark Campbell

Saint Louis University

"Cagle, Donald W" wrote:

> Isn't this the same info that was posted on 3/12/03 -- maybe I'm missing

> something.

>

> Don Cagle, CIH

> Manager, ESH

> Battelle Memorial Institute

> 505 King Ave

> Columbus, OH

> cagled@battelle.org

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Cheri L Hildreth [mailto:cheri.hildreth@LOUISVILLE.EDU]

> Sent: Wednesday, March 26, 2003 4:49 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: cdc statement on compliance is up for SA security risk assessment

>

> fyi.. the CDC statement just went up this afternoon so if you are affected

> by the new regulations, have registered possession of SA and are now dealing

> with security risk assessments you might want to take a look at this.

> http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/securisk.htm

>

> Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

> Department of Environmental Health &Safety

> University of Louisville

> (502) 852-2954

> e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 27 Mar 2003 07:47:59 -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:      dextrous cryo gloves?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0020_01C2F435.2FEC1400"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0020_01C2F435.2FEC1400

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I have scientists in one of my groups who are working with liquid =

nitrogen but who's experiments require a certain amount of dexterity.  =

Has anyone come across cryo gloves that provide more fine motor ability =

than the large ones while still providing protection from the liquid =

nitrogen?

Thanks-

Sue

Suzanne M. Quinn

Senior Manager, Environmental Health and Safety

Exelixis, Inc.

PO Box 511

South San Francisco CA  94083-0511

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 27 Mar 2003 11:33:20 -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: BSO Job Description

In-Reply-To:  <se81b5c2.071@edge.trudeauinstitute.org>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_271181888==_.ALT"

--=====================_271181888==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

The RO has the following duties:

Records 73.15

         RO maintains:

         a) Accurate list of approved for access

         b) Accurate and current inventory of each SA held

                 1) Name, characteristic and source

                 2) Quantity held on date of 1st inventory (toxin)

                 3) The quantity acquired, source and date of acquisition

                 4) Quantity, vol./mass destroyed/disposed of & date

                 5) Toxins: quantity used and dates; current quantity held

                 6) Quantity transferred, date & to whom (inside or outside

MIT)

                 7) Loss, stolen or otherwise unaccounted for

                 8) Written explanation of any discrepancies

         c) Maintain the following:

                 1) Name of each who has accessed any SA

                 2) The SA used

                 3) Date when SA was removed, if removed from long-term

storage, stocks.

                 4) TOXINS: quantity removed; quantity returned

                 5) Date the SA was returned to storage/holdings/stocks

6) Names/dates/times individual accessed storage or use area (entered/left)

7) Name of approved who escorts an unapproved

         d) Implement a system to ensure accuracy of all records and

databases & authencity of records may be verified

         e) Record inspections

         f) Safety/security/emergency response plans

         g) Training records

         h) EA-101 & permits

         i) Safety and security incidents reports

         j) Keep records for 3 years.

Notification of theft/lose/release

         a) Notifiy: State & local police and HHS secretary (tele., FAX, email)

         b) Report regardless of subsequent recovery

         c) Report:

                 1) Name of SA, any ID'ing info (e.g. strain or other

characterization info)

                 2) Estimate of quantity lost/stolen

                 3) Estimate of time of loss

                 4) Location

         d) If released or occup. Exposure

                 1) Name of SA, any ID'ing info (e.g. strain or other

characterization info)

                 2) Time and duration of release

                 3) Release site (in/outside bldg., waste system)

                 4) Location

                 5) # of potentially exposed

                 6) action taken to respond to release

                 7) haz. posed by release

                 8) w/in 7 days of theft/loss/release must submit a

follow-up report in writing ot HHS on CDC form 01316

d) RO provide appropriate training in safety, containment & security to all

w/access

e) In lieu of initial training, RO may certify, in writing, that the

individual has the required knowledge, skills and abilities.

At 02:14 PM 3/26/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>If you receive a response to this request,  would you mind sending me a copy?

>

>Thanks in advance,

>

>Tina Charbonneau

>Senior Research Associate

>Trudeau Institute

>tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

>

> >>> wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU - 3/24/03 2:04 PM >>>

>Could some kind soul email me off list with a BSO's job description

>that includes all the new Responsible Official's duties?

>--

>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/

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_271181888==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

X-MIME-Autoconverted: from 8bit to quoted-printable by fort-point-station.mit.edu id h2RGWq3a004856

The RO has the following duties:

Records 73.15


RO

maintains:


a)

Accurate list of approved for access


b)

Accurate and current inventory of each SA held



1)

Name, characteristic and source



2)

Quantity held on date of

1st

inventory (toxin)



3)

The quantity acquired, source and date of acquisition



4)

Quantity, vol./mass destroyed/disposed of & date



5)

Toxins: quantity used and dates; current quantity held



6)

Quantity transferred, date & to whom (inside or outside MIT)



7)

Loss, stolen or otherwise unaccounted for



8)

Written explanation of any discrepancies


c)

Maintain the following:



1)

Name of each who has accessed any SA



2)

The SA used



3)

Date when SA was removed, if removed from long-term storage,

stocks.



4)

TOXINS: quantity removed; quantity returned



5)

Date the SA was returned to storage/holdings/stocks

6) Names/dates/times individual accessed storage or use area

(entered/left)

7) Name of approved who escorts an unapproved


d)

Implement a system to ensure accuracy of all records and databases &

authencity of records may be verified 


e) Record

inspections


f)

Safety/security/emergency response plans


g)

Training records


h) EA-101

& permits


i) Safety

and security incidents reports


j) Keep

records for 3 years.

Notification of theft/lose/release


a)

Notifiy: State & local police and HHS secretary (tele., FAX,

email)


b) Report

regardless of subsequent recovery


c)

Report:



1)

Name of SA, any ID=92ing info (e.g. strain or other characterization

info)



2)

Estimate of quantity lost/stolen



3)

Estimate of time of loss



4)

Location


d) If

released or occup. Exposure



1)

Name of SA, any ID=92ing info (e.g. strain or other characterization

info)



2)

Time and duration of release



3)

Release site (in/outside bldg., waste system)



4)

Location



5)

# of potentially exposed



6)

action taken to respond to release



7)

haz. posed by release



8)

w/in 7 days of theft/loss/release must submit a follow-up report in

writing ot HHS on CDC form 01316

d=

) RO

provide appropriate training in safety, containment & security to all

w/access

e) In lieu of initial training, RO may certify, in writing, that the

individual has the required knowledge, skills and abilities.

At 02:14 PM 3/26/2003 -0500, you wrote:

If you receive a response to th=

is

request,  would you mind sending me a copy?

Thanks in advance,

Tina Charbonneau

Senior Research Associate

Trudeau Institute

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

>>> wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU - 3/24/03 2:04 PM >>>

Could some kind soul email me off list with a BSO's job description

that includes all the new Responsible Official's duties?

--

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/

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

--=====================_271181888==_.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 27 Mar 2003 11:18:43 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List 

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List 

From:         "Burgener, Jyl A" 

Subject:      Re: dextrous cryo gloves?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Loose gloves are important because if the liquid nitrogen (e.g. gas) gets

trapped under gloves, it can cause burns.  Typically, the liquid nitrogen

evaporates so quickly it does not get trapped.  I have seen burns from rings

and tight gloves where it did get trapped.

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Sue Quinn [SMTP:squinn@exelixis.com]

> Sent: Thursday, March 27, 2003 10:48 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@mitvma.mit.edu

> Subject:      dextrous cryo gloves?

>

> I have scientists in one of my groups who are working with liquid nitrogen

> but who's experiments require a certain amount of dexterity.  Has anyone

> come across cryo gloves that provide more fine motor ability than the

> large ones while still providing protection from the liquid nitrogen?

>

> Thanks-

> Sue

>

> Suzanne M. Quinn

> Senior Manager, Environmental Health and Safety

> Exelixis, Inc.

> PO Box 511

> South San Francisco CA  94083-0511

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 27 Mar 2003 14:07:11 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List 

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List 

From:         "Madeline J. Dalrymple" 

Subject:      Shipping just recombinant DNA

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_Az+JaAPOoqKjtTPfGfzJUQ)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_Az+JaAPOoqKjtTPfGfzJUQ)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Hi Biosafety Landers

Our Haz Materials expert is under some "heat" to immediately advise researchers how to ship "just" recombinant DNA -- not infectious DNA, and not the whole organism.

The parts of the regulations that apply to genetically modified organisms shouldn't apply, or do they?

Since my co-worker is feeling some heat I am hoping some of you might point me in the right direction to find our answers (rather than me researching for some longer time).

Thank you!

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

766-2723, fax 766-5678, dalrympl@uwyo.edu

PS I wouldn't mind a little heat.  It is snowing again on top of a foot of snow left over from last week's dump.

http://agecon.uwyo.edu/PastureCam/Camera1.jpg

--Boundary_(ID_Az+JaAPOoqKjtTPfGfzJUQ)

Content-type: text/html; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Hi Biosafety Landers

Our Haz Materials expert is under some "heat" to immediately advise researchers how to ship "just" recombinant DNA -- not infectious DNA, and not the whole organism.  

The parts of the regulations that apply to genetically modified organisms shouldn't apply, or do they?

Since my co-worker is feeling some heat I am hoping some of you might point me in the right direction to find our answers (rather than me researching for some longer time).

Thank you!

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

766-2723, fax 766-5678, dalrympl@uwyo.edu 

PS I wouldn't mind a little heat.  It is snowing again on top of a foot of snow left over from last week's dump.

http://agecon.uwyo.edu/PastureCam/Camera1.jpg

--Boundary_(ID_Az+JaAPOoqKjtTPfGfzJUQ)--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 27 Mar 2003 15:27:48 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ellyn Segal <esegal@STANFORD.EDU>

Subject:      BSC and chemicals

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

OK guys (just a term of speech, ladies included)- here is a question that

I would love to get some input on, but Richard and Dan have to

behave....

I am trying to put together some guidelines regarding chemical use in

BSCs. Specifically I am looking for more than "a minute quantity of

hazardous chemicals..." when working in Type II, B non-hard-ducted

cabinets.

Does anyone have any <underline>quantitative</underline> guidelines that

would be willing to share?

Thanks

Ellyn

Ellyn Segal, Ph.D.

Biosafety Manager

Stanford University

ph: 650.725.1473

fax: 650.725.3468

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 13:53:11 +0100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sullivan Christine <Christine.Sullivan@UCB-GROUP.COM>

Subject:      Re: BSC and chemicals

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

NONE.  BSC are NOT made for use with hazardous chemicals.

-----Original Message-----

From: Ellyn Segal [mailto:esegal@STANFORD.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 27, 2003 6:28 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSC and chemicals

OK guys (just a term of speech, ladies included)- here is a question that I

would love to get some input on, but Richard and Dan have to behave....

I am trying to put together some guidelines regarding chemical use in BSCs.

Specifically I am looking for more than "a minute quantity of hazardous

chemicals..." when working in Type II, B non-hard-ducted cabinets.

Does anyone have any quantitative guidelines that would be willing to share?

Thanks

Ellyn

Ellyn Segal, Ph.D.

Biosafety Manager

Stanford University

ph: 650.725.1473

fax: 650.725.3468

---------------------------------------------------------

Legal Notice: This electronic mail and its attachments are intended solely

for the person(s) to whom they are addressed and contain information which

is confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure, except for the

purpose they are intended to. Dissemination, distribution, or reproduction

by anyone other than their intended recipients is prohibited and may be

illegal. If you are not an intended recipient, please immediately inform the

sender and send him/her back the present e-mail and its attachments and

destroy any copies which may be in your possession.

---------------------------------------------------------

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 08:01:38 -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: BSC and chemicals

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Christine - You need to qualify that a bit for Ellyn.  Hazardous =

chemicals are often used in biosafety cabinets.  Isopropanol is a =

flammable liquid and used routinely for disinfection within BSC's.  =

Alcohols can be and are used routinely to make some pharmaceuticals =

(hazardous drugs or HD) more miscible in water for soln.  The reason =

there are so many varieties of BSC's is because there have been so many =

demands on the industry to accommodate special needs for specialty =

applications (within reason).  In the end, they all must pass muster at =

NSF and serve their main purpose.  mgh

--------------------------------------

Michael Hanna

Univ. of Michigan

OSEH

-----Original Message-----

From: Sullivan Christine [mailto:Christine.Sullivan@UCB-GROUP.COM]

Sent: Friday, March 28, 2003 7:53 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSC and chemicals

NONE.  BSC are NOT made for use with hazardous chemicals.

-----Original Message-----

From: Ellyn Segal [mailto:esegal@STANFORD.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 27, 2003 6:28 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSC and chemicals

OK guys (just a term of speech, ladies included)- here is a question =

that I would love to get some input on, but Richard and Dan have to =

behave.... I am trying to put together some guidelines regarding =

chemical use in BSCs.  Specifically I am looking for more than "a minute =

quantity of hazardous chemicals..." when working in Type II, B =

non-hard-ducted cabinets.  Does anyone have any quantitative guidelines =

that would be willing to share?

Thanks,  Ellyn

Ellyn Segal, Ph.D.

Biosafety Manager

Stanford University

ph: 650.725.1473

fax: 650.725.3468

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 07:27:15 -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:      Anyone seen this article

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Thought you might be interested.  See link:

http://www.biomedcentral.com/news/20030327/03

Mark C.

--------------------------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608    Phone

(314) 268-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 07:47:14 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert P. Ellis" <Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Anyone seen this article

In-Reply-To:  <3E844DB3.6C516F55@slu.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: Text/Plain; charset="us-ascii"

In addition, has anyone seen the FBI/DoJ fingerprint submittance

guidelines?  Bob Ellis

On Fri, 28 Mar 2003 07:27:15 -0600 Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>

wrote:

> Thought you might be interested.  See link:

>

> http://www.biomedcentral.com/news/20030327/03

>

> Mark C.

>

>

>

> --------------------------------------------

> Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> Biological Safety Officer

> Saint Louis University

> 1402 S. Grand Blvd.

> Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> St. Louis, MO 63104

> (314) 577-8608    Phone

> (314) 268-5560    Fax

> campbem@slu.edu

====================

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu

====================

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 09:03:00 -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: Anyone seen this article

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

As of 5 minutes ago, the CDC and FBI sites still indicate that =

fingerprint submission information will be promulgated separately. The =

only change was Wednesday's reposting of the FBI's security check form =

as a pdf document with form fields.

Michael Betlach

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert P. Ellis [mailto:Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 28, 2003 8:47 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Anyone seen this article

In addition, has anyone seen the FBI/DoJ fingerprint submittance

guidelines?  Bob Ellis

On Fri, 28 Mar 2003 07:27:15 -0600 Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>

wrote:

> Thought you might be interested.  See link:

>

> http://www.biomedcentral.com/news/20030327/03

>

> Mark C.

>

>

>

> --------------------------------------------

> Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

> Biological Safety Officer

> Saint Louis University

> 1402 S. Grand Blvd.

> Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> St. Louis, MO 63104

> (314) 577-8608    Phone

> (314) 268-5560    Fax

> campbem@slu.edu

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 10:57:05 -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: Smallpox Vaccination and Animal Work

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 00579FC705256CF7_="

This is a multipart message in MIME format.

--=_alternative 00579FC705256CF7_=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Mary -

Our vets think that vaccinia can infect just about any mammal. Apparently,

the CDC has info on cattle and rodents.  Don't know if that info is

accessible from their web site, but I think so.

Chris

Mary Cipriano <Mary.Cipriano@ABBOTT.COM>

Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

03/20/2003 02:34 PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        Smallpox Vaccination and Animal Work

Does anyone know which mammals, aside from primates, the Smallpox Vaccine

vaccinia virus can infect ?

Thanks,

Mary Cipriano

Abbott Labs.

mary.cipriano@abbott.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 11:24:14 -0600

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: Smallpox Vaccination and Animal Work

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 005FADA186256CF7_="

This is a multipart message in MIME format.

--=_alternative 005FADA186256CF7_=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

That's what we have found too. Gues it can be pretty nasty for guinea pigs

and hamsters. A rather adaptable bug.

I want to go to Santa Fe right now for an escape. Wanna go????????? I'm

ttired of rainy, yucky days. Ready for spring!

Hope you have a nice weekend.

Thanks,

Mary

Christina Thompson <THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM>

Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

03/28/2003 09:57 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        Re: Smallpox Vaccination and Animal Work

Mary -

Our vets think that vaccinia can infect just about any mammal. Apparently,

the CDC has info on cattle and rodents.  Don't know if that info is

accessible from their web site, but I think so.

Chris

Mary Cipriano <Mary.Cipriano@ABBOTT.COM>

Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

03/20/2003 02:34 PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:        BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        Smallpox Vaccination and Animal Work

Does anyone know which mammals, aside from primates, the Smallpox Vaccine

vaccinia virus can infect ?

Thanks,

Mary Cipriano

Abbott Labs.

mary.cipriano@abbott.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 10:45:10 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Smallpox Vaccination and Animal Work

In-Reply-To:  <OFB0CF6908.00BC10D4-ON86256CF7.005F5552@northamerica.intra

              .abbott.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_327881953==.ALT"

--=====================_327881953==.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Mary, if you really are going to SF, let me know...can give you some great

eating places!

At 11:24 AM 3/28/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>That's what we have found too. Gues it can be pretty nasty for guinea pigs

>and hamsters. A rather adaptable bug.

>I want to go to Santa Fe right now for an escape. Wanna go????????? I'm

>ttired of rainy, yucky days. Ready for spring!

>Hope you have a nice weekend.

>Thanks,

>Mary

>

>

>Christina Thompson <THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM>

>Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>

>03/28/2003 09:57 AM

>Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

>

>         To:        BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>         cc:

>         Subject:        Re: Smallpox Vaccination and Animal Work

>

>

>

>Mary -

>Our vets think that vaccinia can infect just about any

>mammal.  Apparently, the CDC has info on cattle and rodents.  Don't know

>if that info is accessible from their web site, but I think so.

>

>Chris

>

>

>Mary Cipriano <Mary.Cipriano@ABBOTT.COM>

>Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>

>03/20/2003 02:34 PM

>Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

>        To:        BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>        cc:

>        Subject:        Smallpox Vaccination and Animal Work

>

>

>

>

>Does anyone know which mammals, aside from primates, the Smallpox Vaccine

>vaccinia virus can infect ?

>Thanks,

>Mary Cipriano

>Abbott Labs.

>mary.cipriano@abbott.com

>

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

--=====================_327881953==.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Mary, if you really are going to SF, let me know...can give you some

great eating places!

At 11:24 AM 3/28/2003 -0600, you wrote:

That's what we have

found too. Gues it can be pretty nasty for guinea pigs and hamsters. A

rather adaptable bug. 

I want to go to Santa Fe right now for an escape. Wanna

go????????? I'm ttired of rainy, yucky days. Ready for spring!

Hope you have a nice weekend. 

Thanks, 

Mary 

Christina Thompson

<THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM> 

Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List

<BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

03/28/2003 09:57 AM 

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List 

To:       

BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

cc:         

Subject:        Re: Smallpox

Vaccination and Animal Work 

Mary -

Our vets think that vaccinia can infect just about any mammal. 

Apparently, the CDC has info on cattle and rodents.  Don't know if

that info is accessible from their web site, but I think

so. 

Chris 

Mary Cipriano

<Mary.Cipriano@ABBOTT.COM>

Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List

<BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

03/20/2003 02:34

PM 

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion

List

To:       

BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:       

Subject:        Smallpox Vaccination

and Animal Work 

Does anyone know which mammals, aside from primates, the Smallpox Vaccine

vaccinia virus can infect ? 

Thanks,

Mary Cipriano

Abbott Labs.

mary.cipriano@abbott.com

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

--=====================_327881953==.ALT--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 10:58:53 -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:      FW: shipping DNA

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_2vhPJtO0y22B33lF79H5gw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_2vhPJtO0y22B33lF79H5gw)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

 Thanks Safety Landers!

FYI conclusions from our Haz Mat Supervisor:

OK.  I am very sure of my answer now.  Non-infectious genetically-modified DNA is nonhaz.  All relevant categories such as:

*       infectious organisms

*       genetically-modified organisms

*       biological products

*       diagnostic specimens

*       medical waste

are in hazard division 6.2 for infectious substances.  The key words infectious, organism, product, specimen, and waste do not apply.  And the risk rankings make it clear, and reasonably so, that the criterion for classification is whether the material is hazardous to health.  A lucid description of the DNA samples, provided by one of our researchers, makes it quite clear that this mterial is not hazardous.

I've also checked with DOT in DC, WYDOT in Cheyenne, the Federal Highway Administration (via Ron at WYDOT), DGI Inc, the HMT, 49CFR 173.134, Madeline's biohaz listserve, a few professional contacts, and IATA.

Regards,

Jerry Starr

Hazardous Materials Supervisor

University of Wyoming

307-766-3698

-----Original Message-----

From: Jerry L. Starr [mailto:Starr@uwyo.edu]

Sent: Thursday, March 27, 2003 5:43 PM

To: John DeLaHunt; Larry Cattoor (E-mail); Ralph Stuart (E-mail)

Cc: Madeline J. Dalrymple

Subject: shipping DNA

Do any of you deal with hazmat (as opposed to hazwaste) shipping?  I'm about to declare DNA samples for investigative purposes as "nonhaz" for my researchers who ship non-infectious DNA that is

*       not in an organism (and therefore not a genetically modified organism per IATA 3.6.2.1.2), even though it may be modified,

*       not prepared by the pharmaceutical or cosmetic industry (and therefore not a biological product per 49cfr 173.134(a)(2) ),

*       not human or animal (and therefore not a diagnostic specimen per IATA 3.6.2.1.4).

I think I must declare non-infectious DNA from human (e.g. HeLa) or animal (e.g. CHO) cells as diagnostic specimens in risk group 1, and therefore "nonhaz", i.e. not subject to any hazmat transport regulation, per 49cfr 173.134(a)(6).

If you are or know, or are, a competent and knowledgeable source in this biohaz shipping business, I would appreciate something more than my own interpretation of the regs.

Regards,

Jerry Starr

Hazardous Materials Supervisor

University of Wyoming

307-766-3698

-------------------------------------------

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

766-2723, fax 766-5678, dalrympl@uwyo.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 13:04:44 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Isabel Jean Goldberg <Jean.Goldberg@MED.NYU.EDU>

Subject:      Rodent Prions - Decontamination Procedures

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0026_01C2F52A.9A1C6960"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0026_01C2F52A.9A1C6960

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I'm having some difficulty related to the subject listed above.  I =

recently recommended that our Animal Facility staff decontaminate cages =

from mice infected with mouse prions in a way that was consistent with =

the WHO guidelines.  They told me the autoclaving guidelines are =

impractical for them.  We have been discussing other options (e.g. =

emptying the cages in a biosafety cabinet, and decontaminating the cages =

(and biosafety cabinet) with NaOH or bleach before sending them to cage =

wash.)  However, they would prefer not to use bleach or NaOH (because of =

the potential hazard to staff).  Am I being overly restrictive?  Does =

anyone have thoughts on how to change cages in a way that will work for =

Animal Facilities and provide adequate protection to staff and other =

animals that will use the cages?  Thanks in advance. - Jean

Jean Goldberg, M.S, CIH, CSP

Director, Environmental & Occupational Health & Safety

Environmental Services Department

NYU Medical Center

Tel: 212 263-5159

Fax: 212 263-7855

email: jean.goldberg@med.nyu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 13:25:05 -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: Rodent Prions - Decontamination Procedures

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I'd ask why they find the autoclaving guidelines impractical, and try =

pushing for compliance. IMO you're not being overly restrictive at all. =

But then again, I'm ultra-conservative in many cases.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 10:59:44 -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:      Problems w/ getting FBI Forms from employees??

In-Reply-To:  <3E844DB3.6C516F55@slu.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

I feel like I'm asking about the elephant in the living room

....  but, has anyone had complaints from employees (who have

access to select agents) about signing the authorization form

from the FBI?  If so, how did your agency handle it?

Our policy is that if you can't get the thumbs-up from FBI/CDC,

you can't have access.  HR made it plain that this could, in an

extreme case, mean letting someone go.  Some jobs can avoid SA,

some can't.  The only problem we were anticipating was a

situation where someone had a problem in their background and

didn't tell us before the the check was done by the FBI.

We strongly encouraged people to let our HR director know if

they had concerns about passing the check, so that we could

address it proactively - and since I'm not the HR director, I

don't know if anyone did.  I know of one person whose job was

slightly modified to eliminate the need for unescorted access to

areas where SA are located, which might or might not have been

related to the risk assessment since that department was

undergoing some reorganization anyway.

What I didn't expect, was someone not wanting to sign it - or

wanting to cross out a paragraph before signing.  Until one

employee chose that option:  crossed out one paragraph,

initialed and dated the cross out (this is a pharmaceutical

firm, afterall), and then signed and dated the bottom.

I called the FBI and asked about this.  I was told that, since

the consent form is "voluntary", one will not be forced to sign

it.  The gentleman there also told me that if a person didn't

sign the form (Sec. 4), or crossed out a paragraph, their form

would go to the bottom of the pile for processing, since the FBI

will process all the easy ones first (fair enough).  Everything

else would be dealt with on a case by case basis.

I just met with the majority of the employees with access this

morning.  Most signed it without even reading it thoroughly -

but I'm waiting to see if the one person who objected was a

statistical anomaly or not.

Has anyone else had any problems with employees wanting to do

their own thing?

Peace,

Elizabeth

=====

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! Platinum - Watch CBS' NCAA March Madness, live on your desktop!

http://platinum.yahoo.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 13:55:39 -0500

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:      Re: shipping DNA

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2F55B.A011DEF0"

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_01C2F55B.A011DEF0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Just for a little added clarification, as a result of our recent DOT

inspection...Diagnostic specimens (lower than Risk Group 4) are exempt from

the HMR (not classified as Infectious Substances, Hazard Class 6.2) as long

as you adhere to 49 CFR 173.199 - Diagnostic Specimens and Used Healthcare

Products.  For those of us transporting diagnostic specimens, this

difference has major implications (actually major simplifications) for us.

Sharon Stetz

-----Original Message-----

From: Madeline J. Dalrymple [mailto:Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 28, 2003 12:59 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: FW: shipping DNA

 Thanks Safety Landers!

FYI conclusions from our Haz Mat Supervisor:

OK.  I am very sure of my answer now.  Non-infectious genetically-modified

DNA is nonhaz.  All relevant categories such as:

*       infectious organisms

*       genetically-modified organisms

*       biological products

*       diagnostic specimens

*       medical waste

are in hazard division 6.2 for infectious substances.  The key words

infectious, organism, product, specimen, and waste do not apply.  And the

risk rankings make it clear, and reasonably so, that the criterion for

classification is whether the material is hazardous to health.  A lucid

description of the DNA samples, provided by one of our researchers, makes it

quite clear that this mterial is not hazardous.

I've also checked with DOT in DC, WYDOT in Cheyenne, the Federal Highway

Administration (via Ron at WYDOT), DGI Inc, the HMT, 49CFR 173.134,

Madeline's biohaz listserve, a few professional contacts, and IATA.

Regards,

Jerry Starr

Hazardous Materials Supervisor

University of Wyoming

307-766-3698

-----Original Message-----

From: Jerry L. Starr [mailto:Starr@uwyo.edu]

Sent: Thursday, March 27, 2003 5:43 PM

To: John DeLaHunt; Larry Cattoor (E-mail); Ralph Stuart (E-mail)

Cc: Madeline J. Dalrymple

Subject: shipping DNA

Do any of you deal with hazmat (as opposed to hazwaste) shipping?  I'm about

to declare DNA samples for investigative purposes as "nonhaz" for my

researchers who ship non-infectious DNA that is

*       not in an organism (and therefore not a genetically modified

organism per IATA 3.6.2.1.2), even though it may be modified,

*       not prepared by the pharmaceutical or cosmetic industry (and

therefore not a biological product per 49cfr 173.134(a)(2) ),

*       not human or animal (and therefore not a diagnostic specimen per

IATA 3.6.2.1.4).

I think I must declare non-infectious DNA from human (e.g. HeLa) or animal

(e.g. CHO) cells as diagnostic specimens in risk group 1, and therefore

"nonhaz", i.e. not subject to any hazmat transport regulation, per 49cfr

173.134(a)(6).

If you are or know, or are, a competent and knowledgeable source in this

biohaz shipping business, I would appreciate something more than my own

interpretation of the regs.

Regards,

Jerry Starr

Hazardous Materials Supervisor

University of Wyoming

307-766-3698

-------------------------------------------

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

766-2723, fax 766-5678, dalrympl@uwyo.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 11:16:53 -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: BSC and chemicals - slightly quantitative

In-Reply-To:  <D44C3FF307EF6A4F99DF890EB8D6EEC86A4CA9@bf-it-eclipse01.bf.umich.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Ellyn,

I have had people ask about this, since there's a big sign on

the front of several BSC reading:  "do not use flammable

materials" - and which we use for a procedure which involves

spraying the objects in the BSC with isopropanol.

My rule of thumb, to date, has been:  if the concentration of

the chemical during the procedure outside a BSC is not above

PEL/TLV or explosion/flammability issue - then doing it inside a

BSC isn't a problem.

So, this is quantitative, in a sense - we measured the

concentration of isopropanol outside the BSC, determined it to

be below the PEL when someone went to town with spraying it all

over the items.

But - I would still try to make the BSC user do a hazard

assessemnt prior to giving them approval for using hazardous

chemicals in the BSC.

Peace,

Elizabeth

=====

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! Platinum - Watch CBS' NCAA March Madness, live on your desktop!

http://platinum.yahoo.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 14:22:05 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Importing Strawberry DNA from England

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Since we're talking about shipping DNA, how would you go about importing

strawberry DNA from Great Britain? I have tried getting information from

APHIS (to no avail) and I filled out an application form to get a permit:

https://web01.aphis.usda.gov/IAS.nsf/

...but I haven't heard anything back from APHIS...

Also, how should it be shipped? It should be considered non-infectious,

right? Can you share your experiences importing this or similar products?

Many thanks!

-David

--

David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

Durham, NH  03824

Telephone #: 603-862-0197

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 10:26:24 -0900

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "David A. Bunzow" <sndab1@ALASKA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSC and chemicals - slightly quantitative

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Elizabeth:

Let me see if I understand what you just said:  Someone is vaporizing varying

quantities of a Class IB liquid inside an enclosure that may or may not contain

ignition sources, including static electricity, and ignoring the signage.

Sounds like more than one problem that may need addressing to me...

David

Elizabeth Smith wrote:

> Ellyn,

>

> I have had people ask about this, since there's a big sign on

> the front of several BSC reading:  "do not use flammable

> materials" - and which we use for a procedure which involves

> spraying the objects in the BSC with isopropanol.

>

> My rule of thumb, to date, has been:  if the concentration of

> the chemical during the procedure outside a BSC is not above

> PEL/TLV or explosion/flammability issue - then doing it inside a

> BSC isn't a problem.

>

> So, this is quantitative, in a sense - we measured the

> concentration of isopropanol outside the BSC, determined it to

> be below the PEL when someone went to town with spraying it all

> over the items.

>

> But - I would still try to make the BSC user do a hazard

> assessemnt prior to giving them approval for using hazardous

> chemicals in the BSC.

>

> Peace,

> Elizabeth

>

> =====

> Elizabeth Smith

> Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

> BioPort Corporation

> 3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

> Lansing, MI 48906

>

> __________________________________________________

> Do you Yahoo!?

> Yahoo! Platinum - Watch CBS' NCAA March Madness, live on your desktop!

> http://platinum.yahoo.com

--

David A. Bunzow  CET; CHMM; NRCC-CHO; REM

University of Alaska

Many Traditions One Alaska

Statewide Office of Risk Management

Environmental, Health and Safety Manager

PO Box 755240

Fairbanks, AK  99775-5240

1-907-474-5005 (phone)

1-907-474-5634 (fax)
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www.alaska.edu/swrisk

Please Note:

The statements, opinions and views expressed

in this communication are mine alone.

They should not be construed as necessarily
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Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 11:33:12 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hofherr, Leslie" <leslie@FACNET.UCLA.EDU>

Subject:      F tularensis vaccine

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Anyone have a copy or reference of, "the current recommendations of the Advisory Committee on Immunization Practices (ACIP) published in the CDC Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report (MMWR) for recommendations for vaccination against F. tularensis"? I can't seem to find this document.

thanks in advance,

Leslie Hofherr,

UCLA Biosafety

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 14:37:00 -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: BSC and chemicals - slightly quantitative

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Consider that, depending on the degree of recirculation of the work zone =

airflow, concentrations may increase to levels far above those measured =

in the open air of a well-ventilated lab.

Just because you don't reach the LEL on the bench, I don't think you can =

assume that you won't inside a BSC (particularly class IIA).

Unfortunately I don't have an established matrix of max quantities for =

each class of BSC, though. It would be interesting to see if anyone =

does. One troublesome issue would be establishing the vapor generation =

rate in any particular case - dependant upon so many factors that the =

matrix would be horribly complex if based on an accurate calculation of =

concentrations potentially reached in each class of BSC.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

-----Original Message-----

From:   Elizabeth Smith [SMTP:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

Sent:   Friday, March 28, 2003 2:17 PM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: BSC and chemicals - slightly quantitative

Ellyn,

I have had people ask about this, since there's a big sign on

the front of several BSC reading:  "do not use flammable

materials" - and which we use for a procedure which involves

spraying the objects in the BSC with isopropanol.

My rule of thumb, to date, has been:  if the concentration of

the chemical during the procedure outside a BSC is not above

PEL/TLV or explosion/flammability issue - then doing it inside a

BSC isn't a problem.

So, this is quantitative, in a sense - we measured the

concentration of isopropanol outside the BSC, determined it to

be below the PEL when someone went to town with spraying it all

over the items.

But - I would still try to make the BSC user do a hazard

assessemnt prior to giving them approval for using hazardous

chemicals in the BSC.

Peace,

Elizabeth

Elizabeth Smith

Environmental, Health & Safety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! Platinum - Watch CBS' NCAA March Madness, live on your desktop!

http://platinum.yahoo.com
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Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 15:16:44 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Lefkin, Howard" <HowardL@SLI.DPH.STATE.MA.US>

Subject:      BSL-3 Design

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

We are planning a major renovation of  one of our BSL3 facilities.  This

will include design and installation of a new ventilation system and

remodeling of the inner containment suites.

Can anyone recommend design and construction companies that you have had

success with for similar projects?  (Boston or Northeast preferable).

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

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 14:25:28 -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: F tularensis vaccine

All MMWR publications from the present going back quite a ways are

accessible from http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/mmwr_wk.html If you have a year,

your search will be faster.

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: Hofherr, Leslie

Anyone have a copy or reference of, "the current recommendations of the

Advisory Committee on Immunization Practices (ACIP) published in the CDC

Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report (MMWR) for recommendations for

vaccination against F. tularensis"? I can't seem to find this document.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 15:28:02 -0500

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: BSC and chemicals

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2F568.87AC11C0"

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_01C2F568.87AC11C0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

We did some quantification work years ago, but still may have some relevance

to your question. An equation was developed (using toluene vapor as a

tracer) in order to quantify differences between BSC designs (Class IIA,

IIB1 and IIB2). All vented to the outside of course.  This was done to

compare the build up (to an equilibrium) of vapor within each cabinet

interior. As a model it might be used if you know the volatility of the

chemical and the amount being used. The study assumed a spill of toluene on

the worksurface.

This was published (Particulate and Microbial Control, March/April 1983

"Comparison of Chemical Vapor in Types of Class II Biological Safety

Cabinets, Stuart, First, Jones, Eagleson). It is not in digital format but I

would be glad to fax or mail to you if you should request by replying to me

off the mail list.

Also, when you say "non-hard-ducted" I am taking this to mean that it is a

Class II Type A or B3 ducted with thimble-type connection. If so, keep in

mind the electric design of this type is not suitable for flammable

substances. Also, depending on the chemical and it's nature (particulate or

liquid) may not be removed by HEPA filters. Also, with non-hard-ducted

configuration, in the case of exhaust failure or diminished capability, the

exhaust air from the cabinet is designed to go into the lab.

-----Original Message-----

From: Ellyn Segal [mailto:esegal@STANFORD.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, March 27, 2003 6:28 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSC and chemicals

OK guys (just a term of speech, ladies included)- here is a question that I

would love to get some input on, but Richard and Dan have to behave....

I am trying to put together some guidelines regarding chemical use in BSCs.

Specifically I am looking for more than "a minute quantity of hazardous

chemicals..." when working in Type II, B non-hard-ducted cabinets.

Does anyone have any quantitative guidelines that would be willing to share?

Thanks

Ellyn

Ellyn Segal, Ph.D.

Biosafety Manager

Stanford University

ph: 650.725.1473

fax: 650.725.3468

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 13:01:59 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Karen E.S. Shaw" <kesshaw@UCDAVIS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: shipping DNA & strawberry dna

In-Reply-To:  <8CC9A3B3F05DD511A4FE000629555321BE0F87@uhmailbox0.uhhs.com >

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_475169468==_.ALT"

--=====================_475169468==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Sharon and David,

49 CFR 173.199 is not minor (triple packaging, etc.), although it is less

expensive packaging than for infectious substances.  Both IATA and DOT consider

Risk Group 1 as non-regulated (see regs below).

Might some of this apply to the strawberry question too?  Could the strawberry

DNA be shipped for "investigational purposes" as a risk group 1 and therefore

not be regulated?  Where a strawberry is not a "micro-"organism, any

micro-organisms on the strawberry that would cause headaches coming in on a

live plant, would be "inactivated" or not isolated during the DNA purification

procedures.

IATA 3.6.2.2 "Note 1: The WHO Laboratory Biosafety manual also identifies a

Risk Group 1 which includes micro-organisms that are unlikely to cause human or

animal disease, i.e. no or very low, individual or community risk.  Substances

containing only such micro-organisms are not considered infectious substances

according to these Regulations."

DOT 173.134(b): Exceptions. (2) A diagnostic specimen known to contain or

suspected of containing a micro-organism in Risk Group 1, or that does not

contain a pathogen, or a diagnostic specimen in which the pathogen has been

neutralized or inactivated so it cannot cause disease when exposure to it

occurs."

By the way, the strawberries I'm eating for lunch are delicious (just a little

advertising for UC's newer varieties).

Karen

At 01:55 PM 3/28/03 -0500, you wrote:

>

> Just for a little added clarification, as a result of our recent DOT

> inspection...Diagnostic specimens (lower than Risk Group 4) are exempt from

> the HMR (not classified as Infectious Substances, Hazard Class 6.2) as long

> as you adhere to 49 CFR 173.199 - Diagnostic Specimens and Used Healthcare

> Products.  For those of us transporting diagnostic specimens, this difference

> has major implications (actually major simplifications) for us.

>

> Sharon Stetz

>>

>> -----Original Message-----

>> From: Madeline J. Dalrymple [mailto:Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU]

>> Sent: Friday, March 28, 2003 12:59 PM

>> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>> Subject: FW: shipping DNA

>>

>>  Thanks Safety Landers!

>> FYI conclusions from our Haz Mat Supervisor:

>> OK.  I am very sure of my answer now.  Non-infectious genetically-modified

>> DNA is nonhaz.  All relevant categories such as:

>>    * infectious organisms

>>    * genetically-modified organisms

>>    * biological products

>>    * diagnostic specimens

>>    * medical waste

>> are in hazard division 6.2 for infectious substances.  The key words

>> infectious, organism, product, specimen, and waste do not apply.  And the

>> risk rankings make it clear, and reasonably so, that the criterion for

>> classification is whether the material is hazardous to health.  A lucid

>> description of the DNA samples, provided by one of our researchers, makes it

>> quite clear that this mterial is not hazardous.

>>

>> I've also checked with DOT in DC, WYDOT in Cheyenne, the Federal Highway

>> Administration (via Ron at WYDOT), DGI Inc, the HMT, 49CFR 173.134,

>> Madeline's biohaz listserve, a few professional contacts, and IATA.

>>

>> Regards,

>> Jerry Starr

>> Hazardous Materials Supervisor

>> University of Wyoming

>> 307-766-3698

>> -----Original Message-----

>> From: Jerry L. Starr [mailto:Starr@uwyo.edu]

>> Sent: Thursday, March 27, 2003 5:43 PM

>> To: John DeLaHunt; Larry Cattoor (E-mail); Ralph Stuart (E-mail)

>> Cc: Madeline J. Dalrymple

>> Subject: shipping DNA

>>

>> Do any of you deal with hazmat (as opposed to hazwaste) shipping?  I'm about

>> to declare DNA samples for investigative purposes as "nonhaz" for my

>> researchers who ship non-infectious DNA that is

>>    * not in an organism (and therefore not a genetically modified organism

>>    per IATA 3.6.2.1.2), even though it may be modified,

>>    * not prepared by the pharmaceutical or cosmetic industry (and therefore

>>    not a biological product per 49cfr 173.134(a)(2) ),

>>    * not human or animal (and therefore not a diagnostic specimen per IATA

>>    3.6.2.1.4).

>> I think I must declare non-infectious DNA from human (e.g. HeLa) or animal

>> (e.g. CHO) cells as diagnostic specimens in risk group 1, and therefore

>> "nonhaz", i.e. not subject to any hazmat transport regulation, per 49cfr

>> 173.134(a)(6).

>>

>> If you are or know, or are, a competent and knowledgeable source in this

>> biohaz shipping business, I would appreciate something more than my own

>> interpretation of the regs.

>>

>> Regards,

>> Jerry Starr

>> Hazardous Materials Supervisor

>> University of Wyoming

>> 307-766-3698

>> -------------------------------------------

>>

>> Madeline Dalrymple

>> Biological Safety Officer

>> Environmental Health and Safety

>> University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

>> 766-2723, fax 766-5678, dalrympl@uwyo.edu

>>

>>

>

>

>

> *******************************

> Karen E.S. Shaw

> Center for Comparative Medicine

> County Rd 98 and Hutchison Dr

> University of California, Davis

> Davis, CA 95616

> (530) 752-1561

> (530) 752-7914 fax

> Facilities Coordinator

> kesshaw@ucdavis.edu

--=====================_475169468==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Sharon and David,

49 CFR 173.199 is not minor (triple packaging, etc.), although it is less

expensive packaging than for infectious substances.  Both IATA and

DOT consider Risk Group 1 as non-regulated (see regs below). 

Might some of this apply to the strawberry question too?  Could the

strawberry DNA be shipped for "investigational purposes" as a

risk group 1 and therefore not be regulated?  Where a strawberry is

not a "micro-"organism, any micro-organisms on the strawberry

that would cause headaches coming in on a live plant, would be

"inactivated" or not isolated during the DNA purification

procedures.

IATA 3.6.2.2 "Note 1: The WHO Laboratory Biosafety manual also

identifies a Risk Group 1 which includes micro-organisms that are

unlikely to cause human or animal disease, i.e. no or very low,

individual or community risk.  Substances containing only such

micro-organisms are not considered infectious substances according to

these Regulations."

DOT 173.134(b): Exceptions. (2) A diagnostic specimen known to contain or

suspected of containing a micro-organism in Risk Group 1, or that does

not contain a pathogen, or a diagnostic specimen in which the pathogen

has been neutralized or inactivated so it cannot cause disease when

exposure to it occurs."

By the way, the strawberries I'm eating for lunch are delicious (just a

little advertising for UC's newer varieties).

Karen

At 01:55 PM 3/28/03 -0500, you wrote: 

Just for a

little added clarification, as a result of our recent DOT

inspection...Diagnostic specimens (lower than Risk Group 4) are exempt

from the HMR (not classified as Infectious Substances, Hazard Class 6.2)

as long as you adhere to 49 CFR 173.199 - Diagnostic Specimens and Used

Healthcare Products.  For those of us transporting diagnostic

specimens, this difference has major implications (actually major

simplifications) for us.

Sharon

Stetz

-----Original Message-----

From: Madeline J. Dalrymple

[mailto:Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 28, 2003 12:59 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: FW: shipping DNA

 Thanks Safety

Landers!

FYI conclusions from our Haz Mat Supervisor:

OK.  I am very sure of my answer now.  Non-infectious

genetically-modified DNA is nonhaz.  All relevant categories such

as:

infectious organisms 

genetically-modified organisms

biological products 

diagnostic specimens 

medical waste

are in hazard division 6.2 for infectious substances.  The key words infectious, organism, product, specimen, and waste do not apply.  And the risk rankings make it clear, and reasonably so, that the criterion for classification is whether the material is hazardous to health.  A lucid description of the DNA samples, provided by one of our researchers, makes it quite clear that this mterial is not hazardous.

I've also checked with DOT in DC, WYDOT in Cheyenne, the Federal Highway Administration (via Ron at WYDOT), DGI Inc, the HMT, 49CFR 173.134, Madeline's biohaz listserve, a few professional contacts, and IATA.

Regards, 

Jerry Starr 

Hazardous Materials Supervisor 

University of Wyoming 

307-766-3698 

-----Original Message-----

From: Jerry L. Starr [mailto:Starr@uwyo.edu]

Sent: Thursday, March 27, 2003 5:43 PM

To: John DeLaHunt; Larry Cattoor (E-mail); Ralph Stuart (E-mail)

Cc: Madeline J. Dalrymple

Subject: shipping DNA

Do any of you deal with hazmat (as opposed to hazwaste) shipping?  I'm about to declare DNA samples for investigative purposes as "nonhaz" for my researchers who ship non-infectious DNA that is 

not in an organism (and therefore not a genetically modified organism per IATA 3.6.2.1.2), even though it may be modified, 

not prepared by the pharmaceutical or cosmetic industry (and therefore not a biological product per 49cfr 173.134(a)(2) ), 

not human or animal (and therefore not a diagnostic specimen per IATA 3.6.2.1.4).

I think I must declare non-infectious DNA from human (e.g. HeLa) or animal (e.g. CHO) cells as diagnostic specimens in risk group 1, and therefore "nonhaz", i.e. not subject to any hazmat transport regulation, per 49cfr 173.134(a)(6).

If you are or know, or are, a competent and knowledgeable source in this biohaz shipping business, I would appreciate something more than my own interpretation of the regs.

Regards, 

Jerry Starr 

Hazardous Materials Supervisor 

University of Wyoming 

307-766-3698 

-------------------------------------------

Madeline Dalrymple 

Biological Safety Officer 

Environmental Health and Safety 

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA 

766-2723, fax 766-5678, dalrympl@uwyo.edu 

*******************************

Karen E.S. Shaw

Center for Comparative Medicine

County Rd 98 and Hutchison Dr

University of California, Davis

Davis, CA 95616

(530) 752-1561 

(530) 752-7914 fax

Facilities Coordinator

kesshaw@ucdavis.edu

--=====================_475169468==_.ALT--
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Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 13:19:46 -0800

Reply-To:     kayman@umdnj.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lindsey Kayman <lindseykayman@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      rotor failure:  hazard to equipment or to people?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="0-858132524-1048886386=:27468"

--0-858132524-1048886386=:27468

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Hello All,

The Rotor Safety Guides for both Beckman and Sorvall Centrifuges say that in the event of rotor failure, the rotor will be contained in the centrifuge.  Besides from the incident that happened at Cornell in 1998 have any of you heard of an incident where a rotor was not contained in a Beckman or Sorvall centrifuge?  Also, have any of you heard of any incidents where the centrifuge contained a failing rotor but fell over, moved significantly or caused a safety hazard to personnel?

Thanks very much.

Lindsey Kayman

Lindsey Kayman, CIH

UMDNJ-EOHSS

675 Hoes Lane, Tr 1

Piscataway, NJ  08854

phone:  (732) 235-4058

fax:       (732) 235-5270

email:  kayman@umdnj.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 16:35:52 -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: F tularensis vaccine

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hey Leslie. There is an article on Tularemia here

http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/EID/vol9no3/02-0462.h

and there is an MMWR citation...

http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/mm5109a1.htm

Have fun!

Karen B. Byers, MS,  RBP, CBSP-ABSA

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

Phone: 617-632-3890

Fax: 617-632-1932

-----Original Message-----

From: Hofherr, Leslie [mailto:leslie@FACNET.UCLA.EDU]

Sent: Friday, March 28, 2003 2:33 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: F tularensis vaccine

Anyone have a copy or reference of, "the current recommendations of the

Advisory Committee on Immunization Practices (ACIP) published in the CDC

Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report (MMWR) for recommendations for

vaccination against F. tularensis"? I can't seem to find this document.

thanks in advance,

Leslie Hofherr,

UCLA Biosafety

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 14:49:23 -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:      FW: shipping DNA & strawberry dna

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_AYwKvOff8RTkKW6mlNGs3w)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_AYwKvOff8RTkKW6mlNGs3w)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

This is what our Haz Materials Supervisor is thinking about this topic:

-----Original Message-----

From: Jerry L. Starr

Sent: Friday, March 28, 2003 2:34 PM

To: Madeline J. Dalrymple

Subject: RE: shipping DNA & strawberry dna

Pure DNA, stripped of all cellular components (e.g. proteins) is not a

hazmat for transport and not subject to DOT hazmat regs.  If the

strawberry DNA meets this discription (i.e., not a hazardous material),

it would be unlawful, per 49CFR 171.2(f)(2), to declare it a diagnostic

specimen for investigational purposes (i.e., a hazardous material), even

if you then declare it Risk Group I (still a hazardous material by

definition, but not subject to DOT hazmat regulations).  It should be

shipped as though it were a block of wood or a paper clip or vial of

saline - not declared as a hazardous material, so no shipper's

declaration form should be used.  If dry ice is used, only the dry ice

would be regulated.

-------------------------------------

 Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

766-2723, fax 766-5678, dalrympl@uwyo.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 16:47:48 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathy Joseph <kjoseph@VISION.ERI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      another shipping question

In-Reply-To:  <4.1.20030328123759.00b04940@mailbox.ucdavis.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hello all,

I'm hoping to draw on some of the experience out there.

I'm trying to get a reading on how evenly FX-09 (pages 52 & 53 of the 2003

IATA manual) is being enforced and of course how to do it so the package

gets to the destination.  The requirement is to show the applicable risk

group on the shippers dec when Div. 6.2 shipments to and from Europe are

made.  I called the FedEx dangerous goods hotline to ask how to implement

this requirement . The woman I talked to first said in parentheses after

the technical name and then switched it to the authorization column.

I then emailed someone who knows much more about shipping than I do.  This

person thought this was not a requirement and possibly only allowed in

Canada. The implementation suggestion was to put it after the technical

name and not necessarily in parentheses. For example:

Infectious substance, affecting humans

(pick your poison)

(either) RG2 or RG 3

Limited RGs since FedEx does not take RG4.

I'd be happy to post a summary if people want to reply to my email rather

than the list.

Have a great weekend all, Kathy

Kathleen Joseph

Health and Safety Coordinator

Schepens Eye Research Institute

West - 2  room145

20 Staniford Street

Boston, MA 02114

p 617-912-0244

f 617-912-0139

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 28 Mar 2003 23:08:48 +0100

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: Importing Strawberry DNA from England

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

David:

Is it recombinant strawberry DNA or not?  In any case you should not need a

permit for it.  Your ProForma Invoice/Customs Declaration that accompanies

the package should include not only the sender's and receiver's name, address

and phone numbers, but also a statement that reads something like: "Purified

DNA obtained from strawberry plants. This purified DNA is made from a

non-pathogenic organism and does not contain microorganisms or materials

derived from animal products such as serum, albumin, etc." If it is

recombinant, you need to indicate what the insert is and its origin

(organism).  If it is going to be used for research purposes only, indicate

also that in the Customs Declaration.  No other special considerations are

required for the shipment.

Esmeralda Prat

Bayer CropScience

Biosafety Manager

J. Plateaustraat 22

B-9000 Gent

Belgium

Esmeralda.Prat@bayercropscience.com

David Gillum wrote:

> Since we're talking about shipping DNA, how would you go about importing

> strawberry DNA from Great Britain? I have tried getting information from

> APHIS (to no avail) and I filled out an application form to get a permit:

>

> https://web01.aphis.usda.gov/IAS.nsf/

>

> ...but I haven't heard anything back from APHIS...

>

> Also, how should it be shipped? It should be considered non-infectious,

> right? Can you share your experiences importing this or similar products?

>

> Many thanks!

> -David

>

> --

> David R. Gillum

>

> Laboratory Safety Officer

> Environmental Health and Safety

> 11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

> Durham, NH  03824

> Telephone #: 603-862-0197

> Facsimile #: 603-862-0047
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Esmeralda Prat <e-prat@FREEGATES.BE>

Subject:      Re: FW: shipping DNA & strawberry dna
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There are two aspect to consider in this shipment: one is the shipping

requirements from the IATA point of view and the other is the import

requirements from APHIS.

 From the IATA point of view, it does not fall under the haz mat regs.

So sensible packaging that prevents loosing the material is all that is

required.  I still recommend triple package but it does not need to be

UN tested packaging.

 From the import side, you need to ensure that it does not get trapped at

customs while APHIS decides if an import permit is required.  For that

reason enough relevant information on the material has to be given in

the accompanying papers, see my previous email.

Esmeralda Prat

"Madeline J. Dalrymple" wrote:

>  This is what our Haz Materials Supervisor is thinking about this

> topic:

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Jerry L. Starr

> Sent: Friday, March 28, 2003 2:34 PM

> To: Madeline J. Dalrymple

> Subject: RE: shipping DNA & strawberry dna

>

> Pure DNA, stripped of all cellular components (e.g. proteins) is not a

> hazmat for transport and not subject to DOT hazmat regs.  If the

> strawberry DNA meets this discription (i.e., not a hazardous

> material), it would be unlawful, per 49CFR 171.2(f)(2), to declare it

> a diagnostic specimen for investigational purposes (i.e., a hazardous

> material), even if you then declare it Risk Group I (still a hazardous

> material by definition, but not subject to DOT hazmat regulations).

> It should be shipped as though it were a block of wood or a paper clip

> or vial of saline - not declared as a hazardous material, so no

> shipper's declaration form should be used.  If dry ice is used, only

> the dry ice would be regulated.

>

> -------------------------------------

>

> 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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From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: rotor failure:  hazard to equipment or to peop le?
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Many years ago an inventive lab person overrode the safety devices and

cranked a 17K rated rotor to 43K.  The explosion  bowed and opened the door

and moved the centrifuge many feet.  See attached jpg's.  Centrifuge01 shows

where it had been sitting (the black on the wall was due to carbonization of

the oil).  Centrifuge04 is the rotor; 05 is the door - bowed and opened; 07

is the chamber and the melted white forms were the centrifuge bottles; 12 is

where it came to rest after bouncing off of the sink.  The rotor was

contained within the chamber (at least we never found a piece outside but we

did not attempt to reconstruct the rotor to see if any pieces were missing).

Richie

>At 01:19 PM 3/28/2003 -0800, you wrote:

>

>

>

>Hello All,

>

>The Rotor Safety Guides for both Beckman and Sorvall Centrifuges say that in

>the event of rotor failure, the rotor will be contained in the centrifuge.

>Besides from the incident that happened at Cornell in 1998 have any of you

>heard of an incident where a rotor was not contained in a Beckman or Sorvall

>centrifuge?  Also, have any of you heard of any incidents where the

>centrifuge contained a failing rotor but fell over, moved significantly or

>caused a safety hazard to personnel?

>

>Thanks very much.

>

>Lindsey Kayman

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_4685837==_.ALT
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Many years ago an inventive lab person overrode the safety devices

and

cranked a 17K rated rotor to 43K.  The explosion  bowed and

opened the door

and moved the centrifuge many feet.  See attached jpg's. 

Centrifuge01 shows

where it had been sitting (the black on the wall was due to carbonization

of

the oil).  Centrifuge04 is the rotor; 05 is the door - bowed and

opened; 07

is the chamber and the melted white forms were the centrifuge bottles; 12

is

where it came to rest after bouncing off of the sink.  The rotor

was

contained within the chamber (at least we never found a piece outside but

we

did not attempt to reconstruct the rotor to see if any pieces were

missing).

Richie

At 01:19 PM 3/28/2003 -0800, you

wrote:

Hello All,

The Rotor Safety Guides for both Beckman and Sorvall Centrifuges say that

in

the event of rotor failure, the rotor will be contained in the

centrifuge.

Besides from the incident that happened at Cornell in 1998 have any of

you

heard of an incident where a rotor was not contained in a Beckman or

Sorvall

centrifuge?  Also, have any of you heard of any incidents where

the

centrifuge contained a failing rotor but fell over, moved significantly

or

caused a safety hazard to personnel?

Thanks very much.

Lindsey Kayman

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_4685837==_.ALT--

--=====================_4685837==_

Content-Type: image/jpeg; name="centrifuge12.jpg";
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dan Liberman <dliberma@RDG.BOEHRINGER-INGELHEIM.COM>

Subject:      Re: rotor failure:  hazard to equipment or to peop le?
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Ritchie, we published the episode.

Do you have the reference. Fred was first author as I recall.

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]

Sent: Monday, March 31, 2003 9:28 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: rotor failure: hazard to equipment or to peop le?

Many years ago an inventive lab person overrode the safety devices and

cranked a 17K rated rotor to 43K.  The explosion  bowed and opened the door

and moved the centrifuge many feet.  See attached jpg's.  Centrifuge01 shows

where it had been sitting (the black on the wall was due to carbonization of

the oil).  Centrifuge04 is the rotor; 05 is the door - bowed and opened; 07

is the chamber and the melted white forms were the centrifuge bottles; 12 is

where it came to rest after bouncing off of the sink.  The rotor was

contained within the chamber (at least we never found a piece outside but we

did not attempt to reconstruct the rotor to see if any pieces were missing).

Richie

At 01:19 PM 3/28/2003 -0800, you wrote:

Hello All,

The Rotor Safety Guides for both Beckman and Sorvall Centrifuges say that in

the event of rotor failure, the rotor will be contained in the centrifuge.

Besides from the incident that happened at Cornell in 1998 have any of you

heard of an incident where a rotor was not contained in a Beckman or Sorvall

centrifuge?  Also, have any of you heard of any incidents where the

centrifuge contained a failing rotor but fell over, moved significantly or

caused a safety hazard to personnel?

Thanks very much.

Lindsey Kayman

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment <http://web.mit.edu/environment>
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From:         Margaret Rakas <mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU>

Subject:      Reuse of Infectious Packagings for Non-Haz
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Hello,

We have just received a nonhazardous substance in a re-used infectious

substances packaging (it had previously been used to ship a strain of E.

Coli which had been sent UN 2814).

I don't have a problem with re-using most UN packaging (say, for

flammables) if it is in pristine condition, but the thought of re-using

infectious packaging to ship nonhazardous substances bothers me

(especially since I don't know if the previous shipment showed any

breach of the inner container, etc.  I mean, hopefully they wouldn't

have reused it, but...).  I don't know if I'm right to be concerned or

if I am just being picky.  Are there any 'best practices' or guidelines

out there?

Many thanks!

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786
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From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: rotor failure:  hazard to equipment or to peop le?
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I know, but it was faster to find the pics.  Okay, for those who want to

read the details: Schaefer, F.L.; Liberman, D.F.; Fink, R.C.:

"Decontamination of a Centrifuge After a Rotor Explosion": Public Health

Reports 95 4:357-361; 1980.

At 09:49 AM 3/31/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Ritchie, we published the episode.

>

>Do you have the reference. Fred was first author as I recall.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_7404226==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

I know, but it was faster to find the pics.  Okay, for

those who want to read the details: Schaefer, F.L.; Liberman, D.F.; Fink,

R.C.: "Decontamination of a Centrifuge After a Rotor

Explosion": Public Health Reports 95 4:357-361;

1980.

At 09:49 AM 3/31/2003 -0500, you wrote:

Ritchie,

we published the episode.

Do you have the

reference. Fred was first author as I recall.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

--=====================_7404226==_.ALT--
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From:         Jeffrey Good <rsojmg@GWUMC.EDU>

Subject:      IAQ Forms
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Anyone have a good IAQ (indoor air quality) survey/complaint report form

for Lab Buildings. Complaint is from office/admin area, not actual lab

space. Hate to reinvent the wheel, but current form we have is

outdated.

Please respond directly to rsojmg@gwumc.edu, unless you feel it would

be good for the entire list.

Thanks in advance.

Jeff

Jeffrey M. Good

Acting Director &

Hazardous Materials Safety Officer

Office of Laboratory Safety and Compliance

The George Washington University Medical Center

rsojmg@gwumc.edu

www.gwumc.edu/research/labsafety.htm

(202) 994-3282 OFFICE

(202) 994-2522 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:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Importation of Strawberry DNA from England

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Dear Biosafety Listserve,

I have received the official word from the Animal and Plant Health

Inspection Service (APHIS), and as it turns out, we do not require an import

permit for strawberry DNA from England. I was told that the package would be

subject to inspection upon arrival into the country. I am encouraging triple

packaging of the specimen and proper documentation with the shipment.

Thanks to everyone who sent their comments and suggestions.

--

David R. Gillum, MS

Laboratory Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

Durham, NH  03824

Telephone #: 603-862-0197

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047
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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:      BSC decon

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Because of the recent changes in the NSF/ANSI standards #49 - 2002 regarding

the time frame for BSC decon using formaldehyde gas, the company we contract

with has an SOP to run their decon process overnight.  I am concerned for an

after hours exposure - based upon another emergency (i.e. fire or flood)

occurring in the same room with the cabinet that is being decontaminated.

OR worst yet a leak in the cabinet seal during the overnight process.  The

ultimate goal would be to protect from formaldehyde exposure when entering

the room, if necessary, during one of these "worst case scenarios".

I would appreciate procedures/SOPs for an after hour emergency response

program - if you have one.  Thank you!

Bliss

> Biosafety Manager

> OW1-233

> 1800 Concord Pike

> Wilmington, DE 19850

> Phone:  302.886.2185

> Fax:  302.886.2909

> Cell #: 302.218.5306

> email:  bliss.schlank@astrazeneca.com

>

>

>
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Organization: Wright State University

Subject:      Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection
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I have a general safety question that has an impact also in

the area of biosafety.

I am looking for reference information to provide

researchers that argue that safety glasses and goggles are

more of a hazard in the research lab than a help.  Comment

that I have heard include, that all they (lab personnel) do

is pipette materials and people are not at risk (This point

I would argue) and that the safety glasses are hazard and

obstruct vision when working with syringes, etc.

Are there documented cases or examples where where a

student, grad student, research associate or faculty person

sustained injuries because eye protection was not worn?

There are accident/injury states and references for industry

through OSHA and National Safety Council but what about

academia?

Thanks for your input.

Greg Merkle
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection
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-----Original Message-----

From: Greg Merkle [mailto:greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU]

Sent: Monday, March 31, 2003 3:03 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection

I have a general safety question that has an impact also in

the area of biosafety.

I am looking for reference information to provide

researchers that argue that safety glasses and goggles are

more of a hazard in the research lab than a help.  Comment

that I have heard include, that all they (lab personnel) do

is pipette materials and people are not at risk (This point

I would argue) and that the safety glasses are hazard and

obstruct vision when working with syringes, etc.

Are there documented cases or examples where where a

student, grad student, research associate or faculty person

sustained injuries because eye protection was not worn?

There are accident/injury states and references for industry

through OSHA and National Safety Council but what about

academia?

Thanks for your input.

Greg Merkle
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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:      Re: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection
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Have you out checked out this website?  You might find the incidents, or

some of the links, helpful.

http://www2.umdnj.edu/eohssweb/aiha/accidents/index.htm

Karen B. Byers, MS,  RBP, CBSP-ABSA

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

Phone: 617-632-3890

Fax: 617-632-1932

-----Original Message-----

From: Greg Merkle [mailto:greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU]

Sent: Monday, March 31, 2003 3:03 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection

I have a general safety question that has an impact also in

the area of biosafety.

I am looking for reference information to provide

researchers that argue that safety glasses and goggles are

more of a hazard in the research lab than a help.  Comment

that I have heard include, that all they (lab personnel) do

is pipette materials and people are not at risk (This point

I would argue) and that the safety glasses are hazard and

obstruct vision when working with syringes, etc.

Are there documented cases or examples where where a

student, grad student, research associate or faculty person

sustained injuries because eye protection was not worn?

There are accident/injury states and references for industry

through OSHA and National Safety Council but what about

academia?

Thanks for your input.

Greg Merkle

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 31 Mar 2003 16:53:19 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection
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Hello, Greg:

Go to pages 167-168, "Laboratory Safety, Principles and Practices, 2nd =

Edition". This section hi-lites the chemical and biological hazards =

associated with splashes to the eye of either materials. It mentions =

specifically the danger of penetration through the conjunctiva, and =

viral penetration through the retina. Also, eye protection is required =

BY LAW under 29 CFR 1910.1300 Blood Borne Pathogen Standard. Failure to =

provide eye protection to those handling blood, tissue and OPIM from =

human sources violates the standard, which can result in possible fines =

to the institution / company.

I personally saw a young woman after a needle separated from a syringe =

and sprayed Leishmania into her eye. Needles to say we were all on pins =

and needles for several weeks until the ophthalmologist determined that =

she was okay. The purchase / use of eye protection is cheap insurance =

with respect to permanent eye damage, or worse, with respect to =

microbial infection. Hope this helps.

Phil Hauck

Mt. Sinai School of Medicine

-----Original Message-----

From: Greg Merkle [mailto:greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU]

Sent: Monday, March 31, 2003 3:03 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection

I have a general safety question that has an impact also in

the area of biosafety.

I am looking for reference information to provide

researchers that argue that safety glasses and goggles are

more of a hazard in the research lab than a help.  Comment

that I have heard include, that all they (lab personnel) do

is pipette materials and people are not at risk (This point

I would argue) and that the safety glasses are hazard and

obstruct vision when working with syringes, etc.

Are there documented cases or examples where where a

student, grad student, research associate or faculty person

sustained injuries because eye protection was not worn?

There are accident/injury states and references for industry

through OSHA and National Safety Council but what about

academia?

Thanks for your input.

Greg Merkle

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 31 Mar 2003 16:55:40 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>
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Oh, a big PS....The Yerkes Primate Incident...the young lady who died of =

Monkey B. Virus....wasn't wearing eye protection....there were OSHA =

fines of I believe $11,000. Go to the OSHA site, and look up citations, =

and also the CDC MMWR site and read about the aftermath. It wasn't =

pretty.

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Greg Merkle [mailto:greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU]

Sent: Monday, March 31, 2003 3:03 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection

I have a general safety question that has an impact also in

the area of biosafety.

I am looking for reference information to provide

researchers that argue that safety glasses and goggles are

more of a hazard in the research lab than a help.  Comment

that I have heard include, that all they (lab personnel) do

is pipette materials and people are not at risk (This point

I would argue) and that the safety glasses are hazard and

obstruct vision when working with syringes, etc.

Are there documented cases or examples where where a

student, grad student, research associate or faculty person

sustained injuries because eye protection was not worn?

There are accident/injury states and references for industry

through OSHA and National Safety Council but what about

academia?

Thanks for your input.

Greg Merkle
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From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection
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Just ask your researchers to close their eyes for a minute - can they perform

their analyses, experiments, with their eyes closed - without their eyesite?

And how much does a pair of safety glasses cost?

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

USA

Phone 860-675-1217

Fax 860-675-1311

Mobile - 860-944-2373

e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.com

--part1_73.2f4cd474.2bba15b2_boundary

Content-Type: text/html; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Just ask your researchers to close their eyes for a mi=

nute - can they perform their analyses, experiments, with their eyes closed=

- without their eyesite?

And how much does a pair of safety glasses cost?

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

USA

Phone 860-675-1217

Fax 860-675-1311

Mobile - 860-944-2373

e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.com

--part1_73.2f4cd474.2bba15b2_boundary--
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Subject:      Re: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection
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As a former researcher and now head of safety for my company, I can not

understand how someone can say that wearing safety glasses results in

additional hazards in the laboratory.  If the researchers complain that the

safety glasses obstruct their vision, I would look at the glasses that they

are using and see how old and scratched they are.  The plastic generic

safety glasses are meant to be disposable.

We require safety glasses with sideshields as soon as anyone walks into a

laboratory.  We have investigated the types and styles of safety glasses

that employees are willing to wear and we stock those styles in our

stockrooms.  We include the researchers in the choosing of these glasses.

We do the same thing for prescription safety glasses.  Recently we were

choosing a new vendor for our prescription eyewear and we chose the one

that offered the most styles.  Using the "vanity" route helps to make the

safetyguy's job easier.

I do not have documented cases of injuries sustained to the eyes because of

safety glasses not being worn, but I have documented cases in which eyes

were saved because of the wearing of safety glasses.

John Bristol

Associate Director

Environmental Health and Safety

Eisai Research Institute

  Greg Merkle <greg.merkle@WRIG

To:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

I have a general safety question that has an impact also in

the area of biosafety.

I am looking for reference information to provide

researchers that argue that safety glasses and goggles are

more of a hazard in the research lab than a help.  Comment

that I have heard include, that all they (lab personnel) do

is pipette materials and people are not at risk (This point

I would argue) and that the safety glasses are hazard and

obstruct vision when working with syringes, etc.

Are there documented cases or examples where where a

student, grad student, research associate or faculty person

sustained injuries because eye protection was not worn?

There are accident/injury states and references for industry

through OSHA and National Safety Council but what about

academia?

Thanks for your input.

Greg Merkle

=========================================================================
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         YK Wan at CUHK <ulsoykwan@CUHK.EDU.HK>

Subject:      Re: BSC decon
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Before we start the fumigation, the tightness of the plastic will be

checked again and people in the room will be evacuated. We also post the

emergency contact, MSDS of formaldehyde and ammonia, and safety poster

to require the respirator. In case of the fire, I think the fire brigade

can handle as there may be other toxic gas and smoke. For other

emergency, the biosafety officer should be consulted.

Regards,

Y. K. Wan

Safety Officer &

NSF Accredited Biohazard Cabinet Field Certifier

The Chinese University of Hong Kong, Shatin, NT, Hong Kong

Fax: 852-26036862

Phone: 852-26097953

Email: ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk

Schlank, Bliss M wrote:

>Because of the recent changes in the NSF/ANSI standards #49 - 2002 regarding

>the time frame for BSC decon using formaldehyde gas, the company we contract

>with has an SOP to run their decon process overnight.  I am concerned for an

>after hours exposure - based upon another emergency (i.e. fire or flood)

>occurring in the same room with the cabinet that is being decontaminated.

>OR worst yet a leak in the cabinet seal during the overnight process.  The

>ultimate goal would be to protect from formaldehyde exposure when entering

>the room, if necessary, during one of these "worst case scenarios".

>I would appreciate procedures/SOPs for an after hour emergency response

>program - if you have one.  Thank you!

>Bliss

>>Biosafety Manager

>>OW1-233

>>1800 Concord Pike

>>Wilmington, DE 19850

>>Phone:  302.886.2185

>>Fax:  302.886.2909

>>Cell #: 302.218.5306

>>email:  bliss.schlank@astrazeneca.com
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Subject:      Re: IAQ Forms
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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.
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You'll find good form listed in the EPA/IAQ section. You may want to
down load their I-Beam program to help with overall assessments.

******************************************
Bruce L. Macdonald  MPH, CSP, RM
Manager Health & Safety
NC State University - EHS
Box 8007
Raleigh, NC 27695
(919) 515-6858
Fax (919) 515-6307
******************************************


>>> rsojmg@GWUMC.EDU 03/31/03 10:32AM >>>

Anyone have a good IAQ (indoor air quality) survey/complaint report
form for Lab Buildings. Complaint is from office/admin area, not actual
lab space. Hate to reinvent the wheel, but current form we have is
outdated.

Please respond directly to rsojmg@gwumc.edu, unless you feel it would
be good for the entire list.

Thanks in advance.

Jeff

Jeffrey M. Good
Acting Director &
Hazardous Materials Safety Officer
Office of Laboratory Safety and Compliance
The George Washington University Medical Center
rsojmg@gwumc.edu
www.gwumc.edu/research/labsafety.htm
(202) 994-3282 OFFICE
(202) 994-2522 FAX

--=_7629CC23.26475E8B
Content-Type: text/html; charset=ISO-8859-1
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Schlank, Bliss M" <bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM>
Subject:      Experience handling samples from Singapore
MIME-Version: 1.0
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All:
has anyone had any experience with receiving clinical samples from Singapore
recently?  We will be handling plasma samples from patients located in the
same hospital where known SARS patiences are located.  I was curious to get
your input on "concerns" you may have regarding the receipt and handling of
these samples.

Thanks!
Bliss

> Biosafety Manager
> OW1-233
> 1800 Concord Pike
> Wilmington, DE 19850
> Phone:  302.886.2185
> Fax:  302.886.2909
> Cell #: 302.218.5306
> email:  bliss.schlank@astrazeneca.com
>
>
>
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In-Reply-To:  <200304010521.h315LFA09945@equinox.unr.edu>
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Although it did not involve a biological agent, I think that one of the
best testimonials for wearing safety eyewear in the laboratory comes
from Barry Sharpless
(http://web.mit.edu/chemistry/www/safety/note6.html, see "Accident at 2
AM!").  Dr. Sharpless lost the vision in one eye due to a laboratory
accident, and was in fear of losing vision in both eyes.  If he would
have lost vision in both eyes, I wonder if we would have lost the
scientific contributions of a future Noble Prize winner (Chemistry
2001).

Ben Owens

----------------------------------------
Original Message:

Date:    Mon, 31 Mar 2003 15:02:42 -0500
From:    Greg Merkle <greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU>
Subject: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection

Original Message:

I have a general safety question that has an impact also in
the area of biosafety.

I am looking for reference information to provide
researchers that argue that safety glasses and goggles are
more of a hazard in the research lab than a help.  Comment
that I have heard include, that all they (lab personnel) do
is pipette materials and people are not at risk (This point
I would argue) and that the safety glasses are hazard and
obstruct vision when working with syringes, etc.

Are there documented cases or examples where where a
student, grad student, research associate or faculty person
sustained injuries because eye protection was not worn?
There are accident/injury states and references for industry
through OSHA and National Safety Council but what about
academia?

Thanks for your input.

Greg Merkle

-----------------------------
Ben Owens
Chemical Hygiene Officer
University of Nevada, Reno
Environmental Health and Safety Dept., MS 328
Reno, NV 89557
775.327.5196 (phone)
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:         David Silberman <david.silberman@STANFORD.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection
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Ben,

Thanks for sharing such a telling testimonial.

Julius Axelrod is another Nobel Laureate (Medicine/Physiology: 1970)
who lost an eye in a lab accident.

>Although it did not involve a biological agent, I think that one of
>the best testimonials for wearing safety eyewear in the laboratory
>comes from Barry Sharpless
>(<http://web.mit.edu/chemistry/www/safety/note6.html>http://web.mit.edu/chemistry/www/safety/note6.html,
>see "Accident at 2 AM!").  Dr. Sharpless lost the vision in one eye
>due to a laboratory accident, and was in fear of losing vision in
>both eyes.  If he would have lost vision in both eyes, I wonder if
>we would have lost the scientific contributions of a future Noble
>Prize winner (Chemistry 2001).
>
>
>
>Ben Owens
>
>
>
>----------------------------------------
>
>Original Message:
>
>
>
>Date:    Mon, 31 Mar 2003 15:02:42 -0500
>
>From:    Greg Merkle <greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU>
>
>Subject: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection
>
>
>
>Original Message:
>
>
>
>I have a general safety question that has an impact also in
>
>the area of biosafety.
>
>
>
>I am looking for reference information to provide
>
>researchers that argue that safety glasses and goggles are
>
>more of a hazard in the research lab than a help.  Comment
>
>that I have heard include, that all they (lab personnel) do
>
>is pipette materials and people are not at risk (This point
>
>I would argue) and that the safety glasses are hazard and
>
>obstruct vision when working with syringes, etc.
>
>
>
>Are there documented cases or examples where where a
>
>student, grad student, research associate or faculty person
>
>sustained injuries because eye protection was not worn?
>
>There are accident/injury states and references for industry
>
>through OSHA and National Safety Council but what about
>
>academia?
>
>
>
>Thanks for your input.
>
>
>
>Greg Merkle
>
>
>
>-----------------------------
>
>Ben Owens
>
>Chemical Hygiene Officer
>
>University of Nevada, Reno
>
>Environmental Health and Safety Dept., MS 328
>
>Reno, NV 89557
>
>775.327.5196 (phone)
>
>775.784.4553 (fax)


--
David H. Silberman
Director, Health and Safety Programs
Stanford University School of Medicine

650/723-6336 (Direct)
650/723-0110 (Office)
650/725-7878 (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:         Janet Peterson <peterson@WAM.UMD.EDU>
Subject:      new details for FBI risk assessment form
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

The following information is from the FBI and provides more details on
submitting the proper forms and fingerprints for individuals that will
be screened for select agent access. Note that entities will be sent
fingerprint forms for ROs and AROs first.  Also note that there is a new
clarification that affects private universities:  "Clarification:
Private
academic entities must complete Section II."

Janet Peterson, CBSP
University of Maryland
College Park, MD 20742
301/405-3975

http://www.fbi.gov/terrorinfo/bioterrorfd961.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:         Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>
Subject:      Re: new details for FBI risk assessment form
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Hey Janet,

Is this posted anywhere on the CDC web page or on an accessible forum.  I
tried the FBI web site but it was not obvious.

Thanks,

Mark Campbell
Saint Louis University

Janet Peterson wrote:

> The following information is from the FBI and provides more details on
> submitting the proper forms and fingerprints for individuals that will
> be screened for select agent access. Note that entities will be sent
> fingerprint forms for ROs and AROs first.  Also note that there is a new
> clarification that affects private universities:  "Clarification:
> Private
> academic entities must complete Section II."
>
> Janet Peterson, CBSP
> University of Maryland
> College Park, MD 20742
> 301/405-3975
>
> http://www.fbi.gov/terrorinfo/bioterrorfd961.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:         Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>
Subject:      Re: new details for FBI risk assessment form
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary=------------D7348A245A8DAA9778845F28

--------------D7348A245A8DAA9778845F28
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Sorry, looks like the date was not updated on the CDC web site for the
changes in the security assessment form.  It is posted on the CDC site.

Thanks,

Mark C.

Janet Peterson wrote:

> The following information is from the FBI and provides more details on
> submitting the proper forms and fingerprints for individuals that will
> be screened for select agent access. Note that entities will be sent
> fingerprint forms for ROs and AROs first.  Also note that there is a new
> clarification that affects private universities:  "Clarification:
> Private
> academic entities must complete Section II."
>
> Janet Peterson, CBSP
> University of Maryland
> College Park, MD 20742
> 301/405-3975
>
> http://www.fbi.gov/terrorinfo/bioterrorfd961.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:         "Vicki E. Farrar" <vfarrar@COGNETIX.COM>
Subject:      Exemption under 73.6(c) for an investigational new drug [IND]
MIME-Version: 1.0
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This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0019_01C2F83E.5795EFA0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi. 2 questions:

1) Has anyone who has received an exemption for a Select Agent under 42
C.F.R. part 73.6(c) for an investigational new drug used or interpreted the
exemption to cover activities such as the  manufacture, formulation,
transfer, and testing of the new drug, in accordance with the IND
application..

2) Has anyone received guidance from CDC on whether the exemption covers
these areas, and is such guidance oral or in writing?

Thanks.



      Vicki E. Farrar,
=========================================================================
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Funk, Glenn" <funkg@MEDIMMUNE.COM>
Subject:      Re: Experience handling samples from Singapore
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Bliss -

I imagine the CDC may have some info for you when you apply for the
importation permit.  As always, human serum samples should be opened only in
a biosafety cabinet under proper precautions.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP
Director and Biosafety Officer
Environment, Health and Safety
MedImmune Vaccines, Inc.
408-845-8847


-----Original Message-----
From: Schlank, Bliss M [mailto:bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM]
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2003 7:50 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Experience handling samples from Singapore


All:
has anyone had any experience with receiving clinical samples from Singapore
recently?  We will be handling plasma samples from patients located in the
same hospital where known SARS patiences are located.  I was curious to get
your input on "concerns" you may have regarding the receipt and handling of
these samples.

Thanks!
Bliss

> Biosafety Manager
> OW1-233
> 1800 Concord Pike
> Wilmington, DE 19850
> Phone:  302.886.2185
> Fax:  302.886.2909
> Cell #: 302.218.5306
> email:  bliss.schlank@astrazeneca.com
>
>
>
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Mark,
    I don't believe any dates have been changed.  The cdc website
(http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/securisk.htm) has a link to the FBI website
(http://www.fbi.gov/terrorinfo/bioterrorfd961.htm) where guidelines for
risk assessment submissions are located.  Some of the information at
this site is relatively new, at least to me.  The most important "new"
information is the clarification that private universities need to
complete Section II of the risk assessment form.  I believe that was not
the commonly held interpretation when the form was first posted on 12
March 2003.
    Hope this helps.  Janet

Mark Campbell wrote:

> Sorry, looks like the date was not updated on the CDC web site for the
> changes in the security assessment form.  It is posted on the CDC
> site.
>
> Thanks,
>
> Mark C.
>
> Janet Peterson wrote:
>
>> The following information is from the FBI and provides more details
>> on
>> submitting the proper forms and fingerprints for individuals that
>> will
>> be screened for select agent access. Note that entities will be sent
>>
>> fingerprint forms for ROs and AROs first.  Also note that there is a
>> new
>> clarification that affects private universities:  "Clarification:
>> Private
>> academic entities must complete Section II."
>>
>> Janet Peterson, CBSP
>> University of Maryland
>> College Park, MD 20742
>> 301/405-3975
>>
>> http://www.fbi.gov/terrorinfo/bioterrorfd961.htm
>
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From:         Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>
Subject:      Re: new details for FBI risk assessment form
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Thanks Janet!

Mark C.

Janet Peterson wrote:

> Mark,
>     I don't believe any dates have been changed.  The cdc website
> (http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/securisk.htm) has a link to the FBI website
> (http://www.fbi.gov/terrorinfo/bioterrorfd961.htm) where guidelines
> for risk assessment submissions are located.  Some of the information
> at this site is relatively new, at least to me.  The most important
> "new" information is the clarification that private universities need
> to complete Section II of the risk assessment form.  I believe that
> was not the commonly held interpretation when the form was first
> posted on 12 March 2003.
>     Hope this helps.  Janet
>
> Mark Campbell wrote:
>
>> Sorry, looks like the date was not updated on the CDC web site for
>> the changes in the security assessment form.  It is posted on the
>> CDC site.
>>
>> Thanks,
>>
>> Mark C.
>>
>> Janet Peterson wrote:
>>
>> > The following information is from the FBI and provides more details
>> > on
>> > submitting the proper forms and fingerprints for individuals that
>> > will
>> > be screened for select agent access. Note that entities will be
>> > sent
>> > fingerprint forms for ROs and AROs first.  Also note that there is
>> > a new
>> > clarification that affects private universities:  "Clarification:
>> > Private
>> > academic entities must complete Section II."
>> >
>> > Janet Peterson, CBSP
>> > University of Maryland
>> > College Park, MD 20742
>> > 301/405-3975
>> >
>> > http://www.fbi.gov/terrorinfo/bioterrorfd961.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:         David Silberman <david.silberman@STANFORD.EDU>
Subject:      Re: new details for FBI risk assessment form
In-Reply-To:  <3E89CAD1.781DC1CA@wam.umd.edu>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Has anyone else had any trouble selecting selecting the "Type of
Entity" check boxes [Section I (3)]?  When I select anyone of the
options, nothing happens; when I double click, a box with a name and
date (Ethel Robinson 3/12/2003) appears.  All other functions work
well.

>The following information is from the FBI and provides more details on
>submitting the proper forms and fingerprints for individuals that will
>be screened for select agent access. Note that entities will be sent
>fingerprint forms for ROs and AROs first.  Also note that there is a new
>clarification that affects private universities:  "Clarification:
>Private
>academic entities must complete Section II."
>
>Janet Peterson, CBSP
>University of Maryland
>College Park, MD 20742
>301/405-3975
>
>http://www.fbi.gov/terrorinfo/bioterrorfd961.htm


--
David H. Silberman
Director, Health and Safety Programs
Stanford University School of Medicine

650/723-6336 (Direct)
650/723-0110 (Office)
650/725-7878 (FAX)
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From:         Hubert B Olipares <olipares@HAWAII.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Experience handling samples from Singapore
In-Reply-To:  <E4BAA0F1E028C045B7ABAA16D0C55582757151@santaclara3.aviron.com>
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Go to:

http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/sars/specimens.htm

http://www.phls.org.uk/topics_az/SARS/Clinical_guidance.htm


 ==============================================================================

Hubert B. Olipares, RBP
Biological Safety Professional
University of Hawaii
Environmental Health and Safety Office
Biological Safety Program
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
Biosafety Website:      http://www.hawaii.edu/ehso/bio/

 ==============================================================================

On Tue, 1 Apr 2003, Funk, Glenn wrote:

> Bliss -
>
> I imagine the CDC may have some info for you when you apply for the
> importation permit.  As always, human serum samples should be opened only in
> a biosafety cabinet under proper precautions.
>
> -- Glenn
>
> Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP
> Director and Biosafety Officer
> Environment, Health and Safety
> MedImmune Vaccines, Inc.
> 408-845-8847
>
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Schlank, Bliss M [mailto:bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM]
> Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2003 7:50 AM
> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
> Subject: Experience handling samples from Singapore
>
>
> All:
> has anyone had any experience with receiving clinical samples from Singapore
> recently?  We will be handling plasma samples from patients located in the
> same hospital where known SARS patiences are located.  I was curious to get
> your input on "concerns" you may have regarding the receipt and handling of
> these samples.
>
> Thanks!
> Bliss
>
> > Biosafety Manager
> > OW1-233
> > 1800 Concord Pike
> > Wilmington, DE 19850
> > Phone:  302.886.2185
> > Fax:  302.886.2909
> > Cell #: 302.218.5306
> > email:  bliss.schlank@astrazeneca.com
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>
Subject:      Re: Experience handling samples from Singapore
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So facilities should also follow disposal practices as described in the BMBL
when dealing with SARS?

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH
President
WNWN International
PO Box 1164
Burlington, Connecticut
06013
USA
Phone 860-675-1217
Fax 860-675-1311
Mobile - 860-944-2373
e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.com



In a message dated 4/1/2003 4:50:22 PM Eastern Standard Time,
olipares@HAWAII.EDU writes:

> Go to:
>
> http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/sars/specimens.htm
>
> http://www.phls.org.uk/topics_az/SARS/Clinical_guidance.htm
>

>
> ===============================================================================
>
> Hubert B. Olipares, RBP
> Biological Safety Professional
> University of Hawaii
> Environmental Health and Safety Office
> Biological Safety Program
> 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
> Biosafety Website:    http://www.hawaii.edu/ehso/bio/

>
> ===============================================================================
>
> On Tue, 1 Apr 2003, Funk, Glenn wrote:
>
> >Bliss -
> >
> >I imagine the CDC may have some info for you when you apply for the
> >importation permit.  As always, human serum samples should be opened only
> in
> >a biosafety cabinet under proper precautions.
> >
> >-- Glenn
> >
> >Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP
> >Director and Biosafety Officer
> >Environment, Health and Safety
> >MedImmune Vaccines, Inc.
> >408-845-8847
> >
> >
> >-----Original Message-----
> >From: Schlank, Bliss M [mailto:bliss.schlank@ASTRAZENECA.COM]
> >Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2003 7:50 AM
> >To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
> >Subject: Experience handling samples from Singapore
> >
> >
> >All:
> >has anyone had any experience with receiving clinical samples from
> Singapore
> >recently?  We will be handling plasma samples from patients located in the
> >same hospital where known SARS patiences are located.  I was curious to
> get
> >your input on "concerns" you may have regarding the receipt and handling
> of
> >these samples.
> >
> >Thanks!
> >Bliss
> >
> >>Biosafety Manager
> >>OW1-233
> >>1800 Concord Pike
> >>Wilmington, DE 19850
> >>Phone:  302.886.2185
> >>Fax:  302.886.2909
> >>Cell #: 302.218.5306
> >>email:  bliss.schlank@astrazeneca.com


Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH
President
WNWN International
PO Box 1164
Burlington, Connecticut
06013
USA
Phone 860-675-1217
Fax 860-675-1311
Mobile - 860-944-2373
e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.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:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>
Subject:      CDC SARS webcast/infection control
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Preventing the Spread of Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome (SARS)
Public Health Training Network Satellite Broadcast & Webcast
April 4, 2003
10:00 AM - 11:30 AM ET
2:00 PM - 3:30 PM ET ~ Rebroadcast
http://www.phppo.cdc.gov/phtn/sars/

CDC March 29, 2003
Interim Guidance on Infection Control Precautions for Patients with
Suspected
SARS and Close Contacts in Households
http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/sars/ic-closecontacts.htm

CDC March 27, 2003
Interim Domestic Guidance for Management of Exposures to SARS for
Healthcare
and Other Institutional Settings
http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/sars/exposureguidance.htm

For additional infection control recommendations see:
http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/sars/ic.htm


***Do not reply to this email. CDC will not receive your reply.
________________________________
CDC/NCID/Division of Healthcare Quality Promotion* home page:
http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip
*formerly Hospital Infections Program
________________________________

To subscribe via Internet:
Go to http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip
Click on the RNS logo

via e-mail:
Address an e-mail to: LISTSERV@CDC.GOV
Leave the subject line blank
In the message block type: subscribe HIP-RNS


APIC-list
Postings should be addressed to ICPlist@apic.org.=A0 Postings are strictly
the opinion of their authors and never the official position of APIC.
To unsubscribe to the APIClist, send an e-mail message to:
LISTSERV@PEACH.EASE.LSOFT.COM with the command:
SIGNOFF APIC
in the body of the message.
For further information or assistance, contact jleshner@apic.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:         "Marcham, Cheri" <Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU>
Subject:      Question about transporting infected animals
MIME-Version: 1.0
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Due to space considerations, three of our faculty are being asked to
consider housing animals that will be infected with a BSL2 organism in a
different building than the one their lab is in.  The research process
would require that the animals be infected at the animal facility, and
then upwards to three days later be transported to the lab where
procedures are performed.  The lab has equipment that is not available
in the building where the animals would be housed, so finding lab space
in the animal building is not an option.  These buildings are far enough
apart that the animals would have to be transported via vehicle on
public streets.  I've looked up the shipping requirements for infected
live animals, and DOT says, "(c) Live animals may not be used to
transport infectious substances unless such substances cannot be sent by
any other means.  An animal containing or contaminated with an
infectious substance must be transported under terms and conditions
approved by the Associate Administrator for Hazardous Materials Safety."
Anyone familiar with what these terms and conditions might be?

Keep in mind these researchers really don't want to have to make this
change, so we are looking for reasons NOT to transport these animals, if
it's too complicated.  If it's not complicated, we'll work out a
procedure.

Anyone have experience with this?

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM
University Environmental Health and Safety Officer
The University of Oklahoma
P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73120
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:         Andy Glode <andy.glode@UNH.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Question about transporting infected animals
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_000_01C2F958.5B60E430"

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_01C2F958.5B60E430
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"

Cheri, Keep in mind that 49 CFR regulates transportation of materials "in
commerce." It sounds like your shipments would not be considered commercial
activity.  Are you using university vehicles? Refer to the attached letter
of interpretation. There are several other similar letters of interpretation
like the one attached, but they are not offered in PDF format. You can find
them on the new DOT website, http://www.myregs.com/dotrspa/.

Andy Glode

-----Original Message-----
From: Marcham, Cheri [mailto:Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU]
Sent: Wednesday, April 02, 2003 3:18 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Question about transporting infected animals


Due to space considerations, three of our faculty are being asked to
consider housing animals that will be infected with a BSL2 organism in a
different building than the one their lab is in.  The research process
would require that the animals be infected at the animal facility, and
then upwards to three days later be transported to the lab where
procedures are performed.  The lab has equipment that is not available
in the building where the animals would be housed, so finding lab space
in the animal building is not an option.  These buildings are far enough
apart that the animals would have to be transported via vehicle on
public streets.  I've looked up the shipping requirements for infected
live animals, and DOT says, "(c) Live animals may not be used to
transport infectious substances unless such substances cannot be sent by
any other means.  An animal containing or contaminated with an
infectious substance must be transported under terms and conditions
approved by the Associate Administrator for Hazardous Materials Safety."
Anyone familiar with what these terms and conditions might be?

Keep in mind these researchers really don't want to have to make this
change, so we are looking for reasons NOT to transport these animals, if
it's too complicated.  If it's not complicated, we'll work out a
procedure.

Anyone have experience with this?

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM
University Environmental Health and Safety Officer
The University of Oklahoma
P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73120
405/271-3000
FAX 405/271-1606
cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu
=========================================================================
Date:         Wed, 2 Apr 2003 15:49:14 -0500
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>
Subject:      Checklists
MIME-Version: 1.0
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Dear Group,

Does anyone have a BSL-3 inspection checklist that they'd be willing to
share with me? How about a select agent inspection form? Or do you know
where I can find one, already created?

Many thanks!

--
David R. Gillum, MS

Laboratory Safety Officer
Environmental Health and Safety
11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall
Durham, NH  03824
Telephone #: 603-862-0197
Facsimile #: 603-862-0047
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>
Subject:      Re: Checklists
In-Reply-To:  <4F44C51ED1C9D311B761009027DC72181187B691@exch1.unh.edu>
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Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=====================_772152593==_"
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Here you go, David.

At 03:49 PM 4/2/2003 -0500, you wrote:
>Dear Group,
>
>Does anyone have a BSL-3 inspection checklist that they'd be willing to
>share with me? How about a select agent inspection form? Or do you know
>where I can find one, already created?
>
>Many thanks!
>
>--
>David R. Gillum, MS
>
>Laboratory Safety Officer
>Environmental Health and Safety
>11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall
>Durham, NH  03824
>Telephone #: 603-862-0197
>Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP
University of California
Los Alamos National Laboratory
HSR-5
MS K486
Los Alamos, NM 87545
(505) 665-2977 (voice)
((505) 996-3807 (pager)
"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear
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Reply-To:     dward@fau.edu
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Darlene Ward <dward@FAU.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Checklists
In-Reply-To:  <1E919348C04CD7118AD5000476EFA10806E013@suamail.plantlan.fau.edu>
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Attached is a BSL3 checklist. Good Luck!

Darlene Ward
Biological Safety/Public Health Coordinator
Florida Atlantic University
Environmental Health and Safety
777 Glades Road, CO Bldg
Boca Raton, FL 33431-0991
Phone: (561) 297-0028
Fax: (561) 297-2210
dward@fau.edu




-----Original Message-----
From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On
Behalf Of David Gillum
Sent: Wednesday, April 02, 2003 3:49 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Checklists


Dear Group,

Does anyone have a BSL-3 inspection checklist that they'd be willing to
share with me? How about a select agent inspection form? Or do you know
where I can find one, already created?

Many thanks!

--
David R. Gillum, MS

Laboratory Safety Officer
Environmental Health and Safety
11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall
Durham, NH  03824
Telephone #: 603-862-0197
Facsimile #: 603-862-0047
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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@CWRU.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Question about transporting infected animals
In-Reply-To:  <6E8E599B65BCAF4F878EECCB7C7A849A0685A86D@GEMINI.hsc.net.ou.edu>
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Is the organism a bbp?  If so it needs to be marked/labeled.

Your only other real option is do it on foot.  And you said that this is
not practical.

Bob
>Due to space considerations, three of our faculty are being asked to
>consider housing animals that will be infected with a BSL2 organism in a
>different building than the one their lab is in.  The research process
>would require that the animals be infected at the animal facility, and
>then upwards to three days later be transported to the lab where
>procedures are performed.  The lab has equipment that is not available
>in the building where the animals would be housed, so finding lab space
>in the animal building is not an option.  These buildings are far enough
>apart that the animals would have to be transported via vehicle on
>public streets.  I've looked up the shipping requirements for infected
>live animals, and DOT says, "(c) Live animals may not be used to
>transport infectious substances unless such substances cannot be sent by
>any other means.  An animal containing or contaminated with an
>infectious substance must be transported under terms and conditions
>approved by the Associate Administrator for Hazardous Materials Safety."
>Anyone familiar with what these terms and conditions might be?
>
>Keep in mind these researchers really don't want to have to make this
>change, so we are looking for reasons NOT to transport these animals, if
>it's too complicated.  If it's not complicated, we'll work out a
>procedure.
>
>Anyone have experience with this?
>
>Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM
>University Environmental Health and Safety Officer
>The University of Oklahoma
>P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301
>Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73120
>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
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "David A. Bunzow" <sndab1@ALASKA.EDU>
Subject:      Position Announcement
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Fellow BIOSAFTY List Members:

The University of Alaska Southeast (UAS) has an opening for a
Health and Safety Officer at its Juneau campus.  If you want to
know more about this position, or wish to be considered for it,
please do visit:

http://www2.jun.alaska.edu/jobs/viewjob.cgi/job030321125350.dat

Please DO NOT respond to me directly, as I am unable to provide
you with any more information that is found at the UAS web site,
and am not part of the search committee.  I apologize in advance
for any cross listing issues.

Kind regards for a safe and health day!

--
David A. Bunzow  CET; CHMM; NRCC-CHO; REM
University of Alaska
Many Traditions One Alaska
Statewide Office of Risk Management
Environmental, Health and Safety Manager
PO Box 755240
Fairbanks, AK  99775-5240
1-907-474-5005 (phone)
1-907-474-5634 (fax)
sndab1@alaska.edu
www.alaska.edu/swrisk

Please Note:
The statements, opinions and views expressed
in this communication are mine alone.
They should not be construed as necessarily
being those of the University of Alaska System,
or any of its other employees.
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Date:         Wed, 2 Apr 2003 15:17:58 -0800
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Funk, Glenn" <funkg@MEDIMMUNE.COM>
Subject:      Re: Checklists
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

David -

I have a hard copy of the Health Canada BSL3 checklist somewhere around
here.  I like it because it includes many items that are recommended but not
necessarily required.  If you don't already have it, let me know and I'll
scan it in as a .pdf and send it to you.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP
Director and Biosafety Officer
Environment, Health and Safety
MedImmune Vaccines, Inc.
408-845-8847


-----Original Message-----
From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU]
Sent: Wednesday, April 02, 2003 12:49 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Checklists


Dear Group,

Does anyone have a BSL-3 inspection checklist that they'd be willing to
share with me? How about a select agent inspection form? Or do you know
where I can find one, already created?

Many thanks!

--
David R. Gillum, MS

Laboratory Safety Officer
Environmental Health and Safety
11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall
Durham, NH  03824
Telephone #: 603-862-0197
Facsimile #: 603-862-0047
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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:      CA Rad License holders
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I have a question regarding your authorized supervisors who are listed =
by name on your license.  Do you have one of your authorized supervisors =
physically present in the lab whenever a hot experiment is in progress?  =
Do you submit a Training and Experience form and list by name every rad =
user you have?

I am trying to get an amendment through now and our biggest sticking =
point is the state's contention that supervisors must physically "over =
the shoulder" supervise or else the rad worker cannot do the =
experiments.

Thanks-
Sue

Suzanne M. Quinn
Senior Manager, Environmental Health and Safety
Exelixis, Inc.
PO Box 511
South San Francisco CA  94083-0511
=========================================================================
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Ives, Janet" <jives@SAFETY.ROCHESTER.EDU>
Subject:      Select Agents Background Checks
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Good Morning Everyone,

I have been asked to query the list to find out how you are coping with the
latest FBI clarification for registering entities with select agents. This
clarification now requires that private academic (not-for-profit)
institutions must  submit the names of their  entity leadership and board of
directors for a "database scan".

Are you having your legal groups look into this more or are you just
submitting the names without too much fuss?

Please feel free to respond to me privately.    jives@safety.rochester.edu

Thanks.

Janet

Janet M. Ives
Industrial Hygienist
Biosafety Officer, IBC
University of Rochester
Environmental Health & Safety
300 East River Road, room 23
Rochester, New York 14623

Voice: (585) 275-3014 or -3241
Fax: (585) 274-0001
RC Box 278878
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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: Select Agents Background Checks
MIME-version: 1.0
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Hi Janet,

We were initially told not to file section II of the form by the FBI.  However,
after the clarification was posted and a call to the responsible parties within
the FBI, it was clear to me that we were to respond.  We have placed the
responsibility to HR for obtaining the names and info on the appropriate
individuals for Section II.  Fairly straight forward process.  However, our
legal was consulted before processing and was given the OK...........Just to
cover our rears.

Mark Campbell
Saint Louis University

"Ives, Janet" wrote:

> Good Morning Everyone,
>
> I have been asked to query the list to find out how you are coping with the
> latest FBI clarification for registering entities with select agents. This
> clarification now requires that private academic (not-for-profit)
> institutions must  submit the names of their  entity leadership and board of
> directors for a "database scan".
>
> Are you having your legal groups look into this more or are you just
> submitting the names without too much fuss?
>
> Please feel free to respond to me privately.    jives@safety.rochester.edu
>
> Thanks.
>
> Janet
>
> Janet M. Ives
> Industrial Hygienist
> Biosafety Officer, IBC
> University of Rochester
> Environmental Health & Safety
> 300 East River Road, room 23
> Rochester, New York 14623
>
> Voice: (585) 275-3014 or -3241
> Fax: (585) 274-0001
> RC Box 278878
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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: Antaeus SSM-150 Available (Re-posting)
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="=====================_261053274==_.ALT"

--=====================_261053274==_.ALT
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

FYI:

>Antaeus has come out of Chap. 7 bankruptcy as WPS.
>As you can see below, BD is prepared to donate this equipment to a
>Not-for-Profit organization if a seller cannot be found.
>
>Dear Biosafety Colleagues,
>
>BD Diagnostic Systems in Sparks, Maryland is de-commissioning its SSM-150
>medical waste destruction unit.  Please contact Tom Havekotte
>(Tom_Havekotte@bd.com) if you are interested in acquiring this equipment.
>
>Manufacturer:  WPS Company (Waste Process Solutions, formerly The Antaeus
>              Group)
>              Telephone: 443-524-4245
>
>Overview:    The system processes biohazardous waste (infectious medical
>              waste) at a rate of 75 lbs/hr, sterilizing and shredding the
>              material until it is unrecognizable and safe to put into an
>              ordinary dumpster.
>
>Model:       SSM-150
>
>Details:     The vendor's website has extensive information about the
>              company and this model at http://www.redbag.com. The
>              equipment was operated for <1000 hrs and is in excellent
>              condition. Digital photos of the system can be provided on
>              request.
>
>Parts/Service: Available through WPS Company, located in Baltimore, MD (
>              http://www.redbag.com/wpshtml/wps_partners.htm)
>
>Offer:       The equipment is offered as-is, FOB Sparks Maryland.  For
>              "Non-Profit" buyers ... donation/tax deduction options will be
>              considered.
>
>
>Contact:     Tom Havekotte
>              BD Director, Engineering, Safety & Environment
>              email:  Tom_Havekotte@bd.com
>
>
>***********************************************************************

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP
Biosafty List Owner
rfink@mit.edu
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I have sent the packet up to the Dean's Office...with a cover letter = 

stating that in essence, no submission, no select agents!!! And I = 

indicated which researchers would be affected if we lost our = 

Registration, and how it would affect several projects (ie construction = 

of a BSL-3 laboratory, that the NIH was funding under the BT Centers = 

funding!). Still awaiting their response to me. 

Phil Hauck 

Mt. Sinai School of Medicine

-----Original Message----- 

From: Ives, Janet [mailto:jives@SAFETY.ROCHESTER.EDU] 

Sent: Thursday, April 03, 2003 7:59 AM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Select Agents Background Checks

Good Morning Everyone,

I have been asked to query the list to find out how you are coping with = 

the 

latest FBI clarification for registering entities with select agents. = 

This 

clarification now requires that private academic (not-for-profit) 

institutions must  submit the names of their  entity leadership and = 

board of 

directors for a "database scan".

Are you having your legal groups look into this more or are you just 

submitting the names without too much fuss?

Please feel free to respond to me privately.    = 

jives@safety.rochester.edu

Thanks.

Janet

Janet M. Ives 

Industrial Hygienist 

Biosafety Officer, IBC 

University of Rochester 

Environmental Health & Safety 

300 East River Road, room 23 

Rochester, New York 14623

Voice: (585) 275-3014 or -3241 

Fax: (585) 274-0001 

RC Box 278878 
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Subject:      Select Agent Information Security Plan 
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I promised this to several people more than a week ago and the first 

draft is finally ready.  This will appear more comprehensive than a lot 

of people will think they need but I tried to develop as complete a plan 

as possible to start developing the information security program.  This 

plan follows the "assess, design, implement" concept and, of course, 

some of the areas may be considered "not applicable".  I'm sure I missed 

several things as well but here's a first draft that's now out for 

comment within the community.

Thanks,

Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

Information Security Officer

Indiana University School of Medicine

office:  317-278-8751

email:  erschmid@iupui.edu
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Thanks, Mark. We too called the FBI when the forms first came out and 

received the same answer. Then I saw the flurry of e-mails on the biosafety 

list and have gathered the appropriate information to complete Section II. 

Our legal folks have been consulted and agree that this has to be done, but 

wanted to know what "everybody else" is doing before I send in the revised 

form. 

Thanks again. 

Janet

-----Original Message----- 

From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU] 

Sent: Thursday, April 03, 2003 8:11 AM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Re: Select Agents Background Checks



Hi Janet,

We were initially told not to file section II of the form by the FBI. 

However, 

after the clarification was posted and a call to the responsible parties 

within 

the FBI, it was clear to me that we were to respond.  We have placed the 

responsibility to HR for obtaining the names and info on the appropriate 

individuals for Section II.  Fairly straight forward process.  However, our 

legal was consulted before processing and was given the OK...........Just to 

cover our rears.

Mark Campbell 

Saint Louis University

"Ives, Janet" wrote:

> Good Morning Everyone, 

> 

> I have been asked to query the list to find out how you are coping with 

the 

> latest FBI clarification for registering entities with select agents. This 

> clarification now requires that private academic (not-for-profit) 

> institutions must  submit the names of their  entity leadership and board 

of 

> directors for a "database scan". 

> 

> Are you having your legal groups look into this more or are you just 

> submitting the names without too much fuss? 

> 

> Please feel free to respond to me privately.    jives@safety.rochester.edu 

> 

> Thanks. 

> 

> Janet 

> 

> Janet M. Ives 

> Industrial Hygienist 

> Biosafety Officer, IBC 

> University of Rochester 

> Environmental Health & Safety 

> 300 East River Road, room 23 

> Rochester, New York 14623 

> 

> Voice: (585) 275-3014 or -3241 

> Fax: (585) 274-0001 

> RC Box 278878 
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Hi all:

A quick question for the group...

With regards to Select Agent laboratories - how are you dealing with 

emergency response personnel (firefighters, EMS, campus police) who may 

respond to a Select Agent lab in the event of an emergency?  Will they 

be escorted by someone approved to work with Select Agents?  How 

realistic is this, considering that these entities (especially 

firefighters) do not work for your institution?  How can you conduct a 

background check on someone who does not work for you.

There are several hundred volunteer firefighters in our county, and for 

any given emergency, ~50 may respond.  It doesn't seem very realistic 

(to me anyway) to conduct background checks on all these folks.  We also 

have ~50 campus police officers and about the same number of (student) 

EMTs and paramedics that run with our campus ambulance service.

It seems to me that the only way to deal with this is to have somone 

from the lab (who has passed the background check) escort these folks if 

and when they have to enter a SA lab.

Does this seem reasonable?  Is this how others (especially those at 

colleges/universities) are dealing with this issue? 

As always, thanks for any input...

Curt





Curt Speaker 

Biosafety Officer 

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety 

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck 

University Park, PA 16802 

(814) 865-6391 

http://www.ehs.psu.edu 
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I suppose we have to think about all possibilities here and plan for all 

possibly contingencies while try to be in compliance with the laws.. but 

from my perspective.. if I have an injured person in a lab that also 

happens to have a select agent in it.. too bad.. the EMT's who show up HAVE 

to go in and help that person.. ditto if there is a raging fire.. I'm not 

about to make them wait until someone 'approved' shows up on the scene.... 

emergencies are emergencies..you can deal with 'legalities' after the 

fact.. The law suit from someone bleeding to death is likely to be way more 

costly than a select agent fine!

This is of course just IMHO.. not necessarily the policy of my employer..

Kath

At 11:38 AM 4/3/2003 -0500, you wrote: 

>Hi all: 

> 

>A quick question for the group... 

> 

>With regards to Select Agent laboratories - how are you dealing with 

>emergency response personnel (firefighters, EMS, campus police) who may 

>respond to a Select Agent lab in the event of an emergency?  Will they 

>be escorted by someone approved to work with Select Agents?  How 

>realistic is this, considering that these entities (especially 

>firefighters) do not work for your institution?  How can you conduct a 

>background check on someone who does not work for you. 

> 

>There are several hundred volunteer firefighters in our county, and for 

>any given emergency, ~50 may respond.  It doesn't seem very realistic 

>(to me anyway) to conduct background checks on all these folks.  We also 

>have ~50 campus police officers and about the same number of (student) 

>EMTs and paramedics that run with our campus ambulance service. 

> 

>It seems to me that the only way to deal with this is to have somone 

>from the lab (who has passed the background check) escort these folks if 

>and when they have to enter a SA lab. 

> 

>Does this seem reasonable?  Is this how others (especially those at 

>colleges/universities) are dealing with this issue? 

> 

>As always, thanks for any input... 

> 

>Curt 

> 

> 

> 

>Curt Speaker 

>Biosafety Officer 

>Penn State Environmental Health & Safety 

>6C Eisenhower Parking Deck 

>University Park, PA 16802 

>(814) 865-6391 

>http://www.ehs.psu.edu
********************************************** 

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D. 

Biological Safety Professional 

Office of Research Safety 

Northwestern University 

NG-71 Technological Institute 

2145 Sheridan Road 

Evanston, IL 60208-3121 

Phone: (847) 491-4387 

Fax: (847) 467-2797 

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu 

********************************************** 
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Subject:      Re: General Biosecurity question 
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I have notified the emergency response agencies that their personnel will be 

escourted by an approved person when responding to an emergency in a select 

agent building. I identified the buildings on a map for their convenience. 

Our Police are involved in all emergency response activities, so it is not 

too hard for us. 

Mike 

LSU 

----- Original Message ----- 

From: "CURT SPEAKER" <SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU> 

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

Sent: Thursday, April 03, 2003 10:38 AM 

Subject: General Biosecurity question



> Hi all: 

> 

> A quick question for the group... 

> 

> With regards to Select Agent laboratories - how are you dealing with 

> emergency response personnel (firefighters, EMS, campus police) who may 

> respond to a Select Agent lab in the event of an emergency?  Will they 

> be escorted by someone approved to work with Select Agents?  How 

> realistic is this, considering that these entities (especially 

> firefighters) do not work for your institution?  How can you conduct a 

> background check on someone who does not work for you. 

> 

> There are several hundred volunteer firefighters in our county, and for 

> any given emergency, ~50 may respond.  It doesn't seem very realistic 

> (to me anyway) to conduct background checks on all these folks.  We also 

> have ~50 campus police officers and about the same number of (student) 

> EMTs and paramedics that run with our campus ambulance service. 

> 

> It seems to me that the only way to deal with this is to have somone 

> from the lab (who has passed the background check) escort these folks if 

> and when they have to enter a SA lab. 

> 

> Does this seem reasonable?  Is this how others (especially those at 

> colleges/universities) are dealing with this issue? 

> 

> As always, thanks for any input... 

> 

> Curt 

> 

> 

> 

> Curt Speaker 

> Biosafety Officer 

> Penn State Environmental Health & Safety 

> 6C Eisenhower Parking Deck 

> University Park, PA 16802 

> (814) 865-6391 

> http://www.ehs.psu.edu 
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The response we got from the CDC was that in an emergency, they do not have 

to be escorted (as if the FD would allow an untrained person to escort them 

to a fire).  However, they have to be trained ahead of time, unless you use 

an IC system which can inform them on the spot of the hazards of the select 

agent(s) or toxin(s).

At 11:38 AM 4/3/2003 -0500, you wrote: 

>Hi all: 

> 

>A quick question for the group... 

> 

>With regards to Select Agent laboratories - how are you dealing with 

>emergency response personnel (firefighters, EMS, campus police) who may 

>respond to a Select Agent lab in the event of an emergency?  Will they 

>be escorted by someone approved to work with Select Agents?  How 

>realistic is this, considering that these entities (especially 

>firefighters) do not work for your institution?  How can you conduct a 

>background check on someone who does not work for you. 

> 

>There are several hundred volunteer firefighters in our county, and for 

>any given emergency, ~50 may respond.  It doesn't seem very realistic 

>(to me anyway) to conduct background checks on all these folks.  We also 

>have ~50 campus police officers and about the same number of (student) 

>EMTs and paramedics that run with our campus ambulance service. 

> 

>It seems to me that the only way to deal with this is to have somone 

>from the lab (who has passed the background check) escort these folks if 

>and when they have to enter a SA lab. 

> 

>Does this seem reasonable?  Is this how others (especially those at 

>colleges/universities) are dealing with this issue? 

> 

>As always, thanks for any input... 

> 

>Curt 

> 

> 

> 

>Curt Speaker 

>Biosafety Officer 

>Penn State Environmental Health & Safety 

>6C Eisenhower Parking Deck 

>University Park, PA 16802 

>(814) 865-6391 

>http://www.ehs.psu.edu
Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461 

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.mit.edu/environment 
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The response we got from the CDC was that in an emergency, they do not have to be escorted (as if the FD would allow an untrained person to escort them to a fire).  However, they have to be trained ahead of time, unless you use an IC system which can inform them on the spot of the hazards of the select agent(s) or toxin(s).

At 11:38 AM 4/3/2003 -0500, you wrote:

Hi all:

A quick question for the group...

With regards to Select Agent laboratories - how are you dealing with 

emergency response personnel (firefighters, EMS, campus police) who may 

respond to a Select Agent lab in the event of an emergency?  Will they 

be escorted by someone approved to work with Select Agents?  How 

realistic is this, considering that these entities (especially 

firefighters) do not work for your institution?  How can you conduct a 

background check on someone who does not work for you.

There are several hundred volunteer firefighters in our county, and for 

any given emergency, ~50 may respond.  It doesn't seem very realistic 

(to me anyway) to conduct background checks on all these folks.  We also 

have ~50 campus police officers and about the same number of (student) 

EMTs and paramedics that run with our campus ambulance service.

It seems to me that the only way to deal with this is to have somone 

from the lab (who has passed the background check) escort these folks if 

and when they have to enter a SA lab.

Does this seem reasonable?  Is this how others (especially those at 

colleges/universities) are dealing with this issue?

As always, thanks for any input...

Curt





Curt Speaker 

Biosafety Officer 

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety 

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck 

University Park, PA 16802 

(814) 865-6391 

http://www.ehs.psu.edu 

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461 

617-258-5647 
rfink@mit.edu 
http://web.mit.edu/environment 
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 
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We have addressed the emergency response issue as follows:   If an emergency occurs at our 

BioEnvironmental Hazards ResearchBuilding (BHRB), which is dedicated 

completely to BSL-3 research, the Biosafety emergency contact for the 

building is notified (one of the three of us is on call 24/7) by the 

university police dispatcher.  The alarms for the BHRB go to the 

university police dispatch center as well as to the BHRB alarm center. 

The police, fire, and Biosafety emergency responders all report to the 

BHRB.  If the response is due to a fire alarm, the fire personnel do 

not go in without one of the Biosafety emergency responders, and we 

don't go in without the fire personnel.  The three of us Biosafety 

responders are trained by the fire dept and have our own bunker gear, 

which we have in our vehicles at all times.  The same basic 

procedure applies to the police, they don't enter without one of us. 

So, since the Biosafety emergency responders are (will be) approved for 

select agent access, and the fire/police do not enter without being 

escorted by one of us, we have the xelect agent requirements regarding 

emergency responses covered.   We practive with the fire dept from 

time to time to stay current.  So, add to the "job description" of 

certain Biosafety Officers the emergency response training and bunker 

gear training.  Cheers, Bob Ellis 

On Thu, 3 Apr 2003 11:38:15 -0500 CURT SPEAKER <SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU> 

wrote:

> Hi all: 

> 

> A quick question for the group... 

> 

> With regards to Select Agent laboratories - how are you dealing with 

> emergency response personnel (firefighters, EMS, campus police) who may 

> respond to a Select Agent lab in the event of an emergency?  Will they 

> be escorted by someone approved to work with Select Agents?  How 

> realistic is this, considering that these entities (especially 

> firefighters) do not work for your institution?  How can you conduct a 

> background check on someone who does not work for you. 

> 

> There are several hundred volunteer firefighters in our county, and for 

> any given emergency, ~50 may respond.  It doesn't seem very realistic 

> (to me anyway) to conduct background checks on all these folks.  We also 

> have ~50 campus police officers and about the same number of (student) 

> EMTs and paramedics that run with our campus ambulance service. 

> 

> It seems to me that the only way to deal with this is to have somone 

> from the lab (who has passed the background check) escort these folks if 

> and when they have to enter a SA lab. 

> 

> Does this seem reasonable?  Is this how others (especially those at 

> colleges/universities) are dealing with this issue? 

> 

> As always, thanks for any input... 

> 

> Curt 

> 

> 

> 

> Curt Speaker 

> Biosafety Officer 

> Penn State Environmental Health & Safety 

> 6C Eisenhower Parking Deck 

> University Park, PA 16802 

> (814) 865-6391 

> http://www.ehs.psu.edu
==================== 

Robert P. Ellis, PhD 

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM) 

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology 

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences 

Colorado State University 

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA 

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729 

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu 

==================== 
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I have a researcher working with P. falciparum. We are in the process of designing a mosquito insectary for him. One issue that has come up is the use of anesthetics. His anesthetic of choice is chloroform. Due to its inherent hazards, I would like to use a substitute. He says he has checked around and most use chloroform. His concern is having the mosquito wake up. He has tried cold, but that doesn't work. He hasn't tried isoflurane or metafane. Does anyone know of a viable chloroform substitute for mosquito anesthesia?

Sincerely,

Erik



___________________________________ 

Erik A. Talley, Director 

Environmental Health and Safety 

Weill Medical College of Cornell University 

418 East 71st Street, Suite 62 

New York, NY 10021

212-746-6201 

ert2002@med.cornell.edu 

http://www.med.cornell.edu/ehs 
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Erik,

If cold has failed, then your researcher is not applying it correctly. 

Other standard methods include a stream of carbon dioxide gas or 

nitrogen gas.  These are far preferable to chloroform.  Contact me if 

you have specific questions relevant to the safety and security of the 

insectary as well as those regarding the proposed procedures with P. 

falciparum.

-Rich

Richard J. Pollack, Ph.D. 

Laboratory of Public Health Entomology 

Harvard School of Public Health 

665 Huntington Ave. 

Boston, Massachusetts   02115

phone:  617-432-1587 

fax:         617-432-1796



On Thursday, Apr 3, 2003, at 16:56 US/Eastern, Erik A. Talley wrote:

> 

> 

> I have a researcher working with P. falciparum. We are in the process 

> of designing a mosquito insectary for him. One issue that has come up 

> is the use of anesthetics. His anesthetic of choice is chloroform. Due 

> to its inherent hazards, I would like to use a substitute. He says he 

> has checked around and most use chloroform. His concern is having the 

> mosquito wake up. He has tried cold, but that doesn't work. He hasn't 

> tried isoflurane or metafane. Does anyone know of a viable chloroform 

> substitute for mosquito anesthesia? 

> 

> Sincerely, 

> 

> Erik 

> 

> 

> ___________________________________ 

> Erik A. Talley, Director 

> Environmental Health and Safety 

> Weill Medical College of Cornell University 

> 418 East 71st Street, Suite 62 

> New York, NY 10021 

> 

> 212-746-6201 

> ert2002@med.cornell.edu 

> http://www.med.cornell.edu/ehs
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Erik,



If cold has failed, then your researcher is not applying it correctly. 

Other standard methods include a stream of carbon dioxide gas or 

nitrogen gas.  These are far preferable to chloroform.  Contact me if 

you have specific questions relevant to the safety and security of the 

insectary as well as those regarding the proposed procedures with P. 

falciparum.



-Rich



Richard J. Pollack, Ph.D.

Laboratory of Public Health Entomology

Harvard School of Public Health

665 Huntington Ave.

Boston, Massachusetts   02115



phone:  617-432-1587

fax:         617-432-1796
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Date:         Thu, 3 Apr 2003 14:59:21 -0700 

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

From:         "Johnsen, John Olav" <jjohnsen@DOEAL.GOV> 

Subject:      Re: Mosquito Anesthetic 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; 

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2FA2C.05725D22"

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_01C2FA2C.05725D22 

Content-Type: text/plain; 

 charset=iso-8859-1 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

For short anesthetic period, carbon dioxide works well, keeping insect 

quiescent for a a minute or so.

-----Original Message----- 

From: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002%MED.CORNELL.EDU@internet.al.gov] 

Sent: Thursday, April 03, 2003 2:56 PM 

To: BIOSAFTY%MITVMA.MIT.EDU@internet.al.gov 

Subject: Mosquito Anesthetic





I have a researcher working with P. falciparum. We are in the process of 

designing a mosquito insectary for him. One issue that has come up is the 

use of anesthetics. His anesthetic of choice is chloroform. Due to its 

inherent hazards, I would like to use a substitute. He says he has checked 

around and most use chloroform. His concern is having the mosquito wake up. 

He has tried cold, but that doesn't work. He hasn't tried isoflurane or 

metafane. Does anyone know of a viable chloroform substitute for mosquito 

anesthesia?

Sincerely,

Erik



___________________________________ 

Erik A. Talley, Director 

Environmental Health and Safety 

Weill Medical College of Cornell University 

418 East 71st Street, Suite 62 

New York, NY 10021

212-746-6201 

ert2002@med.cornell.edu 

http://www.med.cornell.edu/ehs <http://www.med.cornell.edu/ehs>
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 3 Apr 2003 21:22:59 -0500
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Lynn Harding <LynnHarding@COMCAST.NET>
Subject:      Re: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection
In-Reply-To:  <78C21185A8FDD611B4E300508B093DE1C34D2A@phsexch4.partners.org>
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Thanks for the website.  I'll put it in the course resource list.
Lynn

-----Original Message-----
From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On Behalf
Of Byers, Karen B
Sent: Monday, March 31, 2003 4:46 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Re: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection

Have you out checked out this website?  You might find the incidents, or
some of the links, helpful.
http://www2.umdnj.edu/eohssweb/aiha/accidents/index.htm


Karen B. Byers, MS,  RBP, CBSP-ABSA
Biosafety Officer
Dana Farber Cancer Institute
44 Binney Street
Boston, MA 02115
Phone: 617-632-3890
Fax: 617-632-1932


-----Original Message-----
From: Greg Merkle [mailto:greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU]
Sent: Monday, March 31, 2003 3:03 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection


I have a general safety question that has an impact also in
the area of biosafety.

I am looking for reference information to provide
researchers that argue that safety glasses and goggles are
more of a hazard in the research lab than a help.  Comment
that I have heard include, that all they (lab personnel) do
is pipette materials and people are not at risk (This point
I would argue) and that the safety glasses are hazard and
obstruct vision when working with syringes, etc.

Are there documented cases or examples where where a
student, grad student, research associate or faculty person
sustained injuries because eye protection was not worn?
There are accident/injury states and references for industry
through OSHA and National Safety Council but what about
academia?

Thanks for your input.

Greg Merkle
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 4 Apr 2003 10:28:02 -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: Mosquito Anesthetic
In-Reply-To:  <5.2.0.9.2.20030403122747.018b9488@pop.med.cornell.edu>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="=====================_353872671==_.ALT"

--=====================_353872671==_.ALT
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Would carbon dioxide work?  I know the fruit fly folks use it and it should
work with any fly.

At 04:56 PM 4/3/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>I have a researcher working with P. falciparum. We are in the process of
>designing a mosquito insectary for him. One issue that has come up is the
>use of anesthetics. His anesthetic of choice is chloroform. Due to its
>inherent hazards, I would like to use a substitute. He says he has checked
>around and most use chloroform. His concern is having the mosquito wake
>up. He has tried cold, but that doesn't work. He hasn't tried isoflurane
>or metafane. Does anyone know of a viable chloroform substitute for
>mosquito anesthesia?
>
>Sincerely,
>
>Erik
>
>
>___________________________________
>Erik A. Talley, Director
>Environmental Health and Safety
>Weill Medical College of Cornell University
>418 East 71st Street, Suite 62
>New York, NY 10021
>
>212-746-6201
>ert2002@med.cornell.edu
>http://www.med.cornell.edu/ehs

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP
Senior Biosafety Officer
Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461
617-258-5647
rfink@mit.edu
http://web.mit.edu/environment
--=====================_353872671==_.ALT
Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Would carbon dioxide work?  I know the fruit fly folks use it and it should work with any fly.

At 04:56 PM 4/3/2003 -0500, you wrote:



I have a researcher working with P. falciparum. We are in the process of designing a mosquito insectary for him. One issue that has come up is the use of anesthetics. His anesthetic of choice is chloroform. Due to its inherent hazards, I would like to use a substitute. He says he has checked around and most use chloroform. His concern is having the mosquito wake up. He has tried cold, but that doesn't work. He hasn't tried isoflurane or metafane. Does anyone know of a viable chloroform substitute for mosquito anesthesia?

Sincerely,

Erik


___________________________________
Erik A. Talley, Director
Environmental Health and Safety
Weill Medical College of Cornell University
418 East 71st Street, Suite 62
New York, NY 10021

212-746-6201
ert2002@med.cornell.edu
http://www.med.cornell.edu/ehs 


Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 
Senior Biosafety Officer 
Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461
617-258-5647 
rfink@mit.edu 
http://web.mit.edu/environment
--=====================_353872671==_.ALT--
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 4 Apr 2003 10:53:39 -0500
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Andrew Cockburn <acockbur@MAIL.WVU.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Mosquito Anesthetic
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_FAA5448B.91F09A92"

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.

--=_FAA5448B.91F09A92
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

As a former Anopheles mosquito geneticist, I can say that the standard =
practices are cold tables or CO2. Ether used to be used long ago, but was =
discontinued for the obvious reasons. I have never heard of anyone using =
chloroform.


Andrew Cockburn, PhD
Institutional Biosafety Officer
309 I Chesnut Ridge Research Bldg
Box 6845
West Virginia University
Morgantown, WV 26506-6845

telephone: 304-293-7157

>>> rfink@MIT.EDU 04/04/03 10:28AM >>>
Would carbon dioxide work?  I know the fruit fly folks use it and it =
should work with any fly.

At 04:56 PM 4/3/2003 -0500, you wrote:


I have a researcher working with P. falciparum. We are in the process of =
designing a mosquito insectary for him. One issue that has come up is the =
use of anesthetics. His anesthetic of choice is chloroform. Due to its =
inherent hazards, I would like to use a substitute. He says he has checked =
around and most use chloroform. His concern is having the mosquito wake =
up. He has tried cold, but that doesn't work. He hasn't tried isoflurane =
or metafane. Does anyone know of a viable chloroform substitute for =
mosquito anesthesia?

Sincerely,

Erik


___________________________________
Erik A. Talley, Director
Environmental Health and Safety
Weill Medical College of Cornell University
418 East 71st Street, Suite 62
New York, NY 10021

212-746-6201
ert2002@med.cornell.edu
http://www.med.cornell.edu/ehs
Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP
Senior Biosafety Officer
Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461
617-258-5647
rfink@mit.edu
http://web.mit.edu/environment
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 4 Apr 2003 13:22:11 -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:      Biosafety cabinet explosion pictures
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Can't remember who had the pretty pictures showing the results of flames
in biosafety cabinets but sure would like to get them for training
purposes.  Anyone know?

Thanks,

Mark C.




-------------------------------------------
Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP
Biological Safety Officer
Saint Louis University
1402 S. Grand Blvd.
Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307
St. Louis, MO 63104
(314) 577-8608    Phone
(314) 268-5560    Fax
campbem@slu.edu
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 4 Apr 2003 13:33:00 -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: Question on air
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2FAE1.00A2ED28"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2FAE1.00A2ED28
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Rick,

Typically, such air lines are used for control of HVAC pneumatic valve =
actuators and the like, as well as aeration of fermentors. In addition =
to moisture, the air lines may contain some oil. (Oil-free compressors =
are much more expensive.) Installations often include driers after the =
compressors to reduce the dew point of the air to -20 or -40 =
C...noncondensing. The air driers can be expensive and noisy. Your =
facility people can provide more information.

For lab use of compressed air, we've installed coalescing filters to =
remove water droplets and any particulates from the lines. Balston makes =
a series in various sizes that work well with typical compressed air =
sources. There are probably other manufacturers as well. For sterile =
air, the Balston filter would be piped upstream of the sterilizing grade =
filter on a fermentor. Low volume applications can probably get by with =
a pressure reducing valve and an in-line hydrophobic disk filter of the =
sort used to protect vacuum lines from contamination.

Like Richie,  wouldn't rely on house air for any critical applications.
Michael Betlach, Ph.D.
Biosafety Officer
Promega Corporation
5445 E. Cheryl Parkway
Madison, WI 53711
(608) 277-2462

-----Original Message-----
From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]
Sent: Friday, April 04, 2003 12:28 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Re: Question on air


I too have air lines in the lab and get some condensation in the lines =
from time to time.  I never, ever have depended upon the air line to =
give me "clean" air. 

At 12:37 PM 4/4/2003 -0500, you wrote:


I have a situation I would like some feedback on.

All of the labs in our facility, 122+ labs, have piped in air at a
fairly moderate  pressure. This air is used for various reasons in
micro, chemistry, etc. One of our researchers noticed some water in the
line and grew concerned about contamination. Our facility people assured
us that is normal condensation and happens every year due to change in
weather and climate. My question to the group is......

Is this a normal occurrence?
Is their some type of in-line filter available which could handle te
pressure?
Do I have to worry about cross contamination everywhere?

Any information anyone could provide would be appreciated

Thanks

Rick T.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP
Senior Biosafety Officer
Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461
617-258-5647
rfink@mit.edu
http://web.mit.edu/environment
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 4 Apr 2003 14:36:29 -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: Biosafety cabinet explosion pictures
In-Reply-To:  <3E8DDB63.C380BB0C@slu.edu>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=====================_368779566==_"

--=====================_368779566==_
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
        boundary="=====================_368779566==_.ALT"

--=====================_368779566==_.ALT
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Sorry don't remember who, but attached are the JPG's.

Richie

At 01:22 PM 4/4/2003 -0600, you wrote:
>Can't remember who had the pretty pictures showing the results of flames
>in biosafety cabinets but sure would like to get them for training
>purposes.  Anyone know?
>
>Thanks,
>
>Mark C.
>
>
>
>
>-------------------------------------------
>Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP
>Biological Safety Officer
>Saint Louis University
>1402 S. Grand Blvd.
>Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307
>St. Louis, MO 63104
>(314) 577-8608    Phone
>(314) 268-5560    Fax
>campbem@slu.edu

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP
Senior Biosafety Officer
Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461
617-258-5647
rfink@mit.edu
http://web.mit.edu/environment
--=====================_368779566==_.ALT
Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Sorry don't remember who, but attached are the JPG's.

Richie

At 01:22 PM 4/4/2003 -0600, you wrote:


Can't remember who had the pretty pictures showing the results of flames
in biosafety cabinets but sure would like to get them for training
purposes.  Anyone know?

Thanks,

Mark C.




-------------------------------------------
Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP
Biological Safety Officer
Saint Louis University
1402 S. Grand Blvd.
Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307
St. Louis, MO 63104
(314) 577-8608    Phone
(314) 268-5560    Fax
campbem@slu.edu 


Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 
Senior Biosafety Officer 
Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461
617-258-5647 
rfink@mit.edu 
http://web.mit.edu/environment
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 4 Apr 2003 14:55:43 -0500
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Ricardo Tappan <rsorxt@GWUMC.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Question on air
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII
Content-disposition: inline
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Thanks

That helped a lot

RT

>>> MBetlach@PROMEGA.COM 04/04/03 02:33PM >>>
Rick,

Typically, such air lines are used for control of HVAC pneumatic valve
actuators and the like, as well as aeration of fermentors. In addition
to moisture, the air lines may contain some oil. (Oil-free compressors
are much more expensive.) Installations often include driers after the
compressors to reduce the dew point of the air to -20 or -40
C...noncondensing. The air driers can be expensive and noisy. Your
facility people can provide more information.

For lab use of compressed air, we've installed coalescing filters to
remove water droplets and any particulates from the lines. Balston makes
a series in various sizes that work well with typical compressed air
sources. There are probably other manufacturers as well. For sterile
air, the Balston filter would be piped upstream of the sterilizing grade
filter on a fermentor. Low volume applications can probably get by with
a pressure reducing valve and an in-line hydrophobic disk filter of the
sort used to protect vacuum lines from contamination.

Like Richie,  wouldn't rely on house air for any critical
applications.
Michael Betlach, Ph.D.
Biosafety Officer
Promega Corporation
5445 E. Cheryl Parkway
Madison, WI 53711
(608) 277-2462

-----Original Message-----
From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]
Sent: Friday, April 04, 2003 12:28 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Re: Question on air


I too have air lines in the lab and get some condensation in the lines
from time to time.  I never, ever have depended upon the air line to
give me "clean" air.

At 12:37 PM 4/4/2003 -0500, you wrote:


I have a situation I would like some feedback on.

All of the labs in our facility, 122+ labs, have piped in air at a
fairly moderate  pressure. This air is used for various reasons in
micro, chemistry, etc. One of our researchers noticed some water in
the
line and grew concerned about contamination. Our facility people
assured
us that is normal condensation and happens every year due to change in
weather and climate. My question to the group is......

Is this a normal occurrence?
Is their some type of in-line filter available which could handle te
pressure?
Do I have to worry about cross contamination everywhere?

Any information anyone could provide would be appreciated

Thanks

Rick T.

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP
Senior Biosafety Officer
Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461
617-258-5647
rfink@mit.edu
http://web.mit.edu/environment
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 4 Apr 2003 14:10:05 -0600
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>
Subject:      Select Agents - section II for private universities - FBI
              response to query
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

FYI

Our legal councel contacted the FBI yesterday and asked them if they really
wanted all officer and board information for private academic entities.
They replied that that was not their first inclination, but their attorneys
told them the statutes did not allow that interpretation. They did agree,
however, that they would be satisfied with receiving information about
officers who have direct control over the work (e.g., president, provost,
v.p. research) plus representatives of the board (e.g., chair and vice chair).


Here is the text of the FBI's written response received today:

"1. Thank you for your note.
2. Section 2 of FD-961is not well suited for large private academic
institutions. Our initial approach was not to require such institutions to
submit information on officers or board of directors.
3. Our attorneys properly advised us that the statute and regulations made
no such distinction with regard to private entities.
4. The FBI is interested in individuals who may exert control over
laboratories. Submission of the Chair and Vice Chairs will satisfy our
legal requirements.
5. In addition, we are interested in University Officers that exert control
over your laboratories"




**********************************************
Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.
Biological Safety Professional
Office of Research Safety
Northwestern University
NG-71 Technological Institute
2145 Sheridan Road
Evanston, IL 60208-3121
Phone: (847) 491-4387
Fax: (847) 467-2797
Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu
**********************************************
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 4 Apr 2003 15:15:30 -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: Biosafety cabinet explosion pictures
In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20030404143541.01e1ba88@hesiod>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Scary stuff, eh kids?

Where was this, and what happened?
--
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:         Fri, 4 Apr 2003 15:18:07 -0500
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Brian Waters <bwaters@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>
Subject:      Re: Question on air
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_B1EE0F82.86E7A156"

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.

--=_B1EE0F82.86E7A156
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Condensation in the compressed air system can create problems in bench =
activities, and also in lab instrumentation that utilizes compressed air =
for solenoids, etc. I have used "packaged" systems that include an oil =
seperator and an air dryer. These are pretty effective but require regular =
preventative maintenance. Also, I have seen instances where a compressed =
air line runs for a long distance from a mechanical room to a lab area, =
and picks up some moisture despite the drying equipment. Such lines may be =
start in a warm equipment room and travel through a long cold ceiling =
plenum before reaching the outlet. In some instances I have used a second =
miniature drier/seperator unit just ahead of the lab bench, and in other =
instrumental applications I have used an independent compressed air supply =
consisting of a cascade of compressed air cylinders and a dense particulate=
 filter.

Brian A. Waters
Director of Facilities
Trudeau Institute
PO Box 59
Saranac Lake, NY 12983

bwaters@trudeauinstitute.org
www.trudeauinstitute.org
(518) 891-3080 voice
(518) 891-5126 fax

>>> rsorxt@GWUMC.EDU 04/04/03 12:37PM >>>
I have a situation I would like some feedback on.

All of the labs in our facility, 122+ labs, have piped in air at a
fairly moderate  pressure. This air is used for various reasons in
micro, chemistry, etc. One of our researchers noticed some water in the
line and grew concerned about contamination. Our facility people assured
us that is normal condensation and happens every year due to change in
weather and climate. My question to the group is......

Is this a normal occurrence?
Is their some type of in-line filter available which could handle te
pressure?
Do I have to worry about cross contamination everywhere?

Any information anyone could provide would be appreciated

Thanks

Rick T.
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 4 Apr 2003 14:36:41 -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: Biosafety cabinet explosion pictures
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary=------------1D19372A11350A4A8304E2DB

--------------1D19372A11350A4A8304E2DB
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Thanks Richie!

Mark C.

Richard Fink wrote:

> Sorry don't remember who, but attached are the JPG's.
>
> Richie
>
> At 01:22 PM 4/4/2003 -0600, you wrote:
>
>> Can't remember who had the pretty pictures showing the results of
>> flames
>> in biosafety cabinets but sure would like to get them for training
>> purposes.  Anyone know?
>>
>> Thanks,
>>
>> Mark C.
>>
>>
>>
>>
>> -------------------------------------------
>> Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP
>> Biological Safety Officer
>> Saint Louis University
>> 1402 S. Grand Blvd.
>> Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307
>> St. Louis, MO 63104
>> (314) 577-8608    Phone
>> (314) 268-5560    Fax
>> campbem@slu.edu
>
> Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP
> Senior Biosafety Officer
> Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461
> 617-258-5647
> rfink@mit.edu
> http://web.mit.edu/environment
=========================================================================
Date:         Sat, 5 Apr 2003 07:16:10 -0500
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Guy Innocente <innocent1@MINDSPRING.COM>
Subject:      Loose fitting PAPR's for SARS
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0015_01C2FB43.3BD6AAE0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0015_01C2FB43.3BD6AAE0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

The folks who have beards at our facility use PAPR's.  We are in the =
process of finalizing procedures in case we get any SARS cases.  The =
question has come up, what to do about PAPR's for disinfection between =
uses.

We have several styles of loose fitting PAPR's with Tyvek head pieces.

Do any of you have recommendations as far as decontaminating the head =
pieces between each use?  Would you recommend disposal of the head =
pieces between use? (I am leaning in this direction, but could use some =
consensus support for that approach)

NOTE: Most folks will be using disposable N95 respirators per CDC =
guidelines.  These will be disposed after one use.

Thanks in advance for your recommendations.

Guy W. Innocente
Work:    401-273-7100    ext. 3169







  ----- Original Message -----
  From: Michael Betlach
  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
  Sent: Friday, April 04, 2003 2:33 PM
  Subject: Re: Question on air


  Rick,

  Typically, such air lines are used for control of HVAC pneumatic valve =
actuators and the like, as well as aeration of fermentors. In addition =
to moisture, the air lines may contain some oil. (Oil-free compressors =
are much more expensive.) Installations often include driers after the =
compressors to reduce the dew point of the air to -20 or -40 =
C...noncondensing. The air driers can be expensive and noisy. Your =
facility people can provide more information.

  For lab use of compressed air, we've installed coalescing filters to =
remove water droplets and any particulates from the lines. Balston makes =
a series in various sizes that work well with typical compressed air =
sources. There are probably other manufacturers as well. For sterile =
air, the Balston filter would be piped upstream of the sterilizing grade =
filter on a fermentor. Low volume applications can probably get by with =
a pressure reducing valve and an in-line hydrophobic disk filter of the =
sort used to protect vacuum lines from contamination.

  Like Richie,  wouldn't rely on house air for any critical =
applications.
  Michael Betlach, Ph.D.
  Biosafety Officer
  Promega Corporation
  5445 E. Cheryl Parkway
  Madison, WI 53711
  (608) 277-2462

    -----Original Message-----
    From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]
    Sent: Friday, April 04, 2003 12:28 PM
    To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
    Subject: Re: Question on air


    I too have air lines in the lab and get some condensation in the =
lines from time to time.  I never, ever have depended upon the air line =
to give me "clean" air. 

    At 12:37 PM 4/4/2003 -0500, you wrote:

      I have a situation I would like some feedback on.

      All of the labs in our facility, 122+ labs, have piped in air at a
      fairly moderate  pressure. This air is used for various reasons in
      micro, chemistry, etc. One of our researchers noticed some water =
in the
      line and grew concerned about contamination. Our facility people =
assured
      us that is normal condensation and happens every year due to =
change in
      weather and climate. My question to the group is......

      Is this a normal occurrence?
      Is their some type of in-line filter available which could handle =
te
      pressure?
      Do I have to worry about cross contamination everywhere?

      Any information anyone could provide would be appreciated

      Thanks

      Rick T.
    Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP
    Senior Biosafety Officer
    Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461
    617-258-5647
    rfink@mit.edu
    http://web.mit.edu/environment
=========================================================================
Date:         Mon, 7 Apr 2003 00:14:10 -0800
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         YK Wan at CUHK <ulsoykwan@CUHK.EDU.HK>
Subject:      Re: Loose fitting PAPR's for SARS
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="------------090400040509030606050008"

--------------090400040509030606050008
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=Big5
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

The microbiologist has not confirmed the agent that cause the SARS so
that the PPE is very important. I and my colleague actually entered the
virology laboratory for SARS lase week. We use the full face mask with
HEPA filter. Afterwards, we decontimated the mask by 1% bleach solution
for 30 min and rinsed with water to remove the residue. But the
decontamination of Tyvek head pieces is a problem. I suggest to cover
the head pieces by other disposable material (e.g. plastics or hair
cover). This will simply the steps on decontamination.

Regards,
--

Y. K. Wan

Safety Officer &

NSF Accredited Biohazard Cabinet Field Certifier

The Chinese University of Hong Kong, Shatin, NT, Hong Kong

Fax: 852-26036862

Phone: 852-26097953

Email: ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk




Guy Innocente wrote:

> The folks who have beardsat our facility use PAPR's. We are in the
> process of finalizing procedures in case we get any SARS cases. The
> question has come up, what to do about PAPR's for disinfection between
> uses.
> We have several styles of loose fitting PAPR's with Tyvek head pieces.
> Do any of you have recommendations as far as decontaminating the head
> pieces between each use? Would you recommend disposal of the head
> pieces between use? (I am leaning in this direction, but could use
> some consensus support for that approach)
> NOTE: Most folks will be using disposable N95 respirators per CDC
> guidelines. These will be disposed after one use.
> Thanks in advance for your recommendations.
> Guy W. Innocente
> Work: 401-273-7100 ext. 3169
>
>     ----- Original Message -----
>     From: Michael Betlach <mailto:MBetlach@PROMEGA.COM>
>     To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU <mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
>     Sent: Friday, April 04, 2003 2:33 PM
>     Subject: Re: Question on air
>
>     Rick,
>     Typically, such air lines are used for control of HVAC pneumatic
>     valve actuators and the like, as well as aeration of fermentors.
>     In addition to moisture, the air lines may contain some oil.
>     (Oil-free compressors are much more expensive.) Installations
>     often include driers after the compressors to reduce the dew point
>     of the air to -20 or -40 C...noncondensing.The air driers can be
>     expensive and noisy. Your facility people can provide more
>     information.
>     For lab use of compressed air, we've installed coalescing filters
>     to remove water droplets and any particulatesfrom the lines.
>     Balston makes a series in various sizes that work well with
>     typical compressed air sources.There are probably other
>     manufacturers as well. For sterile air, the Balston filter would
>     be piped upstream of the sterilizing grade filter on a fermentor.
>     Low volume applications can probably get by with a pressure
>     reducing valve and an in-line hydrophobic disk filter of the sort
>     used to protect vacuum lines from contamination.
>     Like Richie, wouldn't rely on house air for any critical applications.
>
>     Michael Betlach, Ph.D.
>     Biosafety Officer
>     Promega Corporation
>     5445 E. Cheryl Parkway
>     Madison, WI 53711
>     (608) 277-2462
>
>         -----Original Message-----
>         From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]
>         Sent: Friday, April 04, 2003 12:28 PM
>         To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
>         Subject: Re: Question on air
>
>         I too have air lines in the lab and get some condensation in
>         the lines from time to time. I never, ever have depended upon
>         the air line to give me "clean" air.
>
>         At 12:37 PM 4/4/2003 -0500, you wrote:
>
>>         I have a situation I would like some feedback on.
>>
>>         All of the labs in our facility, 122+ labs, have piped in air
>>         at a
>>         fairly moderate pressure. This air is used for various reasons in
>>         micro, chemistry, etc. One of our researchers noticed some
>>         water in the
>>         line and grew concerned about contamination. Our facility
>>         people assured
>>         us that is normal condensation and happens every year due to
>>         change in
>>         weather and climate. My question to the group is......
>>
>>         Is this a normal occurrence?
>>         Is their some type of in-line filter available which could
>>         handle te
>>         pressure?
>>         Do I have to worry about cross contamination everywhere?
>>
>>         Any information anyone could provide would be appreciated
>>
>>         Thanks
>>
>>         Rick T.
>
>         Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP
>         Senior Biosafety Officer
>         Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461
>         617-258-5647
>         rfink@mit.edu
>         http://web.mit.edu/environment
>
=========================================================================
Date:         Mon, 7 Apr 2003 09:04:25 -0500
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: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------InterScan_NT_MIME_Boundary"

--------------InterScan_NT_MIME_Boundary
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
        boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2FD0E.83D89958"


------_=_NextPart_001_01C2FD0E.83D89958
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"

Hi Ben,  This link will not work for me.  Is there another way to get to
this reference?

Thanks,

Patty Olinger
Pharmacia, Kalamazoo R&D - ESH
Biosafety & Chemical Hygiene Officer
269-833-7931 office, 269-720-1608 cell
-----Original Message-----
From: Ben Owens [mailto:bowens@UNR.EDU]
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2003 11:44 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection


Although it did not involve a biological agent, I think that one of the best
testimonials for wearing safety eyewear in the laboratory comes from Barry
Sharpless ( http://web.mit.edu/chemistry/www/safety/note6.html
<http://web.mit.edu/chemistry/www/safety/note6.html> , see "Accident at 2
AM!").  Dr. Sharpless lost the vision in one eye due to a laboratory
accident, and was in fear of losing vision in both eyes.  If he would have
lost vision in both eyes, I wonder if we would have lost the scientific
contributions of a future Noble Prize winner (Chemistry 2001).

Ben Owens

----------------------------------------
Original Message:

Date:    Mon, 31 Mar 2003 15:02:42 -0500
From:    Greg Merkle <greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU>
Subject: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection

Original Message:

I have a general safety question that has an impact also in
the area of biosafety.

I am looking for reference information to provide
researchers that argue that safety glasses and goggles are
more of a hazard in the research lab than a help.  Comment
that I have heard include, that all they (lab personnel) do
is pipette materials and people are not at risk (This point
I would argue) and that the safety glasses are hazard and
obstruct vision when working with syringes, etc.

Are there documented cases or examples where where a
student, grad student, research associate or faculty person
sustained injuries because eye protection was not worn?
There are accident/injury states and references for industry
through OSHA and National Safety Council but what about
academia?

Thanks for your input.

Greg Merkle

-----------------------------
Ben Owens
Chemical Hygiene Officer
University of Nevada, Reno
Environmental Health and Safety Dept., MS 328
Reno, NV 89557
775.327.5196 (phone)
775.784.4553 (fax)



This communication is intended solely for the use of the addressee and may contain information that is legally privileged, confidential or exempt from disclosure.  If you are not the intended recipient, please note that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.  Anyone who receives this message in error should notify the sender immediately and delete it from his or her computer.
=========================================================================
Date:         Mon, 7 Apr 2003 15:55:36 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:      Internet Discussion Lists
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="part1_e6.37f63160.2bc331b8_boundary"

--part1_e6.37f63160.2bc331b8_boundary
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

NACHO et. al. ...

LSI would like to prepare a directory of EHS Internet discussion lists.
Please send the name of the organization, the message email address, the
subscription email address directly to me (labsafe@aol.com).  I'll post the
results.

Thanks ... Jim

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director
The Laboratory Safety Institute
A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to
Safety in Science and Science Education

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

--part1_e6.37f63160.2bc331b8_boundary
Content-Type: text/html; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

NACHO et. al. ...

LSI would like to prepare a directory of EHS Internet discussion lists. = ; Please send the name of the organization, the message email address, the s= ubscription email address directly to me (labsafe@aol.com).  I'll post= the results.

Thanks ... Jim

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director
The Laboratory Safety Institute
A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to
Safety in Science and Science Education

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
--part1_e6.37f63160.2bc331b8_boundary--
=========================================================================
Date:         Mon, 7 Apr 2003 15:13:12 -0700
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Gergis, Nasr" <NGergis@COH.ORG>
Subject:      Re: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2FD52.B0EED846"

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_01C2FD52.B0EED846
Content-Type: text/plain;
 charset=iso-8859-1
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

If there is another link, please send it to me. Thanks,

Nasr Gergis, PhD, DVM
Interim Director-Biosafety & Safety Officer
Occupational Safety & Health
City of Hope/Beckman Research Institute
Tel: 626-301-8417
Fax: 626-301-8970
E-mal: ngergis@coh.org <mailto:ngergis@coh.org>


-----Original Message-----
From: Olinger, Patricia L [S&C/0216]
[mailto:patricia.l.olinger@PHARMACIA.COM]
Sent: Monday, April 07, 2003 7:04 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Re: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye
Protection


Hi Ben,  This link will not work for me.  Is there another way to get to
this reference?

Thanks,

Patty Olinger
Pharmacia, Kalamazoo R&D - ESH
Biosafety & Chemical Hygiene Officer
269-833-7931 office, 269-720-1608 cell
-----Original Message-----
From: Ben Owens [mailto:bowens@UNR.EDU]
Sent: Tuesday, April 01, 2003 11:44 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection


Although it did not involve a biological agent, I think that one of the
best
testimonials for wearing safety eyewear in the laboratory comes from
Barry
Sharpless ( http://web.mit.edu/chemistry/www/safety/note6.html
<http://web.mit.edu/chemistry/www/safety/note6.html> , see "Accident at
2
AM!").  Dr. Sharpless lost the vision in one eye due to a laboratory
accident, and was in fear of losing vision in both eyes.  If he would
have
lost vision in both eyes, I wonder if we would have lost the scientific
contributions of a future Noble Prize winner (Chemistry 2001).

Ben Owens

----------------------------------------
Original Message:

Date:    Mon, 31 Mar 2003 15:02:42 -0500
From:    Greg Merkle <greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU>
Subject: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection

Original Message:

I have a general safety question that has an impact also in
the area of biosafety.

I am looking for reference information to provide
researchers that argue that safety glasses and goggles are
more of a hazard in the research lab than a help.  Comment
that I have heard include, that all they (lab personnel) do
is pipette materials and people are not at risk (This point
I would argue) and that the safety glasses are hazard and
obstruct vision when working with syringes, etc.

Are there documented cases or examples where where a
student, grad student, research associate or faculty person
sustained injuries because eye protection was not worn?
There are accident/injury states and references for industry
through OSHA and National Safety Council but what about
academia?

Thanks for your input.

Greg Merkle

-----------------------------
Ben Owens
Chemical Hygiene Officer
University of Nevada, Reno
Environmental Health and Safety Dept., MS 328
Reno, NV 89557
775.327.5196 (phone)
775.784.4553 (fax)
This communication

is intended solely for the use of the addressee and may contain
information
that

is legally privileged, confidential or exempt from disclosure. If you
are
not

the intended recipient, please note that any dissemination,
distribution, or


copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. Anyone who
receives
this

message in error should notify the sender immediately and delete it from
his
or

her computer.

ODY>

------------------------------------------------------------------------------
SECURITY/CONFIDENTIALITY WARNING: This message and any attachments are
intended solely for the individual or entity to which they are
addressed.  This communication may contain information that is
privileged, confidential, or exempt from disclosure under applicable law
(e.g., personal health information, research data, financial
information).  Because this e-mail has been sent without encryption,
individuals other than the intended recipient may be able to view the
information, forward it to others or tamper with the information without
the knowledge or consent of the sender.  If you are not the intended
recipient, or the employee or person responsible for delivering the
message to the intended recipient, any dissemination, distribution or
copying of the communication is strictly prohibited.  If you received
the communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by
replying to this message and deleting the message and any accompanying
files from your system.  If, due to the security risks, you do not wish
to receive further communications via e-mail, please reply to this
message and inform the sender that you do not wish to receive further
e-mail from the sender.
=========================================================================
Date:         Tue, 8 Apr 2003 10:53:48 -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:      Fingerprints
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

I got my fingerprint stuff from the FBI today: three sets of
fingerprint cards, instructions and mailing envelope, and one sealed
(taped shut) FedEx enveloped simply marked "2". I haven't opened the
latter - I'm gonna call the Feds and find out what the h*ll t is
first.
--
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:         Tue, 8 Apr 2003 09:56:47 -0500
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Johnson, Julie A [EH&S]" <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Fingerprints
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I got the same thing exactly, but went ahead and opened the second =
envelope.  It just had two more set of fingerprint cards, instructions =
and mailing envelopes.

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: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]
Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2003 9:54 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Fingerprints


I got my fingerprint stuff from the FBI today: three sets of
fingerprint cards, instructions and mailing envelope, and one sealed
(taped shut) FedEx enveloped simply marked "2". I haven't opened the
latter - I'm gonna call the Feds and find out what the h*ll t is
first.
--
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:         Tue, 8 Apr 2003 09:15:05 -0600
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Fingerprints
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_B0EF1193.92F3E1F2"

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.

--=_B0EF1193.92F3E1F2
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

How come you all are getting your fingerprint cards?  Did you ask for
them? Or are they a result of your registration on 3/13?  Is there
someone I should be calling?

Judy Pointer, UNM, BSO

>>> jajohns@IASTATE.EDU 04/08/03 08:56AM >>>
I got the same thing exactly, but went ahead and opened the second
envelope.  It just had two more set of fingerprint cards, instructions
and mailing envelopes.

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: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]
Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2003 9:54 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Fingerprints


I got my fingerprint stuff from the FBI today: three sets of
fingerprint cards, instructions and mailing envelope, and one sealed
(taped shut) FedEx enveloped simply marked "2". I haven't opened the
latter - I'm gonna call the Feds and find out what the h*ll t is
first.
--
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:         Tue, 8 Apr 2003 08:20:50 -0700
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: Information Needed to Support Requirement for Eye Protection
In-Reply-To:  <200304080412.h384BxA00686@equinox.unr.edu>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Several people have asked about the Safety Note written by Barry
Sharpless describing the incident that led to his eye injury.  I can no
longer find this Safety Note on the MIT Chemistry Dept. web site.
Apparently they have very recently (since I provided the original
hyperlink) revised their web site.  By searching "Barry Sharpless eye
injury" on www.google.com I was able to access the cached version (first
entry that comes up).  The portion written by Dr. Sharpless begins on
page 3 and is titled, "Accident at 2 am!"  I went ahead and printed a
hard copy for my files.

Regards,
Ben

-----------------------------
Ben Owens
Chemical Hygiene Officer
University of Nevada, Reno
Environmental Health and Safety Dept., MS 328
Reno, NV 89557
775.327.5196 (phone)
775.784.4553 (fax)
=========================================================================
Date:         Tue, 8 Apr 2003 10:18:48 -0500
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Johnson, Julie A [EH&S]" <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Fingerprints
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2FDE2.279E09A0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2FDE2.279E09A0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

The FBI is sending them out for all ROs and alternate ROs who sent in =
Security Risk Assessment (i.e., background check ) forms as part of the =
3/12 registration.

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: Judy Pointer [mailto:JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU]
Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2003 10:15 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Re: Fingerprints


How come you all are getting your fingerprint cards?  Did you ask for =
them? Or are they a result of your registration on 3/13?  Is there =
someone I should be calling?

Judy Pointer, UNM, BSO

  _____ 


>>> jajohns@IASTATE.EDU 04/08/03 08:56AM >>>
I got the same thing exactly, but went ahead and opened the second =
envelope.  It just had two more set of fingerprint cards, instructions =
and mailing envelopes.

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 <http://www.ehs.iastate.edu/>



-----Original Message-----
From: Robin Newberry [ mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]
Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2003 9:54 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Fingerprints


I got my fingerprint stuff from the FBI today: three sets of
fingerprint cards, instructions and mailing envelope, and one sealed
(taped shut) FedEx enveloped simply marked "2". I haven't opened the
latter - I'm gonna call the Feds and find out what the h*ll t is
first.
--
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:         Tue, 8 Apr 2003 12:11:54 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Liz Rohonczy <rohonczyl@INSPECTION.GC.CA>
Subject:      Re: Biosafety cabinet explosion pictures
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=_752AD444.55345428"

--=_752AD444.55345428
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable
Content-Disposition: inline

Here's another for good luck

Elizabeth Rohonczy D.V.M.
Head, Biocontainment and Facility Certification
Biocontainment and Facilty Services Division
Laboratories Directorate, Canadian Food Inspection Agency/CFIA
159 Cleopatra Drive, Nepean
Ontario, Canada    K1A 0Y9
(613) 221-7072  
=========================================================================
Date:         Tue, 8 Apr 2003 13:11:59 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Rebecca Ryan <ryanr@BU.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Fingerprints
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2FDF1.F7039CF0"

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_01C2FDF1.F7039CF0
Content-Type: text/plain

HI Everyone

To date, we have received 5 packets of Fingerprint forms.
just wondering if everyone is planning to submit ALL those with access or
FIRST submit the RO and Alternate RO fingerprint forms?

Thanks!
Rebecca Ryan
BU



 -----Original Message-----
From: Johnson, Julie A [EH&S] [mailto:jajohns@IASTATE.EDU]
Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2003 11:19 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Re: Fingerprints


The FBI is sending them out for all ROs and alternate ROs who sent in
Security Risk Assessment (i.e., background check ) forms as part of the 3/12
registration.

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: Judy Pointer [mailto:JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU]
Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2003 10:15 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Re: Fingerprints


How come you all are getting your fingerprint cards?  Did you ask for them?
Or are they a result of your registration on 3/13?  Is there someone I
should be calling?

Judy Pointer, UNM, BSO

  _____


>>> jajohns@IASTATE.EDU 04/08/03 08:56AM >>>
I got the same thing exactly, but went ahead and opened the second envelope.
It just had two more set of fingerprint cards, instructions and mailing
envelopes.

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 <http://www.ehs.iastate.edu/>



-----Original Message-----
From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]
<mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]>
Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2003 9:54 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Fingerprints


I got my fingerprint stuff from the FBI today: three sets of
fingerprint cards, instructions and mailing envelope, and one sealed
(taped shut) FedEx enveloped simply marked "2". I haven't opened the
latter - I'm gonna call the Feds and find out what the h*ll t is
first.
--
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/ <http://ehs.clemson.edu/>
=========================================================================
Date:         Tue, 8 Apr 2003 13:41:14 -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:      Re: Fingerprints
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: MULTIPART/ALTERNATIVE;
              BOUNDARY="Boundary_(ID_HvN7S1c3f8LmBVKYQttafg)"

--Boundary_(ID_HvN7S1c3f8LmBVKYQttafg)
Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Anyone know who we call if we haven't gotten anything yet?



Jeffrey M. Good
Acting Director &
Hazardous Materials Safety Officer
Office of Laboratory Safety and Compliance
The George Washington University Medical Center
rsojmg@gwumc.edu
www.gwumc.edu/research/labsafety.htm
(202) 994-3282 OFFICE
(202) 994-2522 FAX
=========================================================================
Date:         Tue, 8 Apr 2003 13:40:18 -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:      Re: Fingerprints
In-Reply-To:  <870FEA1B15C1C14CB3DAC9A142786DAE4A47BE@bumc.bu.edu>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

>To date, we have received 5 packets of Fingerprint forms.
>just wondering if everyone is planning to submit ALL those with
>access or FIRST submit the RO and Alternate RO fingerprint forms?

The RO and ARO's are first. The others come later.

BTW, I called the FBI about the extra FedEx envelop with the two
print kits inside. According to them, they initially planned to send
out only two sets, but decided (after they had already packaged the
two sets) to send out five. Rather than open all those FedEx envelops
and retrieve the two initial sets, they just used a larger FedEx
envelop for the mailing, and stuck the previously packaged sets in
with three more.
--
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:         Tue, 8 Apr 2003 15:29:33 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Fingerprints
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="Boundary_(ID_qeDXkYIX5NJhHby5LRXVkw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_qeDXkYIX5NJhHby5LRXVkw)
Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"
Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Yep, got mine too. The RFO and I will get
fingerprinted....as to the others, well, have you ever asked a Dean to
go for             fingerprints? They are still looking at me with
side-long glances for asking for the names and addresses of the Board of
Trustees!!!

            Phil

-----Original Message-----
From: Rebecca Ryan [mailto:ryanr@BU.EDU]
Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2003 1:12 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Re: Fingerprints

HI Everyone

To date, we have received 5 packets of Fingerprint forms.
just wondering if everyone is planning to submit ALL those with access
or FIRST submit the RO and Alternate RO fingerprint forms?

Thanks!
Rebecca Ryan
BU
        
        
         -----Original Message-----
        From: Johnson, Julie A [EH&S] [mailto:jajohns@IASTATE.EDU]
        Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2003 11:19 AM
        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
        Subject: Re: Fingerprints
        The FBI is sending them out for all ROs and alternate ROs who
sent in Security Risk Assessment (i.e., background check ) forms as part
of the 3/12 registration.
        
        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: Judy Pointer [mailto:JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU]
        Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2003 10:15 AM
        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
        Subject: Re: Fingerprints
        How come you all are getting your fingerprint cards?  Did you
ask for them? Or are they a result of your registration on 3/13?  Is
there someone I should be calling?
        
        Judy Pointer, UNM, BSO

  _____ 


        >>> jajohns@IASTATE.EDU 04/08/03 08:56AM >>>
        I got the same thing exactly, but went ahead and opened the
second envelope.  It just had two more set of fingerprint cards,
instructions and mailing envelopes.

        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 <http://www.ehs.iastate.edu/>



        -----Original Message-----
        From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]
<mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU%5d>
        Sent: Tuesday, April 08, 2003 9:54 AM
        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
        Subject: Fingerprints


        I got my fingerprint stuff from the FBI today: three sets of
        fingerprint cards, instructions and mailing envelope, and one
sealed
        (taped shut) FedEx enveloped simply marked "2". I haven't opened
the
        latter - I'm gonna call the Feds and find out what the h*ll t is
        first.
        --
        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:         Tue, 8 Apr 2003 15:32:06 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Select Agent Information Security Plan
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="Boundary_(ID_v/BuKo//5tJwhYrvle68qA)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_v/BuKo//5tJwhYrvle68qA)
Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"
Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Thanks for posting it.....darn, he beat me to making a
form!!!

            Phil Hauck( The Form-King )

-----Original Message-----
From: Schmidt, Eric W [mailto:erschmid@IUPUI.EDU]
Sent: Thursday, April 03, 2003 10:25 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Select Agent Information Security Plan

I promised this to several people more than a week ago and the first
draft is finally ready.  This will appear more comprehensive than a lot
of people will think they need but I tried to develop as complete a plan
as possible to start developing the information security program.  This
plan follows the "assess, design, implement" concept and, of course,
some of the areas may be considered "not applicable".  I'm sure I missed
several things as well but here's a first draft that's now out for
comment within the community.

Thanks,


Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE
Information Security Officer
Indiana University School of Medicine
office:  317-278-8751
email:  erschmid@iupui.edu


--Boundary_(ID_v/BuKo//5tJwhYrvle68qA)
Content-type: text/html; charset=us-ascii
Content-transfer-encoding: QUOTED-PRINTABLE

=3D"urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:word" xmlns=3D"http://www.w3.org= /TR/REC-html40"> 

=             Thanks for posting it&..darn, he beat me to= making a form!!!

 <= /p> 

=             Phil Hauck( The Form-King )

 <= /p> 

-----Original Message--= ---
From: Schmidt, Eric W [mailto:erschmid@IUPUI.EDU] 
Sent: Thursday, April = 03, 2003 10:25 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MI= T.EDU
Subject: Select Agent = Information Security Plan

 

I promised this to sever= al people more than a week ago and the first draft is finally ready.  This= will appear more comprehensive than a lot of people will think they need b= ut I tried to develop as complete a plan as possible to start developing the inf= ormation security program.  This plan follows the assess, design, implement concept and, of course, some of the areas may be con= sidered not applicable .  I m sure I missed several t= hings as well but here s a first draft that s now out for comment = within the community.

 

Thanks,

 

 

Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

Information Security Officer

Indiana University School of Medicine= 

office:  317-278-8751

email:  erschmid@iupui.edu= 

 


--Boundary_(ID_v/BuKo//5tJwhYrvle68qA)--
=========================================================================
Date:         Wed, 9 Apr 2003 09:14:37 -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:      Re: Fingerprints
In-Reply-To:  <CFB9E625B3609149AD3FECB4DAEDE1238A4D5D@exch-1.mssm.edu>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

>They are still looking at me with side-long glances for asking for
>the names and addresses of the Board of  Trustees!!!

I'm still waiting for a response to this statement in the
Cybersecurity section of my compliance plan:

"Because of the inherent insecurity of Microsoft operating systems
(Microsoft OS), a computer using Microsoft Windows (any version) may
not be used to access or store Select Agent information if the system
is used to connect to the internet as well. "

I thought there's be some comment, but so far nobody's said a word.
--
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, 9 Apr 2003 08:37:55 -0500
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Michael Jones <Michael.Jones@TTUHSC.EDU>
Subject:      Open concept labs
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2FE9D.39F9ADA0"

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_01C2FE9D.39F9ADA0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"

Would like some feedback from those of you in academia concerning "open
concept" research labs.  What are your experiences, both pro and con?  What
are your preferences, problems, and what about security aspects?

TIA,
 Michael
=========================================================================
Date:         Wed, 9 Apr 2003 09:59:31 -0400
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: Open concept labs
In-Reply-To:  <3E3BF9FF9B3DF04BB35386DF72A69D722402F8@csnt008.lubb.ttuhsc.edu>
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: multipart/related;
              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0003_01C2FE7E.BABF7880"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0003_01C2FE7E.BABF7880
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
        boundary="----=_NextPart_001_0004_01C2FE7E.BAC0FF20"


------=_NextPart_001_0004_01C2FE7E.BAC0FF20
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="us-ascii"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Michael: Open labs concept are great looking, comfortable, etc. However,
they can become a pain in the a..bdomen when you are talking about
ventilation and safety issues such as food and drinks. Usually they do
not have separation between lab benches and student/research assistants
desks and that is one of the reasons you would encounter problems.

Usually these type of labs are shared be several P.I.'s and then you
have issues of who is responsible for the mess here or there. If there
are containment fixture such as in BSL2 labs then that is another story.
Location of hoods and BSC is important.

Perhaps someone can expand on these issues. I got to go!

By

Jairo


Jairo Betancourt, RBP
Laboratory Safety Specialist
(305) 243-3400 Fax : (305) 243-3272
E-mail: jairob@miami.edu
-----Original Message-----
From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On
Behalf Of Michael Jones
Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2003 9:38 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Open concept labs

Would like some feedback from those of you in academia concerning "open
concept" research labs.  What are your experiences, both pro and con?
What are your preferences, problems, and what about security aspects?
TIA,
 Michael
=========================================================================
Date:         Wed, 9 Apr 2003 10:35:20 -0400
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:      lab shut down
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi:

Does anyone have information on the proper disposal of:

Pertussis Toxin

Cholera Toxin ("intact", A+B subunit)

Also, in the event that this issue comes up in discussion, I want to be
prepared:  What sort of liabilities/issues might be involved with
selling (at auction) a biohazard hood and requiring the buyer to arrange
and pay for decontamination prior to removal from premises?   It may be
difficult for me to ensure this when/if this happens especially since I
may not be working here anymore.  What about my personal liabilities
here as well? 

Please feel free to respond to me directly.
Thanks so much.

June

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
=========================================================================
Date:         Wed, 9 Apr 2003 11:04:12 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>
Subject:      Commerce Dept.
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2FEA9.47BEA600"

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_01C2FEA9.47BEA600
Content-Type: text/plain

Hi all.  I have a question...have any of you spoken with Dept. of Commerce
about international shipments of Select Agents since the new Reg. was
released?  What's the word...are there any changes in previous policy?  Do
any of you have a contact at Commerce that might be able to issue a
response...I haven't had much luck finding someone that's able to answer my
question.  Thanks for your assistance.  Amy



Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Office of Management Systems

FDA/CFSAN

College Park, MD

Phone:  (301)436-1988

Fax:  (301)436-2629

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov




------_=_NextPart_001_01C2FEA9.47BEA600
Content-Type: text/html

Hi all.  I have a question...have any of you spoken with Dept. of Commerce about international shipments of Select Agents since the new Reg. was released?  What's the word...are there any changes in previous policy?  Do any of you have a contact at Commerce that might be able to issue a response...I haven't had much luck finding someone that's able to answer my question.  Thanks for your assistance.  Amy

 

Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Office of Management Systems

FDA/CFSAN

College Park, MD

Phone:  (301)436-1988

Fax:  (301)436-2629

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov

 

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2FEA9.47BEA600--
=========================================================================
Date:         Wed, 9 Apr 2003 11:05:46 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>
Subject:      BSL3 Labs
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2FEA9.7FF7F580"

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_01C2FEA9.7FF7F580
Content-Type: text/plain

A few weeks/months ago...it all runs together these days...someone listed a
website that might have had some information as to where BSL3 labs were
located within the US.  I can't seem to find that email...if someone has
that website...could you reissue it.  Thanks, Amy



Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Office of Management Systems

FDA/CFSAN

College Park, MD

Phone:  (301)436-1988

Fax:  (301)436-2629

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov




------_=_NextPart_001_01C2FEA9.7FF7F580
Content-Type: text/html

A few weeks/months ago...it all runs together these days...someone listed a website that might have had some information as to where BSL3 labs were located within the US.  I can't seem to find that email...if someone has that website...could you reissue it.  Thanks, Amy

 

Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Office of Management Systems

FDA/CFSAN

College Park, MD

Phone:  (301)436-1988

Fax:  (301)436-2629

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov

 

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2FEA9.7FF7F580--
=========================================================================
Date:         Wed, 9 Apr 2003 11:48:16 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Michael Kiley <Michael.Kiley@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV>
Subject:      Re: Commerce Dept.
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_5C03FBDE.59385416"

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.

--=_5C03FBDE.59385416
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Amy,
OTT over here has been working on this for the last month with Dept. of
Commerce their establishing a P&P to cover all the regulations.  Here is
a good contact.
Ron Buckhalt
ARS, OTT
Tel: (301) 504-4881
Email: ron.buckhalt@nps.ars.usda.gov

See ya
Alice

>>> Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV 04/09/03 11:04AM >>>

Hi all.  I have a question...have any of you spoken with Dept. of
Commerce about international shipments of Select Agents since the new
Reg. was released?  What's the word...are there any changes in previous
policy?  Do any of you have a contact at Commerce that might be able to
issue a response...I haven't had much luck finding someone that's able
to answer my question.  Thanks for your assistance.  Amy

Amy A. Barringer
Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff
Office of Management Systems
FDA/CFSAN
College Park, MD
Phone:  (301)436-1988
Fax:  (301)436-2629
Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov
=========================================================================
Date:         Wed, 9 Apr 2003 11:53:20 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Commerce Dept.
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="Boundary_(ID_1SWIJxQaDAPscb0umd+fBg)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_1SWIJxQaDAPscb0umd+fBg)
Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"
Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            I have been doing this locally, here in New York. It appears
that you work with your local contact, fill out the form with the
designations (these were presented at the Conference) for biological
material etc. and the local representative gets a verdict from
Washington on it. This is what has transpired to date.
Phil Hauck
212 241 1451
Mt. Sinai School of Medicine

-----Original Message-----
From: Michael Kiley [mailto:Michael.Kiley@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV]
Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2003 11:48 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Re: Commerce Dept.

Amy,
OTT over here has been working on this for the last month with Dept. of
Commerce their establishing a P&P to cover all the regulations.  Here is
a good contact. 
Ron Buckhalt
ARS, OTT
Tel: (301) 504-4881
Email: ron.buckhalt@nps.ars.usda.gov

See ya
Alice

>>> Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV 04/09/03 11:04AM >>>
Hi all.  I have a question...have any of you spoken with Dept. of
Commerce about international shipments of Select Agents since the new
Reg. was released?  What's the word...are there any changes in previous
policy?  Do any of you have a contact at Commerce that might be able to
issue a response...I haven't had much luck finding someone that's able
to answer my question.  Thanks for your assistance.  Amy

Amy A. Barringer
Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff
Office of Management Systems
FDA/CFSAN
College Park, MD
Phone:  (301)436-1988
Fax:  (301)436-2629
Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.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:         Scott Alderman <alder002@MC.DUKE.EDU>
Subject:      control of select agent purchasing
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We are in the process of discussing how to best track select agent
purchases.  I would appreciate any input on the following:

Are all purchases centralized through the RO's office?
Do you (RO or Alternate RO) deliver the agent to the labs?
How do you efficiently track quantities of exempt toxins?
Do you flag only those order numbers or catalog numbers used in the past
for purchasing SAs? Or, are you attempting to identify ALL order numbers
for ALL manufacturers? (This is obviously a much larger scale issue than
compared to radioisotope ordering where there are only a few providers)
What type of database software do you use?
How much cyber security is enough?
Will your LAN administrator be required to submit to a background check?
Others.....

Thanks in advance for your help,
Scott Alderman
*********************************************************
Scott Alderman, MS, MT(ASCP)SLS
Manager, Laboratory Safety
Occupational and Environmental Safety Office
Duke University/Medical Center/Health System
Box 3149
Durham, NC 27710
Phone: 919.684.8822
Fax: 919.681.7509
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Subject:      Re: BSL3 Labs
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The posting was on March 24th and was as follows:

Look under the Sunshine Project website for a list of labs.


http://www.sunshine-project.org/


Thomas Rowe, MS
Manager, Homeland Security Research Department
Southern Research Institute
2000 9th Avenue South
Birmingham, AL  35205
Ph: (205)581-2341
FAX: (205)581-2568
E-mail: t.rowe@sri.org

Nick S. Millis, RBP
Manager, Occupational Safety
Texas Tech University Health Sciences Center
3601 4th Street, BA-120, Mail Stop 9020
Lubbock, Texas 79430
Ph: (806) 743-2597
FAX: (806) 743-1299
E-mail nick.millis@ttuhsc.edu <mailto:nick.millis@ttuhsc.edu>


-----Original Message-----
From: Barringer, Amy [mailto:Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV]
Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2003 10:06 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: BSL3 Labs

A few weeks/months ago...it all runs together these days...someone listed a
website that might have had some information as to where BSL3 labs were
located within the US.  I can't seem to find that email...if someone has
that website...could you reissue it.  Thanks, Amy

Amy A. Barringer
Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff
Office of Management Systems
FDA/CFSAN
College Park, MD
Phone:  (301)436-1988
Fax:  (301)436-2629
Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov


------_=_NextPart_001_01C2FEB2.2D1219F0
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T= he posting was on March 24th and was as = follows:

<= ![if = !supportEmptyParas]> 
= 

Look under the Sunshine Project website for a = list of labs.

    Thomas Rowe, MS

Manager, Homeland Security Research = DepartmentSouthern Research = Institute2000 9th Avenue South

Birmingham, AL35205

Ph: (205)581-2341

FAX: (205)581-2568

E-mail: t.rowe@sri.org
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-----Original Message-----
From: Barringer, Amy [mailto:Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV]
Sent: Wednesday, April = 09, 2003 10:06 AM
To: = BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: BSL3 = Labs

 

A few weeks/months ago...it all runs together these days...someone listed a = website that might have had some information as to where BSL3 labs were located = within the US.  I can't seem to find that email...if someone has that website...could you reissue it.  Thanks, Amy= 

 = 

Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff= 

Office of Management Systems

FDA/CFSAN= 

College Park, MD

Phone:  (301)436-1988

Fax:  (301)436-2629

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov= 

 = 

------_=_NextPart_001_01C2FEB2.2D1219F0--
=========================================================================
Date:         Wed, 9 Apr 2003 10:37:09 -0600
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Subject:      Re: Open concept labs
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We are just about to find out (12 months from occupancy) what it is =
like.

From the health and safety standpoint, Jairo is correct about the =
responsibility issues.  But I don't see them as that different from the =
individual labs with doors that close.  Either people are responsible =
about their work environment or they are not.  It's the attention to =
detail that will make their research experiments successful.  The same =
attention to detail could be applied to cleaning up after themselves.

While we have cubicles or desks at the window ends of the labs, there =
are actual 'break rooms' designed into the building on the "public" side =
of the building, outside of the labs.  Only time will tell if that will =
work for us.  We do have to allow for the administration of each =
department/division to determine how to best reach our mutual goals for =
a safe workplace.  The radiation safety folks have the biggest set of =
enforcement tools.  Do it to their standards or you don't get your =
material. We are going to walk thru the space before the move takes =
place and people who have materials that need to be secured will have to =
indicate what cabinets, drawers, etc need to be locked to meet our =
requirements.  There will still be locks on some fridges, freezers, and =
so on, and we have the PI label their fridges and freezers so we know =
who owns what. 

Room signage is an issue we have yet to deal with.  How do you best =
communicate the potential hazards in a large open environment?  =
Satellite Accumulation Areas for haz wastes are another concern.  Those =
tend to be in fume hoods, but we can also have them isolate wastes in =
chemical (flammable, corrosives, acids) cabinets that lock.

I think our ventilation engineering was extremely well done; we'll know =
at building commissioning.  But we had communication at every step of =
the way, and for a building to be adaptable for 75 to 100 years, =
everyone seemed to acknowledge that the longevity and adaptability of =
the HVAC was the key to that.  So it was not even considered for value =
engineering.

We also incorporated "procedure rooms" into the floor plan, which are =
self-contained rooms, which could be locked (prevent unauthorized =
access) for those researchers needing that kind of space.  I was hoping =
that we would no longer have walk-in cold rooms or environmental rooms =
at all.  They do tend to become collection points for unidentified =
materials.  And in fact, we see far fewer of those than initially =
proposed.  But they are still there.

Also, alcoves for fume hoods and biosafety cabinets, to keep them out of =
traffic patterns, could have doors on them.  I don't think too many of =
them will.  Once the tenants understand the HVAC is engineered to =
minimize cross-drafts, etc. and they have the the engineered equipment =
working as designed, then very few of these alcoves need a door.

I should also mention security begins at the "public" area interface =
with the lab.  Only card-key access.  You have to have your university =
ID badge and it has to be coded for entry to any area you are authorized =
to work in.  Yes, there could be "tail-gaters"  It is an administrative =
policy issue.  But it will keep a lot of people from just wandering in =
to see what's going on.

It is a big change for some/many of the faculty.  If they've never =
worked in such an environment, there may be some turf issues.  There is =
always jockeying for space.  There is rarely enough storage room for all =
the supplies.  And face it, some of these individuals are "collectors"  =
They hold on to old pieces of equipment and apparatus, just in case they =
ever need to use it again.  I think when we move into new space we will =
have a massive "spring cleaning" effort to go through.  Including =
getting rid of old catalogues, and equipment and equipment manuals, etc. =
 I hope I don't sound judgmental--just look at my desk!

What I really like--it's new, it's clean, it is well lit and has lots of =
natural light.  I think it will be a very pleasant place for many of the =
occupants and I presume we can parlay that into an overall better sense =
of keeping things nicely organized.

UPenn and UMass have also done these sorts of labs.  Perhaps U of =
Illinois at Chicago?  I don't know about UCSF at Mission Bay, but they =
just opened up.

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
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From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>
Subject:      Re: BSL3 Labs
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2FEB7.CB9057E0"

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_01C2FEB7.CB9057E0
Content-Type: text/plain

for you recent Control of Biohazards alumni, it's tab 10, Guidelines under
CDC... there are 8+ operating or under construction in the US:  CDC 15, CDC
new, Georgia State, Rocky Mountain, Southwest Foundation, Univ of Texas,
USAMRIID, NCI Frederick...30+ worldwide

-----Original Message-----
From: Barringer, Amy [mailto:Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV]
Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2003 11:06 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: BSL3 Labs



A few weeks/months ago...it all runs together these days...someone listed a
website that might have had some information as to where BSL3 labs were
located within the US.  I can't seem to find that email...if someone has
that website...could you reissue it.  Thanks, Amy



Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Office of Management Systems

FDA/CFSAN

College Park, MD

Phone:  (301)436-1988

Fax:  (301)436-2629

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov
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From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>
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BSL-4 labs that is...

-----Original Message-----
From: Barringer, Amy [mailto:Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV]
Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2003 11:06 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: BSL3 Labs



A few weeks/months ago...it all runs together these days...someone listed a
website that might have had some information as to where BSL3 labs were
located within the US.  I can't seem to find that email...if someone has
that website...could you reissue it.  Thanks, Amy



Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Office of Management Systems

FDA/CFSAN

College Park, MD

Phone:  (301)436-1988

Fax:  (301)436-2629

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@CWRU.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Open concept labs
In-Reply-To:  <3E3BF9FF9B3DF04BB35386DF72A69D722402F8@csnt008.lubb.ttuhsc.edu>
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My opinion of open concept labs: @#$%&^%$&^*%&**%!

Having said that:)  Security, food, even ownership becomes blurred.  They
are great fropm a research standpoint since it makes sharing and using
mutual equipment very easy.  From a safety standpoint it is a nightmare.
Imagine a chemical release of something toxic and airborne.  I could lose
half a floor in personnel!

bob
>
>
>Would like some feedback from those of you in academia concerning "open
>concept" research labs.  What are your experiences, both pro and con?
>What are your preferences, problems, and what about security aspects?
>
>
>TIA,
> Michael
>
>



_____________________________________________________________________
__      / _____________________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
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YUK!  Fine IF, everyone is at the same biosafety level.  Trouble is that
they start the same and then one group wants to to BL2 or 2+ or tissue
culture or fungal and then the concept dies.

At 08:37 AM 4/9/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Would like some feedback from those of you in academia concerning "open
>concept" research labs.  What are your experiences, both pro and
>con?  What are your preferences, problems, and what about security aspects?
>
>TIA,
>  Michael

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP
Senior Biosafety Officer
Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461
617-258-5647
rfink@mit.edu
http://web.mit.edu/environment
--=====================_18773605==_.ALT
Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

YUK!  Fine IF, everyone is at the same biosafety level.  Trouble is that they start the same and then one group wants to to BL2 or 2+ or tissue culture or fungal and then the concept dies.

At 08:37 AM 4/9/2003 -0500, you wrote:



Would like some feedback from those of you in academia concerning "open concept" research labs.  What are your experiences, both pro and con?  What are your preferences, problems, and what about security aspects?

TIA, 
 Michael 


Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 
Senior Biosafety Officer 
Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461
617-258-5647 
rfink@mit.edu 
http://web.mit.edu/environment
--=====================_18773605==_.ALT--
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From:         Robin Newberry <wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU>
Subject:      Re: control of select agent purchasing
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Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

>We are in the process of discussing how to best track select agent
>purchases.  I would appreciate any input on the following:
>
>Are all purchases centralized through the RO's office?

That's my plan. And not just purchases; all "requests" to receive
Select Agents have to come through the RO. This covers those
obtaining them from colleagues at other institutions.

>Do you (RO or Alternate RO) deliver the agent to the labs?

Yup. According to our plan, only to the requesting PI and only to the
secured space.

>How do you efficiently track quantities of exempt toxins?

By not recognizing any toxin exemptions. We've decided that if you
want an SA regardless of amount, the RO will have to order it. And to
avoid having to meet all the security requirements, the PI will have
to have impeccable inventory records. No records/poor records, no
exemption.

>Do you flag only those order numbers or catalog numbers used in the past
>for purchasing SAs? Or, are you attempting to identify ALL order numbers
>for ALL manufacturers? (This is obviously a much larger scale issue than
>compared to radioisotope ordering where there are only a few providers)

I'm doing two things:

1) Meeting with my Deans, Department Heads, and PI's to ensure they
all know how to properly order these materials, lest they
inadvertently commit a felony.

B) I've tried to contact one of our major suppliers (Sigma Aldrich)
to find out how they plan to ensure that an individual ordering a
Select Agent is approved to receive it. I've called three times; each
time I was met with ignorance, confusion, and a promise to find the
right person and have them call me right back. Needless to say,
they've never returned any calls. Anyone with a contact in EHS or
Regulatory Affairs in Sigma Aldrich?

>What type of database software do you use?

We're developing our own using YourSQL running on a secure server (OS
X Server) and setting up a Virtual Private Network for access to the
data.

>How much cyber security is enough?

Start with weeding out the horribly insecure Windows OS boxes
connected to the internet. Then secure your removable media and
laptops.

>Will your LAN administrator be required to submit to a background check?

As of right now, no. He doesn't "have access" to the Agents - only
data. I might change my mind in the future, though.


--
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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At 12:06 PM 4/9/2003 -0400, you wrote:
>We are in the process of discussing how to best track select agent
>purchases.  I would appreciate any input on the following:
>
>Are all purchases centralized through the RO's office?

Yes

>Do you (RO or Alternate RO) deliver the agent to the labs?

Yes

>How do you efficiently track quantities of exempt toxins?

All orders are tracked and an inventory maintained.

>Do you flag only those order numbers or catalog numbers used in the past
>for purchasing SAs? Or, are you attempting to identify ALL order numbers
>for ALL manufacturers? (This is obviously a much larger scale issue than
>compared to radioisotope ordering where there are only a few providers)

No, purchasing is attempting tor redirect orders to the RO.  A general
policy statement went out to the PI's requesting these types of orders go
to the RO

>What type of database software do you use?

Access, File Maker Pro

>How much cyber security is enough?

Still working on that.

>Will your LAN administrator be required to submit to a background check?

No.


>Thanks in advance for your help,
>Scott Alderman
>*********************************************************
>Scott Alderman, MS, MT(ASCP)SLS
>Manager, Laboratory Safety
>Occupational and Environmental Safety Office
>Duke University/Medical Center/Health System
>Box 3149
>Durham, NC 27710
>Phone: 919.684.8822
>Fax: 919.681.7509

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP
Senior Biosafety Officer
Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461
617-258-5647
rfink@mit.edu
http://web.mit.edu/environment
--=====================_20302293==_.ALT
Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

At 12:06 PM 4/9/2003 -0400, you wrote:


We are in the process of discussing how to best track select agent
purchases.  I would appreciate any input on the following:

Are all purchases centralized through the RO's office?


Yes



Do you (RO or Alternate RO) deliver the agent to the labs?


Yes



How do you efficiently track quantities of exempt toxins?


All orders are tracked and an inventory maintained.



Do you flag only those order numbers or catalog numbers used in the past
for purchasing SAs? Or, are you attempting to identify ALL order numbers
for ALL manufacturers? (This is obviously a much larger scale issue than
compared to radioisotope ordering where there are only a few providers)


No, purchasing is attempting tor redirect orders to the RO.  A general policy statement went out to the PI's requesting these types of orders go to the RO



What type of database software do you use?


Access, File Maker Pro



How much cyber security is enough?


Still working on that.



Will your LAN administrator be required to submit to a background check?


No.




Thanks in advance for your help,
Scott Alderman
*********************************************************
Scott Alderman, MS, MT(ASCP)SLS
Manager, Laboratory Safety
Occupational and Environmental Safety Office
Duke University/Medical Center/Health System
Box 3149
Durham, NC 27710
Phone: 919.684.8822
Fax: 919.681.7509 


Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 
Senior Biosafety Officer 
Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461
617-258-5647 
rfink@mit.edu 
http://web.mit.edu/environment
--=====================_20302293==_.ALT--
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>
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MIME-Version: 1.0
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Just something to keep in mind--very few of the Select Agents (with the
exception of the toxins which are used and then depleted in some cases) are
typically purchased...they are often "exchanged" through collaborative
research between scientists. How will you track those that are sent at no
cost?

-----Original Message-----
From: Scott Alderman [mailto:alder002@MC.DUKE.EDU]
Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2003 12:06 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: control of select agent purchasing

We are in the process of discussing how to best track select agent
purchases.  I would appreciate any input on the following:

Are all purchases centralized through the RO's office?
Do you (RO or Alternate RO) deliver the agent to the labs?
How do you efficiently track quantities of exempt toxins?
Do you flag only those order numbers or catalog numbers used in the past
for purchasing SAs? Or, are you attempting to identify ALL order numbers
for ALL manufacturers? (This is obviously a much larger scale issue than
compared to radioisotope ordering where there are only a few providers)
What type of database software do you use?
How much cyber security is enough?
Will your LAN administrator be required to submit to a background check?
Others.....

Thanks in advance for your help,
Scott Alderman
*********************************************************
Scott Alderman, MS, MT(ASCP)SLS
Manager, Laboratory Safety
Occupational and Environmental Safety Office
Duke University/Medical Center/Health System
Box 3149
Durham, NC 27710
Phone: 919.684.8822
Fax: 919.681.7509
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Problems with open concept labs:

1.  Drifting into other people's space;

2.  Difficulty determining who is responsible;

3.  Equipment getting borrowed;

4.  Furniture moves around mysteriously;

5.  Keeping area secure;

6.  Unwanted radio stations;

and, the biggest problem of all,

7.  Keeping flammable liquids within fire code limits (open concept lab
becomes one fire compartment with all the limitations that go with it)

--
Jennifer Minogue
Hazardous Materials Safety Officer
Environmental Health and Safety
University of Guelph
Guelph, Ontario N1G 2W1  Canada
Voice 519-824-4120-x53190
Fax  519-824-0364
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That's an easy one to solve...you train your PI's well,  Make them aware of
the Law and what is regulated, Ensure they register their research with the
BSO or Biosafety committee....and when an illegal transfer is made by one
of your PIs, you will have to report it to CDC or UDSDA....after the PI,
your Institution, and the institution that shipped the material to your PI
goes through that experience including the associated fines and
penalties...It should not happen again.

At 03:01 PM 4/9/2003 -0400, you wrote:
>Just something to keep in mind--very few of the Select Agents (with the
>exception of the toxins which are used and then depleted in some cases) are
>typically purchased...they are often "exchanged" through collaborative
>research between scientists. How will you track those that are sent at no
>cost?
>
>-----Original Message-----
>From: Scott Alderman [mailto:alder002@MC.DUKE.EDU]
>Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2003 12:06 PM
>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
>Subject: control of select agent purchasing
>
>We are in the process of discussing how to best track select agent
>purchases.  I would appreciate any input on the following:
>
>Are all purchases centralized through the RO's office?
>Do you (RO or Alternate RO) deliver the agent to the labs?
>How do you efficiently track quantities of exempt toxins?
>Do you flag only those order numbers or catalog numbers used in the past
>for purchasing SAs? Or, are you attempting to identify ALL order numbers
>for ALL manufacturers? (This is obviously a much larger scale issue than
>compared to radioisotope ordering where there are only a few providers)
>What type of database software do you use?
>How much cyber security is enough?
>Will your LAN administrator be required to submit to a background check?
>Others.....
>
>Thanks in advance for your help,
>Scott Alderman
>*********************************************************
>Scott Alderman, MS, MT(ASCP)SLS
>Manager, Laboratory Safety
>Occupational and Environmental Safety Office
>Duke University/Medical Center/Health System
>Box 3149
>Durham, NC 27710
>Phone: 919.684.8822
>Fax: 919.681.7509

______________________________________________________________________________

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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That's an easy one to solve...you train your PI's well,  Make them aware of the Law and what is regulated, Ensure they register their research with the BSO or Biosafety committee....and when an illegal transfer is made by one of your PIs, you will have to report it to CDC or UDSDA....after the PI, your Institution, and the institution that shipped the material to your PI goes through that experience including the associated fines and penalties...It should not happen again.

At 03:01 PM 4/9/2003 -0400, you wrote:


Just something to keep in mind--very few of the Select Agents (with the
exception of the toxins which are used and then depleted in some cases) are
typically purchased...they are often "exchanged" through collaborative
research between scientists. How will you track those that are sent at no
cost?

-----Original Message-----
From: Scott Alderman [mailto:alder002@MC.DUKE.EDU]
Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2003 12:06 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: control of select agent purchasing

We are in the process of discussing how to best track select agent
purchases.  I would appreciate any input on the following:

Are all purchases centralized through the RO's office?
Do you (RO or Alternate RO) deliver the agent to the labs?
How do you efficiently track quantities of exempt toxins?
Do you flag only those order numbers or catalog numbers used in the past
for purchasing SAs? Or, are you attempting to identify ALL order numbers
for ALL manufacturers? (This is obviously a much larger scale issue than
compared to radioisotope ordering where there are only a few providers)
What type of database software do you use?
How much cyber security is enough?
Will your LAN administrator be required to submit to a background check?
Others.....

Thanks in advance for your help,
Scott Alderman
*********************************************************
Scott Alderman, MS, MT(ASCP)SLS
Manager, Laboratory Safety
Occupational and Environmental Safety Office
Duke University/Medical Center/Health System
Box 3149
Durham, NC 27710
Phone: 919.684.8822
Fax: 919.681.7509


______________________________________________________________________________

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:         Greg Merkle <greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU>
Organization: Wright State University
Subject:      EPA A, B, C, D List of Disinfectants, Sanitizers and Sterilizers
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_1MDONYVXBjcC7Pl15/nwPQ)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_1MDONYVXBjcC7Pl15/nwPQ)
Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Last year there was a comment about wondering if a listing
of EPA registered disinfectants and sterilizers existed
somewhere to pick up where the National Antimicrobial
Information Network had previously listed the information.
After some digging I found the following site at the EPA
that appears to be current.

http://www.epa.gov/oppad001/chemregindex.htm

Greg Merkle

--Boundary_(ID_1MDONYVXBjcC7Pl15/nwPQ)
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_1MDONYVXBjcC7Pl15/nwPQ)--
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FYI Robin,

As of two weeks ago, Sigma was still working on getting their registration
for shipping select agents.  One of my PI's placed and was told to wait a
few weeks until they got there registration number from the CDC.

According to some information I have gathered Sigma carries the following
toxins on the select agent list.  Ricin is not on the list and I believe
they carry it so the list is not complete and I don't know about the T-2
triol, but it's a start.


At 01:22 PM 4/9/03 -0400, you wrote:
>B) I've tried to contact one of our major suppliers (Sigma Aldrich)
>to find out how they plan to ensure that an individual ordering a
>Select Agent is approved to receive it. I've called three times; each
>time I was met with ignorance, confusion, and a promise to find the
>right person and have them call me right back. Needless to say,
>they've never returned any calls. Anyone with a contact in EHS or
>Regulatory Affairs in Sigma Aldrich?



Delia M. Vieira-Cruz
Lab Safety Officer
Albert Einstein College of Medicine
1300 Morris Park Avenue, Forch 800
Bronx, NY 10461
(718)430-3560

vieira@aecom.yu.edu
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FYI Robin,

As of two weeks ago, Sigma was still working on getting their registration for shipping select agents.  One of my PI's placed and was told to wait a few weeks until they got there registration number from the CDC.  

According to some information I have gathered Sigma carries the following toxins on the select agent list.  Ricin is not on the list and I believe they carry it so the list is not complete and I don't know about the T-2 triol, but it's a start.


At 01:22 PM 4/9/03 -0400, you wrote:


B) I've tried to contact one of our major suppliers (Sigma Aldrich)
to find out how they plan to ensure that an individual ordering a
Select Agent is approved to receive it. I've called three times; each
time I was met with ignorance, confusion, and a promise to find the
right person and have them call me right back. Needless to say,
they've never returned any calls. Anyone with a contact in EHS or
Regulatory Affairs in Sigma Aldrich?




Delia M. Vieira-Cruz
Lab Safety Officer
Albert Einstein College of Medicine
1300 Morris Park Avenue, Forch 800
Bronx, NY 10461
(718)430-3560

vieira@aecom.yu.edu
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Under 42CFR73.14 Transfer...

The recipient is required to submit the EA-101 to CDC for approval.  If CDC approves, the EA-101 is submitted with an approval number to the transfering facilty.

In your scenario, the CDC would submit the EA-101 to Sigma Aldrich with an approval number, and Sigma Aldrich would then consumate the transfer.

K. Patrick McKinney
Safety and Occupational Health Specialist
U.S.A.M.R.I.I.D.
1425 Porter Street
Ft. Detrick, MD  21702
Com (301) 619-4565
Fax  (301) 619-4768

-----Original Message-----
From: Delia Vieira-Cruz [mailto:vieira@AECOM.YU.EDU]
Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2003 4:39 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Re: control of select agent purchasing


FYI Robin,

As of two weeks ago, Sigma was still working on getting their registration for shipping select agents.  One of my PI's placed and was told to wait a few weeks until they got there registration number from the CDC.

According to some information I have gathered Sigma carries the following toxins on the select agent list.  Ricin is not on the list and I believe they carry it so the list is not complete and I don't know about the T-2 triol, but it's a start.


At 01:22 PM 4/9/03 -0400, you wrote:


B) I've tried to contact one of our major suppliers (Sigma Aldrich)
to find out how they plan to ensure that an individual ordering a
Select Agent is approved to receive it. I've called three times; each
time I was met with ignorance, confusion, and a promise to find the
right person and have them call me right back. Needless to say,
they've never returned any calls. Anyone with a contact in EHS or
Regulatory Affairs in Sigma Aldrich?



Delia M. Vieira-Cruz
Lab Safety Officer
Albert Einstein College of Medicine
1300 Morris Park Avenue, Forch 800
Bronx, NY 10461
(718)430-3560

vieira@aecom.yu.edu

=========================================================================
Date:         Wed, 9 Apr 2003 16:18:39 -0500
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Do they have 0.1 mg of Botulinum neurotoxin listed as requiring
registration?  So, we cannot order below the 0.5 mg limit/PI unless we
are registered.

Mark C.

Delia Vieira-Cruz wrote:

> FYI Robin,
>
> As of two weeks ago, Sigma was still working on getting their
> registration for shipping select agents.  One of my PI's placed and
> was told to wait a few weeks until they got there registration number
> from the CDC.
>
> According to some information I have gathered Sigma carries the
> following toxins on the select agent list.  Ricin is not on the list
> and I believe they carry it so the list is not complete and I don't
> know about the T-2 triol, but it's a start.
>
>
> At 01:22 PM 4/9/03 -0400, you wrote:
>
>> B) I've tried to contact one of our major suppliers (Sigma Aldrich)
>> to find out how they plan to ensure that an individual ordering a
>> Select Agent is approved to receive it. I've called three times;
>> each
>> time I was met with ignorance, confusion, and a promise to find the
>> right person and have them call me right back. Needless to say,
>> they've never returned any calls. Anyone with a contact in EHS or
>> Regulatory Affairs in Sigma Aldrich?
>
> Delia M. Vieira-Cruz
> Lab Safety Officer
> Albert Einstein College of Medicine
> 1300 Morris Park Avenue, Forch 800
> Bronx, NY 10461
> (718)430-3560
>
> vieira@aecom.yu.edu
>
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Hello All,

I'm not aware of this open concept labs stuff on my campus, but we do have
some lab sharing on a small level.  For ever one group that "play nice" I
have another that doesn't.  I can only imagine that at a larger scale you'd
get a big headache after a while.  Lab flammable storage in that type of
space, sounds like a nasty situation.

Don't worry be happy!

Terry


At 10:37 AM 4/9/03 -0600, you wrote:
>We are just about to find out (12 months from occupancy) what it is like.
>
> >From the health and safety standpoint, Jairo is correct about the
> responsibility issues.  But I don't see them as that different from the
> individual labs with doors that close.  Either people are responsible
> about their work environment or they are not.  It's the attention to
> detail that will make their research experiments successful.  The same
> attention to detail could be applied to cleaning up after themselves.
>
>While we have cubicles or desks at the window ends of the labs, there are
>actual 'break rooms' designed into the building on the "public" side of
>the building, outside of the labs.  Only time will tell if that will work
>for us.  We do have to allow for the administration of each
>department/division to determine how to best reach our mutual goals for a
>safe workplace.  The radiation safety folks have the biggest set of
>enforcement tools.  Do it to their standards or you don't get your
>material. We are going to walk thru the space before the move takes place
>and people who have materials that need to be secured will have to
>indicate what cabinets, drawers, etc need to be locked to meet our
>requirements.  There will still be locks on some fridges, freezers, and so
>on, and we have the PI label their fridges and freezers so we know who
>owns what.
>
>Room signage is an issue we have yet to deal with.  How do you best
>communicate the potential hazards in a large open environment?  Satellite
>Accumulation Areas for haz wastes are another concern.  Those tend to be
>in fume hoods, but we can also have them isolate wastes in chemical
>(flammable, corrosives, acids) cabinets that lock.
>
>I think our ventilation engineering was extremely well done; we'll know at
>building commissioning.  But we had communication at every step of the
>way, and for a building to be adaptable for 75 to 100 years, everyone
>seemed to acknowledge that the longevity and adaptability of the HVAC was
>the key to that.  So it was not even considered for value engineering.
>
>We also incorporated "procedure rooms" into the floor plan, which are
>self-contained rooms, which could be locked (prevent unauthorized access)
>for those researchers needing that kind of space.  I was hoping that we
>would no longer have walk-in cold rooms or environmental rooms at
>all.  They do tend to become collection points for unidentified
>materials.  And in fact, we see far fewer of those than initially
>proposed.  But they are still there.
>
>Also, alcoves for fume hoods and biosafety cabinets, to keep them out of
>traffic patterns, could have doors on them.  I don't think too many of
>them will.  Once the tenants understand the HVAC is engineered to minimize
>cross-drafts, etc. and they have the the engineered equipment working as
>designed, then very few of these alcoves need a door.
>
>I should also mention security begins at the "public" area interface with
>the lab.  Only card-key access.  You have to have your university ID badge
>and it has to be coded for entry to any area you are authorized to work
>in.  Yes, there could be "tail-gaters"  It is an administrative policy
>issue.  But it will keep a lot of people from just wandering in to see
>what's going on.
>
>It is a big change for some/many of the faculty.  If they've never worked
>in such an environment, there may be some turf issues.  There is always
>jockeying for space.  There is rarely enough storage room for all the
>supplies.  And face it, some of these individuals are "collectors"  They
>hold on to old pieces of equipment and apparatus, just in case they ever
>need to use it again.  I think when we move into new space we will have a
>massive "spring cleaning" effort to go through.  Including getting rid of
>old catalogues, and equipment and equipment manuals, etc.  I hope I don't
>sound judgmental--just look at my desk!
>
>What I really like--it's new, it's clean, it is well lit and has lots of
>natural light.  I think it will be a very pleasant place for many of the
>occupants and I presume we can parlay that into an overall better sense of
>keeping things nicely organized.
>
>UPenn and UMass have also done these sorts of labs.  Perhaps U of Illinois
>at Chicago?  I don't know about UCSF at Mission Bay, but they just opened up.
>
>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
>
>



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
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I agree with Jairo the location of BSC is important. I am not handling
the real situation that some of our open lab should handle the SARS
sample suddenly. Several benches are assigned as the special "dirty"
area. We have to work out the plan to control the access to the area and
the containment of the sample. But it takes time to set up. Others who
share the lab may afraid of being infected.

The basic lab safety practices, of course, must follow. e.g. PPE, no
food and drinks, etc. The ventilation is the headache. I suggest the
discussion with the P.I. is important. The worst case must be considered
carefully.

Regards,
--

Y. K. Wan

Safety Officer &

NSF Accredited Biohazard Cabinet Field Certifier

The Chinese University of Hong Kong, Shatin, NT, Hong Kong

Fax: 852-26036862

Phone: 852-26097953

Email: ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk



Jairo Betancourt wrote:

> Michael: Open labs concept are great looking, comfortable, etc.
> However, they can become a pain in the a..bdomen when you are talking
> about ventilation and safety issues such as food and drinks. Usually
> they do not have separation between lab benches and student/research
> assistants desks and that is one of the reasons you would encounter
> problems.
>
> Usually these type of labs are shared be several P.I.=A1=A6s and then y=
ou
> have issues of who is responsible for the mess here or there. If there
> are containment fixture such as in BSL2 labs then that is another
> story. Location of hoods and BSC is important.
>
> Perhaps someone can expand on these issues. I got to go!
>
> By
>
> Jairo
>
> Jairo Betancourt, RBP
>
> Laboratory Safety Specialist
>
> (305) 243-3400 Fax : (305) 243-3272
>
> E-mail: jairob@miami.edu
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On
> Behalf Of Michael Jones
> Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2003 9:38 AM
> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
> Subject: Open concept labs
>
> Would like some feedback from those of you in academia concerning
> "open concept" research labs. What are your experiences, both pro and
> con? What are your preferences, problems, and what about security aspec=
ts?
>
> TIA,
> Michael
>
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Over the years I've heard no end of gnashing of teeth from lab workers =
who
work in open concept and shared labs (existing labs, alumni who visit me
occasionally and others).  Undergrads sort of expect the worse...so =
maybe
they complain less?

To suggest an alternative:   I do believe there is an efficient
partition/semi-open way to construct labs to allow sharing of expensive
equipment that MANY labs employ already...and have been for at least the =
last
50 years or so...with labs built around a central instrumentation room =
(with
access doors that can be blocked off when called for AND for containment =
of
hazards.)

Photos of pre-1940's labs around here look like "open concept"--but were
updated to the design we have today.

IMHO--I'd avoid open concept. 

Please read  on if you want an opinionated eyeful...   Cheers.
----P.Moravek
****************************************
If normal "single" class labs are any indication of noise and mess and
potential safety nightmares, imagine the problems combining these.  =
Pilferage
is bad enough between research groups and/or class labs already...even =
with
closed/locked doors.  Why add another headache?

Consider cross-noise from lectures or instructions to classes going on =
in
these spaces.  Or even folks with radios & music if doing individual =
research
projects on top of equipment noise.  What about storage/use of volatile
chemicals (imagine a little spill of Ether...need to evacuate everyone,
right?)  Who will be in charge of the safety of ALL occupants at ALL =
times?

On the practical side...temperature control and HVAC...everyone is
comfortable at different temps, will there be a "thermostat war" when =
space
is shared?  Consolidating all heat/noise producing equipment in a =
separate
enclosed space seems economical in energy costs and productivity--but I =
may
be wrong on this.  What about access for repairs?  Will a big noisy =
plumbing
job keep everyone from their activities?

Also IMHO,  "open concept lab" =3D factory-like atmosphere

I discussed this very matter with one of the planners of a big biotech =
lab
blg. (Boston-area) during a presentation of their "open concept" design. =
 It
surfaced that research groups were revising the "open concept", =
arranging to
install partitions BEFORE CONSTRUCTION even started...for all the =
reasons
folks mentioned already.

Just my two cents.

Paula Moravek, Operations Manager

Department of Chemistry & Biochemistry
Worcester Polytechnic Institute 
Worcester, MA  01609





 -----Original Message-----
From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]
Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2003 1:19 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: [PMX:##] Re: Open concept labs



YUK!  Fine IF, everyone is at the same biosafety level.  Trouble is that =
they
start the same and then one group wants to to BL2 or 2+ or tissue =
culture or
fungal and then the concept dies.

At 08:37 AM 4/9/2003 -0500, you wrote:



Would like some feedback from those of you in academia concerning "open
concept" research labs.  What are your experiences, both pro and con?  =
What
are your preferences, problems, and what about security aspects?

TIA,
 Michael

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP
Senior Biosafety Officer
Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461
617-258-5647
rfink@mit.edu
http://web.mit.edu/environment
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>and when an illegal transfer is made by one of your PIs, you will
>have to report it to CDC or UDSDA...

Hmmm... we state in our plan that anyone either illegally shipping or
receiving a select agent will be detained by the CUPD and turned over
to the FBI for further action. I make a big point of that in my
presentations, and it always seems to get their attention.

--
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, 10 Apr 2003 09:22:32 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Delia Vieira-Cruz <vieira@AECOM.YU.EDU>
Subject:      Re: control of select agent purchasing
In-Reply-To:  <3E948E2E.1CC0301D@slu.edu>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="=====================_169526404==_.ALT"

--=====================_169526404==_.ALT
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hi Mark,

This is my understanding.  You can't order an exempt quantity unless either
you or the company, which happens to be Sigma in this case has a
registration number.   That was our problem, we are exempt but Sigma is
not.  So we were told to wait until Sigma could get a number.  We didn't
wait, we told Sigma to cancel our order and ordered our product via another
company.


At 04:18 PM 4/9/03 -0500, you wrote:
>Do they have 0.1 mg of Botulinum neurotoxin listed as requiring
>registration?  So, we cannot order below the 0.5 mg limit/PI unless we are
>registered.
>
>Mark C.
>
>Delia Vieira-Cruz wrote:
>>FYI Robin,
>>
>>As of two weeks ago, Sigma was still working on getting their
>>registration for shipping select agents.  One of my PI's placed and was
>>told to wait a few weeks until they got there registration number from
>>the CDC.
>>
>>According to some information I have gathered Sigma carries the following
>>toxins on the select agent list.  Ricin is not on the list and I believe
>>they carry it so the list is not complete and I don't know about the T-2
>>triol, but it's a start.
>>
>>
>>At 01:22 PM 4/9/03 -0400, you wrote:
>>>B) I've tried to contact one of our major suppliers (Sigma Aldrich)
>>>to find out how they plan to ensure that an individual ordering a
>>>Select Agent is approved to receive it. I've called three times; each
>>>time I was met with ignorance, confusion, and a promise to find the
>>>right person and have them call me right back. Needless to say,
>>>they've never returned any calls. Anyone with a contact in EHS or
>>>Regulatory Affairs in Sigma Aldrich?
>>
>>Delia M. Vieira-Cruz
>>Lab Safety Officer
>>Albert Einstein College of Medicine
>>1300 Morris Park Avenue, Forch 800
>>Bronx, NY 10461
>>(718)430-3560
>>
>>vieira@aecom.yu.edu
>>
>
>
>
>Delia M. Vieira-Cruz
>Lab Safety Officer
>Albert Einstein College of Medicine
>1300 Morris Park Avenue, Forch 800
>Bronx, NY 10461
>(718)430-3560
>
>vieira@aecom.yu.edu
>

--=====================_169526404==_.ALT
Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Hi Mark,

This is my understanding.  You can't order an exempt quantity unless either you or the company, which happens to be Sigma in this case has a registration number.   That was our problem, we are exempt but Sigma is not.  So we were told to wait until Sigma could get a number.  We didn't wait, we told Sigma to cancel our order and ordered our product via another company.


At 04:18 PM 4/9/03 -0500, you wrote:


Do they have 0.1 mg of Botulinum neurotoxin listed as requiring registration?  So, we cannot order below the 0.5 mg limit/PI unless we are registered. 

Mark C. 

Delia Vieira-Cruz wrote: 


FYI Robin, 

As of two weeks ago, Sigma was still working on getting their registration for shipping select agents.  One of my PI's placed and was told to wait a few weeks until they got there registration number from the CDC. 

According to some information I have gathered Sigma carries the following toxins on the select agent list.  Ricin is not on the list and I believe they carry it so the list is not complete and I don't know about the T-2 triol, but it's a start. 
  

At 01:22 PM 4/9/03 -0400, you wrote: 


B) I've tried to contact one of our major suppliers (Sigma Aldrich) 
to find out how they plan to ensure that an individual ordering a 
Select Agent is approved to receive it. I've called three times; each 
time I was met with ignorance, confusion, and a promise to find the 
right person and have them call me right back. Needless to say, 
they've never returned any calls. Anyone with a contact in EHS or 
Regulatory Affairs in Sigma Aldrich?


Delia M. Vieira-Cruz 
Lab Safety Officer 
Albert Einstein College of Medicine 
1300 Morris Park Avenue, Forch 800 
Bronx, NY 10461 
(718)430-3560 

vieira@aecom.yu.edu 
 




Delia M. Vieira-Cruz
Lab Safety Officer
Albert Einstein College of Medicine
1300 Morris Park Avenue, Forch 800
Bronx, NY 10461
(718)430-3560

vieira@aecom.yu.edu


--=====================_169526404==_.ALT--
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 10 Apr 2003 09:28:55 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>
Subject:      Re: control of select agent purchasing
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C2FF65.22A03660"

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_01C2FF65.22A03660
Content-Type: text/plain

Per Dr. Stephen Morris from CDC, Exempt quantities of materials do not
require an EA-101.  It is the responsibility of the sender to ensure that he
is not shipping a single quantity that exceeds the exemptions and it's the
responsibility of receiving entity to ensure that their aggregates amounts
do not exceed exempt quantities (assuming that your facility is not
registered with the Select Agents program).



-----Original Message-----
From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]
Sent: Wednesday, April 09, 2003 5:19 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Re: control of select agent purchasing



Do they have 0.1 mg of Botulinum neurotoxin listed as requiring
registration?  So, we cannot order below the 0.5 mg limit/PI unless we are
registered.

Mark C.

Delia Vieira-Cruz wrote:

FYI Robin,

As of two weeks ago, Sigma was still working on getting their registration
for shipping select agents.  One of my PI's placed and was told to wait a
few weeks until they got there registration number from the CDC.

According to some information I have gathered Sigma carries the following
toxins on the select agent list.  Ricin is not on the list and I believe
they carry it so the list is not complete and I don't know about the T-2
triol, but it's a start.


At 01:22 PM 4/9/03 -0400, you wrote:

B) I've tried to contact one of our major suppliers (Sigma Aldrich)
to find out how they plan to ensure that an individual ordering a
Select Agent is approved to receive it. I've called three times; each
time I was met with ignorance, confusion, and a promise to find the
right person and have them call me right back. Needless to say,
they've never returned any calls. Anyone with a contact in EHS or
Regulatory Affairs in Sigma Aldrich?

Delia M. Vieira-Cruz
Lab Safety Officer
Albert Einstein College of Medicine
1300 Morris Park Avenue, Forch 800
Bronx, NY 10461
(718)430-3560

vieira@aecom.yu.edu

=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 10 Apr 2003 14:35:30 -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:      Rule for flames in cabinets
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Does anyone know if there are any regs or guidance documents available
which specifically indicate no flames in biosafety cabinets?  or is it
an institutional decision based on common safety sense?

Thanks,

Mark C.






---------------------------------------
Mark J. Campbell, M.S., SM, CBSP
Biological Safety Officer
Saint Louis University
1402 S. Grand Blvd.
Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307
St. Louis, MO 63104
(314) 577-8608    Phone
(314) 268-5560    Fax
campbem@slu.edu
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 10 Apr 2003 15:54:50 -0400
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:      Re: Rule for flames in cabinets
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 006D711685256D04_="

This is a multipart message in MIME format.
--=_alternative 006D711685256D04_=
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Mark,

Section 5 of the CDC's Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection,
Installation and Use of Biological Safety Cabinets notes that the practice
of open flames is not required, causes air disturbances, may lead to a
build-up in heat, etc.....  http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bsc/bsc.htm

Scott Alderman
*********************************************************
Scott Alderman, MS, MT(ASCP)SLS
Manager, Laboratory Safety
Occupational and Environmental Safety Office
Duke University/Medical Center/Health System
Box 3149
Durham, NC 27710
Phone: 919.684.8822
Fax: 919.681.7509




Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>
Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
04/10/2003 03:35 PM
Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List


        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
        cc:
        Subject:        Rule for flames in cabinets


Does anyone know if there are any regs or guidance documents available
which specifically indicate no flames in biosafety cabinets?  or is it
an institutional decision based on common safety sense?

Thanks,

Mark C.






---------------------------------------
Mark J. Campbell, M.S., SM, CBSP
Biological Safety Officer
Saint Louis University
1402 S. Grand Blvd.
Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307
St. Louis, MO 63104
(314) 577-8608    Phone
(314) 268-5560    Fax
campbem@slu.edu
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 10 Apr 2003 16:14:26 -0500
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>
Subject:      cryostats
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hello All..

Does anyone have any documents/comments on cryostat safety they would be
willing to share.. we're updating our safety fact sheets..

Thanks

Kath

**********************************************
Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.
Biological Safety Professional
Office of Research Safety
Northwestern University
NG-71 Technological Institute
2145 Sheridan Road
Evanston, IL 60208-3121
Phone: (847) 491-4387
Fax: (847) 467-2797
Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu
**********************************************
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 11 Apr 2003 08:18:36 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Tina Charbonneau <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>
Subject:      Re: cryostats
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable
Content-Disposition: inline

If you receive this info would you mind sharing it?     

Thanks in advance,

Tina Charbonneau
Biosafety Officer
Trudeau Institute


>>> kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU - 4/10/03 5:14 PM >>>
Hello All..

Does anyone have any documents/comments on cryostat safety they would be
willing to share.. we're updating our safety fact sheets..

Thanks

Kath

**********************************************
Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.
Biological Safety Professional
Office of Research Safety
Northwestern University
NG-71 Technological Institute
2145 Sheridan Road
Evanston, IL 60208-3121
Phone: (847) 491-4387
Fax: (847) 467-2797
Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu
**********************************************
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 11 Apr 2003 08:39:11 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "McNulty, Hilary" <Hilary.McNulty@MPI.COM>
Subject:      SARS plans
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Good morning - I am working with our Communications group on how to
handle the SARS issue.  What is taking place at your companies?  Have
you made an "official" announcement about the alert letting people kno=
w
of the risk and then letting them decide if they want to go to these
areas?  Have you limited (business/personal) travel to higher risk
areas?  If not, what do you do with people once they return?

Thanks for your help.

Hilary R. McNulty
Senior Manager, Environmental Health & Safety
Millennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc.
35 Landsdowne Street
Cambridge, MA  02139
617-444-1368
fax 617-374-7677
mcnulty@mpi.com




This e-mail, including any attachments, is a confidential business com=
munication, and may contain information that is confidential, propriet=
ary and/or privileged.  This e-mail is intended only for the individua=
l(s) to whom it is addressed, and may not be saved, copied, printed, d=
isclosed or used by anyone else.  If you are not the(an) intended reci=
pient, please immediately delete this e-mail from your computer system=
 and notify the sender.  Thank you.
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 11 Apr 2003 15:11:34 +0200
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Verduin, Dick" <Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL>
Subject:      Re: SARS plans
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: multipart/mixed;  boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3002B.E08A99A4"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C3002B.E08A99A4
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hilary,

Please find attached our latest update.
This applies to the Wageningen University and Research Center; an =
organisation with some 7000 personnel and 4000 students.

with regards

Dick Verduin
Biological Safety Officer

-------------------------------------------------------------------
Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

Wageningen University (WU)
Department Plant Sciences
Laboratory of Virology
Binnenhaven 11
6709 PD Wageningen
The Netherlands
Building number 504
Telephone +31.317.483093
Facsimile +31.317.484820
E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL
-------------------------------------------------------------------

-----Original Message-----
From: McNulty, Hilary [mailto:Hilary.McNulty@MPI.COM]
Sent: vrijdag 11 april 2003 14:39
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: SARS plans


Good morning - I am working with our Communications group on how to
handle the SARS issue.  What is taking place at your companies?  Have
you made an "official" announcement about the alert letting people know
of the risk and then letting them decide if they want to go to these
areas?  Have you limited (business/personal) travel to higher risk
areas?  If not, what do you do with people once they return?

Thanks for your help.

Hilary R. McNulty
Senior Manager, Environmental Health & Safety
Millennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc.
35 Landsdowne Street
Cambridge, MA  02139
617-444-1368
fax 617-374-7677
mcnulty@mpi.com




This e-mail, including any attachments, is a confidential business =
communication, and may contain information that is confidential, =
proprietary and/or privileged.  This e-mail is intended only for the =
individual(s) to whom it is addressed, and may not be saved, copied, =
printed, disclosed or used by anyone else.  If you are not the(an) =
intended recipient, please immediately delete this e-mail from your =
computer system and notify the sender.  Thank you.
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 11 Apr 2003 07:25:22 -0600
Reply-To:     dcalhoun@affygility.com
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Dean Calhoun <dcalhoun@AFFYGILITY.COM>
Organization: Affygility Solutions
Subject:      Re: SARS plans
In-Reply-To:  <1170D393454F5847A05D66E3F39B2091147B85@US-VS1.corp.mpi.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Several of the companies that I work with have restricted travel to
areas of high risk to only travel that is absolutely necessary (going to
a conference is not considered absolutely necessary).  Some of this is
overflow from the Iraq war.  In addition, this week the American
Association for Cancer Research cancelled their large conference in
Toronto because of SARs

Best regards,

Dean M. Calhoun, CIH
Affygility Solutions: providing strategic environmental, health and
safety solutions to the biotechnology and pharmaceutical industry.  Go
to www.affygility.com to advance your career.




-----Original Message-----
From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On
Behalf Of McNulty, Hilary
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 6:39 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: SARS plans


Good morning - I am working with our Communications group on how to
handle the SARS issue.  What is taking place at your companies?  Have
you made an "official" announcement about the alert letting people know
of the risk and then letting them decide if they want to go to these
areas?  Have you limited (business/personal) travel to higher risk
areas?  If not, what do you do with people once they return?

Thanks for your help.

Hilary R. McNulty
Senior Manager, Environmental Health & Safety
Millennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc.
35 Landsdowne Street
Cambridge, MA  02139
617-444-1368
fax 617-374-7677
mcnulty@mpi.com




This e-mail, including any attachments, is a confidential business
communication, and may contain information that is confidential,
proprietary and/or privileged.  This e-mail is intended only for the
individual(s) to whom it is addressed, and may not be saved, copied,
printed, disclosed or used by anyone else.  If you are not the(an)
intended recipient, please immediately delete this e-mail from your
computer system and notify the sender.  Thank you.
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 11 Apr 2003 09:28:51 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Michael Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>
Organization: Incyte Corporation
Subject:      Re: SARS plans
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

The CEO and vice-president of our company are  MD's and the have made a policy that all business related travel to the Hongkong, China, Vietnam, Singapore and Toronto is prohibited.  Also, we are strongly discouraging personal travel to any of those areas.  We have some people in China now and we have told them that they cannot report back to work for 10 days after they get back to the US and are SARS symptom free. They will be paid for the quarantine
time.
This might sound extreme to some, but the MD's that run our company have stated that they believe this is an extremely serious situation that is going on with SARS.

Mike Wendeler
EH&S Engineer
Incyte Corporation
Newark, DE

"McNulty, Hilary" wrote:

> Good morning - I am working with our Communications group on how to
> handle the SARS issue.  What is taking place at your companies?  Have
> you made an "official" announcement about the alert letting people know
> of the risk and then letting them decide if they want to go to these
> areas?  Have you limited (business/personal) travel to higher risk
> areas?  If not, what do you do with people once they return?
>
> Thanks for your help.
>
> Hilary R. McNulty
> Senior Manager, Environmental Health & Safety
> Millennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc.
> 35 Landsdowne Street
> Cambridge, MA  02139
> 617-444-1368
> fax 617-374-7677
> mcnulty@mpi.com
>
> This e-mail, including any attachments, is a confidential business communication, and may contain information that is confidential, proprietary and/or privileged.  This e-mail is intended only for the individual(s) to whom it is addressed, and may not be saved, copied, printed, disclosed or used by anyone else.  If you are not the(an) intended recipient, please immediately delete this e-mail from your computer system and notify the sender.  Thank you.
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 11 Apr 2003 09:55:16 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Harriet Izenberg <harriet@EHRS.UPENN.EDU>
Subject:      Re: cryostats
In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20030410161311.00aa5e28@lulu.it.northwestern.edu>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Kathryn;

The 1997 NCCLS guidelines(M29-A) on instrument hazards in clinical labs may
be a good start:

"Frozen sections done on unfixed tissue pose a high risk because of the
knife blade and techniques involved. Freezing of tissue does not inactivate
infectious agents. Freezing propellants under pressure should not be used
for frozen sections as they may cause the splattering of droplets of
infectious material. Gloves should be worn during frozen sections.

The contents of the cryostat should be considered to be contaminated and
should be decontaminated frequently with 70% ethanol. The trimmings and
sections of tissue that accumulate in the cryostat should be considered to
be contaminated and should be removed during decontamination. The cryostat
should be defrosted and decontaminated once a week with a tuberculocidal
hospital disinfectant with a label claim for tuberculocidal activity.

Stainless steel mesh gloves should be worn when changing knife blades.
Solutions used for staining frozen sections should be considered to be
contaminated."



Harriet Izenberg, RBP
Institutional Biosafety Officer
EHRS/UPENN
3160 Chestnut Street, Suite 400
Philadelphia, PA 19104-6287
215.898.6236 (Phone)
215.898.0140 (FAX)

-----Original Message-----
From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf
Of Kathryn Harris
Sent: Thursday, April 10, 2003 5:14 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: cryostats

Hello All..

Does anyone have any documents/comments on cryostat safety they would be
willing to share.. we're updating our safety fact sheets..

Thanks

Kath

**********************************************
Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.
Biological Safety Professional
Office of Research Safety
Northwestern University
NG-71 Technological Institute
2145 Sheridan Road
Evanston, IL 60208-3121
Phone: (847) 491-4387
Fax: (847) 467-2797
Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu
**********************************************
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 11 Apr 2003 10:18:21 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Paul Tocher <Paul.Tocher@AVENTIS.COM>
Subject:      Re: SARS plans
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi,

There is no reason to ban travel to Toronto because of SARS.  All
transmission here has been noscomial or through close household contact.
There has not been a single case of casual contact outside of a hospital
setting or household of a patient.  In fact, if you look at the WHO =
website,
they are not recommending that travel to Toronto be avoided.

Beyond this, we have instituted the same requirements with respect to =
travel
to/from Southeast Asia and have asked several employees coming back from
personal travel to these areas to refrain from coming to work for 10 =
days.

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


-----Original Message-----
From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 9:29 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Re: SARS plans


The CEO and vice-president of our company are  MD's and the have made a
policy that all business related travel to the Hongkong, China, Vietnam,
Singapore and Toronto is prohibited.  Also, we are strongly discouraging
personal travel to any of those areas.  We have some people in China now =
and
we have told them that they cannot report back to work for 10 days after =
they
get back to the US and are SARS symptom free. They will be paid for the
quarantine
time.
This might sound extreme to some, but the MD's that run our company have
stated that they believe this is an extremely serious situation that is =
going
on with SARS.

Mike Wendeler
EH&S Engineer
Incyte Corporation
Newark, DE

"McNulty, Hilary" wrote:

> Good morning - I am working with our Communications group on how to
> handle the SARS issue.  What is taking place at your companies?  Have
> you made an "official" announcement about the alert letting people =
know
> of the risk and then letting them decide if they want to go to these
> areas?  Have you limited (business/personal) travel to higher risk
> areas?  If not, what do you do with people once they return?
>
> Thanks for your help.
>
> Hilary R. McNulty
> Senior Manager, Environmental Health & Safety
> Millennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc.
> 35 Landsdowne Street
> Cambridge, MA  02139
> 617-444-1368
> fax 617-374-7677
> mcnulty@mpi.com
>
> This e-mail, including any attachments, is a confidential business
communication, and may contain information that is confidential, =
proprietary
and/or privileged.  This e-mail is intended only for the individual(s) =
to
whom it is addressed, and may not be saved, copied, printed, disclosed =
or
used by anyone else.  If you are not the(an) intended recipient, please
immediately delete this e-mail from your computer system and notify the
sender.  Thank you.
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 11 Apr 2003 09:00:07 -0700
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Funk, Glenn" <funkg@MEDIMMUNE.COM>
Subject:      Re: SARS plans
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_000_01C30043.6C04AB40"

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_01C30043.6C04AB40
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"

Hillary -

I issued the attached Safety Flash SARS update last week, mainly to our
California sites where we have a large percentage of staff with friends and
relatives in SE Asia.  Other domestic and international locations were
copied as FYIs; some chose to distribute the Flash, others didn't.  If the
SARS picture changes for the worse, I'll issue an update.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP
Director and Biosafety Officer
Environment, Health and Safety
MedImmune Vaccines, Inc.
408-845-8847




-----Original Message-----
From: McNulty, Hilary [mailto:Hilary.McNulty@MPI.COM]
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 5:39 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: SARS plans


Good morning - I am working with our Communications group on how to
handle the SARS issue.  What is taking place at your companies?  Have
you made an "official" announcement about the alert letting people know
of the risk and then letting them decide if they want to go to these
areas?  Have you limited (business/personal) travel to higher risk
areas?  If not, what do you do with people once they return?

Thanks for your help.

Hilary R. McNulty
Senior Manager, Environmental Health & Safety
Millennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc.
35 Landsdowne Street
Cambridge, MA  02139
617-444-1368
fax 617-374-7677
mcnulty@mpi.com




This e-mail, including any attachments, is a confidential business
communication, and may contain information that is confidential, proprietary
and/or privileged.  This e-mail is intended only for the individual(s) to
whom it is addressed, and may not be saved, copied, printed, disclosed or
used by anyone else.  If you are not the(an) intended recipient, please
immediately delete this e-mail from your computer system and notify the
sender.  Thank you.
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>
Subject:      More Select Agent Questions
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain

Dear Group,

(I hope this makes sense.)

After speaking with Dr. Barbara Ellis in the CDC Select Agent Group a couple
weeks ago, I was dismayed to find out that non-select agents (like E. coli
0157:H7) that can synthesize USDA/HHS select infectious agents (like
Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins) are considered to be select
agents themselves. Now, if that doesn't make sense, then try it this way:
anything that can make a select agent toxin is considered a select agent
itself. Make sense? To me it seems a little gray, but here is the exact
language she referred to:

42 Part 73.4(e)(2) - Genetic Elements, Recombinant Nucleic Acids, and
Recombinant Organisms

"Nucleic acids (synthetic or naturally derived) that encode for the
functional form(s) of any of the listed toxins if the nucleic acids: a) are
in a vector or host chromosome; b) can be expressed in vivo or in vitro; or
c) are in a vector or host chromosome and can be expressed in vivo or in
vitro."

And here is a list of the HHS and/or USDA toxins:

Toxins

1. Abrin
2. Botulinum neurotoxins
3. Clostridium perfringens epsilon toxin
4. Conotoxins
5. Diacetoxyscirpenol
6. Ricin
7. Saxitoxin
8. Shigatoxin and Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins
9. Staphylococcal enterotoxins
10. Tetrodotoxin
11. T-2 toxin

Now, getting to my questions, 1) is anyone registering non-select agents
that can synthesize select agent toxins, and 2) does anyone have a list of
agents that can produce the above-listed toxins?

Here's a start:

1. Escherichia coli 0157:H7 (produces Shiga-like ribosome inactivating
proteins)
2. Staphylococcus aureus (produces Staphylococcal enterotoxin B)
3.

FYI: I have a call into the CDC for additional clarification.

MANY, MANY THANKS!

--
David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer
Environmental Health and Safety
11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall
Durham, NH  03824
Telephone #: 603-862-0197
Facsimile #: 603-862-0047
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Date:         Fri, 11 Apr 2003 14:27:49 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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I received exactly the opposite response from CDC upon asking this same
question about 2 and a half months ago.  I was told that the reg. did not
extend to cover any of the microorganisms such as E.coli, Staph, etc. that
produce toxins that are on the list unless it was for the specific purpose
of producing toxin and then it was still the toxin that would be regulated
not the organisms.  If what you say is the interpretation that CDC is
looking for then most micro. labs across the nation are going to be Select
Agent labs...I'd be hard pressed to find ones in my own building that don't
work with toxin producing organisms.  I think CDC needs to extend official
guidance on this subject in writing on their website.  I think there would
be a major overhaul on many of the registrations submitted not to mention a
ton of additional ones...

-----Original Message-----
From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU]
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 2:08 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: More Select Agent Questions

Dear Group,

(I hope this makes sense.)

After speaking with Dr. Barbara Ellis in the CDC Select Agent Group a couple
weeks ago, I was dismayed to find out that non-select agents (like E. coli
0157:H7) that can synthesize USDA/HHS select infectious agents (like
Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins) are considered to be select
agents themselves. Now, if that doesn't make sense, then try it this way:
anything that can make a select agent toxin is considered a select agent
itself. Make sense? To me it seems a little gray, but here is the exact
language she referred to:

42 Part 73.4(e)(2) - Genetic Elements, Recombinant Nucleic Acids, and
Recombinant Organisms

"Nucleic acids (synthetic or naturally derived) that encode for the
functional form(s) of any of the listed toxins if the nucleic acids: a) are
in a vector or host chromosome; b) can be expressed in vivo or in vitro; or
c) are in a vector or host chromosome and can be expressed in vivo or in
vitro."

And here is a list of the HHS and/or USDA toxins:

Toxins

1. Abrin
2. Botulinum neurotoxins
3. Clostridium perfringens epsilon toxin
4. Conotoxins
5. Diacetoxyscirpenol
6. Ricin
7. Saxitoxin
8. Shigatoxin and Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins
9. Staphylococcal enterotoxins
10. Tetrodotoxin
11. T-2 toxin

Now, getting to my questions, 1) is anyone registering non-select agents
that can synthesize select agent toxins, and 2) does anyone have a list of
agents that can produce the above-listed toxins?

Here's a start:

1. Escherichia coli 0157:H7 (produces Shiga-like ribosome inactivating
proteins)
2. Staphylococcus aureus (produces Staphylococcal enterotoxin B)
3.

FYI: I have a call into the CDC for additional clarification.

MANY, MANY THANKS!

--
David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer
Environmental Health and Safety
11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall
Durham, NH  03824
Telephone #: 603-862-0197
Facsimile #: 603-862-0047
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I got an answer sorta halfway between the two. "The organisms aren't
regulated as SA's, but you might wanna tighten you security and
procedures in those labs just to be on the safe side."

>I received exactly the opposite response from CDC upon asking this same
>question about 2 and a half months ago.  I was told that the reg. did not
>extend to cover any of the microorganisms such as E.coli, Staph, etc. that
>produce toxins that are on the list unless it was for the specific purpose
>of producing toxin and then it was still the toxin that would be regulated
>not the organisms.  If what you say is the interpretation that CDC is
>looking for then most micro. labs across the nation are going to be Select
>Agent labs...I'd be hard pressed to find ones in my own building that don't
>work with toxin producing organisms.  I think CDC needs to extend official
>guidance on this subject in writing on their website.  I think there would
>be a major overhaul on many of the registrations submitted not to mention a
>ton of additional ones...
>
>-----Original Message-----
>From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU]
>Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 2:08 PM
>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
>Subject: More Select Agent Questions
>
>Dear Group,
>
>(I hope this makes sense.)
>
>After speaking with Dr. Barbara Ellis in the CDC Select Agent Group a couple
>weeks ago, I was dismayed to find out that non-select agents (like E. coli
>0157:H7) that can synthesize USDA/HHS select infectious agents (like
>Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins) are considered to be select
>agents themselves. Now, if that doesn't make sense, then try it this way:
>anything that can make a select agent toxin is considered a select agent
>itself. Make sense? To me it seems a little gray, but here is the exact
>language she referred to:
>
>42 Part 73.4(e)(2) - Genetic Elements, Recombinant Nucleic Acids, and
>Recombinant Organisms
>
>"Nucleic acids (synthetic or naturally derived) that encode for the
>functional form(s) of any of the listed toxins if the nucleic acids: a) are
>in a vector or host chromosome; b) can be expressed in vivo or in vitro; or
>c) are in a vector or host chromosome and can be expressed in vivo or in
>vitro."
>
>And here is a list of the HHS and/or USDA toxins:
>
>Toxins
>
>1. Abrin
>2. Botulinum neurotoxins
>3. Clostridium perfringens epsilon toxin
>4. Conotoxins
>5. Diacetoxyscirpenol
>6. Ricin
>7. Saxitoxin
>8. Shigatoxin and Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins
>9. Staphylococcal enterotoxins
>10. Tetrodotoxin
>11. T-2 toxin
>
>Now, getting to my questions, 1) is anyone registering non-select agents
>that can synthesize select agent toxins, and 2) does anyone have a list of
>agents that can produce the above-listed toxins?
>
>Here's a start:
>
>1. Escherichia coli 0157:H7 (produces Shiga-like ribosome inactivating
>proteins)
>2. Staphylococcus aureus (produces Staphylococcal enterotoxin B)
>3.
>
>FYI: I have a call into the CDC for additional clarification.
>
>MANY, MANY THANKS!
>
>--
>David R. Gillum
>
>Laboratory Safety Officer
>Environmental Health and Safety
>11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall
>Durham, NH  03824
>Telephone #: 603-862-0197
>Facsimile #: 603-862-0047


--
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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Note that the section (42 CFR 73.4) Dr. Ellis cited refers to 'genetic =
elements, recombinant nucleic acids, and recombinant organisms". I'd =
argue that this section isn't applicable to naturally occuring bacteria =
such as E. coli O157:H7, but rather to deliberate cloning and expression =
(to borrow from the NIH) to produce the toxin. This 'strict' =
interpretation is consistent with the "Declaration of Possession" forms =
that were sent out last year. For the toxins, it was not possible to =
check "Viable" as a category.

Michael Betlach
Promega

-----Original Message-----
From: Barringer, Amy [mailto:Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV]
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 1:28 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Re: More Select Agent Questions


I received exactly the opposite response from CDC upon asking this same
question about 2 and a half months ago.  I was told that the reg. did =
not
extend to cover any of the microorganisms such as E.coli, Staph, etc. =
that
produce toxins that are on the list unless it was for the specific =
purpose
of producing toxin and then it was still the toxin that would be =
regulated
not the organisms.  If what you say is the interpretation that CDC is
looking for then most micro. labs across the nation are going to be =
Select
Agent labs...I'd be hard pressed to find ones in my own building that =
don't
work with toxin producing organisms.  I think CDC needs to extend =
official
guidance on this subject in writing on their website.  I think there =
would
be a major overhaul on many of the registrations submitted not to =
mention a
ton of additional ones...

-----Original Message-----
From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU]
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 2:08 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: More Select Agent Questions

Dear Group,

(I hope this makes sense.)

After speaking with Dr. Barbara Ellis in the CDC Select Agent Group a =
couple
weeks ago, I was dismayed to find out that non-select agents (like E. =
coli
0157:H7) that can synthesize USDA/HHS select infectious agents (like
Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins) are considered to be select
agents themselves. Now, if that doesn't make sense, then try it this =
way:
anything that can make a select agent toxin is considered a select agent
itself. Make sense? To me it seems a little gray, but here is the exact
language she referred to:

42 Part 73.4(e)(2) - Genetic Elements, Recombinant Nucleic Acids, and
Recombinant Organisms

"Nucleic acids (synthetic or naturally derived) that encode for the
functional form(s) of any of the listed toxins if the nucleic acids: a) =
are
in a vector or host chromosome; b) can be expressed in vivo or in vitro; =
or
c) are in a vector or host chromosome and can be expressed in vivo or in
vitro."

And here is a list of the HHS and/or USDA toxins:

Toxins

1. Abrin
2. Botulinum neurotoxins
3. Clostridium perfringens epsilon toxin
4. Conotoxins
5. Diacetoxyscirpenol
6. Ricin
7. Saxitoxin
8. Shigatoxin and Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins
9. Staphylococcal enterotoxins
10. Tetrodotoxin
11. T-2 toxin

Now, getting to my questions, 1) is anyone registering non-select agents
that can synthesize select agent toxins, and 2) does anyone have a list =
of
agents that can produce the above-listed toxins?

Here's a start:

1. Escherichia coli 0157:H7 (produces Shiga-like ribosome inactivating
proteins)
2. Staphylococcus aureus (produces Staphylococcal enterotoxin B)
3.

FYI: I have a call into the CDC for additional clarification.

MANY, MANY THANKS!

--
David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer
Environmental Health and Safety
11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall
Durham, NH  03824
Telephone #: 603-862-0197
Facsimile #: 603-862-0047
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Date:         Fri, 11 Apr 2003 14:42:28 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>
Subject:      Re: More Select Agent Questions
MIME-Version: 1.0
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Hi again,

I just spoke to Lori in the Select Agent group. She just told me that you
only have to register if you are using the agent (i.e. E. coli, S. aureus)
to make a select toxin. I asked if she could put it up on the web. It would
be nice if it were in black and white.

-D


-----Original Message-----
From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 2:36 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Re: More Select Agent Questions

I got an answer sorta halfway between the two. "The organisms aren't
regulated as SA's, but you might wanna tighten you security and
procedures in those labs just to be on the safe side."

>I received exactly the opposite response from CDC upon asking this same
>question about 2 and a half months ago.  I was told that the reg. did not
>extend to cover any of the microorganisms such as E.coli, Staph, etc. that
>produce toxins that are on the list unless it was for the specific purpose
>of producing toxin and then it was still the toxin that would be regulated
>not the organisms.  If what you say is the interpretation that CDC is
>looking for then most micro. labs across the nation are going to be Select
>Agent labs...I'd be hard pressed to find ones in my own building that don't
>work with toxin producing organisms.  I think CDC needs to extend official
>guidance on this subject in writing on their website.  I think there would
>be a major overhaul on many of the registrations submitted not to mention a
>ton of additional ones...
>
>-----Original Message-----
>From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU]
>Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 2:08 PM
>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
>Subject: More Select Agent Questions
>
>Dear Group,
>
>(I hope this makes sense.)
>
>After speaking with Dr. Barbara Ellis in the CDC Select Agent Group a
couple
>weeks ago, I was dismayed to find out that non-select agents (like E. coli
>0157:H7) that can synthesize USDA/HHS select infectious agents (like
>Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins) are considered to be select
>agents themselves. Now, if that doesn't make sense, then try it this way:
>anything that can make a select agent toxin is considered a select agent
>itself. Make sense? To me it seems a little gray, but here is the exact
>language she referred to:
>
>42 Part 73.4(e)(2) - Genetic Elements, Recombinant Nucleic Acids, and
>Recombinant Organisms
>
>"Nucleic acids (synthetic or naturally derived) that encode for the
>functional form(s) of any of the listed toxins if the nucleic acids: a) are
>in a vector or host chromosome; b) can be expressed in vivo or in vitro; or
>c) are in a vector or host chromosome and can be expressed in vivo or in
>vitro."
>
>And here is a list of the HHS and/or USDA toxins:
>
>Toxins
>
>1. Abrin
>2. Botulinum neurotoxins
>3. Clostridium perfringens epsilon toxin
>4. Conotoxins
>5. Diacetoxyscirpenol
>6. Ricin
>7. Saxitoxin
>8. Shigatoxin and Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins
>9. Staphylococcal enterotoxins
>10. Tetrodotoxin
>11. T-2 toxin
>
>Now, getting to my questions, 1) is anyone registering non-select agents
>that can synthesize select agent toxins, and 2) does anyone have a list of
>agents that can produce the above-listed toxins?
>
>Here's a start:
>
>1. Escherichia coli 0157:H7 (produces Shiga-like ribosome inactivating
>proteins)
>2. Staphylococcus aureus (produces Staphylococcal enterotoxin B)
>3.
>
>FYI: I have a call into the CDC for additional clarification.
>
>MANY, MANY THANKS!
>
>--
>David R. Gillum
>
>Laboratory Safety Officer
>Environmental Health and Safety
>11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall
>Durham, NH  03824
>Telephone #: 603-862-0197
>Facsimile #: 603-862-0047


--
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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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>
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MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain

Tightened physical security is one thing...but how much are we talking...my
site has proposed some MAJOR upgrades for the SA labs..and what officially
will be required...recordkeeping, personnel listing, application filing,
EA-101s...for all those additional labs and orgs...ugh...

-----Original Message-----
From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 2:36 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Re: More Select Agent Questions

I got an answer sorta halfway between the two. "The organisms aren't
regulated as SA's, but you might wanna tighten you security and
procedures in those labs just to be on the safe side."

>I received exactly the opposite response from CDC upon asking this same
>question about 2 and a half months ago.  I was told that the reg. did not
>extend to cover any of the microorganisms such as E.coli, Staph, etc. that
>produce toxins that are on the list unless it was for the specific purpose
>of producing toxin and then it was still the toxin that would be regulated
>not the organisms.  If what you say is the interpretation that CDC is
>looking for then most micro. labs across the nation are going to be Select
>Agent labs...I'd be hard pressed to find ones in my own building that don't
>work with toxin producing organisms.  I think CDC needs to extend official
>guidance on this subject in writing on their website.  I think there would
>be a major overhaul on many of the registrations submitted not to mention a
>ton of additional ones...
>
>-----Original Message-----
>From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU]
>Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 2:08 PM
>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
>Subject: More Select Agent Questions
>
>Dear Group,
>
>(I hope this makes sense.)
>
>After speaking with Dr. Barbara Ellis in the CDC Select Agent Group a
couple
>weeks ago, I was dismayed to find out that non-select agents (like E. coli
>0157:H7) that can synthesize USDA/HHS select infectious agents (like
>Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins) are considered to be select
>agents themselves. Now, if that doesn't make sense, then try it this way:
>anything that can make a select agent toxin is considered a select agent
>itself. Make sense? To me it seems a little gray, but here is the exact
>language she referred to:
>
>42 Part 73.4(e)(2) - Genetic Elements, Recombinant Nucleic Acids, and
>Recombinant Organisms
>
>"Nucleic acids (synthetic or naturally derived) that encode for the
>functional form(s) of any of the listed toxins if the nucleic acids: a) are
>in a vector or host chromosome; b) can be expressed in vivo or in vitro; or
>c) are in a vector or host chromosome and can be expressed in vivo or in
>vitro."
>
>And here is a list of the HHS and/or USDA toxins:
>
>Toxins
>
>1. Abrin
>2. Botulinum neurotoxins
>3. Clostridium perfringens epsilon toxin
>4. Conotoxins
>5. Diacetoxyscirpenol
>6. Ricin
>7. Saxitoxin
>8. Shigatoxin and Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins
>9. Staphylococcal enterotoxins
>10. Tetrodotoxin
>11. T-2 toxin
>
>Now, getting to my questions, 1) is anyone registering non-select agents
>that can synthesize select agent toxins, and 2) does anyone have a list of
>agents that can produce the above-listed toxins?
>
>Here's a start:
>
>1. Escherichia coli 0157:H7 (produces Shiga-like ribosome inactivating
>proteins)
>2. Staphylococcus aureus (produces Staphylococcal enterotoxin B)
>3.
>
>FYI: I have a call into the CDC for additional clarification.
>
>MANY, MANY THANKS!
>
>--
>David R. Gillum
>
>Laboratory Safety Officer
>Environmental Health and Safety
>11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall
>Durham, NH  03824
>Telephone #: 603-862-0197
>Facsimile #: 603-862-0047


--
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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After reading some of the postings related to ordering exempt
quantities, I have a question to the group:

Has anyone considered becoming a registered facility for a particular
agent (assuming you have several PI's who work with the same agent - SEB
for example) purchasing and storing according to the requirements
(managed by either the RO/ARO or designee) and then doing internal
transfers of exempt quantities to the PI's who need it?

AND/OR

Are any RO/ARO, etc. acting as the only registered PI in the facility,
then allowing researchers to only work in exempt quantities of a given
agent?

Just curious.

Jeff
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More on this subject:  My understanding has always been that until the
toxin is produced and purified, or at least until you have the amount
of toxin, listed in specific amounts for each toxin, the organism is
exempt.  When the amount of toxin, per investigator, accumulates at any
one time, to a level equal to or above the listed threshhold, the toxin
must be registered, and all the other criteria regarding select agents
must be in compliance.  It is actually more clear in the new
regulations, since there is a threshhold amount listed for each toxin.
Sincerely, Bob Ellis
On Fri, 11 Apr 2003 13:40:47 -0500 Michael Betlach
<MBetlach@PROMEGA.COM> wrote:

> Note that the section (42 CFR 73.4) Dr. Ellis cited refers to 'genetic elements, recombinant nucleic acids, and recombinant organisms". I'd argue that this section isn't applicable to naturally occuring bacteria such as E. coli O157:H7, but rather to deliberate cloning and expression (to borrow from the NIH) to produce the toxin. This 'strict' interpretation is consistent with the "Declaration of Possession" forms that were sent out last year. For the toxins, it was not possible to check "Viable" as a category.
>
> Michael Betlach
> Promega
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Barringer, Amy [mailto:Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV]
> Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 1:28 PM
> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
> Subject: Re: More Select Agent Questions
>
>
> I received exactly the opposite response from CDC upon asking this same
> question about 2 and a half months ago.  I was told that the reg. did not
> extend to cover any of the microorganisms such as E.coli, Staph, etc. that
> produce toxins that are on the list unless it was for the specific purpose
> of producing toxin and then it was still the toxin that would be regulated
> not the organisms.  If what you say is the interpretation that CDC is
> looking for then most micro. labs across the nation are going to be Select
> Agent labs...I'd be hard pressed to find ones in my own building that don't
> work with toxin producing organisms.  I think CDC needs to extend official
> guidance on this subject in writing on their website.  I think there would
> be a major overhaul on many of the registrations submitted not to mention a
> ton of additional ones...
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU]
> Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 2:08 PM
> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
> Subject: More Select Agent Questions
>
> Dear Group,
>
> (I hope this makes sense.)
>
> After speaking with Dr. Barbara Ellis in the CDC Select Agent Group a couple
> weeks ago, I was dismayed to find out that non-select agents (like E. coli
> 0157:H7) that can synthesize USDA/HHS select infectious agents (like
> Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins) are considered to be select
> agents themselves. Now, if that doesn't make sense, then try it this way:
> anything that can make a select agent toxin is considered a select agent
> itself. Make sense? To me it seems a little gray, but here is the exact
> language she referred to:
>
> 42 Part 73.4(e)(2) - Genetic Elements, Recombinant Nucleic Acids, and
> Recombinant Organisms
>
> "Nucleic acids (synthetic or naturally derived) that encode for the
> functional form(s) of any of the listed toxins if the nucleic acids: a) are
> in a vector or host chromosome; b) can be expressed in vivo or in vitro; or
> c) are in a vector or host chromosome and can be expressed in vivo or in
> vitro."
>
> And here is a list of the HHS and/or USDA toxins:
>
> Toxins
>
> 1. Abrin
> 2. Botulinum neurotoxins
> 3. Clostridium perfringens epsilon toxin
> 4. Conotoxins
> 5. Diacetoxyscirpenol
> 6. Ricin
> 7. Saxitoxin
> 8. Shigatoxin and Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins
> 9. Staphylococcal enterotoxins
> 10. Tetrodotoxin
> 11. T-2 toxin
>
> Now, getting to my questions, 1) is anyone registering non-select agents
> that can synthesize select agent toxins, and 2) does anyone have a list of
> agents that can produce the above-listed toxins?
>
> Here's a start:
>
> 1. Escherichia coli 0157:H7 (produces Shiga-like ribosome inactivating
> proteins)
> 2. Staphylococcus aureus (produces Staphylococcal enterotoxin B)
> 3.
>
> FYI: I have a call into the CDC for additional clarification.
>
> MANY, MANY THANKS!
>
> --
> David R. Gillum
>
> Laboratory Safety Officer
> Environmental Health and Safety
> 11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall
> Durham, NH  03824
> Telephone #: 603-862-0197
> Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

====================
Robert P. Ellis, PhD
University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)
Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology
College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences
Colorado State University
Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA
  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729
  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu
====================
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 11 Apr 2003 13:21:07 -0600
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Robert P. Ellis" <Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Hypothetical SA Proposition
In-Reply-To:  <se96db77.024@zooey.nw.gwu.edu>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: Text/Plain; charset="us-ascii"

This would only work for toxins (not viable agents), since you could
dole out quantified amounts of toxin to an investigator.  I am
instructing researchers to maintain their toxin quantities, IF they are
using select agent toxins, well below the threshhold amount for each
toxin.  If an investigator needs to possess amount(s) of toxin(s) above
the limit, they must register.  That way the investigator, who is
the one conducting the research and the one who has registered
and approved access to the agent, is the one responsible for
maintaining the biosecurity of the agent.  Sincerely, Bob Ellis
On Fri, 11 Apr 2003 15:12:36 -0400 Jeffrey Good <rsojmg@GWUMC.EDU>
wrote:

> After reading some of the postings related to ordering exempt
> quantities, I have a question to the group:
>
> Has anyone considered becoming a registered facility for a particular
> agent (assuming you have several PI's who work with the same agent - SEB
> for example) purchasing and storing according to the requirements
> (managed by either the RO/ARO or designee) and then doing internal
> transfers of exempt quantities to the PI's who need it?
>
> AND/OR
>
> Are any RO/ARO, etc. acting as the only registered PI in the facility,
> then allowing researchers to only work in exempt quantities of a given
> agent?
>
> Just curious.
>
> Jeff

====================
Robert P. Ellis, PhD
University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)
Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology
College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences
Colorado State University
Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA
  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729
  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu
====================
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 11 Apr 2003 16:13:52 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>
Subject:      Re: More Select Agent Questions
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain

Dear Group,

I just want to clarify that the statement regarding Dr. Ellis at CDC was my
understanding of what she said. I should have stated it in my original
e-mail. So, I would like to send my apologies to her if she felt my e-mail
was offensive or too presumptuous.

-David

--
David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer
Environmental Health and Safety
11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall
Durham, NH  03824
Telephone #: 603-862-0197
Facsimile #: 603-862-0047


-----Original Message-----
From: Robert P. Ellis [mailto:Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU]
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 3:15 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Re: More Select Agent Questions

More on this subject:  My understanding has always been that until the
toxin is produced and purified, or at least until you have the amount
of toxin, listed in specific amounts for each toxin, the organism is
exempt.  When the amount of toxin, per investigator, accumulates at any
one time, to a level equal to or above the listed threshhold, the toxin
must be registered, and all the other criteria regarding select agents
must be in compliance.  It is actually more clear in the new
regulations, since there is a threshhold amount listed for each toxin.
Sincerely, Bob Ellis
On Fri, 11 Apr 2003 13:40:47 -0500 Michael Betlach
<MBetlach@PROMEGA.COM> wrote:

> Note that the section (42 CFR 73.4) Dr. Ellis cited refers to 'genetic
elements, recombinant nucleic acids, and recombinant organisms". I'd argue
that this section isn't applicable to naturally occuring bacteria such as E.
coli O157:H7, but rather to deliberate cloning and expression (to borrow
from the NIH) to produce the toxin. This 'strict' interpretation is
consistent with the "Declaration of Possession" forms that were sent out
last year. For the toxins, it was not possible to check "Viable" as a
category.
>
> Michael Betlach
> Promega
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: Barringer, Amy [mailto:Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV]
> Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 1:28 PM
> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
> Subject: Re: More Select Agent Questions
>
>
> I received exactly the opposite response from CDC upon asking this same
> question about 2 and a half months ago.  I was told that the reg. did not
> extend to cover any of the microorganisms such as E.coli, Staph, etc. that
> produce toxins that are on the list unless it was for the specific purpose
> of producing toxin and then it was still the toxin that would be regulated
> not the organisms.  If what you say is the interpretation that CDC is
> looking for then most micro. labs across the nation are going to be Select
> Agent labs...I'd be hard pressed to find ones in my own building that
don't
> work with toxin producing organisms.  I think CDC needs to extend official
> guidance on this subject in writing on their website.  I think there would
> be a major overhaul on many of the registrations submitted not to mention
a
> ton of additional ones...
>
> -----Original Message-----
> From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU]
> Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 2:08 PM
> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
> Subject: More Select Agent Questions
>
> Dear Group,
>
> (I hope this makes sense.)
>
> After speaking with Dr. Barbara Ellis in the CDC Select Agent Group a
couple
> weeks ago, I was dismayed to find out that non-select agents (like E. coli
> 0157:H7) that can synthesize USDA/HHS select infectious agents (like
> Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins) are considered to be select
> agents themselves. Now, if that doesn't make sense, then try it this way:
> anything that can make a select agent toxin is considered a select agent
> itself. Make sense? To me it seems a little gray, but here is the exact
> language she referred to:
>
> 42 Part 73.4(e)(2) - Genetic Elements, Recombinant Nucleic Acids, and
> Recombinant Organisms
>
> "Nucleic acids (synthetic or naturally derived) that encode for the
> functional form(s) of any of the listed toxins if the nucleic acids: a)
are
> in a vector or host chromosome; b) can be expressed in vivo or in vitro;
or
> c) are in a vector or host chromosome and can be expressed in vivo or in
> vitro."
>
> And here is a list of the HHS and/or USDA toxins:
>
> Toxins
>
> 1. Abrin
> 2. Botulinum neurotoxins
> 3. Clostridium perfringens epsilon toxin
> 4. Conotoxins
> 5. Diacetoxyscirpenol
> 6. Ricin
> 7. Saxitoxin
> 8. Shigatoxin and Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins
> 9. Staphylococcal enterotoxins
> 10. Tetrodotoxin
> 11. T-2 toxin
>
> Now, getting to my questions, 1) is anyone registering non-select agents
> that can synthesize select agent toxins, and 2) does anyone have a list of
> agents that can produce the above-listed toxins?
>
> Here's a start:
>
> 1. Escherichia coli 0157:H7 (produces Shiga-like ribosome inactivating
> proteins)
> 2. Staphylococcus aureus (produces Staphylococcal enterotoxin B)
> 3.
>
> FYI: I have a call into the CDC for additional clarification.
>
> MANY, MANY THANKS!
>
> --
> David R. Gillum
>
> Laboratory Safety Officer
> Environmental Health and Safety
> 11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall
> Durham, NH  03824
> Telephone #: 603-862-0197
> Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

====================
Robert P. Ellis, PhD
University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)
Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology
College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences
Colorado State University
Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA
  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729
  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu
====================
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 11 Apr 2003 14:43:31 -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:      Neutralizing and disposing of S.A, Toxins
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Good Afternoon Everyone,

My latest S.A. chore is to make an S. A. ISO formatted manual.

Quick question.  Lets say a PI is performing an experiment with an S. A
toxin and has waste.  I would like a shot-gun approach of neutralizing with
1 M NaOH and standard autoclaving.  For exposure time, I'd figure 15 min.
for the NaOH.  I think this would get rid of the heat stable stuff like S.E
A and B, while denaturing the other toxins as well.  Am I off base?   Any
suggestions?

Thanks,

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:         Fri, 11 Apr 2003 14:53:48 -0600
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Cliff Bond <cbond@MONTANA.EDU>
Subject:      Re: More Select Agent Questions
In-Reply-To:  <4F44C51ED1C9D311B761009027DC72181187B6D9@exch1.unh.edu>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

To the group,

In a letter from CDC dated December 5, 2002,  the following comment was
given: " .....we have updated your registration to reflect the addition =
of
select agents except for E. coli O157:H7 because it is not a select =
agent."
We included the organism because that laboratory uses that strain to =
produce
small quantities of toxin.  Changes were made in the select agent list
published in December, but I believe that this comment is still valid.  =
As
others have said - if we have to register all of the labs possessing
organisms capable of producing select agent toxins, the number of select
agent registrations would increase quite remarkably.

Cliff Bond

Clifford W. Bond, Professor
Department of Microbiology
Montana State University
Bozeman, MT 59717-3520
Telephone: (406) 994-4130
TeleFAX: (406) 994-4926

-----Original Message-----
From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On =
Behalf
Of David Gillum
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 12:08 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: More Select Agent Questions


Dear Group,

(I hope this makes sense.)

After speaking with Dr. Barbara Ellis in the CDC Select Agent Group a =
couple
weeks ago, I was dismayed to find out that non-select agents (like E. =
coli
0157:H7) that can synthesize USDA/HHS select infectious agents (like
Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins) are considered to be select
agents themselves. Now, if that doesn't make sense, then try it this =
way:
anything that can make a select agent toxin is considered a select agent
itself. Make sense? To me it seems a little gray, but here is the exact
language she referred to:

42 Part 73.4(e)(2) - Genetic Elements, Recombinant Nucleic Acids, and
Recombinant Organisms

"Nucleic acids (synthetic or naturally derived) that encode for the
functional form(s) of any of the listed toxins if the nucleic acids: a) =
are
in a vector or host chromosome; b) can be expressed in vivo or in vitro; =
or
c) are in a vector or host chromosome and can be expressed in vivo or in
vitro."

And here is a list of the HHS and/or USDA toxins:

Toxins

1. Abrin
2. Botulinum neurotoxins
3. Clostridium perfringens epsilon toxin
4. Conotoxins
5. Diacetoxyscirpenol
6. Ricin
7. Saxitoxin
8. Shigatoxin and Shiga-like ribosome inactivating proteins
9. Staphylococcal enterotoxins
10. Tetrodotoxin
11. T-2 toxin

Now, getting to my questions, 1) is anyone registering non-select agents
that can synthesize select agent toxins, and 2) does anyone have a list =
of
agents that can produce the above-listed toxins?

Here's a start:

1. Escherichia coli 0157:H7 (produces Shiga-like ribosome inactivating
proteins)
2. Staphylococcus aureus (produces Staphylococcal enterotoxin B) 3.

FYI: I have a call into the CDC for additional clarification.

MANY, MANY THANKS!

--
David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer
Environmental Health and Safety
11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall
Durham, NH  03824
Telephone #: 603-862-0197
Facsimile #: 603-862-0047
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 11 Apr 2003 16:18:17 -0500
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Neutralizing and disposing of S.A, Toxins
In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20030411142249.00a64ec0@tigger.cc.uic.edu>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=====================_1405849609==_"

--=====================_1405849609==_
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Terry

This might be useful..

Kath Harris

At 02:43 PM 4/11/2003 -0500, you wrote:
>Good Afternoon Everyone,
>
>My latest S.A. chore is to make an S. A. ISO formatted manual.
>
>Quick question.  Lets say a PI is performing an experiment with an S. A
>toxin and has waste.  I would like a shot-gun approach of neutralizing with
>1 M NaOH and standard autoclaving.  For exposure time, I'd figure 15 min.
>for the NaOH.  I think this would get rid of the heat stable stuff like S.E
>A and B, while denaturing the other toxins as well.  Am I off base?   Any
>suggestions?
>
>Thanks,
>
>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

**********************************************
Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.
Biological Safety Professional
Office of Research Safety
Northwestern University
NG-71 Technological Institute
2145 Sheridan Road
Evanston, IL 60208-3121
Phone: (847) 491-4387
Fax: (847) 467-2797
Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu
**********************************************
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Date:         Fri, 11 Apr 2003 15:58:08 -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:      Cell Lines and BSL-2 Revisited
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0007_01C30043.25375D20"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0007_01C30043.25375D20
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="Windows-1252"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Dear Biosafety Listservers:

The following represents language from our current University of Arizona =
Biosafety Manual (www.ibc.arizona.edu) relating to requirements for cell =
culture and BSL-2. We have from time to time had inquiries from =
researchers who question the broad categorization relating to all cell =
lines (primary or established) from animal origin. 

I have the following questions.

1.    Does your institutional or company policy vary substantially with =
the language given below, especially the last bullet?

2.    If it does vary, do you make a BSL distinction between =
human/primate and all other cell lines of animal origin?

I am in the process of updating the manual, and would like to reflect =
current knowledge and practice.

Sincerely,

Mark J. Grushka, M.S., CSP

Biosafety Officer

University of Arizona

621-5279

mgrushka@u.arizona.edu



The following must be handled at Biosafety Level 2 (including a Class II =
Biosafety Cabinet) or higher containment level:

  a.. All cell lines (primary and established) of human/primate origin
  b.. All cell lines derived from lymphoid or tumor tissue
  c.. All cell lines exposed to or transformed by any oncogenic virus
  d.. All cell lines exposed to or transformed by amphotropic packaging =
systems
  e.. All human clinical material (e.g., samples of human tissues and =
fluids obtained after surgical resection or autopsy)
  f.. All cell lines new to the laboratory (until verified to be free of =
all adventitious agents)
  g.. All mycoplasma-containing cell lines
  h.. All cell lines (primary or established) of animal origin
=========================================================================
Date:         Sat, 12 Apr 2003 14:41:53 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Thomas J. Shelley" <tjs1@CORNELL.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Open concept labs
In-Reply-To:  <42162B3251A1B04FB5E45E0158E25A4C0CADE8@hscex5.uchsc.edu>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="============_-1161949580==_ma============"

--============_-1161949580==_ma============
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Dear Colleagues--I have some very serious reservations about the
"open concept lab", especially in the academic R&D environment.
Aside from the already mentioned reasons, security, spills, flammable
liquid limits, space and turf issues, BL level containment, etc.,
there is another increasingly serious issue.  This is lab energy
conservation.  Labs are real energy hogs.  Our 10 largest lab
buildings use 50 percent of the energy on campus.  Mostly in the form
of heated and conditioned air moving out of the building in the
one-pass lab ventilation systems that are required for work with
hazardous agents of all kinds.   We can attain about a 30 percent
reduction in lab energy use by properly "tuning" HVAC systems and
using setbacks to cut air flows by 50 percent when no one is in the
room.  (I calculated recently that these measures would save Cornell
$ 1 billion over the next 100 years!!)  We have determined that the
only setback system that really works in our environment is motion
detection.  As we all know, many labs have specialized functions and
are occupied and used only infrequently during the course of the day
(or a week or a month).  The motion detection protocols work
especially well in this environment.  If a whole series of small
labs, many of which are empty most of the time and in the setback
mode, are opened up into one large lab this large lab will be
occupied most of the time and the setback will never go into effect,
especially since some proportion of our labs are occupied most of the
time......the city that never sleeps syndrome.   Even if the HVAC
system is zoned with multiple motion detection zones, all someone has
to do is walk the length of the lab to get a beaker off a shelf and
all of the motion detectors are tripped and the lab is in full flow.
So the open concept lab is seriously antithetical to lab energy
conservation and this defect alone makes this a non-functional
concept.  I realize there may be some good features of open concept
labs, but whenever the negative features of a concept override the
positive features it is time for the concept to be abandoned.  My
$.02.  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:         Sun, 13 Apr 2003 06:19:51 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Guy Innocente <innocent1@MINDSPRING.COM>
Subject:      Re: Fumehood and Biosafety Cabinet Annual Certification Question
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
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This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0175_01C30184.B10F8100
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi Jim and everyone.

I have a question to go along with the issue of ANNUAL testing of =
BioSafety Cabinets.

I thought OSHA (via CDC guidelines) was requiring BSC's and room =
exhausts with HEPA filters, to have semiannual testing.
Also, at one time, BSC's used for antineoplastic agents (cancer =
treatment drugs) also required semiannual testing per OSHA guidelines.  =
I did not check to see if the frequency changed when OSHA came out with =
their new compliance guidelines for "Hazardous drugs".

I'm having fun watching over a testing contract that requires some BSC's =
to be tested annually and others semiannually.

How has everyone else interpreted these guidelines.

Guy Innocente
  ----- Original Message -----
  From: Jim Kaufman
  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
  Sent: Monday, March 17, 2003 8:08 AM
  Subject: Fumehood and Biosafety Cabinet Annual Certification Question


  NACHOs et. al.,

  LSI is preparing a report on fumehood and biosafety cabinet =
certification by outside contractors/consultants.  I would appreciate =
knowing (1) the average cost per unit certified; (2) the =
aspects/features of the systems covered by the certification process; =
and (3) the names and address for companies and individuals who you have =
found to do a good job.

  Please respond directly to me (labsafe@aol.com) rather than to the =
list.  I will provide a summary to the list and the full report to all =
contributors.

  Thanks ... Jim

                ************************************
                        James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., 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:         Mon, 14 Apr 2003 08:27:49 -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: Fumehood and Biosafety Cabinet Annual Certification Question
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Guy,

What I do here is annual certification for all Class 2 A/B3 thimble cabinets
and annual certification with an air flow check every 6 months for all
biosafety cabinets connected to the HVAC systems.

> -----Original Message-----
> From: Guy Innocente [SMTP:innocent1@MINDSPRING.COM]
> Sent: Sunday, April 13, 2003 6:20 AM
> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
> Subject:      Re: Fumehood and Biosafety Cabinet Annual Certification
> Question
>
> Hi Jim and everyone.
>
> I have a question to go along with the issue of ANNUAL testing of
> BioSafety Cabinets.
>
> I thought OSHA (via CDC guidelines) was requiring BSC's and room exhausts
> with HEPA filters, to have semiannual testing.
> Also, at one time, BSC's used for antineoplastic agents (cancer treatment
> drugs) also required semiannual testing per OSHA guidelines.  I did not
> check to see if the frequency changed when OSHA came out with their new
> compliance guidelines for "Hazardous drugs".
>
> I'm having fun watching over a testing contract that requires some BSC's
> to be tested annually and others semiannually.
>
> How has everyone else interpreted these guidelines.
>
> Guy Innocente
>
>       ----- Original Message -----
>       From: Jim Kaufman <mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM>
>       To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU <mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
>       Sent: Monday, March 17, 2003 8:08 AM
>       Subject: Fumehood and Biosafety Cabinet Annual Certification
> Question
>
>       NACHOs et. al.,
>
>       LSI is preparing a report on fumehood and biosafety cabinet
> certification by outside contractors/consultants.  I would appreciate
> knowing (1) the average cost per unit certified; (2) the aspects/features
> of the systems covered by the certification process; and (3) the names and
> address for companies and individuals who you have found to do a good job.
>
>       Please respond directly to me (labsafe@aol.com) rather than to the
> list.  I will provide a summary to the list and the full report to all
> contributors.
>
>       Thanks ... Jim
>
>                     ************************************
>                             James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., 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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>
>
>1.    Does your institutional or company policy vary substantially with
>the language given below, especially the last bullet?

Yes

>2.    If it does vary, do you make a BSL distinction between human/primate=

>and all other cell lines of animal origin?

Generally



>Mark J. Grushka, M.S., CSP

Mark,

Below is the relevant section from our biosafety manual.

J.      GUIDELINES FOR ACTIVITY WITH VIRUSES, TISSUE CULTURES, AND HUMAN
SPECIMENS
1.      Introduction
Some classes of viruses have been shown to cause cancer in animals and/or
to cause a malignant transformation of cells in vitro.  These viruses, with=

the potential for inducing a malignant change, have been termed the
oncogenic viruses.  Although, to the best of our knowledge, no leukemia or=

tumor attributable to laboratory infection has occurred in man, one should=

utilize protective measures while working with these oncogenic viruses.

All mice inherit some information related to RNA tumor viruses.  In some
inbred strains, this information is expressed and results in production of=

murine type C viruses.  Some of the viruses are also produced by many
strains of mouse cells in the mixed lymphocyte reaction or in
graftversushost disease.  Since these viruses are classified as low risk
oncogenic viruses, investigators working with mice and mouse cells must
exercise appropriate precautions.

Nononcogenic viruses have repeatedly caused infections in laboratory
personnel.  Ninetyeight percent of the laboratory acquired infections
covered in a survey occurred at institutions engaged in research, and/or
diagnostic work.  Seventyone percent of the infections occurred in
scientific personnel  the remainder being distributed among animal
caretakers, students, janitors, dishwashers, clerical, and maintenance
personnel.

2.      Classification of Animal Viruses on Basis of Hazard
a.      Low Risk - BL1 if the virus cannot replicate in human cells, BL2 if=

it can:

Oncogenic viruses that have a low potential hazard:  Rous sarcoma; SV40;
Polyoma; Adenovirus; Marek's; Rat, Murine, Hamster, and Bovine leukemia;
(see Federal Register 51:88, 16968 in Appendix A for complete list).

Class 1 nononcogenic viruses: all viruses not assigned to a higher class.

b.      Moderate Risk - BL2 to BL3

Criteria for Moderate Risk Oncogenic Viruses:
=D8       Suspected oncogenic virus isolate from man.
=D8       Virus that produces cancer without the aid of experimental virus=

modification in a subhuman primate.
=D8       Virus that transforms human cells in vitro with high efficiency,=
 as
evidenced by a morphological and/or functional alteration that is
transferred genetically.
=D8       A nondefective genetic recombinant between an animal oncogenic
virus and a microorganism infectious for man shall be considered moderate
risk until its oncogenic potential for man is determined.

Moderate Risk Oncogenic Viruses:
=D8       RNA Tumor Viruses:  Feline Leukemia Virus, Feline Sarcoma Virus,=

Woolly Monkey Sarcoma Virus, Gibbon Ape Lymphosarcoma Virus, HTLV, any
other mammalian sarcoma viruses infectious for human cells.
=D8       DNA Tumor Viruses:  Herpes virus saimiri, ateles, simplex I & II;=

EpsteinBarr, Yaba pox virus, Human papilloma virus, Nondefective Adeno
2SV40 hybrids

Class 2 nononcogenic viruses:  Cache Valley virus, coxsackie viruses,
echoviruses, encephalomyocarditis virus, Flanders virus, Hart Park virus,
Hepatitis viruses, infectious bronchitislike virus, influenza viruses,
Langat virus, measles virus, mumps virus, parainfluenza viruses, polio
viruses, pox viruses (except those in higher risk categories), rabies virus=

(except rabies street virus), reoviruses, respiratory syncytial virus,
rhinoviruses, rubella viruses, simian viruses (except those in higher risk=

categories), Tenshaw virus, Turlock virus, vaccinia virus, varicella virus,=

vesicular stomatitis virus (see Federal Register 51:88, 16968 in Appendix A=

for complete list).

c.      High Risk (BL3 to BL4): A virus proven to possess great potential
for inducing cancer or other serious to potentially life threatening
disease in man.  No oncogenic viruses are presently classified as BL4.

The following nononcogenic viruses are classified as Class 3
agents:  Arboviruses (except those classified as Class 2 and 4 - See
CDC/NIH Biosafety in Microbiological & Biomedical Laboratories for detail
listing), lymphocytic choriomeningitis virus, rabies street virus (when
used in inoculations of wild animals or domestic carnivores), and yellow
fever virus (in vitro).

The following nononcogenic viruses are classified as high risk
(BL4):  Hemorrhagic fever agents, Ebola, Monkey B virus, Lassa virus,
Machupo, Marburg virus, tickborne encephalitis virus complex yellow fever
virus (in vivo).  (See CDC/NIH Biosafety in Microbiological & Biomedical
Laboratories for detail listing.)

3.      Guidelines for Tissue Culture Studies

Principle
Risks from working with animal (including human) material in vitro involve=

the possibilities that the original material may contain viruses or other
organisms which may be pathogenic.  In addition, the cells themselves may,=

under certain circumstances, be capable of crossing histocompatibility
barriers.
Cells, derived products, and microorganisms which may be present under in
vitro conditions, may pose a greater hazard than in the animal (including
human) host due to activation or altered properties brought on by in vitro=

manipulations.

At least 24 documented cases of infection of laboratory workers handling
primary cell cultures have occurred in the past 30 years. (Biosafety in
Microbiological and Biomedical Laboratories, Appendix H;
http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bmbl4/bmbl4toc.htm )  Additional
potential hazards to laboratory workers are presented by cells transformed=

with viral agents, such as SV-40, EBV, or HBV, as well as cells carrying
viral genomic material. Tumorigenic human cells also are potential hazards=

as a result of self-inoculation.

Containment
BL2 is the base containment level.  Certain cells and operations may
require higher containment.  Other cells and operations may be performed
safely at lower containment.  Containment level is based on:
a.      origin of the cell line (i.e., normal animal, cells from patients
with hereditary diseases, animal known to be infected, tumor tissue or host=

bearing a tumor, cell lines defined as those that multiply in a continuous=

manner cell lines).

b.      operation (i.e., short term culture, 23 weeks), long term culture,=

cocultivation or fusion between cells with agents such as Sendai virus or
polyethylene glycol that could lead to the rescue of an oncogenic virus or=

the formation of recombinant virus particles with altered species
specificity, passage in animals of the same species as the cells
(homograft) or different species (xenograft).

c.      resident pathogenic agent.

In general, no tissues or cells may be passed into human beings without
specific review and approval.  Level 3 containment is initially required
for work with nonhuman primate cells and tissues that may contain Herpes B=

virus (level 2 otherwise).  Level 1 is usually appropriate for all pathogen=

free nonmammalian and some nonprimate mammalian tissues and cells (though
BL2 is recommended for the protection of the culture).
Table J1.       Retrovirus Risk Assessment

(The table's format did not copy into the email program.  If you want it, I=

will email it as a MS word doc.)

Richie


Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP
Senior Biosafety Officer
Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461
617-258-5647
rfink@mit.edu
http://web.mit.edu/environment
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1.    Does your institutional or company policy vary substantially with the language given below, especially the last bullet?


Yes

2.&n= 

bsp;   If it does vary, do you make a BSL distinction between human/primate and all other cell lines of animal origin? 


Generally


Mark= J. Grushka, M.S., CSP


Mark,

Below is the relevant section from our biosafety manual.
  

J.      GUIDELINES FOR ACTIVITY WITH VIRUSES, TISSUE CULTURES, AND HUMAN SPECIMENS       


1.      Introduction<= x-tab>    

Some classes of viruses have been shown to cause cancer in animals and/or to cause a malignant transformation of cells in vitro.  These viruses, with the potential for inducing a malignant change, have been termed the oncogenic viruses.  Although, to the best of our knowledge, no leukemia or tumor attributable to laboratory infection has occurred in man, one should utilize protective measures while working with these oncogenic viruses.

All mice inherit some information related to RNA tumor viruses.  In some inbred strains, this information is expressed and results in production of murine type C viruses.  Some of the viruses are also produced by many strains of mouse cells in the mixed lymphocyte reaction or in graftversushost disease.  Since these viruses are classified as low risk oncogenic viruses, investigators working with mice and mouse cells must exercise appropriate precautions.

Nononcogenic viruses have repeatedly caused infections in laboratory personnel.  Ninetyeight percent of the laboratory acquired infections covered in a survey occurred at institutions engaged in research, and/or diagnostic work.  Seventyone percent of the infections occurred in scientific personnel  the remainder being distributed among animal caretakers, students, janitors, dishwashers, clerical, and maintenance personnel. 

2.      Classification of Animal Viruses on Basis of Hazard      

a.      Low Risk - BL1 if the virus cannot replicate in human cells, BL2 if it can:

Oncogenic viruses that have a low potential hazard:  Rous sarcoma; SV40; Polyoma; Adenovirus; Marek's; Rat, Murine, Hamster, and Bovine leukemia; (see Federal Register 51:88, 16968 in Appendix A for complete list). 

Class 1 nononcogenic viruses: all viruses not assigned to a higher class.

b.      Moderate Risk - BL2 to BL3

Criteria for Moderate Risk Oncogenic Viruses: 

=D8     Suspected oncogenic virus isolate from man. 

=D8     Virus that produces cancer without the aid of experimental virus modification in a subhuman primate. 

=D8     Virus that transforms human cells in vitro with high efficiency, as evidenced by a morphological and/or functional alteration that is transferred genetically. 

=D8     A nondefective genetic recombinant between an animal oncogenic virus and a microorganism infectious for man shall be considered moderate risk until its oncogenic potential for man is determined. 

Moderate Risk Oncogenic Viruses: 

=D8     RNA Tumor Viruses:  Feline Leukemia Virus, Feline Sarcoma Virus, Woolly Monkey Sarcoma Virus, Gibbon Ape Lymphosarcoma Virus, HTLV, any other mammalian sarcoma viruses infectious for human cells. 

=D8     DNA Tumor Viruses:  Herpes virus saimiri, ateles, simplex I & II; EpsteinBarr, Yaba pox virus, Human papilloma virus, Nondefective Adeno 2SV40 hybrids

Class 2 nononcogenic viruses:  Cache Valley virus, coxsackie viruses, echoviruses, encephalomyocarditis virus, Flanders virus, Hart Park virus, Hepatitis viruses, infectious bronchitislike virus, influenza viruses, Langat virus, measles virus, mumps virus, parainfluenza viruses, polio viruses, pox viruses (except those in higher risk categories), rabies virus (except rabies street virus), reoviruses, respiratory syncytial virus, rhinoviruses, rubella viruses, simian viruses (except those in higher risk categories), Tenshaw virus, Turlock virus, vaccinia virus, varicella virus, vesicular stomatitis virus (see Federal Register 51:88, 16968 in Appendix A for complete list).

c.      High Risk (BL3 to BL4): A virus proven to possess great potential for inducing cancer or other serious to potentially life threatening disease in man.  No oncogenic viruses are presently classified as BL4.

The following nononcogenic viruses are classified as Class 3 agents:  Arboviruses (except those classified as Class 2 and 4 - See CDC/NIH Biosafety in Microbiological & Biomedical Laboratories for detail listing), lymphocytic choriomeningitis virus, rabies street virus (when used in inoculations of wild animals or domestic carnivores), and yellow fever virus (in vitro).

The following nononcogenic viruses are classified as high risk (BL4):  Hemorrhagic fever agents, Ebola, Monkey B virus, Lassa virus, Machupo, Marburg virus, tickborne encephalitis virus complex yellow fever virus (in vivo).  (See CDC/NIH Biosafety in Microbiological & Biomedical Laboratories for detail listing.)

3.      Guidelines for Tissue Culture Studies    

Principle 

Risks from working with animal (including human) material in vitro involve the possibilities that the original material may contain viruses or other organisms which may be pathogenic.  In addition, the cells themselves may, under certain circumstances, be capable of crossing histocompatibility barriers. 

Cells, derived products, and microorganisms which may be present under in vitro conditions, may pose a greater hazard than in the animal (including human) host due to activation or altered properties brought on by in vitro manipulations. 

At least 24 documented cases of infection of laboratory workers handling primary cell cultures have occurred in the past 30 years. (Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical Laboratories, Appendix H; http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bmbl4/bmbl4toc.htm )  Additional potential hazards to laboratory workers are presented by cells transformed with viral agents, such as SV-40, EBV, or HBV, as well as cells carrying viral genomic material. Tumorigenic human cells also are potential hazards as a result of self-inoculation. 

Containment 

BL2 is the base containment level.  Certain cells and operations may require higher containment.  Other cells and operations may be performed safely at lower containment.  Containment level is based on: 

a.      origin of the cell line (i.e., normal animal, cells from patients with hereditary diseases, animal known to be infected, tumor tissue or host bearing a tumor, cell lines defined as those that multiply in a continuous manner cell lines).

b.      operation (i.e., short term culture, 23 weeks), long term culture, cocultivation or fusion between cells with agents such as Sendai virus or polyethylene glycol that could lead to the rescue of an oncogenic virus or the formation of recombinant virus particles with altered species specificity, passage in animals of the same species as the cells (homograft) or different species (xenograft).

c.      resident pathogenic agent.

In general, no tissues or cells may be passed into human beings without specific review and approval.  Level 3 containment is initially required for work with nonhuman primate cells and tissues that may contain Herpes B virus (level 2 otherwise).  Level 1 is usually appropriate for all pathogen free nonmammalian and some nonprimate mammalian tissues and cells (though BL2 is recommended for the protection of the culture). 


Table J1.       Retrovirus Risk Assessment      
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Your not going to be able to use standard autoclaving as a viable means for
inactivating mycotoxins (T-2) and your low molecular weight marine toxins
(brevetoxin, saxitoxin, etc) which are very stable and would not be
inactivated.  In some cases as with brevetoxin a .1N NaOH solution with a
10 minute contact time would be adequate would for contaminated glassware
and hard surfaces.  (Poli: J. Assoc. Off. Anal. Chem.  Vol 71, No 5,
1988).  For T-2 you need a basic hypochlorite solution for effective
inactivation (2.5% NaOCl + .25N NaOH).  I do not believe that a one size
fits all approach is a good one to follow regarding the inactivation of toxins.

   02:43 PM 4/11/2003 -0500, you wrote:
>Good Afternoon Everyone,
>
>My latest S.A. chore is to make an S. A. ISO formatted manual.
>
>Quick question.  Lets say a PI is performing an experiment with an S. A
>toxin and has waste.  I would like a shot-gun approach of neutralizing with
>1 M NaOH and standard autoclaving.  For exposure time, I'd figure 15 min.
>for the NaOH.  I think this would get rid of the heat stable stuff like S.E
>A and B, while denaturing the other toxins as well.  Am I off base?   Any
>suggestions?
>
>Thanks,
>
>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

______________________________________________________________________________

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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Your not going to be able to use standard autoclaving as a viable means for inactivating mycotoxins (T-2) and your low molecular weight marine toxins (brevetoxin, saxitoxin, etc) which are very stable and would not be inactivated.  In some cases as with brevetoxin a .1N NaOH solution with a 10 minute contact time would be adequate would for contaminated glassware and hard surfaces.  (Poli: J. Assoc. Off. Anal. Chem.  Vol 71, No 5, 1988).  For T-2 you need a basic hypochlorite solution for effective inactivation (2.5% NaOCl + .25N NaOH).  I do not believe that a one size fits all approach is a good one to follow regarding the inactivation of toxins.

  02:43 PM 4/11/2003 -0500, you wrote:


Good Afternoon Everyone,

My latest S.A. chore is to make an S. A. ISO formatted manual.

Quick question.  Lets say a PI is performing an experiment with an S. A
toxin and has waste.  I would like a shot-gun approach of neutralizing with
1 M NaOH and standard autoclaving.  For exposure time, I'd figure 15 min.
for the NaOH.  I think this would get rid of the heat stable stuff like S.E
A and B, while denaturing the other toxins as well.  Am I off base?   Any
suggestions?

Thanks,

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
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With Bioterror Fears Rising, An Expert Winds Up on Trial

When Dr. Butler Said He Lost 30 Samples Of the Plague, It Triggered a
Federal Case

By RUSSELL GOLD
Staff Reporter of THE WALL STREET JOURNAL

Dr. Thomas Butler has devoted much of his 30-year career to research
on the plague, a fast-spreading infectious disease that kills its
victims within days.

He earned a tenured position in infectious diseases at Texas Tech
University and published dozens of papers in prestigious journals. As
the threat of terrorism escalated in recent years, the Army and the
U.S. Centers for Disease Control expressed interest in collaborating
with him on studies of how best to treat outbreaks of the plague.

Then, on Jan. 11, he arrived at his office and made an entry in his
research log that would change his life and stun his colleagues. He
wrote that 30 vials of plague bacteria were missing and possibly
stolen from his laboratory.

Campus police notified the Federal Bureau of Investigation. The news
traveled quickly to Washington, where Homeland Security Secretary Tom
Ridge personally ordered his staff to put crisis plans into action.
By 3 a.m. on Jan. 15, 60 FBI and local law-enforcement agents were
searching Dr. Butler's home and knocking on doors across Lubbock.

If a terrorist released samples of the plague bacteria -- known as
yersinia pestis, or YP -- over a city using an aerosol bomb,
thousands of people could arrive at emergency rooms with what
appeared to be rapidly progressing pneumonia. Without proper
treatment, patients would almost certainly die from respiratory
failure.

Investigators descending on Lubbock discovered that Dr. Butler had
traveled to Tanzania, a suspected haven for terrorists and site of a
1998 U.S. embassy bombing. Their suspicions only grew when federal
officials learned the scientist had carried vials of YP on commercial
flights from Tanzania to Texas without proper import licenses.

That afternoon, the 61-year-old Dr. Butler was led into court in leg
irons and handcuffs. The missing vials were the top story on national
cable news channels for hours on the morning of his arrest.

Before Sept. 11, 2001, the case probably wouldn't have aroused the
attention of anyone beyond his immediate supervisors. Now, however,
Dr. Butler faces 14 felony charges and, if convicted, up to 74 years
in jail. Last week a grand jury handed up an indictment charging him
with lying to federal agents and illegally transporting undeclared
vials of YP on commercial airplanes and in Federal Express packages.
No trial date has been set. Dr. Butler's lawyer says he will plead
not guilty.

The FBI has concluded that Dr. Butler had no connection to terrorist
activities. But why he would destroy the vials and lie about it, as
the investigators allege, remains a mystery. Assistant U.S. Attorney
Dick Baker describes Dr. Butler as a potential threat to the "safety
of the community." Dr. Butler didn't respond to requests for
interviews.

Until recently, Dr. Butler appeared to be on the forefront of the
fight against terrorism. Now, he is under house arrest, wearing an
electronic monitoring bracelet. His research has been halted. He is
barred from any contact with colleagues at the Centers for Disease
Control or the U.S. Army's Institute of Infectious Diseases.

Dr. Butler's case is an example of the difficulties involved in
assessing potential threats in the wake of the Sept. 11 terrorist
attacks. In a world where the public and law-enforcement officials
alike are inclined to endorse hair-trigger responses, some people may
be caught in the crossfire.

Aversion to Paperwork

Colleagues believe Dr. Butler is a diligent researcher with a blase
attitude about paperwork. Federal officials, however, see him as a
serious threat. Dr. Butler declined to comment for this article. His
lawyer says he is a victim of the nation's "state of war" on
terrorism. For now, it's impossible to know. Still, extensive
interviews with others involved in this case and a review through
open-records filings of hundreds of pages of documents show Dr.
Butler's rapid transformation from respected researcher to accused
felon.

Dr. Butler looks like Hollywood's image of a trustworthy physician:
tall, thin and white-haired, with a gentle smile. When he wasn't
teaching or treating patients, he worked in a windowless office on
the fourth floor of the Health Sciences building at Texas Tech. The
only personal touch in his lab was a coffee maker, colleagues said.
Everything else was books and beakers.

He was a naval officer stationed in Vietnam in 1969, when he first
witnessed the stunning brutality of the plague. "We were humbled by
the swift progression of this disease which carried healthy
individuals to death within three days," he wrote. He encountered the
bubonic variety of the plague, which is spread by infected fleas and
launched the pandemic responsible for wiping out a third of Europe's
population in the 14th century. Officials worry that terrorists may
deploy a different form of the same disease: the pneumonic plague,
which can be spread by a human coughing -- or a terrorist's aerosol
bomb.

Since 1999 his research focused on a seemingly simple question. Which
antibiotic is better to treat the disease: streptomycin or gentamicin?

The Food and Drug Administration prefers streptomycin. But the drug
isn't manufactured regularly anymore in part because it can cause
hearing loss. Not being able to get enough antibiotics quickly would
be catastrophic in the event of an outbreak. "Pneumonic plague is
invariably fatal if antibiotic therapy is delayed more than one day,"
says the U.S. Army's handbook on responding to bioterrorism.

That's why the Army prefers the widely available gentamicin, even
though it has never been approved by the FDA for use treating the
pneumonic plague. Even before the Sept. 11 terrorist assaults, and
the anthrax attacks that followed, interest in Dr. Butler's work was
growing.

"I am very much interested in doing some collaborative plague work
and would relish participating in some field trials," Col. Ted
Cieslak of the Army's Institute of Infectious Diseases at Fort
Detrick, Md., wrote to Dr. Butler in a 1999 letter obtained in an
open-records request to Texas Tech.

Focus on Plague

In 2001, Texas Tech granted Dr. Butler a one-year sabbatical so he
could focus exclusively on plague research. Three times over the next
12 months he traveled to Tanzania. There, he worked with William
Mwengee, a medical officer for the Ministry of Health stationed in
the rural northeast corner of the country, where the plague is
endemic. With approval from the Tanzanian government, Dr. Mwengee
began to recruit patients for his study.

At the same time, back in Lubbock, an academic spat with significant
consequences was brewing. In 1999, Dr. Butler had received the first
of two grants for a total of $179,000 from Chiron Corp., a biotech
company in Emeryville, Calif., to enroll patients in a large study to
determine whether an experimental drug improved their chances of
surviving severe sepsis, an often-fatal blood infection.

Most patients with severe sepsis die quickly. The mortality rate can
be as high as 50%. The number of patients dying in Dr. Butler's study
attracted the attention of the university's Institutional Review
Board, which oversees human research to protect patients. When the
IRB asked questions, Dr. Butler was slow to provide requested
documents, according to Lorenz Lutherer, a physiology professor who
mediated a dispute between Dr. Butler and university administrators
over how the incident was handled in its early stages. Texas Tech
shut down the trial in May 2001, and then restarted it a month later
when he provided documents showing that other hospitals involved in
the drug trial had similar mortality rates.

"It was a paperwork issue," says Dr. Lutherer. The situation left Dr.
Butler feeling as if his credibility had been unjustly attacked,
according to Dr. Lutherer. While the academic spat was resolved, the
IRB's investigation slowly proceeded.

As the dispute heated up, Dr. Butler was getting more deeply involved
in his Tanzania project. In April 2002, on his final trip to Africa,
he brought back YP samples in vials. The containers were stowed in
his luggage aboard the commercial flights. According to the
indictment, he failed to declare his cargo on customs forms, as the
CDC required.

The next month, the FDA announced that it would award three grants
with a combined value of $2.1 million to develop clinical studies of
gentamicin, the Army's preferred plague fighter. In his Lubbock
laboratory, Dr. Butler was already growing cultures of the YP strain
he brought back from Tanzania. He began testing various antibiotics
on the cultures. He appeared to be a leading candidate to receive one
of the FDA grants.

In June 2002, he led a two-day seminar at the CDC's
infectious-disease laboratory in Fort Collins, Colo., driving there
from Texas with the plague samples in his car. Although preliminary,
the results of his clinical trials on patients in Tanzania suggested
that gentamicin was the better drug. The data were "quite promising,"
says David Dennis, a retired epidemiologist who oversaw the plague
program for the CDC.

Seeking a Grant

Upon returning from Colorado, Dr. Butler went to work applying for
one of the FDA's $700,000 grants. He submitted a 24-page proposal.
For his work in Tanzania, he proposed to purchase a freezer, a
centrifuge, $16,000 of antibiotics and a $30,000 four-wheel-drive
vehicle. He detailed his contacts with Dr. Mwengee and explained that
the Tanzanian government had given permission to test gentamicin on
plague patients. For his Lubbock lab, he sought a $20,000 autoclave,
which is used to sterilize lab equipment, and funding to pay a
full-time research assistant an annual salary of $26,500.

Dr. Mwengee couldn't be reached to comment.

Dr. Butler failed, however, to file a two-page application known as
Form 1571. Gentamicin isn't approved for plague patients, so the form
was required before the drug could be tested on humans. In the
application, Dr. Butler said he intended to test first, then file the
form "if the clinical performance of gentamicin is good." Such "off
label" use of prescription drugs by doctors is common, but clinical
researchers are required to adhere to rigorous procedures to make
sure patients in a drug trial are informed of the potential risks.

In August, the FDA says it rejected his application because he failed
to file Form 1571. A university aide who helped Dr. Butler put
together the application reminded him of the requirement to fill out
the form three times, according to a university official. To date,
only one of the three FDA grants has been awarded.

In September, Mike Jones, a Texas Tech biosafety officer, received a
fax from the Army scientists at Fort Detrick requesting some of Dr.
Butler's plague samples for study. When the biosafety officer asked
Dr. Butler if he had plague samples in his laboratory, Dr. Butler
said he didn't, according to an affidavit taken by university police.
The federal indictment alleges that a couple of days earlier, Dr.
Butler had packed YP samples into a Federal Express package and sent
them to Tanzania.

Shut Down

About a month later, Dr. Butler learned that the university's
Internal Review Board was shutting down all his human research. The
IRB said the decision was based on a review of the work he did on the
Chiron sepsis drug. The specific reason was blacked out on a document
acquired through an open-records request.

A week after his suspension, university officials learned that Dr.
Butler not only had YP samples in his lab but had given some of them
to Army researchers at Fort Detrick. According to the indictment, Dr.
Butler carried them on an American Airlines flight from Lubbock to
Ronald Reagan Washington National Airport. Once again, he hadn't done
the proper paperwork, according to the indictment.

On Jan. 10, Dr. Butler was hand-delivered a letter telling him the
university was proceeding with an inquiry into his activities. The
letter was obtained in a Freedom of Information Act request, but most
of its contents were blacked out. It is unclear whether the focus of
the investigation was the Chiron drug trial, Dr. Butler's plague
research, both, or something else entirely. University officials
confirmed they are investigating but declined to provide details.

The next day, a Saturday, Dr. Butler went to his lab to work on the
plague samples. He wrote in his laboratory log that 30 vials of YP
were missing.

On Tuesday afternoon, Dr. Butler met with the chairman of his
department, Dr. Donald Wesson, and repeated that the vials were
missing.

"I was flabbergasted," Dr. Wesson stated in an affidavit. Reached at
his home Sunday, Dr. Wesson said, "I don't know why he did what he
did," but declined to comment further.

Dr. Butler told his superiors he didn't see any reason to notify
campus police. He suggested a departmental investigation. But the
dean of the medical school disagreed and called the police.

A little more than a year earlier, Lubbock had been the site of a
mock bioterrorism drill staged by the Justice Department. The
scenario was eerily prescient: Terrorists use an aerosol bomb to
spread YP at a concert in the Buddy Holly Civic Center.

Chain Reaction

When Dr. Butler reported the vials missing, campus police applied the
lessons learned during the drill. That set off a chain reaction that
tested many of the new systems established in the wake of the Sept.
11 attacks. Lubbock and Washington swung into action.

Dr. Butler's attorney, Floyd Holder, says local and federal officials
overreacted. "Academic freedom," says Mr. Holder, "is inconsistent
with us being in a state of war."

He says his client accidentally sterilized the tubes in an autoclave,
then forgot he had done so. He notes that Dr. Butler had nearly 200
vials with YP in his laboratory and that losing track of 30 of them
is not as difficult as it might sound.

In simpler times, a report of missing vials probably would have drawn
little attention. Even Dr. Butler's decision to carry vials of the
plague in his suitcase would have aroused scant concern. The practice
is so common that CDC officials have a nickname for it: "VIP," for
"vial in pocket."

But terrorist threats have changed that. After five people died from
exposure to anthrax, Congress passed laws to expand federal oversight
of laboratories working with dangerous toxins. The federal government
wants to maintain an up-to-date national inventory of the toxins.
Some of Dr. Butler's colleagues say his arrest could have a chilling
effect on their work.

"The image of a professor in shackles was very upsetting to many of
us," says Anthony Way, a preventive-medicine professor at Texas Tech.
"Nobody, particularly a professor, deserves that treatment."

The CDC estimates that about 800 labs nationwide work with so-called
select agents, the 49 toxins on the government's bioterrorism list.
Federal officials acknowledge that policing these labs won't be easy.

Starting this spring, labs must submit a list of all the select
agents they contain and notify the federal government when any of
them are destroyed. In addition, the Justice Department will run
background checks on scientists working with toxins. Failure to
comply is a felony punishable by up to five years in prison.

The new laws also say that anyone convicted of a felony can no longer
work with the 49 select agents. That means that if Dr. Butler is
convicted, his career would effectively be finished.

-- Gary Fields contributed to this article.

Write to Russell Gold at russell.gold@wsj.com
--
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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--Boundary_(ID_yuY49Xnd7O91o+kO5COr3g)
Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"
Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            In keeping with my broad application of human source
material and the 29 CFR 1910.1030 regulation, any human origin cell
lines, sera, tissues etc. etc...even feces and urine, are handled in the
lab at BSL-2. I know some folks may have a differing opinion, but I
believe in being uniform and consistent and not giving lab people too
much latitude in interpreting and applying practices and principles in
the lab. It is much easier now since most labs working with these
materials have a sink, BSC and an autoclave available somewhere in the
building.
Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----
From: Mark Grushka [mailto:mgrushka@U.ARIZONA.EDU]
Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 6:58 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Cell Lines and BSL-2 Revisited

Dear Biosafety Listservers:
The following represents language from our current University of Arizona
Biosafety Manual (www.ibc.arizona.edu) relating to requirements for cell
culture and BSL-2. We have from time to time had inquiries from
researchers who question the broad categorization relating to all cell
lines (primary or established) from animal origin. 
I have the following questions.
1.    Does your institutional or company policy vary substantially with
the language given below, especially the last bullet?
2.    If it does vary, do you make a BSL distinction between
human/primate and all other cell lines of animal origin?
I am in the process of updating the manual, and would like to reflect
current knowledge and practice.
Sincerely,
Mark J. Grushka, M.S., CSP
Biosafety Officer
University of Arizona
621-5279
mgrushka@u.arizona.edu

The following must be handled at Biosafety Level 2 (including a Class II
Biosafety Cabinet) or higher containment level:
*         All cell lines (primary and established) of human/primate
origin
*         All cell lines derived from lymphoid or tumor tissue
*         All cell lines exposed to or transformed by any oncogenic
virus
*         All cell lines exposed to or transformed by amphotropic
packaging systems
*         All human clinical material (e.g., samples of human tissues
and fluids obtained after surgical resection or autopsy)
*         All cell lines new to the laboratory (until verified to be
free of all adventitious agents)
*         All mycoplasma-containing cell lines
*         All cell lines (primary or established) of animal origin
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Good to hear from you Glenn. I will call you. I still have to get you =
the digital pics of that great Dim Sum place you took us to in SF last =
fall. I always like to "photo document" epic events in my culinary life! =
Mark
  ----- Original Message -----
  From: Funk, Glenn
  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
  Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 4:33 PM
  Subject: Re: Cell Lines and BSL-2 Revisited


  Mark -

  Give me a call next week and I'll share some info with you regarding =
my experience at UCSF with this issue.

  -- Glenn
  Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP
  Director and Biosafety Officer
  Environment, Health and Safety
  MedImmune Vaccines, Inc.
  408-845-8847

    -----Original Message-----
    From: Mark Grushka [mailto:mgrushka@U.ARIZONA.EDU]
    Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 3:58 PM
    To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
    Subject: Cell Lines and BSL-2 Revisited


    Dear Biosafety Listservers:

    The following represents language from our current University of =
Arizona Biosafety Manual (www.ibc.arizona.edu) relating to requirements =
for cell culture and BSL-2. We have from time to time had inquiries from =
researchers who question the broad categorization relating to all cell =
lines (primary or established) from animal origin. 

    I have the following questions.

    1.    Does your institutional or company policy vary substantially =
with the language given below, especially the last bullet?

    2.    If it does vary, do you make a BSL distinction between =
human/primate and all other cell lines of animal origin?

    I am in the process of updating the manual, and would like to =
reflect current knowledge and practice.

    Sincerely,

    Mark J. Grushka, M.S., CSP

    Biosafety Officer

    University of Arizona

    621-5279

    mgrushka@u.arizona.edu



    The following must be handled at Biosafety Level 2 (including a =
Class II Biosafety Cabinet) or higher containment level:

      a.. All cell lines (primary and established) of human/primate =
origin
      b.. All cell lines derived from lymphoid or tumor tissue
      c.. All cell lines exposed to or transformed by any oncogenic =
virus
      d.. All cell lines exposed to or transformed by amphotropic =
packaging systems
      e.. All human clinical material (e.g., samples of human tissues =
and fluids obtained after surgical resection or autopsy)
      f.. All cell lines new to the laboratory (until verified to be =
free of all adventitious agents)
      g.. All mycoplasma-containing cell lines
      h.. All cell lines (primary or established) of animal origin
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Dr. Harris,

That was very useful!

Thanks,

Terry


At 04:18 PM 4/11/03 -0500, you wrote:
>Terry
>
>This might be useful..
>
>Kath Harris
>
>At 02:43 PM 4/11/2003 -0500, you wrote:
>>Good Afternoon Everyone,
>>
>>My latest S.A. chore is to make an S. A. ISO formatted manual.
>>
>>Quick question.  Lets say a PI is performing an experiment with an S. A
>>toxin and has waste.  I would like a shot-gun approach of neutralizing with
>>1 M NaOH and standard autoclaving.  For exposure time, I'd figure 15 min.
>>for the NaOH.  I think this would get rid of the heat stable stuff like S.E
>>A and B, while denaturing the other toxins as well.  Am I off base?   Any
>>suggestions?
>>
>>Thanks,
>>
>>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
>
>**********************************************
>Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.
>Biological Safety Professional
>Office of Research Safety
>Northwestern University
>NG-71 Technological Institute
>2145 Sheridan Road
>Evanston, IL 60208-3121
>Phone: (847) 491-4387
>Fax: (847) 467-2797
>Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu
>**********************************************
>



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
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Folks,

I find that I need to add some people who will be working with Select
Agents.
I have sent in the CDC and APHIS paperwork already.

My question is.  Does anyone know if I need to include all the people who
need access to select agents on the Authorized Personnel form or just the
ones that weren't included the first time?  Anyone else had to add people?

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen
Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer
KU-EHS Dept.
(785) 864-2857 phone
(785) 864-2852 fax
jeppesen@ku.edu
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Thanks Phil for the feedback. I am particularly interested in whether =
you have made a distinction between cell lines of human/primate origin =
and all other cell lines of animal origin in terms of BSL requirements?

Mark Grushka
  ----- Original Message -----
  From: Hauck, Philip
  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
  Sent: Monday, April 14, 2003 8:22 AM
  Subject: Re: Cell Lines and BSL-2 Revisited


              In keeping with my broad application of human source =
material and the 29 CFR 1910.1030 regulation, any human origin cell =
lines, sera, tissues etc. etc.even feces and urine, are handled in the =
lab at BSL-2. I know some folks may have a differing opinion, but I =
believe in being uniform and consistent and not giving lab people too =
much latitude in interpreting and applying practices and principles in =
the lab. It is much easier now since most labs working with these =
materials have a sink, BSC and an autoclave available somewhere in the =
building.

  Phil Hauck

  

  -----Original Message-----
  From: Mark Grushka [mailto:mgrushka@U.ARIZONA.EDU]
  Sent: Friday, April 11, 2003 6:58 PM
  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
  Subject: Cell Lines and BSL-2 Revisited

  

  Dear Biosafety Listservers:

  The following represents language from our current University of =
Arizona Biosafety Manual (www.ibc.arizona.edu) relating to requirements =
for cell culture and BSL-2. We have from time to time had inquiries from =
researchers who question the broad categorization relating to all cell =
lines (primary or established) from animal origin. 

  I have the following questions.

  1.    Does your institutional or company policy vary substantially =
with the language given below, especially the last bullet?

  2.    If it does vary, do you make a BSL distinction between =
human/primate and all other cell lines of animal origin?

  I am in the process of updating the manual, and would like to reflect =
current knowledge and practice.

  Sincerely,

  Mark J. Grushka, M.S., CSP

  Biosafety Officer

  University of Arizona

  621-5279

  mgrushka@u.arizona.edu

  

  The following must be handled at Biosafety Level 2 (including a Class II Biosafety Cabinet) or higher containment level:

           All cell lines (primary and established) of human/primate origin

           All cell lines derived from lymphoid or tumor tissue

           All cell lines exposed to or transformed by any oncogenic virus

           All cell lines exposed to or transformed by amphotropic packaging systems

           All human clinical material (e.g., samples of human tissues and fluids obtained after surgical resection or autopsy)

           All cell lines new to the laboratory (until verified to be free of all adventitious agents)

           All mycoplasma-containing cell lines

           All cell lines (primary or established) of animal origin
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Hi Eric 

        I had to add people.  I called the FBI and they said to send in the FBI Information Form for the "new" people and not worry about amending the CDC/APHIS applications. 

        I haven't called APHIS and CDC yet to see if THEY want an amendment to their forms.  My guess is yes.

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: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU] 

Sent: Monday, April 14, 2003 11:14 AM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Amendment to authorized people



Folks,

I find that I need to add some people who will be working with Select 

Agents. 

I have sent in the CDC and APHIS paperwork already.

My question is.  Does anyone know if I need to include all the people who 

need access to select agents on the Authorized Personnel form or just the 

ones that weren't included the first time?  Anyone else had to add people?

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen 

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer 

KU-EHS Dept. 

(785) 864-2857 phone 

(785) 864-2852 fax 

jeppesen@ku.edu 
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MIME-Version: 1.0 
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Dear Biosafety Folks,

Would you require a PI working with Microcystis aeruginosa to register the 

research with your IBC? My guess is yes but I thought I'd get your input.

Thanks, 

David 
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On Mon, 14 Apr 2003 12:37:25 -0600 "Madeline J. Dalrymple" 

<Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU> wrote:

> Hi Eric 

>         I had to add people.  I called the FBI and they said to send in the FBI Information Form for the "new" people and not worry about amending the CDC/APHIS applications. 

>         I haven't called APHIS and CDC yet to see if THEY want an amendment to their forms.  My guess is yes. 

> 

> 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: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU] 

> Sent: Monday, April 14, 2003 11:14 AM 

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

> Subject: Amendment to authorized people 

> 

> 

> Folks, 

> 

> I find that I need to add some people who will be working with Select 

> Agents. 

> I have sent in the CDC and APHIS paperwork already. 

> 

> My question is.  Does anyone know if I need to include all the people who 

> need access to select agents on the Authorized Personnel form or just the 

> ones that weren't included the first time?  Anyone else had to add people? 

> 

> Eric 

> 

> Eric R. Jeppesen 

> Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer 

> KU-EHS Dept. 

> (785) 864-2857 phone 

> (785) 864-2852 fax 

> jeppesen@ku.edu

==================== 

Robert P. Ellis, PhD 

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM) 

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology 

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences 

Colorado State University 

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA 

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729 

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu 

==================== 

========================================================================= 

Date:         Mon, 14 Apr 2003 15:06:51 -0500 

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU> 

Subject:      Re: Amendment to authorized people 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; 

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_009D_01C30297.7A817E90"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_009D_01C30297.7A817E90 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable 

Content-Type: text/plain; 

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Eric 

You might call the CDC number on their webpage, 404-498-2255, to get a = 

quick response. They have been very helpful and courteous to me. If you = 

do, let us know what they advise. 

Mike Durham

----- Original Message ----- 

From: "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU> 

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

Sent: Monday, April 14, 2003 12:13 PM 

Subject: Amendment to authorized people



> Folks, 

> 

> I find that I need to add some people who will be working with Select 

> Agents. 

> I have sent in the CDC and APHIS paperwork already. 

> 

> My question is.  Does anyone know if I need to include all the people = 

who 

> need access to select agents on the Authorized Personnel form or just = 

the 

> ones that weren't included the first time?  Anyone else had to add = 

people? 

> 

> Eric 

> 

> Eric R. Jeppesen 

> Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer 

> KU-EHS Dept. 

> (785) 864-2857 phone 

> (785) 864-2852 fax 

> jeppesen@ku.edu 
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MIME-Version: 1.0 
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Dear Group,

I've been drafting up some flow cytometry safety protocols for our 

Biological and Chemical Safety Plan. I am looking for people to review what 

I have written. Here's what I have so far:



Flow Cytometry Safety

Flow cytometry is a method of quantifying structural features of cells or 

other small particles by using a laser as an excitation light source and 

detectors for measurement. This is generally accomplished by either light 

scatter and/or fluorescence. Flow Cytometry may further be defined as a 

technology to measure properties of particles as they move, or flow, in 

liquid suspension.

In some flow cytometers, the liquid containing the particles is broken into 

droplets by the reciprocating motion of a nozzle. Individual particles are 

captured in small droplets, and then those droplets are electrostatically 

charged and deflected through a high potential. If a plug or other 

obstruction (bubbles, clumps of cells, etc.) occurs, then this stream of 

droplets can go awry, generating aerosols. There is a potential for aerosol 

exposure to individuals near a flow cytometer because modern units operate 

with at least 40 pounds per square inch of pressure (some units can operate 

at 100 psi). Even a flow cytometer operating without suspension of particles 

in individual charged droplets can develop leaks and generate aerosols.

The following requirements must be followed when using a flow cytometer due 

to the potential for aerosol exposure to individuals: 

1. Flow cytometry must be conducted in a negative pressure laboratory. 

2. Flow cytometry may only be performed by individuals trained in the proper 

use of the unit. 

3. The flow cytometer must be cleaned and properly disinfected after each 

use. 

4. The catch basin should have an adequate disinfectant (i.e. bleach) added 

when the unit is in use. 

5. For infectious, pathogenic, and/or toxic materials, flow cytometry must 

be conducted in a certified chemical fume hood, certified biological safety 

cabinet, or other negative exhaust ventilation system.



Please send any comments. Also, does anyone have something already developed 

that I could "borrow?" I think our text is pretty good but anything you 

could add would be wonderful.

Many thanks and best wishes! 

-David

-- 

David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer 

Environmental Health and Safety 

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall 

Durham, NH  03824 

Telephone #: 603-862-0197 

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047 
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MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1" 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Greetings,

Does anyone have a handy glove chart for S.A / toxins?

The MSDS are written with their usual vague reference to appropriate = 

chemical-resistent gloves, yada yada yada....

Thanks, 

Marsha

Marsha Smilovitz 

Manager, EH&S 

Zyomyx, Inc 

26101 Research Road 

Hayward  CA  94545 

p.  510.266.7570 

f.   510.732.9621 

e.  msmilovitz@zyomyx.com 
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Our IBC requires registration for just about anything dealing with 

microorganisms, so this would be registerable. The principle risk from this 

organism is the production of microcystin toxins which occur under 

specialized conditions of nutrition and warmth.  If the PI is investigating 

this, then definitely it should be reviewed, as exposure can cause acute 

and possibly chronic liver damage.

Richie

At 03:26 PM 4/14/2003 -0400, you wrote: 

>Dear Biosafety Folks, 

> 

>Would you require a PI working with Microcystis aeruginosa to register the 

>research with your IBC? My guess is yes but I thought I'd get your input. 

> 

>Thanks, 

>David

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461 

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.mit.edu/environment 
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Our IBC requires registration for just about anything dealing with microorganisms, so this would be registerable. The principle risk from this organism is the production of microcystin toxins which occur under specialized conditions of nutrition and warmth.  If the PI is investigating this, then definitely it should be reviewed, as exposure can cause acute and possibly chronic liver damage.

Richie

At 03:26 PM 4/14/2003 -0400, you wrote:

Dear Biosafety Folks,

Would you require a PI working with Microcystis aeruginosa to register the 

research with your IBC? My guess is yes but I thought I'd get your input.

Thanks, 

David 

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461 

617-258-5647 
rfink@mit.edu 
http://web.mit.edu/environment 
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Dear Group,

With helpful comments from the group and other colleagues, I have revised my 

flow cytometry text. Here's the latest version:



Flow Cytometry Safety

Flow cytometry is a method of quantifying structural or biochemical features 

of cells or other small particles by using a laser as an excitation light 

source and photodetectors for measurement. This is generally accomplished by 

either light scatter and/or fluorescence. Flow Cytometry may further be 

defined as a technology to measure properties of particles as they move, or 

flow, in liquid suspension.

In some flow (or sorting) cytometers, the liquid containing the particles is 

broken into droplets by the reciprocating motion of a nozzle. Individual 

particles are captured in small droplets, and then those droplets are 

electrostatically charged and deflected through a high potential. If a plug 

or other obstruction (bubbles, clumps of cells, etc.) occurs, then this 

stream of droplets can go awry, generating aerosols. There is a potential 

for aerosol exposure to individuals near a flow cytometer because modern 

sorting units operate with 14 to 40 pounds per square inch of pressure (some 

units can operate at 100 psi). Even non-sorting flow cytometers, which do 

not suspend cells in droplets, operate under pressures near 5 psi and can 

develop leaks and generate aerosols.

The following requirements must be followed when using a flow cytometer due 

to the potential for aerosol exposure to individuals:

1. Flow cytometry must be conducted in a negative pressure laboratory.

2. Flow cytometry may only be performed by individuals trained in the proper 

use of the unit.

3. Proper personal protective equipment should be worn when using a flow 

cytometer. This may include gloves, lab coats, and safety glasses.

4. The flow cytometer and lab bench must be cleaned and properly disinfected 

after each use.

5. The catch basin should have an adequate disinfectant (i.e. bleach) added 

when the unit is in use.

6. When possible, biological samples should be fixed (usually with 1% 

formaldehyde) before being run through the flow cytometer.

7. For infectious, pathogenic, and/or toxic materials, flow cytometry must 

be conducted in a certified chemical fume hood, certified biological safety 

cabinet, or other negative exhaust ventilation system.



Many thanks to the group!

-David

-- 

David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer 

Environmental Health and Safety 

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall 

Durham, NH  03824 

Telephone #: 603-862-0197 

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047 
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Hello - 

I am trying to find a biosafety consultant that we could use periodically to 

help us evaluate research proposals or activities for biosafety or 

compliance issues, and perhaps conduct periodic lab evaluations.  Does 

anyone know of anyone in the New York Metro area that might be able to help 

us out?

Please reply to me directly at jane.woodcock@nyu.edu if you have any 

suggestions or need additional information.

Thanks

Jane Woodcock 

New York University 

Environmental Services 

14 Waverly Place, 2nd Fl. 

New York, NY 10003 

T: 212-998-1437 

jane.woodcock@nyu.edu 
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Biosafty List: 

    There is a new question (#21, added 4/8/03) and answer concerning 

access and record keeping in the FAQs on the CDC web site at : 

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/faq.htm 

    I'd be interested in others' interpretation of the answer regarding 

the definition of access. 

    Thanks, 

    Janet Peterson, CBSP 

    Biosafety Officer 

    University of Maryland, College Park 
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Hi Janet,

Our take on access is if you are not escorted and are in a lab using select 

agents you have access.

Richie

At 01:15 PM 4/15/2003 -0400, you wrote: 

>Biosafty List: 

>     There is a new question (#21, added 4/8/03) and answer concerning 

>access and record keeping in the FAQs on the CDC web site at : 

>http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/faq.htm 

>     I'd be interested in others' interpretation of the answer regarding 

>the definition of access. 

>     Thanks, 

>     Janet Peterson, CBSP 

>     Biosafety Officer 

>     University of Maryland, College Park

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461 

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.mit.edu/environment 
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Hi Janet,

Our take on access is if you are not escorted and are in a lab using select agents you have access.

Richie

At 01:15 PM 4/15/2003 -0400, you wrote:

Biosafty List: 

    There is a new question (#21, added 4/8/03) and answer concerning 

access and record keeping in the FAQs on the CDC web site at : 

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/faq.htm 

    I'd be interested in others' interpretation of the answer regarding 

the definition of access. 

    Thanks, 

    Janet Peterson, CBSP 

    Biosafety Officer 

    University of Maryland, College Park 

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461 

617-258-5647 
rfink@mit.edu 
http://web.mit.edu/environment 
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU> 

Subject:      Re: Flow Cytometry Safety - Update 
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David wrote: "Even non-sorting flow cytometers, which do not suspend cells in 

droplets, operate under pressures near 5 psi and can develop leaks and generate 

aerosols."  Does this mean FACS analysers?  Is it possible to test for leaks in 

this equipment?

Karen B. Byers, MS,  RBP, CBSP-ABSA 

Biosafety Officer 

Dana Farber Cancer Institute 

44 Binney Street 

Boston, MA 02115 

Phone: 617-632-3890 

Fax: 617-632-1932 

-----Original Message----- 

From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU] 

Sent: Tuesday, April 15, 2003 11:37 AM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Flow Cytometry Safety - Update



Dear Group, 

With helpful comments from the group and other colleagues, I have revised my 

flow cytometry text. Here's the latest version:



Flow Cytometry Safety

Flow cytometry is a method of quantifying structural or biochemical features 

of cells or other small particles by using a laser as an excitation light 

source and photodetectors for measurement. This is generally accomplished by 

either light scatter and/or fluorescence. Flow Cytometry may further be 

defined as a technology to measure properties of particles as they move, or 

flow, in liquid suspension.

In some flow (or sorting) cytometers, the liquid containing the particles is 

broken into droplets by the reciprocating motion of a nozzle. Individual 

particles are captured in small droplets, and then those droplets are 

electrostatically charged and deflected through a high potential. If a plug 

or other obstruction (bubbles, clumps of cells, etc.) occurs, then this 

stream of droplets can go awry, generating aerosols. There is a potential 

for aerosol exposure to individuals near a flow cytometer because modern 

sorting units operate with 14 to 40 pounds per square inch of pressure (some 

units can operate at 100 psi). Even non-sorting flow cytometers, which do 

not suspend cells in droplets, operate under pressures near 5 psi and can 

develop leaks and generate aerosols.

The following requirements must be followed when using a flow cytometer due 

to the potential for aerosol exposure to individuals:

1. Flow cytometry must be conducted in a negative pressure laboratory.

2. Flow cytometry may only be performed by individuals trained in the proper 

use of the unit.

3. Proper personal protective equipment should be worn when using a flow 

cytometer. This may include gloves, lab coats, and safety glasses.

4. The flow cytometer and lab bench must be cleaned and properly disinfected 

after each use.

5. The catch basin should have an adequate disinfectant (i.e. bleach) added 

when the unit is in use.

6. When possible, biological samples should be fixed (usually with 1% 

formaldehyde) before being run through the flow cytometer.

7. For infectious, pathogenic, and/or toxic materials, flow cytometry must 

be conducted in a certified chemical fume hood, certified biological safety 

cabinet, or other negative exhaust ventilation system.



Many thanks to the group!

-David

-- 

David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer 

Environmental Health and Safety 

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall 

Durham, NH  03824 

Telephone #: 603-862-0197 

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047 
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Why autoclave?

At this point you have an unregulated chemical waste which you can destroy 

through the method of your choice.  Autoclaving should have no effect on 

the toxin.

Bob

>Good Afternoon Everyone, 

> 

>My latest S.A. chore is to make an S. A. ISO formatted manual. 

> 

>Quick question.  Lets say a PI is performing an experiment with an S. A 

>toxin and has waste.  I would like a shot-gun approach of neutralizing with 

>1 M NaOH and standard autoclaving.  For exposure time, I'd figure 15 min. 

>for the NaOH.  I think this would get rid of the heat stable stuff like S.E 

>A and B, while denaturing the other toxins as well.  Am I off base?   Any 

>suggestions? 

> 

>Thanks, 

> 

>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 
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Actually, I would think the wording would be more like:  "You are 

granted access to the lab using select agents if your duties require 

that access, otherwise you'll be escorted within the lab."

Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

Information Security Officer

Indiana University School of Medicine

office:  317-278-8751

email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

-----Original Message----- 

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU] 

Sent: Tuesday, April 15, 2003 12:43 PM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Re: new select agent FAQ

Hi Janet,

Our take on access is if you are not escorted and are in a lab using 

select agents you have access.

Richie

At 01:15 PM 4/15/2003 -0400, you wrote:





Biosafty List: 

    There is a new question (#21, added 4/8/03) and answer concerning 

access and record keeping in the FAQs on the CDC web site at : 

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/faq.htm 

    I'd be interested in others' interpretation of the answer regarding 

the definition of access. 

    Thanks, 

    Janet Peterson, CBSP 

    Biosafety Officer 

    University of Maryland, College Park

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461 

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.mit.edu/environment
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Actually, I would think the wording = would be more like:  You are granted access to the lab using = select agents if your duties require that access, otherwise you ll be escorted = within the lab. 

 

 

Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, = DABFE

Information Security = Officer

Indiana University School of = Medicine

office:  = 317-278-8751

email:  = erschmid@iupui.edu

 

-----Original = Message----- 

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU] 

Sent: Tuesday, April 15, = 2003 12:43 PM 

To: = BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Re: new select = agent FAQ

 

Hi Janet,

Our take on access is if you are not escorted and are in a lab using = select agents you have access.

Richie

At 01:15 PM 4/15/2003 -0400, you wrote:

Biosafty List: 

    There is a new question (#21, added 4/8/03) and = answer concerning 

access and record keeping in the FAQs on the CDC web site at : 

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/faq.htm 

    I'd be interested in others' interpretation of the = answer regarding 

the definition of access. 

    Thanks, 

    Janet Peterson, CBSP 

    Biosafety Officer 

    University of Maryland, College Park = 

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 

Senior Biosafety Officer 

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461 

617-258-5647 

rfink@mit.edu 

http://web.mit.edu/environment 
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I have a basic question to the group.  Personally, the information in the 

text is very helpful to me, but I have a logistical question.   While I 

understand the need for protection of workers when dealing with infectious 

or toxic agents, how do workers logistically work on a flow cytometer that 

is placed into a biosafety cabinet?  It seems to me that the height of this 

equipment, along with other aspects of the equipment alone would make work 

difficult to the worker.   I am trying to understand what others do.

John Bristol 

Associate Director 

Environmental Health and Safety 

Eisai Research Institute





                      David Gillum 

                      <David.Gillum@UNH        To:       BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

                      .EDU>                    cc: 

                      Sent by: A               Subject:  Flow Cytometry Safety - Update 

                      Biosafety 

                      Discussion List 

                      <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA. 

                      MIT.EDU>



                      04/15/2003 11:36 

                      AM 

                      Please respond to 

                      A Biosafety 

                      Discussion List











Dear Group,

With helpful comments from the group and other colleagues, I have revised 

my 

flow cytometry text. Here's the latest version:

Flow Cytometry Safety

Flow cytometry is a method of quantifying structural or biochemical 

features 

of cells or other small particles by using a laser as an excitation light 

source and photodetectors for measurement. This is generally accomplished 

by 

either light scatter and/or fluorescence. Flow Cytometry may further be 

defined as a technology to measure properties of particles as they move, or 

flow, in liquid suspension.

In some flow (or sorting) cytometers, the liquid containing the particles 

is 

broken into droplets by the reciprocating motion of a nozzle. Individual 

particles are captured in small droplets, and then those droplets are 

electrostatically charged and deflected through a high potential. If a plug 

or other obstruction (bubbles, clumps of cells, etc.) occurs, then this 

stream of droplets can go awry, generating aerosols. There is a potential 

for aerosol exposure to individuals near a flow cytometer because modern 

sorting units operate with 14 to 40 pounds per square inch of pressure 

(some 

units can operate at 100 psi). Even non-sorting flow cytometers, which do 

not suspend cells in droplets, operate under pressures near 5 psi and can 

develop leaks and generate aerosols.

The following requirements must be followed when using a flow cytometer due 

to the potential for aerosol exposure to individuals:

1. Flow cytometry must be conducted in a negative pressure laboratory.

2. Flow cytometry may only be performed by individuals trained in the 

proper 

use of the unit.

3. Proper personal protective equipment should be worn when using a flow 

cytometer. This may include gloves, lab coats, and safety glasses.

4. The flow cytometer and lab bench must be cleaned and properly 

disinfected 

after each use.

5. The catch basin should have an adequate disinfectant (i.e. bleach) added 

when the unit is in use.

6. When possible, biological samples should be fixed (usually with 1% 

formaldehyde) before being run through the flow cytometer.

7. For infectious, pathogenic, and/or toxic materials, flow cytometry must 

be conducted in a certified chemical fume hood, certified biological safety 

cabinet, or other negative exhaust ventilation system.



Many thanks to the group!

-David

-- 

David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer 

Environmental Health and Safety 

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall 

Durham, NH  03824 

Telephone #: 603-862-0197 

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047 
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Very good question -

Inherently, because of their size, dimension, etc. they probably won't fit 

into a fume hood or BSC. That's why I added the text, "negative exhaust 

ventilation system." I was thinking of a canopy duct system (elephant trunk) 

when I wrote it. I kept the fume hood and BSC reference just in case there a 

smaller sized units that I don't know about which might fit into either a 

BSC or fume hood.

-David



-----Original Message----- 

From: John Bristol [mailto:John_Bristol@ERI.EISAI.COM] 

Sent: Wednesday, April 16, 2003 9:18 AM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Re: Flow Cytometry Safety - Update

I have a basic question to the group.  Personally, the information in the 

text is very helpful to me, but I have a logistical question.   While I 

understand the need for protection of workers when dealing with infectious 

or toxic agents, how do workers logistically work on a flow cytometer that 

is placed into a biosafety cabinet?  It seems to me that the height of this 

equipment, along with other aspects of the equipment alone would make work 

difficult to the worker.   I am trying to understand what others do.

John Bristol 

Associate Director 

Environmental Health and Safety 

Eisai Research Institute





                      David Gillum 

                      <David.Gillum@UNH        To: 

BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

                      .EDU>                    cc: 

                      Sent by: A               Subject:  Flow Cytometry 

Safety - Update 

                      Biosafety 

                      Discussion List 

                      <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA. 

                      MIT.EDU>



                      04/15/2003 11:36 

                      AM 

                      Please respond to 

                      A Biosafety 

                      Discussion List











Dear Group,

With helpful comments from the group and other colleagues, I have revised 

my 

flow cytometry text. Here's the latest version:



Flow Cytometry Safety

Flow cytometry is a method of quantifying structural or biochemical 

features 

of cells or other small particles by using a laser as an excitation light 

source and photodetectors for measurement. This is generally accomplished 

by 

either light scatter and/or fluorescence. Flow Cytometry may further be 

defined as a technology to measure properties of particles as they move, or 

flow, in liquid suspension.

In some flow (or sorting) cytometers, the liquid containing the particles 

is 

broken into droplets by the reciprocating motion of a nozzle. Individual 

particles are captured in small droplets, and then those droplets are 

electrostatically charged and deflected through a high potential. If a plug 

or other obstruction (bubbles, clumps of cells, etc.) occurs, then this 

stream of droplets can go awry, generating aerosols. There is a potential 

for aerosol exposure to individuals near a flow cytometer because modern 

sorting units operate with 14 to 40 pounds per square inch of pressure 

(some 

units can operate at 100 psi). Even non-sorting flow cytometers, which do 

not suspend cells in droplets, operate under pressures near 5 psi and can 

develop leaks and generate aerosols.

The following requirements must be followed when using a flow cytometer due 

to the potential for aerosol exposure to individuals:

1. Flow cytometry must be conducted in a negative pressure laboratory.

2. Flow cytometry may only be performed by individuals trained in the 

proper 

use of the unit.

3. Proper personal protective equipment should be worn when using a flow 

cytometer. This may include gloves, lab coats, and safety glasses. 

4. The flow cytometer and lab bench must be cleaned and properly 

disinfected 

after each use.

5. The catch basin should have an adequate disinfectant (i.e. bleach) added 

when the unit is in use.

6. When possible, biological samples should be fixed (usually with 1% 

formaldehyde) before being run through the flow cytometer.

7. For infectious, pathogenic, and/or toxic materials, flow cytometry must 

be conducted in a certified chemical fume hood, certified biological safety 

cabinet, or other negative exhaust ventilation system.



Many thanks to the group!

-David

-- 

David R. Gillum

Laboratory Safety Officer 

Environmental Health and Safety 

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall 

Durham, NH  03824 

Telephone #: 603-862-0197 

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047 

========================================================================= 

Date:         Wed, 16 Apr 2003 15:39:46 -0400 

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:      vaccinia vaccinations 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 006C005C85256D0A_="

This is a multipart message in MIME format. 

--=_alternative 006C005C85256D0A_= 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

I just logged back on Biosafty after a small absence, so please forgive me 

if this is a repeat question:  are your institutional employee health 

offices continuing to provide the vaccinia vaccination to researchers 

handling the virus, or are they discontinuing this program because of the 

recent cardiac issues?

If they have discontinued the program, how are you handling researcher 

vaccinations?  restriction from work?  (especially  when they are 

culturing these viruses a liter at a time)

Thanks for your feedback.

Debbie 

Debra L. Hunt, DrPH, CBSP 

Director, Biological Safety 

Assistant Clinical Professor 

Duke University / Duke University Health System 

Durham, NC 27710 

919-684-8822 

hunt0009@mc.duke.edu 

========================================================================= 

Date:         Wed, 16 Apr 2003 15:55:16 -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@CWRU.EDU> 

Subject:      Re: Glove compatibility with SA, toxins 

In-Reply-To:  <0CF4866CA7DC1143BE74B941398613E81C8D5A@reno.zyomyx.com> 

MIME-version: 1.0 

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

There probably is not a chart for SA since they are microbes.  Rubber 

latex/Nitrile exam gloves are designed for this purpose.  The toxins are a 

bit different since they are really chemicals.

Most glove charts designed for chemicals address common laboratory 

chemicals.  These are exotics.  Nobody may have tested the gloves against 

the toxins.  The choices would be ask a manufacterer, test them yourself, 

find somebody who has done the testing, find somebody who is working with 

the agent and what gloves they have used, or use professional judgment. 

The last is my last choice.

Remember what happened at Dartmoth with the dimethyl mercury.  That 

incident turned the chemical protection industry on it's ear.

Bob



>Greetings, 

> 

>Does anyone have a handy glove chart for S.A / toxins? 

> 

>The MSDS are written with their usual vague reference to appropriate 

>chemical-resistent gloves, yada yada yada.... 

> 

>Thanks, 

>Marsha 

> 

>Marsha Smilovitz 

>Manager, EH&S 

>Zyomyx, Inc 

>26101 Research Road 

>Hayward  CA  94545 

>p.  510.266.7570 

>f.   510.732.9621 

>e.  msmilovitz@zyomyx.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 

========================================================================= 

Date:         Thu, 17 Apr 2003 10:44:40 -0600 

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

From:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU> 

Subject:      Re: Glove compatibility with SA, toxins 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_0659AB14.4524D9DF"

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.

--=_0659AB14.4524D9DF 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I haven't researched this subject - proper gloves for biotoxins - but I 

think the following principals should apply.  Biochemists please chime 

in and correct me if I am wrong!

All of the biotoxins are large molecular weight chemicals capable of 

being metabolized by human cells, therefore they should not be volatile, 

they should all be water soluble, and none of them should have solvent 

characteristics.  That being the case, latex or nitrile materials should 

not be affected by them and solvent resistant gloves are not needed.

Judy Pointer, BSO UNM



>>> rnl2@CWRU.EDU 04/16/03 01:55PM >>> 

There probably is not a chart for SA since they are microbes.  Rubber 

latex/Nitrile exam gloves are designed for this purpose.  The toxins 

are a 

bit different since they are really chemicals.

Most glove charts designed for chemicals address common laboratory 

chemicals.  These are exotics.  Nobody may have tested the gloves 

against 

the toxins.  The choices would be ask a manufacterer, test them 

yourself, 

find somebody who has done the testing, find somebody who is working 

with 

the agent and what gloves they have used, or use professional 

judgment. 

The last is my last choice.

Remember what happened at Dartmoth with the dimethyl mercury.  That 

incident turned the chemical protection industry on it's ear.

Bob



>Greetings, 

> 

>Does anyone have a handy glove chart for S.A / toxins? 

> 

>The MSDS are written with their usual vague reference to appropriate 

>chemical-resistent gloves, yada yada yada.... 

> 

>Thanks, 

>Marsha 

> 

>Marsha Smilovitz 

>Manager, EH&S 

>Zyomyx, Inc 

>26101 Research Road 

>Hayward  CA  94545 

>p.  510.266.7570 

>f.   510.732.9621 

>e.  msmilovitz@zyomyx.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


========================================================================= 

Date:         Thu, 17 Apr 2003 13:08:57 -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: Glove compatibility with SA, toxins 

In-Reply-To:  <se9e85a3.040@salud.unm.edu> 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; 

              boundary="=====================_16973296==_.ALT"

--=====================_16973296==_.ALT 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Mycotoxins and some of your venoms and marine toxins do not fit this 

description.  For example aflatoxin is slightly polar and dissolves more 

readily in an organic solvent (alcohol, etc) than water.  Also anyone 

working with dry form toxins need to wear Anti-static gloves.  In 

general,  gloves should be impervious to the toxin and medium in which the 

toxin is contained.

At 10:44 AM 4/17/2003 -0600, you wrote: 

>I haven't researched this subject - proper gloves for biotoxins - but I 

>think the following principals should apply.  Biochemists please chime in 

>and correct me if I am wrong! 

> 

>All of the biotoxins are large molecular weight chemicals capable of being 

>metabolized by human cells, therefore they should not be volatile, they 

>should all be water soluble, and none of them should have solvent 

>characteristics.  That being the case, latex or nitrile materials should 

>not be affected by them and solvent resistant gloves are not needed. 

> 

>Judy Pointer, BSO UNM 

> 

> 

> >>> rnl2@CWRU.EDU 04/16/03 01:55PM >>> 

>There probably is not a chart for SA since they are microbes.  Rubber 

>latex/Nitrile exam gloves are designed for this purpose.  The toxins are a 

>bit different since they are really chemicals. 

> 

>Most glove charts designed for chemicals address common laboratory 

>chemicals.  These are exotics.  Nobody may have tested the gloves against 

>the toxins.  The choices would be ask a manufacterer, test them yourself, 

>find somebody who has done the testing, find somebody who is working with 

>the agent and what gloves they have used, or use professional judgment. 

>The last is my last choice. 

> 

>Remember what happened at Dartmoth with the dimethyl mercury.  That 

>incident turned the chemical protection industry on it's ear. 

> 

>Bob 

> 

> 

> >Greetings, 

> > 

> >Does anyone have a handy glove chart for S.A / toxins? 

> > 

> >The MSDS are written with their usual vague reference to appropriate 

> >chemical-resistent gloves, yada yada yada.... 

> > 

> >Thanks, 

> >Marsha 

> > 

> >Marsha Smilovitz 

> >Manager, EH&S 

> >Zyomyx, Inc 

> >26101 Research Road 

> >Hayward  CA  94545 

> >p.  510.266.7570 

> >f.   510.732.9621 

> >e.  msmilovitz@zyomyx.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

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer 

Environment, Health, Safety 

SAIC-Frederick 

National Cancer Institute - 

Frederick 

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619 

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov 

______________________________________________________________________________



--=====================_16973296==_.ALT 

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Mycotoxins and some of your venoms and marine toxins do not fit this description.  For example aflatoxin is slightly polar and dissolves more readily in an organic solvent (alcohol, etc) than water.  Also anyone working with dry form toxins need to wear Anti-static gloves.  In general,  gloves should be impervious to the toxin and medium in which the toxin is contained.

At 10:44 AM 4/17/2003 -0600, you wrote:

I haven't researched this subject - proper gloves for biotoxins - but I think the following principals should apply.  Biochemists please chime in and correct me if I am wrong!  

  

All of the biotoxins are large molecular weight chemicals capable of being metabolized by human cells, therefore they should not be volatile, they should all be water soluble, and none of them should have solvent characteristics.  That being the case, latex or nitrile materials should not be affected by them and solvent resistant gloves are not needed. 

  

Judy Pointer, BSO UNM



>>> rnl2@CWRU.EDU 04/16/03 01:55PM >>> 

There probably is not a chart for SA since they are microbes.  Rubber 

latex/Nitrile exam gloves are designed for this purpose.  The toxins are a 

bit different since they are really chemicals.

Most glove charts designed for chemicals address common laboratory 

chemicals.  These are exotics.  Nobody may have tested the gloves against 

the toxins.  The choices would be ask a manufacterer, test them yourself, 

find somebody who has done the testing, find somebody who is working with 

the agent and what gloves they have used, or use professional judgment. 

The last is my last choice.

Remember what happened at Dartmoth with the dimethyl mercury.  That 

incident turned the chemical protection industry on it's ear.

Bob



>Greetings, 

> 

>Does anyone have a handy glove chart for S.A / toxins? 

> 

>The MSDS are written with their usual vague reference to appropriate 

>chemical-resistent gloves, yada yada yada.... 

> 

>Thanks, 

>Marsha 

> 

>Marsha Smilovitz 

>Manager, EH&S 

>Zyomyx, Inc 

>26101 Research Road 

>Hayward  CA  94545 

>p.  510.266.7570 

>f.   510.732.9621 

>e.  msmilovitz@zyomyx.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

______________________________________________________________________________
Biological Safety Officer 

Environment, Health, Safety 

SAIC-Frederick 

National Cancer Institute - Frederick                                            

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619 

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov 

______________________________________________________________________________



--=====================_16973296==_.ALT-- 

========================================================================= 

Date:         Thu, 17 Apr 2003 16:22:37 -0400 

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU> 

Subject:      Lotus japonicus seeds 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain

Dear Group,

Has anyone imported Lotus japonicus (SL 5428M3) seeds from the U.K. before? 

I have a researcher visiting the U.K. who wants to bring these seeds back to 

the U.S. for research. Do these seeds require an import permit from APHIS 

PPQ? Also, how would you ship these seeds? Triple-packaged?

Any help would be greatly appreciated.

Thanks! 

-David 

========================================================================= 

Date:         Thu, 17 Apr 2003 16:29:21 -0400 

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

From:         Andy Glode <andy.glode@UNH.EDU> 

Subject:      Import permit link 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Dear Listers,

I was looking into a plant import issue today and happened on this link for 

USDA "Guidelines for Products that do not Require an Import Permit." It 

seems to be fairly well hidden, so I thought I would share the link: 

http://www.aphis.usda.gov/vs/ncie/fac_imp.html. Some of you may find it 

useful - it is hard to find straightforward info on shipping issues! If 

anybody has any other good biological import links, feel free to share.

Andy



Andy Glode 

Chemical Transfer Station 

Environmental Health and Safety 

University of New Hampshire 

1 Leavitt Lane 

Durham, NH 03824 

office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047 

========================================================================= 

Date:         Fri, 18 Apr 2003 09:24:41 -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: Neutralizing and disposing of S.A, Toxins 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------B44AA29E24017E9623F0A371"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format. 

--------------B44AA29E24017E9623F0A371 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

"Unregulated chemical waste"?  Seems to me this would qualify qualify as 

"corrosive" under RCRA regs. because of the high pH.

Paul Rubock



"Robert N. Latsch" wrote:

> Why autoclave? 

> 

> At this point you have an unregulated chemical waste which you can destroy 

> through the method of your choice.  Autoclaving should have no effect on 

> the toxin. 

> 

> Bob 

> 

> >Good Afternoon Everyone, 

> > 

> >My latest S.A. chore is to make an S. A. ISO formatted manual. 

> > 

> >Quick question.  Lets say a PI is performing an experiment with an S. A 

> >toxin and has waste.  I would like a shot-gun approach of neutralizing with 

> >1 M NaOH and standard autoclaving.  For exposure time, I'd figure 15 min. 

> >for the NaOH.  I think this would get rid of the heat stable stuff like S.E 

> >A and B, while denaturing the other toxins as well.  Am I off base?   Any 

> >suggestions? 

> > 

> >Thanks, 

> > 

> >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

--------------B44AA29E24017E9623F0A371 

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, Columbia University;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:;9840 

fn:Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer, EHS, 212-305-[5]-1506 

end:vcard

--------------B44AA29E24017E9623F0A371-- 

========================================================================= 

Date:         Fri, 18 Apr 2003 09:28:59 -0400 

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

From:         Michael Kiley <Michael.Kiley@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV> 

Subject:      Re: BSL3 Labs 

Mime-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_94CB38A0.D8B9D5F5"

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.

--=_94CB38A0.D8B9D5F5 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Amy, 

I know Pat McCasky over at FSIS mentioned that they developed a web site 

for these labs (government, private, and university) with specific note 

on types of research.  I am not sure if it is on world web or 

intra-website.  You could call Arlene Peters his secretary (706) 

546-3420 an ask. 

Alice

>>> Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV 04/09/03 11:05AM >>>

A few weeks/months ago...it all runs together these days...someone 

listed a website that might have had some information as to where BSL3 

labs were located within the US.  I can't seem to find that email...if 

someone has that website...could you reissue it.  Thanks, Amy

Amy A. Barringer 

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff 

Office of Management Systems 

FDA/CFSAN 

College Park, MD 

Phone:  (301)436-1988 

Fax:  (301)436-2629 

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov

========================================================================= 

Date:         Fri, 18 Apr 2003 08:55:36 -0500 

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

From:         "Rowe, Thomas" <t.rowe@SRI.ORG> 

Subject:      Re: BSL3 Labs 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; 

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C305B2.3054B080"

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_01C305B2.3054B080 

Content-Type: text/plain; 

        charset="iso-8859-1"

The rolling list of BSL-3 and BSL-4 labs is found at 

http://www.sunshine-project.org/ <http://www.sunshine-project.org/> .

Thomas Rowe, MS 

Research Scientist & BSL-3 Facilities Manager 

Homeland Security and Infectious Disease Research 

Southern Research Institute 

2000 9th Avenue South 

Birmingham, AL  35205 

Ph: (205)581-2341 

FAX: (205)581-2568 

E-mail: t.rowe@sri.org



Please see www.southernresearch.org for information about our capabilities. 

Southern Research Institute is affiliated with the University of Alabama at 

Birmingham.

Confidentiality Notice

The information contained in this communication and its attachments is 

intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is addressed and may 

contain information that is legally privileged, confidential, or exempt from 

disclosure. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you 

are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this 

communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this 

communication in error, please notify postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and 

delete the communication without retaining any copies.





-----Original Message----- 

From: Michael Kiley [mailto:Michael.Kiley@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV] 

Sent: Friday, April 18, 2003 8:29 AM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Re: BSL3 Labs



Amy, 

I know Pat McCasky over at FSIS mentioned that they developed a web site for 

these labs (government, private, and university) with specific note on types 

of research.  I am not sure if it is on world web or intra-website.  You 

could call Arlene Peters his secretary (706) 546-3420 an ask. 

Alice

>>> Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV 04/09/03 11:05AM >>>



A few weeks/months ago...it all runs together these days...someone listed a 

website that might have had some information as to where BSL3 labs were 

located within the US.  I can't seem to find that email...if someone has 

that website...could you reissue it.  Thanks, Amy





Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Office of Management Systems

FDA/CFSAN

College Park, MD

Phone:  (301)436-1988

Fax:  (301)436-2629

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov

=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 18 Apr 2003 10:35:36 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>
Subject:      Re: BSL3 Labs
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C305B7.C6B87FC0"

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_01C305B7.C6B87FC0
Content-Type: text/plain

I wouldn't take the list to the bank...based on what I know is around on the
east coast

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP
Adjunct Assistant Professor of Microbiology & Immunology
Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety
Biosafety Officer
714 West Lombard Street, Room 305
Baltimore, MD 21201-1084
 <mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu> mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu
 <http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu/> http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu
Phone (410) 706-7845
Fax (410) 706-1520


-----Original Message-----
From: Rowe, Thomas [mailto:t.rowe@SRI.ORG]
Sent: Friday, April 18, 2003 09:56 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Re: BSL3 Labs


The rolling list of BSL-3 and BSL-4 labs is found at
http://www.sunshine-project.org/ <http://www.sunshine-project.org/> .

Thomas Rowe, MS
Research Scientist & BSL-3 Facilities Manager
Homeland Security and Infectious Disease Research
Southern Research Institute
2000 9th Avenue South
Birmingham, AL  35205
Ph: (205)581-2341
FAX: (205)581-2568
E-mail: t.rowe@sri.org


Please see www.southernresearch.org for information about our capabilities.
Southern Research Institute is affiliated with the University of Alabama at
Birmingham.

Confidentiality Notice

The information contained in this communication and its attachments is
intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is addressed and may
contain information that is legally privileged, confidential, or exempt from
disclosure. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you
are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
communication in error, please notify postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and
delete the communication without retaining any copies.



-----Original Message-----
From: Michael Kiley [mailto:Michael.Kiley@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV]
Sent: Friday, April 18, 2003 8:29 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Re: BSL3 Labs


Amy,
I know Pat McCasky over at FSIS mentioned that they developed a web site for
these labs (government, private, and university) with specific note on types
of research.  I am not sure if it is on world web or intra-website.  You
could call Arlene Peters his secretary (706) 546-3420 an ask.
Alice

>>> Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV 04/09/03 11:05AM >>>


A few weeks/months ago...it all runs together these days...someone listed a
website that might have had some information as to where BSL3 labs were
located within the US.  I can't seem to find that email...if someone has
that website...could you reissue it.  Thanks, Amy



Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Office of Management Systems

FDA/CFSAN

College Park, MD

Phone:  (301)436-1988

Fax:  (301)436-2629

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov
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Date:         Fri, 18 Apr 2003 09:42:50 -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: hypothetical question
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hypothetical situation for your comments....

Young genius student, middle school aged child, doing undergraduate work =
in a school with chemistry and engineering focus, wants to do a summer =
internship (stipend, student status, not employee) in a cancer research =
center laboratory, working on molecular biology experiments, tissue =
culture, PCR and so on, all from kits.  No RAM.

What are the regulatory issues?
Does it matter if he/she is too young for a work permit? (age 14, in =
most states I believe). 
What if he/she is >14 and <18 years of age?

thanks, and I'll be happy to take comments off-line

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
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Date:         Fri, 18 Apr 2003 11:33:57 -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@CWRU.EDU>
Subject:      Re: BSL3 Labs
In-Reply-To:  <5D725C356724D111BED400A0C96FA83D06AFB0D9@admin1.umaryland.edu>
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

I just checked that list, We are not on it.  So I would not say that it is
all inclusive.

Bob
>   e  I wouldn't take the list to the bank...based on what I know is
>around on the east coast   Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP
>Adjunct Assistant Professor of Microbiology & Immunology
>Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety
>Biosafety Officer
>714 West Lombard Street, Room 305
>Baltimore, MD 21201-1084
><mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu>mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu
>http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu
>Phone (410) 706-7845
>Fax (410) 706-1520
>
>
>      -----Original Message-----
>From: Rowe, Thomas   [mailto:t.rowe@SRI.ORG]
>Sent: Friday, April 18, 2003 09:56   AM
>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
>Subject: Re: BSL3   Labs
>
>   The rolling list of BSL-3 and   BSL-4 labs is found at
>http://www.sunshine-project.org/.
>
>Thomas Rowe, MS
>Research Scientist & BSL-3 Facilities Manager
>Homeland Security and Infectious Disease Research
>Southern Research Institute
>2000 9th Avenue South
>Birmingham, AL  35205
>Ph:   (205)581-2341
>FAX: (205)581-2568
>E-mail: t.rowe@sri.org
>
>
>
>
>Please see   www.southernresearch.org for information about our
>capabilities.    Southern Research Institute is affiliated with the
>University of Alabama at   Birmingham.
>
>
>
>Confidentiality   Notice
>
>
>
>The information contained in this   communication and its attachments is
>intended only for the use of the   individual to whom it is addressed and
>may contain information that is legally   privileged, confidential, or
>exempt from disclosure. If the reader of this   message is not the
>intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any   dissemination,
>distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly   prohibited.
>If you have received this communication in error, please notify
>postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and delete the communication without
>retaining any copies.
>
>
>
>
>
>     -----Original Message-----
>From: Michael Kiley     [mailto:Michael.Kiley@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV]
>Sent: Friday, April 18,     2003 8:29 AM
>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
>Subject: Re:     BSL3 Labs
>
>     Amy,     I know Pat McCasky over at FSIS mentioned that they
>developed a web     site for these labs (government, private, and
>university) with specific note     on types of research.  I am not sure if
>it is on world web or     intra-website.  You could call Arlene Peters his
>secretary (706)     546-3420 an ask.     Alice
>
>>>> Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV 04/09/03 11:05AM     >>>
>
>
>A few weeks/months ago...it all     runs together these days...someone
>listed a website that might have had some     information as to where BSL3
>labs were located within the     US.  I can't     seem to find that
>email...if someone has that website...could you reissue     it.  Thanks,
>Amy
>
>
>
>
>
>
>
>Amy A.     Barringer
>
>
>
>Biosafety Officer, Safety     Management Staff
>
>
>
>Office of Management     Systems
>
>
>
>FDA/CFSAN
>
>
>
>College Park, MD
>
>
>
>Phone:      (301)436-1988
>
>
>
>Fax:      (301)436-2629
>
>
>
>Email:      Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.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
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Date:         Fri, 18 Apr 2003 11:59:05 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Tina Charbonneau <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>
Subject:      Re: hypothetical question
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable
Content-Disposition: inline

Acutally we have a similar situation here but the students are highschool =
juniors and it is a summer intern  project.  I too am concerned as to what =
we can and cannot let them do with regards to animal studies and certain  =
chemicals and reagents and that might be used in the course of their work. =
  For example in any molecular work I would allow them to do everything =
but handle any radioisotopes.  

Are there general rules/regs along these lines and    would /should we =
have some type of form that acknowledges the risks inherent in the lab and =
 would weneed parental signature.

Thanks for any advice,

Tina Charbonneau
BIosafety Officer
Trudeau Institute
Saranac Lake, NY 12946
tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

>>> Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU - 4/18/03 11:42 AM >>>
Hypothetical situation for your comments....

Young genius student, middle school aged child, doing undergraduate work =
in a school with chemistry and engineering focus, wants to do a summer =
internship (stipend, student status, not employee) in a cancer research =
center laboratory, working on molecular biology experiments, tissue =
culture, PCR and so on, all from kits.  No RAM.

What are the regulatory issues?
Does it matter if he/she is too young for a work permit? (age 14, in most =
states I believe). 
What if he/she is >14 and <18 years of age?

thanks, and I'll be happy to take comments off-line

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, 18 Apr 2003 12:40:33 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Doob, Peter (NIH/NIDA/IRP)" <PDOOB@INTRA.NIDA.NIH.GOV>
Subject:      Re: hypothetical question
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

A suggestion to folks employing persons under age 18, from our own
experience . . .

Get parent/guardian signed permission for employer to provide/acquire
initial treatment for acute occupational illnesses/injuries.  Otherwise,
medical providers may delay until parent is located and faxes permission.
It has happened.

Pete

> Peter A. Doob, MPH, JD
> Chief, Safety and Operations Support Section, ASB
> National Institute on Drug Abuse, NIH
> Intramural Research Program
> 5500 Nathan Shock Drive
> Baltimore, MD 21224
> vc: 410-550-1678
> fx: 410-550-1576
> cl: 443-677-9362
>
> ----------
> From:         Tina Charbonneau
> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List
> Sent:         Friday, April 18, 2003 11:59 AM
> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
> Subject:      Re: hypothetical question
>
> Acutally we have a similar situation here but the students are highschool
> juniors and it is a summer intern  project.  I too am concerned as to what
> we can and cannot let them do with regards to animal studies and certain
> chemicals and reagents and that might be used in the course of their work.
> For example in any molecular work I would allow them to do everything but
> handle any radioisotopes.
>
> Are there general rules/regs along these lines and    would /should we
> have some type of form that acknowledges the risks inherent in the lab and
> would weneed parental signature.
>
> Thanks for any advice,
>
> Tina Charbonneau
> BIosafety Officer
> Trudeau Institute
> Saranac Lake, NY 12946
> tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org
>
> >>> Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU - 4/18/03 11:42 AM >>>
> Hypothetical situation for your comments....
>
> Young genius student, middle school aged child, doing undergraduate work
> in a school with chemistry and engineering focus, wants to do a summer
> internship (stipend, student status, not employee) in a cancer research
> center laboratory, working on molecular biology experiments, tissue
> culture, PCR and so on, all from kits.  No RAM.
>
> What are the regulatory issues?
> Does it matter if he/she is too young for a work permit? (age 14, in most
> states I believe).
> What if he/she is >14 and <18 years of age?
>
> thanks, and I'll be happy to take comments off-line
>
> 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
>
>
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Date:         Fri, 18 Apr 2003 13:06:08 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Carl Pike <carl.pike@FANDM.EDU>
Subject:      Re: hypothetical question
In-Reply-To:  <5801FF3D69B69E47AB4F7A8E94B5F8F0444518@nidamail.nida.nih.gov>
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; format=flowed; charset=us-ascii

Concerning the under-18 situation: What policies would apply to
college student under 18?  Would parental signature be advisable for
an enrolled undergraduate who is under 18 taking a college chem or
bio course?  what about a college student who has a campus job
working in our prep room?

Thanks
--
Carl S. Pike       ***Note new email address as of 26 June 2002
Harry W. and Mary B. Huffnagle Professor of Botany
Department of Biology                Phone (717) 291-3958
Franklin and Marshall College        email CARL.PIKE@FANDM.EDU
P.O. Box 3003                        fax (717) 358-4548
Lancaster, PA  17604-3003  USA

Physical address (for UPS, etc.)
501 Harrisburg Ave.
Lancaster, PA  17603
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 18 Apr 2003 13:26:18 -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@CWRU.EDU>
Subject:      Re: hypothetical question
In-Reply-To:  <42162B3251A1B04FB5E45E0158E25A4C0CAE03@hscex5.uchsc.edu>
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Hi Theresa,

OSHA is probably going to consider this kid to be an employee.  What OSHA
rules apply to that lab?  On a different note:  Say you determine that the
child is NOT an employee.  But everybody else in the lab is.  Does it
matter if the child is covered by these rules or not?  If something happens
to the kid,  This will not be an OSHA issue, but a liability issue.  The
lab could be hung by a failure to make the child follow safety rules that
were manditory for the workers.

Bob

>Hypothetical situation for your comments....
>
>Young genius student, middle school aged child, doing undergraduate work
>in a school with chemistry and engineering focus, wants to do a summer
>internship (stipend, student status, not employee) in a cancer research
>center laboratory, working on molecular biology experiments, tissue
>culture, PCR and so on, all from kits.  No RAM.
>
>What are the regulatory issues?
>Does it matter if he/she is too young for a work permit? (age 14, in most
>states I believe).
>What if he/she is >14 and <18 years of age?
>
>thanks, and I'll be happy to take comments off-line
>
>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



_____________________________________________________________________
__      / _____________________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
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Date:         Sun, 20 Apr 2003 14:49:09 -0700
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Alfred Jin <jin2@LLNL.GOV>
Subject:      Re: Flow Cytometry Safety
In-Reply-To:  <4F44C51ED1C9D311B761009027DC72181187B6FD@exch1.unh.edu>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

David,

You may wish to consult a  1997 article entitled, "Biosafety
Guidelines for Sorting Unfixed Cells" by Schmid, etal. I've faxed you
a copy.



AJin, BSO, CBSP, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),
Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,
7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,
(v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,
jin2@llnl.gov


>Dear Group,
>
>I've been drafting up some flow cytometry safety protocols for our
>Biological and Chemical Safety Plan. I am looking for people to review what
>I have written. Here's what I have so far:
>
>
>Flow Cytometry Safety
>
>Flow cytometry is a method of quantifying structural features of cells or
>other small particles by using a laser as an excitation light source and
>detectors for measurement. This is generally accomplished by either light
>scatter and/or fluorescence. Flow Cytometry may further be defined as a
>technology to measure properties of particles as they move, or flow, in
>liquid suspension.
>
>In some flow cytometers, the liquid containing the particles is broken into
>droplets by the reciprocating motion of a nozzle. Individual particles are
>captured in small droplets, and then those droplets are electrostatically
>charged and deflected through a high potential. If a plug or other
>obstruction (bubbles, clumps of cells, etc.) occurs, then this stream of
>droplets can go awry, generating aerosols. There is a potential for aerosol
>exposure to individuals near a flow cytometer because modern units operate
>with at least 40 pounds per square inch of pressure (some units can operate
>at 100 psi). Even a flow cytometer operating without suspension of particles
>in individual charged droplets can develop leaks and generate aerosols.
>
>The following requirements must be followed when using a flow cytometer due
>to the potential for aerosol exposure to individuals:
>
>1. Flow cytometry must be conducted in a negative pressure laboratory.
>2. Flow cytometry may only be performed by individuals trained in the proper
>use of the unit.
>3. The flow cytometer must be cleaned and properly disinfected after each
>use.
>4. The catch basin should have an adequate disinfectant (i.e. bleach) added
>when the unit is in use.
>5. For infectious, pathogenic, and/or toxic materials, flow cytometry must
>be conducted in a certified chemical fume hood, certified biological safety
>cabinet, or other negative exhaust ventilation system.
>
>
>Please send any comments. Also, does anyone have something already developed
>that I could "borrow?" I think our text is pretty good but anything you
>could add would be wonderful.
>
>Many thanks and best wishes!
>-David
>
>--
>David R. Gillum
>
>Laboratory Safety Officer
>Environmental Health and Safety
>11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall
>Durham, NH  03824
>Telephone #: 603-862-0197
>Facsimile #: 603-862-0047
=========================================================================
Date:         Mon, 21 Apr 2003 08:55:13 -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:      polio survey, revisited
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------8391675CB06BA0F2CAF1686E"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.
--------------8391675CB06BA0F2CAF1686E
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

A recent article (Lancet, 4/5/03) described a number of cases where
polio virus was found in stocks labeled as Coxsackie and
rhinovirus-clearly a distressing finding in light of the ongoing CDC/WHO
eradication effort. The authors recommend that working stocks of viruses
be rechecked regularly and eventually replaced with fresh stocks derived
from appropriate reference strains.

As the person with institutional biological safety responsibilities, I
am interested in any thoughts on:
-Additional recommendations for PIs on ensuring the integrity of their
materials.
-Getting investigators to scour their materials down to the bottom of
the Revco just in case they have a stool sample from a polio-endemic
region or some other similarly suspect material.
(Yes, at the time of the survey everyone got a memo reiterating the
importance of a thorough search but we know there will always be varying
degrees of attentiveness.)

Thank you,
Paul Rubock

--------------8391675CB06BA0F2CAF1686E
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, Columbia University;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:;9840
fn:Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer, EHS, 212-305-[5]-1506
end:vcard

--------------8391675CB06BA0F2CAF1686E--
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Date:         Mon, 21 Apr 2003 08:15:37 -0700
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: new select agent FAQ
In-Reply-To:  <3E9C3E37.50B70979@wam.umd.edu>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

We're with Richie about the basic concept of access, which seems
to be in line with the CDC's answer:  if you can enter a lab
without an escort where SA are in use/stored, then you have
access.

the answer contained "the regulations do recognied that access
can ... be limited by either securtiy containers or escorts".

My take is then:

If there's a refrigerator/freezer, in which a locked, secured
box contains the Select Agent, then the person with access to
the agent is the person who can open/remove the box.  The other
person who can open the fridge/freezer but cannot open/remove
the box with the SA does *not* have access.

We have stipulated that a fermentation tank or other process
equipment does NOT constitute "secured", unless it is actually
locked.  Just because the proper owners wouldn't think of
opening the nice sterile container to get out the icky stuff,
doesn't mean the bad gal can't do it anyway.

Sincerely,

Elizabeth




=====
Elizabeth Smith
Biosafety Manager
BioPort Corporation
3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.
Lansing, MI 48906

__________________________________________________
Do you Yahoo!?
The New Yahoo! Search - Faster. Easier. Bingo
http://search.yahoo.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:         Robert Stoker <rstoker@NADC.ARS.USDA.GOV>
Subject:      Biosafety Officer Positioin Open at USDA
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
Content-Disposition: inline

The National Animal Disease Center is recruiting for a Biosafety
Officer. Please see website below (copy and paste on your URL address
line).

http://jsearch.usajobs.opm.gov/summary.asp?OPMControl=IM8470

or visit www.usajobs.opm.gov
=========================================================================
Date:         Mon, 21 Apr 2003 12:07:58 -0600
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>
Subject:      question-please respond
In-Reply-To:  <sea3d798.072@nadcgw.nadc.ars.usda.gov>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

>I have a concerned citizen who has received a package from Hong Cong.  I
>told him my initial thought is that he does not need to be concerned about
>SARS virus, but I told him I would do some more checking.  Seems to be
>person to person contact only?  What is it's
>survival?  coronavirus?  paramyxovirus?  I would like to alleviate his
>concern.  Thanks!




Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP
University of California
Los Alamos National Laboratory
HSR-5
MS K486
Los Alamos, NM 87545
(505) 665-2977 (voice)
((505) 996-3807 (pager)
"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear
=========================================================================
Date:         Mon, 21 Apr 2003 11:41:49 -0700
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Ward, Connie B" <Connie.Ward@MED.VA.GOV>
Subject:      Re: question-please respond
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I believe you have the wrong Connie Ward.

                Connie B. Ward


-----Original Message-----
From: Dina Sassone [mailto:dinas@LANL.GOV]
Sent: Monday, April 21, 2003 11:08 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: question-please respond


>I have a concerned citizen who has received a package from Hong Cong.  I
>told him my initial thought is that he does not need to be concerned about
>SARS virus, but I told him I would do some more checking.  Seems to be
>person to person contact only?  What is it's
>survival?  coronavirus?  paramyxovirus?  I would like to alleviate his
>concern.  Thanks!




Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP
University of California
Los Alamos National Laboratory
HSR-5
MS K486
Los Alamos, NM 87545
(505) 665-2977 (voice)
((505) 996-3807 (pager)
"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear
=========================================================================
Date:         Tue, 22 Apr 2003 09:32:06 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Michael Kiley <Michael.Kiley@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV>
Subject:      Re: question-please respond
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=_CA955C7D.B2D3BF94"

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.

--=_CA955C7D.B2D3BF94
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
Content-Disposition: inline

The attached CDC guideline "Handling of specimens from suspected or
probable cases of Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome (SARS)" may assist
you.

Alice Frazier
USDA, ARS, Homeland Security Unit
arf@ars.usda.gov


Public Health Laboratory Network Guidelines
17 April 2003


>>> dinas@LANL.GOV 04/21/03 02:07PM >>>
>I have a concerned citizen who has received a package from Hong Cong.
I
>told him my initial thought is that he does not need to be concerned
about
>SARS virus, but I told him I would do some more checking.  Seems to
be
>person to person contact only?  What is it's
>survival?  coronavirus?  paramyxovirus?  I would like to alleviate
his
>concern.  Thanks!




Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP
University of California
Los Alamos National Laboratory
HSR-5
MS K486
Los Alamos, NM 87545
(505) 665-2977 (voice)
((505) 996-3807 (pager)
"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear
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Check with your states child welfare/employment codes.  If he/she is
receiving a stipend he/she could very well be considered an employee.  If
she/he is too young for work papers, they could not be employed.  If they
would not be considered an employee, make sure that the parent know the
risks present in the lab, have them sign acknowledging those risks and
release of liability (you will need legal help for that).

Richie

At 09:42 AM 4/18/2003 -0600, you wrote:
>Hypothetical situation for your comments....
>
>Young genius student, middle school aged child, doing undergraduate work
>in a school with chemistry and engineering focus, wants to do a summer
>internship (stipend, student status, not employee) in a cancer research
>center laboratory, working on molecular biology experiments, tissue
>culture, PCR and so on, all from kits.  No RAM.
>
>What are the regulatory issues?
>Does it matter if he/she is too young for a work permit? (age 14, in most
>states I believe).
>What if he/she is >14 and <18 years of age?
>
>thanks, and I'll be happy to take comments off-line
>
>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

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP
Senior Biosafety Officer
Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461
617-258-5647
rfink@mit.edu
http://web.mit.edu/environment
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Check with your states child welfare/employment codes.  If he/she is receiving a stipend he/she could very well be considered an employee.  If she/he is too young for work papers, they could not be employed.  If they would not be considered an employee, make sure that the parent know the risks present in the lab, have them sign acknowledging those risks and release of liability (you will need legal help for that).  

Richie

At 09:42 AM 4/18/2003 -0600, you wrote:


Hypothetical situation for your comments....
 
Young genius student, middle school aged child, doing undergraduate work in a school with chemistry and engineering focus, wants to do a summer internship (stipend, student status, not employee) in a cancer research center laboratory, working on molecular biology experiments, tissue culture, PCR and so on, all from kits.  No RAM.
 
What are the regulatory issues?
Does it matter if he/she is too young for a work permit? (age 14, in most states I believe).  
What if he/she is >14 and <18 years of age?
 
thanks, and I'll be happy to take comments off-line
 
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 


Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP 
Senior Biosafety Officer 
Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461
617-258-5647 
rfink@mit.edu 
http://web.mit.edu/environment
--=====================_11934430==_.ALT--
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Dear Members

Our office was in the process of formalizing an IAQ process when HIPAA
raised it's ugly head. I am soliciting opinion on what people are doing
in terms of questionnaire. Our stance is that if you are asking people
for medical information, asking them to provide answers on
prescriptions, allergies, and  other sensitive information it falls
under HIPAA. Additionally, how does HIPAA relate to medical surveillance
and monitoring? Any insight would be appreciated.

Thanks

Rick T.
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It is my understanding from our lawyers that employee related documents =
(worker's comp, dosimetry, occ health)are NOT part of HIPAA. If someone =
has received a different interpretation, I would like to know.

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: Ricardo Tappan [mailto:rsorxt@GWUMC.EDU]
Sent: Tuesday, April 22, 2003 10:45 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: HIPAA


Dear Members

Our office was in the process of formalizing an IAQ process when HIPAA
raised it's ugly head. I am soliciting opinion on what people are doing
in terms of questionnaire. Our stance is that if you are asking people
for medical information, asking them to provide answers on
prescriptions, allergies, and  other sensitive information it falls
under HIPAA. Additionally, how does HIPAA relate to medical surveillance
and monitoring? Any insight would be appreciated.

Thanks

Rick T.
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Okay,

I'll show my ignorance.  What is HIPAA?

>Dear Members
>
>Our office was in the process of formalizing an IAQ process when HIPAA
>raised it's ugly head. I am soliciting opinion on what people are doing
>in terms of questionnaire. Our stance is that if you are asking people
>for medical information, asking them to provide answers on
>prescriptions, allergies, and  other sensitive information it falls
>under HIPAA. Additionally, how does HIPAA relate to medical surveillance
>and monitoring? Any insight would be appreciated.
>
>Thanks
>
>Rick T.



_____________________________________________________________________
__      / _____________________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
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Rick,

HEALTH INSURANCE PORTABILITY AND ACCOUNTABILITY ACT

check it out on

http://aspe.hhs.gov/admnsimp/
http://www.hhs.gov/news/press/2002pres/hipaa.html
http://www.hipaaplus.com/abouthippa.htm - a white paper "what is HIPPA"

At 01:34 PM 4/22/2003 -0400, you wrote:
>Okay,
>
>I'll show my ignorance.  What is HIPAA?
>
> >Dear Members
> >
> >Our office was in the process of formalizing an IAQ process when HIPAA
> >raised it's ugly head. I am soliciting opinion on what people are doing
> >in terms of questionnaire. Our stance is that if you are asking people
> >for medical information, asking them to provide answers on
> >prescriptions, allergies, and  other sensitive information it falls
> >under HIPAA. Additionally, how does HIPAA relate to medical surveillance
> >and monitoring? Any insight would be appreciated.
> >
> >Thanks
> >
> >Rick T.
>
>
>
>_____________________________________________________________________
>__      / _____________________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

**********************************************
Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.
Biological Safety Professional
Office of Research Safety
Northwestern University
NG-71 Technological Institute
2145 Sheridan Road
Evanston, IL 60208-3121
Phone: (847) 491-4387
Fax: (847) 467-2797
Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu
**********************************************
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Thought the below may be of
interest to a few of you.  I dont recall seeing this posted yet....
Enjoy,
Tom Goob

Diagnostic Laboratory Services, Inc.

Honolulu, HI

This is an official  CDC Health Update


Distributed via Health Alert Network
April 19, 2003, 15:35

Interim Domestic Guidance on the Use of Respirators to
Prevent Transmission of SARS

Health-care workers caring for patients with Severe Acute Respiratory
Syndrome (SARS) are at risk for acquiring SARS. Although the infectivity
of SARS is currently uncertain, transmission to health-care workers
appears to have occurred after close contact with symptomatic individuals
(e.g., persons with fever or respiratory symptoms), particularly before
implementation of recommended infection control precautions for SARS
(i.e., unprotected exposures). Personal protective equipment appropriate
for standard, contact, and airborne precautions (e.g., hand hygiene,
gown, gloves, and N95 respirators) in addition to eye protection, have
been recommended for health-care workers to prevent transmission of SARS
in health-care settings (see
www.cdc.gov/ncidod/sars/ic.htm

The transmission of SARS appears to occur predominantly by direct contact
with infectious material, including dispersal of large respiratory
droplets. However, it is also possible that SARS can be spread through
the airborne route. Accordingly, CDC has recommended the use of N95
respirators, consistent with respiratory protection for airborne
diseases, such as tuberculosis.

SARS, unlike tuberculosis, also appears to spread by direct contact with
respiratory secretions, which makes touching contaminated objects a
potential concern. Although reaerosolization of infectious material is
unlikely under normal use conditions, infectious material deposited on a
respirator may cause it to become a vehicle for direct or indirect
transmission. Therefore, additional infection control measures applicable
to this specific situation are needed.

This interim guidance provides information on the selection and handling
of respirators for SARS and includes guidance for when respirators are
either not available or in short supply.

 A NIOSH-certified, disposable N-95
respirator is sufficient for routine airborne isolation precautions. Use
of a higher level of respiratory protection may be considered for certain
aerosol-generating procedures (see
www.cdc.gov/ncidod/sars/aerosolinfectioncontrol.htm

* Respirators should be
used in the context of a complete respiratory protection program in
accordance with OSHA regulations. This includes training and fit testing
to ensure a proper seal between the respirator's sealing surface and the
wearer's face. Detailed information on respirator programs, including fit
test procedures can be accessed at
www.osha.gov/SLTC/etools/respiratory


* Once worn in the presence of a SARS patient, the respirator should be
considered potentially contaminated with infectious material, and
touching the outside of the device should be avoided. Upon leaving the
patient's room, the disposable respirator should be removed and
discarded, followed by hand hygiene.

* If a sufficient supply of
respirators is not available, healthcare facilities may consider reuse as
long as the device has not been obviously soiled or damaged (e.g.,
creased or torn). Data on reuse of respirators for SARS are not
available. Reuse may increase the potential for contamination; however,
this risk must be balanced against the need to fully provide respiratory
protection for healthcare personnel.

* If N95 respirators are reused for contact with SARS patients, implement
a procedure for safer reuse to prevent contamination through contact with
infectious droplets on the outside of the respirator.

* Consider wearing a
loose-fitting barrier that does not interfere with fit or seal (e.g.,
surgical mask, face shield) over the respirator.

* Remove the barrier upon leaving the patient's room and perform hand
hygiene. Surgical masks should be discarded; face shields should be
cleaned and disinfected.

* Remove the respirator and either hang it in a designated area or place
it in a bag. (Consider labeling respirators with a user's name before use
to prevent reuse by another individual.)

* Use care when placing a used respirator on the face to ensure proper
fit for respiratory protection and to avoid contact with infectious
material that may be present on the outside of the mask.

* Perform hand hygiene after replacing the respirator on the face.


* When reusable respirators
(e.g., elastomeric [rubber], powered air purifying respirators [PAPR])
are used, the reusable elements should be cleaned and disinfected after
use, in accordance with manufacturer's recommendations. In addition, if
reusable respirators are used by more than one individual, filters must
be replaced between individual users. The used filters must be safely
discarded.

* Respiratory protective devices with a filter efficiency of 95% or
greater (e.g., N95, N99, N100) may not be available in some settings due
to supply shortages or other factors. In this situation, a surgical
(procedure) mask should be worn. Surgical masks will provide barrier
protection against large droplets that are considered to be the primary
route of SARS transmission. However, surgical masks may not adequately
protect against aerosol or airborne particles, primarily because they
allow for leakage around the mask and cannot be fit tested. The mask
should resist fluid penetration and fit tightly around the mouth and nose
when properly applied to the face.

* Hand hygiene is urged for all contact with suspect SARS patients or
objects that may be contaminated with the virus that causes SARS,
including hand washing with soap and water; if hands are not visibly
soiled, alcohol-based hand rubs may be use as an alternative to hand
washing.


Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP
Manager
Safety, Health & Environmental Affairs
DIAGNOSTIC LABORATORY SERVICES, INC.
650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300
Honolulu, Hawaii  96817                 
(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357     
email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org         
****************************************
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Greetings From New Orleans!  I thought you might be interested in this =
announcement.



The Center for Applied Environmental Public Health (CAEPH) at Tulane =
University School of Public Health and Tropical Medicine is pleased to =
announce that applications for the Fall 2003 cohorts of our three =
On-line Masters programs in Public Health are now being accepted.  =
Details for the programs are as follows:

    The MPH in Occupational Health and Safety Management program is =
designed for mid-career occupational health and safety or industrial =
hygiene professionals, who seek to expand management options. The =
curriculum provides study in four areas: health and safety principles =
and issues; data analysis for management decision making; behavioral =
aspects of the workplace; and management.

    The MPH in Occupational Health for health professionals is a program =
designed for physicians, nurses, physician-assistants and other health =
professionals who work in occupational health settings or clinics.  It =
provides the academic year required for board certification in =
preventive medicine/occupational medicine. The curriculum is designed to =
provide topics required for the preventive medicine boards and the =
occupational medicine specialty, including biostatistics, epidemiology, =
health services management and administration, environmental health, =
toxicology, and occupational health.
    
    The MSPH in Industrial Hygiene program provides the education and =
practical training of degreed scientists and engineers as professional =
industrial hygienists, including preparation for the certification =
examination administered by the American Board of Industrial Hygiene.  =
Study is focused on the anticipation, recognition, evaluation and =
control of chemical, biological, and physical health stressors in the =
workplace and indoor environments.

These are all part-time, interactive programs, designed for mid-career =
professionals to finish in 2-3 years.  Courses are normally scheduled in =
the evening (usually once a week/course) for 2-3 hours with breaks for =
questions and discussion.  A delayed website replay may also be =
accessed.  They are the only truly synchronous (real-time, live =
interaction) programs of their kind.  Students attend real time class by =
logging onto CAEPH's website and listening to live audio with =
accompanying visuals such as powerpoint slides, a white board or other =
shared applications such as spreadsheets.  Courses, classes and class =
materials are all accessible through web sites at CAEPH.  All the =
software, additional hardware and technical support necessary to =
participate is provided before students begin the program.  A sense of =
community and collaboration is facilitated with live class once a week, =
group assignments and small group sessions, networking, on-line chat =
rooms, bulletin boards, conference calls and email.

Tuition is $610/credit hour, plus additional fees for books, course =
materials and technical support.  Applications for the programs are =
being accepted now, and those received by the end of May will have =
priority. Space is limited, and interested applicants are encouraged to =
apply early.  For more information, visit our website at =
http://dl.caeph.tulane.edu/ , call (800) 862-2122, or send an email to =
DLinfo@tulane.edu.

Thank you for reading this message. Sincerely,
Peggy Farabaugh, CAEPH Alumna and Adjunct Professor


Read what others have to say about these unique programs, at
http://www.ohsonline.com/     On the left click on "archives".  Then =
search for "CAEPH".  Or
http://www.occupationalhazard.com/ On the right enter CAEPH in the =
search site box.
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List Members, 

Can anyone provide or direct me to information that has supposedly been 

circulating about the suspicion that SARS was transmitted through the 

plumbing system in some of the Asian outbreak areas?  Our plumbers have 

inquired about this and I only have some vague recollection of hearing 

something about this. 

Thanks. 

Don Robasser 

Princeton University 
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Television and print news coverage indicated that the outbreak in Hong = 

Kong was attributable in part to a sewer line in an apartment building = 

that was one of the centers of infection. Some coverage suggested the = 

problem was a broken sewage pipe contaminating the street and people = 

apparently contaminated their hands when removing their shoes. The = 

article below suggests a more direct route within the building.

Here's one link: http://uk.news.yahoo.com/030417/323/dxzyv.html
Michael Betlach 

Promega

-----Original Message----- 

From: Donald G. Robasser [mailto:robasser@PRINCETON.EDU] 

Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2003 10:53 AM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: SARS Transmission



List Members, 

Can anyone provide or direct me to information that has supposedly been 

circulating about the suspicion that SARS was transmitted through the 

plumbing system in some of the Asian outbreak areas?  Our plumbers have 

inquired about this and I only have some vague recollection of hearing 

something about this. 

Thanks. 

Don Robasser 

Princeton University 
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I apologize for sending another reply, but the links in Wired News = 

article provides a more detailed discussion and links to some of the = 

clinical studies corresponding to the outbreak. 

http://www.wired.com/news/medtech/0,1286,58534,00.html
Michael Betlach, Ph.D. 

Biosafety Officer 

Promega Corporation 

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway 

Madison, WI 53711 

(608) 277-2462 

-----Original Message----- 

From: Donald G. Robasser [mailto:robasser@PRINCETON.EDU] 

Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2003 10:53 AM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: SARS Transmission



List Members, 

Can anyone provide or direct me to information that has supposedly been 

circulating about the suspicion that SARS was transmitted through the 

plumbing system in some of the Asian outbreak areas?  Our plumbers have 

inquired about this and I only have some vague recollection of hearing 

something about this. 

Thanks. 

Don Robasser 

Princeton University 
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See WHO website:



Hong Kong: investigation of Amoy Gardens cluster 

The Hong Kong Secretary for Environment, Transport and Works, in 

collaboration with eight other government agencies, has released the 

results of an extensive investigation of an unusual cluster of SARS cas= 

es 

concentrated in the Amoy Gardens housing estate.



The investigation, which drew on epidemiological, environmental, and 

laboratory studies, has identified sewage contaminated with the SARS vi= 

rus 

as the probable point source of exposure. Epidemiological investigation= 

 has 

focused on the role of a 33-year-old man who developed symptoms of SARS= 

 on 

14 March and visited a relative in Block E, Amoy Gardens on 14 and 19 

March. His symptoms at that time included diarrhoea.



Based on the epidemiology of the outbreak, officials believe that this 

patient, who is linked to the infection of two relatives and two nurses= 

, 

was the source of the outbreak. Subsequent rapid spread to other reside= 

nts 

(321 cases of as 15 April) is thought to have involved defective U-trap= 

s in 

bathrooms, an amplifying effect of bathroom exhaust fans, a cracked sew= 

er 

vent pipe serving Block E, and an aerodynamic effect in a lightwell to 

which bathroom windows opened.



Laboratory investigations confirmed the presence of the SARS virus in a=

swab from the toilet bowl in the bathroom of a SARS patient, but not in=

numerous other environmental samples.



"This is a plausible hypothesis," says David Heymann, Executive Directo= 

r of 

communicable diseases at WHO. "This is the kind of study that is needed= 

 to 

find what it is in the environment that is transmitting this disease."



Further work will be needed to reach firm conclusions about the source = 

of 

the outbreak and the unusual way in which infection has spread.



The study found no epidemiological or laboratory evidence that the SARS=

virus was transmitted by air, water, or infected dust aerosols. "It is 

reassuring that speculations about a possible airborne transmission hav= 

e 

not been borne out by the evidence available to date," says Heymann.



The transmission of SARS within the Amoy Gardens estate is the first kn= 

own 

instance involving a possible environmental spread of the virus. Thorou= 

gh 

multi-disciplinary investigation of this unusual outbreak, as is now un= 

der 

way, is fully warranted. Once the outbreak is fully understood, the nex= 

t 

important step will be to develop measures that can prevent other insta= 

nces 

of environmental spread occurring under similar circumstances.



|---------+---------------------------> 

|         |           "Donald G.      | 

|         |           Robasser"       | 

|         |           <robasser@PRINCE| 

|         |           TON.EDU>        | 

|         |           Sent by: A      | 

|         |           Biosafety       | 

|         |           Discussion List | 

|         |           <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA| 

|         |           .MIT.EDU>       | 

|         |                           | 

|         |                           | 

|         |           04/23/2003 10:52| 

|         |           AM              | 

|         |           Please respond  | 

|         |           to A Biosafety  | 

|         |           Discussion List | 

|         |                           | 

|---------+---------------------------> 

  >--------------------------------------------------------------------= 

-----------------------------------------------------------| 

  |                                                                    = 

                                                           | 

  |        To:      BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU                            = 

                                                           | 

  |        cc:                                                         = 

                                                           | 

  |        Subject: SARS Transmission                                  = 

                                                           | 

  >--------------------------------------------------------------------= 

-----------------------------------------------------------|







List Members, 

Can anyone provide or direct me to information that has supposedly been=

circulating about the suspicion that SARS was transmitted through the 

plumbing system in some of the Asian outbreak areas?  Our plumbers have=

inquired about this and I only have some vague recollection of hearing 

something about this. 

Thanks. 

Don Robasser 

Princeton University

= 
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On behalf of our biosafety officer: 

I'm sort of new to this so I'm hoping someone out there can help me 

with 

some answers.

The first question concerns  transporting some stocks (Bacillus 

subtilis, Candida albicans and Bacteriodes vulgatus, all ATCC 

cultures) 

used for USP growth promotion testing. 

I have a vector laboratory (makes vectors for human gene transfer) 

that 

is located off campus within walking distance of their on-campus 

location.  However, in order to get to the campus location they  need 

to 

cross a public road.  They will NOT be "transporting" in a vehicle on 

the public roadway but will walk across the road when bringing their 

cultures back and forth. There are no  storage capabilities for 

bacterial and fungal stocks in the off campus vector lab. 

Is double or triple packaging with a biohazard label with the name of 

the culture on the outside package sufficient or do they need to 

package 

as if shipping since they are crossing a public roadway?  Can they use 

a 

reusable  exterior container as long as there has been no leakage or 

contamination?

The second question concerns certification of BSCs.  This same lab is 

considering using a company that is IAFCA accredited instead of NSF 

accredited for the certification of their BSCs.  Does anyone have any 

experience with the IAFCA accredited companies for BSC certification? 

When I looked at various websites, one mentioned that for the NSF 

accreditation, persons must pass a written and a practical exam 

whereas 

the IAFCA only has a written exam.

Any help you can give me on either (or both!) of these questions would 

be greatly appreciated.

Thanks, 

Dorothy Elsaesser dorothy.elsaesser@cchmc.org 

Cincinnati Children's Hospital Medical Center 

Cincinnati, OH 45229

Joshua M. Harney 

Assistant Director, Health & Safety 

Cincinnati Children's Hospital Medical Center 

phone: 513-636-7286 

fax: 513-636-2123 
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What about this idea as to the mechanisms of emergence of the new 

coronavirus if it is the causative agent of SARS? 

Rough draft!!!!!!!!! 

The new strain/serotype of Coronavirus apparently causing the severe 

viral pneumonia and some deaths because the victims don't get medical 

ventilation in time and have organ failure is very interesting.  Two 

serotypes of Coronavirus existed before the new strain or serotype 

appeared in China this year.  The former two serotypes were identified 

years ago as minor disease-causing respiratory viruses.  All three 

strains are : (1) a large, plus-stranded RNA viruses with a complicated 

envelope that is physically discernible in EMs of infected, upper 

epithelium lung tissue and in feces (2)   Only two serotypes were known 

prior to the appearance  of this third serotype [assumed]; (3) 

Coronaviruses do not grow well at temperatures above 33-35 C.  This 

temperature sensitivity limits the other two serotypes to the upper 

respiratory tract and short-term, mild, common cold-like symptoms like 

those caused by Rhinoviruses; hence, these strains only produce ~20% of 

common colds;  (4) The two known strains of  human Coronavirus are thus 

limited to the upper respiratory tract due to their inability to 

replicate at 37 - 39 C and the term of their infection is limited by the 

37 C normal temperature gradient found in the lower lungs; hence, they 

rarely cause pneumonia unlike the new coronavirus strain.  The new 

strain and old strains attack patients most seriously if they have 

histories of bronchitis or asthma.  These patients give the SARS 

infections to exposed, non-immune health care workers, confined 

travelers, and other individuals, young and old, exposed to their 

respiratory exudates. (5) The new strain apparently grows well at 39-40 

C in humans with fever and invades the lower lung producing viral 

pneumonia in most cases with person to person spread by inhalation of 

droplet aerosols, by hand to mouth transmission, or by the fecal-oral 

route; (6)  The known coronavirus strains do not induce strong IgA 

secretory antibody although serum antibodies in recovering patients 

achieve good serum IgG levels.  Serum IgG  does  not apparently prevent 

re-infection with the same strains. High titer IgA to the new strain is 

needed to limit initial respiratory tract infections. This does not 

happen with the two known strains of Coronavirses.  An  ELISA antibody 

test for these two known strains is available.  I assume the CDC has 

antibody to the new serotype. (7)  Control of Coronavirus infections by 

vaccination is difficult.  The replication method of human coronaviruses 

is well known.

Bottom line:  The new strain most likely is a temperature resistant 

mutant virus that can cause mild fevers above 100 F/39 C, and thus 

invade the lower lung and produce pneumonia with dry cough and few other 

warning signals that cause the patient to seek medical attention and 

mechanical ventilation to oxygenate the patient in the ER.. Pneumonia 

with major organ failure ensues with respiratory distress that needs 

early attention or can kill the patient.  No anti-viral drugs seem to 

help.  Vaccine seems unlikely.

A significant, new potential bioterrorist weapon   ??.  That is, an 

aerosol-borne infectious agent that will fill the hospitals if it 

reaches pandemic proportions and could cripple the economy and likely 

kill immune deficient hosts or patients prone to bronchitis or asthma. 

Could be a valuable tool to cripple military personnel living in close 

quarters.  Not known to be associated with bioterrorism yet according to 

the CDC.  Much of this about the new strain is my speculation, but seems 

entirely feasible.

Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., RBP, CBSP 

Professor and Chair, 

Micro. and Immunology 

USA COM 

Mobile, AL 36699 

(251) 460-6314 

4/22/2003 
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The report "Main Findings of an Investigation into the Outbreak of 

Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome at Amoy Gardens" (PDF) as released by 

the HK Department of Health[SARS info:http://www.info.gov.hk/dh/ap.htm] 

can be found here:

http://www.info.gov.hk/info/ap/pdf/amoy_e.pdf 

Please note however that the WHO will send in some of their experts to 

look into this specific outbreak.





Donald G. Robasser wrote: 

> List Members, 

> Can anyone provide or direct me to information that has supposedly been 

> circulating about the suspicion that SARS was transmitted through the 

> plumbing system in some of the Asian outbreak areas?  Our plumbers have 

> inquired about this and I only have some vague recollection of hearing 

> something about this. 

> Thanks. 

> Don Robasser 

> Princeton University 

> 

>



-- 

Dr. Bruce M. Whitney 

Cancer Centre, Prince of Wales Hospital 

Chinese University of Hong Kong 

Shatin, N.T. Hong Kong 

Tel.    (852) 2632 1152 

Fax.    (852) 2648 8842 
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DOT does not apply if one is on foot.  Secondary or triple containment is 

not a bad idea,  But, you do not have to meet DOT specs.

sorry I have no exprerience with the IAFCA certifications.

Bob

>On behalf of our biosafety officer: 

>I'm sort of new to this so I'm hoping someone out there can help me 

>with 

>some answers. 

> 

>The first question concerns  transporting some stocks (Bacillus 

>subtilis, Candida albicans and Bacteriodes vulgatus, all ATCC 

>cultures) 

>used for USP growth promotion testing. 

>I have a vector laboratory (makes vectors for human gene transfer) 

>that 

>is located off campus within walking distance of their on-campus 

>location.  However, in order to get to the campus location they  need 

>to 

>cross a public road.  They will NOT be "transporting" in a vehicle on 

>the public roadway but will walk across the road when bringing their 

>cultures back and forth. There are no  storage capabilities for 

>bacterial and fungal stocks in the off campus vector lab. 

>Is double or triple packaging with a biohazard label with the name of 

>the culture on the outside package sufficient or do they need to 

>package 

>as if shipping since they are crossing a public roadway?  Can they use 

>a 

>reusable  exterior container as long as there has been no leakage or 

>contamination? 

> 

>The second question concerns certification of BSCs.  This same lab is 

>considering using a company that is IAFCA accredited instead of NSF 

>accredited for the certification of their BSCs.  Does anyone have any 

>experience with the IAFCA accredited companies for BSC certification? 

>When I looked at various websites, one mentioned that for the NSF 

>accreditation, persons must pass a written and a practical exam 

>whereas 

>the IAFCA only has a written exam. 

> 

>Any help you can give me on either (or both!) of these questions would 

>be greatly appreciated. 

> 

>Thanks, 

>Dorothy Elsaesser dorothy.elsaesser@cchmc.org 

>Cincinnati Children's Hospital Medical Center 

>Cincinnati, OH 45229 

> 

>Joshua M. Harney 

>Assistant Director, Health & Safety 

>Cincinnati Children's Hospital Medical Center 

>phone: 513-636-7286 

>fax: 513-636-2123





_____________________________________________________________________ 

__      / _____________________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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Interesting hypothesis, Joe.  Could well be on the money.  We've used 

temp-sensitive mutations to create vaccine strains of agents capable of 

causing lower respiratory tract infection (such as influenza).  A viral 

strain with a thermal optimum of 33 degrees C typically replicates very 

poorly at 37-39 degrees C.  Thus, the rhinoviruses, with a 33C optimum, 

cause illness characterized by coryza (inflammation of the anterior 

nasopharynx) and "Niagara nose" (copious nasal mucous production) but no 

fever and no signs or symptoms of bronchitis, bronchiolitis, pneumonitis or 

pneumonia.  In other words, it stays in the nasal membranes, where the 

temperature is 33C, rather than in the lungs, at 37C core temp.  If this new 

coronavirus has lost the gene controlling its 33C optimum and shifted to a 

higher optimum characteristic of most other human pathogens, it could well 

be capable of causing the significant lower respiratory tract pathology 

we're seeing now.

We also know that mucosal IgA in nasal secretions is more effective in 

protecting against respiratory virus than circulating IgA, and that it is 

produced in large quantities in immune individuals.  If this putative "ts 

neg" new coronavirus strain grows inefficiently (if at all) at 33C, it may 

not stimulate adequate mucous IgA production to be helpful as an immune 

protective mechanism.

It'll be interesting to see how this one plays out.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP 

Director and Biosafety Officer 

Environment, Health and Safety 

MedImmune Vaccines, Inc. 

408-845-8847





-----Original Message----- 

From: Joseph H. Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., Professor 

[mailto:jcoggin@JAGUAR1.USOUTHAL.EDU] 

Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2003 2:45 PM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: An idea about the new Coronavirus causing SARS



What about this idea as to the mechanisms of emergence of the new 

coronavirus if it is the causative agent of SARS? 

Rough draft!!!!!!!!! 

The new strain/serotype of Coronavirus apparently causing the severe 

viral pneumonia and some deaths because the victims don't get medical 

ventilation in time and have organ failure is very interesting.  Two 

serotypes of Coronavirus existed before the new strain or serotype 

appeared in China this year.  The former two serotypes were identified 

years ago as minor disease-causing respiratory viruses.  All three 

strains are : (1) a large, plus-stranded RNA viruses with a complicated 

envelope that is physically discernible in EMs of infected, upper 

epithelium lung tissue and in feces (2)   Only two serotypes were known 

prior to the appearance  of this third serotype [assumed]; (3) 

Coronaviruses do not grow well at temperatures above 33-35 C.  This 

temperature sensitivity limits the other two serotypes to the upper 

respiratory tract and short-term, mild, common cold-like symptoms like 

those caused by Rhinoviruses; hence, these strains only produce ~20% of 

common colds;  (4) The two known strains of  human Coronavirus are thus 

limited to the upper respiratory tract due to their inability to 

replicate at 37 - 39 C and the term of their infection is limited by the 

37 C normal temperature gradient found in the lower lungs; hence, they 

rarely cause pneumonia unlike the new coronavirus strain.  The new 

strain and old strains attack patients most seriously if they have 

histories of bronchitis or asthma.  These patients give the SARS 

infections to exposed, non-immune health care workers, confined 

travelers, and other individuals, young and old, exposed to their 

respiratory exudates. (5) The new strain apparently grows well at 39-40 

C in humans with fever and invades the lower lung producing viral 

pneumonia in most cases with person to person spread by inhalation of 

droplet aerosols, by hand to mouth transmission, or by the fecal-oral 

route; (6)  The known coronavirus strains do not induce strong IgA 

secretory antibody although serum antibodies in recovering patients 

achieve good serum IgG levels.  Serum IgG  does  not apparently prevent 

re-infection with the same strains. High titer IgA to the new strain is 

needed to limit initial respiratory tract infections. This does not 

happen with the two known strains of Coronavirses.  An  ELISA antibody 

test for these two known strains is available.  I assume the CDC has 

antibody to the new serotype. (7)  Control of Coronavirus infections by 

vaccination is difficult.  The replication method of human coronaviruses 

is well known.

Bottom line:  The new strain most likely is a temperature resistant 

mutant virus that can cause mild fevers above 100 F/39 C, and thus 

invade the lower lung and produce pneumonia with dry cough and few other 

warning signals that cause the patient to seek medical attention and 

mechanical ventilation to oxygenate the patient in the ER.. Pneumonia 

with major organ failure ensues with respiratory distress that needs 

early attention or can kill the patient.  No anti-viral drugs seem to 

help.  Vaccine seems unlikely.

A significant, new potential bioterrorist weapon   ??.  That is, an 

aerosol-borne infectious agent that will fill the hospitals if it 

reaches pandemic proportions and could cripple the economy and likely 

kill immune deficient hosts or patients prone to bronchitis or asthma. 

Could be a valuable tool to cripple military personnel living in close 

quarters.  Not known to be associated with bioterrorism yet according to 

the CDC.  Much of this about the new strain is my speculation, but seems 

entirely feasible.

Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., RBP, CBSP 

Professor and Chair, 

Micro. and Immunology 

USA COM 

Mobile, AL 36699 

(251) 460-6314 

4/22/2003 
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anyone able to explain how to distinguish between polio virus work at = 

BSL2 containment and BSL3 containment?

we've completed our inventory and I've skimmed the guidance, but not = 

clear on why/when to draw the line.

thanks in advance

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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At Wright State University in Dayton Ohio there is a 

Labconco Class II cabinet that being surplused from a lab 

space that has been reassigned to others.  The cabinet is a 

Labconco Model 36212-00, sn 214638, manufactured 7/18/1990 

and is NSF listed.  The cabinet is the large 6 foot wide 

model.  In preparation for removing the cabinet from the lab 

it has been decontaminated using paraformaldehyde.

The cabinet is in good condition other than it is in need of 

having maintenance work (filter replaced and internal 

diffuser checked for operation).  The department that has 

the cabinet wants the unit removed and are willing to offer 

the unit at a cost of $1.00 (one dollar) to any institution 

that is willing to take the unit and to arrange and to take 

responsibility for the move.  The cabinet needs to be moved 

before May 16.  If you are interested contact off of the 

biosafety list at my email address greg.merkle@wright.edu . 

It will be first come - first serve.

Greg Merkle

--Boundary_(ID_7bhMrPY12YHp7AvgcdS0QA) 

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_7bhMrPY12YHp7AvgcdS0QA)-- 
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Hi Therese - Attached is the link to WHO's Global Action Plan for = 

Laboratory Containment of Wild Poliovirus Materials, which is posted on = 

our website.  I refer you to Section 6, Laboratory Survey and Inventory = 

- Implementing BSL-2/Polio, and Section 7, Global Certification - = 

Implementing Biosafety Options.  = 

http://www.cdc.gov/od/nvpo/polio/gap2.htm
We are currently in Phase I of the Action Plan - Conducting Laboratory = 

Inventories.  During this phase, all laboratories retaining wild = 

poliovirus infectious or potential infectious materials are instructed = 

to institute enhanced Biosafety level-2 (BSL-2/polio) measures for safe = 

handling. See Section 6 and Annex 3) 

During Phase II, which begins upon notification by WHO that one year has = 

elapsed without isolation of wild polioviruses anywhere in the world, = 

all laboratories on the National Inventory  are instructed to elect one = 

of the following three options:

1. Render materials non-infectious for poliovirus or destroy them under = 

appropriate conditions.

2. Transfer wild poliovirus infectious and potential infectious = 

materials to laboratories capable of meeting the required Biosafety = 

standards.

3. Implement Biosafety requirements appropriate for the laboratory = 

procedures being carried out (BSL-2/polio or BSL-3/polio). (See Section = 

7, Global Certification - Implementing Biosafety Options and Annex 4 of = 

the Global Action for more details.

Many thanks for completing the inventory, and let me know if I can of = 

further assistance.

Kim

Kim Koporc 

Poliovirus Laboratory Containment Preparedness 

750 Commerce Drive, Suite 400 

Decatur, GA 30300

404-687-5625 

kkoporc@taskforce.org 

www.cdc.gov/od/nvpo/polio
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Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2003 3:01 PM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Re: Polio virus work and containment



anyone able to explain how to distinguish between polio virus work at = 

BSL2 containment and BSL3 containment?

we've completed our inventory and I've skimmed the guidance, but not = 

clear on why/when to draw the line.

thanks in advance

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> 
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Certainly interested. Where Is Wright, and how would we ship such a beast?

>At Wright State University in Dayton Ohio there is a 

>Labconco Class II cabinet that being surplused from a lab 

>space that has been reassigned to others.  The cabinet is a 

>Labconco Model 36212-00, sn 214638, manufactured 7/18/1990 

>and is NSF listed.  The cabinet is the large 6 foot wide 

>model.  In preparation for removing the cabinet from the lab 

>it has been decontaminated using paraformaldehyde. 

> 

>The cabinet is in good condition other than it is in need of 

>having maintenance work (filter replaced and internal 

>diffuser checked for operation).  The department that has 

>the cabinet wants the unit removed and are willing to offer 

>the unit at a cost of $1.00 (one dollar) to any institution 

>that is willing to take the unit and to arrange and to take 

>responsibility for the move.  The cabinet needs to be moved 

>before May 16.  If you are interested contact off of the 

>biosafety list at my email address greg.merkle@wright.edu . 

>It will be first come - first serve. 

> 

>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: Home:greg.merkle 2.vcf (TEXT/ttxt) (0006A1FE)



-- 

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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thanks for your prompt and useful response--we'll review those sections = 

in detail!

-----Original Message----- 

From: Koporc, Kim [mailto:KKoporc@TASKFORCE.ORG] 

Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2003 2:09 PM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Re: Polio virus work and containment



Hi Therese - Attached is the link to WHO's Global Action Plan for = 

Laboratory Containment of Wild Poliovirus Materials, which is posted on = 

our website.  I refer you to Section 6, Laboratory Survey and Inventory = 

- Implementing BSL-2/Polio, and Section 7, Global Certification - = 

Implementing Biosafety Options.  = 

http://www.cdc.gov/od/nvpo/polio/gap2.htm
We are currently in Phase I of the Action Plan - Conducting Laboratory = 

Inventories.  During this phase, all laboratories retaining wild = 

poliovirus infectious or potential infectious materials are instructed = 

to institute enhanced Biosafety level-2 (BSL-2/polio) measures for safe = 

handling. See Section 6 and Annex 3) 

During Phase II, which begins upon notification by WHO that one year has = 

elapsed without isolation of wild polioviruses anywhere in the world, = 

all laboratories on the National Inventory  are instructed to elect one = 

of the following three options:

1. Render materials non-infectious for poliovirus or destroy them under = 

appropriate conditions.

2. Transfer wild poliovirus infectious and potential infectious = 

materials to laboratories capable of meeting the required Biosafety = 

standards.

3. Implement Biosafety requirements appropriate for the laboratory = 

procedures being carried out (BSL-2/polio or BSL-3/polio). (See Section = 

7, Global Certification - Implementing Biosafety Options and Annex 4 of = 

the Global Action for more details.

Many thanks for completing the inventory, and let me know if I can of = 

further assistance.

Kim

Kim Koporc 

Poliovirus Laboratory Containment Preparedness 

750 Commerce Drive, Suite 400 

Decatur, GA 30300

404-687-5625 

kkoporc@taskforce.org 

www.cdc.gov/od/nvpo/polio
-----Original Message----- 

From: Therese M. Stinnett [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU] 

Sent: Thursday, April 24, 2003 3:01 PM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Re: Polio virus work and containment



anyone able to explain how to distinguish between polio virus work at = 

BSL2 containment and BSL3 containment?

we've completed our inventory and I've skimmed the guidance, but not = 

clear on why/when to draw the line.

thanks in advance

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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Date:         Fri, 25 Apr 2003 15:53:04 -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:      Garden beds constucted of CCD-treated lumber 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

List members, 

This is a little off the normal track, but thought someone might have 

some information. 

I am looking for information of any health-related symptoms/conditions 

that have been clearly shown for persons eating foods grown around or in 

beds constructed with CCA-treated lumber (Chromium/Copper/Arsenic 

compound treated lumber). The particular question that came to me 

represents someone who has grown and eaten varieties of vegetable in 

such garden beds for 15 to 20 years. 

Does anyone have information on specific illnesses/conditions that have 

been identified as associated with such consumption, beyond the recent 

indications of  cancer implications? 

I have seen a lot of information on line about the hazards of CCA lumber 

now being banned, but nothing (except cancer) indicating the kinds of 

health conditions or sypmtoms that may be related. 

Any information or sources would be appreciated. 

Don 

========================================================================= 

Date:         Sat, 26 Apr 2003 18:14:11 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: Garden beds constucted of CCD-treated lumber 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII" 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Don, 

        I don't know any health related problems that are directly attributed 

to the use of CCA-treated lumber, but I noticed in The Washington Post 

(Section F, pg12) for Saturday, April 26th, 2003 in a Q&A article by Gene 

Austin, and I quote "Pressure-treated wood containing CCA (chromated copper 

arsenate) also has many critics and will be phased out for residential use by 

the end of this year. However, manufacturers of CCA-treated wood have long 

maintained that it is safe for use in gardens. The American Wood Preservers 

Institute, a trade group, contends that research conducted by county 

extension agents in Texas showed that soil around CCA-treated wood showed no 

higher levels of preservatives than what occurs naturally in any soil"? 

    Maybe that will help. 

Diane Fleming 

========================================================================= 

Date:         Sun, 27 Apr 2003 10:47:39 -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: Garden beds constructed of CCA-treated lumber 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1" 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

For a contrary opinion, check out the summary by Organic Gardening = 

magazine, citing studies at the Connecticut Agricultural Experiment = 

Station and Minnesota that found elevated amounts of arsenic in = 

vegetables grown in raised beds with CCA-treated wood. 

http://www.organicgardening.com/watchdog/treatedwood.html
Michael Betlach



-----Original Message----- 

From: Diane Fleming [mailto:Dimerck@AOL.COM] 

Sent: Saturday, April 26, 2003 5:14 PM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Re: Garden beds constucted of CCD-treated lumber



Don, 

        I don't know any health related problems that are directly = 

attributed 

to the use of CCA-treated lumber, but I noticed in The Washington Post 

(Section F, pg12) for Saturday, April 26th, 2003 in a Q&A article by = 

Gene 

Austin, and I quote "Pressure-treated wood containing CCA (chromated = 

copper 

arsenate) also has many critics and will be phased out for residential = 

use by 

the end of this year. However, manufacturers of CCA-treated wood have = 

long 

maintained that it is safe for use in gardens. The American Wood = 

Preservers 

Institute, a trade group, contends that research conducted by county 

extension agents in Texas showed that soil around CCA-treated wood = 

showed no 

higher levels of preservatives than what occurs naturally in any soil"? 

    Maybe that will help. 

Diane Fleming 

========================================================================= 

Date:         Mon, 28 Apr 2003 09:03:44 -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: Garden beds constucted of CCD-treated lumber 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

The concern has been for children who play on the playground and then don't 

wash hands.

Check the astdr site for summaries on arsenic 

http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/cxcx3.html
http://www.dartmouth.edu/~toxmetal/RCGI.shtml here are also good links 

including chromium and copper



YOu might try epa site for water

harvard has a project regarding longterm exposure to low levels of arenic 

http://phys4.harvard.edu/~wilson/arsenic_project_introduction.htm
-----Original Message----- 

From: Donald G. Robasser [mailto:robasser@PRINCETON.EDU] 

Sent: Friday, April 25, 2003 3:53 PM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Garden beds constucted of CCD-treated lumber



List members, 

This is a little off the normal track, but thought someone might have 

some information. 

I am looking for information of any health-related symptoms/conditions 

that have been clearly shown for persons eating foods grown around or in 

beds constructed with CCA-treated lumber (Chromium/Copper/Arsenic 

compound treated lumber). The particular question that came to me 

represents someone who has grown and eaten varieties of vegetable in 

such garden beds for 15 to 20 years. 

Does anyone have information on specific illnesses/conditions that have 

been identified as associated with such consumption, beyond the recent 

indications of  cancer implications? 

I have seen a lot of information on line about the hazards of CCA lumber 

now being banned, but nothing (except cancer) indicating the kinds of 

health conditions or sypmtoms that may be related. 

Any information or sources would be appreciated. 

Don 
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Date:         Mon, 28 Apr 2003 08:05:11 -0600
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>
Subject:      select agent question
In-Reply-To:  <3EA99220.43715423@princeton.edu>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

How is everybody defining:
"select agent storage"
"long-term storage or holdings for stock cultures"
"stocks of select agents and toxins"

Please respond off the list serve.  Thanks to all in advance.

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP
University of California
Los Alamos National Laboratory
HSR-5
MS K486
Los Alamos, NM 87545
(505) 665-2977 (voice)
((505) 996-3807 (pager)
"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear
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Date:         Mon, 28 Apr 2003 09:45:06 -0500
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Joseph H. Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., Professor"
              <jcoggin@JAGUAR1.USOUTHAL.EDU>
Organization: Department of Microbiology & Immunology,
              University of South Alabama, College of Medicine, Mobile,
              AL 36688   Phone (251) 460-6314; Fax (251) 460-7269
Subject:      Re: An idea about the new Coronavirus causing SARS
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Glenn:  Thanks for your interest and comments.  I tried without success
last week to get  get through to CDC about what they knew about the
 temperature/ replication requirements for the current emerging
Coronavirus strain/serotype and drew a blank.
Best wishes!!
Joe Coggin

Funk, Glenn wrote:

>Interesting hypothesis, Joe.  Could well be on the money.  We've used
>temp-sensitive mutations to create vaccine strains of agents capable of
>causing lower respiratory tract infection (such as influenza).  A viral
>strain with a thermal optimum of 33 degrees C typically replicates very
>poorly at 37-39 degrees C.  Thus, the rhinoviruses, with a 33C optimum,
>cause illness characterized by coryza (inflammation of the anterior
>nasopharynx) and "Niagara nose" (copious nasal mucous production) but no
>fever and no signs or symptoms of bronchitis, bronchiolitis, pneumonitis or
>pneumonia.  In other words, it stays in the nasal membranes, where the
>temperature is 33C, rather than in the lungs, at 37C core temp.  If this new
>coronavirus has lost the gene controlling its 33C optimum and shifted to a
>higher optimum characteristic of most other human pathogens, it could well
>be capable of causing the significant lower respiratory tract pathology
>we're seeing now.
>
>We also know that mucosal IgA in nasal secretions is more effective in
>protecting against respiratory virus than circulating IgA, and that it is
>produced in large quantities in immune individuals.  If this putative "ts
>neg" new coronavirus strain grows inefficiently (if at all) at 33C, it may
>not stimulate adequate mucous IgA production to be helpful as an immune
>protective mechanism.
>
>It'll be interesting to see how this one plays out.
>
>-- Glenn
>
>Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP
>Director and Biosafety Officer
>Environment, Health and Safety
>MedImmune Vaccines, Inc.
>408-845-8847
>
>
>
>-----Original Message-----
>From: Joseph H. Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., Professor
>[mailto:jcoggin@JAGUAR1.USOUTHAL.EDU]
>Sent: Wednesday, April 23, 2003 2:45 PM
>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
>Subject: An idea about the new Coronavirus causing SARS
>
>
>What about this idea as to the mechanisms of emergence of the new
>coronavirus if it is the causative agent of SARS?
>Rough draft!!!!!!!!!
>The new strain/serotype of Coronavirus apparently causing the severe
>viral pneumonia and some deaths because the victims don't get medical
>ventilation in time and have organ failure is very interesting.  Two
>serotypes of Coronavirus existed before the new strain or serotype
>appeared in China this year.  The former two serotypes were identified
>years ago as minor disease-causing respiratory viruses.  All three
>strains are : (1) a large, plus-stranded RNA viruses with a complicated
>envelope that is physically discernible in EMs of infected, upper
>epithelium lung tissue and in feces (2)   Only two serotypes were known
>prior to the appearance  of this third serotype [assumed]; (3)
>Coronaviruses do not grow well at temperatures above 33-35 C.  This
>temperature sensitivity limits the other two serotypes to the upper
>respiratory tract and short-term, mild, common cold-like symptoms like
>those caused by Rhinoviruses; hence, these strains only produce ~20% of
>common colds;  (4) The two known strains of  human Coronavirus are thus
>limited to the upper respiratory tract due to their inability to
>replicate at 37 - 39 C and the term of their infection is limited by the
>37 C normal temperature gradient found in the lower lungs; hence, they
>rarely cause pneumonia unlike the new coronavirus strain.  The new
>strain and old strains attack patients most seriously if they have
>histories of bronchitis or asthma.  These patients give the SARS
>infections to exposed, non-immune health care workers, confined
>travelers, and other individuals, young and old, exposed to their
>respiratory exudates. (5) The new strain apparently grows well at 39-40
>C in humans with fever and invades the lower lung producing viral
>pneumonia in most cases with person to person spread by inhalation of
>droplet aerosols, by hand to mouth transmission, or by the fecal-oral
>route; (6)  The known coronavirus strains do not induce strong IgA
>secretory antibody although serum antibodies in recovering patients
>achieve good serum IgG levels.  Serum IgG  does  not apparently prevent
>re-infection with the same strains. High titer IgA to the new strain is
>needed to limit initial respiratory tract infections. This does not
>happen with the two known strains of Coronavirses.  An  ELISA antibody
>test for these two known strains is available.  I assume the CDC has
>antibody to the new serotype. (7)  Control of Coronavirus infections by
>vaccination is difficult.  The replication method of human coronaviruses
>is well known.
>
>Bottom line:  The new strain most likely is a temperature resistant
>mutant virus that can cause mild fevers above 100 F/39 C, and thus
>invade the lower lung and produce pneumonia with dry cough and few other
>warning signals that cause the patient to seek medical attention and
>mechanical ventilation to oxygenate the patient in the ER.. Pneumonia
>with major organ failure ensues with respiratory distress that needs
>early attention or can kill the patient.  No anti-viral drugs seem to
>help.  Vaccine seems unlikely.
>
>A significant, new potential bioterrorist weapon   ??.  That is, an
>aerosol-borne infectious agent that will fill the hospitals if it
>reaches pandemic proportions and could cripple the economy and likely
>kill immune deficient hosts or patients prone to bronchitis or asthma.
>Could be a valuable tool to cripple military personnel living in close
>quarters.  Not known to be associated with bioterrorism yet according to
>the CDC.  Much of this about the new strain is my speculation, but seems
>entirely feasible.
>
>Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., RBP, CBSP
>Professor and Chair,
>Micro. and Immunology
>USA COM
>Mobile, AL 36699
>(251) 460-6314
>4/22/2003
>
>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Gaitree Tiwari <tiwariga@UMDNJ.EDU>
Subject:      Infectious Waste Decontamination and Disposal
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable
Content-Disposition: inline

I am interested in finding out how infectious laboratory waste is =
decontaminated at your facility.  Steam autoclaving usually is considered =
the method of choice which is what we use here at the University of =
Medicine and Dentistry of NJ.
Do you use an alternate method of decontamination before disposal? Or, do =
any of you have your waste treated off site?  If you do, what method is =
it? Any feedback/suggestions will be greatly appreciated.
Regards,
Gaitree Tiwar-McNab  
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Date:         Mon, 28 Apr 2003 15:10:30 EDT
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         "Ira F. Salkin" <Irasalkin@AOL.COM>
Subject:      Re: Infectious Waste Decontamination and Disposal
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="part1_1ca.87322b1.2bded6a6_boundary"

--part1_1ca.87322b1.2bded6a6_boundary
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I would suggest that you check Anthology of Biosafety.  II.  Facility Design
Considerations which contains an entire chapter on methods of decontamination
of infectious or medical waste.

Ira F. Salkin, Ph.D.

--part1_1ca.87322b1.2bded6a6_boundary
Content-Type: text/html; charset="US-ASCII"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I would suggest that you check Anthology of Biosafety.=   II.  Facility Design Considerations which contains an entire cha= pter on methods of decontamination of infectious or medical waste.

Ira F. Salkin, Ph.D.
--part1_1ca.87322b1.2bded6a6_boundary--
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Gaitree Tiwari <tiwariga@UMDNJ.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Infectious Waste Decontamination and Disposal
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII
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Thank you, Dr. Salkin.  Will do.
Regards,
Gaitree

>>> Irasalkin@AOL.COM 04/28/03 03:10PM >>>
I would suggest that you check Anthology of Biosafety.  II.  Facility =
Design
Considerations which contains an entire chapter on methods of decontaminati=
on
of infectious or medical waste.

Ira F. Salkin, Ph.D.
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Date:         Mon, 28 Apr 2003 15:40:59 -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:      Select Agent Destruction notification
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

In the CDC regs they require written notification prior to
destruction of SA's (stock cultures, IIRC) at least 5 business days
prior. I can't find anything like that in the APHIS regs - does
anyone know if they also require the notification prior to
destruction?
--
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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Date:         Mon, 28 Apr 2003 16:41:34 -0500
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>
Subject:      transporting diagnostic specimens.. again!!!
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Hi All,

ARRG! I thought I had myself convinced about this but an investigator here
has received specific instructions for sending samples from a clinical
research project testing lab that are contrary to what I told them.. so I'd
appreciate someone's take on this..

They are shipping blood samples for testing.. thus I believe the
classification is diagnostic specimen and must be sent following packing
instructions 650..

This testing lab has designed it's own little vial holders (box with rubber
band to close) and they want them shipped in a cooler (a la K-Mart on sale
for $9.99) with wads of paper towel as absorbent.. now it was my distinct
impression that the packaging had meet certain design standards and this is
verified by testing in a specific configuration and given a certification..
but in reading their instructions it says the shipper has to verify the
packaging meets the standards - it does not say it has to be a UN certified
packaging system and in fact somewhere in the regs I found that a UN
certification mark is NOT required.. only a statement that it is packed in
compliance with PI 650..

I had told them they have to use a UN certified system that meets 650.. how
else are they going to know that particular 'box in cooler' meets the
requirements?.. This testing lab disagrees and thinks it's not necessary to
use certified containers in this case.. what do I 'encourage' my
investigator to do?

Kath Harrs

**********************************************
Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.
Biological Safety Professional
Office of Research Safety
Northwestern University
NG-71 Technological Institute
2145 Sheridan Road
Evanston, IL 60208-3121
Phone: (847) 491-4387
Fax: (847) 467-2797
Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu
**********************************************
--=====================_547569656==_.ALT
Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Hi All,

ARRG! I thought I had myself convinced about this but an investigator here has received specific instructions for sending samples from a clinical research project testing lab that are contrary to what I told them.. so I'd appreciate someone's take on this..

They are shipping blood samples for testing.. thus I believe the classification is diagnostic specimen and must be sent following packing instructions 650..

This testing lab has designed it's own little vial holders (box with rubber band to close) and they want them shipped in a cooler (a la K-Mart on sale for $9.99) with wads of paper towel as absorbent.. now it was my distinct impression that the packaging had meet certain design standards and this is verified by testing in a specific configuration and given a certification.. but in reading their instructions it says the shipper has to verify the packaging meets the standards - it does not say it has to be a UN certified packaging system and in fact somewhere in the regs I found that a UN certification mark is NOT required.. only a statement that it is packed in compliance with PI 650..

I had told them they have to use a UN certified system that meets 650.. how else are they going to know that particular 'box in cooler' meets the requirements?.. This testing lab disagrees and thinks it's not necessary to use certified containers in this case.. what do I 'encourage' my investigator to do? 

Kath Harrs

**********************************************
Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.
Biological Safety Professional
Office of Research Safety
Northwestern University
NG-71 Technological Institute
2145 Sheridan Road
Evanston, IL 60208-3121
Phone: (847) 491-4387
Fax: (847) 467-2797
Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu
**********************************************
--=====================_547569656==_.ALT--
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From:         "Karen E.S. Shaw" <kesshaw@UCDAVIS.EDU>
Subject:      Re: transporting diagnostic specimens.. again!!!
In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20030428162456.00a8b260@lulu.it.northwestern.ed u>
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Kath-
Is this K-Mart special traveling via a courier's car on US roads via the post
office or via FedEx?
Karen

At 04:41 PM 4/28/03 -0500, you wrote:
>
> Hi All,
>
> ARRG! I thought I had myself convinced about this but an investigator here
> has received specific instructions for sending samples from a clinical
> research project testing lab that are contrary to what I told them.. so I'd
> appreciate someone's take on this..
>
> They are shipping blood samples for testing.. thus I believe the
> classification is diagnostic specimen and must be sent following packing
> instructions 650..
>
> This testing lab has designed it's own little vial holders (box with rubber
> band to close) and they want them shipped in a cooler (a la K-Mart on sale
> for $9.99) with wads of paper towel as absorbent.. now it was my distinct
> impression that the packaging had meet certain design standards and this is
> verified by testing in a specific configuration and given a certification..
> but in reading their instructions it says the shipper has to verify the
> packaging meets the standards - it does not say it has to be a UN certified
> packaging system and in fact somewhere in the regs I found that a UN
> certification mark is NOT required.. only a statement that it is packed in
> compliance with PI 650..
>
> I had told them they have to use a UN certified system that meets 650.. how
> else are they going to know that particular 'box in cooler' meets the
> requirements?.. This testing lab disagrees and thinks it's not necessary to
> use certified containers in this case.. what do I 'encourage' my investigator
> to do?
>
> Kath Harrs
>
> **********************************************
> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.
> Biological Safety Professional
> Office of Research Safety
> Northwestern University
> NG-71 Technological Institute
> 2145 Sheridan Road
> Evanston, IL 60208-3121
> Phone: (847) 491-4387
> Fax: (847) 467-2797
> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu
> **********************************************



*******************************
Karen E.S. Shaw
Center for Comparative Medicine
County Rd 98 and Hutchison Dr
University of California, Davis
Davis, CA 95616
(530) 752-1561
(530) 752-7914 fax
Facilities Coordinator
kesshaw@ucdavis.edu
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Kath-
Is this K-Mart special traveling via a courier's car on US roads via the post office or via FedEx?
Karen

At 04:41 PM 4/28/03 -0500, you wrote: 


Hi All,

ARRG! I thought I had myself convinced about this but an investigator here has received specific instructions for sending samples from a clinical research project testing lab that are contrary to what I told them.. so I'd appreciate someone's take on this..

They are shipping blood samples for testing.. thus I believe the classification is diagnostic specimen and must be sent following packing instructions 650..

This testing lab has designed it's own little vial holders (box with rubber band to close) and they want them shipped in a cooler (a la K-Mart on sale for $9.99) with wads of paper towel as absorbent.. now it was my distinct impression that the packaging had meet certain design standards and this is verified by testing in a specific configuration and given a certification.. but in reading their instructions it says the shipper has to verify the packaging meets the standards - it does not say it has to be a UN certified packaging system and in fact somewhere in the regs I found that a UN certification mark is NOT required.. only a statement that it is packed in compliance with PI 650..

I had told them they have to use a UN certified system that meets 650.. how else are they going to know that particular 'box in cooler' meets the requirements?.. This testing lab disagrees and thinks it's not necessary to use certified containers in this case.. what do I 'encourage' my investigator to do? 

Kath Harrs

**********************************************
Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.
Biological Safety Professional
Office of Research Safety
Northwestern University
NG-71 Technological Institute
2145 Sheridan Road
Evanston, IL 60208-3121
Phone: (847) 491-4387
Fax: (847) 467-2797
Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu
**********************************************



*******************************
Karen E.S. Shaw
Center for Comparative Medicine
County Rd 98 and Hutchison Dr
University of California, Davis
Davis, CA 95616
(530) 752-1561 
(530) 752-7914 fax
Facilities Coordinator
kesshaw@ucdavis.edu

--=====================_-1137633031==_.ALT--
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Date:         Mon, 28 Apr 2003 18:09:42 -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: transporting diagnostic specimens.. again!!!
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C30DD2.DEC9FDDE"

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_01C30DD2.DEC9FDDE
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"

If the concern is meeting the pressure test requirements for air transport, you
may be able to get test results for the particular container they use. Nalgene
Nunc faxed me a list of 95kPa test results for a long list of cryogenic vials
that passed; B-D provides the same information for a list of Vacutainer tubes
(as long as they have not been opened.) So I've adjusted my message to say that
pressure-tested packaging is required for air transport EXCEPT for the products
on those lists.

PS: Has anyone heard of other primary containers which have passed 95kPa tests?

Karen B. Byers, MS,  RBP, CBSP-ABSA
Biosafety Officer
Dana Farber Cancer Institute
44 Binney Street
Boston, MA 02115
Phone: 617-632-3890
Fax: 617-632-1932
NOTE: for walking (not mailing) office location is 454 Brookline, suite 4.
Visit EH&S on the web at http://research.dfci.harvard.edu/ehs
<http://research.dfci.harvard.edu/ehs>

-----Original Message-----
From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]
Sent: Monday, April 28, 2003 5:42 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: transporting diagnostic specimens.. again!!!


Hi All,

ARRG! I thought I had myself convinced about this but an investigator here has
received specific instructions for sending samples from a clinical research
project testing lab that are contrary to what I told them.. so I'd appreciate
someone's take on this..

They are shipping blood samples for testing.. thus I believe the classification
is diagnostic specimen and must be sent following packing instructions 650..

This testing lab has designed it's own little vial holders (box with rubber band
to close) and they want them shipped in a cooler (a la K-Mart on sale for $9.99)
with wads of paper towel as absorbent.. now it was my distinct impression that
the packaging had meet certain design standards and this is verified by testing
in a specific configuration and given a certification.. but in reading their
instructions it says the shipper has to verify the packaging meets the standards
- it does not say it has to be a UN certified packaging system and in fact
somewhere in the regs I found that a UN certification mark is NOT required..
only a statement that it is packed in compliance with PI 650..

I had told them they have to use a UN certified system that meets 650.. how else
are they going to know that particular 'box in cooler' meets the requirements?..
This testing lab disagrees and thinks it's not necessary to use certified
containers in this case.. what do I 'encourage' my investigator to do?

Kath Harrs


**********************************************
Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.
Biological Safety Professional
Office of Research Safety
Northwestern University
NG-71 Technological Institute
2145 Sheridan Road
Evanston, IL 60208-3121
Phone: (847) 491-4387
Fax: (847) 467-2797
Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.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:         Kevin Gove <kevin_gove@BIO-RAD.COM>
Subject:      Re: transporting diagnostic specimens.. again!!!
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-type: multipart/mixed;
              Boundary="0__=07BBE785DFEA296C8f9e8a93df938690918c07BBE785DFEA296C"
Content-Disposition: inline

--0__=07BBE785DFEA296C8f9e8a93df938690918c07BBE785DFEA296C
Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Hello,
Assuming that the patient samples do not have known or expected RG4
pathogen, I would agree with your assessment that they should be
classified as diagnostic specimen.  If this is the case then, UN certified
packaging is not required (although you can use it).  The packaging still,
however, has performance requirements.  Packing instruction 650 does
outline the requirements of the packaging for air shipments.  If shipped
by ground the pressure differential testing is not applicable.

From what you described about the clinical testing labs packaging material
I would be very leary about its ability to pass the test.  Is the
secondary packaging (vial holder) leakproof?  Will the absorbent (paper
towels) fit in the vial holder. I would either have the testing lab
provide you with some type of documentation that indicates their package
design meets the PI 650 requirements or that you have your lab personnel
conduct the testing that documents the package passed the performance
requirements.

It is my opinion that you would be better of having your lab personnel
purchase a tested packaging like Saf-T-Pak or others that meets the PI650
requirements.

Best of luck,

Kevin Gove
EH&S Manager
Clinical Systems Division
Bio-Rad Laboratories

____________________Reply Separator____________________
Subject:    transporting diagnostic specimens.. again!!!
Author:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Date:       4/28/2003 2:41 PM

(See attached file: C.htm)(See attached file: C.htm)
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Date:         Tue, 29 Apr 2003 11:00:54 +0800
Reply-To:     Param <param@imr.gov.my>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Param <param@IMR.GOV.MY>
Subject:      Training
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0052_01C30E3E.9ACD1A80"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0052_01C30E3E.9ACD1A80
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Dear Sir,

I work in a government medical research institution.I have been assigned =
to look into safety esp.biosafety of the Institute.

I would like to attend a formal training or attachment training =
programme on biosafety and its related activities to have a better =
understanding of the profession.

(For your information I need to also look into the safety of the BSL 3 =
(P3) lab, experimental animals and an insectarium.)

I will be very obliged if I could get some  information on this training =
and contact addresses  of individuals who I can  seek advice on specific =
issues related to biosafety.

Thank You
sincerely,
S.Param

Research Officer ( Safety )
Institute for Medical Research
Kuala Lumpur
Malaysia
=========================================================================
Date:         Tue, 29 Apr 2003 08:52:42 -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:      Re: Select Agent Destruction notification
In-Reply-To:  <007001c30dc9$0ae1e5b0$72092782@lsu.edu>
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1" ; format="flowed"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hmmm...  does this require the RO to do the inactivating?

>=A7 331.6 Registration; general provisions.
>
>(e) If a responsible official wishes to
>discontinue possessing, using, or
>transferring a particular agent or toxin,
>the responsible official may inactivate
>the agent or toxin or he/she may transfer
>the agent or toxin to a registered
>individuals or entities in accordance
>with =A7 331.12. The responsible official
>must notify APHIS 5 business days prior
>to the planned inactivation so that we
>may have the opportunity to observe the
>inactivation of the agents or toxins. We
>will notify the responsible official if we
>wish to observe the inactivation of the
>agents or toxins.

--
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:         Tue, 29 Apr 2003 09:42:24 -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@CWRU.EDU>
Subject:      Re: transporting diagnostic specimens.. again!!!
In-Reply-To:  <OFF712E11D.F827DC76-ON88256D16.0079AFFC@LocalDomain>
MIME-version: 1.0
Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

I have the following suggestions,

Find another lab to deal with.
Inform this lab of your concerns including the regs.
Tell them that they are losing all of your business.
See how much they value your business.

Bob

>Hello,
>Assuming that the patient samples do not have known or expected RG4
>pathogen, I would agree with your assessment that they should be
>classified as diagnostic specimen.  If this is the case then, UN certified
>packaging is not required (although you can use it).  The packaging still,
>however, has performance requirements.  Packing instruction 650 does
>outline the requirements of the packaging for air shipments.  If shipped
>by ground the pressure differential testing is not applicable.
>
>From what you described about the clinical testing labs packaging material
>I would be very leary about its ability to pass the test.  Is the
>secondary packaging (vial holder) leakproof?  Will the absorbent (paper
>towels) fit in the vial holder. I would either have the testing lab
>provide you with some type of documentation that indicates their package
>design meets the PI 650 requirements or that you have your lab personnel
>conduct the testing that documents the package passed the performance
>requirements.
>
>It is my opinion that you would be better of having your lab personnel
>purchase a tested packaging like Saf-T-Pak or others that meets the PI650
>requirements.
>
>Best of luck,
>
>Kevin Gove
>EH&S Manager
>Clinical Systems Division
>Bio-Rad Laboratories
>
>____________________Reply Separator____________________
>Subject:    transporting diagnostic specimens.. again!!!
>Author:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
>Date:       4/28/2003 2:41 PM
>
>
>
>
>(See attached file: C.htm)(See attached file: C.htm)
>
>
>Attachment converted: Siberia:C.htm (TEXT/MSIE) (00032553)



_____________________________________________________________________
__      / _____________________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
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Date:         Tue, 29 Apr 2003 10:30:41 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Mary Ann Sondrini <MaryAnn@EAGLESON.ORG>
Subject:      Re: Garden beds constucted of CCD-treated lumber
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

For those who would like even more links on this subject, here are a
couple...


http://www.buildinggreen.com/news/cca_ri
sk.cfm

http://www.buildinggreen.com/news/CCA_ph
ase-out.cfm

Mary Ann Sondrini
Executive Director
Eagleson Institute
P.O.Box 954
Sanford, ME 04032
207/490-1076
FAX 207/324-3869
maryann@eagleson.org
www.eagleson.org


-----Original Message-----
From: Bernholc, Nicole M [mailto:bernholc@BNL.GOV]
Sent: Monday, April 28, 2003 6:04 AM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Re: Garden beds constucted of CCD-treated lumber


The concern has been for children who play on the playground and then don't
wash hands.

Check the astdr site for summaries on arsenic
http://www.atsdr.cdc.gov/cxcx3.html

http://www.dartmouth.edu/~toxmetal/RCGI.shtml here are also good links
including chromium and copper


YOu might try epa site for water

harvard has a project regarding longterm exposure to low levels of arenic
http://phys4.harvard.edu/~wilson/arsenic_project_introduction.htm

-----Original Message-----
From: Donald G. Robasser [mailto:robasser@PRINCETON.EDU]
Sent: Friday, April 25, 2003 3:53 PM
To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU
Subject: Garden beds constucted of CCD-treated lumber


List members,
This is a little off the normal track, but thought someone might have
some information.
I am looking for information of any health-related symptoms/conditions
that have been clearly shown for persons eating foods grown around or in
beds constructed with CCA-treated lumber (Chromium/Copper/Arsenic
compound treated lumber). The particular question that came to me
represents someone who has grown and eaten varieties of vegetable in
such garden beds for 15 to 20 years.
Does anyone have information on specific illnesses/conditions that have
been identified as associated with such consumption, beyond the recent
indications of  cancer implications?
I have seen a lot of information on line about the hazards of CCA lumber
now being banned, but nothing (except cancer) indicating the kinds of
health conditions or sypmtoms that may be related.
Any information or sources would be appreciated.
Don
=========================================================================
Date:         Tue, 29 Apr 2003 11:09:29 -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:      shipping SARS
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------C0A50A810C0CE2FD5011A56D"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.
--------------C0A50A810C0CE2FD5011A56D
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

At the risk of asking the obvious....

For an investigator shipping SARS (not a diagnostic specimen which would
be easy, but the virus itself) would the correct technical name, after
"Infectious substance, affecting humans" be "(Severe Acute Respiratory
Syndrome Virus)"?

Thanks,
Paul Rubock

--------------C0A50A810C0CE2FD5011A56D
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, Columbia University;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:;9840
fn:Paul Rubock, MPH, Biological Safety Officer, EHS, 212-305-[5]-1506
end:vcard

--------------C0A50A810C0CE2FD5011A56D--
=========================================================================
Date:         Tue, 29 Apr 2003 10:11:46 -0500
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>
Subject:      Transgenic mice and R-DNA guidelines
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="=====================_610581515==_.ALT"

--=====================_610581515==_.ALT
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hi All..

Yes it's me again with another question.. this is what comes from trying to
re-write too many programs at once!

This question is about what folks do regarding the use of transgenic
rodents and registering them with your R-DNA committee.

I know the purchase of transgenic rodents is exempt from the NIH
Guidelines, but I noticed that at some point they took the words "and use"
out of that section of the regs. I see on a lot of registration forms that
"Transgenic or knockout rodent experiments that require BL1 containment may
be initiated simultaneously with IBC notification" implying that if a PI
has trangenic mice at all, they are required to register. Do you have
people register any and all experiments involving transgenic mice (say for
example.. a behavioral study) or just ones that fall under some other
category in the regs where further DNA manipulations occur?

Thanks for everyone's help with all my questions !

Kath


**********************************************
Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.
Biological Safety Professional
Office of Research Safety
Northwestern University
NG-71 Technological Institute
2145 Sheridan Road
Evanston, IL 60208-3121
Phone: (847) 491-4387
Fax: (847) 467-2797
Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu
**********************************************
--=====================_610581515==_.ALT
Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Hi All..

Yes it's me again with another question.. this is what comes from trying to re-write too many programs at once!

This question is about what folks do regarding the use of transgenic rodents and registering them with your R-DNA committee. 

I know the purchase of transgenic rodents is exempt from the NIH Guidelines, but I noticed that at some point they took the words "and use" out of that section of the regs. I see on a lot of registration forms that "Transgenic or knockout rodent experiments that require BL1 containment may be initiated simultaneously with IBC notification" implying that if a PI has trangenic mice at all, they are required to register. Do you have people register any and all experiments involving transgenic mice (say for example.. a behavioral study) or just ones that fall under some other category in the regs where further DNA manipulations occur?

Thanks for everyone's help with all my questions !

Kath

**********************************************
Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.
Biological Safety Professional
Office of Research Safety
Northwestern University
NG-71 Technological Institute
2145 Sheridan Road
Evanston, IL 60208-3121
Phone: (847) 491-4387
Fax: (847) 467-2797
Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu
**********************************************
--=====================_610581515==_.ALT--
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Date:         Tue, 29 Apr 2003 11:28:30 -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:      Re: Transgenic mice and R-DNA guidelines
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable
Content-Disposition: inline

Hi,
We have them register with the IBC when they are creating transgenic animals, not purchasing or using: Under the below Section of the guidelines

Section III-E.  Experiments that Require Institutional Biosafety Committee Notice Simultaneous with Initiation For experiments in this category, a registration document shall be dated and signed by the investigator and filed with the local Institutional Biosafety Committee at the time the experiment is initiated.  The Institutional Biosafety Committee reviews and approves all such proposals, but Institutional Biosafety Committee review and approval prior to initiation of the experiment is not required. For example, experiments in which all components derived from non-pathogenic prokaryotes and non-pathogenic lower eukaryotes fall under Section III-E and may be conducted at BL1 containment.


Section III-E-3.        Experiments Involving Transgenic Rodents
This section covers experiments involving the generation of rodents in which the animal's genome has been altered by stable introduction of recombinant DNA, or DNA derived therefrom, into the germ-line (transgenic rodents).  Only experiments that require BL1 containment are covered under 
this section; experiments that require BL2, BL3, or BL4 containment are covered under Section III-D-4, Experiments Involving Whole Animals.

Regards,
Scott W. Finkernagel
Biological Safety
UMDNJ-EOHSS


>>> kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU 04/29/03 11:11AM >>>
Hi All..

Yes it's me again with another question.. this is what comes from trying to
re-write too many programs at once!

This question is about what folks do regarding the use of transgenic
rodents and registering them with your R-DNA committee.

I know the purchase of transgenic rodents is exempt from the NIH
Guidelines, but I noticed that at some point they took the words "and use"
out of that section of the regs. I see on a lot of registration forms that
"Transgenic or knockout rodent experiments that require BL1 containment may
be initiated simultaneously with IBC notification" implying that if a PI
has trangenic mice at all, they are required to register. Do you have
people register any and all experiments involving transgenic mice (say for
example.. a behavioral study) or just ones that fall under some other
category in the regs where further DNA manipulations occur?

Thanks for everyone's help with all my questions !

Kath


**********************************************
Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.
Biological Safety Professional
Office of Research Safety
Northwestern University
NG-71 Technological Institute
2145 Sheridan Road
Evanston, IL 60208-3121
Phone: (847) 491-4387
Fax: (847) 467-2797
Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu
**********************************************
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Date:         Tue, 29 Apr 2003 15:12:51 -0400
Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
From:         Susan Souder <Susan.Souder@JEFFERSON.EDU>
Subject:      eyewashes
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hello everyone,
I think I need some advice from you.  It happens to be about eyewashes and
of course, what is acceptable by OSHA standards.  My problem is this, there
are some laboratories that are old and do not have the appropriate room for
a counter or deck mounted eye eyewash. We have been putting on faucet
mounted eyewashes just to get an eyewash in the room!  I also have a letter
from OSHA from 1995 which states that a particular brand (I won't say) but
it is a faucet-mounted unit, meets "the requirements of the consensus
standard to which OSHA defers, and is an acceptable device."
Is there any advice that anyone can give me, should I be pushing for other
solutions?  I do recommend counter and deck mounted eyewashes when the space
is available.
Thank you for your time, and you may e-mail me directly.
Sue

Susan Souder, M.S., CBSP
Biological Safety Officer
Environmental Health and Safety
Thomas Jefferson University
Philadelphia, Pa.  19107
Phone: 215-503-7422
FAX:   215-5037727
=========================================================================
Date:         Tue, 29 Apr 2003 15:05:10 -0500
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:      dunk tank resources
In-Reply-To:  <024001c30919$a8bd5a80$6401a8c0@maincomputer>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0013_01C30E60.BB0852C0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0013_01C30E60.BB0852C0
Content-Type: text/plain;
        charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Can someone on this most knowledgeable list give me manufacturers or
resources for chemical or germicidal dunk tanks?  It would not be attached
to a glove box but rather be in a wall as a pass through chemical
disinfection means.

Thanks in advance.

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA
Safety Officer
UL-Lafayette, NIRC
======================================================================

Date:         Thu, 1 May 2003 11:23:57 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ricardo Tappan <rsorxt@GWUMC.EDU>

Subject:      Respirator with Pregnancy

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-disposition: inline

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

I have a researcher who is 6 months pregnant and is going to be doing

some RNA extraction using various chemicals including xylene and

formaldehyde. All of the work is going to be done in a CFH and she was

concerned about exposure and initially wanted a NPR-95 mask which I

advised her would only protect against biological agents. I am of the

opinion that the CFH, which is working properly, and if she is using it

properly, will prevent undue exposure. She will be no where near the

IDLH on either one of these. Recommendations for respiratory protection

for these chemicals is SCBA. Our medical students work with much higher

exposure during gross anatomy and levels still no where near approach

IDLH, or TWA limits. Any recommendations on what to tell her. I feel

that without the presence it would not be an issue, with the pregnancy,

she wants reassurances. I welcome all opinions.

Cheers :-)

RT

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 1 May 2003 10:45:41 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Respirator with Pregnancy

In-Reply-To:  <seb103dc.041@zooey.nw.gwu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

The issue is with the fetus.  IDLH/TWA values apply to normal healthy

individuals-they do not apply to pregnant females or the fetus.  There is,

unfortunately, little information on safe levels for fetuses for most

chemicals.  Formaldehyde and xylene both have reproductive effects.  We

generally encourage managers to eliminate use of reproductive hazards

during pregnancy and nursing-(reassign or otherwise eliminate potential

exposure). Those that have teratogenic effects can also be an issue for

couples early in the game-we provide guidance to managers and employees on

those as well.  A properly working chemical fume hood is a good control,

but there are so many things that go into the effectiveness of it in

reducing the potential for exposure (location, cross drafts, heat sources,

equipment in hood, etc.), I generally recommend some sort of exposure

assessment anyway.

   At 11:23 AM 5/1/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>I have a researcher who is 6 months pregnant and is going to be doing

>some RNA extraction using various chemicals including xylene and

>formaldehyde. All of the work is going to be done in a CFH and she was

>concerned about exposure and initially wanted a NPR-95 mask which I

>advised her would only protect against biological agents. I am of the

>opinion that the CFH, which is working properly, and if she is using it

>properly, will prevent undue exposure. She will be no where near the

>IDLH on either one of these. Recommendations for respiratory protection

>for these chemicals is SCBA. Our medical students work with much higher

>exposure during gross anatomy and levels still no where near approach

>IDLH, or TWA limits. Any recommendations on what to tell her. I feel

>that without the presence it would not be an issue, with the pregnancy,

>she wants reassurances. I welcome all opinions.

>

>Cheers :-)

>

>RT

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear
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Date:         Thu, 1 May 2003 13:01:13 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Well, if you review the tox section for the Mallinkrodt MSDS for xylenes

it notes it is a teratogen...I don't think whether the IDLH is reached

is relevant, and the TLV may not be as well.  And what about proper

gloves?  Both xylenes and formaldehyde (which contains methanol) can be

absorbed through the skin....

Since you're being asked to provide reassurance, it might be a good

idea to find a DABT-qualified toxicologist and/or Certified Industrial

Hygienist who is familiar with developmental effects and lab work

practices to review this and make recommendations.  (I am neither, so

not shilling for any particular constituancy).  It's a life, and

regardless of the liabilities which may or may not be involved, having

someone with this sort of education/certification and experience review

it would at a minimum give everyone--including you-- a comfort level

with how you choose to proceed.

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786

>>> rsorxt@GWUMC.EDU 05/01/03 11:23AM >>>

I have a researcher who is 6 months pregnant and is going to be doing

some RNA extraction using various chemicals including xylene and

formaldehyde. All of the work is going to be done in a CFH and she was

concerned about exposure and initially wanted a NPR-95 mask which I

advised her would only protect against biological agents. I am of the

opinion that the CFH, which is working properly, and if she is using

it

properly, will prevent undue exposure. She will be no where near the

IDLH on either one of these. Recommendations for respiratory

protection

for these chemicals is SCBA. Our medical students work with much

higher

exposure during gross anatomy and levels still no where near approach

IDLH, or TWA limits. Any recommendations on what to tell her. I feel

that without the presence it would not be an issue, with the

pregnancy,

she wants reassurances. I welcome all opinions.

Cheers :-)

RT
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Ricardo,

I concur with both Dina and Margaret's comments. Bottom line, do a

risk assessment and collect air samples (short term exposure & 8

hours) for formaldehyde and xylene (by a CIH). If you can use the

light low flow pumps, it's painless for the employee. Use a chain of

custody form, forward the samples to an accredited AIHA laboratory

and your done. Write the report, collect your money and onto the next

project.

AJin, BSO, CBSP, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

(v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

jin2@llnl.gov
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>Well, if you review the tox section for the Mallinkrodt MSDS for

>xylenes it notes it is a teratogen...I don't think whether the IDLH

>is reached is relevant, and the TLV may not be as well.  And what

>about proper gloves?  Both xylenes and formaldehyde (which contains

>methanol) can be absorbed through the skin....

>

>Since you're being asked to provide reassurance, it might be a good

>idea to find a DABT-qualified toxicologist and/or Certified

>Industrial Hygienist who is familiar with developmental effects and

>lab work practices to review this and make recommendations.  (I am

>neither, so not shilling for any particular constituancy).  It's a

>life, and regardless of the liabilities which may or may not be

>involved, having someone with this sort of education/certification

>and experience review it would at a minimum give everyone--including

>you-- a comfort level with how you choose to proceed.

>Margaret

>

>Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

>Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

>Clark Science Center

>Smith College

>Northampton, MA. 01063

>p:  413-585-3877

>f:   413-585-3786

>

>>>>  rsorxt@GWUMC.EDU 05/01/03 11:23AM >>>

>I have a researcher who is 6 months pregnant and is going to be doing

>some RNA extraction using various chemicals including xylene and

>formaldehyde. All of the work is going to be done in a CFH and she was

>concerned about exposure and initially wanted a NPR-95 mask which I

>advised her would only protect against biological agents. I am of the

>opinion that the CFH, which is working properly, and if she is using it

>properly, will prevent undue exposure. She will be no where near the

>IDLH on either one of these. Recommendations for respiratory protection

>for these chemicals is SCBA. Our medical students work with much higher

>exposure during gross anatomy and levels still no where near approach

>IDLH, or TWA limits. Any recommendations on what to tell her. I feel

>that without the presence it would not be an issue, with the pregnancy,

>she wants reassurances. I welcome all opinions.

>

>Cheers :-)

>

>RT
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There have to be levels where APR use is recommended.  SCBA is normaly used

where the TWA & STEL are exceded by a factor of 5-10 times the fit

factor(one FF is I believe one time the stel), whatever your fit test

procedure allows the respirator to go up to.

From what you are saying, a respirator is not needed.  But, the worker is

nervous.  So give her a respirator.  I think that you can use the voluntary

respirator use guidelines found in one of the apendices of 1910.134.  Other

wise follow the standard all the way.

Bob

>I have a researcher who is 6 months pregnant and is going to be doing

>some RNA extraction using various chemicals including xylene and

>formaldehyde. All of the work is going to be done in a CFH and she was

>concerned about exposure and initially wanted a NPR-95 mask which I

>advised her would only protect against biological agents. I am of the

>opinion that the CFH, which is working properly, and if she is using it

>properly, will prevent undue exposure. She will be no where near the

>IDLH on either one of these. Recommendations for respiratory protection

>for these chemicals is SCBA. Our medical students work with much higher

>exposure during gross anatomy and levels still no where near approach

>IDLH, or TWA limits. Any recommendations on what to tell her. I feel

>that without the presence it would not be an issue, with the pregnancy,

>she wants reassurances. I welcome all opinions.

>

>Cheers :-)

>

>RT

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________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
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Hi,

Speaking from experience, I wouldn't recommend a respirator.  A respirator

will decrease the amount of oxygen to the fetus, making the researcher in

some cases a little dizzy.  Happened to me a little over a year ago.  On

the other hand a PAPR might work.

At 01:38 PM 5/1/03 -0400, you wrote:

>There have to be levels where APR use is recommended.  SCBA is normaly used

>where the TWA & STEL are exceded by a factor of 5-10 times the fit

>factor(one FF is I believe one time the stel), whatever your fit test

>procedure allows the respirator to go up to.

>

> From what you are saying, a respirator is not needed.  But, the worker is

>nervous.  So give her a respirator.  I think that you can use the voluntary

>respirator use guidelines found in one of the apendices of 1910.134.  Other

>wise follow the standard all the way.

>

>Bob

>

> >I have a researcher who is 6 months pregnant and is going to be doing

> >some RNA extraction using various chemicals including xylene and

> >formaldehyde. All of the work is going to be done in a CFH and she was

> >concerned about exposure and initially wanted a NPR-95 mask which I

> >advised her would only protect against biological agents. I am of the

> >opinion that the CFH, which is working properly, and if she is using it

> >properly, will prevent undue exposure. She will be no where near the

> >IDLH on either one of these. Recommendations for respiratory protection

> >for these chemicals is SCBA. Our medical students work with much higher

> >exposure during gross anatomy and levels still no where near approach

> >IDLH, or TWA limits. Any recommendations on what to tell her. I feel

> >that without the presence it would not be an issue, with the pregnancy,

> >she wants reassurances. I welcome all opinions.

> >

> >Cheers :-)

> >

> >RT

>

>

>

>_____________________________________________________________________

>__      / _____________________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

Delia M. Vieira-Cruz

Lab Safety Officer

Albert Einstein College of Medicine

1300 Morris Park Avenue, Forch 800

Bronx, NY 10461

(718)430-3560

vieira@aecom.yu.edu
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I agree 100% with all the comments up to this point concerning this subject

and would like to stress Bob's point of following the standard all the way.

This means soliciting help from occupational health professionals who can

advise from a medical perspective and also provide the necessary

documentation for fit testing. Hope this helps.

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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@CWRU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 12:38 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Respirator with Pregnancy

There have to be levels where APR use is recommended.  SCBA is normaly used

where the TWA & STEL are exceded by a factor of 5-10 times the fit

factor(one FF is I believe one time the stel), whatever your fit test

procedure allows the respirator to go up to.

From what you are saying, a respirator is not needed.  But, the worker is

nervous.  So give her a respirator.  I think that you can use the voluntary

respirator use guidelines found in one of the apendices of 1910.134.  Other

wise follow the standard all the way.

Bob

>I have a researcher who is 6 months pregnant and is going to be doing

>some RNA extraction using various chemicals including xylene and

>formaldehyde. All of the work is going to be done in a CFH and she was

>concerned about exposure and initially wanted a NPR-95 mask which I

>advised her would only protect against biological agents. I am of the

>opinion that the CFH, which is working properly, and if she is using it

>properly, will prevent undue exposure. She will be no where near the

>IDLH on either one of these. Recommendations for respiratory protection

>for these chemicals is SCBA. Our medical students work with much higher

>exposure during gross anatomy and levels still no where near approach

>IDLH, or TWA limits. Any recommendations on what to tell her. I feel

>that without the presence it would not be an issue, with the pregnancy,

>she wants reassurances. I welcome all opinions.

>

>Cheers :-)

>

>RT

_____________________________________________________________________

__      /

_____________________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
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Keep in mind that certain complications of pregnancy, such as high blood =

pressure, may limit the use of certain kinds of respiratory protective =

equipment. A proper medical evaluation must be performed before allowing =

the employee to subject themselves to the rigors of respirator use. =

Strict compliance with the OSHA Respiratory Protection Standard is, of =

course, required.

A review of your exposure evaluation and/or monitoring results for the =

task may be helpful, but keep in mind that most PELs and TLVs do not =

take reproductive hazards. The exposure potential is most likely very =

low, and quantitative exposure monitoring data may go a long way towards =

reassuring the employee. If the employee is at all uncomfortable with =

the situation, I would be very quick to allow them to have someone else =

perform the task in their stead.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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Folks,

With all of the changes that have gone on over the years has anyone heard if

there will be a new edition of the BMBL (5th)?

Just curious.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu
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She needs to get an authorization from her private physician. Gather the

necessary information, have her discuss it with the doctor and abide by the

doctors decision.

Tom Bialke, MSPH, CIH

Mgr. Radiation and Laboratory Safety

Kent State University

330-672-4996

 -----Original Message-----

From:   A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]  On

Behalf Of Norman, Randy

Sent:   Thursday, May 01, 2003 2:23 PM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: Respirator with Pregnancy

Keep in mind that certain complications of pregnancy, such as high blood

pressure, may limit the use of certain kinds of respiratory protective

equipment. A proper medical evaluation must be performed before allowing the

employee to subject themselves to the rigors of respirator use. Strict

compliance with the OSHA Respiratory Protection Standard is, of course,

required.

A review of your exposure evaluation and/or monitoring results for the task

may be helpful, but keep in mind that most PELs and TLVs do not take

reproductive hazards. The exposure potential is most likely very low, and

quantitative exposure monitoring data may go a long way towards reassuring

the employee. If the employee is at all uncomfortable with the situation, I

would be very quick to allow them to have someone else perform the task in

their stead.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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Usually in about 2-3 year-cycles, the BMBL is reviewed and it comes out,

with updates every 5-6 years. In the series you have:

Ist Edition - 1983, 2nd - 1988, 3rd - 1993, 4th - 1999, so the 5th is

probably in planning stages now.( How many of us have the "Proposed

Guidelines" edition.....Now you are showing your age!!!)

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 2:08 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: New BMBL?

Folks,

With all of the changes that have gone on over the years has anyone

heard if

there will be a new edition of the BMBL (5th)?

Just curious.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu
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I do !!!

I also have an ACGIH TLV booklet that dates back to 1980!

Ginger Brown

TX A&M University

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 2:16 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: New BMBL?

Usually in about 2-3 year-cycles, the BMBL is reviewed and it comes out,

with updates every 5-6 years. In the series you have:

Ist Edition - 1983, 2nd - 1988, 3rd - 1993, 4th - 1999, so the 5th is

probably in planning stages now.( How many of us have the "Proposed

Guidelines" edition.....Now you are showing your age!!!)

Phil Hauck
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Morris, Gary" <gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Respirator with Pregnancy

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Two points here.

The voluntary use exclusion only applies to filtering facepieces.  If an

organic vapor cartridge is used, all requirements of the standard are in

effect.

In regards to organic vapor APRs - If you go by the standard word for word,

you have to have a "scientifically derived" cartridge change schedule.  My

approach has been to collect exposure data and plug it into manufacturer's

software that will calculate the change schedule.  Both MSA and 3M have such

software (I believe its still a free download from their website).  It gets

a bit tricky when more than one contaminant is involved.

Gary Morris

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert N. Latsch [mailto:rnl2@CWRU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 1:38 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Respirator with Pregnancy

There have to be levels where APR use is recommended.  SCBA is normaly used

where the TWA & STEL are exceded by a factor of 5-10 times the fit

factor(one FF is I believe one time the stel), whatever your fit test

procedure allows the respirator to go up to.

From what you are saying, a respirator is not needed.  But, the worker is

nervous.  So give her a respirator.  I think that you can use the voluntary

respirator use guidelines found in one of the apendices of 1910.134.  Other

wise follow the standard all the way.

Bob

>I have a researcher who is 6 months pregnant and is going to be doing

>some RNA extraction using various chemicals including xylene and

>formaldehyde. All of the work is going to be done in a CFH and she was

>concerned about exposure and initially wanted a NPR-95 mask which I

>advised her would only protect against biological agents. I am of the

>opinion that the CFH, which is working properly, and if she is using it

>properly, will prevent undue exposure. She will be no where near the

>IDLH on either one of these. Recommendations for respiratory protection

>for these chemicals is SCBA. Our medical students work with much higher

>exposure during gross anatomy and levels still no where near approach

>IDLH, or TWA limits. Any recommendations on what to tell her. I feel

>that without the presence it would not be an issue, with the pregnancy,

>she wants reassurances. I welcome all opinions.

>

>Cheers :-)

>

>RT

_____________________________________________________________________

__      /

_____________________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
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FYI - There are a variety of passive sampling media for xylene and

formaldehyde.  Some are as accurate as the pump methods.  Easier to use and

doesn't require the rental or loan of a pump.

SKC makes a passive sampler for formaldehyde and I believe 3M's OVM is good

for xylene.  I also believe that Assay Technology also has passive samplers

for both formaldehyde and xylene.

Gary Morris

-----Original Message-----

From: Alfred Jin [mailto:jin2@LLNL.GOV]

Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 2:48 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Respirator with Pregnancy

Ricardo,

I concur with both Dina and Margaret's comments. Bottom line, do a

risk assessment and collect air samples (short term exposure & 8

hours) for formaldehyde and xylene (by a CIH). If you can use the

light low flow pumps, it's painless for the employee. Use a chain of

custody form, forward the samples to an accredited AIHA laboratory

and your done. Write the report, collect your money and onto the next

project.

AJin, BSO, CBSP, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

(v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

jin2@llnl.gov
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>

>Well, if you review the tox section for the Mallinkrodt MSDS for

>xylenes it notes it is a teratogen...I don't think whether the IDLH

>is reached is relevant, and the TLV may not be as well.  And what

>about proper gloves?  Both xylenes and formaldehyde (which contains

>methanol) can be absorbed through the skin....

>

>Since you're being asked to provide reassurance, it might be a good

>idea to find a DABT-qualified toxicologist and/or Certified

>Industrial Hygienist who is familiar with developmental effects and

>lab work practices to review this and make recommendations.  (I am

>neither, so not shilling for any particular constituancy).  It's a

>life, and regardless of the liabilities which may or may not be

>involved, having someone with this sort of education/certification

>and experience review it would at a minimum give everyone--including

>you-- a comfort level with how you choose to proceed.

>Margaret

>

>Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

>Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

>Clark Science Center

>Smith College

>Northampton, MA. 01063

>p:  413-585-3877

>f:   413-585-3786

>

>>>>  rsorxt@GWUMC.EDU 05/01/03 11:23AM >>>

>I have a researcher who is 6 months pregnant and is going to be doing

>some RNA extraction using various chemicals including xylene and

>formaldehyde. All of the work is going to be done in a CFH and she was

>concerned about exposure and initially wanted a NPR-95 mask which I

>advised her would only protect against biological agents. I am of the

>opinion that the CFH, which is working properly, and if she is using it

>properly, will prevent undue exposure. She will be no where near the

>IDLH on either one of these. Recommendations for respiratory protection

>for these chemicals is SCBA. Our medical students work with much higher

>exposure during gross anatomy and levels still no where near approach

>IDLH, or TWA limits. Any recommendations on what to tell her. I feel

>that without the presence it would not be an issue, with the pregnancy,

>she wants reassurances. I welcome all opinions.

>

>Cheers :-)

>

>RT

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 1 May 2003 15:42:57 -0500

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:      Another SA question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Does anyone how to go about obtaining additional fingerprinting packages.

We received our FedEx package but we need a few more forms.

Deborah Gordon

Southern Research Institute

2000 9th Ave. South

Birmingham, Alabama 35205

Phone: (205) 581-2417

Fax: (205) 581-2880

Confidentiality Notice

         The information contained in this communication and its attachments

is intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is

         addressed and may contain information that is privileged,

confidential, or exempt from disclosure. If the reader of this message is

         not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any

dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is

         strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in

error, please notify postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and delete

         the communication without retaining any copies.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 1 May 2003 15:47:09 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Jones <Michael.Jones@TTUHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Another SA question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C31022.D5CD2630"

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_01C31022.D5CD2630

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

I just called and asked that question.  Send a fax to 304-625-3984 with the

RO's name and telephone #, name and address of the entity, and # of

fingerprint packets needed.

 Michael

-----Original Message-----

From: Gordon, Deborah [mailto:gordon@SRI.ORG]

Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 3:43 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Another SA question

Does anyone how to go about obtaining additional fingerprinting packages.

We received our FedEx package but we need a few more forms.

Deborah Gordon

Southern Research Institute

2000 9th Ave. South

Birmingham, Alabama 35205

Phone: (205) 581-2417

Fax: (205) 581-2880

Confidentiality Notice

         The information contained in this communication and its attachments

is intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is

         addressed and may contain information that is privileged,

confidential, or exempt from disclosure. If the reader of this message is

         not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any

dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is

         strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in

error, please notify postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and delete

         the communication without retaining any copies.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 1 May 2003 17:01:12 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         John Latimer <jlatimer@SEPRL.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      EA-101 Form

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Does anyone know the whereabouts of an EA-101 form that can be completed via

computer before printing?

TIA

*************************************************

John W. Latimer

BioSecurity Officer

Southeast Poultry Research Laboratory

voice: 706.546.3435

fax: 706.546.3161

jlatimer@seprl.usda.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 1 May 2003 15:11:05 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Another SA question

In-Reply-To:  <918BD962CEC5C04B83CFFD4276146FC4299CE8@csnt008.lubb.ttuhsc .edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_149716453==.ALT"

--=====================_149716453==.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

What about the rest of the persons with access?

At 03:47 PM 5/1/2003 -0500, Michael Jones wrote:

>I just called and asked that question.  Send a fax to 304-625-3984 with

>the RO's name and telephone #, name and address of the entity, and # of

>fingerprint packets needed.

>

>  Michael

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Gordon, Deborah [<mailto:gordon@SRI.ORG>mailto:gordon@SRI.ORG]

>Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 3:43 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Another SA question

>

>Does anyone how to go about obtaining additional fingerprinting packages.

>We received our FedEx package but we need a few more forms.

>

>Deborah Gordon

>Southern Research Institute

>2000 9th Ave. South

>Birmingham, Alabama 35205

>Phone: (205) 581-2417

>Fax: (205) 581-2880

>

>Confidentiality Notice

>

>          The information contained in this communication and its attachments

>is intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is

>          addressed and may contain information that is privileged,

>confidential, or exempt from disclosure. If the reader of this message is

>          not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any

>dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is

>          strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in

>error, please notify postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and delete

>          the communication without retaining any copies.

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 1 May 2003 15:19:09 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      State department determination for select agent

In-Reply-To:  <8DF665FA7A23D7118D1800E01838398F013F7B@seprl.usda.gov>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_150200671==.ALT"

--=====================_150200671==.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Does anyone know where the actual list of "countries as to which the

secretary of state has made a determination that remains in effect that

such country has repeatedly provided support for acts of international

terrorism" can be located?

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 1 May 2003 16:34:45 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Jones <Michael.Jones@TTUHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Another SA question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C31029.7C210C30"

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_01C31029.7C210C30

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Include Table 4B with the additional names (either add to the table or

include a copy of the old table with another table showing the additions).

This along with the additional Risk Assessment forms go to CDC (or

appropriate agency).  The fax number below is for the FBI.  They are

handling the fingerprint business, and the request has to come from the RO.

-----Original Message-----

From: Dina Sassone [mailto:dinas@LANL.GOV]

Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 4:11 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Another SA question

What about the rest of the persons with access?

At 03:47 PM 5/1/2003 -0500, Michael Jones wrote:

I just called and asked that question.  Send a fax to 304-625-3984 with the

RO's name and telephone #, name and address of the entity, and # of

fingerprint packets needed.

 Michael

-----Original Message-----

From: Gordon, Deborah [ mailto:gordon@SRI.ORG <mailto:gordon@SRI.ORG> ]

Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 3:43 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Another SA question

Does anyone how to go about obtaining additional fingerprinting packages.

We received our FedEx package but we need a few more forms.

Deborah Gordon

Southern Research Institute

2000 9th Ave. South

Birmingham, Alabama 35205

Phone: (205) 581-2417

Fax: (205) 581-2880

Confidentiality Notice

         The information contained in this communication and its attachments

is intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is

         addressed and may contain information that is privileged,

confidential, or exempt from disclosure. If the reader of this message is

         not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any

dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is

         strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in

error, please notify postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and delete

         the communication without retaining any copies.

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 1 May 2003 17:31:19 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Robin Mecklem <mecklem@PILOT.MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Reuse of N95 filtering facepiece respirators?

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

List Members:

I seem to recall running across some information recently regarding a

change in the recommendations for reuse of N95's.  Is there anyone out

there who remembers this as well?  If so, please take a moment to respond

to this request as I am sure that there are many of us who could benefit

from this information right now.

I am in the midst of dealing with the SARS issue with our clinical

personnel and know that the N95 supplies are drying up

<underline>quickly</underline>.  Therefore, I am trying to get all of the

"ducks in a row" in order to properly supply and educate our personnel

under the current circumstances.

Many thanks in advance for your responses.

Robin

******************************************************

Robin Lyn Mecklem, M.S., RBP

Biosafety Officer/RO

MSU Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety

C-124 Engineering Research Complex

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone:  517 355-1283

Pager:  517 232-0443

Cell:      517 281-3659

Fax:  517 353-4871

mecklem@msu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 1 May 2003 15:43:06 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Eddie Cartier <ecartier@COGNETIX.COM>

Subject:      Re: EA-101 Form

In-Reply-To:  <8DF665FA7A23D7118D1800E01838398F013F7B@seprl.usda.gov>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Hi John:

The CDC has begun adding computer fillable forms to their website.

The EA-101 fillable form can be found at:

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/addforms.htm

Take care,

Eddie

>Does anyone know the whereabouts of an EA-101 form that can be completed via

>computer before printing?

>

>TIA

*************************************************

>John W. Latimer

>BioSecurity Officer

>Southeast Poultry Research Laboratory

>voice: 706.546.3435

>fax: 706.546.3161

>jlatimer@seprl.usda.gov

--

Eddie Cartier

Manager, Intellectual Property and Bioinformatics

Cognetix, Inc.

421 Wakara Way,

Suite 201,

Salt Lake City,

UT, USA, 84108

E-mail: ecartier@cognetix.com

http://www.cognetix.com

Tel. (801) 581-0400 extension 237

Fax. (801) 581-9555

Bradley's Bromide: "If computers get too powerful, we can organize

them into a committee; that will do them in."

  "If you're not part of the solution, you're part of the precipitate."

                                                     --Steven Wright

"Never ask a man what sort of computer he drives. If it's a Mac,

he'll tell you. If not, why embarrass him?"

                                                     -- Tom Clancy

"The iMac embodies a lot of the things I'm talking about [computers

designed as networking machines]. Sometimes what Apple does has an

electrifying effect on the rest of us."

                                                    -- Intel chairman

Andy Grove, October 1998

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 1 May 2003 17:53:47 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Marie-Louise Hammarskjold <mh7g@VIRGINIA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: State department determination for select agent

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.1.5.2.20030501151454.01765378@esh-mail.lanl.gov>

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary=Apple-Mail-2-504383698

Mime-Version: 1.0 (Apple Message framework v551)

--Apple-Mail-2-504383698

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset=WINDOWS-1252;

        format=flowed

You can find the information on this site:

http://www.state.gov/s/ct/rls/pgtrpt/2002/  ( this has also been in the=

news lately).

This is  part of the latest report (2002)  that was just released (can=

be downloaded as PDF file from a link at the site above)

Despite significant pressure from the US Government, the seven

designated state sponsors of terrorism=97Cuba, Iran, Iraq, Libya, North=

Korea, Syria, and Sudan=97did not take all the necessary actions to

disassociate themselves fully from their ties to terrorism in 2002.

On  the news yesterday, it was stated that Iraq will "soon" be off the=

list.

On Thursday, May 1, 2003, at 05:19 PM, Dina Sassone wrote:

> Does anyone know where the actual list of"countries as to which the

> secretary of state has made a determination that remains in effect

> that such country has repeatedly provided support for acts of

> international terrorism" can be located?

>

>

>

>

> Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

> University of California

> Los Alamos National Laboratory

> HSR-5

> MS K486

> Los Alamos, NM 87545

> (505) 665-2977 (voice)

> ((505) 996-3807 (pager)

> "To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

>

>

Marie-Louise Hammarskjold, MD, Ph.D.

Charles H. Ross Jr. Professor and

Professor of Microbiology

University of Virginia

Myles H. Thaler Center for AIDS

and Human Retrovirus Research

Department of Microbiology

7-87 Jordan Hall, HSC Box 441

Charlottesville, VA 22908

Phone:  (434) 982-1598

Fax:    (434) 982-1590

--Apple-Mail-2-504383698

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/enriched;

        charset=WINDOWS-1252

You can find the information on this site:

http://www.state.gov/s/ct/rls/pgtrpt/2002/  ( this has also been in

the news lately).

This is  part of the latest report (2002)  that was just released (can

be downloaded as PDF file from a link at the site above) 

Despite significant pressure from the US Government, the seven

designated state sponsors of terrorism=97Cuba, Iran, Iraq, Libya, North

Korea, Syria, and Sudan=97did not take all the necessary actions to

disassociate themselves fully from their ties to terrorism in 2002.

On  the news yesterday, it was stated that Iraq will "soon" be off the

list.

On Thursday, May 1, 2003, at 05:19 PM, Dina Sassone wrote:

<excerpt>Does anyone know where the actual list of<italic>"countries

as to which the secretary of state has made a determination that

remains in effect that such country has repeatedly provided support

for acts of international terrorism" </italic>can be located?

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

</excerpt>Marie-Louise Hammarskjold, MD, Ph.D.

Charles H. Ross Jr. Professor and

Professor of Microbiology

University of Virginia

Myles H. Thaler Center for AIDS

and Human Retrovirus Research

Department of Microbiology

7-87 Jordan Hall, HSC Box 441

Charlottesville, VA 22908

Phone:  (434) 982-1598

Fax:    (434) 982-1590

--Apple-Mail-2-504383698--

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 1 May 2003 17:55:42 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sue Pedrick <spedric@CLEMSON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Reuse of N95 filtering facepiece respirators?

In-Reply-To:  <3.0.32.20030501173119.01633be0@pilot.msu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_29665527==_.ALT"

--=====================_29665527==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Robin, hope this is what you're looking for...reuse starts at #2....Good

luck, Sue

http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/sars/respirators.htm

At 05:31 PM 5/1/03 -0400, you wrote:

>List Members:

>

>I seem to recall running across some information recently regarding a

>change in the recommendations for reuse of N95's.  Is there anyone out

>there who remembers this as well?  If so, please take a moment to respond

>to this request as I am sure that there are many of us who could benefit

>from this information right now.

>

>I am in the midst of dealing with the SARS issue with our clinical

>personnel and know that the N95 supplies are drying up

>quickly.  Therefore, I am trying to get all of the "ducks in a row" in

>order to properly supply and educate our personnel under the current

>circumstances.

>

>Many thanks in advance for your responses.

>

>Robin

>

>******************************************************

>

>Robin Lyn Mecklem, M.S., RBP

>Biosafety Officer/RO

>MSU Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety

>C-124 Engineering Research Complex

>East Lansing, MI 48824

>

>Phone:  517 355-1283

>Pager:  517 232-0443

>Cell:      517 281-3659

>Fax:  517 353-4871

>

>mecklem@msu.edu

></blockquote></x-html>

Sue Pedrick, RN, COHN-S

Occupational Health Nurse/Lecturer

101 Edwards Hall

Clemson, SC  29634-0742

Office: (864) 656-5529/656-3076

Pager (864) 460-7728

Fax: (864) 656-7694

Email: spedric@clemson.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 1 May 2003 17:22:25 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: State department determination for select agent

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_008B_01C31006.3BC106E0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_008B_01C31006.3BC106E0

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

From the USA Patriot Act (Public Law 107-56) Section  SEC. 175b, =

definition of a restricted person:

"(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; "

These countries are currently Cuba, Iran, Iraq, Libya, North Korea, =

Sudan and Syria, unless they have changed very recently. To find the =

actual list, I guess you will need to do some searches of the State Dept =

web pages. The new SA regulations puts the burden on DOJ in making these =

determinations, as part of the security risk assessments.

Mike Durham

LSU

----- Original Message -----

From: Dina Sassone

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 4:19 PM

Subject: State department determination for select agent

Does anyone know where the actual list of "countries as to which the =

secretary of state has made a determination that remains in effect that =

such country has repeatedly provided support for acts of international =

terrorism" can be located?

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

------=_NextPart_000_008B_01C31006.3BC106E0

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/html;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 18:32:08 +0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Wang Qingqin <qqwang@263.NET>

Subject:      remove

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: base64

UGxlYXNlIHJlbW92ZSBtZSBmcm9tIHRoZSBsaXN0IQ0K

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 18:33:14 +0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Wang Qingqin <qqwang@263.NET>

Subject:      How can I remove my email address from the list?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: base64

DQo=

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 09:23:56 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Another SA question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C310AE.15696B10"

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_01C310AE.15696B10

Content-Type: text/plain

According to my last conversation with the FBI about fingerprints, CDC would

request that packets be sent to an entity for the printing of the

individuals with access.  They said just to wait for the packets and not to

collect the prints until that time.

-----Original Message-----

From: Dina Sassone [mailto:dinas@LANL.GOV]

Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 5:11 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Another SA question

What about the rest of the persons with access?

At 03:47 PM 5/1/2003 -0500, Michael Jones wrote:

I just called and asked that question.  Send a fax to 304-625-3984 with the

RO's name and telephone #, name and address of the entity, and # of

fingerprint packets needed.

 Michael

-----Original Message-----

From: Gordon, Deborah [mailto:gordon@SRI.ORG <mailto:gordon@SRI.ORG> ]

Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 3:43 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Another SA question

Does anyone how to go about obtaining additional fingerprinting packages.

We received our FedEx package but we need a few more forms.

Deborah Gordon

Southern Research Institute

2000 9th Ave. South

Birmingham, Alabama 35205

Phone: (205) 581-2417

Fax: (205) 581-2880

Confidentiality Notice

         The information contained in this communication and its attachments

is intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is

         addressed and may contain information that is privileged,

confidential, or exempt from disclosure. If the reader of this message is

         not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any

dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is

         strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in

error, please notify postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and delete

         the communication without retaining any copies.

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

------_=_NextPart_001_01C310AE.15696B10

Content-Type: text/html

                  10.0pt;font-family:Arial;color:navy'>According to my last 

                  conversation with the FBI about fingerprints, CDC would 

                  request that packets be sent to an entity for the printing of 

                  the individuals with access.  They said just to wait for the 

                  packets and not to collect the prints until that time.

                  10.0pt;font-family:Arial;color:navy'> 

                  style='font-size:10.0pt;font-family:Tahoma'>-----Original 

                  Message-----

                  From: Dina Sassone [mailto:dinas@LANL.GOV] 

                  Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 5:11 PM

                  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                  Subject: Re: Another SA question

                  style='font-size:12.0pt'> 

                  style='font-size:12.0pt'>What about the rest of the persons 

                  with access?

                  At 03:47 PM 5/1/2003 -0500, Michael Jones wrote:

                  style='font-size:10.0pt'>I just called and asked that 

                  question.  Send a fax to 304-625-3984 with the RO's name and 

                  telephone #, name and address of the entity, and # of 

                  fingerprint packets needed.  

                   Michael 

                  -----Original Message----- 

                  href="mailto:gordon@SRI.ORG">mailto:gordon@SRI.ORG] 

                  Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 3:43 PM 

                  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

                  Subject: Another SA question 

                  Does anyone how to go about obtaining additional 

                  fingerprinting packages. 

                  We received our FedEx package but we need a few more forms. 

                  Deborah Gordon 

                  Southern Research Institute 

                  2000 9th Ave. South 

                  Birmingham, Alabama 35205 

                  Phone: (205) 581-2417 

                  Fax: (205) 581-2880 

                  Confidentiality Notice 

                           The information contained in this communication and 

                  its attachments 

                  is intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is 

                           addressed and may contain information that is 

                  privileged, 

                  confidential, or exempt from disclosure. If the reader of this 

                  message is 

                           not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified 

                  that any 

                  dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication 

                  is 

                           strictly prohibited. If you have received this 

                  communication in 

                  error, please notify postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and 

                  delete 

                           the communication without retaining any copies. 

                  size=3 face="Times New Roman">Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM 

                  (NRM), CBSP

                  University of California

                  Los Alamos National Laboratory

                  HSR-5

                  MS K486

                  Los Alamos, NM 87545

                  (505) 665-2977 (voice)

                  ((505) 996-3807 (pager)

                  "To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

------_=_NextPart_001_01C310AE.15696B10--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 07:31:52 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert P. Ellis" <Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Another SA question

In-Reply-To:  <4B175FC77C6ED611B5000002A5518D1C01AB78F7@CFSCP018>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: Text/Plain; charset="us-ascii"

Amy's comments are exactly what I was instructed by CDC.  I'll check

again and see if that has changed recently.  Bob Ellis

On Fri, 2 May 2003 09:23:56 -0400 "Barringer, Amy"

<Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV> wrote:

> According to my last conversation with the FBI about fingerprints, CDC would

> request that packets be sent to an entity for the printing of the

> individuals with access.  They said just to wait for the packets and not to

> collect the prints until that time.

>

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Dina Sassone [mailto:dinas@LANL.GOV]

> Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 5:11 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Another SA question

>

>

>

> What about the rest of the persons with access?

>

> At 03:47 PM 5/1/2003 -0500, Michael Jones wrote:

>

>

>

>

> I just called and asked that question.  Send a fax to 304-625-3984 with the

> RO's name and telephone #, name and address of the entity, and # of

> fingerprint packets needed.

>

>  Michael

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Gordon, Deborah [mailto:gordon@SRI.ORG <mailto:gordon@SRI.ORG> ]

> Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 3:43 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Another SA question

>

> Does anyone how to go about obtaining additional fingerprinting packages.

> We received our FedEx package but we need a few more forms.

>

> Deborah Gordon

> Southern Research Institute

> 2000 9th Ave. South

> Birmingham, Alabama 35205

> Phone: (205) 581-2417

> Fax: (205) 581-2880

>

> Confidentiality Notice

>

>          The information contained in this communication and its attachments

>

> is intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is

>          addressed and may contain information that is privileged,

> confidential, or exempt from disclosure. If the reader of this message is

>          not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any

> dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is

>          strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in

> error, please notify postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and delete

>          the communication without retaining any copies.

>

> Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

> University of California

> Los Alamos National Laboratory

> HSR-5

> MS K486

> Los Alamos, NM 87545

> (505) 665-2977 (voice)

> ((505) 996-3807 (pager)

> "To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

>

====================

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu

====================
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Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 09:48:38 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: EA-101 Form

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Actually that is a controlled document given by the CDC after you are

good and do all your homework...i.e. all of your submissions and

documentations are in. That document should be guarded with your life

and not posted anywhere that the researchers have access...or they will

download it and do an end-run around you if they are slightly

"inconvenienced"...they are smart people and VERY CREATIVE in their

problem solving logic! And this kind of "creative thinking" can bring

the CDC, USDA, DOJ and others on top of you very quickly.

Bottom line: check with the CDC for one, but you have to be registered

before doing any transactions covered under 42 CFR Part 73.

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: John Latimer [mailto:jlatimer@SEPRL.USDA.GOV]

Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 5:01 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: EA-101 Form

Does anyone know the whereabouts of an EA-101 form that can be completed

via

computer before printing?

TIA

*************************************************

John W. Latimer

BioSecurity Officer

Southeast Poultry Research Laboratory

voice: 706.546.3435

fax: 706.546.3161

jlatimer@seprl.usda.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 09:06:28 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "LAMBERT, Margy" <MLAMBERT@FPM.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Packaging Diagnostic Specimens

FedEx has posted their revised brochure for shipping of diagnostic specimens

"Pointers on Shipping:

Clinical Samples, Diagnostic Specimens and Environmental Test Samples."  You

can access it at

http://www.fedex.com/us/services/packaging/expresstips.html?link=2.  No

endorsement is intended but I have found these brochures handy for training

purposes.

Margy

//

Margy S. Lambert, Ph.D.

University of Wisconsin - Madison

Office of Biological Safety

30 N. Murray St.

Madison, WI 53715-1227

mlambert@fpm.wisc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 10:24:26 -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: Packaging Diagnostic Specimens

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Thank you! I was wondering when the update would come out. I have also used the

old brochure, with scribbled-in updates, to train clinical research coordinators

on packaging clinical specimens.

Karen B. Byers, MS,  RBP, CBSP-ABSA

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

Phone: 617-632-3890

Fax: 617-632-1932

-----Original Message-----

From: LAMBERT, Margy [mailto:MLAMBERT@FPM.WISC.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 02, 2003 10:06 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Packaging Diagnostic Specimens

FedEx has posted their revised brochure for shipping of diagnostic specimens

"Pointers on Shipping:

Clinical Samples, Diagnostic Specimens and Environmental Test Samples."  You

can access it at

http://www.fedex.com/us/services/packaging/expresstips.html?link=2.  No

endorsement is intended but I have found these brochures handy for training

purposes.

Margy

//

Margy S. Lambert, Ph.D.

University of Wisconsin - Madison

Office of Biological Safety

30 N. Murray St.

Madison, WI 53715-1227

mlambert@fpm.wisc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 11:01:43 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: EA-101 Form

In-Reply-To:  <8DF665FA7A23D7118D1800E01838398F013F7B@seprl.usda.gov>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

John,

You can try this.

The EA-101 is a pdf format from adobe.  You read and print this form with

Adobe Acrobat READER.  BUT, if you get Adobe Acrobat, you have to buy it,

which was used to create the form, you can now edit the existing form.

bob

PS-I know how this works but I do not know for sure what program you need.

Start by calling Adobe and asking them which program you need.

Bob

>Does anyone know the whereabouts of an EA-101 form that can be completed via

>computer before printing?

>

>TIA

>*************************************************

>John W. Latimer

>BioSecurity Officer

>Southeast Poultry Research Laboratory

>voice: 706.546.3435

>fax: 706.546.3161

>jlatimer@seprl.usda.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

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 08:29:28 -0700

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: Respirator with Pregnancy

In-Reply-To:  <E789EC14D08B764DB795315D94074989059287@pvserver2.pro-virus.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

A couple of points, which might be re-iterated:

1.  The employee should get the ok from her personal physician

(and in this case, I would require the physician be her

obstetrician, rather than her primary care physician).

2.  TLV, PEL, and IDLH are only applicable to healthy adult

humans.  Ditto about OSHA regulations.

3.  How much effort is it to you to avoid the employee coming to

you in 6 mos. after birth and complaining that you let her

expose her baby, which has something wrong with it??  I know

what my lawyers would say ... keep her away from it if at all

possible.

4.  If you're going to give her a respirator, I would have her

go through the whole medical surveillance and PFT for it, and

would have her obstetrician also approve of her use of it.  You

and the doctor have the same goal - protecting the employee.

5.  Whatever you decide to do, explain all of this to the woman,

including what teratogens/teratogenisis is, what are the risks

to her, what are the expected risks to the fetus, etc.  Get her

signature.  Get her obstetrician's signature on the information.

 Don't assume that if she's doing RNA extraction she really

understands the risks or the biological implications of her

choice - explaining risks are why we all have jobs.  If she's a

smart cookie, she'll understand why you're doing all of this and

will sit through it all.

Elizabeth

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Manager

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

The New Yahoo! Search - Faster. Easier. Bingo.

http://search.yahoo.com
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Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 11:59:47 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

Organization: Incyte Corporation

Subject:      Safety Showers and Eyewash Inspections

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi folks,

I'm doing some benchmarking and I wanted to get an idea of how often

companies inspect laboratory eyewashes and safety showers.   I'd

especially be interested in knowing what the policy is at some of the

major pharmaceutical companies.

Thanks,

Mike Wendeler

EH&S Engineer

Incyte Corp.

Newark, DE

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 12:01:12 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Margaret Rakas <mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Safety Showers and Eyewash Inspections

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_0956887B.D9B9F6B9"

--=_0956887B.D9B9F6B9

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Our Chemical Hygiene plan requires weekly testing of eyewashes and

semi-annual testing of safety showers.  Weekly testing of eyewashes is a

good idea as 'grunk' and/or bacteria can build up, and that's not what

you want when you've already got something in your eyes....

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 11:34:50 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: State department determination for select agent

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.1.5.2.20030501151454.01765378@esh-mail.lanl.gov>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Just because the Iraqi Government has been replaced does not mean that

their are not still Iraqi threats out their.  Iraq may not be removed from

the list for a while.

Bob

> Does anyone know where the actual list of "countries as to which the

>secretary of state has made a determination that remains in effect that

>such country has repeatedly provided support for acts of international

>terrorism" can be located?

>

>

>

>

> Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

> University of California

> Los Alamos National Laboratory

> HSR-5

> MS K486

> Los Alamos, NM 87545

> (505) 665-2977 (voice)

> ((505) 996-3807 (pager)

> "To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

>

>

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________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

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 17:51:44 +0000

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: Safety Showers and Eyewash Inspections

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

We test the eyewash stations ans safety showers every 2 weeks.

Stephen D'Alessandro

Environmental Health & Safety Manager

Shire Biologics Inc.

_________________________________________________________________

MSN 8 helps eliminate e-mail viruses. Get 2 months FREE*.

http://join.msn.com/?page=features/virus
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Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 14:05:28 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Kiley <Michael.Kiley@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: New BMBL?

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Its already in the re-write stage the committee contact is:

Martin Sanders, Ph.D.

Staff Microbiologist

Occupational Safety and Health Branch

National Institutes of Health

Bldg. 13,  Rm. 3K-04

13 South Drive, MSC 5760

Bethesda, MD 20892-5760

301-451-5809

sandersm@mail.nih.gov

>>> jeppesen@KU.EDU 05/01/03 02:08PM >>>

Folks,

With all of the changes that have gone on over the years has anyone

heard if

there will be a new edition of the BMBL (5th)?

Just curious.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 14:08:15 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Kiley <Michael.Kiley@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: EA-101 Form

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Dr. latimer,

You can find downloadable form with instructions at:

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/forms/ea101.pdf

Alice Frazier

>>> jlatimer@SEPRL.USDA.GOV 05/01/03 05:01PM >>>

Does anyone know the whereabouts of an EA-101 form that can be

completed via

computer before printing?

TIA

*************************************************

John W. Latimer

BioSecurity Officer

Southeast Poultry Research Laboratory

voice: 706.546.3435

fax: 706.546.3161

jlatimer@seprl.usda.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 13:56:44 -0500

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: Another SA question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Thanks everyone, I called the Liaison Dept. and got the same advice as

Michael.

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert P. Ellis [mailto:Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 02, 2003 8:32 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Another SA question

Amy's comments are exactly what I was instructed by CDC.  I'll check

again and see if that has changed recently.  Bob Ellis

On Fri, 2 May 2003 09:23:56 -0400 "Barringer, Amy"

<Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV> wrote:

> According to my last conversation with the FBI about fingerprints, CDC

would

> request that packets be sent to an entity for the printing of the

> individuals with access.  They said just to wait for the packets and not

to

> collect the prints until that time.

>

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Dina Sassone [mailto:dinas@LANL.GOV]

> Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 5:11 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Another SA question

>

>

>

> What about the rest of the persons with access?

>

> At 03:47 PM 5/1/2003 -0500, Michael Jones wrote:

>

>

>

>

> I just called and asked that question.  Send a fax to 304-625-3984 with

the

> RO's name and telephone #, name and address of the entity, and # of

> fingerprint packets needed.

>

>  Michael

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Gordon, Deborah [mailto:gordon@SRI.ORG <mailto:gordon@SRI.ORG> ]

> Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 3:43 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Another SA question

>

> Does anyone how to go about obtaining additional fingerprinting packages.

> We received our FedEx package but we need a few more forms.

>

> Deborah Gordon

> Southern Research Institute

> 2000 9th Ave. South

> Birmingham, Alabama 35205

> Phone: (205) 581-2417

> Fax: (205) 581-2880

>

> Confidentiality Notice

>

>          The information contained in this communication and its

attachments

>

> is intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is

>          addressed and may contain information that is privileged,

> confidential, or exempt from disclosure. If the reader of this message is

>          not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any

> dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is

>          strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in

> error, please notify postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and delete

>          the communication without retaining any copies.

>

> Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

> University of California

> Los Alamos National Laboratory

> HSR-5

> MS K486

> Los Alamos, NM 87545

> (505) 665-2977 (voice)

> ((505) 996-3807 (pager)

> "To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

>

====================

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu

====================
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Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 15:27:50 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Packaging Diagnostic Specimens

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I just checked the IATA packaging instruction 650 against their instructions

- WATCH OUT!

-----Original Message-----

From: Byers, Karen B [mailto:Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 02, 2003 10:24 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Packaging Diagnostic Specimens

Thank you! I was wondering when the update would come out. I have also used

the

old brochure, with scribbled-in updates, to train clinical research

coordinators

on packaging clinical specimens.

Karen B. Byers, MS,  RBP, CBSP-ABSA

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

Phone: 617-632-3890

Fax: 617-632-1932

-----Original Message-----

From: LAMBERT, Margy [mailto:MLAMBERT@FPM.WISC.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 02, 2003 10:06 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Packaging Diagnostic Specimens

FedEx has posted their revised brochure for shipping of diagnostic specimens

"Pointers on Shipping:

Clinical Samples, Diagnostic Specimens and Environmental Test Samples."  You

can access it at

http://www.fedex.com/us/services/packaging/expresstips.html?link=2.  No

endorsement is intended but I have found these brochures handy for training

purposes.

Margy

//

Margy S. Lambert, Ph.D.

University of Wisconsin - Madison

Office of Biological Safety

30 N. Murray St.

Madison, WI 53715-1227

mlambert@fpm.wisc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 08:39:21 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew J Bartel <afajb@UAA.ALASKA.EDU>

Organization: Department of Biological Sciences

Subject:      Re: Safety Showers and Eyewash Inspections

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

We are a state university and not industry, but we test our eyewashes weekly

and our showers monthly keeping a log on the units (with zip tied inspection

cards), a hard copy log (on a clipboard) and also on a web-based

evironmental management system.

><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><> ><>

Andrew J Bartel

Laboratory Manager

College of Arts & Sciences

University of Alaska Anchorage

Science Bldg. 243

3211 Providence Drive

Anchorage AK  99508

(907)786-1268 voice

(907)786-1148 fax

andrew.bartel@uaa.alaska.edu

----- Original Message -----

From: "Michael Wendeler" <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Friday, May 02, 2003 7:59 AM

Subject: Safety Showers and Eyewash Inspections

> Hi folks,

> I'm doing some benchmarking and I wanted to get an idea of how often

> companies inspect laboratory eyewashes and safety showers.   I'd

> especially be interested in knowing what the policy is at some of the

> major pharmaceutical companies.

>

> Thanks,

> Mike Wendeler

> EH&S Engineer

> Incyte Corp.

> Newark, DE

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 14:02:51 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cartier, Eddie" <ECartier@COGNETIX.COM>

Subject:      Re: EA-101 Form

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="Windows-1252"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi John:

The CDC has begun adding computer fillable forms to their website.  The =

EA-101 fillable form can be found at:

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/addforms.htm

Click on the link for the fillable form.  Or, you can just follow this =

link to get the form:

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/forms/ea101-f.pdf

Take care,

Eddie

>Dr. latimer,

>You can find downloadable form with instructions at:

>http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/forms/ea101.pdf

>

>Alice Frazier

>

>>> jlatimer@SEPRL.USDA.GOV 05/01/03 05:01PM >>>

Does anyone know the whereabouts of an EA-101 form that can be

completed via

computer before printing?

TIA

*************************************************

John W. Latimer

BioSecurity Officer

Southeast Poultry Research Laboratory

voice: 706.546.3435

fax: 706.546.3161

jlatimer@seprl.usda.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 15:57:04 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Well shows you how current I am..re: EA 101

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_OuIyWqipuHLIw1S31vwA+A)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_OuIyWqipuHLIw1S31vwA+A)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Looks like it is posted on the web for all to get hold of, so forget

what I wrote before. But I would still advise all to establish the

ground-rules that no transactions take place without the RO's sign-off,

and have your senior administration back you up. Put it in writing, too,

as an official policy of your respective institution. Just shows you how

things changed...back in December I was told to keep in under

lock-and-key and limit access by the CDC.

Phil Hauck

--Boundary_(ID_OuIyWqipuHLIw1S31vwA+A)

Content-type: text/html; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: QUOTED-PRINTABLE

<html xmlns:o=3D"urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:office" xmlns:w=

=3D"urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:word" xmlns=3D"http://www.w3.org=

/TR/REC-html40">

<head>

<meta http-equiv=3DContent-Type content=3D"text/html; charset=3Dus-as=

cii">

<meta name=3DProgId content=3DWord.Document>

<meta name=3DGenerator content=3D"Microsoft Word 10">

<meta name=3DOriginator content=3D"Microsoft Word 10">

<link rel=3DFile-List href=3D"cid:filelist.xml@01C310C4.7CE0D650">

<!--[if gte mso 9]><xml>

 <o:OfficeDocumentSettings>

  <o:DoNotRelyOnCSS/>

 </o:OfficeDocumentSettings>

</xml><![endif]--><!--[if gte mso 9]><xml>

 <w:WordDocument>

  <w:SpellingState>Clean</w:SpellingState>

  <w:GrammarState>Clean</w:GrammarState>

  <w:DocumentKind>DocumentEmail</w:DocumentKind>

  <w:EnvelopeVis/>

  <w:Compatibility>

   <w:BreakWrappedTables/>

   <w:SnapToGridInCell/>

   <w:WrapTextWithPunct/>

   <w:UseAsianBreakRules/>

  </w:Compatibility>

  <w:BrowserLevel>MicrosoftInternetExplorer4</w:BrowserLevel>

 </w:WordDocument>

</xml><![endif]-->

<style>

<!--

 /* Style Definitions */

 p.MsoNormal, li.MsoNormal, div.MsoNormal

{mso-style-parent:"";

margin:0in;

margin-bottom:.0001pt;

mso-pagination:widow-orphan;

font-size:12.0pt;

font-family:"Times New Roman";

mso-fareast-font-family:"Times New Roman";}

a:link, span.MsoHyperlink

{color:blue;

text-decoration:underline;

text-underline:single;}

a:visited, span.MsoHyperlinkFollowed

{color:purple;

text-decoration:underline;

text-underline:single;}

span.EmailStyle17

{mso-style-type:personal-compose;

mso-style-noshow:yes;

mso-ansi-font-size:10.0pt;

mso-bidi-font-size:10.0pt;

font-family:Arial;

mso-ascii-font-family:Arial;

mso-hansi-font-family:Arial;

mso-bidi-font-family:Arial;

color:windowtext;}

span.SpellE

{mso-style-name:"";

mso-spl-e:yes;}

@page Section1

{size:8.5in 11.0in;

margin:1.0in 1.25in 1.0in 1.25in;

mso-header-margin:.5in;

mso-footer-margin:.5in;

mso-paper-source:0;}

div.Section1

{page:Section1;}

-->

</style>

<!--[if gte mso 10]>

<style>

 /* Style Definitions */

 table.MsoNormalTable

{mso-style-name:"Table Normal";

mso-tstyle-rowband-size:0;

mso-tstyle-colband-size:0;

mso-style-noshow:yes;

mso-style-parent:"";

mso-padding-alt:0in 5.4pt 0in 5.4pt;

mso-para-margin:0in;

mso-para-margin-bottom:.0001pt;

mso-pagination:widow-orphan;

font-size:10.0pt;

font-family:"Times New Roman";}

</style>

<![endif]-->

</head>

<body lang=3DEN-US link=3Dblue vlink=3Dpurple style=3D'tab-interval:.=

5in'>

<div class=3DSection1>

<p class=3DMsoNormal><font size=3D2 face=3DArial><span style=3D'font-=

size:10.0pt;

font-family:Arial'>Looks like it is posted on the web for all to get =

hold of,

so forget what I wrote before. But I would still advise all to establ=

ish the

ground-rules that no transactions take place without the <span class=

=3DSpellE>RO&#8217;s</span>

sign-off, and have your senior administration back you up. Put it in =

writing,

too, as an official policy of your respective institution. Just shows=

 you how

things changed&#8230;back in December I was told to keep in under loc=

k-and-key

and limit access by the CDC.<o:p></o:p></span></font></p>

<p class=3DMsoNormal><font size=3D2 face=3DArial><span style=3D'font-=

size:10.0pt;

font-family:Arial'>Phil Hauck<o:p></o:p></span></font></p>

</div>

</body>

</html>

--Boundary_(ID_OuIyWqipuHLIw1S31vwA+A)--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 14:12:12 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cartier, Eddie" <ECartier@COGNETIX.COM>

Subject:      Re: EA-101 Form

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="Windows-1252"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi:

I believe that the EA-101 is not controlled.  It is, in fact, available =

to all on the CDC website.  No matter how creative the researcher, they =

would not be able to do an end-run around the RO without forging the =

RO's signature as required by the EA-101.  As Phil mentioned, you do =

have to have an application number or a registration number before you =

can complete any transfers of select agents.

Take care,

Eddie

Actually that is a controlled document given by the CDC after you are

good and do all your homework...i.e. all of your submissions and

documentations are in. That document should be guarded with your life

and not posted anywhere that the researchers have access...or they will

download it and do an end-run around you if they are slightly

"inconvenienced"...they are smart people and VERY CREATIVE in their

problem solving logic! And this kind of "creative thinking" can bring

the CDC, USDA, DOJ and others on top of you very quickly.

Bottom line: check with the CDC for one, but you have to be registered

before doing any transactions covered under 42 CFR Part 73.

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: John Latimer [mailto:jlatimer@SEPRL.USDA.GOV]

Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 5:01 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: EA-101 Form

Does anyone know the whereabouts of an EA-101 form that can be completed

via

computer before printing?

TIA

*************************************************

John W. Latimer

BioSecurity Officer

Southeast Poultry Research Laboratory

voice: 706.546.3435

fax: 706.546.3161

jlatimer@seprl.usda.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 16:18:49 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Well shows you how current I am..re: EA 101

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C310E8.0A712470"

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_01C310E8.0A712470

Content-Type: text/plain

I'd say CDC has loosened up a bit with the form because of the new approval

procedure.  They (CDC) will have the opportunity to look over all EA-101

transaction forms PRIOR to transaction...not the case in the past.  They can

look for appropriate signatures and at whether specific entities are

approved to send or receive specific materials.  I think most scientists

that would go through the trouble of hunting for the EA-101 for are trying

to comply with the regulations...it's the ones that want to throw material

in an envelop and slap a stamp on it that you have to watch out for!

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 02, 2003 3:57 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Well shows you how current I am..re: EA 101

Looks like it is posted on the web for all to get hold of, so forget what I

wrote before. But I would still advise all to establish the ground-rules

that no transactions take place without the RO's sign-off, and have your

senior administration back you up. Put it in writing, too, as an official

policy of your respective institution. Just shows you how things

changed...back in December I was told to keep in under lock-and-key and

limit access by the CDC.

Phil Hauck

------_=_NextPart_001_01C310E8.0A712470

Content-Type: text/html

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

                  style=3D'font-size: 10.0pt;font-family:Arial;color:navy'>I'd 

                  say CDC has loosened up a bit with the form because of the new 

                  approval procedure.  They (CDC) = will have the opportunity to 

                  look over all EA-101 transaction forms PRIOR to = 

                  transaction...not the case in the past.  They can look for 

                  appropriate signatures = and at whether specific entities are 

                  approved to send or receive specific = materials.  I think 

                  most scientists that would go through the trouble of hunting = 

                  for the EA-101 for are trying to comply with the 

                  regulations...it's the ones that want to throw material in an 

                  envelop and slap a stamp on it that = you have to watch out 

                  for!

                  style=3D'font-size: 10.0pt;font-family:Arial;color:navy'> 

                  style=3D'font-size:10.0pt;font-family:Tahoma'>-----Original = 

                  Message-----

                  From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU] 

                  Sent: = style=3D'font-size:10.0pt;font-family:Tahoma'>Friday, 

                  May 02, style=3D'font-size:10.0pt; 

                  style=3D'font-size:10.0pt;font-family:Tahoma'>3:57 = 

                  face=3DTahoma>

                  To: = BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                  Subject: Well shows you = how current I am..re: EA 101

                  style=3D'font-size:12.0pt'> 

                  style=3D'font-size:10.0pt;font-family:Arial'>Looks like it is 

                  posted on = the web for all to get hold of, so forget what I 

                  wrote before. But I would = still advise all to establish the 

                  ground-rules that no transactions take place = without the 

                  RO's sign-off, and have your senior administration back you 

                  up. Put it = in writing, too, as an official policy of your 

                  respective institution. = Just shows you how things 

                  changed...back in December I was told to keep in under 

                  lock-and-key and limit access by the CDC.

                  style=3D'font-size:10.0pt;font-family:Arial'>Phil = Hauck

------_=_NextPart_001_01C310E8.0A712470--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 16:13:33 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: EA-101 Form

In-Reply-To:  <1EA76048F523374D8B904ED3FFA231C9039A03@conus02.cognetix.com>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

I hate to bring this up but what is to stop somebody who really wants the

stuff from signing the RO's name?  How will you know he did it?

Before you say no way, that is exactly how we had a sticky situation with

the FAA a few years back.

Bob

>Hi:

>

>I believe that the EA-101 is not controlled.  It is, in fact, available to

>all on the CDC website.  No matter how creative the researcher, they would

>not be able to do an end-run around the RO without forging the RO's

>signature as required by the EA-101.  As Phil mentioned, you do have to

>have an application number or a registration number before you can

>complete any transfers of select agents.

>

>Take care,

>

>Eddie

>

>Actually that is a controlled document given by the CDC after you are

>good and do all your homework...i.e. all of your submissions and

>documentations are in. That document should be guarded with your life

>and not posted anywhere that the researchers have access...or they will

>download it and do an end-run around you if they are slightly

>"inconvenienced"...they are smart people and VERY CREATIVE in their

>problem solving logic! And this kind of "creative thinking" can bring

>the CDC, USDA, DOJ and others on top of you very quickly.

>

>Bottom line: check with the CDC for one, but you have to be registered

>before doing any transactions covered under 42 CFR Part 73.

>Phil

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: John Latimer [mailto:jlatimer@SEPRL.USDA.GOV]

>Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 5:01 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: EA-101 Form

>

>Does anyone know the whereabouts of an EA-101 form that can be completed

>via

>computer before printing?

>

>TIA

>*************************************************

>John W. Latimer

>BioSecurity Officer

>Southeast Poultry Research Laboratory

>voice: 706.546.3435

>fax: 706.546.3161

>jlatimer@seprl.usda.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

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 16:54:48 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: EA-101 Form

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I'm not entirely sure there is a way to prevent it or from preventing

scientists who omit the use of the EA-101 all together, but I always try to

emphasize that the fact in training that you might reconsider unless you

have a spare $250,000 for the fine and an extra 5 years for the jail time.

I think most people (no matter what their feelings are about the

regulations) will acknowledge that there is a particular sensitivity to

violating these types of regulations and that law enforcement and the media

will not look kindly on those that seem to be neglecting or attempting to

circumvent the regulations...we have seen a couple recent examples of this

very thing in Texas and Connecticut.

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert N. Latsch [mailto:rnl2@CWRU.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 02, 2003 4:14 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: EA-101 Form

I hate to bring this up but what is to stop somebody who really wants the

stuff from signing the RO's name?  How will you know he did it?

Before you say no way, that is exactly how we had a sticky situation with

the FAA a few years back.

Bob

>Hi:

>

>I believe that the EA-101 is not controlled.  It is, in fact, available to

>all on the CDC website.  No matter how creative the researcher, they would

>not be able to do an end-run around the RO without forging the RO's

>signature as required by the EA-101.  As Phil mentioned, you do have to

>have an application number or a registration number before you can

>complete any transfers of select agents.

>

>Take care,

>

>Eddie

>

>Actually that is a controlled document given by the CDC after you are

>good and do all your homework...i.e. all of your submissions and

>documentations are in. That document should be guarded with your life

>and not posted anywhere that the researchers have access...or they will

>download it and do an end-run around you if they are slightly

>"inconvenienced"...they are smart people and VERY CREATIVE in their

>problem solving logic! And this kind of "creative thinking" can bring

>the CDC, USDA, DOJ and others on top of you very quickly.

>

>Bottom line: check with the CDC for one, but you have to be registered

>before doing any transactions covered under 42 CFR Part 73.

>Phil

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: John Latimer [mailto:jlatimer@SEPRL.USDA.GOV]

>Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 5:01 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: EA-101 Form

>

>Does anyone know the whereabouts of an EA-101 form that can be completed

>via

>computer before printing?

>

>TIA

>*************************************************

>John W. Latimer

>BioSecurity Officer

>Southeast Poultry Research Laboratory

>voice: 706.546.3435

>fax: 706.546.3161

>jlatimer@seprl.usda.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

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 15:17:07 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cartier, Eddie" <ECartier@COGNETIX.COM>

Subject:      Re: EA-101 Form

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="Windows-1252"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi Bob:

I don't really think there is a way other than institutional policy and =

training making everyone aware of the penalties.  One thing that might =

help is keeping your registration number close to the vest.  I don't =

believe that there is any reason for a PI to know this number, and the =

forms should only be sent between institutional ROs and the CDC.

Eddie

I hate to bring this up but what is to stop somebody who really wants =

the

stuff from signing the RO's name?  How will you know he did it?

Before you say no way, that is exactly how we had a sticky situation =

with

the FAA a few years back.

Bob

>Hi:

>

>I believe that the EA-101 is not controlled.  It is, in fact, available =

to

>all on the CDC website.  No matter how creative the researcher, they =

would

>not be able to do an end-run around the RO without forging the RO's

>signature as required by the EA-101.  As Phil mentioned, you do have to

>have an application number or a registration number before you can

>complete any transfers of select agents.

>

>Take care,

>

>Eddie

>

>Actually that is a controlled document given by the CDC after you are

>good and do all your homework...i.e. all of your submissions and

>documentations are in. That document should be guarded with your life

>and not posted anywhere that the researchers have access...or they will

>download it and do an end-run around you if they are slightly

>"inconvenienced"...they are smart people and VERY CREATIVE in their

>problem solving logic! And this kind of "creative thinking" can bring

>the CDC, USDA, DOJ and others on top of you very quickly.

>

>Bottom line: check with the CDC for one, but you have to be registered

>before doing any transactions covered under 42 CFR Part 73.

>Phil

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: John Latimer [mailto:jlatimer@SEPRL.USDA.GOV]

>Sent: Thursday, May 01, 2003 5:01 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: EA-101 Form

>

>Does anyone know the whereabouts of an EA-101 form that can be =

completed

>via

>computer before printing?

>

>TIA

>*************************************************

>John W. Latimer

>BioSecurity Officer

>Southeast Poultry Research Laboratory

>voice: 706.546.3435

>fax: 706.546.3161

>jlatimer@seprl.usda.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
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Date:         Fri, 2 May 2003 17:30:51 -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 SA question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------187977077F4EBAF1CB27DD1B"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------187977077F4EBAF1CB27DD1B

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I called the FBI and they promised more; haven't received them yet tho.

"Gordon, Deborah" wrote:

> Does anyone how to go about obtaining additional fingerprinting packages.

> We received our FedEx package but we need a few more forms.

>

> Deborah Gordon

> Southern Research Institute

> 2000 9th Ave. South

> Birmingham, Alabama 35205

> Phone: (205) 581-2417

> Fax: (205) 581-2880

>

> Confidentiality Notice

>

>          The information contained in this communication and its attachments

> is intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is

>          addressed and may contain information that is privileged,

> confidential, or exempt from disclosure. If the reader of this message is

>          not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any

> dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is

>          strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in

> error, please notify postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and delete

>          the communication without retaining any copies.

=========================================================================

Date:         Sun, 4 May 2003 10:44:32 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:      Save 20% on LSI's 24-Hour Summer Short Courses

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_1d9.8e031b1.2be68150_boundary"

--part1_1d9.8e031b1.2be68150_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="ISO-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Save 20% on LSI's 24-Hour Summer Short Courses (List $625.00).=A0

Your cost is $500.00.=A0 Register this week and Save.

Pick a date/location or purchase a certificate good for any of these or

future=A0 24-hour short courses. =A0

Date=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 Location

-----=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 ---------

5/13 =A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 Flint, MI

5/28 =A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 Palatine, IL

6/17 =A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 San Marcos, TX

6/25 =A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 Seattle, WA

7/8 =A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 Washington, DC

7/15 =A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 Reno, NV

7/22 =A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 San Diego, CA

7/29 =A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 Charleston, SC

8/5 =A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 Boston, MA

8/12 =A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 Delaware, OH

=A0

<A HREF=3D"http://www.labsafety.org/schedule.htm">http://www.labsafety.org/s=

chedule.htm</A>

The topics covered include: introduction, scope of the problem, accidents,

legal aspects, emergency planning, chemical storage and disposal, biological=

and animal hazards, eye and face protection, disposal of chemicals,

electrical safety, fire control, handling glassware, recordkeeping,

bloodborne pathogens, lab standard, employee involvement, needs assessment,

lab inspection, compressed gases, radiation, safety equipment, and effective=

safety programs.

Also included is LSI's 250-page three-ring lab safety notebook, lunches and

refreshments.=A0 The notebook is filled with the seminar transparency

miniatures, as well as, other valuable safety and health information.=A0 The=

re

are many forms and checklists to enhance your lab safety program. =A0 You'll=

 be

filled with great ideas!

Register more people (all at once) and save more.=A0

2-4 registrants (list $525), you pay $420 each

5-9 registrants (list $425), you pay $340 each

10-14 registrants (list $375), you pay $300 each

15 or more registrants $325, you pay $260 each

The special price will be good for one week and may not be combined with any=

other discount. =A0 LSI accepts VISA, MasterCard, Purchase Orders (by phone

until we figure out how to do it at the online store), and Personal Checks.

You can place your order by phone (508-647-1900), fax (508-647-0062), email

(lsiadams@aol.com).=A0 Be sure to mention=A0this email message. =A0

If you would like to suggest a lab safety book, publication, media, product

or LSI service that you would like LSI to offer with a one-week special redu

ced price, please send me your suggestions (<A HREF=3D"mailto:labsafe@aol.co=

m">labsafe@aol.com</A>).

Remember, in addition to training programs, LSI conducts audits, inspections=

,

program reviews, and provides regulatory compliance assistance. =A0 For more=

information, please contact me directly (labsafe@aol.com).

Regards, .... Jim

PS. =A0 If you do not wish to receive these announcements in the future, ple=

ase

let us know by sending your request to <A HREF=3D"mailto:MikeFaris@lsi.attbb=

s.net">MikeFaris@lsi.attbbs.net</A> .=A0 Mike is

our webmaster and technical genius.=A0 He'll figure out how to get your name=

off the list.

Please forward this message to other groups who you think might be

interested.

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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, 5 May 2003 20:41:34 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Erik A. Talley" <ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      Thoren Cages with BSL2-infected rodents

In-Reply-To:  <1d9.8e031b1.2be68150@aol.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

I need some advice regarding the use of Thoren cages with BSL2-infected

rodents. Currently, all of our rodents that are infected with agents

commonly transmitted via air (e.g. adenovirus) are kept on shelf racks in

microisolators (no mechanical air blowing in or exhausting out of the

cages). We have a space issue (welcome to NYC) and need to move some BSL2

rodents into another room. It would be preferable to use Thoren units (air

HEPA filtered in and out of the cage) in the new room to allow a higher

density of rodents per cage. My understanding of Thoren units is that while

they are HEPA filtered, they are designed to "protect the animal" and

"greatly reduce the level of allergens to personnel." There is no claim

that they will protect personnel from biohazards. They are not "certified"

annually by anyone meeting certain specifications, but they do undergo

regular checks by animal care staff. The units do not follow a

safety-oriented specification/accreditation program that I am aware of.

Am I overly concerned? How much greater is the risk of exposing someone to

these organisms when placed in a Thoren unit? I would appreciate anyone's

insight on the matter. Fortunately the staff are very easy to work with and

want to do whatever needs to be done.

Thanks,

Erik

___________________________________

Erik A. Talley, Director

Environmental Health and Safety

Weill Medical College of Cornell University

418 East 71st Street, Suite 62

New York, NY 10021

212-746-6201

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

http://www.med.cornell.edu/ehs

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 6 May 2003 10:18:19 +0800

Reply-To:     Param <param@imr.gov.my>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Param <param@IMR.GOV.MY>

Subject:      Insectorium safety

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0017_01C313B8.D0E0A7C0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0017_01C313B8.D0E0A7C0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi Folks,

We are planning to upgrade and improve the biosafety facilities in our =

insectarium.I have been requested to recommend special safety features =

to be incorporated for the upgrading. The insectororium currently is =

used to breed several species of mosquitoes,flies,cockroaches etc =

.Vector transmission studies and drug/ insecticide  evaluations (for  =

malaria,filarial,dengue,leisiamia,etc ) are conducted routinely using =

these creatures.

There is no special biocontainment facility in the insectoraruim and I =

have been ask to look into this. It will be appreciated if I can get =

some suggestion and ideas as how to go about this task of setting up a =

biocontainment facility for transmission studies within the insectarium =

building.

sincerely,

M.S.Param

Research Officer ( Occupt.Safety and Health )

Institute for Medical Research

Malaysia

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 6 May 2003 09:34:29 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Verduin, Dick" <Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL>

Subject:      Re: Save 20% on LSI's 24-Hour Summer Short Courses

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C313A1.EDEB93DA"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C313A1.EDEB93DA

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

No advertisment please

-----Original Message-----

From: Jim Kaufman [mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM]

Sent: zondag 4 mei 2003 16:45

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Save 20% on LSI's 24-Hour Summer Short Courses

Save 20% on LSI's 24-Hour Summer Short Courses (List $625.00). 

Your cost is $500.00.  Register this week and Save.

Pick a date/location or purchase a certificate good for any of these or =

future  24-hour short courses.  

Date            Location

-----            ---------

5/13        Flint, MI

5/28        Palatine, IL

6/17        San Marcos, TX

6/25        Seattle, WA

7/8        Washington, DC

7/15        Reno, NV

7/22        San Diego, CA

7/29        Charleston, SC

8/5        Boston, MA

8/12        Delaware, OH

http://www.labsafety.org/schedule.htm

The topics covered include: introduction, scope of the problem, =

accidents, legal aspects, emergency planning, chemical storage and =

disposal, biological and animal hazards, eye and face protection, =

disposal of chemicals, electrical safety, fire control, handling =

glassware, recordkeeping, bloodborne pathogens, lab standard, employee =

involvement, needs assessment, lab inspection, compressed gases, =

radiation, safety equipment, and effective safety programs.

Also included is LSI's 250-page three-ring lab safety notebook, lunches =

and refreshments.  The notebook is filled with the seminar transparency =

miniatures, as well as, other valuable safety and health information.  =

There are many forms and checklists to enhance your lab safety program.  =

 You'll be filled with great ideas!

Register more people (all at once) and save more. 

2-4 registrants (list $525), you pay $420 each

5-9 registrants (list $425), you pay $340 each

10-14 registrants (list $375), you pay $300 each

15 or more registrants $325, you pay $260 each

The special price will be good for one week and may not be combined with =

any other discount.   LSI accepts VISA, MasterCard, Purchase Orders (by =

phone until we figure out how to do it at the online store), and =

Personal Checks.

You can place your order by phone (508-647-1900), fax (508-647-0062), =

email

(lsiadams@aol.com).  Be sure to mention this email message. 

If you would like to suggest a lab safety book, publication, media, =

product or LSI service that you would like LSI to offer with a one-week =

special reduced price, please send me your suggestions ( =

labsafe@aol.com).

Remember, in addition to training programs, LSI conducts audits, =

inspections, program reviews, and provides regulatory compliance =

assistance.   For more information, please contact me directly =

(labsafe@aol.com).

Regards, .... Jim

PS.   If you do not wish to receive these announcements in the future, =

please let us know by sending your request to MikeFaris@lsi.attbbs.net . =

 Mike is our webmaster and technical genius.  He'll figure out how to =

get your name off the list.

Please forward this message to other groups who you think might be =

interested.

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 6 May 2003 09:50:14 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Thoren Cages with BSL2-infected rodents

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

We also have the Thoren and competitor type units. Our personnel still

use repiratory protection, "Technol" Duckbill N-95's or comparable. Once

the vectors are administered, the exposure to Adenoviruses, AAV etc. are

reduced, but the higher risk of exposure is handling the bedding 1-2

days later, in the event that viral shedding has occurred. The Thoren

cages are viewed as an adjunct in controlling, but not eliminating

completely, all sources of aerosol.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Erik A. Talley [mailto:ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Monday, May 05, 2003 8:42 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Thoren Cages with BSL2-infected rodents

I need some advice regarding the use of Thoren cages with BSL2-infected

rodents. Currently, all of our rodents that are infected with agents

commonly transmitted via air (e.g. adenovirus) are kept on shelf racks

in

microisolators (no mechanical air blowing in or exhausting out of the

cages). We have a space issue (welcome to NYC) and need to move some

BSL2

rodents into another room. It would be preferable to use Thoren units

(air

HEPA filtered in and out of the cage) in the new room to allow a higher

density of rodents per cage. My understanding of Thoren units is that

while

they are HEPA filtered, they are designed to "protect the animal" and

"greatly reduce the level of allergens to personnel." There is no claim

that they will protect personnel from biohazards. They are not

"certified"

annually by anyone meeting certain specifications, but they do undergo

regular checks by animal care staff. The units do not follow a

safety-oriented specification/accreditation program that I am aware of.

Am I overly concerned? How much greater is the risk of exposing someone

to

these organisms when placed in a Thoren unit? I would appreciate

anyone's

insight on the matter. Fortunately the staff are very easy to work with

and

want to do whatever needs to be done.

Thanks,

Erik

___________________________________

Erik A. Talley, Director

Environmental Health and Safety

Weill Medical College of Cornell University

418 East 71st Street, Suite 62

New York, NY 10021

212-746-6201

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

http://www.med.cornell.edu/ehs

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 6 May 2003 11:08:56 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Finucane, Marcia" <mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU>

Subject:      BSO question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C313E1.6A5EC203"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C313E1.6A5EC203

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello all:

I am interested in the number and location of institutions or companies

that deal with recombinant DNA and infectious agent issues in

agriculture AND medical contexts (ie. universities with a college of

agriculture and a medical center on the same campus).  I am a new BSO

and I am curious about this. 

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

------_=_NextPart_001_01C313E1.6A5EC203

Content-Type: text/html;

        charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable
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Date:         Tue, 6 May 2003 12:18:58 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Kiley <Michael.Kiley@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Insectorium safety

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Arthropod Containment Guidelines from the American Committee of Medical

Entomology may give you some ideas

http://www.astmh.org/subgroup/acme.asp#archive

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 7 May 2003 10:11:32 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

Organization: Incyte Corporation

Subject:      Lentiviral Vectors

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Some researchers here want to start working with replication incompetant

Lentivirus.  I don't have any experience with this vector.  Could anyone

point me to some good reference material and let me know at what

biosafety level it should be handled.  One of my researcher's worked

with it briefly at another company and said they handled it at BSL 2+.

Any info would be appreciated.

Thanks,

Mike Wendeler

EH&S Engineer

Incyte Corp.

Newark, DE

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 7 May 2003 10:28:50 -0400

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:      Refrigerator with Electric Outlet Inside

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi All,

Does anyone know from which manufacturer I can purchase a small =

refrigerator

that has an electric outlet inside it?

Thanks,

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:         Wed, 7 May 2003 08:47:27 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Danielle Renee Stanek <stano@VETMED.WSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Refrigerator with Electric Outlet Inside

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

VWR carries chilled incubators that have internal outlets.

-----Original Message-----

From: Ron Amoling [mailto:Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2003 7:29 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Refrigerator with Electric Outlet Inside

Hi All,

Does anyone know from which manufacturer I can purchase a small

refrigerator that has an electric outlet inside it?

Thanks,

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:         Wed, 7 May 2003 08:49:46 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gergis, Nasr" <NGergis@COH.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Lentiviral Vectors

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C314AF.CB04043A"

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_01C314AF.CB04043A

Content-Type: text/plain;

 charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I am interested to receive the reference materials. Thanks,

Nasr Gergis, Ph.D., DVM

Interim Director-BO & SO

Occupational Safety and Health

COHO/BRI

E-mail: ngergis@coh.org

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2003 7:12 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Lentiviral Vectors

Some researchers here want to start working with replication incompetant

Lentivirus.  I don't have any experience with this vector.  Could anyone

point me to some good reference material and let me know at what

biosafety level it should be handled.  One of my researcher's worked

with it briefly at another company and said they handled it at BSL 2+.

Any info would be appreciated.

Thanks,

Mike Wendeler

EH&S Engineer

Incyte Corp.

Newark, DE

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

SECURITY/CONFIDENTIALITY WARNING: This message and any attachments are

intended solely for the individual or entity to which they are

addressed.  This communication may contain information that is

privileged, confidential, or exempt from disclosure under applicable law

(e.g., personal health information, research data, financial

information).  Because this e-mail has been sent without encryption,

individuals other than the intended recipient may be able to view the

information, forward it to others or tamper with the information without

the knowledge or consent of the sender.  If you are not the intended

recipient, or the employee or person responsible for delivering the

message to the intended recipient, any dissemination, distribution or

copying of the communication is strictly prohibited.  If you received

the communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by

replying to this message and deleting the message and any accompanying

files from your system.  If, due to the security risks, you do not wish

to receive further communications via e-mail, please reply to this

message and inform the sender that you do not wish to receive further

e-mail from the sender.

 =============================================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 7 May 2003 11:07:48 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Haugen, David A." <dhaugen@ANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Lentiviral Vectors

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

An indirect approach for finding information is as follows:

Go to http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/PubMed/  (the national library of =

medicine) and search for journal articles for which the text contains =

both lentivir* and vector.  You may be able to limit the number of hits =

by refining the search criteria with assistance from the scientists who =

propose the study.

For titles that appear to describe the type of research of interest to =

the scientists, open the abstract, identify the organization at which =

the research was performed, and attempt to contact the BSO (or =

equivalent) at that organization.

David Haugen

Argonne National Laboratory

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2003 9:12 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Lentiviral Vectors

Some researchers here want to start working with replication incompetant

Lentivirus.  I don't have any experience with this vector.  Could anyone

point me to some good reference material and let me know at what

biosafety level it should be handled.  One of my researcher's worked

with it briefly at another company and said they handled it at BSL 2+.

Any info would be appreciated.

Thanks,

Mike Wendeler

EH&S Engineer

Incyte Corp.

Newark, DE

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 7 May 2003 11:09:44 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Haugen, David A." <dhaugen@ANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Refrigerator with Electric Outlet Inside

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Check suppliers of refrigerated chromatography cabinets.

David Haugen

Argonne National Laboratory

-----Original Message-----

From: Ron Amoling [mailto:Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2003 9:29 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Refrigerator with Electric Outlet Inside

Hi All,

Does anyone know from which manufacturer I can purchase a small =

refrigerator

that has an electric outlet inside it?

Thanks,

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:         Wed, 7 May 2003 12:15:22 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Lentiviral Vectors

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Hello, All:

Well, to help out and to atone for the semi-mis-information about EA101,

here are some links that I believe will help everyone out. BMBL still

has "lentivirus-work" at BSL-2, and when you realize that even a "safe,

non-replicating vector" can still insert proviral DNA into YOUR DNA (if

you are the accidental recipient, it is still wise and prudent to handle

all lentiviral vectors at BSL-2 at a minimum. I'm still leery of HIV-1

vectors!!

Phil Hauck

Mt Sinai School of Medicine

http://darwin.bio.uci.edu/~vector/

http://www-micro.msb.le.ac.uk/335/peel/peel1.html

http://www.stanford.edu/group/nolan/

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2003 10:12 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Lentiviral Vectors

Some researchers here want to start working with replication incompetant

Lentivirus.  I don't have any experience with this vector.  Could anyone

point me to some good reference material and let me know at what

biosafety level it should be handled.  One of my researcher's worked

with it briefly at another company and said they handled it at BSL 2+.

Any info would be appreciated.

Thanks,

Mike Wendeler

EH&S Engineer

Incyte Corp.

Newark, DE

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 7 May 2003 14:26:25 -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: Lentiviral Vectors

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Applied Biosafety Vol.7,No.4, 2002 had an article on how the IBC here

reviewed work with lentiviral vectors and then explained the concerns to

researchers.

References cited:

        Kost, T.A. et al.(2000). Viral gene transfer vectors, pp.584-585. In

D. O. Fleming&D.L.Hunt  (Eds), Biological Safety: Principles and Practices

(3rd ed.)

        Trono, D. (ed). (2002) Lentiviral vectors.Current topics in

Microbiology and Immunology,    vol 261. Berlin: Spring-Verlag, p.258.

Karen B. Byers, MS,  RBP, CBSP-ABSA

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

Phone: 617-632-3890

Fax: 617-632-1932

NOTE: for walking (not mailing) office location is 454 Brookline, suite 4.

Visit EH&S on the web at http://research.dfci.harvard.edu/ehs

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2003 10:12 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Lentiviral Vectors

Some researchers here want to start working with replication incompetant

Lentivirus.  I don't have any experience with this vector.  Could anyone

point me to some good reference material and let me know at what

biosafety level it should be handled.  One of my researcher's worked

with it briefly at another company and said they handled it at BSL 2+.

Any info would be appreciated.

Thanks,

Mike Wendeler

EH&S Engineer

Incyte Corp.

Newark, DE

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 7 May 2003 14:56:39 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Marie-Louise Hammarskjold <mh7g@VIRGINIA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Lentiviral Vectors

In-Reply-To:  <3EB91414.368ECFF4@incyte.com>

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII; format=flowed

Mime-Version: 1.0 (Apple Message framework v551)

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

We have done quite a bit of work with Lentivirus vectors. We have

thought it prudent to continue to work with all of these vectors at

BSL2+ ( and our IBC has agreed with us), whether they are designed to

be replication incompetent or not. First of all, retroviruses are prone

to recombination and a system that was designed to be "replication

incompetent" can turn out to generate at least some replication

competent virus.

Although this is more unlikely with the newer vector systems, the

vectors are designed to integrate into "our"  genome, so there is still

potential for harm . We allow cells transduced with these vectors to be

handled in the regular BSL2 lab after several days, since no virus will

remain long-term in such cells ( only the integrated vector).

I think there might be a need out there for more specific guidelines

from NIH/CDC detailing how  lentiviral  and  other viral vectors should

be handled, since they are used more and more in research and there are

many different systems out there.

Marie-Louise Hammarskjold, MD, Ph.D.

Chairperson of the UVA IBC

Charles H. Ross Jr. Professor and

Professor of Microbiology

University of Virginia

Myles H. Thaler Center for AIDS

and Human Retrovirus Research

Department of Microbiology

7-87 Jordan Hall, HSC Box 441

Charlottesville, VA 22908

Phone:  (434) 982-1598

Fax:    (434) 982-1590

On Wednesday, May 7, 2003, at 10:11 AM, Michael Wendeler wrote:

> Some researchers here want to start working with replication

> incompetant

> Lentivirus.  I don't have any experience with this vector.  Could

> anyone

> point me to some good reference material and let me know at what

> biosafety level it should be handled.  One of my researcher's worked

> with it briefly at another company and said they handled it at BSL 2+.

> Any info would be appreciated.

>

> Thanks,

> Mike Wendeler

> EH&S Engineer

> Incyte Corp.

> Newark, DE

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 7 May 2003 14:09:34 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      SARS info needed

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C314CC.31ECEB00"

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_01C314CC.31ECEB00

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="ISO-8859-1"

Folks,

I know that the SARS virus has been talked about on the list but any idea

about where to acquire it for research work?

Any contact people?  Shipping requirements? Safety level/requirements?

I have a researcher who has been approached by a company that would like to

fund some work.

I honestly haven't paid a whole lot of attention to this issue due to

getting registered/security plan/etc.

Any help would be appreciated.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 7 May 2003 16:25:04 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Patrick McDonough <plm2@CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SARS info needed

In-Reply-To:  <06EB4CB0225B3F498418311D9D6A28AA032B2B72@bluebird.mail.ku. edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_24956640==.ALT"

--=====================_24956640==.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Greetings,

Check out the CDC web site at the following URL:

http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/sars/ic.htm

Pat

At 02:09 PM 5/7/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Folks,

>

>I know that the SARS virus has been talked about on the list but any idea

>about where to acquire it for research work?

>Any contact people?  Shipping requirements? Safety level/requirements?

>

>I have a researcher who has been approached by a company that would like

>to fund some work.

>I honestly haven't paid a whole lot of attention to this issue due to

>getting registered/security plan/etc.

>

>Any help would be appreciated.

>

>Eric

>

>

>Eric R. Jeppesen

>Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

>KU-EHS Dept.

>(785) 864-2857 phone

>(785) 864-2852 fax

>jeppesen@ku.edu

<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><>

Patrick L. McDonough (Pat) MS, PhD                      Voice mail (607 253

3927), Paging (607 253 3900)

Asst. Director - Bacteriology and Mycology Section      FAX (607 253 3943),

E-mail <PLM2@cornell.edu>

NY State Animal Health Diagnostic Laboratory

Dept. of Population Medicine & Diagnostic

Sciences

College of Veterinary Medicine, Cornell University

Upper Tower Road

Ithaca, New York 14853

http://diaglab.vet.cornell.edu/

http://www.vet.cornell.edu/public/popmed/bio/mcdonough.html

http://www.agmkt.state.ny.us/

http://nyschap.vet.cornell.edu/

"Where there's a will there's a way!"

<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 7 May 2003 13:43:59 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Danielle Renee Stanek <stano@VETMED.WSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SARS info needed

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C314D9.631951DC"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C314D9.631951DC

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Too late for you I guess.  I particularly like the section on protective

equipment, you should look into one of those masks.  In fact if you get

one, I will provide a student artiste to draw whiskers or whatever

personal emblem you would like to bear.

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Patrick McDonough [mailto:plm2@CORNELL.EDU]

        Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2003 1:25 PM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Re: SARS info needed

        Greetings,

        Check out the CDC web site at the following URL:

        http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/sars/ic.htm

        Pat

        At 02:09 PM 5/7/2003 -0500, you wrote:

                Folks,

                I know that the SARS virus has been talked about on the

list but any idea about where to acquire it for research work?

                Any contact people?  Shipping requirements? Safety

level/requirements?

                I have a researcher who has been approached by a company

that would like to fund some work.

                I honestly haven't paid a whole lot of attention to this

issue due to getting registered/security plan/etc.

                Any help would be appreciated.

                Eric

                Eric R. Jeppesen

                Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

                KU-EHS Dept.

                (785) 864-2857 phone

                (785) 864-2852 fax

                jeppesen@ku.edu

        <><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><>

        Patrick L. McDonough (Pat) MS, PhD                      Voice

mail (607 253 3927), Paging (607 253 3900)

        Asst. Director - Bacteriology and Mycology Section      FAX (607

253 3943), E-mail <PLM2@cornell.edu>

        NY State Animal Health Diagnostic Laboratory

        Dept. of Population Medicine & Diagnostic Sciences

        College of Veterinary Medicine, Cornell University

        Upper Tower Road

        Ithaca, New York 14853

        http://diaglab.vet.cornell.edu/

        http://www.vet.cornell.edu/public/popmed/bio/mcdonough.html

        http://www.agmkt.state.ny.us/

        http://nyschap.vet.cornell.edu/

        "Where there's a will there's a way!"

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 7 May 2003 16:43:39 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Kiley <Michael.Kiley@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: SARS info needed

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=_96C91C09.16771BFA"

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.

--=_96C91C09.16771BFA

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_96C91C09.17761AFB"

--=_96C91C09.17761AFB

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

See CDC guidelines attached.  Contact CDC - Thomas G. Ksiazek, Special

Pathogens Branch tgk0@cdc.gov

>>> jeppesen@KU.EDU 05/07/03 03:09PM >>>

Folks,

I know that the SARS virus has been talked about on the list but any

idea about where to acquire it for research work?

Any contact people?  Shipping requirements? Safety level/requirements?

I have a researcher who has been approached by a company that would like

to fund some work.

I honestly haven't paid a whole lot of attention to this issue due to

getting registered/security plan/etc.

Any help would be appreciated.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 7 May 2003 13:45:15 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Danielle Renee Stanek <stano@VETMED.WSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SARS info needed

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C314D9.8FE56674"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C314D9.8FE56674

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I apologize for my last e-mail.  I was replying to a co-worker who was

just joking about his upper respiratory infection and possible

contagious state.

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Patrick McDonough [mailto:plm2@CORNELL.EDU]

        Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2003 1:25 PM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Re: SARS info needed

        Greetings,

        Check out the CDC web site at the following URL:

        http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/sars/ic.htm

        Pat

        At 02:09 PM 5/7/2003 -0500, you wrote:

                Folks,

                I know that the SARS virus has been talked about on the

list but any idea about where to acquire it for research work?

                Any contact people?  Shipping requirements? Safety

level/requirements?

                I have a researcher who has been approached by a company

that would like to fund some work.

                I honestly haven't paid a whole lot of attention to this

issue due to getting registered/security plan/etc.

                Any help would be appreciated.

                Eric

                Eric R. Jeppesen

                Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

                KU-EHS Dept.

                (785) 864-2857 phone

                (785) 864-2852 fax

                jeppesen@ku.edu

        <><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><>

        Patrick L. McDonough (Pat) MS, PhD                      Voice

mail (607 253 3927), Paging (607 253 3900)

        Asst. Director - Bacteriology and Mycology Section      FAX (607

253 3943), E-mail <PLM2@cornell.edu>

        NY State Animal Health Diagnostic Laboratory

        Dept. of Population Medicine & Diagnostic Sciences

        College of Veterinary Medicine, Cornell University

        Upper Tower Road

        Ithaca, New York 14853

        http://diaglab.vet.cornell.edu/

        http://www.vet.cornell.edu/public/popmed/bio/mcdonough.html

        http://www.agmkt.state.ny.us/

        http://nyschap.vet.cornell.edu/

        "Where there's a will there's a way!"

        <><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 7 May 2003 18:00:41 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:      Re: Visorgogs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_16f.1e4c2fa2.2beadc09_boundary"

--part1_16f.1e4c2fa2.2beadc09_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

CHEMEDs et. al.,

I've looked closely on the box that they come in and I could not find the

word "goggle" or "goggles" on the box.  Is that a clue?  Perhaps it's changed

since I last looked.

I see in the ANSI Z-87.1 standard that they describe a device called

"spectacles, headband temple."  So, having an elastic headband does not make

a device into a goggle.

What is the difference between safety spectacles and safety goggles?  ANSI

say they "fit the face immediately surrounding the eyes" and later "seal to

the face".

Unfortunately, some folks can't tell the difference between safety spectacles

and safety goggles.  While others can't tell the difference between impact

and chemical splash goggles.  If you would like a free copy of an article on

"Eye and Face Protection that discusses these issue and the federal

regulations, please send your request directly to me (labsafe@aol.com).  ...

Jim

Don asked ...

<< Date:    Mon, 5 May 2003 22:00:13 -0700

From:    McQuarrie/Creekman <mcquarrd@ATTBI.COM>

Subject: Visorgogs

I think there was a thread about this awhile ago, but I can't find my =

references. Are the goggles marketed as "Visorgogs" acceptable for =

chemical lab work? They have quite a large gap behind the eye which =

concerns me.

Don McQuarrie, Lynden HS Chemistry >>

Ralph replied ....

<< Date:    Tue, 6 May 2003 23:16:36 EDT

From:    Ralph Schwartz <Rsschwrtz@CS.COM>

Subject: Re: Visorgogs

Simply put: NO.

I ordered these 5 years ago...I thought that these were goggles the kids

might wear and that they could see through. The purchase was vetoed by school

district lawyers. They lack splash protection.  ... Ralph  >>

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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

--part1_16f.1e4c2fa2.2beadc09_boundary
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                  =3D"Arial" LANG=3D"0">CHEMEDs et. al.,

                  I've looked closely on the box that they come in and I could 

                  not find the wo= rd "goggle" or "goggles" on the box.  Is that 

                  a clue?  Perhaps it'= s changed since I last looked.

                  I see in the ANSI Z-87.1 standard that they describe a device 

                  called "specta= cles, headband temple."  So, having an elastic 

                  headband does not make a= device into a goggle.

                  What is the difference between safety spectacles and safety 

                  goggles?  A= NSI say they "fit the face immediately 

                  surrounding the eyes" and later "seal= to the face".

                  Unfortunately, some folks can't tell the difference between 

                  safety spectacle= s and safety goggles.  While others can't 

                  tell the difference between i= mpact and chemical splash 

                  goggles.  If you would like a free copy of an= article on "Eye 

                  and Face Protection that discusses these issue and the fede= 

                  ral regulations, please send your request directly to me 

                  (labsafe@aol.com).&= nbsp; ... Jim

                  Don asked ...

                  << Date:    Mon, 5 May 2003 22:00:13 -0700

                  From:    McQuarrie/Creekman <mcquarrd@ATTBI.COM>

                  Subject: Visorgogs

                  > references. Are the goggles marketed as "Visorgogs" 

                  acceptable for =3D

                  chemical lab work? They have quite a large gap behind the eye 

                  which =3D

                  concerns me.

                  Don McQuarrie, Lynden HS Chemistry >>

                  Ralph replied ....

                  << Date:    Tue, 6 May 2003 23:16:36 EDT

                  From:    Ralph Schwartz <Rsschwrtz@CS.COM>

                  Subject: Re: Visorgogs

                  Simply put: NO.

                  I ordered these 5 years ago...I thought that these were 

                  goggles the kids

                  might wear and that they could see through. The purchase was 

                  vetoed by schoo= l

                  district lawyers. They lack splash protection.  ... Ralph  >>= 

                  ;

                  James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

                  The Laboratory Safety Institute

                  A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

                  Safety in Science and Science Education

                  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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You can also contact Dr. Heinz Feldmann at the Canadian Science Centre for

Human and Animal Health in Winnipeg, Canada ( Heinz_Feldmann@hc-sc.gc.ca

<mailto:Heinz_Feldmann@hc-sc.gc.ca> ).  In order to receive the virus you

must apply for an import permit from the CDC first.  The permit can take

anywhere from 1-3 weeks before you receive it.  Depending on the type of

work that you will be performing, different BSL levels will apply.  See

http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/sars/ <http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/sars/>  for more

information concerning the biocontainment levels and information on

obtaining a permit.  If you have any further questions, you can contact me

directly.

Thomas Rowe, MS

Research Scientist & BSL-3 Facilities Manager

Homeland Security and Infectious Disease Research

Southern Research Institute

2000 9th Avenue South

Birmingham, AL  35205

Ph: (205)581-2341

FAX: (205)581-2568

E-mail: t.rowe@sri.org

Please see www.southernresearch.org for information about our capabilities.

Southern Research Institute is affiliated with the University of Alabama at

Birmingham.

Confidentiality Notice

The information contained in this communication and its attachments is

intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is addressed and may

contain information that is legally privileged, confidential, or exempt from

disclosure. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you

are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this

communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this

communication in error, please notify postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and

delete the communication without retaining any copies.

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2003 2:10 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SARS info needed

Folks,

I know that the SARS virus has been talked about on the list but any idea

about where to acquire it for research work?

Any contact people?  Shipping requirements? Safety level/requirements?

I have a researcher who has been approached by a company that would like to

fund some work.

I honestly haven't paid a whole lot of attention to this issue due to

getting registered/security plan/etc.

Any help would be appreciated.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Potts, Jeffrey M." <Potts@CUA.EDU>

Subject:      Contaminated Animal carcass
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We have a researcher who wants to begin work using rats. During the

procedure she will be using S-35 and contaminating the rats. My question

is in regards to storage and disposal. Is it the researchers

responsibility to store the rat carcasses until the isotope has

completely decayed or the Universities to handle it as radioactive

waste. Then of course shipping the carcasses out as infectious waste

would fall under the researchers grant.

Thanks

Jeff Potts

Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

The Catholic University of America

Cardinal Station, Alumni Centre

Washington, DC 200064

P / 202-319-5865

F / 202-319-4446

potts@cua.edu
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Subject:      Re: Contaminated Animal carcass
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Technically, it's all the Radiation Safety Officer's (RSO's) legal =

responsibility. To my understanding, the RSO cannot assign their =

personal liability to anyone else. It's up to him/her to decide whether =

and to whom they will entrust the actual performance of the storage or =

disposal, which remains his/her responsibility. The RSO should be =

intimately familiar with the requirements of the NRC or their particular =

"Agreement State". Speaking as an RSO, that is.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

-----Original Message-----

From:   Potts, Jeffrey M. [SMTP:Potts@CUA.EDU]

Sent:   Thursday, May 08, 2003 9:16 AM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Contaminated Animal carcass

We have a researcher who wants to begin work using rats. During the

procedure she will be using S-35 and contaminating the rats. My question

is in regards to storage and disposal. Is it the researchers

responsibility to store the rat carcasses until the isotope has

completely decayed or the Universities to handle it as radioactive

waste. Then of course shipping the carcasses out as infectious waste

would fall under the researchers grant.

Thanks

Jeff Potts

Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

The Catholic University of America

Cardinal Station, Alumni Centre

Washington, DC 200064

P / 202-319-5865

F / 202-319-4446

potts@cua.edu
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Subject:      Re: Contaminated Animal carcass

In-Reply-To:  <6FE0B5A51164D411934400508BDFDDB114FDB221@exchsrvb.cua.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_264206949==_.ALT"

--=====================_264206949==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

There is no single answer to your question.  Some universities back charge

the investigator for collecting and storing for decay, and some, such as

MIT (comes out of overhead), does not.  I don't think any has the

investigator holding for decay due to NRC or local regulations and legal

liability.  As to final disposal, that is also not uniform across

universities.  It would seem that CUA will have to develop some policies soon.

Richie

At 09:16 AM 5/8/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>We have a researcher who wants to begin work using rats. During the

>procedure she will be using S-35 and contaminating the rats. My question

>is in regards to storage and disposal. Is it the researchers

>responsibility to store the rat carcasses until the isotope has

>completely decayed or the Universities to handle it as radioactive

>waste. Then of course shipping the carcasses out as infectious waste

>would fall under the researchers grant.

>Thanks

>

>Jeff Potts

>Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

>The Catholic University of America

>Cardinal Station, Alumni Centre

>Washington, DC 200064

>P / 202-319-5865

>F / 202-319-4446

>potts@cua.edu

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment
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From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Contaminated Animal carcass
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My best advice is to check specifically with the local DC Disitrict

agency that has license issuing and regulatory oversight of radioisotope

issues. In the pecking order of hazards, it's usually, radioisotopes,

then chemical hazards, then biohazards...in the "normal" academic

setting. We're not talking about strontium- or ebola-virus-laden

carcasses.

Once you have determined that you can allow the radioisotope to decay

(either 10 half-lives, or until you are well past background)without

allowing the carcass to decay, it can usually go out as a "normal" waste

animal carcass.

Who has final authority over the radioisotope will be the University,

from the EPA-viewpoint, since anything done to violate an EPA

regulation, or even a local law, will redound back to the University. AS

to the internal arrangement of whether the PI will hold the carcass

until the isotope has decayed, or whether the University will incur the

added expense of shipping-off a radio-labelled carcass, that will decay

at the waste site, that policy will have to be worked out by you and

your administration. Obviously, if it is C14, you have to ship it

off-site without decaying. Whether you allow the researcher to hold the

carcass, or the Animal facility can do so without violating AALAC or

USDA reg's, again will have to be worked out, internally.

Suggestion? convene a meeting of all of the stakeholders, PI's with

isotopes, Rad Safety people if you have them on-site, The

Grants-and-Contracts people, and develop a policy that is amenable to

all. In this last aspect, good luck!!

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Potts, Jeffrey M. [mailto:Potts@CUA.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2003 9:16 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Contaminated Animal carcass

We have a researcher who wants to begin work using rats. During the

procedure she will be using S-35 and contaminating the rats. My question

is in regards to storage and disposal. Is it the researchers

responsibility to store the rat carcasses until the isotope has

completely decayed or the Universities to handle it as radioactive

waste. Then of course shipping the carcasses out as infectious waste

would fall under the researchers grant.

Thanks

Jeff Potts

Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

The Catholic University of America

Cardinal Station, Alumni Centre

Washington, DC 200064

P / 202-319-5865

F / 202-319-4446

potts@cua.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, Randy" <RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Contaminated Animal carcass
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I know of one company that does (or at least, recently did) offer to =

arrange for off-site decay in storage of rad waste. Carcasses might be a =

"fun" challenge for them to tackle, but not necessarily unmanageable.

However, mixed waste concerns could be difficult to address (if there =

are any) depending upon which specific etiologic agent you're dealing =

with.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

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:         "Doob, Peter (NIH/NIDA/IRP)" <PDOOB@INTRA.NIDA.NIH.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Contaminated Animal carcass
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Jeff

S-35 (a pure beta emitter) presents no external radiation hazard, making it

easier to arrange on-site decay-in-storage.  Half-life is about 88 days.

Most S-35 small animal work I've seen does not involve a lot of activity, so

# of half-lives to wait may well be reasonable.   Carcasses are typically

frozen until disposal.  Your RSO decides whether license will allow local or

centralized decay-in-storage.   Of course, you can always ship the carcasses

off for special incineration, S-35 and all.

Pete

Peter A. Doob, MPH, JD

Chief, Safety and Operations Support Section, ASB

National Institute on Drug Abuse, NIH

Intramural Research Program

5500 Nathan Shock Drive

Baltimore, MD 21224

vc: 410-550-1678

fx: 410-550-1576

cl: 443-677-9362

> ----------

> From:         Hauck, Philip

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Thursday, May 8, 2003 9:33 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: Contaminated Animal carcass

>

> My best advice is to check specifically with the local DC Disitrict

> agency that has license issuing and regulatory oversight of radioisotope

> issues. In the pecking order of hazards, it's usually, radioisotopes,

> then chemical hazards, then biohazards...in the "normal" academic

> setting. We're not talking about strontium- or ebola-virus-laden

> carcasses.

> Once you have determined that you can allow the radioisotope to decay

> (either 10 half-lives, or until you are well past background)without

> allowing the carcass to decay, it can usually go out as a "normal" waste

> animal carcass.

>

> Who has final authority over the radioisotope will be the University,

> from the EPA-viewpoint, since anything done to violate an EPA

> regulation, or even a local law, will redound back to the University. AS

> to the internal arrangement of whether the PI will hold the carcass

> until the isotope has decayed, or whether the University will incur the

> added expense of shipping-off a radio-labelled carcass, that will decay

> at the waste site, that policy will have to be worked out by you and

> your administration. Obviously, if it is C14, you have to ship it

> off-site without decaying. Whether you allow the researcher to hold the

> carcass, or the Animal facility can do so without violating AALAC or

> USDA reg's, again will have to be worked out, internally.

>

> Suggestion? convene a meeting of all of the stakeholders, PI's with

> isotopes, Rad Safety people if you have them on-site, The

> Grants-and-Contracts people, and develop a policy that is amenable to

> all. In this last aspect, good luck!!

> Phil Hauck

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Potts, Jeffrey M. [mailto:Potts@CUA.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, May 08, 2003 9:16 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Contaminated Animal carcass

>

> We have a researcher who wants to begin work using rats. During the

> procedure she will be using S-35 and contaminating the rats. My question

> is in regards to storage and disposal. Is it the researchers

> responsibility to store the rat carcasses until the isotope has

> completely decayed or the Universities to handle it as radioactive

> waste. Then of course shipping the carcasses out as infectious waste

> would fall under the researchers grant.

> Thanks

>

> Jeff Potts

> Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

> The Catholic University of America

> Cardinal Station, Alumni Centre

> Washington, DC 200064

> P / 202-319-5865

> F / 202-319-4446

> potts@cua.edu

>

>
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From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      West Nile Virus - Diagnostic lab containment levels?
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Hi All..

Maybe this was covered recently but all I can find is info on SARS..

We have a lab who is interested in developing a diagnostic test for WNV. I

found the information below in the CDC 2001 publication. Does anyone know

if the position has changed since then? How are folks handling WNV clinical

samples (not from birds) at your facilities ?  What specific modifications

to BSL2 procedures have been made?

The Subcommittee on Arbovirus Laboratory Safety of the American Committee

on Arthropod-Borne Viruses recommends four biosafety levels for

laboratories that handle arboviruses, comprising combinations of laboratory

practices and techniques, safety equipment, and laboratory facilities.

Laboratory investigations that involve handling of live WNV should be

conducted under BSL-3 containment. However, because of concerns that strict

BSL-3 containment for handling human or animal specimens in the clinical

diagnostic setting would severely limit the number of laboratories capable

of detecting WNV infections in a timely manner, BSL-2 facilities can, with

modest modification of their procedures, achieve an acceptable level of

safety for the conduct of certain routine diagnostic procedures involving

live WNV, including bird necropsies.

Thanks!

Kath Harris

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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Subject:      Full Class: ABSA Principles & Practices of Biosafety
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We have reached registration capacity (40 participants) for the June 15

- 20 offering of ABSA's Principles & Practices of Biosafety course.  The

ABSA office is taking names for a waiting list.  Those on the waiting

list will be offered the first chance to register for the next offering

of the course next spring/summer or earlier (depending on interest).

Thank you for supporting our first offering of this class.  ABSA hopes

that it will be a valued addition to professional development

opportunities for biosafety professionals.

For more information, you can contact the ABSA office (www.absa.org) or

the ABSA Training & Education Committee (training@absa.org).

LouAnn Burnett

Chair, Principles & Practices of Biosafety Course Development

Subcommittee

LouAnn C. Burnett, MS, CBSP

Biosafety Program Manager & Biological Safety Officer

Vanderbilt University Environmental Health & Safety

Nashville, Tennessee

615/322-0927 (direct & voice mail)

615/343-4951 (fax)
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Subject:      Re: West Nile Virus - Diagnostic lab containment levels?
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This recently came up here is location:

http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/dvbid/westnile/lab_guidance.htm

I was told biosafety containment and practices have not been modified

since April 2001.

>>> kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU 05/08/03 12:16PM >>>

Hi All..

Maybe this was covered recently but all I can find is info on SARS..

We have a lab who is interested in developing a diagnostic test for WNV.

I found the information below in the CDC 2001 publication. Does anyone

know if the position has changed since then? How are folks handling WNV

clinical samples (not from birds) at your facilities ?  What specific

modifications to BSL2 procedures have been made?

The Subcommittee on Arbovirus Laboratory Safety of the American

Committee on Arthropod-Borne Viruses recommends four biosafety levels

for laboratories that handle arboviruses, comprising combinations of

laboratory practices and techniques, safety equipment, and laboratory

facilities. Laboratory investigations that involve handling of live WNV

should be conducted under BSL-3 containment. However, because of

concerns that strict BSL-3 containment for handling human or animal

specimens in the clinical diagnostic setting would severely limit the

number of laboratories capable of detecting WNV infections in a timely

manner, BSL-2 facilities can, with modest modification of their

procedures, achieve an acceptable level of safety for the conduct of

certain routine diagnostic procedures involving live WNV, including bird

necropsies.

Thanks!

Kath Harris

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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From:         "Burnett, LouAnn Crawford" <louann.burnett@VANDERBILT.EDU>

Subject:      Favorite Biosafety Resources
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Greetings Colleagues -

As you may have noticed by earlier postings, I have been working with

lots of ABSA folks to put together a training course for entry level

biosafety professionals (Principles & Practices of Biosafety).  One of

the primary goals of this course is to provide a very practical list of

resources and references.

If you could respond to me directly (louann.burnett@vanderbilt.edu) and

provide me the five biosafety references/links/etc. that you wouldn't be

caught practicing biosafety without, I will compile that list and post

back to the group and on the ABSA website. I requested this several

years ago from a much smaller BIOSAFTY community and we compiled a

terrific list, but much has changed. You can provide more than five, but

please indicate the five that are the most helpful/critical to you.  I

think this would be a great help to those newly in our quickly changing

and growing field.

Thanks in advance!  LouAnn

LouAnn C. Burnett, MS, CBSP

Biosafety Program Manager & Biological Safety Officer

Vanderbilt University Environmental Health & Safety

Nashville, Tennessee

615/322-0927 (direct & voice mail)

615/343-4951 (fax)

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 8 May 2003 13:25:36 -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:      More Select Agent Exclusions

In-Reply-To:  <A25C39F2-80BD-11D7-8BAD-000393CCCE36@virginia.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Dear All,

        The CDC web site keeps putting up new Select Agent exclusions. See

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/exclusion.htm

        There are now 9 new ones. Several Conotoxins, 2 Yersinia pestis strains,

2

Baccillus anthracis strains, 3 Francisella tularensis strains and the

latest, another EEE vaccine strain.

Andy

---------------------------------------

Andrew G. Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School, Office for Research

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-432-4899; FAX 617-432-6262

---------------------------------------

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 8 May 2003 15:13:28 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Finucane, Marcia" <mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU>

Subject:      transgenic seed containment

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C31595.E84ED91C"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C31595.E84ED91C

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello,

These questions are for the transgenic plant people:  What containment

procedures do you use for transgenic Arabidopsis thaliana seeds in a

"growing room" in a laboratory building?  One researcher insists they

can be flushed down the drain and into the sewer.  Have studies been

done on their persistence in the environment after such treatment?  Does

containment depend upon the inserted genes? Or do you have a general,

high level containment?  Should all transgenic A. thaliana seeds just be

considered "noxious weeds" and BL2-P containment used?

Thanks for any enlightenment you share.

Sincerely,

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

------_=_NextPart_001_01C31595.E84ED91C

Content-Type: text/html;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

                  style=3D'font-size:10.0pt'>Hello,

                  style=3D'font-size:10.0pt'>These questions are for the 

                  transgenic plant people:  What containment 

                  style=3D'font-style:italic'>Arabidopsis thaliana seeds in a 

                  “growing room” in a = laboratory building?  One researcher 

                  insists they can be flushed down the = drain and into the 

                  sewer.  Have studies been done on their persistence in the 

                  environment after such treatment?  Does containment depend 

                  upon the inserted genes? Or do you have a general, high level 

                  containment?  = Should all transgenic A. = thaliana seeds just 

                  be considered “noxious weeds” and BL2-P containment = used?

                  style=3D'font-size:10.0pt'> 

                  style=3D'font-size:10.0pt'>Thanks for any enlightenment you 

                  share.

                  style=3D'font-size:10.0pt'> 

                  style=3D'font-size:10.0pt'>Sincerely,

                  style=3D'font-size:10.0pt; font-family:Arial'>Marcia Finucane

                  style=3D'font-size:10.0pt; font-family:Arial'>Biological 

                  Safety Officer

                  style=3D'font-size:10.0pt; font-family:Arial'>Environmental 
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                  style=3D'font-size:10.0pt; size=3D2 

                  style=3D'font-size:10.0pt;font-family:Arial'>Kentucky
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                  style=3D'font-size:10.0pt;font-family:Arial'>.
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                  = style=3D'font-size:10.0pt; font-family:Arial'>Office Phone: 

                  859-257-1049

                  style=3D'font-size:10.0pt; font-family:Arial'>Fax: 

859-257-8787

                  style=3D'font-size:12.0pt'> 

=00

------_=_NextPart_001_01C31595.E84ED91C--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 9 May 2003 08:43:33 -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: transgenic seed containment

In-Reply-To:  <F6879110BB203F438AE9E3DDF7F6ED1EA2CA17@e2kbe2.ad.uky.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_347158026==_.ALT"

--=====================_347158026==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

We use plant biosafety level one, but being in the City of Cambridge, MA

the physical containment is higher then what is note for that level. (The

City is very concerned about inadvertant environmental release.)  Seeds are

rendered nonviable prior to disposal.

At 03:13 PM 5/8/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>Hello,

>

>These questions are for the transgenic plant people:

I must go now and spread my limbs to photosynthesize (a true transgenic

plant person) :)

>

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 9 May 2003 14:48:11 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Verduin, Dick" <Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL>

Subject:      Re: transgenic seed containment

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed;  boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C31629.3FD46598"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C31629.3FD46598

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----_=_NextPart_002_01C31629.3FD46598"

------_=_NextPart_002_01C31629.3FD46598

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Marcia,

Containment of manipulations with transgenic Arabidopsis is dependent on =

the properties of the inserted gene. In case of "harmless" inserts BSL1 =

should be sufficient.

But most important is whether one allows flowering or not. In case of =

flowering prevention of seeds spreading is the main concern. We =

recommend ARACONS for individual plants (see picture 1 aracon, they come =

in different sizes), where seeds are pretty well contained.

If several plants can be placed together, metal open top cages have been =

used (picture 2 Metal_cage).

We also use these for Petunia to prevent spreading of seeds (picture 3 =

MC_Petunia).

In case aracons can not be used you have to prevent seeds from spreading =

by shoes and certainly from spreading into the sewer through (floor) =

sinks. In growth rooms shoe covers have been used effectively and the =

floor sinks have to be sealed. Regular vacuum cleaning of floor and =

tables is also recommended to reduce the seed load.

Autoclaving of contaminated material has proven to be effective in =

killing the seeds. Otherwise you will have growing Arabidopsis =

everywhere.

Hope this is of any use to your situation.

with regards

Dick Verduin

Biological Safety Officer

-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

Wageningen University (WU)

Department Plant Sciences

Laboratory of Virology

Binnenhaven 11

6709 PD Wageningen

The Netherlands

Building number 504

Telephone +31.317.483093

Facsimile +31.317.484820

E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

-------------------------------------------------------------------

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: donderdag 8 mei 2003 21:13

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: transgenic seed containment

Hello,

These questions are for the transgenic plant people:  What containment =

procedures do you use for transgenic Arabidopsis thaliana seeds in a =

"growing room" in a laboratory building?  One researcher insists they =

can be flushed down the drain and into the sewer.  Have studies been =

done on their persistence in the environment after such treatment?  Does =

containment depend upon the inserted genes? Or do you have a general, =

high level containment?  Should all transgenic A. thaliana seeds just be =

considered "noxious weeds" and BL2-P containment used?

Thanks for any enlightenment you share.

Sincerely,

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 9 May 2003 10:25:18 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Subject:      Another Select Agents Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

How are you addressing the clause in the regulation regarding package

searches upon entrance and exit into SA facilities?  What are you defining

as a package...a briefcase, an infectious materials box packed up to be

shipped off?

Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Office of Management Systems

FDA/CFSAN

College Park, MD

Phone:  (301)436-1988

Fax:  (301)436-2629

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 9 May 2003 17:04:58 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andy Glode <andy.glode@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Guide to Shipping with Dry Ice

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Dear Listers,

I recently completed the UNH Guide to Shipping with Dry Ice. I wrote this

because I found that our biologicals shipping manual is a bit cumbersome to

researchers who only ship non-hazardous samples packed in dry ice. Since

training requirements still apply to those shipping dry ice, this guide will

simplify the training procedure. If any of you would like a copy, it is

available at our website:

http://www.unh.edu/ehs/shipping/Guide-to-Shipping-with-Dry-Ice.pdf

Other resources available for free on our shipping website

(http://www.unh.edu/ehs/shipping/) are:

        - a printable class 9 label for dry ice;

        - a Shipper's Declaration in pdf format;

        - UNH Shipment of Hazardous Materials Manual; and

        - UNH Shipment of Biological Materials and Dry Ice Manual.

I hope some of this may be useful for you.

Andy Glode

Andy Glode

Chemical Transfer Station

Environmental Health and Safety

University of New Hampshire

1 Leavitt Lane

Durham, NH 03824

office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 9 May 2003 16:13:36 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Guide to Shipping with Dry Ice

In-Reply-To:  <47A9A318359B244D823290CBAAC2D33248FE7C@bsc3.unh.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Andy,

Great resource! Very nice of you!

Thanks,

Kath Harris

At 05:04 PM 5/9/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>Dear Listers,

>

>I recently completed the UNH Guide to Shipping with Dry Ice. I wrote this

>because I found that our biologicals shipping manual is a bit cumbersome to

>researchers who only ship non-hazardous samples packed in dry ice. Since

>training requirements still apply to those shipping dry ice, this guide will

>simplify the training procedure. If any of you would like a copy, it is

>available at our website:

>http://www.unh.edu/ehs/shipping/Guide-to-Shipping-with-Dry-Ice.pdf

>

>Other resources available for free on our shipping website

>(http://www.unh.edu/ehs/shipping/) are:

>         - a printable class 9 label for dry ice;

>         - a Shipper's Declaration in pdf format;

>         - UNH Shipment of Hazardous Materials Manual; and

>         - UNH Shipment of Biological Materials and Dry Ice Manual.

>

>I hope some of this may be useful for you.

>

>Andy Glode

>

>

>Andy Glode

>Chemical Transfer Station

>Environmental Health and Safety

>University of New Hampshire

>1 Leavitt Lane

>Durham, NH 03824

>office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 9 May 2003 17:16:39 -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: Guide to Shipping with Dry Ice

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Thank you Andy!

Regards,

Kristine L. Danowski

The Dow Chemical Company

Corporate R&D

Bioanalytical/Pharma

1897 Building

Midland, MI 48667

989-638-6912 phone

989-638-6027 fax

kldanowski@dow.com <mailto:kldanowski@dow.com>  email

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 May 2003 14:26:09 +0800

Reply-To:     Param <param@imr.gov.my>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Param <param@IMR.GOV.MY>

Subject:      BSL 3

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0025_01C31892.6EAF9B40"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0025_01C31892.6EAF9B40

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Dear All,

I have several  questions pertaining to  Biosafety Level 3 Containment =

Labs ( P3 lab).

What is the ideal ( optimum ) negative pressure for scientists to work =

in the P3 suite.?Is it negative 25  or - 50 Pascals?

What is the criteria for setting these optimum levels or is it a rule of =

the thumb ?.

What kind of health problems are associated with ( when)  working in a =

negative pressure suit for a long time?

 What is an ideal safe working period or time in the negative pressure =

suite?

Where can I seek advice specifically on  the maintenance and operations =

of P3 and its related safety SOP's.

What is the safest and environmentally friendly fumigation agent that =

can be used in the P3

What is the ideal negative pressure setting for a Class 3 Biosafety =

Cabinet.

Many Thanks.

sincerely,

M.S.Param

Research Officer ( Occupational Health & Safety )

Institute for Medical Research

Malaysia.

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 May 2003 08:02:03 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Guide to Shipping with Dry Ice

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_3768BB53.89E88FCB"

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.

--=_3768BB53.89E88FCB

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Thanks Andy!  With many of us all in the same boat, sharing of resources =

like this helps tremendously!

Jeffrey D. Owens, CSP

Biosafety Officer

Office of Research and Sponsored Programs

MSC 3A0036

Georgia State University

33 Gilmer Street, SE Unit 3

Atlanta, GA 30303-3083

(404) 651-0222     Fax (404) 651-4436

email: reojdo@langate.gsu.edu

>>> andy.glode@UNH.EDU 05/09/03 05:04PM >>>

Dear Listers,

I recently completed the UNH Guide to Shipping with Dry Ice. I wrote =

this

because I found that our biologicals shipping manual is a bit cumbersome =

to

researchers who only ship non-hazardous samples packed in dry ice. =

Since

training requirements still apply to those shipping dry ice, this guide =

will

simplify the training procedure. If any of you would like a copy, it is

available at our website:

http://www.unh.edu/ehs/shipping/Guide-to-Shipping-with-Dry-Ice.pdf

Other resources available for free on our shipping website

( http://www.unh.edu/ehs/shipping/) are:

- a printable class 9 label for dry ice;

- a Shipper's Declaration in pdf format;

- UNH Shipment of Hazardous Materials Manual; and

- UNH Shipment of Biological Materials and Dry Ice Manual.

I hope some of this may be useful for you.

Andy Glode

Andy Glode

Chemical Transfer Station

Environmental Health and Safety

University of New Hampshire

1 Leavitt Lane

Durham, NH 03824

office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 May 2003 14:56:54 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Kirby <mike.kirby@NHLS.AC.ZA>

Subject:      Neutralization of Formalin fumes with ammonia.

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I have been led to believe that one can neutralize Formalin fumes by heating

one of the ammonia compounds on a hot plate, either in a room or biohazard

cabinet that has been decontaminated with Formalin.

Anyone got a rough guide on the what compound to use and the quantities

required? (i.e. "x" grams for "y' area to be neutralized).

Regards.

Safety Officer

Central N.H.L.S

Johannesburg

South Africa.

This message is for the designated recipient only, and may contain

privileged, proprietary, or otherwise private information. If you have

received it in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete the

original. Any other use of the E-mail by you is prohibited

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 May 2003 16:03:01 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Verduin, Dick" <Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL>

Subject:      Re: Neutralization of Formalin fumes with ammonia.

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Mike,

We are using the Decontakit from ESI FLUFRANCE (Fax 01 69 53 89 10) for =

decontaminating biosafety cabinets.

They use paraformaldehyde and neutralize with ammonium carbonate. We use =

ready to go kits for biosafety cabinets and do not know the quantities.

Clean Air sells FAS-2000 and does give details on the amount of =

chemicals if you ask them.

Hope this is helpful.

with regards

Dick Verduin

Biological Safety Officer

-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

Wageningen University (WU)

Department Plant Sciences

Laboratory of Virology

Binnenhaven 11

6709 PD Wageningen

The Netherlands

Building number 504

Telephone +31.317.483093

Facsimile +31.317.484820

E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

-------------------------------------------------------------------

-----Original Message-----

From: Mike Kirby [mailto:mike.kirby@NHLS.AC.ZA]

Sent: maandag 12 mei 2003 14:57

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Neutralization of Formalin fumes with ammonia.

I have been led to believe that one can neutralize Formalin fumes by =

heating

one of the ammonia compounds on a hot plate, either in a room or =

biohazard

cabinet that has been decontaminated with Formalin.

Anyone got a rough guide on the what compound to use and the quantities

required? (i.e. "x" grams for "y' area to be neutralized).

Regards.

Safety Officer

Central N.H.L.S

Johannesburg

South Africa.

This message is for the designated recipient only, and may contain

privileged, proprietary, or otherwise private information. If you have

received it in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete =

the

original. Any other use of the E-mail by you is prohibited

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 May 2003 11:30:48 -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: Neutralization of Formalin fumes with ammonia.

In-Reply-To:  <808A7A30B87374419772E0403A57DE92B5A4A9@scomp0010>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_10762140==_.ALT"

--=====================_10762140==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

typically ammonium Bicarbonate is used to neutralize formaldehyde.  Their

is at least one published paper in the ABSA journal by G. Abraham, et al on

this topic.  Additionally, The British Journal of Biomedical Science: 1995,

volume 52, #3 had a nice review on this topic entitled, Formaldehyde

disinfection in Laboratories: limitations and hazards authored by J. Cheney

and C. Collins.

At 04:03 PM 5/12/2003 +0200, you wrote:

>Mike,

>

>We are using the Decontakit from ESI FLUFRANCE (Fax 01 69 53 89 10) for

>decontaminating biosafety cabinets.

>They use paraformaldehyde and neutralize with ammonium carbonate. We use

>ready to go kits for biosafety cabinets and do not know the quantities.

>

>Clean Air sells FAS-2000 and does give details on the amount of chemicals

>if you ask them.

>

>Hope this is helpful.

>

>with regards

>

>Dick Verduin

>Biological Safety Officer

>

>-------------------------------------------------------------------

>Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

>

>Wageningen University (WU)

>Department Plant Sciences

>Laboratory of Virology

>Binnenhaven 11

>6709 PD Wageningen

>The Netherlands

>Building number 504

>Telephone +31.317.483093

>Facsimile +31.317.484820

>E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

>-------------------------------------------------------------------

>

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Mike Kirby [mailto:mike.kirby@NHLS.AC.ZA]

>Sent: maandag 12 mei 2003 14:57

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Neutralization of Formalin fumes with ammonia.

>

>

>I have been led to believe that one can neutralize Formalin fumes by heating

>one of the ammonia compounds on a hot plate, either in a room or biohazard

>cabinet that has been decontaminated with Formalin.

>Anyone got a rough guide on the what compound to use and the quantities

>required? (i.e. "x" grams for "y' area to be neutralized).

>

>Regards.

>

>Safety Officer

>Central N.H.L.S

>Johannesburg

>South Africa.

>

>This message is for the designated recipient only, and may contain

>privileged, proprietary, or otherwise private information. If you have

>received it in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete the

>original. Any other use of the E-mail by you is prohibited

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Environment, Health, Safety

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 May 2003 11:33:56 -0500

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:      Re: Neutralization of Formalin fumes with ammonia.

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Ammonium carbonate  is what is used at the CSCHAH. I had never heard of=

using ammonium bicarbonate.

Cheers!

Betty

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

----- Forwarded by Betty Kupskay/HC-SC/GC/CA on 05-12-2003 11:33 AM ---=

--

                                                                       =

                      "Joseph P.                                       =

                      Kozlovac"                To:      BIOSAFTY@MITVMA=

.MIT.EDU                                                       

                      <jkozlovac@NCIFC         cc:                     =

                      RF.GOV>                  Subject: Re: Neutralizat=

ion of Formalin fumes with ammonia.                            

                      Sent by: A                                       =

                      Biosafety                                        =

                      Discussion List                                  =

                      <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA                                 =

                      .MIT.EDU>                                        =

                                                                       =

                                                                       =

                      05-12-2003 10:30                                 =

                      AM                                               =

                      Please respond                                   =

                      to A Biosafety                                   =

                      Discussion List                                  =

                                                                       =

                                                                       =

typically ammonium Bicarbonate is used to neutralize formaldehyde.=A0 T=

heir

is at least one published paper in the ABSA journal by G. Abraham, et a=

l on

this topic.=A0 Additionally, The British Journal of Biomedical Science:=

 1995,

volume 52, #3 had a nice review on this topic entitled, Formaldehyde

disinfection in Laboratories: limitations and hazards authored by J. Ch=

eney

and C. Collins.

At 04:03 PM 5/12/2003 +0200, you wrote:

Mike,

We are using the Decontakit from ESI FLUFRANCE (Fax 01 69 53 89 10) for=

decontaminating biosafety cabinets.

They use paraformaldehyde and neutralize with ammonium carbonate. We us=

e

ready to go kits for biosafety cabinets and do not know the quantities.=

Clean Air sells FAS-2000 and does give details on the amount of chemica=

ls

if you ask them.

Hope this is helpful.

with regards

Dick Verduin

Biological Safety Officer

-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

Wageningen University (WU)

Department Plant Sciences

Laboratory of Virology

Binnenhaven 11

6709 PD Wageningen

The Netherlands

Building number 504

Telephone +31.317.483093

Facsimile +31.317.484820

E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

-------------------------------------------------------------------

-----Original Message-----

From: Mike Kirby mailto:mike.kirby@NHLS.AC.ZA]

Sent: maandag 12 mei 2003 14:57

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Neutralization of Formalin fumes with ammonia.

I have been led to believe that one can neutralize Formalin fumes by

heating

one of the ammonia compounds on a hot plate, either in a room or biohaz=

ard

cabinet that has been decontaminated with Formalin.

Anyone got a rough guide on the what compound to use and the quantities=

required? (i.e. "x" grams for "y' area to be neutralized).

Regards.

Safety Officer

Central N.H.L.S

Johannesburg

South Africa.

This message is for the designated recipient only, and may contain

privileged, proprietary, or otherwise private information. If you have

received it in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete t=

he

original. Any other use of the E-mail by you is prohibited

_______________________________________________________________________=

_______

Biological Safety Officer

Environment, Health, Safety

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute - Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

_______________________________________________________________________=

_______

=

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 May 2003 13:44:27 -0400

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: Neutralization of Formalin fumes with ammonia.

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Don't know if it's still available, but; the NIH booklet "Formaldehyde

Decontamination of Laminar Flow Biological Safety Cabinets" is an excellent

reference. One of our chemists on campus helped us determine the amount of

neutralizer needed for any particular amount of flake paraformaldehyde

used. Ammonium Carbonate at 1.2 times the amount of form. This calculation

works for BSC's as well as lab space decons. Don't forget your humidity and

temperature parameters...

                      Mike Kirby

                      <mike.kirby@NHLS.        To:       BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                      AC.ZA>                   cc:

                      Sent by: A               Subject:  Neutralization of

Formalin fumes with ammonia.

                      Biosafety

                      Discussion List

                      <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.

                      MIT.EDU>

                      05/12/2003 08:56

                      AM

                      Please respond to

                      A Biosafety

                      Discussion List

I have been led to believe that one can neutralize Formalin fumes by

heating

one of the ammonia compounds on a hot plate, either in a room or biohazard

cabinet that has been decontaminated with Formalin.

Anyone got a rough guide on the what compound to use and the quantities

required? (i.e. "x" grams for "y' area to be neutralized).

Regards.

Safety Officer

Central N.H.L.S

Johannesburg

South Africa.

This message is for the designated recipient only, and may contain

privileged, proprietary, or otherwise private information. If you have

received it in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete the

original. Any other use of the E-mail by you is prohibited
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Date:         Mon, 12 May 2003 13:53:31 -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: Neutralization of Formalin fumes with ammonia.

In-Reply-To:  <OF1E08412E.8A4A71F2-ON86256D24.005AC850@hc-sc.gc.ca>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_19324281==_.ALT"

--=====================_19324281==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

A little clarification regarding ammonium Bicabonate as opposed to ammonium

carbonate.  Note that if ammonium carbonate is used, the values must be

recalculated (ammonium carbonate consists of a mixture of ammonium

bicarbonate and ammonium carbamate, NH4HCO3CNH4CO2NH2).

AMMONIUM BICARBONATE NEUTRALIZATION     AFTER FORMALDEHYDE DECONTAMINATION

Paraformaldehyde:

HO(CH2O)nH  where n = 8 to 100

HO(CH2O)nH + heat -----------6 n CH2O + H2O

For any significant value of n, the weight of water in paraformaldehyde is

insignificant.  The cedar-scented paraformaldehyde commonly used is 85% pure.

Ammonium bicarbonate:

NH4HCO3    MW = 79.06 (anhydrous)

NH4HCO3 + heat -----------6 NH3 + CO2 + H2O

Hexamethylenetetramine (methenamine):

C6H12N4    MW = 140.19

6 CH2O + 4 NH4HCO3 -----------6 C6H12N4 + 4 CO2 + 10 H2O

1.76 grams of ammonium bicarbonate are needed to neutralize each gram of

formaldehyde released.  If the paraformaldehyde purity is 85%,  ~1.49 grams

of ammonium bicarbonate per gram of paraformaldehyde.

These numbers must be adjusted if the paraformaldehyde purity differs from

85% or if the ammonium bicarbonate purity differs from roughly 100%.  Again

note that if ammonium carbonate is used, the values must be recalculated

(ammonium carbonate consists of a mixture of ammonium bicarbonate and

ammonium carbamate, NH4HCO3CNH4CO2NH2).

At 11:33 AM 5/12/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Ammonium carbonate  is what is used at the CSCHAH. I had never heard of

>using ammonium bicarbonate.

>

>Cheers!

>Betty

>

>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

>

>

>

>

>----- Forwarded by Betty Kupskay/HC-SC/GC/CA on 05-12-2003 11:33 AM -----

>

>

>                       "Joseph

> P.

>

>                       Kozlovac"                To:

> BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>                       <jkozlovac@NCIFC         cc:

>

>                       RF.GOV>                  Subject: Re:

> Neutralization of Formalin fumes with ammonia.

>                       Sent by:

> A

>

>                       Biosafety

>

>                       Discussion

> List

>

>                       <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA

>

>                       .MIT.EDU>

>

>

>

>

>

>                       05-12-2003

> 10:30

>

>                       AM

>

>                       Please

> respond

>

>                       to A

> Biosafety

>

>                       Discussion

> List

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>typically ammonium Bicarbonate is used to neutralize formaldehyde.  Their

>is at least one published paper in the ABSA journal by G. Abraham, et al on

>this topic.  Additionally, The British Journal of Biomedical Science: 1995,

>volume 52, #3 had a nice review on this topic entitled, Formaldehyde

>disinfection in Laboratories: limitations and hazards authored by J. Cheney

>and C. Collins.

>

>At 04:03 PM 5/12/2003 +0200, you wrote:

>Mike,

>

>We are using the Decontakit from ESI FLUFRANCE (Fax 01 69 53 89 10) for

>decontaminating biosafety cabinets.

>They use paraformaldehyde and neutralize with ammonium carbonate. We use

>ready to go kits for biosafety cabinets and do not know the quantities.

>

>Clean Air sells FAS-2000 and does give details on the amount of chemicals

>if you ask them.

>

>Hope this is helpful.

>

>with regards

>

>Dick Verduin

>Biological Safety Officer

>

>-------------------------------------------------------------------

>Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

>

>Wageningen University (WU)

>Department Plant Sciences

>Laboratory of Virology

>Binnenhaven 11

>6709 PD Wageningen

>The Netherlands

>Building number 504

>Telephone +31.317.483093

>Facsimile +31.317.484820

>E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

>-------------------------------------------------------------------

>

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Mike Kirby mailto:mike.kirby@NHLS.AC.ZA]

>Sent: maandag 12 mei 2003 14:57

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Neutralization of Formalin fumes with ammonia.

>

>

>I have been led to believe that one can neutralize Formalin fumes by

>heating

>one of the ammonia compounds on a hot plate, either in a room or biohazard

>cabinet that has been decontaminated with Formalin.

>Anyone got a rough guide on the what compound to use and the quantities

>required? (i.e. "x" grams for "y' area to be neutralized).

>

>Regards.

>

>Safety Officer

>Central N.H.L.S

>Johannesburg

>South Africa.

>

>This message is for the designated recipient only, and may contain

>privileged, proprietary, or otherwise private information. If you have

>received it in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete the

>original. Any other use of the E-mail by you is prohibited

>

>______________________________________________________________________________

>

>Biological Safety Officer

>Environment, Health, Safety

>SAIC-Frederick

>National Cancer Institute - Frederick

>(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

>email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

>______________________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________________

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:         Mon, 12 May 2003 14:58:18 -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:      Hydrogen Peroxide Decon Process

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C318B8.737607B0"

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_01C318B8.737607B0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Has anyone adopted the Hydrogen Peroxide Decontamination process for their

BSC?  and if so - have you any shared lessons to report from implementing

this process at your institution?

Thanks!

Bliss

Biosafety Manager

OW1-233

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, 12 May 2003 14:23:39 -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: Neutralization of Formalin fumes with ammonia.

In-Reply-To:  <8431849C2766444FB55D5A373CA3CFDE1D4443@saimrmail.saimr.wit

              s.ac.za>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_5019517==_.ALT"

--=====================_5019517==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

The answer re: formaldehyde and ammonia:

Formaldehyde in the presence of ammonia gas forms methenamine (hexa

methylenetetramine; 1,3,5,7-tetraazatricyclo[3.3.1.13,7]-decane).  The

reactions is as follows:

      4NH3 + 6CH2O --> C6H12N4 + 6H2O

If one uses Ammonium bicarbonate and heats it to >60oC it releases

ammonia gas (along with water and carbon dioxide).  In order to have 4

molecules of ammonia per 6 molecules of formaldehyde we need 1.76gm of

bicarb for each gram of formaldehyde.  Paraformaldehyde is typically

95% pure, thus we need about 1.67 grams of bicarb per gram of

paraformaldehyde.  If one uses excess bicarb there will be free

ammonia gas in the cabinet (not a terrible occurrence).

NOTE: METHENAMINE is NOT benign!! It may be harmful by inhalation,

ingestion, or skin absorption.  It is irritating to the eyes, skin,

mucous membranes, and upper respiratory tract.  The advantage to

converting formaldehyde to methenamine is that formaldehyde is even

more harmful and the concentration of methenamine will be 1/6th that

of formaldehyde.  A toxicological comparison of these two compounds

follows (from the 1981-1982 edition of RTECS)

Animal        Testa     Formaldehyde        Methenamine

Rat           LD50      87mg/kg             9200mg/kg

               TDLo              1170mg/kg           140gm/kg

Mouse         LDLo              16mg/kg             512mg/kg

a)   LD50 - dose required to kill 50% of the test animals.  TDLo -

      lowest dose that resulted in a tumor in a test animal.  LDLo -

      lowest dose that resulted in death of a test animal.

At 02:56 PM 5/12/2003 +0200, you wrote:

>I have been led to believe that one can neutralize Formalin fumes by heating

>one of the ammonia compounds on a hot plate, either in a room or biohazard

>cabinet that has been decontaminated with Formalin.

>Anyone got a rough guide on the what compound to use and the quantities

>required? (i.e. "x" grams for "y' area to be neutralized).

>

>Regards.

>

>Safety Officer

>Central N.H.L.S

>Johannesburg

>South Africa.

>

>This message is for the designated recipient only, and may contain

>privileged, proprietary, or otherwise private information. If you have

>received it in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete the

>original. Any other use of the E-mail by you is prohibited

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 12 May 2003 17:00:03 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Erik A. Talley" <ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      PHRI Contact

In-Reply-To:  <58D14FEA074DD21197DC00805FA798D8060422D5@usuwphmsx03.usuwd

              .astrazeneca.net>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Does anyone have a safety contact at the Public Health Research Institute

located in New Jersey (http://www.phri.org)?

Thanks,

Erik

___________________________________

Erik A. Talley, Director

Environmental Health and Safety

Weill Medical College of Cornell University

418 East 71st Street, Suite 62

New York, NY 10021

212-746-6201

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

http://www.med.cornell.edu/ehs

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 14 May 2003 15:26:17 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michelle Losos <lososm@INSPECTION.GC.CA>

Subject:      Pathogen Inventories

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

I am on a team developing a Canada-wide inventory system for animal =

pathogens and toxins in labs.  Can anyone tell me where to find reference =

materials relating to what other people have done in the past, as well as =

relevant legislation?

Thanks,

Michelle Losos

CFIA/ACIA

Biocontainment and Facility Services Division / Division

du bioconfinement, s=E9curit=E9 et gestion des installations

159 Cleopatra Dr.

Ottawa, ON  K1A 0Y9

Tel: (613) 221-7069

Fax: (613) 228-6129

lososm@inspection.gc.ca

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 14 May 2003 16:54:58 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jacobsen Craig A Contr AFRL/MLQL <Craig.Jacobsen@TYNDALL.AF.MIL>

Subject:      MATERIAL SAFETY DATA SHEET - INFECTIOUS SUBSTANCES

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I found Material Safety Data Sheets - Infectious Substances for various

infectious micro-organisms in the Health Canada website.

(http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/pphb-dgspsp/msds-ftss/index.html#menu) These MSDS

are produced for personnel working in the life sciences as quick safety

reference material relating to infectious micro-organisms.

I have two questions.

First, is there an equivalent American Website?

Second, what is the CDC BSL for the following:

NAME: Pseudomonas spp. (excluding B. mallei, B. pseudomallei)

SYNONYM OR CROSS REFERENCE: P. aeruginosa, P. cepacia

CHARACTERISTICS: Family Pseudomonadaceae, gram negative bacillus, aerobic,

non-spore forming, some pigmented (pyocyanin, fluorescein), motile by polar

flagella, variety of toxins produced

Craig A. Jacobsen

AFRL/MLQL (ARA)

139 Barnes Dr., Bldg. 1117

Tyndall AFB, FL 32403

850-283-6025

DSN 523-6025

Fax 850-286-6979

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 15 May 2003 08:08:51 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hinz, Matthew" <HinzM@DYNPORT.COM>

Subject:      Re: MATERIAL SAFETY DATA SHEET - INFECTIOUS SUBSTANCES

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C31ADA.BF66E490"

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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--------------------------

Matthew Hinz

DynPort Vaccine Company LLC

301.607.5044

-
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Date:         Thu, 15 May 2003 09:32:55 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michelle Losos <lososm@INSPECTION.GC.CA>

Subject:      Clarification - Pathogen Inventory

Mime-Version: 1.0
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I am a co-op student working with the CFIA to research lab inventory =

systems for pathogens to potentially be applied in our internal laboratorie=

s.  We are in preliminary stages of research, and I am looking for any =

reference materials that may be helpful in seeing what has and hasn't =

worked in the past.  Sorry for any confusion.

Thanks,

Michelle Losos

lososm@inspection.gc.ca

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 15 May 2003 09:40:27 -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: MATERIAL SAFETY DATA SHEET - INFECTIOUS SUBSTANCES

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Hi Craig,

There is an excellent, easy to use website that belongs to the American

Biological Safety Association (ABSA).  You can find it at www.absa.org,

click on the "Resources and Tools" link and then go to "Risk Groups" and I

think that you will find what you need.  I think that you are having some

difficulty in finding the information that you need since I believe that the

Pseudomonas spp is now found under Burkholderia.  If you check the ABSA

website you will find it listed as a BSL-2 except for mallei and

pseudomallei as you had already noted.

Hope that this helps,

Michelle

At 04:54 PM 5/14/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>I found Material Safety Data Sheets - Infectious Substances for various

>infectious micro-organisms in the Health Canada website.

>(http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/pphb-dgspsp/msds-ftss/index.html#menu) These MSDS

>are produced for personnel working in the life sciences as quick safety

>reference material relating to infectious micro-organisms.

>

>I have two questions.

>

>First, is there an equivalent American Website?

>

>Second, what is the CDC BSL for the following:

>

>NAME: Pseudomonas spp. (excluding B. mallei, B. pseudomallei)

>SYNONYM OR CROSS REFERENCE: P. aeruginosa, P. cepacia

>CHARACTERISTICS: Family Pseudomonadaceae, gram negative bacillus, aerobic,

>non-spore forming, some pigmented (pyocyanin, fluorescein), motile by polar

>flagella, variety of toxins produced

>

>Craig A. Jacobsen

>AFRL/MLQL (ARA)

>139 Barnes Dr., Bldg. 1117

>Tyndall AFB, FL 32403

>850-283-6025

>DSN 523-6025

>Fax 850-286-6979

>

Michelle DeStefano, CBSP

Laboratory Supervisor

CNY Research Corp

800 Irving Ave

Syracuse, NY 13212

email: destefam@cnyrc.org

phone: (315) 425-4878 NEW!

fax: (315) 425-4871 NEW!
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Date:         Thu, 15 May 2003 10:38:33 -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:      CDC Select Agent Site updated

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

But can't figure out what has been updated.  Anyone have a clue?

Mark Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Saint Louis University
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Klenner, James" <jklenner@IUPUI.EDU>

Subject:      Sheep study question
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Biosafety folks,

I have a proposed study that involves surgery and temporary housing of =

adult sheep and would really appreciate any comments from the group. The =

PI wants to take part in a corporate surgical study involving venous =

stunts and fluoroscopy in adult sheep. The sheep themselves are =

castrated males and non-pregnant females (whew!). They will be housed at =

a farm and brought in for the fluoroscopy. The farm itself has a =

surgical suite, but no fluoroscopic capabilities. My concern is simply =

based on the presence of sheep on campus. Has anyone been in a similar =

situation? If so, what precautions, monitoring, Q-Fever surveillance, =

decon, etc. did you set in place?

My initial thought is to have the PI kick in the money for a fluoroscope =

and not bring the sheep on campus at all.

Before I inform the IACUC of my expensive solution, I'd like to hear =

from others.

Thanks in advance!

Jim

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 16 May 2003 08:34:07 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Moulvi, Farah" <FMOULVI@RESEARCH.USF.EDU>

Subject:      Re: CDC Select Agent Site updated

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C31BA7.71D5EF00"

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_01C31BA7.71D5EF00

Content-Type: text/plain

Notification of exclusion has been updated

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/exclusion.htm

-----Original Message-----

From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, May 15, 2003 11:39 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: CDC Select Agent Site updated

But can't figure out what has been updated.  Anyone have a clue?

Mark Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Saint Louis University

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 16 May 2003 14:19:40 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Subject:      Staph Enterotoxin Decon

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I have a researcher that is very concerned about how to effectively

deactivate Staph enterotoxin (on-site per the Select Agent Reg. requirement)

that has been used in research and might be in a matrix like food a test kit

or a research animal.  As I understand, SE is pretty heat resistant and an

autoclave cycle is not very effective.  What methods do you use?  Do you

have literature proving its effectiveness?

Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Office of Management Systems

FDA/CFSAN

College Park, MD

Phone:  (301)436-1988

Fax:  (301)436-2629

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 16 May 2003 16:42:41 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Zuckerman, Mark" <Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM>

Subject:      FW: Vesicular Stomatitis virus

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

On the Bioterrorism select agent list is Vesicular Stomatitis virus =

(exotic). The exotic is the only VSV strain that requires to be =

registered. However, until we received the fax from USDA Aphis no where =

is it written what is meant by "exotic". Therefore, purchasing the =

Indiana and New Jersey strains was difficult or impossible to purchase. =

The fax from D. Spencer appears to have eliminated the problem.

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Brideau-Andersen, Amy

Sent: Friday, May 16, 2003 1:57 PM

To: Zuckerman, Mark

Cc: Soong, Nay Wei; Patten, Phil

Subject: FW: Vesicular Stomatitis virus

Hi Mark,

I have received a confirmation FAX from Dr. Diane Spencer of the USDA =

APHIS stating that VSV strain Indiana is NOT a select agent.  Would you =

like a copy of this FAX for your files?

Amy

-----Original Message-----

From: Martini, Catherine [mailto:cmartini@atcc.org]

Sent: Friday, May 16, 2003 1:01 PM

To: Brideau-Andersen, Amy

Subject: Vesicular Stomatitis virus

Hello,

I received a fax from Dr. Denise Spencer at the USDA stating that =

Vesicular

Stomatitis virus, Indiana strain, was not regulated under the new

regulations (9 CFR 121) as being a select agent.  I have faxed this to =

your

attention.  I will forward this information to the Vice President of

Management and Compliance Services, Mr. Frank Simione, for further =

review.

I will be in touch with you on Monday with a status update. 

Catherine Martini

Regulatory Compliance Specialist

American Type Culture Collection

10801 University Blvd.

Manassas, VA  20110-2209

Phone:  703-365-2700 x379

Fax:  703-365-2745

e-mail:  cmartini@atcc.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 19 May 2003 10:00:40 -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: Staph Enterotoxin Decon

In-Reply-To:  <4B175FC77C6ED611B5000002A5518D1C02A269FA@CFSCP018>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_417946525==_.ALT"

--=====================_417946525==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

According to www.cbwinfo.com, to inactivate Staph entero B:  Soap and water

or 0.5% hypochlorite for 10-15 minutes. The toxin is heat stable.

At 02:19 PM 5/16/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>I have a researcher that is very concerned about how to effectively

>deactivate Staph enterotoxin (on-site per the Select Agent Reg. requirement)

>that has been used in research and might be in a matrix like food a test kit

>or a research animal.  As I understand, SE is pretty heat resistant and an

>autoclave cycle is not very effective.  What methods do you use?  Do you

>have literature proving its effectiveness?

>

>Amy A. Barringer

>Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

>Office of Management Systems

>FDA/CFSAN

>College Park, MD

>Phone:  (301)436-1988

>Fax:  (301)436-2629

>Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 19 May 2003 11:04:52 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Kuchera, Mary" <mkuchera@WELLSTATTHERAPEUTICS.COM>

Subject:      Testing of Cell Lines for HIV, HBV

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Greetings,

Can anyone give me a good source for non-GLP (less expensive) testing of

cell line and primary culture specimens for HIV and HBV?  I'm in the

Washington, DC metro area, if there are any local establishments.

Thank-you,

Mary J. Kuchera

Wellstat Therapeutics Corporation

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 19 May 2003 15:13:21 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michelle Federici <mfederic@BIDMC.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Medical Device Disposal

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hello all,

I have quick question about hazardous waste vendors who handle the disposal

of contaminated medical devices, such as pacemakers.  Our regular

biohazardous waste vendor doesn't handle heavy metals and that rules out

many medical devices.  Now I'm trying to locate a company in the New England

area that handles this type of disposal.  If anyone knows of such a company,

please respond to me off the list at mfederic@bidmc.harvard.edu

Thanks,

Michelle Federici

BIDMC Biosafety Officer

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 19 May 2003 16:07:18 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Amy Ryan <aryan@REHS.RUTGERS.EDU>

Subject:      Biosafety Cabinet Certifiers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Hello all,

I would like to inquire if anyone in the Northeast is using a contractor to

certify their

biosafety cabinets.  We are currently using Medical Repair Labs, but I would

like to find

out if there are other reputable companies working in my area.  Thank you very

much!

--

Amy Ryan

Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

Biological Safety Specialist

732.445.2550

http://rehs.rutgers.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 19 May 2003 16:16:06 -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:      Re: Biosafety Cabinet Certifiers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

B&V testing inc. (1 800 851 9081}

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)

-----Original Message-----

From: Amy Ryan [mailto:aryan@REHS.RUTGERS.EDU]

Sent: Monday, May 19, 2003 4:07 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Biosafety Cabinet Certifiers

Hello all,

I would like to inquire if anyone in the Northeast is using a contractor =

to certify their

biosafety cabinets.  We are currently using Medical Repair Labs, but I =

would like to find

out if there are other reputable companies working in my area.  Thank =

you very much!

--

Amy Ryan

Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

Biological Safety Specialist

732.445.2550

http://rehs.rutgers.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 19 May 2003 16:19:53 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Cabinet Certifiers

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

I concur.

http://www.bandvtesting.com

Barry Cohen

"Andersen, Al" wrote:

> B&V testing inc. (1 800 851 9081}

>

> 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)

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Amy Ryan [mailto:aryan@REHS.RUTGERS.EDU]

> Sent: Monday, May 19, 2003 4:07 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Biosafety Cabinet Certifiers

>

> Hello all,

>

> I would like to inquire if anyone in the Northeast is using a contractor to

certify their

> biosafety cabinets.  We are currently using Medical Repair Labs, but I would

like to find

> out if there are other reputable companies working in my area.  Thank you very

much!

>

> --

> Amy Ryan

> Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

> Biological Safety Specialist

> 732.445.2550

> http://rehs.rutgers.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 19 May 2003 16:26:52 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Isabel Jean Goldberg <Jean.Goldberg@MED.NYU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Cabinet Certifiers

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

At NYU, we have be using ENV services for a decade, and are satisfied with

their service and pricing. - Jean

----- Original Message -----

From: "Amy Ryan" <aryan@REHS.RUTGERS.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Monday, May 19, 2003 4:07 PM

Subject: Biosafety Cabinet Certifiers

> Hello all,

>

> I would like to inquire if anyone in the Northeast is using a contractor

to certify their

> biosafety cabinets.  We are currently using Medical Repair Labs, but I

would like to find

> out if there are other reputable companies working in my area.  Thank you

very much!

>

> --

> Amy Ryan

> Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

> Biological Safety Specialist

> 732.445.2550

> http://rehs.rutgers.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 19 May 2003 16:55:05 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sheldon Cooper <sheldon.cooper@BMS.COM>

Organization: Bristol-Myers Squibb

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Cabinet Certifiers

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_HCwbSa0pMkABFOxWphNwmg)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_HCwbSa0pMkABFOxWphNwmg)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

We used to use ENV, but we switched to MicroClean, Inc. located in Bethlehem,

PA.  They do

excellent work for us certifying both our chemical hoods and BSCs.

S. Cooper

Industrial Hygienist and Biosafety Coordinator

Bristol-Myers Squibb Company

Amy Ryan wrote:

> Hello all,

>

> I would like to inquire if anyone in the Northeast is using a contractor to

certify their

> biosafety cabinets.  We are currently using Medical Repair Labs, but I would

like to find

> out if there are other reputable companies working in my area.  Thank you very

much!

>

> --

> Amy Ryan

> Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

> Biological Safety Specialist

> 732.445.2550

> http://rehs.rutgers.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 20 May 2003 09:32:49 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Susan Souder <Susan.Souder@JEFFERSON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Cabinet Certifiers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Amy,

We have been using ENV, they are nationally based.  We have been very

satisfied and are now negotiating a new contract.

Sue Souder

Biological Safety Officer

Thomas Jefferson University

----- Original Message -----

From: "Amy Ryan" <aryan@REHS.RUTGERS.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Monday, May 19, 2003 4:07 PM

Subject: Biosafety Cabinet Certifiers

> Hello all,

>

> I would like to inquire if anyone in the Northeast is using a contractor

to certify their

> biosafety cabinets.  We are currently using Medical Repair Labs, but I

would like to find

> out if there are other reputable companies working in my area.  Thank you

very much!

>

> --

> Amy Ryan

> Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

> Biological Safety Specialist

> 732.445.2550

> http://rehs.rutgers.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 20 May 2003 14:36:29 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Linda Wolfe <wolfe@WI.MIT.EDU>

Organization: Whitehead Institute for Biomedical Research

Subject:      Autoclave Deodorizers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------8EFDB97599B18A1194BDC9C9"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------8EFDB97599B18A1194BDC9C9

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

One of our labs is autoclaving C. albicans plates (nothing special about

the media) and the odor is atrocious.   We thought they might try adding

some activated charcoal to the bag prior to autoclaving.  Has anyone

tried this?  Are there commercial products out there that would help?

VWR doesn't seem to have any listed.

Thanks in advance for any suggestions.

Linda

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 20 May 2003 14:27:15 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Julie A [EH&S]" <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Autoclave Deodorizers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Linda,

We got some sample "lab fresheners" from Diversified Biotech =

(www.divbio.com).  They are called "Sweet Sue" and come in a few =

different scents.  We haven't tried them yet, so I can't say for sure =

that they do more than make my office smell fresh, but they might be =

worth a try.

Julie

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: Linda Wolfe [mailto:wolfe@WI.MIT.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2003 1:36 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Autoclave Deodorizers

One of our labs is autoclaving C. albicans plates (nothing special about

the media) and the odor is atrocious.   We thought they might try adding

some activated charcoal to the bag prior to autoclaving.  Has anyone

tried this?  Are there commercial products out there that would help?

VWR doesn't seem to have any listed.

Thanks in advance for any suggestions.

Linda

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 20 May 2003 15:04:59 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Martha J. Rasmus" <rasmus@UWM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Autoclave Deodorizers

In-Reply-To:  <3ECA75AC.E006C35C@wi.mit.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit

Remel and Fisher both sell autoclave deodorizers.

Marty

Quoting Linda Wolfe <wolfe@WI.MIT.EDU>:

> One of our labs is autoclaving C. albicans plates (nothing special about

> the media) and the odor is atrocious.   We thought they might try adding

> some activated charcoal to the bag prior to autoclaving.  Has anyone

> tried this?  Are there commercial products out there that would help?

> VWR doesn't seem to have any listed.

>

> Thanks in advance for any suggestions.

>

> Linda

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 20 May 2003 16:03:09 -0400

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:      Re: Autoclave Deodorizers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Linda,

Try odoclave (clove, cherry and I believe pine? scented) by Scienceware

(Bel-Arts Products). We order through FisherScientific, but I am sure VWR

could get the product for you.

I think Remel? sells fruit scented (lemon) deodorizing gel caps.

Leslie Delpin, RBP, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biological Health and Safety Manager

Institutional Biosafety Officer/Responsible Official

University of Connecticut

Environmental Health and Safety Department U-4097

3102 Horsebarn Hill Road

Storrs, CT 06269-4097

Tel:  860-486-2436

Fax: 850-486-1106

E-mail:  lm.delpin@uconn.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Linda Wolfe [mailto:wolfe@WI.MIT.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2003 2:36 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Autoclave Deodorizers

One of our labs is autoclaving C. albicans plates (nothing special about

the media) and the odor is atrocious.   We thought they might try adding

some activated charcoal to the bag prior to autoclaving.  Has anyone

tried this?  Are there commercial products out there that would help?

VWR doesn't seem to have any listed.

Thanks in advance for any suggestions.

Linda

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 20 May 2003 16:24:59 -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: Autoclave Deodorizers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hi Linda. Try an ounce of baking soda in each biohazard bag. I have a

reference in my files claiming that this significantly reduces odor from

autoclaving.  I haven't tried it myself, though. If you do, and it works,

let us know!

Karen B. Byers, MS,  RBP, CBSP-ABSA

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

Phone: 617-632-3890

Fax: 617-632-1932

NOTE: for walking (not mailing) office location is 454 Brookline, suite 4.

Visit EH&S on the web at http://research.dfci.harvard.edu/ehs

-----Original Message-----

From: Linda Wolfe [mailto:wolfe@WI.MIT.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, May 20, 2003 2:36 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Autoclave Deodorizers

One of our labs is autoclaving C. albicans plates (nothing special about

the media) and the odor is atrocious.   We thought they might try adding

some activated charcoal to the bag prior to autoclaving.  Has anyone

tried this?  Are there commercial products out there that would help?

VWR doesn't seem to have any listed.

Thanks in advance for any suggestions.

Linda

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 21 May 2003 08:03:32 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Amy Ryan <aryan@REHS.RUTGERS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Cabinet Certifiers

In-Reply-To:  <002401c31ed4$4ec46660$9da08c93@PCSC795>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Sue,

Thank you very much for the information you have provided, it will be very

helpful!  Best,

Amy

On 20 May 2003 at 9:32, Susan Souder wrote:

> Amy,

> We have been using ENV, they are nationally based.  We have been very

> satisfied and are now negotiating a new contract. Sue Souder

> Biological Safety Officer Thomas Jefferson University ----- Original

> Message ----- From: "Amy Ryan" <aryan@REHS.RUTGERS.EDU> To:

> <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> Sent: Monday, May 19, 2003 4:07 PM Subject:

> Biosafety Cabinet Certifiers

>

>

> > Hello all,

> >

> > I would like to inquire if anyone in the Northeast is using a

> > contractor

> to certify their

> > biosafety cabinets.  We are currently using Medical Repair Labs, but

> > I

> would like to find

> > out if there are other reputable companies working in my area.

> > Thank you

> very much!

> >

> > --

> > Amy Ryan

> > Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

> > Biological Safety Specialist

> > 732.445.2550

> > http://rehs.rutgers.edu

> >

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 21 May 2003 08:37:08 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      BSL4 setbacks

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_0956F1E6.DCBDD40F"

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.

--=_0956F1E6.DCBDD40F

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Listers-

I have been asked a question that I cannot find a clear and definitive =

answer for.  Are there minimum setbacks for a BSL4 facility?  150 feet =

seems to come to mind, but if this is correct - is that a radius from the =

lab exhaust or linear from a point on the ground up to the exhaust stacks? =

 This may be a local code issue, but I would also like to hear the best =

recommended practice.

Thanks in advance for your comments!

Jeff

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 21 May 2003 08:00:34 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Brown, Virginia R" <gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU>

Subject:      Lock Box Revisited

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I know there was a string of postings on this topic a short while ago, =

but if

anyone on the listserv has found a commercial source for a lockable box

that can withstand constant -80 temperatures, please advise!

Ginger Brown, CBSP

Env Health & Safety

TX A&M University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 21 May 2003 10:57:17 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Guide to Shipping with Dry Ice

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Thanks for sharing, Andy!!

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Andy Glode [mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 09, 2003 5:05 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Guide to Shipping with Dry Ice

Dear Listers,

I recently completed the UNH Guide to Shipping with Dry Ice. I wrote

this

because I found that our biologicals shipping manual is a bit cumbersome

to

researchers who only ship non-hazardous samples packed in dry ice. Since

training requirements still apply to those shipping dry ice, this guide

will

simplify the training procedure. If any of you would like a copy, it is

available at our website:

http://www.unh.edu/ehs/shipping/Guide-to-Shipping-with-Dry-Ice.pdf

Other resources available for free on our shipping website

(http://www.unh.edu/ehs/shipping/) are:

        - a printable class 9 label for dry ice;

        - a Shipper's Declaration in pdf format;

        - UNH Shipment of Hazardous Materials Manual; and

        - UNH Shipment of Biological Materials and Dry Ice Manual.

I hope some of this may be useful for you.

Andy Glode

Andy Glode

Chemical Transfer Station

Environmental Health and Safety

University of New Hampshire

1 Leavitt Lane

Durham, NH 03824

office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 21 May 2003 11:16:56 -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:      Biosafety Requirements for Handling Wild Animal Tissue in the

              Laboratory

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

A researcher wishing to do research on tissue samples from wild animals

from around the world has asked what the biosafety requirements are for

handling and manipulating these specimens.  The information that the

researcher was told that he needed to have a USDA approved laboratory

for containment of biohazards before research could be begin or receive

specimens.  I have not dealt with this question before and I would

appreciate information to direct me to guidelines or other information.

Thanks for your help.

Greg Merkle

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 21 May 2003 10:42:34 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      Isolation room in clinic

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Folks,

Found out that our Student Health Center wants to put in a patient isolation

room for potential highly infectious people (think SARS).

Any guidelines for that out there?

This is not something I have looked into before, but I would think the same

principles apply for this as for containment labs.

And, yeah, my boss just told me about the design meeting for this...which

happens to be at 1:30 today.  (rolling my eyes).

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 21 May 2003 11:46:36 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Isolation room in clinic

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/sars/isolationquarantine.htm

-David

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2003 11:43 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Isolation room in clinic

Folks,

Found out that our Student Health Center wants to put in a patient isolation

room for potential highly infectious people (think SARS).

Any guidelines for that out there?

This is not something I have looked into before, but I would think the same

principles apply for this as for containment labs.

And, yeah, my boss just told me about the design meeting for this...which

happens to be at 1:30 today.  (rolling my eyes).

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 21 May 2003 11:47:48 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Isolation room in clinic

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Recommended Isolation Procedures:

http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip/ISOLAT/isolat.htm

SARS Listed as Quarantinable Communicable Diseases

http://www.hhs.gov/news/press/2003pres/20030404a.html

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2003 11:43 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Isolation room in clinic

Folks,

Found out that our Student Health Center wants to put in a patient isolation

room for potential highly infectious people (think SARS).

Any guidelines for that out there?

This is not something I have looked into before, but I would think the same

principles apply for this as for containment labs.

And, yeah, my boss just told me about the design meeting for this...which

happens to be at 1:30 today.  (rolling my eyes).

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 21 May 2003 10:55:57 -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:      Re: Isolation room in clinic

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Think TB - and such isolation rooms are addressed in CDC's document

http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/00035909.htm and the OSHA draft

TB standard

http://www.osha.gov/pls/oshaweb/owadisp.show_document?p_table=3DFEDERAL_R=

E

GISTER&p_id=3D13717

Cheri Marcham

The University of Oklahoma

Cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2003 10:43 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Isolation room in clinic

Folks,

Found out that our Student Health Center wants to put in a patient

isolation room for potential highly infectious people (think SARS). Any

guidelines for that out there? This is not something I have looked into

before, but I would think the same principles apply for this as for

containment labs.

And, yeah, my boss just told me about the design meeting for

this...which happens to be at 1:30 today.  (rolling my eyes).

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 21 May 2003 11:57:13 -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:      Re: Isolation room in clinic

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_C89730F4.E1806CF1"

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.

--=_C89730F4.E1806CF1

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi,

Reason for use is definitely a consideration, and I'm sure the CDC website =

has recommendations for SARS isolation.

We recently recommended to a clinic at our institution the use of portable =

HEPA units that can convert rooms into negative pressure isolation =

rooms.(Abatement technologies at :http://www.abatement.com/healthcare/index=

.html)

Other guidelines are from TB guidelines Isolation Rooms: Design, Assessment=

 and Upgrade at:http://www.nationaltbcenter.edu/catalogue/product_details.c=

fm?productID=3DWPT-04 http://www.nationaltbcenter.edu/catalogue/downloads/i=

solationRooms.pdf

Hope this is useful.

Scott W. Finkernagel, MSBiological Safety OfficerUMDNJ- EOHSS 335 George =

Street Liberty Plaza *Room 2117New Brunswick, NJ 08901-2688Ph.# 732-235-937=

0  Fax 5-9371e-mail: finkersw@umdnj.edu

>>> jeppesen@KU.EDU 5/21/2003 11:42:34 AM >>>

Folks,

Found out that our Student Health Center wants to put in a patient =

isolation

room for potential highly infectious people (think SARS).

Any guidelines for that out there?

This is not something I have looked into before, but I would think the =

same

principles apply for this as for containment labs.

And, yeah, my boss just told me about the design meeting for this...which

happens to be at 1:30 today.  (rolling my eyes).

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 21 May 2003 11:48:53 -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: Isolation room in clinic

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Eric,

Since you are in a pinch for time, give a call to your state run hospital,

or public health dept.  They must have "accomodations" for tuberculosis

patients and could at least give you some quick information and point you in

the right direction as to how proceed.

Hope that this helps!

Michelle

At 10:42 AM 5/21/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Folks,

>

>Found out that our Student Health Center wants to put in a patient isolation

>room for potential highly infectious people (think SARS).

>Any guidelines for that out there?

>This is not something I have looked into before, but I would think the same

>principles apply for this as for containment labs.

>

>And, yeah, my boss just told me about the design meeting for this...which

>happens to be at 1:30 today.  (rolling my eyes).

>

>Eric

>

>Eric R. Jeppesen

>Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

>KU-EHS Dept.

>(785) 864-2857 phone

>(785) 864-2852 fax

>jeppesen@ku.edu

>

Michelle DeStefano, CBSP

Laboratory Supervisor

CNY Research Corp

800 Irving Ave

Syracuse, NY 13212

email: destefam@cnyrc.org

phone: (315) 425-4878 NEW!

fax: (315) 425-4871 NEW!

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 21 May 2003 12:24:51 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Julie A [EH&S]" <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Requirements for Handling Wild Animal Tissue in the

              Laboratory

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Greg,

The researcher would have to get USDA permits for importation of animal =

tissues.  Getting the permit(s) may require a lab inspection.  You can =

get more information at the USDA Import-Export web site: =

http://www.aphis.usda.gov/vs/ncie/

If you would like to contact me offline, I can share our experiences =

with similar permitting situations.

Julie

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: Greg Merkle [mailto:greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, May 21, 2003 10:17 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Biosafety Requirements for Handling Wild Animal Tissue in the

Laboratory

A researcher wishing to do research on tissue samples from wild animals

from around the world has asked what the biosafety requirements are for

handling and manipulating these specimens.  The information that the

researcher was told that he needed to have a USDA approved laboratory

for containment of biohazards before research could be begin or receive

specimens.  I have not dealt with this question before and I would

appreciate information to direct me to guidelines or other information.

Thanks for your help.

Greg Merkle

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 21 May 2003 12:34:10 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Isolation room in clinic

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_E5BA1DBE.EE8F4B39"

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.

--=_E5BA1DBE.EE8F4B39

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi Eric,

There are guidelines on the CDC web site for SARS.  Because you are in

a pinch for time - another alternative for clinic treatment rooms (other

than building a negative pressure isolation room and reversing the air

flow) might be to use an isolation tent.  It would be faster - for sure.

 A company called Peace, Inc. (I think) makes a plastic isolation tent

called the Dimistifier, with 300 ACH that fits a chair or bed set up and

it HEPA filters the exhaust from the tent back into the room.  It has

been tested for TB and Ribavirin containment by NIOSH and apparently

passed.  The isolation tents will not make the room into a negative

pressure room - only isolate one individual at a time.

Another option for remodels is the ACCUView filtration units from

Tri-Dim Filter Corporation (703 967-2600).  These units will actually

reverse the air flow (Positive to Negative) in the whole room if the

room is tightly sealed enough.  They have 400, 600 and 2000 CFM units.

They need to be ducted into either the return or total exhaust air vents

of the room.  Same thing - they filter the room air through HEPAs before

they release it.  But you need a small enough room to make it work and

an airflow monitor at the room door.  They are noisier than the

Dimistifier isolation tents.

Hope this helps.

Judy Pointer, MS, CBSP

University Biosafety Officer (BSO)

Alt. Responsible Officer (ARO)

Biosafety, MSC08 4560

1 University of New Mexico

Albuquerque, NM 87131-0001

(505) 272-8001 (Tel)

(505) 272-0803 (Fax)

jpointer@salud.unm.edu

BMSB B77 (Office location)

>>> jeppesen@KU.EDU 05/21/03 09:42AM >>>

Folks,

Found out that our Student Health Center wants to put in a patient

isolation

room for potential highly infectious people (think SARS).

Any guidelines for that out there?

This is not something I have looked into before, but I would think the

same

principles apply for this as for containment labs.

And, yeah, my boss just told me about the design meeting for

this...which

happens to be at 1:30 today.  (rolling my eyes).

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 22 May 2003 07:36:28 -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:      ASM meeting

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Thought members might enjoy this article regarding Ron Atlas's

presentation during the recent ASM meeting.  See link:

http://www.biomedcentral.com/news/20030521/01

Mark C.

Saint Louis University

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 22 May 2003 12:24:03 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: ASM meeting

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Yesss! That's the Ron Atlas we all love and admire!!

-----Original Message-----

From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2003 8:36 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: ASM meeting

Thought members might enjoy this article regarding Ron Atlas's

presentation during the recent ASM meeting.  See link:

http://www.biomedcentral.com/news/20030521/01

Mark C.

Saint Louis University

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 22 May 2003 11:47:37 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Elizabeth Tobias <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      M. catarrhalis

In-Reply-To:  <3ECCC44C.103D27D@slu.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

From the APHIS list of "Biologic Agents" (the USDA's "select

agents" that are NOT overlap agents), there is listed:

malignant catarrhal fever virus (exotic)

is by any chance this related somehow to: Moraxella catarrhalis?

Thank you in advance,

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

The New Yahoo! Search - Faster. Easier. Bingo.

http://search.yahoo.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 22 May 2003 14:56:03 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rebecca Ryan <ryanr@BU.EDU>

Subject:      NIH Guidelines for Human Cell Work

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C32093.CB15A2E0"

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_01C32093.CB15A2E0

Content-Type: text/plain

Happy Early Memorial Day Listservers!

According to the CDC/NIH BMBL, Appendix H, institutions are recommended to

assign a biosafety level of BL-2 to all work with human cell lines. We have

a researcher at BU that is looking for documentation for injecting human

cells in animals at BL-2.   Currently the work is being renewed at the IBC

at BL-2 level, according to the guidelines the university currently follows.

The PI is not aware of any documentation for humans becoming infected when

working with certain cell lines in animals and would like her work to be

decided on a case-by-case basis.  I know our policy for adenovirus being

injected into animals is strictly BL-2 classification. I have documented

references such as BMBL Appendix H and the OSHA 1910.1030 Bloodborne

Pathogen Std.

I was hoping for further documentation to support our Biosafety levels for

our next IBC meeting on Tuesday.

Since I am relatively new to Biosafety, I am not aware of specific

references regarding injection of human cells into animals.  The IBC has

considered ALL human cell work to be completed at a BL-2 level.

Any comments will be greatly appreciated!

Thank you!

Rebecca

Rebecca Ryan, MPH

Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Boston University Medical Center

715 Albany Street, M470

Boston, MA 02118

ph(617) 638-8842

fx (617) 638-8822

email: RyanR@BU.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 22 May 2003 15:11:09 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      IBC member training

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_B6E94810.38599CFB"

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.

--=_B6E94810.38599CFB

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi biosafety folks!

Has anyone gone through the trouble of making up a Power Point

presentation specifically to "train" your IBC members?  I've got a new

crew coming on soon and need to give them the basics about IBC member

responsibilities, etc.  If you have something you can let me use I can

finagle it around to work for us. I'd sure appreciate it.

Have a nice Memorial Day weekend,

Judy Pointer, MS, CBSP

University Biosafety Officer (BSO)

Alt. Responsible Officer (ARO)

Biosafety, MSC08 4560

1 University of New Mexico

Albuquerque, NM 87131-0001

(505) 272-8001 (Tel)

(505) 272-0803 (Fax)

jpointer@salud.unm.edu

BMSB B77 (Office location)

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 22 May 2003 17:13:35 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Margaret Rakas <mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IBC member training

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_2778D981.2444046D"

--=_2778D981.2444046D

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I would like to have a copy of this as well!  Many thanks

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 22 May 2003 14:14:53 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Macdonald, Lynn" <Lynn.Macdonald@ORS.UBC.CA>

Subject:      Re: IBC member training

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C320A7.1C024948"

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_01C320A7.1C024948

Content-Type: text/plain

I would also like one.

Lynn Macdonald

Manager, Animal Care and Biosafety Committees

University of British Columbia

Phone:             604-827-5111

Fax:                 604-827-5115

Email:   <mailto:Lynn.Macdonald@ors.ubc.ca> Lynn.Macdonald@ors.ubc.ca

Website:          www.acc.ubc.ca

-----Original Message-----

From: Margaret Rakas [mailto:mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2003 2:14 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: IBC member training

I would like to have a copy of this as well!  Many thanks

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 22 May 2003 14:18:33 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kara Manning <manningk@OHSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IBC member training

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_7E2180DB.4D2D9164"

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.

--=_7E2180DB.4D2D9164

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Check the NIH OBA website http://www.capconcorp.com/ibc2003/agendaNEW.asp

The last IBC conference had a first day orientation for new members and =

staff, and the power points are available online at the above link.

Hope that helps...

Kara Manning, PhD

Integrity Manager

Conflict of Interest in Research

Institutional Biosafety Committee

OHSU Research Integrity Office, L106

Oregon Health & Science University

2525 SW 1st Ave., Ste. 125

Portland OR 97201

email: manningk@ohsu.edu

phone: 503-494-6727

fax: 503-494-7787

>>> JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU 5/22/2003 2:11:09 PM >>>

Hi biosafety folks!

Has anyone gone through the trouble of making up a Power Point presentation=

 specifically to "train" your IBC members?  I've got a new crew coming on =

soon and need to give them the basics about IBC member responsibilities, =

etc.  If you have something you can let me use I can finagle it around to =

work for us. I'd sure appreciate it.

Have a nice Memorial Day weekend,

Judy Pointer, MS, CBSP

University Biosafety Officer (BSO)

Alt. Responsible Officer (ARO)

Biosafety, MSC08 4560

1 University of New Mexico

Albuquerque, NM 87131-0001

(505) 272-8001 (Tel)

(505) 272-0803 (Fax)

jpointer@salud.unm.edu

BMSB B77 (Office location)

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 22 May 2003 17:04:07 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IBC member training

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_2DFD_01C32084.27E002F0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_2DFD_01C32084.27E002F0

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Judy, I found the session presented by the NIH Office of Biotechnology =

Activities in San Diego recently to be the best means of training IBC =

members. It was thorough and interesting. OBA has all of the proceedings =

on their website, and they can be downloaded as slide presentations and =

in video. I plan to try to get our members to spend some time reviewing =

some of the introductory presentations. They were quite good. The link =

directly to the site is =

http://www4.od.nih.gov/oba/IBC/IBC_conf_links.htm.

As I stated, though, the best method is to send them to the next =

conference.

Mike Durham

LSU

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Judy Pointer

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2003 4:11 PM

  Subject: IBC member training

  Hi biosafety folks!

  Has anyone gone through the trouble of making up a Power Point =

presentation specifically to "train" your IBC members?  I've got a new =

crew coming on soon and need to give them the basics about IBC member =

responsibilities, etc.  If you have something you can let me use I can =

finagle it around to work for us. I'd sure appreciate it.

  Have a nice Memorial Day weekend,

  Judy Pointer, MS, CBSP

  University Biosafety Officer (BSO)

  Alt. Responsible Officer (ARO)

  Biosafety, MSC08 4560

  1 University of New Mexico

  Albuquerque, NM 87131-0001

  (505) 272-8001 (Tel)

  (505) 272-0803 (Fax)

  jpointer@salud.unm.edu

  BMSB B77 (Office location)

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 23 May 2003 07:02:43 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:      Certified Biosafety Professional

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_1dd.a2e48f3.2bff59d3_boundary"

--part1_1dd.a2e48f3.2bff59d3_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

How do you become a Certified Biological Safety Professional?

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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

--part1_1dd.a2e48f3.2bff59d3_boundary

Content-Type: text/html; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

                  =3D"Arial" LANG=3D"0">How do you become a Certified Biological 

                  Safety Profes= sional?

                  James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

                  The Laboratory Safety Institute

                  A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

                  Safety in Science and Science Education

                  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

--part1_1dd.a2e48f3.2bff59d3_boundary--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 23 May 2003 07:11:12 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: Certified Biosafety Professional

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Go to ABSA.org

Jim Kaufman wrote:

> How do you become a Certified Biological Safety

> Professional?

>

> James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

> The Laboratory Safety Institute

> A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

> Safety in Science and Science Education

>

> 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

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 23 May 2003 05:14:01 -0600

Reply-To:     campbem@SLU.EDU

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         campbem <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Certified Biosafety Professional

>Hey Jim, see link:

http://www.absa.org/biocertreg.html

Mark Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Saint Louis University

 How do you become a Certified Biological Safety

> Professional?

>

> James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

> The Laboratory Safety Institute

> A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

> Safety in Science and Science Education

>

> 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

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 23 May 2003 08:19:59 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tina Charbonneau <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

Subject:      Re: IBC member training

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

If you receive a reply,  would you mind sharing this with me.   I am new =

to my position as Safety officer and we have organinzed a Biosafety =

Comiittee and this type of repsentation would be great.

Thanks in advance,

Tina Charbonneau

Senior Research Associate

Trudeau Institute

Saranac Lake, NY  12980

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

>>> JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU - 5/22/03 5:11 PM >>>

Hi biosafety folks!

Has anyone gone through the trouble of making up a Power Point

presentation specifically to "train" your IBC members?  I've got a new

crew coming on soon and need to give them the basics about IBC member

responsibilities, etc.  If you have something you can let me use I can

finagle it around to work for us. I'd sure appreciate it.

Have a nice Memorial Day weekend,

Judy Pointer, MS, CBSP

University Biosafety Officer (BSO)

Alt. Responsible Officer (ARO)

Biosafety, MSC08 4560

1 University of New Mexico

Albuquerque, NM 87131-0001

(505) 272-8001 (Tel)

(505) 272-0803 (Fax)

jpointer@salud.unm.edu

BMSB B77 (Office location)

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 23 May 2003 08:48:35 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Sickles, Sharon" <ssickles@BINGHAMTON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: M. catarrhalis

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Elizabeth,

No, they are not related.

The former is a foreign animal disease and is a viral agent (a herpes

virus).  The second is a bacterial agent, aerobic gram negative rod, normal

flora in the nasopharynx and genital tract, sometimes associated with human

disease (neonatal conjunctivitis, otitis media, bronchitis, pneumonia,etc).

Sharon

Sharon A. Sickles, PhD, DVM

University Veterinarian

Director of Research Compliance

211 Couper Administration Bldg

Binghamton University

Binghamton, NY 13902

(607) 777-4170

e-mail ssickles@binghamton.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Elizabeth Tobias

Sent: Thursday, May 22, 2003 2:48 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: M. catarrhalis

From the APHIS list of "Biologic Agents" (the USDA's "select

agents" that are NOT overlap agents), there is listed:

malignant catarrhal fever virus (exotic)

is by any chance this related somehow to: Moraxella catarrhalis?

Thank you in advance,

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

The New Yahoo! Search - Faster. Easier. Bingo.

http://search.yahoo.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 23 May 2003 09:02:25 -0400

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: Certified Biosafety Professional

In-Reply-To:  <1dd.a2e48f3.2bff59d3@aol.com>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/related;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_004D_01C3210A.0ADCD4E0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_004D_01C3210A.0ADCD4E0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----=_NextPart_001_004E_01C3210A.0AE168C0"

------=_NextPart_001_004E_01C3210A.0AE168C0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Check into the ABSA Web page and all the information is there.

Thanks

Jairo

Jairo Betancourt, RBP

Laboratory Safety Specialist

(305) 243-3400 Fax : (305) 243-3272

E-mail: jairob@miami.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Jim Kaufman

Sent: Friday, May 23, 2003 7:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Certified Biosafety Professional

How do you become a Certified Biological Safety Professional?

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 23 May 2003 10:02:39 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Certified Biosafety Professional

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_Cl9rAkpmFmh4dfaoCD272A)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_Cl9rAkpmFmh4dfaoCD272A)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Hello, Dr. Kaufman:

I saw your posting, and the advice to go to www.absa.org

<http://www.absa.org/>  . Also, go to

http://www.asmusa.org/acasrc/aca23.htm the site for ASM's NRM. NRM  is

the credentialing body that works with ABSA to administer the exam.

Some of the requirements are given below:

SPECIALIST MICROBIOLOGIST

Eligibility Requirements: Select one of the following three options

1) Masters or Doctorate with 30 semester hours/45 quarter hours in

microbiology and four

years of full-time, post-baccalaureate work experience within the past

seven years in the

appropriate specialty area.

2) Bachelors of Science or Arts with 20 semester hours/30 quarter hours

of microbiology and

seven years of post-baccalaureate work experience within the past ten

years in the

appropriate specialty area.

3) Medical degree plus residency program in clinical microbiology

(Public Health & Medical

Laboratory Microbiology only).

Education * Appropriate academic courses must be completed and verified

by

submission of official transcripts-photocopies will not be accepted.

Relevant courses emphasize the study of microorganisms, such as:

agriculture

animal/plant physiology

applied bacteriology/microbiology

bacteriology

biotechnology

cell biology

cell physiology

dairy

diagnostic bacteriology/microbiology

disinfection/decontamination/

sterilization

environmental

epidemiology

fermentation

food microbiology

general microbiology

genetics

immunology

industrial

infectious diseases

medical microbiology

metabolism

microbial aerosols

microbial genetics

microbial physiology

microbiology safety/hazards

molecular biology

mycology

parasitology

public health

recombinant DNA microbiology

rickettsiology

sanitary engineering

sanitation

soil microbiology

taxonomy

tissue culture

virology

water and waste

*If credit is claimed for courses not specifically listed, a letter from

your professor or

department chair verifying the course content claimed for microbiology

credit must be

included with the application.

* Academic credit will be given for workshop attendance. Up to four

credit hours

may be awarded for participation in a workshop sponsored by ASM, ACCME,

or

ASCP. One-half credit is awarded for each eight hours of participation.

The

candidate shall submit a copy of attendance with the application.

Experience * Must have experience relevant to the area in which

certification is being sought

and must contribute to the candidate=3Ds ability to supervise the

effective

operation of a microbiology laboratory.

* Paid graduate student experience gained in a microbiology laboratory

may be

considered as partial fulfillment of the work experience requirement.

* Teaching and/or graduate study do not fulfill the experience

requirement.

* A medical residency program in clinical microbiology may be considered

as

appropriate experience.

Pardon the PDF file, but I hope this helps you.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Jim Kaufman [mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM]

Sent: Friday, May 23, 2003 7:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Certified Biosafety Professional

How do you become a Certified Biological Safety Professional?

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 23 May 2003 08:22:01 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Pam Dilbeck Robertson <pmd@VETMED.WSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Certified Biosafety Professional

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3213F.0F2DDA12"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C3213F.0F2DDA12

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

here is another profession --the up and coming!

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 23, 2003 7:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Certified Biosafety Professional

Hello, Dr. Kaufman:

I saw your posting, and the advice to go to www.absa.org =

<http://www.absa.org/>  . Also, go to =

http://www.asmusa.org/acasrc/aca23.htm the site for ASM's NRM. NRM  is =

the credentialing body that works with ABSA to administer the exam.  =

Some of the requirements are given below:

SPECIALIST MICROBIOLOGIST

Eligibility Requirements: Select one of the following three options

1) Masters or Doctorate with 30 semester hours/45 quarter hours in =

microbiology and four

years of full-time, post-baccalaureate work experience within the past =

seven years in the

appropriate specialty area.

2) Bachelors of Science or Arts with 20 semester hours/30 quarter hours =

of microbiology and

seven years of post-baccalaureate work experience within the past ten =

years in the

appropriate specialty area.

3) Medical degree plus residency program in clinical microbiology =

(Public Health & Medical

Laboratory Microbiology only).

Education * Appropriate academic courses must be completed and verified =

by

submission of official transcripts-photocopies will not be accepted.

Relevant courses emphasize the study of microorganisms, such as:

agriculture

animal/plant physiology

applied bacteriology/microbiology

bacteriology

biotechnology

cell biology

cell physiology

dairy

diagnostic bacteriology/microbiology

disinfection/decontamination/

sterilization

environmental

epidemiology

fermentation

food microbiology

general microbiology

genetics

immunology

industrial

infectious diseases

medical microbiology

metabolism

microbial aerosols

microbial genetics

microbial physiology

microbiology safety/hazards

molecular biology

mycology

parasitology

public health

recombinant DNA microbiology

rickettsiology

sanitary engineering

sanitation

soil microbiology

taxonomy

tissue culture

virology

water and waste

*If credit is claimed for courses not specifically listed, a letter from =

your professor or

department chair verifying the course content claimed for microbiology =

credit must be

included with the application.

* Academic credit will be given for workshop attendance. Up to four =

credit hours

may be awarded for participation in a workshop sponsored by ASM, ACCME, =

or

ASCP. One-half credit is awarded for each eight hours of participation. =

The

candidate shall submit a copy of attendance with the application.

Experience * Must have experience relevant to the area in which =

certification is being sought

and must contribute to the candidate=3Ds ability to supervise the =

effective

operation of a microbiology laboratory.

* Paid graduate student experience gained in a microbiology laboratory =

may be

considered as partial fulfillment of the work experience requirement.

* Teaching and/or graduate study do not fulfill the experience =

requirement.

* A medical residency program in clinical microbiology may be considered =

as

appropriate experience.

Pardon the PDF file, but I hope this helps you.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Jim Kaufman [mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM]

Sent: Friday, May 23, 2003 7:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Certified Biosafety Professional

How do you become a Certified Biological Safety Professional?

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 23 May 2003 11:32:59 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Certified Biosafety Professional

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_/RXJy127G4oiMokh1cx/2Q)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_/RXJy127G4oiMokh1cx/2Q)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Absolutely...I see a Certification-Credential coming in this

field too! (Laboratory Safety). I'll bet both ABSA and ASM are glad they

developed the CBSP and the SM(NRM) Biosafety Specialty credentials when

they did!!

Oh G-d! my business card will be a two-parter.....

Not!!

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Pam Dilbeck Robertson [mailto:pmd@VETMED.WSU.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 23, 2003 11:22 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Certified Biosafety Professional

here is another profession --the up and coming!

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

        Sent: Friday, May 23, 2003 7:03 AM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Re: Certified Biosafety Professional

        Hello, Dr. Kaufman:

        I saw your posting, and the advice to go to www.absa.org

<http://www.absa.org/>  . Also, go to

http://www.asmusa.org/acasrc/aca23.htm the site for ASM's NRM. NRM  is

the credentialing body that works with ABSA to administer the exam.

Some of the requirements are given below:

        SPECIALIST MICROBIOLOGIST

        Eligibility Requirements: Select one of the following three

options

        1) Masters or Doctorate with 30 semester hours/45 quarter hours

in microbiology and four

        years of full-time, post-baccalaureate work experience within

the past seven years in the

        appropriate specialty area.

        2) Bachelors of Science or Arts with 20 semester hours/30

quarter hours of microbiology and

        seven years of post-baccalaureate work experience within the

past ten years in the

        appropriate specialty area.

        3) Medical degree plus residency program in clinical

microbiology (Public Health & Medical

        Laboratory Microbiology only).

        Education * Appropriate academic courses must be completed and

verified by

        submission of official transcripts-photocopies will not be

accepted.

        Relevant courses emphasize the study of microorganisms, such as:

        agriculture

        animal/plant physiology

        applied bacteriology/microbiology

        bacteriology

        biotechnology

        cell biology

        cell physiology

        dairy

        diagnostic bacteriology/microbiology

        disinfection/decontamination/

        sterilization

        environmental

        epidemiology

        fermentation

        food microbiology

        general microbiology

        genetics

        immunology

        industrial

        infectious diseases

        medical microbiology

        metabolism

        microbial aerosols

        microbial genetics

        microbial physiology

        microbiology safety/hazards

        molecular biology

        mycology

        parasitology

        public health

        recombinant DNA microbiology

        rickettsiology

        sanitary engineering

        sanitation

        soil microbiology

        taxonomy

        tissue culture

        virology

        water and waste

        *If credit is claimed for courses not specifically listed, a

letter from your professor or

        department chair verifying the course content claimed for

microbiology credit must be

        included with the application.

        * Academic credit will be given for workshop attendance. Up to

four credit hours

        may be awarded for participation in a workshop sponsored by ASM,

ACCME, or

        ASCP. One-half credit is awarded for each eight hours of

participation. The

        candidate shall submit a copy of attendance with the

application.

        Experience * Must have experience relevant to the area in which

certification is being sought

        and must contribute to the candidate=3Ds ability to supervise the

effective

        operation of a microbiology laboratory.

        * Paid graduate student experience gained in a microbiology

laboratory may be

        considered as partial fulfillment of the work experience

requirement.

        * Teaching and/or graduate study do not fulfill the experience

requirement.

        * A medical residency program in clinical microbiology may be

considered as

        appropriate experience.

        Pardon the PDF file, but I hope this helps you.

        Phil Hauck

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Jim Kaufman [mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM]

        Sent: Friday, May 23, 2003 7:03 AM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Certified Biosafety Professional

        How do you become a Certified Biological Safety Professional?

        James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

        The Laboratory Safety Institute

        A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

        Safety in Science and Science Education

        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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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:      BSL-3 exhaust HEPA certification

Mime-Version: 1.0
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--=====================_72768205==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

For those who operate BSL-3 labs with exhaust HEPA filtration,

how often do you test or certify the HEPA filters?

Thanks as always for the great help!

- 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
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Kinsey, Melina" <MKinsey@MRIRESEARCH.ORG>

Subject:      Re: BSL-3 exhaust HEPA certification

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Paul-

We have an outside contractor test and certify our supply and exhaust =

hepa filters annually as part of our annual PM.

Melina

Melina Kinsey, RBP

Biosafety Officer

Midwest Research Institute

Florida Division

1470 Treeland Blvd. S.E.

Palm Bay, Florida 32909-2211

mkinsey@mriresearch.org

(321) 723-4547 ext. 404

(321) 722-2514 (Fax)

(321) 759-1018 (cell)

-----Original Message-----

From: Paul Jennette [mailto:jpj22@CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 23, 2003 12:05 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL-3 exhaust HEPA certification

For those who operate BSL-3 labs with exhaust HEPA filtration,

how often do you test or certify the HEPA filters?

Thanks as always for the great help!

- 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  
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Colombel, Craig" <Craig.Colombel@DOH.WA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: BSL-3 exhaust HEPA certification

MIME-Version: 1.0
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This message is in MIME format. Since your mail reader does not understand
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------_=_NextPart_001_01C32145.5A3ECDD2

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Yearly, this is per regulations we work under.

Craig Colombel

Microbiology Supervisor

Washington State Public Health Labs

1610 NE 150th St

Shoreline, WA 98155

Phone:206-361-2884

Fax:206-361-2932

Email:Craig.Colombel@doh.wa.gov

***"The Department of Health works to protect and improve the health of

people in Washington State."***

-----Original Message-----

From: Paul Jennette [mailto:jpj22@CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 23, 2003 9:05 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL-3 exhaust HEPA certification

For those who operate BSL-3 labs with exhaust HEPA filtration,

how often do you test or certify the HEPA filters?

Thanks as always for the great help!

- 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
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL-3 exhaust HEPA certification
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This is a multi-part message in MIME format.
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            Hi, Paul:

            Taking a kew from the BBP regs, annually would probably be a

de minimus, with a quarterly in-house spot check of

flow-rates. I would look at what the estimated through-put of the filter

is going to be. At CUMC..I mean, WMC-CU, in the              new  BSL-3

Animal Lab in Harkness, we were going to certify annually, with an

NSF-approved certifier.

            Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Paul Jennette [mailto:jpj22@CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 23, 2003 12:05 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL-3 exhaust HEPA certification

For those who operate BSL-3 labs with exhaust HEPA filtration,

how often do you test or certify the HEPA filters?

Thanks as always for the great help!

- 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  
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Guy Innocente <innocent1@MINDSPRING.COM>

Subject:      Re: BSL-3 exhaust HEPA certification
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Hi all,

At my facility, our labs are BSL-2 or a little better.

Done yearly.

BUT  ! ! !

I believe semi annual testing is required by OSHA in some cases, such as

  a..     used for TB

  b..     Used for hazardous drugs, such as cancer treatment drugs

I don't think there is a direct reference.  You should be able to find =

OSHA guidelines that will say

    Follow CDC guidelines for TB (Published in MMWR.  You might be able =

to find a copy on the OSHA web site)

    Also, there are some OSHA guidelines for hazardous drugs.  When =

cancer treatment drugs had their own OSHA guidelines they were specific =

about semiannual testing.  I don't recall if the specificity was carried =

over into the new Hazardous Drug guideline.  We kept the semi-annual =

testing for BSC's used for Cancer drugs and TB testing.

Also look at NSF (National Sanitation Foundation) Standard No. 49, and =

Primary Containment for Biohazards: Selection , Installation and Use of =

Biological Safety Cabinets, CDC and NIH.

Guy Innocente, I.H.

Safety Office

830 Chalkstone Ave

Providence, RI  02908

401-273-7100  ext. 3169

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Hauck, Philip

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Friday, May 23, 2003 12:19 PM

  Subject: Re: BSL-3 exhaust HEPA certification

              Hi, Paul:

              Taking a kew from the BBP regs, annually would probably be =

a de minimus, with a quarterly in-house spot check of             =

flow-rates. I would look at what the estimated through-put of the filter =

is going to be. At CUMC..I mean, WMC-CU, in the              new  BSL-3 =

Animal Lab in Harkness, we were going to certify annually, with an =

NSF-approved certifier.

              Phil Hauck

  -----Original Message-----

  From: Paul Jennette [mailto:jpj22@CORNELL.EDU]

  Sent: Friday, May 23, 2003 12:05 PM

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Subject: BSL-3 exhaust HEPA certification

  For those who operate BSL-3 labs with exhaust HEPA filtration,

  how often do you test or certify the HEPA filters?

  Thanks as always for the great help!

  - 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  
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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 Cutz, CIH" <acutz@MFLOHC.MB.CA>

Organization: MFL Occupational Health Centre, Inc.

Subject:      Re: Pathogen Inventories

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="------------080209090408090002040902"

--------------080209090408090002040902

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=UTF-8; format=flowed

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

X-MIME-Autoconverted: from 8bit to quoted-printable by smtp1.mts.net id

h4QG6PGl000565

Phil,

Do you have the website for these Health Canada MSDSs handy?

Thanks,  Andrew Cutz, CIH

Philip Hauck wrote earlier:

> Go to the CDC website, the Select Agent Program list ....there you

> will find a list of many of the highly pathogenic animal agents

> (specifically the USDA list).Also take a look at Health

> Canada's(ehhh?)  list of msds's.  That will give you a good

> start....and forgive the ribbing...I was hanging with some Canadians

> at the AIHA meeting. Cheers!

> Phil

>

>     -----Original Message-----

>     From: Michelle Losos [mailto:lososm@INSPECTION.GC.CA]

>     Sent: Wed 5/14/2003 3:26 PM

>     To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>     Cc:

>     Subject: Pathogen Inventories

>

>     I am on a team developing a Canada-wide inventory system for

>     animal pathogens and toxins in labs.  Can anyone tell me where to

>     find reference materials relating to what other people have done

>     in the past, as well as relevant legislation?

>

>     Thanks,

>

>     Michelle Losos

>     CFIA/ACIA

>     Biocontainment and Facility Services Division / Division

>     du bioconfinement, s=C3=A9curit=C3=A9 et gestion des installations

>     159 Cleopatra Dr.

>     Ottawa, ON  K1A 0Y9

>     Tel: (613) 221-7069

>     Fax: (613) 228-6129

>     lososm@inspection.gc.ca

>

=========================================================================
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: Pathogen Inventories
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Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/pphb-dgspsp/msds-ftss/index.html

Regards,

Barry Cohen

Dir, EH&S, TKT

"Andrew Cutz, CIH" wrote:

>  Phil,

>

> Do you have the website for these Health Canada MSDSs

> handy?

>

> Thanks, =C3=82 Andrew Cutz, CIH

>

> Philip Hauck wrote earlier:

>

>> Go to the CDC website, the Select Agent Program list

>> ....there you will find a list of many of the highly

>> pathogenic animal agents (specifically the USDA

>> list).Also take a look at Health Canada's(ehhh?)=C3=82  list

>> of msds's.=C3=82  That will give you a good start....and

>> forgive the ribbing...I was hanging with some Canadians

>> at the AIHA meeting. Cheers!Phil

>>

>>      -----Original Message-----

>>      From: Michelle Losos

>>      [mailto:lososm@INSPECTION.GC.CA]

>>      Sent: Wed 5/14/2003 3:26 PM

>>      To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>      Cc:

>>      Subject: Pathogen Inventories

>>       I am on a team developing a Canada-wide

>>      inventory system for animal pathogens and

>>      toxins in labs.=C3=82  Can anyone tell me where to

>>      find reference materials relating to what

>>      other people have done in the past, as well as

>>      relevant legislation?

>>

>>      Thanks,

>>

>>      Michelle Losos

>>      CFIA/ACIA

>>      Biocontainment and Facility Services Division

>>      / Division

>>      du bioconfinement, s=C3=83=C2=A9curit=C3=83=C2=A9 et gestion

>>      des installations

>>      159 Cleopatra Dr.

>>      Ottawa, ON=C3=82  K1A 0Y9

>>      Tel: (613) 221-7069

>>      Fax: (613) 228-6129

>>      lososm@inspection.gc.ca

>>
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Security Risk Assessment

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0E7B_01C32396.0CEA15C0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0E7B_01C32396.0CEA15C0

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

In the FAQs for the new regulation, the Security Risk Assessment (SRA) =

is described as follows: "The security risk assessment will evaluate if =

an individual is a restricted person based on the criteria of the =

PATRIOT Act http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/addres.htm, has committed a =

Federal crime, is involved with any group that engages in domestic or =

international terrorism or any organization that engages in intentional =

acts of violence, or is an agent of a foreign power."

A question about the scope of this was asked recently on this list, but =

I am afraid that no definite answer was provided.

So I ask the question a different way: Since the DOJ SRA is limited to =

the items in the paragraph above, does this mean that we as entities =

need to check out the backgrounds to see if there are other areas of the =

Restricted Person definition in the Patriot Act that disqualify the =

person seeking access? Such as mental illness, commitment to a mental =

institution, drug abuse, dishonorable discharge, etc. Has any one an =

answer on this? I would like to incorporate the issue in the Biosecurity =

Plan as necessary.

Mike Durham
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Silberman <david.silberman@STANFORD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Security Risk Assessment

In-Reply-To:  <0e7e01c323bf$f5d3f3e0$72092782@lsu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0
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--============_-1158139382==_ma============
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At a recent symposium on Biosecurity, the Department of Justice

representative indicated that they and/or their designated

consultants will use "available databases" to determine if there is a

"hit" (e.g., a person's name identified on one of these databases).

They will further investigate to confirm that the "hit" and the name

of the person undergoing a background check are one in the same (or

not).  Information is then passed along to the H&HS or USDA as

appropriate.  The DOJ representative did not go into detail on which

specific databases would be used or much else, at that time.

It is my personal belief that we should leave background checking to

the experts designated by the US government.  Since each entity could

have individual "background-checking" parameters, some exceeding

others, there would be a significant lack of consistency among all

entities.   This is especially true if entities start hiring

"consultants" to look into an individual's background.  While many of

these consultants are reputable, there is too much potential for

overzealousness.   Please remember what happened in Florida just a

few years ago: people identified as felons, simply because they

shared the same name as one found on a database, were prevented from

exercising their right to vote.  It seems to me that for us to engage

in such practices would be like playing with fire and possibly an

individual's civil liberties.

By the way, the USA PATRIOT Act does not directly refer to mental

illness.  The Act's wording is "mental defective", a term that has

neither legal nor medical standing, at least according to the

attorneys and psychiatrists I consulted (just for informational

purposes only... please do not infer anything else!).   I suppose one

could have (had) mental illness and not be considered "defective",

but I am not certain how the DOJ would view this assumption.   On the

other hand, I am sure we have met individuals we would like to

characterize as "defective" who present no clinical symptoms of

mental illness (again, please no inferences).

While I may not have fully answered Mike's question, I believe it

important to get a dialogue on this issue started to avoid any

potential mischief or damage to an individual's career.

>In the FAQs for the new regulation, the Security Risk Assessment

>(SRA) is described as follows: "The security risk assessment will

>evaluate if an individual is a restricted person based on the

>criteria of the PATRIOT Act

><http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/addres.htm>http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/addres.htm,

>has committed a Federal crime, is involved with any group that

>engages in domestic or international terrorism or any organization

>that engages in intentional acts of violence, or is an agent of a

>foreign power."

>A question about the scope of this was asked recently on this list,

>but I am afraid that no definite answer was provided.

>So I ask the question a different way: Since the DOJ SRA is limited

>to the items in the paragraph above, does this mean that we as

>entities need to check out the backgrounds to see if there are other

>areas of the Restricted Person definition in the Patriot Act that

>disqualify the person seeking access? Such as mental illness,

>commitment to a mental institution, drug abuse, dishonorable

>discharge, etc. Has any one an answer on this? I would like to

>incorporate the issue in the Biosecurity Plan as necessary.

>

>Mike Durham

>

>

--

David H. Silberman

Director, Health and Safety Programs

Stanford University School of Medicine

650/723-6336 (Direct)

650/723-0110 (Office)

650/725-7878 (FAX)
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Re: Security Risk AssessmentDavid, thanks for your response. I have =

submitted this question to CDC to try to get a reading from them. I =

agree with you that the topic should be thoroughly discussed among our =

group. As well as the scope of the Patriot Act and the interpretation of =

the Act by HHA/USDA.

I will advise the list if I get a response from CDC.

Mike

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: David Silberman

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Monday, May 26, 2003 4:05 PM

  Subject: Re: Security Risk Assessment

  At a recent symposium on Biosecurity, the Department of Justice =

representative indicated that they and/or their designated consultants =

will use "available databases" to determine if there is a "hit" (e.g., a =

person's name identified on one of these databases).  They will further =

investigate to confirm that the "hit" and the name of the person =

undergoing a background check are one in the same (or not).  Information =

is then passed along to the H&HS or USDA as appropriate.  The DOJ =

representative did not go into detail on which specific databases would =

be used or much else, at that time.

  It is my personal belief that we should leave background checking to =

the experts designated by the US government.  Since each entity could =

have individual "background-checking" parameters, some exceeding others, =

there would be a significant lack of consistency among all entities.   =

This is especially true if entities start hiring "consultants" to look =

into an individual's background.  While many of these consultants are =

reputable, there is too much potential for overzealousness.   Please =

remember what happened in Florida just a few years ago: people =

identified as felons, simply because they shared the same name as one =

found on a database, were prevented from exercising their right to vote. =

 It seems to me that for us to engage in such practices would be like =

playing with fire and possibly an individual's civil liberties.

  By the way, the USA PATRIOT Act does not directly refer to mental =

illness.  The Act's wording is "mental defective", a term that has =

neither legal nor medical standing, at least according to the attorneys =

and psychiatrists I consulted (just for informational purposes only... =

please do not infer anything else!).   I suppose one could have (had) =

mental illness and not be considered "defective", but I am not certain =

how the DOJ would view this assumption.   On the other hand, I am sure =

we have met individuals we would like to characterize as "defective" who =

present no clinical symptoms of mental illness (again, please no =

inferences). 

  While I may not have fully answered Mike's question, I believe it =

important to get a dialogue on this issue started to avoid any potential =

mischief or damage to an individual's career.

    In the FAQs for the new regulation, the Security Risk Assessment =

(SRA) is described as follows: "The security risk assessment will =

evaluate if an individual is a restricted person based on the criteria =

of the PATRIOT Act http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/addres.htm, has committed a =

Federal crime, is involved with any group that engages in domestic or =

international terrorism or any organization that engages in intentional =

acts of violence, or is an agent of a foreign power."

    A question about the scope of this was asked recently on this list, =

but I am afraid that no definite answer was provided.

    So I ask the question a different way: Since the DOJ SRA is limited =

to the items in the paragraph above, does this mean that we as entities =

need to check out the backgrounds to see if there are other areas of the =

Restricted Person definition in the Patriot Act that disqualify the =

person seeking access? Such as mental illness, commitment to a mental =

institution, drug abuse, dishonorable discharge, etc. Has any one an =

answer on this? I would like to incorporate the issue in the Biosecurity =

Plan as necessary.

    Mike Durham

--

David H. Silberman

  Director, Health and Safety Programs

  Stanford University School of Medicine

  650/723-6336 (Direct)

  650/723-0110 (Office)

  650/725-7878 (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:         "Norman, Randy" <RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Security Risk Assessment
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For some reason this keeps coming up.

The USA PATRIOT Act, etc. exclude any person who has been "adjudicated =

as a mental defective" or "committed to a mental institution". The same =

language is found in multiple existing laws, and has been included in =

very recent gun control legislation. These are legal terms.

1.  To be "adjudicated as a mental defective", a court must have made =

such a determination. For example if one has been found incompetent to =

stand trial due to a mental condition or disease.

2.  "Commitment" to a mental institution is likewise an act performed by =

the court. There may be some variation between States, but it is =

generally the result of a legal proceeding whereby one is involuntarily =

forced to stay in a mental institution beyond the short observation =

period which may be coerced prior to said proceeding.

One may have had, and may still have, a very serious mental illness, =

including multiple voluntary hospitalizations at mental institutions, =

and not have ever been "adjudicated as a mental defective" nor =

"committed to a mental institution". Discrimination against such persons =

remains a very serious violation of their civil rights. There are plenty =

of advocacy organizations looking after the rights of such individuals.

We should all be thankful that DOJ has taken the responsibility of =

making these determinations because, should a mistake be made, there =

will be lawsuits filed (whether in association with the USA PATRIOT Act =

or another law incorporating the same language).

Obviously I speak for myself only, and not necessarily my employer etc. =

etc.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 May 2003 10:37:59 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Subject:      Lab Signage

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C32526.BC903C20"

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_01C32526.BC903C20

Content-Type: text/plain

A question about lab signage...

According to the BMBL, we are to post the "agent" in the lab on the lab door

as part of the hazard communication...I'm not sure how this fits in with all

the latest security practices and concerns...but the Select Agents

Regulation requires conforming with the BMBL.  What are your thoughts?  What

do your sites list?  Is there going to be any change to this statement in

the new BMBL?

Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Office of Management Systems

FDA/CFSAN

College Park, MD

Phone:  (301)436-1988

Fax:  (301)436-2629

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 May 2003 10:42:10 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Amy Ryan <aryan@REHS.RUTGERS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Lab Signage

In-Reply-To:  <4B175FC77C6ED611B5000002A5518D1C02A26A1E@CFSCP018>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

At a recent inspection of our select agent facilities, CDC representatives told

us not to

post the agent name outside of the room, but to list the biosafety level and any

entry

requirements on the caution signs for the room.  Hope this helps!  Best,

Amy

--

Amy Ryan

Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

Biological Safety Specialist

732.445.2550

http://rehs.rutgers.edu

On 28 May 2003 at 10:37, Barringer, Amy wrote:

>

> A question about lab signage...

>

> According to the BMBL, we are to post the "agent" in the lab on the

> lab door as part of the hazard communication...I'm not sure how this

> fits in with all the latest security practices and concerns...but the

> Select Agents Regulation requires conforming with the BMBL. What are

> your thoughts? What do your sites list? Is there going to be any

> change to this statement in the new BMBL?

>

> Amy A. Barringer

> Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

> Office of Management Systems

> FDA/CFSAN

> College Park, MD

> Phone: (301)436-1988

> Fax: (301)436-2629

> Email: Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov

>

>

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 May 2003 10:49:15 -0400

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:      Re: Lab Signage

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 005163F185256D34_="

This is a multipart message in MIME format.

--=_alternative 005163F185256D34_=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Amy,

We have chosen to not identify select agents on our signage for obvious

reasons.  During a CDC inspection of our SA labs, the inspectors agreed

that listing the agent on signage was a security risk.  We have adopted

all other BMBL signage requirements.

Scott Alderman

*********************************************************

Scott Alderman, MS, MT(ASCP)SLS

Manager, Laboratory Safety Program

Occupational and Environmental Safety Office

Duke University/Medical Center/Health System

Box 3149

Durham, NC 27710

Phone: 919.684.8822

Fax: 919.681.7509

"Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

05/28/2003 10:37 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        Lab Signage

A question about lab signage...

According to the BMBL, we are to post the "agent" in the lab on the lab

door as part of the hazard communication...I'm not sure how this fits in

with all the latest security practices and concerns...but the Select

Agents Regulation requires conforming with the BMBL.  What are your

thoughts?  What do your sites list?  Is there going to be any change to

this statement in the new BMBL?

Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Office of Management Systems

FDA/CFSAN

College Park, MD

Phone:  (301)436-1988

Fax:  (301)436-2629

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 May 2003 10:56:38 -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:      Select Agent Help

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: MULTIPART/ALTERNATIVE;

              BOUNDARY="Boundary_(ID_5MjsRUcIETX5qqcpT7DdUQ)"

--Boundary_(ID_5MjsRUcIETX5qqcpT7DdUQ)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

I am trying to get some consensus advice here:

In 42 CFR 72, aflatoxin is listed as a select agent. However, in 42 CFR 73 it is

not. I know part

73 is the interim final rule, but there is no language stating it supersedes or

otherwise deletes

part 72.

What is your take on this? If part 72 is not deleted or otherwise superseded, do

we have to follow

both lists of agents?

I plan on a call to CDC later today, but wanted to know if anyone else had found

where part 72 is

deleted, or if they have come across the same problem.

Thanks in advance.

Jeffrey M. Good

Acting Director &

Hazardous Materials Safety Officer

Office of Laboratory Safety and Compliance

The George Washington University Medical Center

rsojmg@gwumc.edu

www.gwumc.edu/research/labsafety.htm

(202) 994-3282 OFFICE

(202) 994-2522 FAX

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 May 2003 11:08:31 -0400

Reply-To:     Ray Hackney <ray_hackney@unc.edu>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ray Hackney <ray_hackney@UNC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Select Agent Help

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0071_01C32509.794BCCD0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0071_01C32509.794BCCD0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Jeffrey,

Under part 73, on the first page of the regulation, under "Supplementary =

Information", states, "Based on provisions of the Act, (42 USC 262a, =

note) the part 73 regulations supersede the regulations at 42 CFR =

72.6.."

Ray

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Jeffrey Good

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Wednesday, May 28, 2003 10:56 AM

  Subject: Select Agent Help

  I am trying to get some consensus advice here:

  In 42 CFR 72, aflatoxin is listed as a select agent. However, in 42 =

CFR 73 it is not. I know part 73 is the interim final rule, but there is =

no language stating it supersedes or otherwise deletes part 72.

  What is your take on this? If part 72 is not deleted or otherwise =

superseded, do we have to follow both lists of agents?

  I plan on a call to CDC later today, but wanted to know if anyone else =

had found where part 72 is deleted, or if they have come across the same =

problem.

  Thanks in advance.

  Jeffrey M. Good

  Acting Director &

  Hazardous Materials Safety Officer

  Office of Laboratory Safety and Compliance

  The George Washington University Medical Center

  rsojmg@gwumc.edu

  www.gwumc.edu/research/labsafety.htm

  (202) 994-3282 OFFICE

  (202) 994-2522 FAX

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 May 2003 10:16:11 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      shipping emergency contacts

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hi All,

We have been using a certain company to provide the 24 hour contact

coverage when shipping bio-hazardous packages.. the service we've been

getting has been pretty bad (everything from problems with MSDS submission,

not being able to get the billing straight to outright rudeness on the

phone) so we're considering a change.. does anyone have any experience

(good or bad) with companies who provide such a service (for example

infotrac, chem-tel etc). I'll take off-line replies so you can give me

candid opinions.. thanks!

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 May 2003 11:08:59 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Lab Signage

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_Fs/qPK37RSPNWZK4x46HKw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_Fs/qPK37RSPNWZK4x46HKw)

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

 boundary="Boundary_(ID_naVJvFaEG7rbjiV3yofyYA)"

--Boundary_(ID_naVJvFaEG7rbjiV3yofyYA)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            I definitely agree....you can post the name(s) of the

agent(s) prominently inside, in appropriate areas, but not on the door.

I even deliberated on putting any mention of the reg, but decided for it

in the end.

            I have posted as an attachment signs that we plan on using

(no, we don't have BSL-4s, but if you start pumping out large volumes of

BSL-3s, you have to go to BSL-4 (not that we plan on large batches of

BSL-3 stuff, neither! I think I would "retire" quickly in that case!)

But it's good to be ready for all possibilities.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Scott Alderman [mailto:alder002@MC.DUKE.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, May 28, 2003 10:49 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Lab Signage

Amy,

We have chosen to not identify select agents on our signage for obvious

reasons.  During a CDC inspection of our SA labs, the inspectors agreed

that listing the agent on signage was a security risk.  We have adopted

all other BMBL signage requirements.

Scott Alderman

*********************************************************

Scott Alderman, MS, MT(ASCP)SLS

Manager, Laboratory Safety Program

Occupational and Environmental Safety Office

Duke University/Medical Center/Health System

Box 3149

Durham, NC 27710

Phone: 919.684.8822

Fax: 919.681.7509

"Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

05/28/2003 10:37 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:        BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:        

        Subject:        Lab Signage

A question about lab signage...

According to the BMBL, we are to post the "agent" in the lab on the lab

door as part of the hazard communication...I'm not sure how this fits in

with all the latest security practices and concerns...but the Select

Agents Regulation requires conforming with the BMBL.  What are your

thoughts?  What do your sites list?  Is there going to be any change to

this statement in the new BMBL?

Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Office of Management Systems

FDA/CFSAN

College Park, MD

Phone:  (301)436-1988

Fax:  (301)436-2629

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 May 2003 11:11:30 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Select Agent Help

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_J72CR2LiChXX26pc5J6/qw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_J72CR2LiChXX26pc5J6/qw)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

It is assumed by all of us, that with the passing of the Patriot Act in

10/2001, and the 6/2002 issuance of Part 73, that the earlier

requirements of Part 72, based on the Counter-terrorism bill, have been

superceded by the SAP requirements. LR/SAT only covered the Institutions

and set-up RFO's and ARFO's.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeffrey Good [mailto:rsojmg@GWUMC.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, May 28, 2003 10:57 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Select Agent Help

I am trying to get some consensus advice here:

In 42 CFR 72, aflatoxin is listed as a select agent. However, in 42 CFR

73 it is not. I know part 73 is the interim final rule, but there is no

language stating it supersedes or otherwise deletes part 72.

What is your take on this? If part 72 is not deleted or otherwise

superseded, do we have to follow both lists of agents?

I plan on a call to CDC later today, but wanted to know if anyone else

had found where part 72 is deleted, or if they have come across the same

problem.

Thanks in advance.

Jeffrey M. Good

Acting Director &

Hazardous Materials Safety Officer

Office of Laboratory Safety and Compliance

The George Washington University Medical Center

rsojmg@gwumc.edu

www.gwumc.edu/research/labsafety.htm

(202) 994-3282 OFFICE

(202) 994-2522 FAX

--Boundary_(ID_J72CR2LiChXX26pc5J6/qw)

Content-type: text/html; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: QUOTED-PRINTABLE

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 May 2003 11:31:31 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Select Agent Help

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3252E.36E5A990"

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_01C3252E.36E5A990

Content-Type: text/plain

Section 73.0 seems to list the dates that the specific sections of the new

reg. supercede the old reg. for entities that were either registered under

the old reg. or lawfully in possession of SAs prior to Feb. 7, 2003.

Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Office of Management Systems

FDA/CFSAN

College Park, MD

Phone:  (301)436-1988

Fax:  (301)436-2629

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeffrey Good [mailto:rsojmg@GWUMC.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, May 28, 2003 10:57 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Select Agent Help

I am trying to get some consensus advice here:

In 42 CFR 72, aflatoxin is listed as a select agent. However, in 42 CFR 73

it is not. I know part 73 is the interim final rule, but there is no

language stating it supersedes or otherwise deletes part 72.

What is your take on this? If part 72 is not deleted or otherwise

superseded, do we have to follow both lists of agents?

I plan on a call to CDC later today, but wanted to know if anyone else had

found where part 72 is deleted, or if they have come across the same

problem.

Thanks in advance.

Jeffrey M. Good

Acting Director &

Hazardous Materials Safety Officer

Office of Laboratory Safety and Compliance

The George Washington University Medical Center

rsojmg@gwumc.edu <mailto:rsojmg@gwumc.edu>

www.gwumc.edu/research/labsafety.htm

<http://www.gwumc.edu/research/labsafety.htm>

(202) 994-3282 OFFICE

(202) 994-2522 FAX

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 May 2003 11:58:04 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Security Risk Assessment

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_IuUyFzVlX+829E28LJAbTQ)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_IuUyFzVlX+829E28LJAbTQ)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

I wouldn't go beyond what is in the letter of the law re: conducting

security checks for Security Assessments.

Basically anyone that has purchased a firearm, or has visited the White

House, has had a similar check to what the DoJ is performing. They have

access to the crime databases, the National Security Administration

databases etc. When I went to the White House... one of my former

employees works in the Secret Service... I had to present my driver's

license....the White House Police officer responded to my friend's query

"Do I arrest him on the spot??"...."No, not even a parking ticket or

infraction in the last 6 months in all State and county

jurisdictions..and He's not a threat to the President"...all in about 3

minutes. I don't think any of the external "experts" have the resources

that the Federal Agencies would have in conducting a "Security

Clearance-Type" investigation. I think referring the names and the

fingerprints to the appropriate agencies will work best for you.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Mike Durham [mailto:mdurham@LSU.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, May 27, 2003 9:12 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Security Risk Assessment

David, thanks for your response. I have submitted this question to CDC

to try to get a reading from them. I agree with you that the topic

should be thoroughly discussed among our group. As well as the scope of

the Patriot Act and the interpretation of the Act by HHA/USDA.

I will advise the list if I get a response from CDC.

Mike

        ----- Original Message -----

        From: David Silberman <mailto:david.silberman@STANFORD.EDU> 

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Sent: Monday, May 26, 2003 4:05 PM

        Subject: Re: Security Risk Assessment

        At a recent symposium on Biosecurity, the Department of Justice

representative indicated that they and/or their designated consultants

will use "available databases" to determine if there is a "hit" (e.g., a

person's name identified on one of these databases).  They will further

investigate to confirm that the "hit" and the name of the person

undergoing a background check are one in the same (or not).  Information

is then passed along to the H&HS or USDA as appropriate.  The DOJ

representative did not go into detail on which specific databases would

be used or much else, at that time.

        It is my personal belief that we should leave background

checking to the experts designated by the US government.  Since each

entity could have individual "background-checking" parameters, some

exceeding others, there would be a significant lack of consistency among

all entities.   This is especially true if entities start hiring

"consultants" to look into an individual's background.  While many of

these consultants are reputable, there is too much potential for

overzealousness.   Please remember what happened in Florida just a few

years ago: people identified as felons, simply because they shared the

same name as one found on a database, were prevented from exercising

their right to vote.  It seems to me that for us to engage in such

practices would be like playing with fire and possibly an individual's

civil liberties.

        By the way, the USA PATRIOT Act does not directly refer to

mental illness.  The Act's wording is "mental defective", a term that

has neither legal nor medical standing, at least according to the

attorneys and psychiatrists I consulted (just for informational purposes

only... please do not infer anything else!).   I suppose one could have

(had) mental illness and not be considered "defective", but I am not

certain how the DOJ would view this assumption.   On the other hand, I

am sure we have met individuals we would like to characterize as

"defective" who present no clinical symptoms of mental illness (again,

please no inferences). 

        While I may not have fully answered Mike's question, I believe

it important to get a dialogue on this issue started to avoid any

potential mischief or damage to an individual's career.

                In the FAQs for the new regulation, the Security Risk

Assessment (SRA) is described as follows: "The security risk assessment

will evaluate if an individual is a restricted person based on the

criteria of the PATRIOT Act http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/addres.htm

<http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/addres.htm> , has committed a Federal crime,

is involved with any group that engages in domestic or international

terrorism or any organization that engages in intentional acts of

violence, or is an agent of a foreign power."

                A question about the scope of this was asked recently on

this list, but I am afraid that no definite answer was provided.

                So I ask the question a different way: Since the DOJ SRA

is limited to the items in the paragraph above, does this mean that we

as entities need to check out the backgrounds to see if there are other

areas of the Restricted Person definition in the Patriot Act that

disqualify the person seeking access? Such as mental illness, commitment

to a mental institution, drug abuse, dishonorable discharge, etc. Has

any one an answer on this? I would like to incorporate the issue in the

Biosecurity Plan as necessary.

                Mike Durham

        --

        David H. Silberman

        Director, Health and Safety Programs

        Stanford University School of Medicine

        650/723-6336 (Direct)

        650/723-0110 (Office)

        650/725-7878 (FAX)

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 May 2003 14:19:41 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Kiley <Michael.Kiley@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: shipping emergency contacts

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Here is a list, most of ARS uses SAF-T-PAK, Inc.

Air Sea Atlanta

1234 Logan Circle

Atlanta GA 30318

Phone: 404-351-8600

http://www.airseaatlanta.com

All-Pak, Inc.

Corporate One West

1195 Washington Pike

Bridgeville, PA 15017

Phone: 800-245-2283

http://www.all-pak.com

Casing Corporation

P.O. Box 820369

Dallas, Texas 75382

Phone: 800-358-6866

http://www.casingcorp.com

CARGOpak Corporation

3215-A Wellington Court

Raleigh, NC 27615

Phone: 800-266-0652

http://www.cargopak.com

DG Supplies, Inc.

5 Boxal Drive

Cranbury, NJ 08512

Phone: 800-347-7879

http://www.dgsupplies.com

EXAKT Technologies, Inc.

7416 N Broadway Ext., Suite E

Oklahoma City, OK 73116

Phone: 800-923-9123

http://www.exaktpak.com

HAZMATPAC, Inc

5301 Polk St., Bldg 18

Houston, TX 77023

Phone: 800-347-7879

http://www.hazmatpac.com

Inmark, Inc.

220 Fisk Drive S.W.

Atlanta, GA 30336-0309

Phone: 800-646-6275

http://www.inmarkinc.com

Polyfoam Packers Corporation

2320 S. Foster Avenue

Wheeling, IL 60090

Phone: 888-765-9362

http://www.polyfoam.com

SAF-T-PAK, Inc.

10807 - 182 Street Edmonton,

Alberta, Canada, T5S 1J5

Phone: 800-814-7484

http://www.saftpak.com

Source Packaging of New

England, Inc.

405 Kilvert St.

Warwick, RI 02886

Phone: 800-200-0366

http://www.sourcepak.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 28 May 2003 16:22:49 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Volz, Mike (DHS-LS)" <MVolz@DHS.CA.GOV>

Subject:      Two Questions for List Participants-SA Program

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

1.Are you aware of any training courses which deal specifically with or

focus upon the roles and responsibilities of ROs in the SA program?

2.Are there any protocols now in place which guide/direct facilities/ROs

dealing with SAs in how to proceed with actions/documentation associated

with changes in their program after they already have registered, been

inspected, and subsequently approved for conducting or continuance of their

SA activities, e.g., a change of participant staff, individual duties,

addition/deletion of previously registered SAs, or transfer/transition of

SAs from one physical location to another?

So far, no answer from CDC on the same 2 questions.

Thanks very much for your assistance.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 May 2003 07:38:17 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Ives, Janet" <jives@SAFETY.ROCHESTER.EDU>

Subject:      international shippers

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Good morning!

I have been asked to query you all regarding which international shippers

you have had success with. I have a PI who would like to import Leishmania

from Germany to the US. The PI has received her CDC permit. Any suggestions?

Thanks.

Janet

Janet M. Ives

Industrial Hygienist

Biosafety Officer, IBC

University of Rochester

Environmental Health & Safety

300 East River Road, room 23

Rochester, New York 14623

Voice: (585) 275-3014 or -3241

Fax: (585) 274-0001

RC Box 278878

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 May 2003 08:00:42 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gilpin, Richard" <rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: shipping emergency contacts

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Here is another favorite

Universal Packaging & Crating, Inc.

4686 Lake Mirror Place

Forest Park, Georgia 30297

Voice: (404) 366-9665 Fax: (404) 366-6587

http://www.universal-pkg.com/

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Adjunct Assistant Professor of Microbiology & Immunology

Assistant Director Environmental Health & Safety

Biosafety Officer

714 West Lombard Street, Room 305

Baltimore, MD 21201-1084

mailto:rgilpin@ehs.umaryland.edu

http://www.ehs.umaryland.edu

Phone (410) 706-7845

Fax (410) 706-1520

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Kiley [mailto:Michael.Kiley@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV]

Sent: Wednesday, May 28, 2003 02:20 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: shipping emergency contacts

Here is a list, most of ARS uses SAF-T-PAK, Inc.

Air Sea Atlanta

1234 Logan Circle

Atlanta GA 30318

Phone: 404-351-8600

http://www.airseaatlanta.com

All-Pak, Inc.

Corporate One West

1195 Washington Pike

Bridgeville, PA 15017

Phone: 800-245-2283

http://www.all-pak.com

Casing Corporation

P.O. Box 820369

Dallas, Texas 75382

Phone: 800-358-6866

http://www.casingcorp.com

CARGOpak Corporation

3215-A Wellington Court

Raleigh, NC 27615

Phone: 800-266-0652

http://www.cargopak.com

DG Supplies, Inc.

5 Boxal Drive

Cranbury, NJ 08512

Phone: 800-347-7879

http://www.dgsupplies.com

EXAKT Technologies, Inc.

7416 N Broadway Ext., Suite E

Oklahoma City, OK 73116

Phone: 800-923-9123

http://www.exaktpak.com

HAZMATPAC, Inc

5301 Polk St., Bldg 18

Houston, TX 77023

Phone: 800-347-7879

http://www.hazmatpac.com

Inmark, Inc.

220 Fisk Drive S.W.

Atlanta, GA 30336-0309

Phone: 800-646-6275

http://www.inmarkinc.com

Polyfoam Packers Corporation

2320 S. Foster Avenue

Wheeling, IL 60090

Phone: 888-765-9362

http://www.polyfoam.com

SAF-T-PAK, Inc.

10807 - 182 Street Edmonton,

Alberta, Canada, T5S 1J5

Phone: 800-814-7484

http://www.saftpak.com

Source Packaging of New

England, Inc.

405 Kilvert St.

Warwick, RI 02886

Phone: 800-200-0366

http://www.sourcepak.com
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Date:         Thu, 29 May 2003 09:39:37 -0400

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: international shippers
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We use World Courier for international shipments.

-----Original Message-----

From: Ives, Janet [mailto:jives@SAFETY.ROCHESTER.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, May 29, 2003 7:38 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: international shippers

Good morning!

I have been asked to query you all regarding which international =

shippers

you have had success with. I have a PI who would like to import =

Leishmania

from Germany to the US. The PI has received her CDC permit. Any =

suggestions?

Thanks.

Janet

Janet M. Ives

Industrial Hygienist

Biosafety Officer, IBC

University of Rochester

Environmental Health & Safety

300 East River Road, room 23

Rochester, New York 14623

Voice: (585) 275-3014 or -3241

Fax: (585) 274-0001

RC Box 278878
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Date:         Thu, 29 May 2003 09:45:59 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jay Johnson <Jay_Johnson@QINTL.COM>

Subject:      Re: international shippers

In-Reply-To: 

<EBF76F0BAE3F1B4F874DD74AD52A31733667D2@its-exc1.acs.rochester.edu>
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Janet

I would recommend QuickSTAT for international shipments.

Jay Johnson

919-345-6661

QuickSTAT has always focused on one thing

worldwide biopharmaceutical shipping.

Working with a variety of healthcare, clinical

trial and pharmaceutical professionals

dedicated to saving lives and bringing

important new drugs to market quickly, we

have developed a unique understanding

of your shipping needs. QuickSTAT, a division

of Quick International Courier, operates with

the backing and support of its parent

company as well as its own core of experts in

biopharmaceutical shipping. Our mission is to

expertly handle all of your time-critical

deliveries, temperature-sensitive shipping and

hazardous materials packaging needs by

providing innovative solutions.

http://www.qicstat.com

A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> writes:

>Good morning!

>

>I have been asked to query you all regarding which international shippers

>you have had success with. I have a PI who would like to import Leishmania

>from Germany to the US. The PI has received her CDC permit. Any

>suggestions?

>

>Thanks.

>

>Janet

>

>Janet M. Ives

>Industrial Hygienist

>Biosafety Officer, IBC

>University of Rochester

>Environmental Health & Safety

>300 East River Road, room 23

>Rochester, New York 14623

>

>Voice: (585) 275-3014 or -3241

>Fax: (585) 274-0001

>RC Box 278878
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Date:         Thu, 29 May 2003 09:51:38 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Two Questions for List Participants-SA Program

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Mike, I think it is too early for these training programs to be available.

The regulations are fairly specific about responsibilities and activities

that must be carried out. Each entity will have to work out the internal

SOPs that will enable them to operate within the regs. I am sure that ABSA

will ultimately be involved in this type activity, though, and may be

developing something at present. I am not a member yet, but their website

has a good deal of info at http://www.absa.org/ .

As the members of this list develop their programs, there will be an

abundance of help if you stay tuned.

Mike Durham

----- Original Message -----

From: "Volz, Mike (DHS-LS)" <MVolz@DHS.CA.GOV>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Wednesday, May 28, 2003 6:22 PM

Subject: Two Questions for List Participants-SA Program

> 1.Are you aware of any training courses which deal specifically with or

> focus upon the roles and responsibilities of ROs in the SA program?

>

> 2.Are there any protocols now in place which guide/direct facilities/ROs

> dealing with SAs in how to proceed with actions/documentation associated

> with changes in their program after they already have registered, been

> inspected, and subsequently approved for conducting or continuance of

their

> SA activities, e.g., a change of participant staff, individual duties,

> addition/deletion of previously registered SAs, or transfer/transition of

> SAs from one physical location to another?

>

> So far, no answer from CDC on the same 2 questions.

>

> Thanks very much for your assistance.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 May 2003 10:10:50 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Baker, Don H. IV \"Quatro\"" <DBaker@LRRI.ORG>

Subject:      Hydrogen peroxide used for decontamination

MIME-Version: 1.0
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I have been asked to provide information on the use of Hydrogen Peroxide

used for decontamination of metal cages.  Does anybody have information to

share on this topic?

Quatro Baker

LRRI

2425 Ridgecrest Drive

Albuquerque, NM  87144

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 29 May 2003 19:50:25 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Daniel Friederichs <idf@BIOGEFAHR.DE>

Subject:      Re: Hydrogen peroxide used for decontamination

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello,

if there is corrosion on the cages Hydrogen Peroxide (tested with 3%

H2O2) doesn=B4t work. The disintegration process of Hydrogen Peroxide on

corrosion is substantial faster then the desinfection process.

Best regards,

Daniel Friederichs

************************

www.biological-agents.de

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 May 2003 08:13:21 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Robin Mecklem <mecklem@PILOT.MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Reuse recommendations for N95s?

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

List Members Who Deal With N95 Respirator Issues:

I am trying to track down any recommendations regarding the reuse of N95

filtering facepiece respirators when used for protection against

bioaerosols.  Can you help? (If so, I'll send you an MSU T-shirt!)

I am aware of the NIOSH recommendations which I believe are more geared

towards industrial use of these devices in settings where infection control

is not necessarily a critical factor.  I am also aware of CDC's

recommendations related to SARS.  But, are there any others that anyone is

aware of?

Many Thanks in advance for your response!

Robin

******************************************************

Robin Lyn Mecklem, M.S., RBP

Biosafety Officer/RO

MSU Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety

C-124 Engineering Research Complex

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone:  517 355-1283

Pager:  517 232-0443

Cell:      517 281-3659

Fax:  517 353-4871

mecklem@msu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 May 2003 08:49:27 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Morris, Gary" <gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Reuse recommendations for N95s?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Robin,

Go to the NIOSH link and check #4 (TB-related) and the OSHA link on page 10.

http://www.cdc.gov/niosh/appndxe.html

http://www.osha.gov/RespiratorOutreach/faq.pdf

Both appear to approve the re-use of filtering facepieces, although most

employers typical employ them as single use (even in the industrial

environment).  One of the issues with reusing filter facepieces for

bioaerosol protection would be the potential for contamination of the

interior (or exterior) of the device while removing it.

You might also want to consider upgrading to an N100 for the added

protection (HEPA).  The cost differential between N95 and N100 filter

facepieces don't appear to be that significant, especially with large volume

purchases.

Gary Morris

-----Original Message-----

From: Robin Mecklem [mailto:mecklem@PILOT.MSU.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 30, 2003 8:13 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Reuse recommendations for N95s?

Importance: High

List Members Who Deal With N95 Respirator Issues:

I am trying to track down any recommendations regarding the reuse of N95

filtering facepiece respirators when used for protection against

bioaerosols.  Can you help? (If so, I'll send you an MSU T-shirt!)

I am aware of the NIOSH recommendations which I believe are more geared

towards industrial use of these devices in settings where infection control

is not necessarily a critical factor.  I am also aware of CDC's

recommendations related to SARS.  But, are there any others that anyone is

aware of?

Many Thanks in advance for your response!

Robin

******************************************************

Robin Lyn Mecklem, M.S., RBP

Biosafety Officer/RO

MSU Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety

C-124 Engineering Research Complex

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone:  517 355-1283

Pager:  517 232-0443

Cell:      517 281-3659

Fax:  517 353-4871

mecklem@msu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 May 2003 15:06:17 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Daniel Friederichs <idf@BIOGEFAHR.DE>

Subject:      Re: Reuse recommendations for N95s?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello,

what do you mean with "reuse"? Changing the ffp from one person to

another, using it again after a break (how long was it used before?) or

using it again after decontamination (not possible)?

The main problem is that the mask getting saturated if there are

bioaerosols or not. Then the mask does much more leak then before.

That=B4s why we do suggest masks (IF we do suggest FFP, what we actually

don=B4t really like to suggest!) with exhale valve for preventing leaks

because of much more saturation through the carriers moist breath.

If there are bioaerosols then an additional problem is the hygiene. Do

you use gloves again, althought they are for their smooth surface much

more easier decontaminated then a mask?

Best regards,

Daniel Friederichs

****************

www.biological-agents.de

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 May 2003 10:51:47 -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:      The French Press and Biocontainment.

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Several researchers here have told me that the biotechnology industry uses the

"french press" for cell disruption.  I've been assured that the process, in

addition to being far more efficient,  greatly reduces the risk of exposure.  It

has been suggested that the Biosafety Office organize a group request for a

shared capital equipment investment.   Before I get involved, do any of you have

experience with this equipment to share?    What are the containment issues?

Do manufacturers provide some type of filter for the "rapid decompression", or

release of pressure? Are there biosafety/safety issues I should anticipate?

I'm contacting vendors but I've found it always helps to tap biosafety well of

experience first. If you would prefer to respond to me directly,   please do. I

will post a summary of replies.  Thank you!

Karen B. Byers, RBP, CBSP ABSA

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

http://research.dfci.harvard.edu/ehs

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 May 2003 11:15:04 -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: The French Press and Biocontainment.

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Karen,

I used a French press in the past for disruption of bacteria, primarily =

gram-negative E. coli and other gram-negative species. The Thermo web =

site provides more information on the mechanical aspects. The cell =

itself is usually filled manually by pouring or pipetting the cell =

suspension (~20% suspension of packed cells in buffer). Placing the lid =

on the cell requires a moderate amount of force, with the potential to =

splash the cell suspension onto adjacent surfaces. The cell itself =

requires a hydraulic press to operate. The press will not fit in a =

typical biosafety cabinet. As the second link points out, there are lots =

of details to watch out for to avoid splattering contents elsewhere, =

particularly at the end of the run. The design makes it difficult to =

provide a 'filter', though you could probably arrange to collect the =

contents by connecting the discharge tubing to a vented receiving =

vessel.

"Efficiency" of disruption greatly depends on the type of cells, =

gram-negative being much easier than gram-positive organisms such as =

Staph. to lyse. The first pass results in a very viscous product due to =

release of DNA from the cells. A second pass shears the DNA and improves =

overall lysis efficiency--maybe 95% or better--so there will still be =

viable cells in the lysate. The smallest volume a French press can =

handle is approx. 0.5 ml; the large cell will hold 40 ml. A major =

advantage for biotech purposes is that the lysis method can be scaled up =

to use commercial equipment that operates continuously with a closed =

fluid path.

http://www.thermo.com/eThermo/CDA/Products/Product_Detail/1,1075,20674-11=

2-X-1-13187,00.html

http://www.cals.ncsu.edu:8050/pgg/research/methods/french_pressure.html

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 277-2462

-----Original Message-----

From: Byers, Karen B [mailto:Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 30, 2003 9:52 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: The French Press and Biocontainment.

Several researchers here have told me that the biotechnology industry =

uses the

"french press" for cell disruption.  I've been assured that the process, =

in

addition to being far more efficient,  greatly reduces the risk of =

exposure.  It

has been suggested that the Biosafety Office organize a group request =

for a

shared capital equipment investment.   Before I get involved, do any of =

you have

experience with this equipment to share?    What are the containment =

issues?

Do manufacturers provide some type of filter for the "rapid =

decompression", or

release of pressure? Are there biosafety/safety issues I should =

anticipate?

I'm contacting vendors but I've found it always helps to tap biosafety =

well of

experience first. If you would prefer to respond to me directly,   =

please do. I

will post a summary of replies.  Thank you!

Karen B. Byers, RBP, CBSP ABSA

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

http://research.dfci.harvard.edu/ehs
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Date:         Fri, 30 May 2003 12:43:02 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: The French Press and Biocontainment.

MIME-version: 1.0
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Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Hi Karen:

I have a french press on my Catalina 28 Mark II sailboat, but I use it to make

coffee on the way to Boston Harbor.  Probably will not work for your needs.

Happy Friday!!

Regards,

Barry Cohen

Director, EH&S

TKT

"Byers, Karen B" wrote:

> Several researchers here have told me that the biotechnology industry uses the

> "french press" for cell disruption.  I've been assured that the process, in

> addition to being far more efficient,  greatly reduces the risk of exposure. 

It

> has been suggested that the Biosafety Office organize a group request for a

> shared capital equipment investment.   Before I get involved, do any of you

have

> experience with this equipment to share?    What are the containment issues?

> Do manufacturers provide some type of filter for the "rapid decompression", or

> release of pressure? Are there biosafety/safety issues I should anticipate?

>

> I'm contacting vendors but I've found it always helps to tap biosafety well of

> experience first. If you would prefer to respond to me directly,   please do.

I

> will post a summary of replies.  Thank you!

>

> Karen B. Byers, RBP, CBSP ABSA

> Biosafety Officer

> Dana Farber Cancer Institute

> 44 Binney Street

> Boston, MA 02115

> http://research.dfci.harvard.edu/ehs
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Date:         Fri, 30 May 2003 13:08:14 -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: The French Press and Biocontainment.

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Thank you for the excellent advice!

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Betlach [mailto:MBetlach@PROMEGA.COM]

Sent: Friday, May 30, 2003 12:15 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: The French Press and Biocontainment.

Karen,

I used a French press in the past for disruption of bacteria, primarily

gram-negative E. coli and other gram-negative species. The Thermo web site

provides more information on the mechanical aspects. The cell itself is usually

filled manually by pouring or pipetting the cell suspension (~20% suspension of

packed cells in buffer). Placing the lid on the cell requires a moderate amount

of force, with the potential to splash the cell suspension onto adjacent

surfaces. The cell itself requires a hydraulic press to operate. The press will

not fit in a typical biosafety cabinet. As the second link points out, there are

lots of details to watch out for to avoid splattering contents elsewhere,

particularly at the end of the run. The design makes it difficult to provide a

'filter', though you could probably arrange to collect the contents by

connecting the discharge tubing to a vented receiving vessel.

"Efficiency" of disruption greatly depends on the type of cells, gram-negative

being much easier than gram-positive organisms such as Staph. to lyse. The first

pass results in a very viscous product due to release of DNA from the cells. A

second pass shears the DNA and improves overall lysis efficiency--maybe 95% or

better--so there will still be viable cells in the lysate. The smallest volume a

French press can handle is approx. 0.5 ml; the large cell will hold 40 ml. A

major advantage for biotech purposes is that the lysis method can be scaled up

to use commercial equipment that operates continuously with a closed fluid path.

http://www.thermo.com/eThermo/CDA/Products/Product_Detail/1,1075,20674-112-X-1-1

3187,00.html

http://www.cals.ncsu.edu:8050/pgg/research/methods/french_pressure.html

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 277-2462

-----Original Message-----

From: Byers, Karen B [mailto:Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 30, 2003 9:52 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: The French Press and Biocontainment.

Several researchers here have told me that the biotechnology industry uses the

"french press" for cell disruption.  I've been assured that the process, in

addition to being far more efficient,  greatly reduces the risk of exposure.  It

has been suggested that the Biosafety Office organize a group request for a

shared capital equipment investment.   Before I get involved, do any of you have

experience with this equipment to share?    What are the containment issues?

Do manufacturers provide some type of filter for the "rapid decompression", or

release of pressure? Are there biosafety/safety issues I should anticipate?

I'm contacting vendors but I've found it always helps to tap biosafety well of

experience first. If you would prefer to respond to me directly,   please do. I

will post a summary of replies.  Thank you!

Karen B. Byers, RBP, CBSP ABSA

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

http://research.dfci.harvard.edu/ehs

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 May 2003 13:11:26 -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: The French Press and Biocontainment.

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I add the french press to my triceps workout every so often for variety.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 May 2003 13:07:34 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: The French Press and Biocontainment.

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Boycott the French Press...zay do not like zee Praesidont BOOSH very

well, do zay, n'est pas??? I thought Napoleon arrested all of the French

Press??

Phil (Poor Karen, ask a serious question on a Friday!!)

-----Original Message-----

From: Norman, Randy [mailto:RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM]

Sent: Friday, May 30, 2003 1:11 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: The French Press and Biocontainment.

I add the french press to my triceps workout every so often for variety.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 May 2003 13:16:08 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: The French Press and Biocontainment.

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Hello, Karen: I felt guilty, so here is some real advice

Actually, since it won't fit into a biosafety cabinet, the folks at Flow

Sciences  http://www.flowsciences.com/ may be able to come up with a

containment hood for the press. They are wizzes at figuring out

applications.

As far as aspirating off the material, a suction vessel with HEPA

filters in line would probably work...limiting facto to all this would

be the size of the laboratory..or space as the case may be. I see

aerosol issues all over since any time you put pressure to liquid, you

can get shearing effect and release of aerosols. Probably surrounding

and isolating the press as the source of release would be the best

solution.

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Byers, Karen B [mailto:Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 30, 2003 1:08 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: The French Press and Biocontainment.

Thank you for the excellent advice!

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Betlach [mailto:MBetlach@PROMEGA.COM]

Sent: Friday, May 30, 2003 12:15 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: The French Press and Biocontainment.

Karen,

I used a French press in the past for disruption of bacteria, primarily

gram-negative E. coli and other gram-negative species. The Thermo web

site

provides more information on the mechanical aspects. The cell itself is

usually

filled manually by pouring or pipetting the cell suspension (~20%

suspension of

packed cells in buffer). Placing the lid on the cell requires a moderate

amount

of force, with the potential to splash the cell suspension onto adjacent

surfaces. The cell itself requires a hydraulic press to operate. The

press will

not fit in a typical biosafety cabinet. As the second link points out,

there are

lots of details to watch out for to avoid splattering contents

elsewhere,

particularly at the end of the run. The design makes it difficult to

provide a

'filter', though you could probably arrange to collect the contents by

connecting the discharge tubing to a vented receiving vessel.

"Efficiency" of disruption greatly depends on the type of cells,

gram-negative

being much easier than gram-positive organisms such as Staph. to lyse.

The first

pass results in a very viscous product due to release of DNA from the

cells. A

second pass shears the DNA and improves overall lysis efficiency--maybe

95% or

better--so there will still be viable cells in the lysate. The smallest

volume a

French press can handle is approx. 0.5 ml; the large cell will hold 40

ml. A

major advantage for biotech purposes is that the lysis method can be

scaled up

to use commercial equipment that operates continuously with a closed

fluid path.

http://www.thermo.com/eThermo/CDA/Products/Product_Detail/1,1075,20674-1

12-X-1-1

3187,00.html

http://www.cals.ncsu.edu:8050/pgg/research/methods/french_pressure.html

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 277-2462

-----Original Message-----

From: Byers, Karen B [mailto:Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 30, 2003 9:52 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: The French Press and Biocontainment.

Several researchers here have told me that the biotechnology industry

uses the

"french press" for cell disruption.  I've been assured that the process,

in

addition to being far more efficient,  greatly reduces the risk of

exposure.  It

has been suggested that the Biosafety Office organize a group request

for a

shared capital equipment investment.   Before I get involved, do any of

you have

experience with this equipment to share?    What are the containment

issues?

Do manufacturers provide some type of filter for the "rapid

decompression", or

release of pressure? Are there biosafety/safety issues I should

anticipate?

I'm contacting vendors but I've found it always helps to tap biosafety

well of

experience first. If you would prefer to respond to me directly,

please do. I

will post a summary of replies.  Thank you!

Karen B. Byers, RBP, CBSP ABSA

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

http://research.dfci.harvard.edu/ehs

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 May 2003 13:32:57 -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: The French Press and Biocontainment.

In-Reply-To:  <78C21185A8FDD611B4E300508B093DE1C3504E@phsexch4.partners.o rg>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_172557324==_.ALT"

--=====================_172557324==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

French presses have a reputation of generating significant aerosols.  I

don't know if new ones are any better about containment but I know old ones

have caused problems (had one invest. sickened due to endotoxin exposure

while "pressing" E. coli - it was used in a cold rm - no ventilation).  So,

be careful to check how well it contains, what bugs are being lysed in it,

what the aersol would contaminate, what the ventilation is like in the

room, whether it can located near an exhaust (fume hood) or whether you can

bring an exhaust (canopy, snorkel) to it.

Richie

At 10:51 AM 5/30/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>Several researchers here have told me that the biotechnology industry uses the

>"french press" for cell disruption.  I've been assured that the process, in

>addition to being far more efficient,  greatly reduces the risk of

>exposure.  It

>has been suggested that the Biosafety Office organize a group request for a

>shared capital equipment investment.   Before I get involved, do any of

>you have

>experience with this equipment to share?    What are the containment issues?

>Do manufacturers provide some type of filter for the "rapid decompression", or

>release of pressure? Are there biosafety/safety issues I should anticipate?

>

>I'm contacting vendors but I've found it always helps to tap biosafety well of

>experience first. If you would prefer to respond to me directly,   please

>do. I

>will post a summary of replies.  Thank you!

>

>

>Karen B. Byers, RBP, CBSP ABSA

>Biosafety Officer

>Dana Farber Cancer Institute

>44 Binney Street

>Boston, MA 02115

>http://research.dfci.harvard.edu/ehs

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Senior Biosafety Officer

Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

617-258-5647

rfink@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 May 2003 14:47:18 -0400

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:      Subscription Instructions

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hello Richard,

Would you send "how to subscribe" instructions. There's a newbie who may

want in on the the list.

Leslie Delpin, RBP, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biological Health and Safety Manager

Institutional Biosafety Officer/Responsible Official

University of Connecticut

Environmental Health and Safety Department U-4097

3102 Horsebarn Hill Road

Storrs, CT 06269-4097

Tel:  860-486-2436

Fax: 850-486-1106

E-mail:  lm.delpin@uconn.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 May 2003 14:57:43 -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: Subscription Instructions

In-Reply-To:  <2C5689A4A1B98F458964611A2759C54004552357@exchange1.uits.uc

              onn.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_177643097==_.ALT"

--=====================_177643097==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

To subscribe:

Send an email to: listserv@mitvma.mit.edu

In the body of the email type: sub biosafty Firstname Lastname

Do NOT include a signature.

Richie

At 02:47 PM 5/30/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>Hello Richard,

>

>Would you send "how to subscribe" instructions. There's a newbie who may

>want in on the the list.

>

>Leslie Delpin, RBP, SM(NRM), CBSP

>Biological Health and Safety Manager

>Institutional Biosafety Officer/Responsible Official

>University of Connecticut

>Environmental Health and Safety Department U-4097

>3102 Horsebarn Hill Road

>Storrs, CT 06269-4097

>Tel:  860-486-2436

>Fax: 850-486-1106

>E-mail:  lm.delpin@uconn.edu

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 30 May 2003 13:14:17 -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:      OSHA TB RULE OFFICIALLY WITHDRAWN

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

FYI, From the APIC webpage (www.apic.org):

The Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) has officially

announced the withdrawal of the OSHA proposed TB rule. Originally due to be

promulgated in 2000, OSHA published its intent to withdraw this proposal in

the Tuesday, May 27, 2003, Federal Register, Page 30588-9. APIC has worked

tirelessly to thwart this rule, including crafting legislative language

(which later became law) calling for an IOM study of the proposed rule. We

thank our legislative champion, Congressman Roger Wicker (R-MS), APIC

member Julie Rish-McCord, our TB policy team (Rachel Stricof, Eddie

Hedrick, Julie Savoy and Sue Sebazco) and APIC members across the country

who spoke out against this proposed rule.

http://www.apic.org/pdf/FederalregisterTB.pdf

FAQs: Implications of OSHA s Withdrawal of the Proposed TB Rule The move by

the Department of Labor s Occupational Safety and Health Administration to

withdraw the proposed OSHA TB rule would not have occurred without the

diligence and effort of the infection control and public health community.

The number of reported TB    cases is at an all time low and

healthcare-associated transmission is now an extremely rare event due to

the implementation of various control strategies within health care

facilities and the community.

http://www.apic.org/pdf/ImplicationsOSHATB.pdf

****************************************

Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

Manager

Safety, Health & Environmental Affairs

DIAGNOSTIC LABORATORY SERVICES, INC.

650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

****************************************
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Date:         Sat, 31 May 2003 14:37:30 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Millis, Nick" <Nick.Millis@TTUHSC.EDU>

Subject:      Histology Flooring

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C327AC.1331E100"

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_01C327AC.1331E100

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

This question is a little off the beaten path of biosafety, but some of you

may have dealt with this issue.  Please respond to me off the list if you

can provide any additional input.

Below is my proposed response to a question of recommending appropriate

flooring changes to a histology laboratory.

I have inspected this area and discussed the problems with ******.  I agree

with the position of replacing the flooring (tile squares are not

appropriate flooring for a laboratory), the need to prevent the slick

flooring by build-up of paraffin on waxed floors, and the more rapid

degradation of the flooring by not waxing or use of sealants.  The

appearance that the acts are causing the unsafe condition is partially true,

but they do periodically scrap up the excess wax near their work-stations,

and non-visible heated wax will settle out of the air onto the floor.  It is

not their intent to not maintain the floor, but rather to prevent slips and

falls that have occurred at numerous times.  Their current process to

prevent these slips and falls include the use of abrasive strips in room

1A-147, the use of floor mats in several locations, periodically scraping-up

wax build-up near work stations, cleaning up spills, and the administrative

controls of posting signs for the removal of shoe covers when entering from

the OR and the request for not waxing or sealing of the floors.  These

actions help prevent slips and falls, but do not address the flooring

condition or deterioration issues and are only temporarily helpful.  The

stripping of the floors is often scheduled prior to inspections of the

laboratory when the mats are removed and cleaned, and this process often

results in tile being removed because they were stuck to the mat.

Problems with the current process not only increase the deterioration of the

flooring, but include other issues as well:

1. The abrasive strips in 1A147 are rapidly clogging with debris and are not

readily cleanable and will soon cease to be a slip and fall deterrent.

2. The matting currently in use when cleaned in a wet process retains liquid

within the mat and releases upon being treaded, again resulting in fluids

being absorbed into the un-waxed or sealed flooring, and moisture on the

floor serving as a slip hazard.

3. Prior to scrapping up of excess wax near their workstation some becomes

embedded on their shoes and is spread to other areas of the laboratory and

thus promotes the slickness to the floors.

4. Often physicians who will soon be re-entering the OR do not remove their

shoe coves and this again promotes slips and falls among these individuals.

Recommendations:

1. Replace the current tile flooring with sheet vinyl and include coving

this flooring.  This floor can be sealed and waxed, provided that matting is

provided over this flooring in all the laboratory locations.

2. Provide an open floor matting such as the "Drain Top Cushion Mats" as

illustrated on page 18 of the Lab Safety Supply catalogue or the

"Terra-Cotta Mat" on page 20.  Please note:  These mats must be chemically

resistant to xylene and alcohol.  Note also that this type of matting will

preclude entry of anyone wearing any type of healed shoe and will greatly

inhibit the rapid clean up of spills unless the matting is sectional.

3. A risk assessment will be provided by Occupational Safety to determine if

recommendations are applicable to reduce the amount of wax being dropped and

reduction of chemical spillage.

This issue appears to be common to histology laboratories and I will seek

further recommendation form the Biosafty bulletin board.

Nick S. Millis, RBP

nick.millis@ttuhsc.edu
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Date:         Sun, 1 Jun 2003 00:05:33 +0200

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: The French Press and Biocontainment.
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My recommendation has been to put the French press in a fume hood to

contain aerosols.

Esmeralda

Richard Fink wrote:

> French presses have a reputation of generating significant aerosols.

> I don't know if new ones are any better about containment but I know

> old ones have caused problems (had one invest. sickened due to

> endotoxin exposure while "pressing" E. coli - it was used in a cold rm

> - no ventilation).  So, be careful to check how well it contains, what

> bugs are being lysed in it, what the aersol would contaminate, what

> the ventilation is like in the room, whether it can located near an

> exhaust (fume hood) or whether you can bring an exhaust (canopy,

> snorkel) to it.

>

> Richie

>

> At 10:51 AM 5/30/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>

>> Several researchers here have told me that the biotechnology

>> industry uses the

>> "french press" for cell disruption.  I've been assured that the

>> process, in

>> addition to being far more efficient,  greatly reduces the risk of

>> exposure.  It

>> has been suggested that the Biosafety Office organize a group

>> request for a

>> shared capital equipment investment.   Before I get involved, do any

>> of you have

>> experience with this equipment to share?    What are the containment

>> issues?

>> Do manufacturers provide some type of filter for the "rapid

>> decompression", or

>> release of pressure? Are there biosafety/safety issues I should

>> anticipate?

>>

>> I'm contacting vendors but I've found it always helps to tap

>> biosafety well of

>> experience first. If you would prefer to respond to me directly,

>> please do. I

>> will post a summary of replies.  Thank you!

>>

>>

>> Karen B. Byers, RBP, CBSP ABSA

>> Biosafety Officer

>> Dana Farber Cancer Institute

>> 44 Binney Street

>> Boston, MA 02115

>> http://research.dfci.harvard.edu/ehs

>

> Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

> Senior Biosafety Officer

> Mass. Inst. of Tech. N52-461

> 617-258-5647

> rfink@mit.edu

> http://web.mit.edu/environment
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Date:         Mon, 2 Jun 2003 12:53:35 +0800

Reply-To:     Param <param@imr.gov.my>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Param <param@IMR.GOV.MY>

Subject:      Reuse of N95 Face Mask
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Dear All,

I refer to the issue of reusing N95 face mask respirators.Disposable =

face mask is best discarded accordingly after it has served its =

purpose.Trying to salvage the used face mask is risky and defeats the =

purpose of such PPE's.

Param

Research Officer

( Safety and Occupational Health)

Institute for Medical Research

Malaysia

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 2 Jun 2003 07:23:13 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dotti Gauggel <gauggel.dl@PG.COM>

Subject:      Re: The French Press and Biocontainment.

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Karen,

Seriously,  no matter what advice you get from anyone, a job safety analysis aka

job hazard analysis, may be what you need once you decide how the equipment is

going to be used.  If you are not familiar with the process, the jsa has 3

steps, identify each individual step of the task you wish to perform, identify

the hazards associated with each step, and then identify the methods that will

correct those hazards.  This system identifies not only the problems with the

equipment but also problems that arise on how and where you use the equipment.

We use this system on all new pieces of equipment and it works.  Let me know if

you want more information.

Dotti Gauggel

Biosafety Manager

Procter & Gamble

 Internet Mail Message

 Received from host:      cherry.ease.lsoft.com

 [209.119.0.109]

From: "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU> on 05/30/2003 02:51 PM GMT

               "Byers, Karen B"           To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

 <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>           Cc:    (bcc: Dotti Gauggel-DL/PGI)

                                  Subject:      The French Press and

Biocontainment.

            05/30/2003 10:51 AM

  Please respond to A Biosafety

                Discussion List

      <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Several researchers here have told me that the biotechnology industry uses the

"french press" for cell disruption.  I've been assured that the process, in

addition to being far more efficient,  greatly reduces the risk of exposure.  It

has been suggested that the Biosafety Office organize a group request for a

shared capital equipment investment.   Before I get involved, do any of you have

experience with this equipment to share?    What are the containment issues?

Do manufacturers provide some type of filter for the "rapid decompression", or

release of pressure? Are there biosafety/safety issues I should anticipate?

I'm contacting vendors but I've found it always helps to tap biosafety well of

experience first. If you would prefer to respond to me directly,   please do. I

will post a summary of replies.  Thank you!

Karen B. Byers, RBP, CBSP ABSA

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

http://research.dfci.harvard.edu/ehs

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 2 Jun 2003 13:52:32 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: shipping emergency contacts

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20030528100737.00a6cf20@lulu.it.northwestern.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Hi Kathy,

You could try Chemtell.  I have had good luck with them.  Their number is

800-255-3924.  Hope this helps.

Bob

>Hi All,

>

>We have been using a certain company to provide the 24 hour contact

>coverage when shipping bio-hazardous packages.. the service we've been

>getting has been pretty bad (everything from problems with MSDS submission,

>not being able to get the billing straight to outright rudeness on the

>phone) so we're considering a change.. does anyone have any experience

>(good or bad) with companies who provide such a service (for example

>infotrac, chem-tel etc). I'll take off-line replies so you can give me

>candid opinions.. thanks!

>

>**********************************************

>Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

>Biological Safety Professional

>Office of Research Safety

>Northwestern University

>NG-71 Technological Institute

>2145 Sheridan Road

>Evanston, IL 60208-3121

>Phone: (847) 491-4387

>Fax: (847) 467-2797

>Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.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
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From:         CURT SPEAKER <SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU>
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Good morning:

A question for the masses...Does anyone out there (especially

Universities) use your central mail department for the shipment of

hazardous materials (both biologicals and chemicals).  We are currently

trying to convince our mail services dept. to take on this

responsibility, and I was wondering if anyone else is doing this.

thanks in advance...

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu
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Good Luck,

We apparently do not have a shipping department.  They call themselves

Recieving.  They say they ship nothing.  they hear nothing, they see

nothing:)

Bob

>Good morning:

>

>A question for the masses...Does anyone out there (especially

>Universities) use your central mail department for the shipment of

>hazardous materials (both biologicals and chemicals).  We are currently

>trying to convince our mail services dept. to take on this

>responsibility, and I was wondering if anyone else is doing this.

>

>thanks in advance...

>

>Curt

>

>

>

>Curt Speaker

>Biosafety Officer

>Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

>6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

>University Park, PA 16802

>(814) 865-6391

>http://www.ehs.psu.edu
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Subject:      Re: central shipping
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Our mail room supervisor is the main contact for dangerous goods

shipping.  We only get called if he has trouble classifying the material

(he has no science background but he can read a manual).

Cheers,

--

Jennifer Minogue

Hazardous Materials Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Guelph

Guelph, Ontario N1G 2W1  Canada

Voice 519-824-4120-x53190

Fax  519-824-0364
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From:         "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: central shipping
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As long as your shipping and/or receiving department has someone who is

familiar with DOT regulations regarding shipment of hazardous and

biohazardous materias, there isn't any reason for them NOT to handle it. If

they don't have someone trained in this area, who will ensure compliance?

Wouldn't it be swell if I knew specifically how it was handled here at U.C?

Unfortunately, I've only been here for three weeks and am still learning

about the many different ways things like this are & have been handled here.

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator - Biosafety

University of Cincinnati, Ohio

(513) 558-5210

erin.dunn@uc.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert N. Latsch [mailto:rnl2@CWRU.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2003 8:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: central shipping

Good Luck,

We apparently do not have a shipping department.  They call themselves

Recieving.  They say they ship nothing.  they hear nothing, they see

nothing:)

Bob

>Good morning:

>

>A question for the masses...Does anyone out there (especially

>Universities) use your central mail department for the shipment of

>hazardous materials (both biologicals and chemicals).  We are currently

>trying to convince our mail services dept. to take on this

>responsibility, and I was wondering if anyone else is doing this.

>

>thanks in advance...

>

>Curt

>

>

>

>Curt Speaker

>Biosafety Officer

>Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

>6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

>University Park, PA 16802

>(814) 865-6391

>http://www.ehs.psu.edu
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>Good morning:

>

>A question for the masses...Does anyone out there (especially

>Universities) use your central mail department for the shipment of

>hazardous materials (both biologicals and chemicals).  We are currently

>trying to convince our mail services dept. to take on this

>responsibility, and I was wondering if anyone else is doing this.

Dear Curt and Colleagues--As I imagine you have, we have been round

and round with our central Mail Services on this issue.   "If you can

give us a few more staff and a few million dollars......  "  (Sound

effect:  Gales of laughter in the distance.)  We have, however come

up with a somewhat creative, fairly low cost alternative, using

existing staff and facilities.  Our Department of Chemistry and

Chemical Biology has a lab supply and chemical stock room, mostly for

their internal needs, but also serving other lab-based departments.

They were already set up to ship hazmats for their researchers;

return of empty containers to vendors, shipments of research sample,

etc.  With a small financial incentive and some training and support

from our EH&S they "volunteered" to be the central shipping point for

hazardous chemicals for the entire campus.  Anyone can take a

properly prepared chemical shipment to the Stockroom and they will

approve the packaging, shipping papers, etc., and an appropriately

trained/certified person signs the shipping papers and arranges for

the shipment.   They take account numbers and P-cards.   The big deal

is this we now have legal shipments of hazmats off-campus.  We bought

Chemtrec and use them for the 800 number.  I get copies of the MSDSs

sent to Chemtrec so we can track what's been shipped in case there is

ever a problem with a shipment.  None so far.

For biologicals we have a similar set up in our Vet College.  Our

Diagnostic Lab ships lots of samples internally and, consequently,

already had a fairly well organized shipping set up.  They were

designated the central shipping point for all biohazardous materials

being sent off-campus and the staff was given additional training and

some new resources.  Any researcher can take their properly prepared

package to the Vet College shipping room and have their package

approved for shipment and signed for by the Diagnostic Lab staff.

Our office has made extensive instructions available to faculty and

staff, both Web and paper-based documents, for the preparation of

hazmat and biohazardous materials for shipment.  Although there have

been the usual problem--packages not properly prepared in advance,

etc.-- the system has worked fairly well so far.  Remote sites (about

40 or so) are of some concern, but we have now trained dozens of

staff on the DOT shipping regs, including some of the key staff at

the larger remote sites.

For additional information on our program go to

http://www.ehs.cornell.edu, click on Chemical and Laboratory Safety

at the bottom of the page, and follow the links provided for

"Hazardous Materials Shipping".  Good luck with your programs.  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.
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Our approach has been to train the lab person who is shipping the item.

they rational being that he will ship this stuff again.  It works well.

Bob

> ; padding-bottom: 0 }  -->g
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>Good morning:

>

> A question for the masses...Does anyone out there (especially

> Universities) use your central mail department for the shipment of

> hazardous materials (both biologicals and chemicals).  We are currently

> trying to convince our mail services dept. to take on this

>

>

>

>responsibility, and I was wondering if anyone else is doing this.

>

>

> Dear Curt and Colleagues--As I imagine you have, we have been round and

>round with our central Mail Services on this issue.   "If you can give us

>a few more staff and a few million dollars......  "  (Sound effect:  Gales

>of laughter in the distance.)  We have, however come up with a somewhat

>creative, fairly low cost alternative, using existing staff and

>facilities.  Our Department of Chemistry and Chemical Biology has a lab

>supply and chemical stock room, mostly for their internal needs, but also

>serving other lab-based departments.  They were already set up to ship

>hazmats for their researchers; return of empty containers to vendors,

>shipments of research sample, etc.  With a small financial incentive and

>some training and support from our EH&S they "volunteered" to be the

>central shipping point for hazardous chemicals for the entire campus.

>Anyone can take a properly prepared chemical shipment to the Stockroom and

>they will approve the packaging, shipping papers, etc., and an

>appropriately trained/certified person signs the shipping papers and

>arranges for the shipment.   They take account numbers and P-cards.   The

>big deal is this we now have legal shipments of hazmats off-campus.  We

>bought Chemtrec and use them for the 800 number.  I get copies of the

>MSDSs sent to Chemtrec so we can track what's been shipped in case there

>is ever a problem with a shipment.  None so far.

> For biologicals we have a similar set up in our Vet College.  Our

>Diagnostic Lab ships lots of samples internally and, consequently, already

>had a fairly well organized shipping set up.  They were designated the

>central shipping point for all biohazardous materials being sent

>off-campus and the staff was given additional training and some new

>resources.  Any researcher can take their properly prepared package to the

>Vet College shipping room and have their package approved for shipment and

>signed for by the Diagnostic Lab staff.   Our office has made extensive

>instructions available to faculty and staff, both Web and paper-based

>documents, for the preparation of hazmat and biohazardous materials for

>shipment.  Although there have been the usual problem--packages not

>properly prepared in advance, etc.-- the system has worked fairly well so

>far.  Remote sites (about 40 or so) are of some concern, but we have now

>trained dozens of staff on the DOT shipping regs, including some of the

>key staff at the larger remote sites.

> For additional information on our program go to

>http://www.ehs.cornell.edu, click on Chemical and Laboratory Safety at the

>bottom of the page, and follow the links provided for "Hazardous Materials

>Shipping".  Good luck with your programs.  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.
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Dear Group,

Is anyone aware of any recommended biosafety levels for the USDA High

Consequence Livestock Pathogens/Toxins? The BMBL lists most of them in

Appendix D as "Restricted Animal Pathogens" but does not recommend a BSL.

The ABSA website does not recommend a BSL either. Nor did I find anything on

the USDA site.

Your help is greatly appreciated!

Thanks,

David
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Subject:      Re: Reuse recommendations for N95s?
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I had to do some thinking...

But I still stick to my guns on this issue....most N-95's are really

single-use items. If one is really worried about wetting out and break

through, then a R- or P- respirator should be selected. In most

applications where there is little to no heavy aerosol production, i.e.

a hospital room or ward, then an N-95 will work fine, still I would only

allow same shift re-use, provided it wasn't completely removed from the

wearer. But if you are working in a laboratory or production run line in

biotechnology, it is conceivable that there could be heavier loading,

with a chance of wetting through the mask. I cannot see using the same

mask for a week!!

Then you have the possibility of the wearer contaminating internal

surfaces of the mask while picking it up...external surfaces may have

active agent on them. I had an near-apopleptic fit when I saw a sign

outside the MDR-TB are saying.....Place used respirators here for

re-use. I had just come from a CDC Symposium!! My $0.02 worth

-----Original Message-----

From: Robin Mecklem [mailto:mecklem@PILOT.MSU.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 30, 2003 8:13 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Reuse recommendations for N95s?

Importance: High

List Members Who Deal With N95 Respirator Issues:

I am trying to track down any recommendations regarding the reuse of N95

filtering facepiece respirators when used for protection against

bioaerosols.  Can you help? (If so, I'll send you an MSU T-shirt!)

I am aware of the NIOSH recommendations which I believe are more geared

towards industrial use of these devices in settings where infection

control

is not necessarily a critical factor.  I am also aware of CDC's

recommendations related to SARS.  But, are there any others that anyone

is

aware of?

Many Thanks in advance for your response!

Robin

******************************************************

Robin Lyn Mecklem, M.S., RBP

Biosafety Officer/RO

MSU Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety

C-124 Engineering Research Complex

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone:  517 355-1283

Pager:  517 232-0443

Cell:      517 281-3659

Fax:  517 353-4871

mecklem@msu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 3 Jun 2003 15:08:33 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rebecca Ryan <ryanr@BU.EDU>

Subject:      CBSP EXAM FRIDAY
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To all the Certified Biosafety Professionals:

I am looking for a little advice for the CBSP Exam for Friday-

-some more practice test questions

-any last minute advice

I did take the ABSA review course and have test prep material from ABSA.

If you have any resources, feel free to email them directly at RyanR@bu.edu.

Thanks for helping a currently cramming newbie get certified!

Rebecca Ryan

BU
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From:         "Klenner, James" <jklenner@IUPUI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: USDA High Consequence Livestock Pathogens and Toxins
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David,

Several weeks ago I spoke with someone at the USDA regarding this very =

issue. I was informed that the USDA is currently working on =

biocontainment designations and procedures for the listed high =

consequence pathogens. They are also (tentatively) working on plant =

biosafety levels and containment SOPs. The timeframe was several months =

for completion.

Jim

-----Original Message-----

From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2003 2:06 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: USDA High Consequence Livestock Pathogens and Toxins

Dear Group,

Is anyone aware of any recommended biosafety levels for the USDA High

Consequence Livestock Pathogens/Toxins? The BMBL lists most of them in

Appendix D as "Restricted Animal Pathogens" but does not recommend a =

BSL.

The ABSA website does not recommend a BSL either. Nor did I find =

anything on

the USDA site.

Your help is greatly appreciated!

Thanks,

David
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Morris, Gary" <gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Reuse recommendations for N95s?
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Just a further clarification.

The N,R and P designations for filtering facepieces are based on whether or

not there are oils present, as airborne oil aerosols may adversely affect

the efficiency of the device.  As such, if you're working in an oil-free

environment, the N series will suffice.  The R series is designated as

"resistant to oils" which means that the device is designed to be used

during one shift only in an environment with an oil-based aerosol, while the

P series are designated as "oil proof", which means that the device can be

used for more than one shift in an environment with an oil-based aerosol.

Using an R or P series device in an oil free environment would not be

expected to provide no more protection than an N series.

Gary Morris

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2003 2:58 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Reuse recommendations for N95s?

I had to do some thinking...

But I still stick to my guns on this issue....most N-95's are really

single-use items. If one is really worried about wetting out and break

through, then a R- or P- respirator should be selected. In most

applications where there is little to no heavy aerosol production, i.e.

a hospital room or ward, then an N-95 will work fine, still I would only

allow same shift re-use, provided it wasn't completely removed from the

wearer. But if you are working in a laboratory or production run line in

biotechnology, it is conceivable that there could be heavier loading,

with a chance of wetting through the mask. I cannot see using the same

mask for a week!!

Then you have the possibility of the wearer contaminating internal

surfaces of the mask while picking it up...external surfaces may have

active agent on them. I had an near-apopleptic fit when I saw a sign

outside the MDR-TB are saying.....Place used respirators here for

re-use. I had just come from a CDC Symposium!! My $0.02 worth

-----Original Message-----

From: Robin Mecklem [mailto:mecklem@PILOT.MSU.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 30, 2003 8:13 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Reuse recommendations for N95s?

Importance: High

List Members Who Deal With N95 Respirator Issues:

I am trying to track down any recommendations regarding the reuse of N95

filtering facepiece respirators when used for protection against

bioaerosols.  Can you help? (If so, I'll send you an MSU T-shirt!)

I am aware of the NIOSH recommendations which I believe are more geared

towards industrial use of these devices in settings where infection

control

is not necessarily a critical factor.  I am also aware of CDC's

recommendations related to SARS.  But, are there any others that anyone

is

aware of?

Many Thanks in advance for your response!

Robin

******************************************************

Robin Lyn Mecklem, M.S., RBP

Biosafety Officer/RO

MSU Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety

C-124 Engineering Research Complex

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone:  517 355-1283

Pager:  517 232-0443

Cell:      517 281-3659

Fax:  517 353-4871

mecklem@msu.edu
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Subject:      Re: USDA High Consequence Livestock Pathogens and Toxins
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You will probably have to look at each one separately:

Go to:

http://www4.od.nih.gov/oba/rac/guidelines/guidelines.html

http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/pphb-dgspsp/msds-ftss/index.html

www.absa.org and specifically http://www.absa.org/resriskgroup.html

Once you have done the Risk Group thing, go to:

http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bmbl4/bmbl4toc.htm

for your BSL.

Toxins don't have BSLs per se, but if you look at whether a toxin is a

contact poison (~ Bloodborne), or respirable (~ airborne), you would use

BSL-2 and BSL-3 type precautions, respectively. One must be cautious

using BSC's with very fine particulate toxins, that the toxins are not

released accidentally within the cabinet, and obviously the cabinet is

not discharging into the room, but out through a duct system to the

outside. We have set up glove bags similar to those used by asbestos

abaters inside a BC to contain the powdered toxin until it was diluted

safely. If all disposable items are used, the toxin can be removed from

the bag after aliquoting, and all contaminated materials left within the

glove bag for disposal.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2003 3:06 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: USDA High Consequence Livestock Pathogens and Toxins

Dear Group,

Is anyone aware of any recommended biosafety levels for the USDA High

Consequence Livestock Pathogens/Toxins? The BMBL lists most of them in

Appendix D as "Restricted Animal Pathogens" but does not recommend a

BSL.

The ABSA website does not recommend a BSL either. Nor did I find

anything on

the USDA site.

Your help is greatly appreciated!

Thanks,

David
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Reuse recommendations for N95s?
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Absolutely correct on the N-,R- and P- designations. For our purposes,

it

depends on whether the bioaerosol is wet or dry, correct??  Remember

picking a DMF- over a DF- respirator??

In biotech preparation or working with liquid cultures, you would have a

small amount of protection over the N-95 against wetting. Besides,if

there was a really serious amount of bioaerosol being released I would

be looking at the source and the pathway, and ways to interdict there,

rather than relying on a respirator as a method of exposure control.

Having worked in Haz-Mat, and having had to wade through red-bags, I

would choose an R- or P- over an N-95 for that task. But we were talking

about re-use, which I don't like at all, regardless of N-,R- or P-

respirators. But people are trying to save pennies these days. Thanks

for the response.

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Morris, Gary [mailto:gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2003 3:35 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Reuse recommendations for N95s?

Just a further clarification.

The N,R and P designations for filtering facepieces are based on whether

or

not there are oils present, as airborne oil aerosols may adversely

affect

the efficiency of the device.  As such, if you're working in an oil-free

environment, the N series will suffice.  The R series is designated as

"resistant to oils" which means that the device is designed to be used

during one shift only in an environment with an oil-based aerosol, while

the

P series are designated as "oil proof", which means that the device can

be

used for more than one shift in an environment with an oil-based

aerosol.

Using an R or P series device in an oil free environment would not be

expected to provide no more protection than an N series.

Gary Morris

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2003 2:58 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Reuse recommendations for N95s?

I had to do some thinking...

But I still stick to my guns on this issue....most N-95's are really

single-use items. If one is really worried about wetting out and break

through, then a R- or P- respirator should be selected. In most

applications where there is little to no heavy aerosol production, i.e.

a hospital room or ward, then an N-95 will work fine, still I would only

allow same shift re-use, provided it wasn't completely removed from the

wearer. But if you are working in a laboratory or production run line in

biotechnology, it is conceivable that there could be heavier loading,

with a chance of wetting through the mask. I cannot see using the same

mask for a week!!

Then you have the possibility of the wearer contaminating internal

surfaces of the mask while picking it up...external surfaces may have

active agent on them. I had an near-apopleptic fit when I saw a sign

outside the MDR-TB are saying.....Place used respirators here for

re-use. I had just come from a CDC Symposium!! My $0.02 worth

-----Original Message-----

From: Robin Mecklem [mailto:mecklem@PILOT.MSU.EDU]

Sent: Friday, May 30, 2003 8:13 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Reuse recommendations for N95s?

Importance: High

List Members Who Deal With N95 Respirator Issues:

I am trying to track down any recommendations regarding the reuse of N95

filtering facepiece respirators when used for protection against

bioaerosols.  Can you help? (If so, I'll send you an MSU T-shirt!)

I am aware of the NIOSH recommendations which I believe are more geared

towards industrial use of these devices in settings where infection

control

is not necessarily a critical factor.  I am also aware of CDC's

recommendations related to SARS.  But, are there any others that anyone

is

aware of?

Many Thanks in advance for your response!

Robin

******************************************************

Robin Lyn Mecklem, M.S., RBP

Biosafety Officer/RO

MSU Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety

C-124 Engineering Research Complex

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone:  517 355-1283

Pager:  517 232-0443

Cell:      517 281-3659

Fax:  517 353-4871

mecklem@msu.edu
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lindsey Kayman <lindseykayman@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Z9.5- 2003 standard for lab ventilation is now available
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Hello Listservers,

I thought you might like to know that the ANSI/AHA Z9.5-2003 Laboratory

Ventilation Standard is now available! This greatly expanded standard, first

published in 1992, includes new chapters on performance tests, air cleaning,

preventative maintenance, and work practices, as well as five appendices

such as "Selecting Laboratory Stack Designs" and an audit form. The standard is

available from the AIHA.  Go to http://www.aiha.org/marketplace.htm or ph:

301-283-3064 to order this 111-page book which is in stock.

Lindsey Kayman

Lindsey V. Kayman, CIH, Campus Safety Manager

UMDNJ-EOHSS

675 Hoes Lane, Tr 1

Piscataway, NJ  08854

phone:  (732) 235-4058

fax:       (732) 235-5270

email:  kayman@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:         "YK WAN at CUHK, HONG KONG" <ulsoykwan@CUHK.EDU.HK>

Subject:      Re: Reuse recommendations for N95s?
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There is a good article in Applied Biosafety - Journal of ABSA:

      VOLUME 2, NUMBER 3, 1997

Bacterial Survival on Respirator Filters and Surgical Masks - Lisa M.

Brosseau, Nicole Vars McCullough, and Donald Vesley

The research on the bacterial survival do not recommend the reuse of

respirator and surgical mask.

Regards,

--

    -------------------------------------------------------

    Y K Wan

    Safety Officer &

NSF Accredited Biohazard Cabinet Field Certifier

      University Safety and Environment Office

    The Chinese University of Hong Kong, Shatin, NT, Hong Kong

  Tel: 852-2609 7953

Fax: 852-2603 6862

Email: ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk

Hauck, Philip wrote:

>Absolutely correct on the N-,R- and P- designations. For our purposes,

>it

>depends on whether the bioaerosol is wet or dry, correct??  Remember

>picking a DMF- over a DF- respirator??

>In biotech preparation or working with liquid cultures, you would have a

>small amount of protection over the N-95 against wetting. Besides,if

>there was a really serious amount of bioaerosol being released I would

>be looking at the source and the pathway, and ways to interdict there,

>rather than relying on a respirator as a method of exposure control.

>Having worked in Haz-Mat, and having had to wade through red-bags, I

>would choose an R- or P- over an N-95 for that task. But we were talking

>about re-use, which I don't like at all, regardless of N-,R- or P-

>respirators. But people are trying to save pennies these days. Thanks

>for the response.

>Phil

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Morris, Gary [mailto:gmorris@WELLSTATBIOLOGICS.COM]

>Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2003 3:35 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Reuse recommendations for N95s?

>

>Just a further clarification.

>

>The N,R and P designations for filtering facepieces are based on whether

>or

>not there are oils present, as airborne oil aerosols may adversely

>affect

>the efficiency of the device.  As such, if you're working in an oil-free

>environment, the N series will suffice.  The R series is designated as

>"resistant to oils" which means that the device is designed to be used

>during one shift only in an environment with an oil-based aerosol, while

>the

>P series are designated as "oil proof", which means that the device can

>be

>used for more than one shift in an environment with an oil-based

>aerosol.

>Using an R or P series device in an oil free environment would not be

>expected to provide no more protection than an N series.

>

>Gary Morris

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

>Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2003 2:58 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Reuse recommendations for N95s?

>

>

>I had to do some thinking...

>But I still stick to my guns on this issue....most N-95's are really

>single-use items. If one is really worried about wetting out and break

>through, then a R- or P- respirator should be selected. In most

>applications where there is little to no heavy aerosol production, i.e.

>a hospital room or ward, then an N-95 will work fine, still I would only

>allow same shift re-use, provided it wasn't completely removed from the

>wearer. But if you are working in a laboratory or production run line in

>biotechnology, it is conceivable that there could be heavier loading,

>with a chance of wetting through the mask. I cannot see using the same

>mask for a week!!

>

>Then you have the possibility of the wearer contaminating internal

>surfaces of the mask while picking it up...external surfaces may have

>active agent on them. I had an near-apopleptic fit when I saw a sign

>outside the MDR-TB are saying.....Place used respirators here for

>re-use. I had just come from a CDC Symposium!! My $0.02 worth

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Robin Mecklem [mailto:mecklem@PILOT.MSU.EDU]

>Sent: Friday, May 30, 2003 8:13 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Reuse recommendations for N95s?

>Importance: High

>

>List Members Who Deal With N95 Respirator Issues:

>

>I am trying to track down any recommendations regarding the reuse of N95

>filtering facepiece respirators when used for protection against

>bioaerosols.  Can you help? (If so, I'll send you an MSU T-shirt!)

>

>I am aware of the NIOSH recommendations which I believe are more geared

>towards industrial use of these devices in settings where infection

>control

>is not necessarily a critical factor.  I am also aware of CDC's

>recommendations related to SARS.  But, are there any others that anyone

>is

>aware of?

>

>Many Thanks in advance for your response!

>

>Robin

>

>******************************************************

>

>Robin Lyn Mecklem, M.S., RBP

>Biosafety Officer/RO

>MSU Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety

>C-124 Engineering Research Complex

>East Lansing, MI 48824

>

>Phone:  517 355-1283

>Pager:  517 232-0443

>Cell:      517 281-3659

>Fax:  517 353-4871

>

>mecklem@msu.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:         Elizabeth Tobias <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      waste-water question esp. Pharma Mfgr & autoclaves

In-Reply-To:  <3EDD4654.8090602@cuhk.edu.hk>
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Since none of us wear only one hat, no matter how big the

department, I have a question to any of you who might oversee or

be responsible for the environmental complinace of your

facility, especially waste water discharges to POTW.

This first question is rather specific to the USA, as I'm

reading EPA regulations (because of course, I have nothing to do

about the select agent compliance ... ha! )

If part of your company is subject to the Pharmaceutical

Categorical Pre-Treatment Standards, how have you made an

argument that the rest of your company isn't subject to it?

Obviously, if one has an office building where nothing but

beaurocracy occurs, there are hazards, but they aren't regulated

by the EPA, and the whole building could be ignored from a

waste-water regulation point of view.

But, if one has pharmaceutical manufacturing/R&D buildings

(subject to this categorical pre-treatment standard), and in

addition, one also has other buildings which are not offices:

animal housing, maintenance & repair, boilers, warehouse, etc. -

all of which have or potentially could have discharges to the

sanitary sewer - how have you kept these other buildings out of

the facility's monitoring requirements?

Or has this simply never been raised as an issue with your POTW?

 Our POTW has never raised the question, but as I am going to be

requesting the facility's permit be revised for a variety of

reasons, I want to go prepared to the negotiation table

thoroughly prepared.

Another slightly related question is again, mostly for the

pharmaceutical manufacturers, but also might apply to others in

academia and definately for anyone in or out of the USA:

How does your POTW (or the local waste water treatment facility)

view your autoclave condensation discharges?  Are they seen by

the POTW as a potential source of contamination?  Has anyone

ever requested or required you validate or otherwise qualify

your autoclave cycle as part of your facility's discarge permit?

As the first question has nothing to do with biosafety, *please*

reply directly to me (safety_queen@yahoo.com).

The autoclave question might be of interest to our joint

profession, so either respond to me or the list.

Thank you, in advance, for any assistance which can be rendered,

Elizabeth Tobias

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! Calendar - Free online calendar with sync to Outlook(TM).

http://calendar.yahoo.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 4 Jun 2003 09:28:30 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: waste-water question esp. Pharma Mfgr & autoclaves
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In the Massachusetts Water Resources Authority district, discharge

permits are facility specific and based on the activities (potential

discharges) at each facility.

I oversee 5 permits; some are subject to fed cat and others are not.

Regards,

Barry D. Cohen, MPH, CBSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

700 Main Street  (E-216)

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4014

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

Elizabeth Tobias wrote:

> Since none of us wear only one hat, no matter how big the

> department, I have a question to any of you who might oversee or

> be responsible for the environmental complinace of your

> facility, especially waste water discharges to POTW.

>

> This first question is rather specific to the USA, as I'm

> reading EPA regulations (because of course, I have nothing to do

> about the select agent compliance ... ha! )

>

> If part of your company is subject to the Pharmaceutical

> Categorical Pre-Treatment Standards, how have you made an

> argument that the rest of your company isn't subject to it?

>

> Obviously, if one has an office building where nothing but

> beaurocracy occurs, there are hazards, but they aren't regulated

> by the EPA, and the whole building could be ignored from a

> waste-water regulation point of view.

>

> But, if one has pharmaceutical manufacturing/R&D buildings

> (subject to this categorical pre-treatment standard), and in

> addition, one also has other buildings which are not offices:

> animal housing, maintenance & repair, boilers, warehouse, etc. -

> all of which have or potentially could have discharges to the

> sanitary sewer - how have you kept these other buildings out of

> the facility's monitoring requirements?

>

> Or has this simply never been raised as an issue with your POTW?

>  Our POTW has never raised the question, but as I am going to be

> requesting the facility's permit be revised for a variety of

> reasons, I want to go prepared to the negotiation table

> thoroughly prepared.

>

> Another slightly related question is again, mostly for the

> pharmaceutical manufacturers, but also might apply to others in

> academia and definately for anyone in or out of the USA:

>

> How does your POTW (or the local waste water treatment facility)

> view your autoclave condensation discharges?  Are they seen by

> the POTW as a potential source of contamination?  Has anyone

> ever requested or required you validate or otherwise qualify

> your autoclave cycle as part of your facility's discarge permit?

>

> As the first question has nothing to do with biosafety, *please*

> reply directly to me (safety_queen@yahoo.com).

> The autoclave question might be of interest to our joint

> profession, so either respond to me or the list.

>

> Thank you, in advance, for any assistance which can be rendered,

>

> Elizabeth Tobias

>

> =====

> Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

> Biosafety Officer

> BioPort Corporation

> 3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

> Lansing, MI 48906

> 517-327-6806

>

> __________________________________

> Do you Yahoo!?

> Yahoo! Calendar - Free online calendar with sync to Outlook(TM).

> http://calendar.yahoo.com
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Margaret Rakas <mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU>

Subject:      Human Bone Aerosol/Use of BIological Cabinet
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Hello,

We have a researcher here who is planning to continue work started

elsewhere.  She will get a human bone (unfixed) that has already been

tested (and found to be free of) Hep B, HIV/AIDS, and perhaps several

other nasties.  She will then drill into the bone using tools much like

those found in a dentist's office, in order to attach electrodes.  There

is a possibility of aerosol generation from the drilling.

Because she is working with a human bone, we have decided (through

earlier comments on this listserv) that this work needs to be at BL-2

due to the possibility of prion presence and  Jakob -Creuzfeldt disease.

  At her previous institution, she performed the drilling on the

benchtop.  However, this concerns me due to the possibility of

aerosolization.  I would think that use of a BSC would be safer, but

then we get into the problem of contamination.  She would need to do

this approximately 3 times/year and there is no dedicated 'BL2' BSC.

Our BSC's are used for BL-1 work.  It would seem that in order to

protect the BL-1 users (and perhaps their work) the cabinet would need

to be fumigated after each use.

I am not a CBSP by a long shot--I'm a chemist/engineer--so could some

of you with relevant experience in this please assist me in determining

what safety procedures need to be in place?

Many thanks,

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786
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From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      IT security issues
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I believe this issue has come up before but I don't recall if any =

consensus was ever achieved.  How are you handling the fuzzy issue of =

sensitive vs. non-sensitive info and how it meshes with IT security?  Has =

anyone submitted or plan to submit security risk assessments for any IT =

personnel working on PC's containing "sensitive" information, but which =

would not necessarily have direct access to the select agent itself?

Thanks in advance for any feedback!

Jeff Owens

Biosafety Officer

Georgia State University
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Reply-To:     pgoswam@Ms.UManitoba.CA

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Prabhat Goswami <pgoswam@MS.UMANITOBA.CA>

Organization: University of Manitoba

Subject:      Emergency Plumbed Eye wash in Animal Surgery Suite

A department here is planning to construct a small animal

surgery suite with a prep room.  Our University Standard requires

an emergency eye wash in any newly constructed laboratories.

The professor from the department tells us that veterinary

standards do not require eye wash in animal surgery room.

 I would appreciate Biosafty members'  opinion on whether an

emergency eye wash is required for the animal surgery suite.

Thanks.

Sincerely,

Prabhat Goswami

Biological and Chemical Safety Coordinator

University of Manitoba

Winnipeg, Canada R3T 2N2

Tel: 204-474-8791

FAX 204-474-7629
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Alissa Wesche <wescheal@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Laboratory Chairs
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We have at our University a relatively new teaching and research facility

outfitted with fabric-covered chairs.  Some of the research personnel in

this facility are proposing to conduct biosafety level 2

research.  Unfortunately, the chairs are not in compliance with the BL-2

laboratory guidelines, and we are searching for some cost-effective methods

to remedy this situation.  What might be some possible solutions,

particularly if any one has had first-hand experience with this issue.

Alissa Wesche

Biosafety Industrial Hygienist

Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety (ORCBS)

Michigan State University

C-124 Engineering Research Complex

East Lansing, MI 48824-1326

(517) 355-0153
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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: Laboratory Chairs
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Cheap fix.  Go to hardware store.  Buy roll of heavy plastic (usually

comes on a roll and is used for things like table covers) and a staple

gun and staples.  Unscrew the seats and backs, cover the cushions in

plastic (stapling neatly), then re-install on the chair frame.

Cheers,

--

Jennifer Minogue

Hazardous Materials Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Guelph

Guelph, Ontario N1G 2W1  Canada

Voice 519-824-4120-x53190

Fax  519-824-0364
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Zuckerman, Mark" <Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM>

Subject:      Re: Laboratory Chairs
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Yes, buy chairs that are not cloth covered but plastic covered for ease =

of cleaning. Every time someone brings in a cloth covered chair we =

usually throw it away after a chemical or biosafety issue arises.

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Alissa Wesche [mailto:wescheal@MSU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2003 10:06 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Laboratory Chairs

We have at our University a relatively new teaching and research =

facility

outfitted with fabric-covered chairs.  Some of the research personnel in

this facility are proposing to conduct biosafety level 2

research.  Unfortunately, the chairs are not in compliance with the BL-2

laboratory guidelines, and we are searching for some cost-effective =

methods

to remedy this situation.  What might be some possible solutions,

particularly if any one has had first-hand experience with this issue.

Alissa Wesche

Biosafety Industrial Hygienist

Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety (ORCBS)

Michigan State University

C-124 Engineering Research Complex

East Lansing, MI 48824-1326

(517) 355-0153
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hall, Christine" <CHall@PALOMAR.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Laboratory Chairs
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I would try to find a local upholstery fabric outlet and order some

decent quality naugahyde or other "plastic" fabric and then do the

re-upholstery suggested by Jennifer.  Make sure that the fabric has a

heavy backing to avoid tears.  If you have one, use an electric staple

gun and have a plastic mallet handy (and another tool for removing

staples as needed)

Chris

Chris Hall

Instructional Support Assistant IV

Palomar College - Life Sciences

1140 W Mission Rd

San Marcos, CA  92069

(760) 744-1150 x2726

-----Original Message-----

From: Zuckerman, Mark [mailto:Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2003 11:29 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Laboratory Chairs

Yes, buy chairs that are not cloth covered but plastic covered for ease

of cleaning. Every time someone brings in a cloth covered chair we

usually throw it away after a chemical or biosafety issue arises.

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Alissa Wesche [mailto:wescheal@MSU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2003 10:06 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Laboratory Chairs

We have at our University a relatively new teaching and research

facility

outfitted with fabric-covered chairs.  Some of the research personnel in

this facility are proposing to conduct biosafety level 2

research.  Unfortunately, the chairs are not in compliance with the BL-2

laboratory guidelines, and we are searching for some cost-effective

methods

to remedy this situation.  What might be some possible solutions,

particularly if any one has had first-hand experience with this issue.

Alissa Wesche

Biosafety Industrial Hygienist

Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety (ORCBS)

Michigan State University

C-124 Engineering Research Complex

East Lansing, MI 48824-1326

(517) 355-0153

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 4 Jun 2003 15:55:15 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: central shipping

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

We did at Cornell...with the proviso that the Supervisor could always

get hold of me to confirm safe practices or the suitability of a

package. Now, at Mt. Sinai it is a more individualistic approach. I

don't know which is worse...AT least with one person screening, they can

notify you if something is amiss.

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: CURT SPEAKER [mailto:SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, June 03, 2003 8:38 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: central shipping

Good morning:

A question for the masses...Does anyone out there (especially

Universities) use your central mail department for the shipment of

hazardous materials (both biologicals and chemicals).  We are currently

trying to convince our mail services dept. to take on this

responsibility, and I was wondering if anyone else is doing this.

thanks in advance...

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 4 Jun 2003 13:10:41 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Silberman <david.silberman@STANFORD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Laboratory Chairs

In-Reply-To:  <5.2.1.1.2.20030604123828.00b1e560@pilot.msu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Remember all that recommended duct tape and plastic...

How about covering the cushions some large, heavy duty plastic bags?

The bags can be pulled tight and secured with duct tape (really mean

it this time) underneath so it won't show.

>We have at our University a relatively new teaching and research facility

>outfitted with fabric-covered chairs.  Some of the research personnel in

>this facility are proposing to conduct biosafety level 2

>research.  Unfortunately, the chairs are not in compliance with the BL-2

>laboratory guidelines, and we are searching for some cost-effective methods

>to remedy this situation.  What might be some possible solutions,

>particularly if any one has had first-hand experience with this issue.

>

>Alissa Wesche

>Biosafety Industrial Hygienist

>Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety (ORCBS)

>Michigan State University

>C-124 Engineering Research Complex

>East Lansing, MI 48824-1326

>(517) 355-0153

--

David H. Silberman

Director, Health and Safety Programs

Stanford University School of Medicine

650/723-6336 (Direct)

650/723-0110 (Office)

650/725-7878 (FAX)

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 4 Jun 2003 13:27:30 -0700

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:      Re: Laboratory Chairs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I feel your pain. We had that same issue with our new lab building. =

Fortunately, we were able to catch it relatively early. If the chairs =

are new and not special ordered, you may be able to exchange them for =

the vinyl/pleather types. Another possibility is to pull them from the =

labs and offer the cloth chairs to non-lab areas on campus for purchase, =

that way you can try to recoup some of the cost of getting new chairs. =

Hope that helps.

Mimi Ton

---------------------------------------------

Mimi C. Ton

Safety Engineer/ Institute Biosafety Officer

California Institute of Technology

Environment, Health & Safety Office

M/C 25-6

1200 E. California Boulevard

Pasadena, CA 91125

Phone: 626.395.2430

Fax: 626.577.6028

E-mail: mimi.ton@caltech.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Alissa Wesche [mailto:wescheal@MSU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2003 10:06 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Laboratory Chairs

We have at our University a relatively new teaching and research =

facility

outfitted with fabric-covered chairs.  Some of the research personnel in

this facility are proposing to conduct biosafety level 2

research.  Unfortunately, the chairs are not in compliance with the BL-2

laboratory guidelines, and we are searching for some cost-effective =

methods

to remedy this situation.  What might be some possible solutions,

particularly if any one has had first-hand experience with this issue.

Alissa Wesche

Biosafety Industrial Hygienist

Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety (ORCBS)

Michigan State University

C-124 Engineering Research Complex

East Lansing, MI 48824-1326

(517) 355-0153

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 4 Jun 2003 15:42:05 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Peter DaPrato <onsite@HPASSIST.COM>

Organization: On Site Systems, Inc.

Subject:      Re: IT security issues

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0073_01C32AAF.D97D0B40"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0073_01C32AAF.D97D0B40

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Jeffrey Owens

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2003 11:39 AM

  Subject: IT security issues

  I believe this issue has come up before but I don't recall if any =

consensus was ever achieved.  How are you handling the fuzzy issue of =

sensitive vs. non-sensitive info and how it meshes with IT security?  =

Has anyone submitted or plan to submit security risk assessments for any =

IT personnel working on PC's containing "sensitive" information, but =

which would not necessarily have direct access to the select agent =

itself?

  Thanks in advance for any feedback!

  Jeff Owens

  Biosafety Officer

  Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 4 Jun 2003 16:21:47 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IT security issues

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0191_01C32AB5.65918A70"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0191_01C32AB5.65918A70

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Jeff, we are currently not having our IT specialists run through the SRA =

process because they have access to data while working on computers. =

they will be escourted as necessary in areas where access is controlled. =

We have a plan to encrypt email and to install firewalls or use =

non-inter/intranet computers for sensitive data.

As we learn more about this overall program and the objectives, we may =

need to screen more people. We have placed police, key building =

personnel and safety people on the list with access and had them =

screened by the DOJ.

I would also like to see what others have to say about just what is =

sensitive information. I have a list, including registration documents, =

location drawings, research data, inventory, access lists, and perhaps a =

few others.

Mike Durham

LSU

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Jeffrey Owens

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2003 11:39 AM

  Subject: IT security issues

  I believe this issue has come up before but I don't recall if any =

consensus was ever achieved.  How are you handling the fuzzy issue of =

sensitive vs. non-sensitive info and how it meshes with IT security?  =

Has anyone submitted or plan to submit security risk assessments for any =

IT personnel working on PC's containing "sensitive" information, but =

which would not necessarily have direct access to the select agent =

itself?

  Thanks in advance for any feedback!

  Jeff Owens

  Biosafety Officer

  Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 5 Jun 2003 07:24:46 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IT security issues

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_336CDF92.27462160"

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.

--=_336CDF92.27462160

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Jeffrey D. Owens, CSP

Biosafety Officer

Office of Research and Sponsored Programs

MSC 3A0036

Georgia State University

33 Gilmer Street, SE Unit 3

Atlanta, GA 30303-3083

(404) 651-0222     Fax (404) 651-4436

email: reojdo@langate.gsu.edu

>>> onsite@HPASSIST.COM 06/04/03 04:42PM >>>

----- Original Message -----

From: Jeffrey Owens

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2003 11:39 AM

Subject: IT security issues

I believe this issue has come up before but I don't recall if any =

consensus was ever achieved.  How are you handling the fuzzy issue of =

sensitive vs. non-sensitive info and how it meshes with IT security?  Has =

anyone submitted or plan to submit security risk assessments for any IT =

personnel working on PC's containing "sensitive" information, but which =

would not necessarily have direct access to the select agent itself?

Thanks in advance for any feedback!

Jeff Owens

Biosafety Officer

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 5 Jun 2003 08:51:55 -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:      Re: IT security issues

In-Reply-To:  <sedef042.033@langate.gsu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

I discussed it with our IT people, who told me that I really

shouldn't put anything on the institutional servers that had to be

secure. For one thing, what do you do about all those IT people who

can override the system to get at the info? And that goes double for

the IT folks who handle key card access.

Rather than running all the peripheral folks through security

screening, I took IT's advice and documented it in our plan; no SA

info on an institutional server. In fact, no SA info on *any* Windows

based machine ever connected to the Internet. Mac - absolutely,

Linux/Unix -sure, but Windows is too insecure (and cannot be secured)

for any information you want to keep safe.

--

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, 5 Jun 2003 08:10:49 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schmidt, Eric W" <erschmid@IUPUI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IT security issues

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Don't your researchers publish their work and isn't it available at some

point on the Internet?  Don't you have to submit proposals for new

research that really becomes open source information and can eventually

be found on the Internet? 

We thought we could try and tighten down security around servers to make

sure SA information wasn't found there but it looks like it will be next

to impossible because of the way research works generally speaking.

What I'm trying to do now is tighten security around servers

irregardless of what materials are stored there.  Specifically for SA,

I'm trying to identify the avenues that the material is obtained and

protect that.   It appears that we either currently have or will soon

have the ability to submit orders for SA through computers.  That

computer and that process is one I need to protect on the "cyber front".

We're going to develop security policies and procedures around SA,

protecting the processes around obtaining, containing, and storing the

material (a lot of which is strictly a physical issue).  However, right

now I see the "cyber" issue as protecting the process of obtaining the

material if and when it can be obtained via a computer system.

Anyone else have any other ideas?

Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

Information Security Officer

Indiana University School of Medicine

office:  317-278-8751

email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2003 7:52 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: IT security issues

I discussed it with our IT people, who told me that I really

shouldn't put anything on the institutional servers that had to be

secure. For one thing, what do you do about all those IT people who

can override the system to get at the info? And that goes double for

the IT folks who handle key card access.

Rather than running all the peripheral folks through security

screening, I took IT's advice and documented it in our plan; no SA

info on an institutional server. In fact, no SA info on *any* Windows

based machine ever connected to the Internet. Mac - absolutely,

Linux/Unix -sure, but Windows is too insecure (and cannot be secured)

for any information you want to keep safe.

--

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, 5 Jun 2003 07:47:06 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      USDA permits

In-Reply-To:  <p05200f0ebb04eb911b18@[130.127.13.30]>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Has anyone assisted their researchers in getting a USDA permit?  Can you

give some pointers?

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 5 Jun 2003 09:07:23 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: USDA permits

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.1.5.2.20030605074328.017a82d0@esh-mail.lanl.gov>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

What did you need the permit for?

If it's for shipping I've done this several times for shipping overseas and

bringing in from overseas..

The APHIS/USDA National Center for Import and Export number is

301 734 3277

They are generally happy to point you in the direction of what forms to use

(available to download on their web site), although you may be bumped

around a few times until you reach someone who actually knows what they are

talking about..

http://www.aphis.usda.gov/vs/ncie/

Other forms can be found at http://www.aphis.usda.gov/ by clicking on

'APHIS services' then ' find permit application information'

At 07:47 AM 6/5/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Has anyone assisted their researchers in getting a USDA permit?  Can you

>give some pointers?

>

>

>

>Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

>University of California

>Los Alamos National Laboratory

>HSR-5

>MS K486

>Los Alamos, NM 87545

>(505) 665-2977 (voice)

>((505) 996-3807 (pager)

>"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 5 Jun 2003 10:01:46 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Human Bone Aerosol/Use of BIological Cabinet

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_uJty+8fqzXwTu7c7pIN/KA)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_uJty+8fqzXwTu7c7pIN/KA)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            If the BSC is operating properly, there should be no need to

decon / fumigate the cabinet. The aerosols that would be generated would

either be drawn to the front and/or rear grills, and transported by

internal ducting to HEPA filters, which would scrub the particulate out

of the air by electrostatic charge, pore-size exclusion and

sedimentation of particles within the filter matrix. Any heavy particles

that drop out of the air stream and deposit on the internal bench

surface can be cleaned-up using a disinfectant dampened towel, and then

disposed of in an  infectious waste container. After proper clean-up,

(there's the rub), the BSL-1 folks should not have any worry of using

the BSC. One step I would encourage is allowing the BSC to "air-wash"

i.e. allow a number of Cabinet volumes after wipe down to pass through

the cabinet in order to ensure entrapment and movement of aerosols out

of the work area before reuse.

The fact that it is a HUMAN source material (think of Other Potentially

Infectious Material, OPIM) places it under the 29 CFR 1910.1300 BBP

Standard since it is an unfixed human tissue by your statements. It is

within the purview of the law that the aerosols be contained, and that

work on the open bench be discouraged. I hope this helps you..I included

the OSHA link for you

www.osha.gov <http://www.osha.gov/>  .

Phil Hauck

Mt. Sinai School of Medicine

-----Original Message-----

From: Margaret Rakas [mailto:mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2003 12:00 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Human Bone Aerosol/Use of BIological Cabinet

Hello,

We have a researcher here who is planning to continue work started

elsewhere.  She will get a human bone (unfixed) that has already been

tested (and found to be free of) Hep B, HIV/AIDS, and perhaps several

other nasties.  She will then drill into the bone using tools much like

those found in a dentist's office, in order to attach electrodes.  There

is a possibility of aerosol generation from the drilling.

Because she is working with a human bone, we have decided (through

earlier comments on this listserv) that this work needs to be at BL-2

due to the possibility of prion presence and  Jakob -Creuzfeldt disease.

At her previous institution, she performed the drilling on the benchtop.

However, this concerns me due to the possibility of aerosolization.  I

would think that use of a BSC would be safer, but then we get into the

problem of contamination.  She would need to do this approximately 3

times/year and there is no dedicated 'BL2' BSC.  Our BSC's are used for

BL-1 work.  It would seem that in order to protect the BL-1 users (and

perhaps their work) the cabinet would need to be fumigated after each

use. 

I am not a CBSP by a long shot--I'm a chemist/engineer--so could some of

you with relevant experience in this please assist me in determining

what safety procedures need to be in place? 

Many thanks,

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 5 Jun 2003 10:13:25 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IT security issues

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_s5oN27WEmNz5komM+9/u7A)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_s5oN27WEmNz5komM+9/u7A)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Basically, I am not leaving any location, inventory or

Researcher lists on my "C-drive". All that is kept on zip discs and

CDs. Yes, I know that a sophisticated hacker can go digging on the

"C-drive" but then again they can break into my             office and

steal the zips and CDs,too. We are talking about easy simple safeguards

that any one can do.

            One thing we do that has a potential for misuse....we fax

everything back and forth..IACUC submissions, DoD grants of

the CDMRP-type, and there is all kinds of information on there...SNN

numbers etc. I am not allowing the e-mailing or             faxing of

any SA&T documents...they will have to do it the old fashioned

way...walk it to me and hand-deliver it to me.             This way they

know I received it and it didn't wind up where it doesn't belong.

            Additional point....my angst over the EA101 being

posted....one of our colleagues, Dr. Frank Cantone at Cornell had a

clever idea.....do not give out your Facility Registration Number!!!

They can forge your name, signature, etc...but if they             do

not have the Facility Registration number....try to get CDC or the USDA

to accept the EA101!!. I just thought of             something...they

faxed the document to me originally. Oh well, you can go nuts over this

and if someone is             determined...they will find a way to

circumvent a security system....five years in Commercial Security

taught me that `            lesson!

            Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Peter DaPrato [mailto:onsite@HPASSIST.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2003 4:42 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: IT security issues

        ----- Original Message -----

        From: Jeffrey Owens <mailto:reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU> 

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Sent: Wednesday, June 04, 2003 11:39 AM

        Subject: IT security issues

        I believe this issue has come up before but I don't recall if

any consensus was ever achieved.  How are you handling the fuzzy issue

of sensitive vs. non-sensitive info and how it meshes with IT security?

Has anyone submitted or plan to submit security risk assessments for any

IT personnel working on PC's containing "sensitive" information, but

which would not necessarily have direct access to the select agent

itself?

        Thanks in advance for any feedback!

        Jeff Owens

        Biosafety Officer

        Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 5 Jun 2003 10:43:31 -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:      Re: IT security issues

In-Reply-To: 

<5BE20E3CE464F74AA649B3FB01F548DCC65546@iu-mssg-mbx05.exchange.iu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

>Don't your researchers publish their work and isn't it available at some

>point on the Internet?

Mostly what I'm worried about is "who", "what", "where", and

password/combinations.  I don't want any unsecured storage (including

email) of what we have, who has it, where it is, and/or any passwords

or combinations needed to access it.

>  Don't you have to submit proposals for new

>research that really becomes open source information and can eventually

>be found on the Internet?

Well, I can't control that - I can only influence where we put our SA data.

--

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, 5 Jun 2003 10:11:06 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schmidt, Eric W" <erschmid@IUPUI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IT security issues

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Why I asked those questions relates to what I initially wanted to do to

protect this information.  I was initially concerned that the Internet

could be used to gather intelligence on the location of SA as well as

other interesting pieces of information; who used SA in research, what

is used, where is it kept, etc.  However, I found out that all that

information is really open source based on the nature of research and

not something I can effectively protect.  So I changed my approach to

trying to figure out the best way to protect access to SA via computer

systems and the ordering issue came up.

Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

Information Security Officer

Indiana University School of Medicine

office:  317-278-8751

email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2003 9:44 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: IT security issues

>Don't your researchers publish their work and isn't it available at

some

>point on the Internet?

Mostly what I'm worried about is "who", "what", "where", and

password/combinations.  I don't want any unsecured storage (including

email) of what we have, who has it, where it is, and/or any passwords

or combinations needed to access it.

>  Don't you have to submit proposals for new

>research that really becomes open source information and can eventually

>be found on the Internet?

Well, I can't control that - I can only influence where we put our SA

data.

--

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, 5 Jun 2003 11:08:55 -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: IT security issues

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

>Oh well, you can go nuts over this and if someone is determined...they =

will find

>a way to circumvent a security system....five years in Commercial =

Security

>taught me that lesson!

Excellent point! It bears remembering that most security systems aren't =

able to do much more than keep honest people honest. A sufficiently =

determined criminal will get past practically any system.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 5 Jun 2003 11:09:11 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IT security issues

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

As I said, you will either go paranoid or nuts, or both!!! Yes there is

going to be some point where Doctor XYZ will have to mention in his/her

research that it was done on B.a. or Y.p etc. Where we have to be

vigilant is in safeguarding public access to this database /

lists/locations etc.

There is a juncture where Security and Public Access will collide (those

of us working in Hospitals/ Med Centers know how complex that issue

is!!). All we can do is do our best effort, and share information with

each other. And hope we get a little more guidance from the DoJ on these

issues. "Make it secure" is not enough direction.

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2003 10:44 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: IT security issues

>Don't your researchers publish their work and isn't it available at

some

>point on the Internet?

Mostly what I'm worried about is "who", "what", "where", and

password/combinations.  I don't want any unsecured storage (including

email) of what we have, who has it, where it is, and/or any passwords

or combinations needed to access it.

>  Don't you have to submit proposals for new

>research that really becomes open source information and can eventually

>be found on the Internet?

Well, I can't control that - I can only influence where we put our SA

data.

--

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, 5 Jun 2003 11:46:33 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Ives, Janet" <jives@SAFETY.ROCHESTER.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IT security issues

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Well, I've got another one for you all regarding SA information security,

cyber or not,...What are you doing for  members of your IBCs or IACUCs that

review SA protocols and your administrative staff that certainly help you

all out? Security risk assessments?

Janet Ives

IH, EHS

BSO, IBC

University of Rochester

jives@safety.rochester.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2003 11:09 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: IT security issues

As I said, you will either go paranoid or nuts, or both!!! Yes there is

going to be some point where Doctor XYZ will have to mention in his/her

research that it was done on B.a. or Y.p etc. Where we have to be

vigilant is in safeguarding public access to this database /

lists/locations etc.

There is a juncture where Security and Public Access will collide (those

of us working in Hospitals/ Med Centers know how complex that issue

is!!). All we can do is do our best effort, and share information with

each other. And hope we get a little more guidance from the DoJ on these

issues. "Make it secure" is not enough direction.

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2003 10:44 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: IT security issues

>Don't your researchers publish their work and isn't it available at

some

>point on the Internet?

Mostly what I'm worried about is "who", "what", "where", and

password/combinations.  I don't want any unsecured storage (including

email) of what we have, who has it, where it is, and/or any passwords

or combinations needed to access it.

>  Don't you have to submit proposals for new

>research that really becomes open source information and can eventually

>be found on the Internet?

Well, I can't control that - I can only influence where we put our SA

data.

--

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, 5 Jun 2003 12:27:33 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IT security issues

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

It is somewhat moot....since these folks have been doing these functions

for at least a decade. They do not have direct access to the agent, so

you do not have to finger print them. It would be good to have a log of

who is who on the committees. Remember, most of the information on those

grants is Priveleged and Confidential, anyhow (at least it should say so

on the protocol and grant applications),and should not be communicated

to anyone not on the committee or a co-lateral, overlap committee

(rDNA-,-SA, new vaccine would require IACUC, IRB and IBC involvement).

However, if you have a new addition coming to join one of the

committees, and they come from a country on the State Department's

restricted list, even though they have been here the same ten years,

then you would have to do a background check....Oh, I can see the

lawyers rubbing their hands already!!

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Ives, Janet [mailto:jives@SAFETY.ROCHESTER.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2003 11:47 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: IT security issues

Well, I've got another one for you all regarding SA information

security,

cyber or not,...What are you doing for  members of your IBCs or IACUCs

that

review SA protocols and your administrative staff that certainly help

you

all out? Security risk assessments?

Janet Ives

IH, EHS

BSO, IBC

University of Rochester

jives@safety.rochester.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2003 11:09 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: IT security issues

As I said, you will either go paranoid or nuts, or both!!! Yes there is

going to be some point where Doctor XYZ will have to mention in his/her

research that it was done on B.a. or Y.p etc. Where we have to be

vigilant is in safeguarding public access to this database /

lists/locations etc.

There is a juncture where Security and Public Access will collide (those

of us working in Hospitals/ Med Centers know how complex that issue

is!!). All we can do is do our best effort, and share information with

each other. And hope we get a little more guidance from the DoJ on these

issues. "Make it secure" is not enough direction.

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2003 10:44 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: IT security issues

>Don't your researchers publish their work and isn't it available at

some

>point on the Internet?

Mostly what I'm worried about is "who", "what", "where", and

password/combinations.  I don't want any unsecured storage (including

email) of what we have, who has it, where it is, and/or any passwords

or combinations needed to access it.

>  Don't you have to submit proposals for new

>research that really becomes open source information and can eventually

>be found on the Internet?

Well, I can't control that - I can only influence where we put our SA

data.

--

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, 5 Jun 2003 11:40:30 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Klenner, James" <jklenner@IUPUI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IT security issues

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Janet,

Membership on IBCs or IACUCs typically include confidentiality =

agreements. This is especially true for the non-affiliated members =

(imagine a member of ELF sitting on an IACUC!). While concern for SA =

info certainly goes beyond the typical protocol submission, any PI =

proposing new work involving an SA will first notify me, as the ARO and =

biosafety manager. These instructions are stated on our research =

submission forms. At that time I will discuss the proposed work with the =

appropriate chair and we can decide on a committee or designated review. =

Even then the prior entries to this topic correctly mention the open =

nature of publishing papers, grant submissions, etc. etc., which makes =

limiting all avenues of information access nearly impossible!

I would stick with the regs and keep SRAs only for those individuals =

with access to rooms with SAs. As an extra point, this includes your =

personnel involved with room key copying or monitoring the card key =

access.

Jim

-----Original Message-----

From: Ives, Janet [mailto:jives@SAFETY.ROCHESTER.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2003 10:47 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: IT security issues

Well, I've got another one for you all regarding SA information =

security,

cyber or not,...What are you doing for  members of your IBCs or IACUCs =

that

review SA protocols and your administrative staff that certainly help =

you

all out? Security risk assessments?

Janet Ives

IH, EHS

BSO, IBC

University of Rochester

jives@safety.rochester.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2003 11:09 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: IT security issues

As I said, you will either go paranoid or nuts, or both!!! Yes there is

going to be some point where Doctor XYZ will have to mention in his/her

research that it was done on B.a. or Y.p etc. Where we have to be

vigilant is in safeguarding public access to this database /

lists/locations etc.

There is a juncture where Security and Public Access will collide (those

of us working in Hospitals/ Med Centers know how complex that issue

is!!). All we can do is do our best effort, and share information with

each other. And hope we get a little more guidance from the DoJ on these

issues. "Make it secure" is not enough direction.

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2003 10:44 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: IT security issues

>Don't your researchers publish their work and isn't it available at

some

>point on the Internet?

Mostly what I'm worried about is "who", "what", "where", and

password/combinations.  I don't want any unsecured storage (including

email) of what we have, who has it, where it is, and/or any passwords

or combinations needed to access it.

>  Don't you have to submit proposals for new

>research that really becomes open source information and can eventually

>be found on the Internet?

Well, I can't control that - I can only influence where we put our SA

data.

--

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, 5 Jun 2003 13:42:06 -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: USDA permits

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hello Dina...

Advising researchers to use a credit card to cover the fee eliminates many

administrative mishaps  (delays in getting a check cut, applications sent out

without checks, checks sent without applications...) that increase processing

time.

Just my experience... Karen Byers, Biosafety Officer, Dana Farber Cancer

Institute, 44 Binney Street, Boston, MA 02115 617-632-3890

----Original Message-----

From: Dina Sassone [mailto:dinas@LANL.GOV]

Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2003 9:47 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: USDA permits

Has anyone assisted their researchers in getting a USDA permit?  Can you

give some pointers?

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 5 Jun 2003 12:14:47 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Alfred Jin <jin2@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: USDA permits

In-Reply-To:  <78C21185A8FDD611B4E300508B093DE1C3508A@phsexch4.partners.org>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Dina,

You had to hear it from me on the streets of ABSA but here's my 2 cents.

The USDA is bigger and more bureaucratic than most organizations. The

Plant Pest, veterinary service, and Soils folks all have their

niches. Normally, one would send an application to USDA and of course

it would get lost somewhere in USDA. For those application that

finally makes it way through the bureaucracy, it usually get

forwarded to the USDA folks in your state. The State USDA folks may

elect to forward it down to the state agriculture folks to perform

the inspection or issue the final permit themselves with copies to

the state agriculture people. In some case, it may even filter down

to the county level. This process normally takes somewhere between

3-6 months or later.

At our facility, we do things a little different. Since the USDA is

issued to the PI and not the institution, I usually have the

researcher work backwards and it seem to work quite well and quite

expeditiously. The PI would first contact our local state Food and

Agriculture folks, the CDFA (Calif Dept of Food & Agric). Since they

use the same federal forms, they will then tell me what forms I need.

Upon completion, the application is sent to their local office and

they process the papers. The application will be forwarded to the

correct person at the state USDA and then forwarded to the correct

party at the Federal USDA.

Once reviewed at the federal level, the permit is usually granted

with contingencies (ie. inspection of facility). The process then

goes back in reverse, but this time it's expedited since all the

players have already been identified. At anytime you need to know the

status of your application, all you need to do is to call your local

state representative to see where your permit application lies. This

process usually takes about 4-6 weeks or sooner.

So now ya know. It works for me.

Now would you like to buy some land in......

AJin, BSO, CBSP, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

(v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

jin2@llnl.gov

>Hello Dina...

>

>Advising researchers to use a credit card to cover the fee eliminates many

>administrative mishaps  (delays in getting a check cut, applications sent out

>without checks, checks sent without applications...) that increase processing

>time.

>

>Just my experience... Karen Byers, Biosafety Officer, Dana Farber Cancer

>Institute, 44 Binney Street, Boston, MA 02115 617-632-3890

>

>

>

>----Original Message-----

>From: Dina Sassone [mailto:dinas@LANL.GOV]

>Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2003 9:47 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: USDA permits

>

>

>Has anyone assisted their researchers in getting a USDA permit?  Can you

>give some pointers?

>

>

>

>Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

>University of California

>Los Alamos National Laboratory

>HSR-5

>MS K486

>Los Alamos, NM 87545

>(505) 665-2977 (voice)

>((505) 996-3807 (pager)

>"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 5 Jun 2003 15:35:58 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Potts, Jeffrey M." <Potts@CUA.EDU>

Subject:      Recordkeeping

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Quick survey.

How long do you listservers keep certification records for BSC?

Before I start pitching old files I would like to see if there is some

magic number of years.

Thanks

Jeff Potts

Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

The Catholic University of America

Cardinal Station, Alumni Centre

Washington, DC 200064

P / 202-319-5865

F / 202-319-4446

potts@cua.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 5 Jun 2003 16:03:12 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Baxley, Karen" <BaxleyK@MEDIMMUNE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Recordkeeping

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Funny, I've never thought about it until you asked, and would have =

answered 3 years for air emissions, etc. purposes last week.  But I =

think they could be considered adjunct employee medical records, as they =

do impact exposure.  Just like MSDS, maybe they should be retained for =

the time of employment plus 30 years (essentially forever). 

Thinking HIPAA and Covering My Assets,

Karen

Karen P. Baxley, CSP

Senior Manager, Environment, Health and Safety

MedImmune, Inc.

35 West Watkins Mill Road

Gaithersburg, MD 20878

Office 301-527-4313

Fax    240-632-4048

Pager 877-646-1869

baxleyk@medimmune.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Potts, Jeffrey M. [mailto:Potts@CUA.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2003 3:36 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Recordkeeping

Quick survey.

How long do you listservers keep certification records for BSC?

Before I start pitching old files I would like to see if there is some

magic number of years.

Thanks

Jeff Potts

Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

The Catholic University of America

Cardinal Station, Alumni Centre

Washington, DC 200064

P / 202-319-5865

F / 202-319-4446

potts@cua.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 5 Jun 2003 15:56:44 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Recordkeeping

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

If it is for an HIV-related BSC (Bloodborne), I'd keep it at least 7

years. Otherwise, for routine use, two years at the most. If you can

scan it an put it on a CD, I would keep them as long as possible.

-----Original Message-----

From: Potts, Jeffrey M. [mailto:Potts@CUA.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2003 3:36 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Recordkeeping

Quick survey.

How long do you listservers keep certification records for BSC?

Before I start pitching old files I would like to see if there is some

magic number of years.

Thanks

Jeff Potts

Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

The Catholic University of America

Cardinal Station, Alumni Centre

Washington, DC 200064

P / 202-319-5865

F / 202-319-4446

potts@cua.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 5 Jun 2003 16:06:11 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Recordkeeping

In-Reply-To:  <83899F0EC7671543B305FB5694024DE6050C96@medimmune4.medimmun e.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

OSHA basically says that exposure records (including documentation of

non-exposure) are kept for 30 years. It may be a stretch, but keeping BSC

records for 30 years could be considered in that light.

supplement At 04:03 PM 6/5/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>Funny, I've never thought about it until you asked, and would have

>answered 3 years for air emissions, etc. purposes last week.  But I think

>they could be considered adjunct employee medical records, as they do

>impact exposure.  Just like MSDS, maybe they should be retained for the

>time of employment plus 30 years (essentially forever).

>

>Thinking HIPAA and Covering My Assets,

>Karen

>

>Karen P. Baxley, CSP

>Senior Manager, Environment, Health and Safety

>MedImmune, Inc.

>35 West Watkins Mill Road

>Gaithersburg, MD 20878

>

>Office 301-527-4313

>Fax    240-632-4048

>Pager 877-646-1869

>baxleyk@medimmune.com

>

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Potts, Jeffrey M. [mailto:Potts@CUA.EDU]

>Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2003 3:36 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Recordkeeping

>

>

>Quick survey.

>

>How long do you listservers keep certification records for BSC?

>Before I start pitching old files I would like to see if there is some

>magic number of years.

>Thanks

>

>Jeff Potts

>Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

>The Catholic University of America

>Cardinal Station, Alumni Centre

>Washington, DC 200064

>P / 202-319-5865

>F / 202-319-4446

>potts@cua.edu

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================
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We keep all certification and maintenance records until the written-off

of the BSC. It is because we can compare the performance of the cabinets

and our filter suppliers in order to select the new cabinet.

Regards,

--

Y. K. Wan

Safety Officer &

NSF Accredited Biohazard Cabinet Field Certifier

The Chinese University of Hong Kong, Shatin, NT, Hong Kong

Fax: 852-26036862

Phone: 852-26097953

Email: ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk

Potts, Jeffrey M. wrote:

>Quick survey.

>

>How long do you listservers keep certification records for BSC?

>Before I start pitching old files I would like to see if there is some

>magic number of years.

>Thanks

>

>Jeff Potts

>Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

>The Catholic University of America

>Cardinal Station, Alumni Centre

>Washington, DC 200064

>P / 202-319-5865

>F / 202-319-4446

>potts@cua.edu

>

>
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I am certain  this topic has been brought up before but  here goes =

again...

Are there regulations that I can site specifically that would indicate =

that open shoes ( sandals) are  NOT considered appropriate footwear in the =

lab.    I have been around this subject so many times and what is common =

sense to me others want definitive "proof".  

Can anyone point me in the right direction... OSHA 1910.132 does not have  =

what I was looking for.

Thanks for any help and or suggestions,

Tina

Tina Charbonneau

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

100 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12983

518-891-3080 x 372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org
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This is a toughie because it appears to be an attempt to regulate personal

dress and that sends a lot of people into a snit.  I have not been

successful in identifying any specific regulatory citation for this.  It's

one of those areas where I've had some success with the common sense

approach.  With true recalcitrant, I've had to fall back on the

"institutional policy" reference.  I've made certain that the prohibition on

open-toed shoes is clearly spelled out in SOPs, the Biosafety and Chem.

Safety Manuals, and any other "official" document I could find.  You could

also have your IBC issue a memo to all staff that such apparel is not only a

violation of common lab safety sense but also a violation of institutional

policy and would not be tolerated.  You can also remind folks that the

institution could be cited by OSHA under the General Duty Clause.

If it really is a BIG problem, rather than an occasional problem, you should

make sure it's well covered in your documented training.

It's an uphill battle all the way ...

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biomedical Safety Consultant

408-772-4118

On 6/6/03 5:49 AM, "Tina Charbonneau" <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

wrote:

> I am certain  this topic has been brought up before but  here goes again...

>

> Are there regulations that I can site specifically that would indicate that

> open shoes ( sandals) are  NOT considered appropriate footwear in the lab.

> I have been around this subject so many times and what is common sense to me

> others want definitive "proof".

>

> Can anyone point me in the right direction... OSHA 1910.132 does not have

> what I was looking for.

>

> Thanks for any help and or suggestions,

>

> Tina

>

>

>

> Tina Charbonneau

> Safety Coordinator

> Trudeau Institute

> 100 Algonquin Ave

> Saranac Lake, NY  12983

> 518-891-3080 x 372

> tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org
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No regulations that I am aware of, just well-known guidelines. The worst =

you'll get for failing to follow guidelines is a General Duty Clause =

citation - But most folks find that to be sufficient motivation to do =

what they ought.

Perhaps most persuasive are the chemical safety guidelines which OSHA =

respects sufficiently that they included a summary of them as a =

non-mandatory appendix to the Lab Standard, 29 CFR 1910.1450. -  where, =

basically, OSHA is telling folks that these are a good example of the =

kinds of safety practices they ought to consider including in their =

Chemical Hygiene Plans.

Titled Appendix A - National Research Council Recommendations Concerning =

Chemical Hygiene in Laboratories, in the second sentence of section =

E.1.(i) we read: "Wear shoes at all times in the laboratory, but do not =

wear sandals, perforated shoes, or sneakers."

In the 1995 edition of the National Research Council's Guidelines =

"Prudent Practices in the Laboratory: Handling and Disposal of =

Laboratory Chemicals", on page 132, the wording was changed to read: =

"Substantial shoes should be worn in areas where hazardous chemicals are =

in use or mechanical work is being done. Clogs, perforated shoes, =

sandals, and cloth shoes do not provide protection against spilled =

chemicals."

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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Tina,

Look at 29 CFR 1910.1450, Section XVII, appendix A, Section E, Number 1

(i)(July 1999).

Wear shoes at all times in the laboratory but do not wear sandals,

perforated shoes, or sneakers.

Tina Agentis

Research Safety Officer

VA Connecticut Healthcare System/151

950 Campbell Avenue

West Haven, CT 06516

203-932-5711, x 5937

Tina.agentis@med.va.gov

-----Original Message-----

From: Tina Charbonneau [mailto:tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG]

Sent: Friday, June 06, 2003 8:49 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Appropriate dress for lab environment

I am certain  this topic has been brought up before but  here goes again...

Are there regulations that I can site specifically that would indicate that

open shoes ( sandals) are  NOT considered appropriate footwear in the lab.

I have been around this subject so many times and what is common sense to me

others want definitive "proof".

Can anyone point me in the right direction... OSHA 1910.132 does not have

what I was looking for.

Thanks for any help and or suggestions,

Tina

Tina Charbonneau

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

100 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12983

518-891-3080 x 372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org
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>I am certain  this topic has been brought up before but  here goes again...

>

>Are there regulations that I can site specifically that would

>indicate that open shoes ( sandals) are  NOT considered appropriate

>footwear in the lab.    I have been around this subject so many

>times and what is common sense to me others want definitive

>"proof".

>

>Can anyone point me in the right direction... OSHA 1910.132 does not

>have  what I was looking for.

Dear Tina and Colleagues--There are no Federal regulation of which I

am awaqre that require  only solid toed shoes be work in the lab.

The non-mandatory Appendix A of the Lab Standard (1910.1450) states

in Section E:

(i)     Personal apparel: Confine long hair and loose clothing (23,

158). Wear shoes at all times in the laboratory but do not wear

sandals, perforated shoes, or sneakers (158).

This is a guideline, based on the older edition of Prudent Practices,

not a regulatory requirement, as the section it is in is

non-mandatory.  However, whatever you put in a Chemical Hygiene Plan,

and for which you have support from your management, is enforceable

within your institution.  You are a smaller organization, so you need

your Director or President to say, "Our written policy is that no one

may wear open-toed shoes in the lab and anyone caught doing so will

be disciplined."  If you don't have this level of support you are

facing an up-hill battle.  Good luck with your programs.  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.
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Tina Charbonneau  writes: "Are there regulations that I can site

specifically that would indicate that open shoes ( sandals) are  NOT

considered appropriate footwear in the lab.    I have been around this

subject so many times and what is common sense to me others want definitive

"proof".

My 2 cents:  Make "appropriate attire" a condition of employment (i.e., a

written Employee Policy).  Half-page is sufficient:

A. PURPOSE:<?xml:namespace prefix = o ns =

"urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:office" />

The purpose of this policy is to inform Employees that they are expected to

conduct themselves in a professional manner and to dress in attire

appropriate to

their working environment.

B. SCOPE:

This policy applies to all Employees.

C. POLICY:

1. Observance of personal hygiene is the responsibility of each Employee.

2. Provisions of this policy are the responsibility of every supervisor.

3. Supervisors in conjunction with the Human Resources Department will

determine if an Employee is inappropriately dressed. Employees found to

be inappropriately dressed will be sent home. Repeated occurrences will

result in the Employee being sent home without pay and counseling will

begin by the supervisor.

4. Employees should use caution in choice of attire; for example, open-toed

shoes worn by laboratory personnel are prohibited.

Of course, we have the advantage of being a private company.....

R. Clyde Ragland, PE

Environmental Health & Safety Manager/Biosafety Officer

The Institute for Genomic Research (TIGR)

9712 Medical Center Drive

Rockville, MD 20850

301-838-3518

301-838-0208(fax)

clyde.ragland@tigr.org

http://www.tigr.org <http://www.tigr.org/>

-----Original Message-----

From: Thomas J. Shelley [mailto:tjs1@CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Friday, June 06, 2003 10:49 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Appropriate dress for lab environment

I am certain  this topic has been brought up before but  here goes again...

Are there regulations that I can site specifically that would indicate that

open shoes ( sandals) are  NOT considered appropriate footwear in the lab.

I have been around this subject so many times and what is common sense to me

others want definitive "proof".

Can anyone point me in the right direction... OSHA 1910.132 does not have

what I was looking for.

Dear Tina and Colleagues--There are no Federal regulation of which I am

awaqre that require  only solid toed shoes be work in the lab.  The

non-mandatory Appendix A of the Lab Standard (1910.1450) states in Section

E:

(i)     Personal apparel: Confine long hair and loose clothing (23, 158).

Wear shoes at all times in the laboratory but do not wear sandals,

perforated shoes, or sneakers (158).

This is a guideline, based on the older edition of Prudent Practices, not a

regulatory requirement, as the section it is in is non-mandatory.  However,

whatever you put in a Chemical Hygiene Plan, and for which you have support

from your management, is enforceable within your institution.  You are a

smaller organization, so you need your Director or President to say, "Our

written policy is that no one may wear open-toed shoes in the lab and anyone

caught doing so will be disciplined."  If you don't have this level of

support you are facing an up-hill battle.  Good luck with your programs.

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.
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Everyone,

I would like to add to Randy's, Tina's, and Tom's comments regarding

the non-mandatory Appendix A of the Chemical Hygiene Standard: 29 CFR

1910.1450 to include the PPE Standard: 29 CFR 1910.136. Under 29 CFR

1910.136, the general requirements for foot protection is stated as

the following: "Each affected employee shall wear protective footwear

when working in areas where there is a danger for injuries due to

falling and rolling objects or objects piercing the sole, and where

such employee's feet are exposed to electrical hazards".

These are the only 2 federal standards that I found (a few years ago)

that apply to your concern regarding shoes. As they as, "as the shoe

fits....) and in this case it literally does. I hope this helps.

AJin, BSO, CBSP, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

(v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

jin2@llnl.gov

>No regulations that I am aware of, just well-known guidelines. The

>worst you'll get for failing to follow guidelines is a General Duty

>Clause citation - But most folks find that to be sufficient

>motivation to do what they ought.

>

>Perhaps most persuasive are the chemical safety guidelines which

>OSHA respects sufficiently that they included a summary of them as a

>non-mandatory appendix to the Lab Standard, 29 CFR 1910.1450. -

>where, basically, OSHA is telling folks that these are a good

>example of the kinds of safety practices they ought to consider

>including in their Chemical Hygiene Plans.

>

>Titled Appendix A - National Research Council Recommendations

>Concerning Chemical Hygiene in Laboratories, in the second sentence

>of section E.1.(i) we read: "Wear shoes at all times in the

>laboratory, but do not wear sandals, perforated shoes, or sneakers."

>

>In the 1995 edition of the National Research Council's Guidelines

>"Prudent Practices in the Laboratory: Handling and Disposal of

>Laboratory Chemicals", on page 132, the wording was changed to read:

>"Substantial shoes should be worn in areas where hazardous chemicals

>are in use or mechanical work is being done. Clogs, perforated

>shoes, sandals, and cloth shoes do not provide protection against

>spilled chemicals."

>

>Randy Norman

>Occupational Safety & Health Associate

>BioReliance Corporation

>Rockville, MD 20850

>Rnorman@bioreliance.com

>

>"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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Margaret,

Try using disposable glove bags (with glove ports) using internal

plastic frames to hold the plastic bag up. The work can be performed

in this closed system inside a BSC or fume hood. These relatively

cheap bags (<$75) are commonly used in the laboratory and in the

field. They will provide only employee protection but the tools (ie

drill) can be surfaced decontaminated before being removed from the

bag. Remember to wait a bit until the aerosol particles can settle

out. Better yet, you can use a HEPA vacuum to remove any particulates

from the bag if time is important. But remember to check to HEPA

filter vacuum system to ensure that the HEPA filters are working

properly.

They can be order through most of the vendors out there.

AJin, BSO, CBSP, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

(v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

  jin2@llnl.gov

>Content-Type: text/html; charset=ISO-8859-1

>Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit

>Content-Description: HTML

>

>Hello,

>We have a researcher here who is planning to continue work started

>elsewhere.  She will get a human bone (unfixed) that has already

>been tested (and found to be free of) Hep B, HIV/AIDS, and perhaps

>several other nasties.  She will then drill into the bone using

>tools much like those found in a dentist's office, in order to

>attach electrodes.  There is a possibility of aerosol generation

>from the drilling.

>

>Because she is working with a human bone, we have decided (through

>earlier comments on this listserv) that this work needs to be at

>BL-2 due to the possibility of prion presence and  Jakob -Creuzfeldt

>disease.   At her previous institution, she performed the drilling

>on the benchtop.  However, this concerns me due to the possibility

>of aerosolization.  I would think that use of a BSC would be safer,

>but then we get into the problem of contamination.  She would need

>to do this approximately 3 times/year and there is no dedicated

>'BL2' BSC.  Our BSC's are used for BL-1 work.  It would seem that in

>order to protect the BL-1 users (and perhaps their work) the cabinet

>would need to be fumigated after each use.

>

>I am not a CBSP by a long shot--I'm a chemist/engineer--so could

>some of you with relevant experience in this please assist me in

>determining what safety procedures need to be in place?

>Many thanks,

>Margaret

>

>Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

>Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

>Clark Science Center

>Smith College

>Northampton, MA. 01063

>p:  413-585-3877

>f:   413-585-3786
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Hello All,

I would like to know whether your BL2 waste is being treated onsite before being

sent for disposal.

For the past 5 years we have been collecting regulated medical waste in  sturdy,

leakproof containers that are like giant sharps containers.  The researchers tie

up the red bags and close the container when they need to be replaced.  The bags

from the containers are incinerated offsite.  The containers are disinfected and

sent back.

Up until now we have been autoclaving or chemically disinfecting all BSL-2 waste

including used mouse cages and bedding from BSL-2 protocols.  The disinfected

materials are then put into the regulated medical waste container.  We are

considering whether it would be prudent to stop disinfecting these materials

onsite and instead have these materials (with the exception of concentrated

stocks) only treated off site. Otherwise, we would decide on a case by case

basis which materials have to be autoclaved onsite based upon the specifics of

the protocol.

I would really appreciate your response!

Thanks,

Lindsey Kayman

Lindsey V. Kayman, CIH, Campus Safety Manager

UMDNJ-EOHSS

675 Hoes Lane, Tr 1

Piscataway, NJ  08854

phone:  (732) 235-4058

fax:       (732) 235-5270

email:  kayman@umdnj.edu
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Can you help ?

Thanks ,

Maria L. Velazquez

CDC Contractor - SARS STAT Lab

------_=_NextPart_000_01C32C53.83B66AC6--
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Hello All,

I would like to know whether your BL2 waste is being treated onsite before being

sent for disposal.

For the past 5 years we have been collecting regulated medical waste in  sturdy,

leakproof containers that are like giant sharps containers.  The researchers tie

up the red bags and close the container when they need to be replaced.  The bags

from the containers are incinerated offsite.  The containers are disinfected and

sent back.

Up until now we have been autoclaving or chemically disinfecting all BSL-2 waste

including used mouse cages and bedding from BSL-2 protocols.  The disinfected

materials are then put into the regulated medical waste container.  We are

considering whether it would be prudent to stop disinfecting these materials

onsite and instead have these materials (with the exception of concentrated

stocks) only treated off site. Otherwise, we would decide on a case by case

basis which materials have to be autoclaved onsite based upon the specifics of

the protocol.

I would really appreciate your response!

Thanks,

Lindsey Kayman

Lindsey V. Kayman, CIH, Campus Safety Manager

UMDNJ-EOHSS

675 Hoes Lane, Tr 1

Piscataway, NJ  08854

phone:  (732) 235-4058

fax:       (732) 235-5270

email:  kayman@umdnj.edu
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Thanks to all for your responses, guidelines and advice.    I should have =

sufficient info to produce the document that I need to address this =

situation.

This site has been a wealth of info and I rely on it heavily in keep me on =

track.  Thanks!

Tina

Tina Charbonneau

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

100 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12983

518-891-3080 x 372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org
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To subscribe to biosafty:

Send an email to: listserv@mitvma.mit.edu

In the body of the email type: sub biosafty Maria Velazquez

DO NOT include a signature.

The listserv will send you back a confirmation request, just follow the

directions.

If you still have a problem, forward the error message to me.

Richie Fink

biosafty listowner

Quoting "Velazquez, Maria" <mgv9@CDC.GOV>:

>

> Can you help ?

> Thanks ,

>

> Maria L. Velazquez

> CDC Contractor - SARS STAT Lab

>

>
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You noted in your comment that a "confidentiality agreement"  is typically =

signed by members of an IACUC or IBC.  Would you have a copy of such an =

agreement that you could share?

Thanks, Tina

Tina Charbonneau

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

100 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12983

518-891-3080 x 372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org
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CDC Environmental Guideline Announcement

CDC/HICPAC Guideline for Environmental Infection Control in Healthcare

Facilities, 2003 is now available at

http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip/enviro/guide.htm

Important note:

This MMWR publication contains the executive summary and latest

recommendations on environmental infection control in healthcare

faculties.

This publication does not include the scientific background.=A0 The full

text

of the guideline will be posted at this same web page in the near

future.

Please bookmark or add this page to your favorites and periodically

check

back for the posted background material.

http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip/enviro/guide.htm

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

USA

Phone 860-675-1217

Fax 860-675-1311

Mobile - 860-944-2373

e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 6 Jun 2003 21:41:22 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Paul W. Tranchell RBP, CSP, CIH" <sesc@TWCNY.RR.COM>

Subject:      Biosafety Level for CHO Cells

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/related; type="multipart/alternative";

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0015_01C32C74.5FB21280"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0015_01C32C74.5FB21280

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----=_NextPart_001_0016_01C32C74.5FB21280"

------=_NextPart_001_0016_01C32C74.5FB21280

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

What biosafety level are list members handling CHO cells?  I am hearing =

BL 1 LS as well as Good Large Scale Practice.

Thanks,

Paul W. Tranchell RBP, CSP, CIH

President

        Soaring Eagle Safety Consultants, Inc.

Soaring Global View, Eagle Eye Attention to Detail

                          Is. 40:31

8274 Cottonwood Ct.

Liverpool, NY

(315)243-9079

sesc@twcny.rr.com

http://home.twcny.rr.com/sesc
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Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level for CHO Cells
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IEFUQ0MgZm9yIHRoZSBsaW5lYWdlOyBsaWtlbHkgdGhleSB3ZXJlIGltbW9ydGFsaXplZCB3aXRo

IGFuIGFuaW1hbCB2aXJ1cy4NCiANClRoZXJlc2UgTS4gU3Rpbm5ldHQNCg0KCSANCg0K

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 9 Jun 2003 12:44:07 +1000

Reply-To:     turlough.guerin@bigpond.com

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Turlough F. Guerin" <turlough.guerin@BIGPOND.COM>

Subject:      NSW Forum on Risks from Release of Genetically Engineered Crops -

              14 July, Sydney NSW, Australia

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

NSW Forum on Risks from Release of Genetically Engineered Crops

Monday 14 July 2003 - 2 pm at the Duxton Hotel, 88 Alfred Street, Milsons

Point, NSW. Please register interest to attend with Roger Fitzsimmons at

aiastensw@optusnet.com.au

Legislation, which the Government says will provide for a three-year

moratorium on the release of genetically engineered food crops, has recently

been passed in New South Wales Parliament.

But what will be the consequences of implementing the moratorium in its

final form, and the eventual release of GE crops on environmental and health

health, crop productivity, farm incomes and trade?

A focused debate is now needed to understand and communicate these risks

and the proposed way(s) forward for better understanding and managing these

risks.

The Eastern NSW Branch of the Australian Institute of Agricultural Science &

Technology (AIAST) is holding a forum to enable this debate in a

science-based, yet practical context.

The forum is titled "Release of Genetically Engineered Crops in NSW - What

are the Human Health, Environmental, Commercial, and Trade Risks?"

Presenting at the forum will include:

*A leading gene technologist

*Industry experts on environmental and human health effects from of release

of GE crops

*A economist presenting the trade risks

*A corporate grower demonstrating the commercial risks

*A farmer representative giving their concerns

The forum is open to all AIAST members and other stakeholders interested in

this critical issue.

It will be held on Monday 14 July 2003 from 2:00 pm to 6:00 pm at the Duxton

Hotel, Milson's Point, NSW. Refreshments will be provided during the forum

and drinks will be provided (after the wrap-up) from 6:30-7:00 pm.

Cost for attendance at the Forum will be $70. Cost for AIAST Members ($55),

retired AIAST Members ($40) and students ($20). Further details on program,

the location, getting there by public transport, parking, will be forwarded

in mid June.

Given there will be limited seating available, we ask that you please email

your interest to register to the Secretary Treasurer of the Eastern NSW

Branch of the AIAST, Roger Fitzsimmons, at aiastensw@optusnet.com.au asap

and by Monday June 16 at the latest.

---
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Many biotechnology companies use chinese hamster ovary cells

as a platform for the production of proteins of therapeutic

interest.

In my experience, company Institutional Biosafety Committees

categorize CHO cells as GLSP and the FDA has endorsed this

categorization.

Stay safe!

Barry D. Cohen, MPH, CBSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

700 Main Street  (E-216)

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4014

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

"Paul W. Tranchell RBP, CSP, CIH" wrote:

>  What biosafety level are list members handling CHO

> cells?  I am hearing BL 1 LS as well as Good Large Scale

> Practice.  Thanks,Paul W. Tranchell RBP, CSP, CIH

> President          Soaring Eagle Safety Consultants,

> Inc.Soaring Global View, Eagle Eye Attention to

> Detail                          Is. 40:31

> 8274 Cottonwood Ct.

> Liverpool, NY

> (315)243-9079

> sesc@twcny.rr.com

> http://home.twcny.rr.com/sesc
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All,

Any information on the monkey pox "outbreak" in Wisconsin?  What

area, how many cases, general info on the disease?

ThanksGreg Lupinski

Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

(732)445-2550
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Check with the CDC on the MMWR site...usually any good epi stuff will

show up there.

-----Original Message-----

From: Greg Lupinski [mailto:glupinski@REHS.RUTGERS.EDU]

Sent: Monday, June 09, 2003 9:06 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: monkey pox virus

All,

Any information on the monkey pox "outbreak" in Wisconsin?  What

area, how many cases, general info on the disease?

ThanksGreg Lupinski

Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

(732)445-2550
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 From the Wall Street Jouranl this morning:

Monkeypox Virus Appears To Spread in the Midwest

Associated Press

MADISON, Wis. -- A virus related to smallpox that has never been

detected in the Western Hemisphere may be the cause of a mysterious

disease that has spread from pet prairie dogs to people in the upper

Midwest, health officials said.

James Hughes, director of the National Center for Infectious Diseases

at the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, said a group of

prairie dogs sold from a suburban Chicago pet distributor appears to

be infected with the monkeypox virus, a member of the same viral

family that causes smallpox but is not nearly as deadly.

Monkeypox typically has been found in West African rain forests, Dr.

Hughes said. The death rate among infected humans has ranged from 1%

to 10%. Dr. Hughes said that although monkeypox is spread primarily

through rodents in Africa, scientists haven't ruled out

person-to-person transmission.

Since early May, 17 possible cases have been reported in Wisconsin in

people as young as 4 and as old as 48. One possible case has been

reported in Illinois, and one has been reported in Indiana. They

appear to have been exposed to prairie dogs -- rodents whose

popularity as pets has grown in recent years. They reported fever,

coughs, rashes and swollen lymph nodes.

CDC and state health officials are still researching the disease with

samples from the infected prairie dogs and humans, but the virus

appears susceptible to the antiviral drug cidofovir, Dr. Hughes said.

No one has died or become severely ill in the current outbreak, Dr.

Hughes said. But four people in Wisconsin had to be hospitalized.

Authorities don't believe bioterrorism was involved.

Investigators have traced the origin of the outbreak to a pet

distributor in Villa Park, Ill. That distributor had a giant Gambian

rat, indigenous to African countries, that may have infected batches

of prairie dogs, Dr. Hughes said.

Wisconsin health officials on Friday banned the sale, importation and

display of prairie dogs, and some exotic-pet stores have been put

under quarantine.

Copyright (c) 2003 The Associated Press

--

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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>X-Sieve: CMU Sieve 2.2

>Date: Sun, 8 Jun 2003 08:34:38 -0400 (EDT)

>To: promed-edr@promedmail.org

>From: ProMED-mail <promed@promed.isid.harvard.edu>

>Subject: PRO/AH/EDR> Monkeypox, human, prairie dogs - USA (WI, IL, IN)

>X-ProMED-Id: 20030608.1412

>Sender: owner-promed-ahead-edr@promed.isid.harvard.edu

>

>MONKEYPOX, HUMAN, PRAIRIE DOGS - USA (WISCONSIN, ILLINOIS, INDIANA)

>***************************************

>A ProMED-mail post

><http://www.promedmail.org>

>ProMED-mail is a program of the

>International Society for Infectious Diseases

><http://www.isid.org>

>

>Date: Sat, 07 Jun 2003 23:27:03 -0400

>From: George Robertson <geo456@comcast.net>

>Source: Associate Press [Edited]

>

>Illness caused by pet prairie dogs is possibly monkeypox

>-----------------------

>MADISON, Wis. (AP) - A virus related to smallpox that has never been

>detected in the Western Hemisphere may be the cause of a mysterious

>disease spreading from pet prairie dogs to people across the upper

>Midwest, health officials said Saturday.

>

>Dr. James Hughes, director of the National Center for Infectious

>Diseases at the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, said a

>group of prairie dogs sold from a suburban Chicago pet distributor

>appears to be infected with the monkeypox virus, a member of the same

>viral family that causes smallpox but is not nearly as deadly.

>

>Monkeypox has typically been found in West African rain forests,

>Hughes said. The death rate among infected humans has ranged from 1

>to 10 percent.

>

>Hughes said although monkeypox is spread primarily through rodents in

>Africa, scientists haven't ruled out person-to-person transmission.

>

>"We're in the very early stages of classifying this virus," Hughes

>said.  "We're not certain."

>

>Since early May [2003] , 17 possible cases have been reported in

>Wisconsin in people as young as 4 and as old as 48. 2 possible cases

>have been reported in Illinois and one has been reported in Indiana,

>health officials from all 3 states said.

>

>They appeared to have been exposed to prairie dogs - rodents whose

>popularity as pets has grown in recent years. They reported fever,

>coughs, rashes and swollen lymph nodes.

>

>CDC and state health officials are still researching the disease with

>samples from the infected prairie dogs and humans, but the virus

>appears susceptible to the anti-viral drug Cidofovir, Hughes said. He

>isn't aware of any long-term aftereffects of monkeypox.

>

>No one has died or become severely ill in the current outbreak,

>Hughes said.  But 4 people in Wisconsin had to be hospitalized at

>Froedtert Memorial Lutheran Hospital, hospital spokesman Mark

>McLaughlin said. 2 remained hospitalized in satisfactory condition

>Saturday.

>

>Authorities don't believe bioterrorism was involved.  Investigators

>have traced the origin of the outbreak to a pet distributor in

>Villa Park, Ill. That distributor had a giant Gambian rat, indigenous

>to African countries, that may have infected batches of prairie dogs,

>Hughes said.

>

>SK Exotics, a South Milwaukee pet distributor, bought prairie dogs

>from the Villa Park distributor and imported them to Wisconsin.

>

>2 pet stores, Hoffer TropicLife Pets in Milwaukee and Rainbow Pets in

>Shorewood, a Milwaukee suburb, bought some dogs from SK Exotics.

>

>More prairie dogs from Villa Park found their way to northern

>Wisconsin through a Wausau swap meet, said Dr. Mark Wegner, chief of

>the Wisconsin Communicable Disease Epidemiology Section.

>

>Wisconsin agriculture officials have taken several emergency steps

>since word of the outbreak broke earlier this week.

>

>The state Department of Health and Family Services issued an

>emergency order Friday banning the sale, importation and display of

>prairie dogs.

>

>Also Friday, acting state veterinarian Dr. Robert Ehlenfeldt imposed

>quarantines on SK Exotics, Hoffer TropicLife Pets, Rainbow Pets and

>the Dorchester home of Tammy Kautzer, who apparently sells animals to

>swap meets, Gilson said.

>

>The quarantines prohibit movement of any prairie dogs or mammals that

>come in contact with them.

>

>[One of the cases] said she got 2 female prairie dogs from SK Exotics

>on 5 May 2003.  Neither looked sick at first, she said, but one

>eventually began to look tired. [She] said she got sick in mid-May

>with blisters, coughing and a

>101-degree fever. Hospital staff gave her aspirin, told her it was a

>viral infection and she went home, she said.

>

>Meanwhile, state and federal investigators are still trying to track

>down animals sold from the Villa Park distributor. The source of the

>Gambian rat is still unknown, they said.

>

>The World Health Organization has released facts about the disease:

>

>    a. The disease has never before been reported in the Western=

 Hemisphere.

>    b. It is usually found in remote villages in Central and West Africa.

>    c. Monkeypox is related to the virus that caused smallpox, and smallpox

>vaccinations also gave protection against it.

>    d. The death rate among those with monkeypox ranges from 1 to 10

>percent, with the highest rates among young children.

>    e. The disease is usually transmitted to people from squirrels and

>primates through a bite or contact with the animal's blood.

>

>--

>George A. Robertson

><geo456@comcast.net>

>

>[ProMED-mail also thanks the Humanitarian Resource Institute

><news@humanitarian.net> that submitted a similar news story. - Mod.

>LM]

>

>******

>[2]

>Date: 7 Jun 2003

>From: ProMED-mail <promed@promedmail.org> & H. Larry Penning

><hlpenning@yahoo.com>

>Source: CDC press release

><http://www.cdc.gov/od/oc/media/pressrel/r030607.htm>

>

>

>Public Health Investigation Uncovers First Outbreak of Human

>Monkeypox Infection in Western Hemisphere

>------------------------------

>Public health officials from the Centers for Disease Control and

>Prevention (CDC) and the states of Wisconsin, Illinois and Indiana

>have reported the first outbreak of human infections with a

>monkeypox-like virus to be documented in the Western Hemisphere. Thus

>far, 19 cases have been reported: 17 in Wisconsin, one in Northern

>Illinois, and one in Northern Indiana. All patients who have become

>ill reported direct or close contact with ill prairie dogs.

>

>CDC is advising physicians, veterinarians, and the public to report

>instances of rash illness associated with exposure to prairie dogs,

>Gambian rats and other animals to local and state public health

>authorities. CDC also has issued interim recommendations for

>infection control calling for health care personnel attending

>hospitalized patients to follow standard precautions for guarding

>against airborne or contact illness. Veterinarians examining or

>treating sick rodents, rabbits and such exotic pets as prairie dogs

>and Gambian rats are advised to use personal protective equipment,

>including gloves, surgical mask or N-95 respirator, and gowns.

>

>The prairie dogs were sold by a Milwaukee animal distributor in May

>to two pet shops in the Milwaukee area and during a pet =93swap meet=94

>(pets for sale or exchange) in northern Wisconsin. The Milwaukee

>animal distributor obtained prairie dogs and a Gambian giant rat that

>was ill at the time from a northern Illinois animal distributor.

>Investigations are underway to trace the source of animals and the

>subsequent distribution of animals from the Illinois distributor.

>Preliminary information suggests that animals from this distributor

>may have been sold in several other states.

>

>Human monkeypox is a rare, zoonotic, viral disease that occurs

>primarily in the rain forest countries of Central and West Africa. It

>is a member of the orthopox family of viruses. In humans, infection

>with monkeypox virus results in a rash illness similar to but less

>infectious than smallpox. Monkeypox in humans is not usually fatal.

>The incubation period is about 12 days. Animal species susceptible to

>monkeypox virus may include non-human primates, rabbits, and some

>rodents.

>

>Scientists at the Marshfield Clinic in Marshfield, Wisconsin,

>recovered the first viral isolates from a patient and a prairie dog.

>Through examination with an electron microscope they demonstrated a

>poxvirus.

>

>Physicians should consider monkeypox in persons with fever, cough,

>headache, myalgia, rash, or lymph node enlargement within 3 weeks

>after contact with prairie dogs or Gambian giant rats. Veterinarians

>examining sick exotic animal species, especially prairie dogs and

>Gambian giant rats, should consider the possibility of monkeypox.

>Veterinarians should also be alert to the development of illness in

>other animal species that may have been housed with ill prairie dogs

>or Gambian giant rats.

>

>Local, state, and federal agencies and private institutions that have

>participated in this investigation to date have included the

>Marshfield Clinic and Marshfield Laboratories, Froedtert Hospital and

>Medical College of Wisconsin, the City of Milwaukee Health Department

>and at least 10 additional health departments in Wisconsin and

>Illinois, the Wisconsin Division of Public Health, Wisconsin

>Department of Agriculture Trade and Consumer Protection and Wisconsin

>State Laboratory of Hygiene, the Illinois Department of Public

>Health, the Illinois State Department of Agriculture, the Indiana

>State Department of Health, and the US Department of Agriculture.

>

><http://research.marshfieldclinic.org/crc/prairiedog.asp> (electron

>microscopy images)

>

>For additional information about monkeypox, see

><http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/eid/vol7no3/hutinG1.htm>

>

>--

>ProMED-mail

><promed@promedmail.org>

>

>[As mentioned in the above reports, this is the first identification

>of monkeypox in the Western Hemisphere.  In the article by Hutin YJF,

>Williams RJ, Malfait P, Pebody R. et al, Outbreak of Human Monkeypox,

>Democratic Republic of Congo, 1996 to 1997. EID Vol. 7, No. 3 May=ADJun

>2001, (accessible at

><http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/eid/vol7no3/hutin.htm#Figure%201>), Table

>2  (Species of animals caught in the wild and monkeypox virus plaque

>reduction neutralization antibody assay results, Katako-Kombe Health

>Zone, 23-27 Feb, 1997) shows that 3 out of 19 (15.8 percent) Gambian

>rats (_Cricetomys emini_) tested had evidence of monkeypox infection.

>Given this, it would not be surprising to learn that the Gambian rat

>mentioned in the above articles was the source of the infection of

>the prairie dogs.  I wonder when and how it arrived on US shores, and

>if it was in the incubation period during transit... or if there has

>been an ongoing slow outbreak among these exotic animals for some

>time that is just coming to notice now that it is spilling over into

>the human population.

>

>As per the newswire report, cases have occurred in individuals ages 4

>through 48.  It will be very interesting to see the real age

>distribution of these cases, to see if there is persistent immunity

>from earlier smallpox vaccination (pre-1972). It will also be of

>interest to know the smallpox vaccination status of the cases that

>occurred in individuals born before 1972 when smallpox vaccination

>was discontinued (a possible natural study on the duration of

>immunity from earlier smallpox vaccination in the USA).  The

>cessation of smallpox vaccination has been associated with an

>observed increase in monkeypox activity in central Africa (see EID

>article above and WHO fact sheet information below).

>

>Monkeypox is a viral disease with a clinical presentation in humans

>similar to that seen in the past in smallpox patients. Monkeypox is

>seen as a sporadic disease in parts of Africa. The virus responsible

>for monkeypox is related to the virus that causes smallpox

>(orthopoxviruses). Vaccination against smallpox gave protection

>against monkeypox. Before the eradication of smallpox, vaccination

>was widely practised and protected against both diseases. However,

>children born after 1980 have not been vaccinated against smallpox

>and are likely to be more susceptible to monkeypox than older members

>of the population. The death rate from monkeypox is highest in young

>children, reaching about 10 percent.

>

>Most cases occur in remote villages of Central and West Africa close

>to tropical rainforests where there is frequent contact with infected

>animals. Monkeypox is usually transmitted to humans from squirrels

>and primates through contact with the animal's blood or through a

>bite.

>

>An outbreak of human monkeypox in the Democratic Republic of the

>Congo (DRC) in 1997 was associated with person-to-person

>transmission; a change from prior limited outbreaks.  Previous

>studies over a twenty-year period had shown that the rate of

>transmission of monkeypox within households was low, suggesting that

>the disease had a low potential for transmission from person to

>person. Outbreaks were generally self-limiting after one or two

>sequential transmissions.

>

>The percentage of suspect cases from person-to-person transmission

>(78 percent) was higher in this outbreak than previously reported (30

>percent). This was associated with the clustering of cases in

>household compounds and prolonged chains of transmission from person

>to person;

>

>The ending of vaccination programmes against smallpox in the late

>1970s has probably led to an increase in susceptibility to monkeypox

>and could explain the larger size of the most recent outbreak, the

>higher proportion of patients aged 15 and over, and the spread

>through many generations of transmission. (see WHO fact sheet at:

><http://www.who.int/inf-fs/en/fact161.html>).

>

>We await further information on this outbreak. - Mod.MPP]

>

>

>[see also:

>2002

>-----

>Monkeypox - Congo DR (Equateur) (07) 20021025.5638

>Monkeypox - Congo DR (Equateur)      20020228.3654

>Monkeypox - Congo DR (Equateur) (06)  20020410.3926

>2001

>----

>Monkeypox, suspected - Congo DR (Equateur) (02)  20010927.2353

>Monkeypox, suspected - Congo DR (Equateur): RFI      20010315.0523

>2000

>----

>Monkeypox - Congo, Dem. Rep. (Mbuji-Mayi): 1999      20000428.0645

>Monkeypox - Congo, Dem. Rep. (Mbuji-Mayi): comment      20000506.0691

>1998

>----

>Monkeypox, new therapeutic agent      19980311.0470

>1997

>----

>Monkeypox, threat to humans?      19970728.1585

>Monkeypox - Congo, Dem.Rep.      19970928.2049

>Monkeypox - Congo, Democratic Republic (09)  19971214.2481

>Monkeypox - Zaire      19970321.0599

>Monkeypox - Zaire (09) 19970426.0847

>1996

>----

>Monkeypox - Zaire      19960903.1505

>Monkeypox - Zaire (02)  19961030.1834]

>............................lm/mpp/lm
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>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.
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>Send  all  items  for   posting  to:   promed@promedmail.org

>(NOT to  an  individual moderator).  If you do not give your

>full name and  affiliation, it  may  not  be  posted.   Send

>commands  to  subscribe/unsubscribe,   get  archives,  help,

>etc. to: majordomo@promedmail.org.    For assistance  from a

>human  being  send  mail  to:   owner-promed@promedmail.org.
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Sue Pedrick, RN, COHN-S

Occupational Health Nurse/Lecturer

101 Edwards Hall

Clemson, SC  29634-0742

Office: (864) 656-5529/656-3076

Pager (864) 460-7728

Fax: (864) 656-7694

Email: spedric@clemson.edu
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MessageDirectly from CDC!

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL-Lafayette, NIRC

http://www.cdc.gov/od/oc/media/pressrel/r030607.htm

http://www.idph.state.il.us/public/press03/prairie_dog.htm

Tom DeMarcus

Environmental Health Officer

Division of Global Migration and Quarantine

National Center for Infectious Diseases

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

Phone: (404) 498-1670

Fax:     (404) 498-1633

E-mail: tad1@cdc.gov
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Subject:      Re: Appropriate dress for lab environment
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This is such a "no-brainer" but way back when, there were issued at many

Colleges and Universities rules on not wearing shorts and sandals or

opened toe shoes for labwork. Currently, to the best of my knowledge,

the only mention of it in a Federal regulation is in the Appendix to 29

CFR 1910.1450 the Laboratory Standard.

Under the Section "D-Components of the Chemical Hygiene plan, 6(a) says:

"These should include for each laboratory: (a) Protective apparel

compatible with the required degree of protection for substances being

handled (158-161);"

And

E. Basic Rules and Procedures for Working with Chemicals; 1.General

Rules;

(i) Personal apparel: Confine long hair and loose clothing (23, 158).

Wear shoes at all times in the laboratory but do not wear sandals,

perforated shoes, or sneakers (158).

Neither of these are part of the actual Standard, but in that the

National Research Council (NRC) recognizes the hazard and has commented

and developed a guideline for the hazard, this item may be covered under

the "General Duty Clause" if OSHA were to make a response on a complaint

or an employee injury / death. So, I hope this helps you out a bit.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Tina Charbonneau [mailto:tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG]

Sent: Friday, June 06, 2003 8:49 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Appropriate dress for lab environment

I am certain  this topic has been brought up before but  here goes

again...

Are there regulations that I can site specifically that would indicate

that open shoes ( sandals) are  NOT considered appropriate footwear in

the lab.    I have been around this subject so many times and what is

common sense to me others want definitive "proof".  

Can anyone point me in the right direction... OSHA 1910.132 does not

have  what I was looking for.

Thanks for any help and or suggestions,

Tina

Tina Charbonneau

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

100 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12983

518-891-3080 x 372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org
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Again,  many thanks to all who responded directly or through the site.  =

Tina
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from Pro-MED

the website in the first paragraph of the story has interesting

photographs of human and prairie dog stains/micrographs.  I wish

my micro instructor had used some of these for explaining what a

negative stain should look like ...

[1]

Date: Mon 9 Jun 2003

From: ProMED-mail <promed@promedmail.org>

Source: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, Preliminary

report,

Mon 9 Jun 2003 [edited]

<http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/monkeypox/report060903.htm>

Multistate outbreak of monkeypox in persons exposed to pet

prairie dogs

---------------------------------------------------------

An extensive multidisciplinary investigation in Wisconsin,

Illinois, and Indiana has identified cases of febrile rash

illness in persons who had  direct or close contact with

recently purchased ill prairie dogs. Scientists  at the

Marshfield Clinic in Marshfield, Wisconsin, recovered viral

isolates from a patient and a prairie dog and demonstrated a

virus  morphologically consistent with a poxvirus by electron

microscopy (see

<http://research.marshfieldclinic.org/crc/prairiedog.asp>

for electron microscopy images).

Preliminary results of serologic testing,

polymerase-chain-reaction

[PCR] analysis, and gene sequencing performed at the Centers for

Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) on 6-7 Jun 2003 indicated

that

the causative agent is monkeypox virus, a member of the

orthopoxvirus

group of viruses. Results of additional evaluation at CDC by

electron

microscopy and immunohistochemical studies are consistent with

the

finding of an orthopoxvirus. These findings represent the first

evidence

of community-acquired monkeypox-like infection in the United

States.

Further characterization of the virus is in progress.

Human monkeypox is a rare zoonotic viral disease that occurs

primarily

in the rain forest countries of central and west Africa. In

humans, the

illness produces a vesicular and pustular rash similar to that

of smallpox.

Limited person-to-person spread of infection has been reported

in

disease-endemic areas in Africa; the incubation period is about

12 days.

Case-fatality ratios in Africa have ranged from 1% to 10% -- for

additional information about monkeypox, see

<www.cdc.gov/ncidod/eid/vol7no3/hutin.htm>

As of Sat 7Jun 2003, cases of suspected monkeypox had been

reported

among residents of Wisconsin (17), northern Illinois (1), and

northwestern Indiana (1). Onset of illness among patients began

in early

May [2003]. Patients typically experienced a prodrome consisting

of

fever, headaches, myalgias, chills, and drenching sweats.

Roughly one-

third of patients had nonproductive cough. This prodromal phase

was

followed 1-10 days later by the development of a papular rash

that

typically progressed through stages of vesiculation,

pustulation,

umbilication, and crusting. In some patients, early lesions have

become

ulcerated. Rash distribution and lesions have occurred on head,

trunk, and

extremities; many of the patients had initial and satellite

lesions on palms

and soles and extremities. Rashes were generalized in some

patients.

After onset of the rash, patients have generally manifested rash

lesions in

different stages.

All patients reported direct or close contact with prairie dogs,

most of

which were sick. Illness in prairie dogs was frequently reported

as

beginning with a blepharoconjunctivitis, progressing to presence

of

nodular lesions in some cases. Some prairie dogs have died

from the illness, while others reportedly recovered.

In May [2003] the prairie dogs were sold by a Milwaukee animal

distributor to 2 pet shops in the Milwaukee area and during a

pet "swap

meet" (pets for sale or exchange) in northern Wisconsin. The

Milwaukee

animal distributor had obtained prairie dogs and a Gambian giant

rat that

was ill at the time from a northern Illinois animal distributor.

It is unclear

whether other retail outlets are involved. Investigations are

under way to

trace back the source of the prairie dogs and the Gambian giant

rat and

determine if distributors in other states might be involved.

Animal

species susceptible to monkeypox virus may include non-human

primates, lagomorphs (rabbits), and some rodents.

On the basis of preliminary findings from this investigation, it

appears

that the primary route of transmission may be from infected

prairie dogs

to humans as a result of close contact. However, the possibility

of human-

to-human transmission cannot be excluded at this time. As a

precaution

until additional information is available, the measures below

should be

followed.

General Prevention

------------------

Avoid contact with any prairie dogs or Gambian giant rats that

appear to

be ill (e.g., are missing patches of fur, have a visible rash on

the skin, or

have a discharge from eyes or nose). Wash hands thoroughly after

any

contact with prairie dogs, Gambian giant rats, or any ill

animal.

Diagnosis

-----------

Physicians should consider monkeypox in persons with fever,

cough,

headache, myalgias, rash, or lymph node enlargement within 3

weeks

after contact with prairie dogs or Gambian giant rats. Inform

the treating

physician or other clinician of the animal exposure.

Veterinarians

-------------

Veterinarians examining sick exotic animal species, especially

prairie

dogs and Gambian giant rats, should consider monkeypox.

Veterinarians

should also be alert to the development of illness in other

animal species

that may have been housed with ill prairie dogs or Gambian giant

rats.

Treatment

--------

No specific treatment recommendations are being made at this

time.

Smallpox vaccine has been reported to reduce the risk of

monkeypox

among previously vaccinated persons in Africa. CDC is assessing

the

potential role of postexposure use of smallpox vaccine as well

as

therapeutic use of the antiviral drug cidofovir. [A newswire

report states

that one of the victims had been vaccinated against smallpox

back in

1972. - Mod.JW]

Reporting

---------

Health care providers, veterinarians, and public health

personnel should

report cases of these illnesses in humans and animals to their

state or

local health departments as soon as they are suspected.

Submission of Specimens from Patients with Suspected Monkeypox

--------------------------------------------------------------

Procedures recommended for collection of samples for diagnosis

of

potential monkeypox disease are essentially the same as those

for

diagnosis of the related orthopoxvirus diseases, vaccinia and

smallpox.

For information regarding collection of serum specimens and

lesions,

please refer to the smallpox laboratory testing guidelines at

<www.bt.cdc.gov/agent/smallpox/lab-testing>. Consultation with

the

state epidemiologist

<www.cste.org/members/state_and_territorial_epi.asp> and state

health

laboratory <www.aphl.org/public_health_labs/index.cfm>

is necessary for submission instructions before sending

specimens to

CDC.

Additional Information

----------------------

For more information contact your state or local health

department.

Additional information and recommendations will be released as

they

become available. Updated information will be posted on CDC's

monkeypox Web site

<http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/monkeypox/index.htm>

--

ProMED-mail

<promed@promedmail.org>

[At present there still seems to be some ambiguity regarding the

identity

of the etiologic agent responsible for this outbreak. Monkeypox

virus has

not been observed outside West/Central Africa and its name is

something

of a misnomer. Monkeypox virus causes mild illness in primates

but its

principal reservoir hosts may be squirrels and rodents.

Monkeypox virus

is a member of the same poxvirus genus as smallpox virus (i.e.

the genus

_Orthopoxvirus_) and smallpox virus vaccine (i.e. vaccinia

virus)

provides protective immunity. However, in its natural range

outbreaks of

monkeypox are infrequent and it has often been confused with

outbreaks

of chickenpox (caused by an unrelated herpesvirus): see a

previous

cautionary comment posted by Dr. D.A. Henderson in "Monkeypox -

Congo DR (Equateur) (06) 20020410.3926" - Mod.CP]

******

[2]

Date: Mon 9 Jun 2003

From: "Robin Nypaver" <RobinNypaver@epchealth.org>

The Associated Press  article on  monkeypox quoted on

ProMED-mail

states that: ["One of the cases] said she got 2 female prairie

dogs from

SK Exotics on 5 May 2003.  Neither looked sick at first, she

said, but

one eventually began to look tired. [She] said she got sick in

mid-May

with blisters, coughing and a 101-degree fever. Hospital staff

gave her

aspirin, told her it was a viral infection and she went home,

she said."

Monkeypox presents very much like smallpox.  If the article is

accurate

and the case did go to a hospital, why did the hospital not

recognize the

similarities and become fretful?

--

Robin Nypaver, R.N., B.S.N.

Communicable Disease Specialist

El Paso County Department of Health and Environment

301 South Union Blvd.

Colorado Springs, Colorado 80910

<robinnypaver@epchealth.org>

[I would suggest that there is significant reason for concern

about the

efficacy of the BT preparedness training that has gone on, if

the patient

presented with a febrile "blister" illness to an Emergency

Department.

Who were the targets of the training?  Did they include all ED

staff

including nursing (triage nurses are usually rotated among all

ED nurses)

and all ED docs?

And if the patient was a young adult, giving ASA [aspirin] with

a possible

varicella infection is still questionable because of the

association with

Reye's syndrome. - Mod.MPP]

[see also:

Monkeypox, human, prairie dogs - USA (WI, IL, IN)  20030608.1412

2002

-----

Monkeypox - Congo DR (Equateur) (07) 20021025.5638

Monkeypox - Congo DR (Equateur) 20020228.3654

Monkeypox - Congo DR (Equateur) (06) 20020410.3926

2001

----

Monkeypox, suspected - Congo DR (Equateur) (02)  20010927.2353

Monkeypox, suspected - Congo DR (Equateur): RFI  20010315.0523

2000

----

Monkeypox - Congo, Dem. Rep. (Mbuji-Mayi): 1999 20000428.0645

Monkeypox - Congo, Dem. Rep. (Mbuji-Mayi): comment

20000506.0691

1998

----

Monkeypox, new therapeutic agent  19980311.0470

1997

----

Monkeypox, threat to humans? 19970728.1585

Monkeypox - Congo, Dem.Rep. 19970928.2049

Monkeypox - Congo, Democratic Republic (09) 19971214.2481

Monkeypox - Zaire  19970321.0599

Monkeypox - Zaire (09) 19970426.0847

1996

----

Monkeypox - Zaire  19960903.1505

Monkeypox - Zaire (02) 19961030.1834]

....................................................mpp/cp/jw
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=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! Calendar - Free online calendar with sync to Outlook(TM).

http://calendar.yahoo.com
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Also, be aware that if you are Exporting any items that may be of a dual

use nature, or fall under three categories outlined by the Department of

Commerce, you will have to get an Export License through your local

office.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, June 05, 2003 10:07 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: USDA permits

What did you need the permit for?

If it's for shipping I've done this several times for shipping overseas

and

bringing in from overseas..

The APHIS/USDA National Center for Import and Export number is

301 734 3277

They are generally happy to point you in the direction of what forms to

use

(available to download on their web site), although you may be bumped

around a few times until you reach someone who actually knows what they

are

talking about..

http://www.aphis.usda.gov/vs/ncie/

Other forms can be found at http://www.aphis.usda.gov/ by clicking on

'APHIS services' then ' find permit application information'

At 07:47 AM 6/5/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Has anyone assisted their researchers in getting a USDA permit?  Can

you

>give some pointers?

>

>

>

>Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

>University of California

>Los Alamos National Laboratory

>HSR-5

>MS K486

>Los Alamos, NM 87545

>(505) 665-2977 (voice)

>((505) 996-3807 (pager)

>"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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  Ritchie,

 I would like to add my thanks to all the others for an invaluable

service. I have found the listserv to be immensely helpful over the

years. Good Luck in your new career.

Gillian
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Copy for IBC and send to primary and secondary reviewers within 2 working days
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Morgan Margaret-AMM076 <Peggy@MOTOROLA.COM>

Subject:      Type A/B3 cabinets

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

We have some Class II type A biosafety cabinets with the thimble ducts in

operation.  What percentage of hepa filtered air is returned to the room and

what percentage is drawn outside through the thimble?

Margaret (Peggy) Morgan, Ph.D,

Senior Scientist and BioSafety Officer,

Motorola Life Sciences,

Pasadena CA 91105.

ph. 626 584 5900 ext 432

cell 626 484 2589.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 11 Jun 2003 13:21:52 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "White, Alan D [EH&S]" <awhite@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Type A/B3 cabinets

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

First of all the A/B3 designation is now A2.  In a thimbled, ducted =

cabinet, air from the cabinet and air from the room is all directed =

through the duct to the outside. No air should be directed into the room =

unless the ductwork fan fails.

Alan D. White, Biosafety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

118 Agronomy Lab

Iowa State University

Ames, IA   50011-3200

515-294-9364

Fax: 515-294-9357

awhite@iastate.edu

 -----Original Message-----

From:   Morgan Margaret-AMM076 [mailto:Peggy@MOTOROLA.COM]

Sent:   Wednesday, June 11, 2003 1:03 PM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Type A/B3 cabinets

We have some Class II type A biosafety cabinets with the thimble ducts =

in operation.  What percentage of hepa filtered air is returned to the =

room and what percentage is drawn outside through the thimble?

Margaret (Peggy) Morgan, Ph.D,

Senior Scientist and BioSafety Officer,

Motorola Life Sciences,

Pasadena CA 91105.

ph. 626 584 5900 ext 432

cell 626 484 2589.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 11 Jun 2003 13:16:23 -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: Type A/B3 cabinets

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Margaret, If the system is balanced properly and the unit is working as it

should, there should be no HEPA air that is returned to the room. The total

volume of air in the duct is the sum of the total of HEPA from the BSC and

about 10-15% room air keeping the thimble under negative pressure relative

to the room. Hope this helps.

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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: Morgan Margaret-AMM076 [mailto:Peggy@MOTOROLA.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2003 1:03 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Type A/B3 cabinets

We have some Class II type A biosafety cabinets with the thimble ducts in

operation.  What percentage of hepa filtered air is returned to the room and

what percentage is drawn outside through the thimble?

Margaret (Peggy) Morgan, Ph.D,

Senior Scientist and BioSafety Officer,

Motorola Life Sciences,

Pasadena CA 91105.

ph. 626 584 5900 ext 432

cell 626 484 2589.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 11 Jun 2003 14:26:06 -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:      John Keene - virus

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

There have been two recent postings from John Keene, both had attachments

containing a virus - i.e. DO NOT OPEN.  Just delete the message.

I will be a co-owner of the biosafty list and will still do the

administrative stuff, so you will see me around for a bit longer.

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 11 Jun 2003 11:36:54 -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:      Re: Type A/B3 cabinets

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_ACF37867.A5C4AB20"

--=_ACF37867.A5C4AB20

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

It depends on the air balance of your thimble. We used to air balance ours =

so all the air was exhausted outside.

Melinda Young

>>> Peggy@MOTOROLA.COM 06/11/03 11:03AM >>>

We have some Class II type A biosafety cabinets with the thimble ducts in =

operation.  What percentage of hepa filtered air is returned to the room =

and what percentage is drawn outside through the thimble?

Margaret (Peggy) Morgan, Ph.D,

Senior Scientist and BioSafety Officer,

Motorola Life Sciences,

Pasadena CA 91105.

ph. 626 584 5900 ext 432

cell 626 484 2589.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 11 Jun 2003 15:29:42 -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: Type A/B3 cabinets

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

The building hvac system must be properly balanced with a well designed

thimble for proper operation. All air from the cabinet exhaust should be

vented to the outside. Check for proper balance with a smoke stick to see

that air is flowing into the thimble and none is spilling out into the lab

space. For a reference and explanation, refer to "Using Thimbles to Connect

BSCs to VAV Exhaust Systems" by going to www.bakerco.com/news/acumen and

downloading vol1no2 of the Acumen series.

-----Original Message-----

From: Morgan Margaret-AMM076 [mailto:Peggy@MOTOROLA.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2003 2:03 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Type A/B3 cabinets

We have some Class II type A biosafety cabinets with the thimble ducts in

operation.  What percentage of hepa filtered air is returned to the room and

what percentage is drawn outside through the thimble?

Margaret (Peggy) Morgan, Ph.D,

Senior Scientist and BioSafety Officer,

Motorola Life Sciences,

Pasadena CA 91105.

ph. 626 584 5900 ext 432

cell 626 484 2589.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 11 Jun 2003 16:06:29 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Type A/B3 cabinets

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Hello, Peggy.

Ideally, the A/B3 Cabinets (old designation) use a 70/30% split, with

30% discharged to the room. When a thimble is used, it is a canopy-type

receiving hood that is designed to accept the whole 30% HEPA filtered

air discharged through the BSCs top filter. For a standard type BSC, 1ft

sash, 4 ft bench, that is, 4sq.ft. of opening area, and 100lf/m going

through the face, @ 400 cfm of make-up is going into the face of the

cabinet.

Since V1A1 =3D V2A2, where V is velocity and A is area, the same amount =

of

volume, Q, has to be discharged or the cabinet would expand and rupture,

so Q1 =3D Q2; (V1A1 =3D Q1). $00 cfm goes in through the face, and =

400cfm is

discharged through the top.

Since 400cfm has to be discharged, the Thimble should pull 400cfm plus a

percentage more air over what is discharged...if you go with 25% more,

then total cfm exhausted through the thimble-duct system should be 500

cfm. The thimble is designed to allow slippage of air around the BSC's

exhaust port, and pulls more air than the BSC can throw, the required

air coming from the room. If the room's total exhaust is 1000 cfm out,

the balancing has to be adjusted to ensure that 500cfm is exhausted

through the thimble-duct system.

Refer to:

http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bsc/bsc.htm and

http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bsc/fig4.htm the Thimble digram.

I hope I helped you.

Phil Hauck, MS, MSHS, CIH, CBSP

Mt. Sinai School of Medicine

-----Original Message-----

From: Morgan Margaret-AMM076 [mailto:Peggy@MOTOROLA.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2003 2:03 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Type A/B3 cabinets

We have some Class II type A biosafety cabinets with the thimble ducts

in operation.  What percentage of hepa filtered air is returned to the

room and what percentage is drawn outside through the thimble?

Margaret (Peggy) Morgan, Ph.D,

Senior Scientist and BioSafety Officer,

Motorola Life Sciences,

Pasadena CA 91105.

ph. 626 584 5900 ext 432

cell 626 484 2589.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 12 Jun 2003 13:54:46 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      Lab recommissioning requirements

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_7B24A07B.5A3B553F"

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.

--=_7B24A07B.5A3B553F

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Is anyone aware of any recommissioning requirements for labs working with =

select agents that are brought back on line after a complete shut down?

Thanks in advance!

Jeff Owens

Biosafety Officer

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 12 Jun 2003 14:49:04 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Daryl Rowe <drowe@ESD.UGA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Lab recommissioning requirements

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C33113.4C1D0B60"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C33113.4C1D0B60

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Jeff,

I know of no such requirements - the RO would have to inspect and =

approve.

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeffrey Owens [mailto:reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2003 1:55 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Lab recommissioning requirements

Is anyone aware of any recommissioning requirements for labs working =

with select agents that are brought back on line after a complete shut =

down?

Thanks in advance!

Jeff Owens

Biosafety Officer

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 12 Jun 2003 15:48:13 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tina Charbonneau <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

Subject:      BSL-2 Practices

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

This question is for folks working with animals ( mice in particular) and  =

BSL-2 agents...I make this caveat as some of the infectious agents used =

are typically mouse pathogens   while others may/may not be  considered =

pathogenic to humans.   Some of the strains, T gondii,  S. typhmurium,  S. =

mansoni,  H. influenza PR8,  Y. enterocolitica,  H. polygyrus

 As listed in the CDC Guidelines when working with BSL-2 agents  all =

manipulations  which could produce splashes or aerosols are to be =

conducted in BCS's.   I guess the interpretation of what does indeed =

generate an aerosol is what is at question.  Certainly the grinding or =

processing of tissue ( i.e. lymphnodes, spleens and lungs) would fit into =

this category but what about the actual procurement of the organs.    =

Would you feel that the work would need to be done in a BSC  or could the =

procurement be done on the bench top using the appropriate PPE?

What about staff who share a BSC,  some who perform  studies without =

infectious agents  sharing  lab hood space with those who may be   =

processing cells from an animal who has received an experimental infection.=

     My feeling is that if it is an "end stage" experiment that is the =

cells procured are going to be stained and analyzed by Facs there is =

really no problem.   If the intention is to produce cells for culture,   =

this may/not present a problem.

We are in the process of preparing some standardized guidelines for =

handling the various infectious agents I would like to know how other  =

Labs handle these situations.

Thanks in advance, 

Tina  Charbonneau

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 12 Jun 2003 16:35:53 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Lab recommissioning requirements

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_aqx5PP4nu86BCfP+wnMWnQ)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_aqx5PP4nu86BCfP+wnMWnQ)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            What do you mean by a complete shut-down? Was the lab

renovated during a shut-down, closed down by a PI and             opened

by another PI, or the lab was on a hiatus from Select agent work and is

starting up again? Each of these             scenarios has a different

set of answers!

            Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeffrey Owens [mailto:reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, June 12, 2003 1:55 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Lab recommissioning requirements

Is anyone aware of any recommissioning requirements for labs working

with select agents that are brought back on line after a complete shut

down?

Thanks in advance!

Jeff Owens

Biosafety Officer

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 13 Jun 2003 10:52:31 -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:      UNC SARS case

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Yes, our colleague and friend Pete Reinhardt is certainly on the front

line in dealing with this SARS case at UNC. I think it is just a matter

of time before this hits national news-- he told me he has been

contacted by CNN. Anyway, here's another story that was in this

morning's Raleigh-Durham  paper.  Cheri

http://www.news-observer.com/front/story/2614041p-2425039c.html

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

>>> mdurham@LSU.EDU 06/13/03 10:44AM >>>

In line with this discussion see the link below. UNC is dealing with

employee unrest and concern about a case there:

http://www.thestar.com/NASApp/cs/ContentServer?pagename=thestar/Layout/Article_Type1&c=Article&cid=1052251826050&call_pageid=968332188854&col=968350060724

Mike Durham

LSU

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 13 Jun 2003 11:58:52 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      BSL3 SOP

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C331C4.AF4B13F0"

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_01C331C4.AF4B13F0

Content-Type: text/plain

Can anyone point me in the direction (e.g. via the internet) of a working

copy of a BSL3 SOP or provide me with a copy?

Thanks,

Erin Dunn

Program Coordinator,  Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati

Phone: 558-5210

Fax: 558-5088

M.L.  0460

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 13 Jun 2003 12:21:37 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Gillian Norton <gillian.norton@SYMPATICO.CA>

Organization: Biohazard Management Services

Subject:      (no subject)

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

NOMAIL

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 13 Jun 2003 12:42:56 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: John Keene - virus

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_XWNRCPbPftI71w6Aaygjaw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_XWNRCPbPftI71w6Aaygjaw)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            That's funny...sort of....John Keene is

shedding....viruses!!

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink@MIT.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, June 11, 2003 2:26 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: John Keene - virus

There have been two recent postings from John Keene, both had

attachments containing a virus - i.e. DO NOT OPEN.  Just delete the

message.

I will be a co-owner of the biosafty list and will still do the

administrative stuff, so you will see me around for a bit longer.

Richie

Richard Fink, SM(NRM), CBSP

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 13 Jun 2003 12:06:07 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Franklin R. Champlin" <Franko@BIOLOGY.MSSTATE.EDU>

Subject:      "plus labs"

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_2E71F796.ACCCC7B8"

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.

--=_2E71F796.ACCCC7B8

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I seem to remember some discussion in past years of the use of "plus" =

designations for the different biosafety levels (e.g., BSL-2+).  The =

purpose being to indicate that the facility met all of the level 2 =

criteria, and then some.  I seem to recall several individuals did not =

think this a good idea, but I have slept since then and do not remember =

their reasoning.  Any thoughts on this one way or the other?  I would =

appreciate hearing them as the subject has come up several times recently =

in our Office of Reg. Comp.

Thank you in advance, Frank

www.msstate.edu/dept/biosciences/cha.htm

Franklin R. Champlin

Professor of Microbiology, Joint Professor

     of Veterinary Medical Research, and

     Biosafety Officer

Mississippi State University

P.O. Box GY

Mississippi State, MS 39762

Phone: 662-325-7595

Fax: 662-325-7939                                   

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 13 Jun 2003 13:33:36 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: "plus labs"

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_540B8DE2.0A6B0471"

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.

--=_540B8DE2.0A6B0471

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Oh no!  Not this "discussion" again!  :-)  You don't know what you're =

getting yourself into Frank.

Jeff

>>> Franko@BIOLOGY.MSSTATE.EDU 06/13/03 01:06PM >>>

I seem to remember some discussion in past years of the use of "plus" =

designations for the different biosafety levels (e.g., BSL-2+).  The =

purpose being to indicate that the facility met all of the level 2 =

criteria, and then some.  I seem to recall several individuals did not =

think this a good idea, but I have slept since then and do not remember =

their reasoning.  Any thoughts on this one way or the other?  I would =

appreciate hearing them as the subject has come up several times recently =

in our Office of Reg. Comp.

Thank you in advance, Frank

www.msstate.edu/dept/biosciences/cha.htm

Franklin R. Champlin

Professor of Microbiology, Joint Professor

     of Veterinary Medical Research, and

     Biosafety Officer

Mississippi State University

P.O. Box GY

Mississippi State, MS 39762

Phone: 662-325-7595

Fax: 662-325-7939                                   

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 13 Jun 2003 13:55:26 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: "plus labs"

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_001D_01C331B3.7116EA20"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_001D_01C331B3.7116EA20

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Maybe Frank is just bored and wants some excitement. Think so?

Mike

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Jeffrey Owens

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Friday, June 13, 2003 12:33 PM

  Subject: Re: "plus labs"

  Oh no!  Not this "discussion" again!  :-)  You don't know what you're =

getting yourself into Frank.

  Jeff

  >>> Franko@BIOLOGY.MSSTATE.EDU 06/13/03 01:06PM >>>

  I seem to remember some discussion in past years of the use of "plus" =

designations for the different biosafety levels (e.g., BSL-2+).  The =

purpose being to indicate that the facility met all of the level 2 =

criteria, and then some.  I seem to recall several individuals did not =

think this a good idea, but I have slept since then and do not remember =

their reasoning.  Any thoughts on this one way or the other?  I would =

appreciate hearing them as the subject has come up several times =

recently in our Office of Reg. Comp.

  Thank you in advance, Frank

  www.msstate.edu/dept/biosciences/cha.htm

  Franklin R. Champlin

  Professor of Microbiology, Joint Professor

       of Veterinary Medical Research, and

       Biosafety Officer

  Mississippi State University

  P.O. Box GY

  Mississippi State, MS 39762

  Phone: 662-325-7595

  Fax: 662-325-7939

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 13 Jun 2003 15:58:28 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: "plus labs"

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_E12lV0A/aDT+miWuZC1rHg)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_E12lV0A/aDT+miWuZC1rHg)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            I could give you lengthy pro's and con's, but I will spare

you me and the entire list, and simply say this is my "feel" for the

issue.

The Late Dr.Richard Knudsen had a "sliding scale" approach to assessing

risks, I think his slides are still on the CDC web-site, and it is in

one of the ABSA books, and I think in a past Applied Biosafety, where

you could look at a given species or strain of an organism and

tailor-make a Risk-Group designation as opposed to the old

"Classification of Biological Agents according to Hazard" method, and

come up with an appreciation of the relative hazards and risk of working

with that agent.

The problem with the 'Classification..." method is that we can get

lock-step in specifications, without looking at the intrinsic hazards of

a given, unique organism, and fail to realize we have "a zebra instead

of a horse". A Coronavirus is a Coronavirus....unless it is of the SARS

variety. BSL-2 means to me, a set of minimum practices that I can use. I

am not limited to them, and I can add to them up until I reach BSL-3. I

just need to know why I am doing it, based on hazard and risk analysis,

and why I am doing the additions in lieu of going straight to BSL-3.

Then you need to communicate clearly the why, what and how of using that

particular set of equipment, devices and practices to reach that given

BSL2+ practice, so that no one is confused by what is going on. Been

there and done that. My $ 0.02 - worth. Have a good weekend, all  ; >]

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Franklin R. Champlin [mailto:Franko@BIOLOGY.MSSTATE.EDU]

Sent: Friday, June 13, 2003 1:06 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: "plus labs"

I seem to remember some discussion in past years of the use of "plus"

designations for the different biosafety levels (e.g., BSL-2+).  The

purpose being to indicate that the facility met all of the level 2

criteria, and then some.  I seem to recall several individuals did not

think this a good idea, but I have slept since then and do not remember

their reasoning.  Any thoughts on this one way or the other?  I would

appreciate hearing them as the subject has come up several times

recently in our Office of Reg. Comp.

Thank you in advance, Frank

www.msstate.edu/dept/biosciences/cha.htm

Franklin R. Champlin

Professor of Microbiology, Joint Professor

     of Veterinary Medical Research, and

     Biosafety Officer

Mississippi State University

P.O. Box GY

Mississippi State, MS 39762

Phone: 662-325-7595

Fax: 662-325-7939                                   
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Date:         Fri, 13 Jun 2003 16:21:02 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Packages

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0064_01C331C7.C81D9260"
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------=_NextPart_000_0064_01C331C7.C81D9260

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

OK, now that you all have the Biosecurity Plan completed, will some of =

you share with me what you are going to do to insure that "all packages" =

are inspected upon entry to, and upon exit from, an area where select =

agents are used or stored.

Mike Durham

LSU

=========================================================================

Date:         Sat, 14 Jun 2003 09:12:50 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Packages

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

Since the CDC means all packages including backpacks etc., it was decided

that nothing could be brought into the select agent lab except lab orders.

Since those packages have to be opened inorder to receive the order and

replace stock they will have been inspected.  Similarly for anything being

shipped out.

Richie Fink

>From: Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Packages

>Date: Fri, 13 Jun 2003 16:21:02 -0500

>

>OK, now that you all have the Biosecurity Plan completed, will some of you

>share with me what you are going to do to insure that "all packages" are

>inspected upon entry to, and upon exit from, an area where select agents

>are used or stored.

>Mike Durham

>LSU

_________________________________________________________________

Protect your PC - get McAfee.com VirusScan Online

http://clinic.mcafee.com/clinic/ibuy/campaign.asp?cid=3963
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Date:         Sat, 14 Jun 2003 19:56:48 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dan Hurley <dhurley@WFUBMC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Packages

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="utf-8"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: base64

VGhlIG1pbGxpb24gZG9sbGFyIHF1ZXN0aW9uIQ0KDQoJLS0tLS1PcmlnaW5hbCBNZXNzYWdlLS0t

LS0gDQoJRnJvbTogTWlrZSBEdXJoYW0gW21haWx0bzptZHVyaGFtQExTVS5FRFVdIA0KCVNlbnQ6

IEZyaSA2LzEzLzIwMDMgNToyMSBQTSANCglUbzogQklPU0FGVFlATUlUVk1BLk1JVC5FRFUgDQoJ

Q2M6IA0KCVN1YmplY3Q6IFBhY2thZ2VzDQoJDQoJDQoJT0ssIG5vdyB0aGF0IHlvdSBhbGwgaGF2

ZSB0aGUgQmlvc2VjdXJpdHkgUGxhbiBjb21wbGV0ZWQsIHdpbGwgc29tZSBvZiB5b3Ugc2hhcmUg

d2l0aCBtZSB3aGF0IHlvdSBhcmUgZ29pbmcgdG8gZG8gdG8gaW5zdXJlIHRoYXQgImFsbCBwYWNr

YWdlcyIgYXJlIGluc3BlY3RlZCB1cG9uIGVudHJ5IHRvLCBhbmQgdXBvbiBleGl0IGZyb20sIGFu

IGFyZWEgd2hlcmUgc2VsZWN0IGFnZW50cyBhcmUgdXNlZCBvciBzdG9yZWQuIA0KCU1pa2UgRHVy

aGFtDQoJTFNVDQoNCg==
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Date:         Mon, 16 Jun 2003 08:41:41 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tina Charbonneau <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

Subject:      BSL-2 Practices

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

This question is for folks working with animals ( mice in particular) and  =

BSL-2 agents...

 As listed in the CDC Guidelines when working with BSL-2 agents  all =

manipulations  which could produce splashes or aerosols are to be =

conducted in BCS's.   I guess the interpretation of what does indeed =

generate an aerosol is what is at question.  Certainly the grinding or =

processing of tissue ( i.e. lymphnodes, spleens and lungs) would fit into =

this category but what about the actual procurement of the organs.    =

Would you feel that BSC would be required as well?

What about staff who share a BSC,  some who perform  studies without =

infectious agents  sharing  lab hood space with those who may be   =

processing cells from an animal who has received an experimental infection.=

How do other instutions handle these situations when lab space is tight ?

Tina Charbonneau

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

100 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12983

518-891-3080 x 372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org
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Date:         Mon, 16 Jun 2003 08:31:18 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      Security plan USDA review

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Folks,

I am rather puzzled!  I just got off the phone with USDA about our

registration and they indicated that the security plan must be sent into

them for review.  I have looked over the regs (again!) and have not found

that provision.

Anyone know where this is coming from?  Comments?

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu
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Date:         Mon, 16 Jun 2003 09:34:56 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Kinsey, Melina" <MKinsey@MRIRESEARCH.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Security plan USDA review

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Eric-

I found the opposite with CDC.  I asked them if they wanted a copy of =

our Security Plan and they stated they would take a look at it when they =

came for a site visit.

Melina

Melina Kinsey, RBP

Biosafety Officer

Midwest Research Institute

Florida Division

1470 Treeland Blvd. S.E.

Palm Bay, Florida 32909-2211

mkinsey@mriresearch.org

(321) 723-4547 ext. 404

(321) 722-2514 (Fax)

(321) 759-1018 (cell)

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

Sent: Monday, June 16, 2003 9:31 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Security plan USDA review

Folks,

I am rather puzzled!  I just got off the phone with USDA about our

registration and they indicated that the security plan must be sent into

them for review.  I have looked over the regs (again!) and have not =

found

that provision.

Anyone know where this is coming from?  Comments?

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu
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Date:         Mon, 16 Jun 2003 08:39:42 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bradley Urbanczyk <BURBANCZYK@TVMDL.TAMU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Security plan USDA review

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

Eric,

9 CFR 121.0 (d) "By June 12, 2003, the RO must submit the security section =

of the Biosafety and Security Plan required in 121.12, and provide =

security training in accordance with 9CFR 121.13."

Bradley Urbanczyk

Quality Assurance and Safety Manager

Texas Veterinary Medical Diagnostic Lab

Texas A&M University System - College Station

ph: (979) 845-3414

fx:  (979) 845-1794

email: burbanczyk@tvmdl.tamu.edu

>>> jeppesen@KU.EDU 06/16/03 08:31AM >>>

Folks,

I am rather puzzled!  I just got off the phone with USDA about our

registration and they indicated that the security plan must be sent into

them for review.  I have looked over the regs (again!) and have not found

that provision.

Anyone know where this is coming from?  Comments?

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 16 Jun 2003 09:43:50 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Kiley <Michael.Kiley@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Security plan USDA review

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=_FDA2238F.78197557"

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.

--=_FDA2238F.78197557

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Animal pathogens require Development of a Biocontainment and Security

Plan, plant pathogens require a Biosafety and Security Plan according to

regulations.  For definitions see page 11 of attached December

regulations.  Note:  Due date for submittals was June 12, 2003 see

timeline attached.

Alice Frazier, Program Assistant

ARS, Homeland Security

Biosafety and Biocontainment Unit

arf@ars.usda.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 16 Jun 2003 07:44:26 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Elizabeth Tobias <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      USDA vs. H&HS

In-Reply-To:  <seed915f.092@mail.nps.ars.usda.gov>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

The million dollar question -

If a facility has overlap agents, it was abundantly clear that

the facility only has to register with one agency (APHIS or

CDC).

However ... does the facility need to actually comply with both

sets of regulations?

If my facility interfaces with CDC, why would I send the

security plan to APHIS for review?

Has anyone actually spoken with CDC/APHIS about this?

Elizabeth

--- Michael Kiley <Michael.Kiley@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV> wrote:

> Animal pathogens require Development of a Biocontainment and

> Security

> Plan, plant pathogens require a Biosafety and Security Plan

> according to

> regulations.  For definitions see page 11 of attached December

> regulations.  Note:  Due date for submittals was June 12, 2003

> see

> timeline attached.

>

> Alice Frazier, Program Assistant

> ARS, Homeland Security

> Biosafety and Biocontainment Unit

> arf@ars.usda.gov

>

>

>

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

SBC Yahoo! DSL - Now only $29.95 per month!

http://sbc.yahoo.com
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Date:         Mon, 16 Jun 2003 10:36:53 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Security plan USDA review

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

The USDA requirement for training is out-of-synch with the time

line....Training is to be up and running in September.No????

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Kinsey, Melina [mailto:MKinsey@MRIRESEARCH.ORG]

Sent: Monday, June 16, 2003 9:35 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Security plan USDA review

Eric-

I found the opposite with CDC.  I asked them if they wanted a copy of

our Security Plan and they stated they would take a look at it when they

came for a site visit.

Melina

Melina Kinsey, RBP

Biosafety Officer

Midwest Research Institute

Florida Division

1470 Treeland Blvd. S.E.

Palm Bay, Florida 32909-2211

mkinsey@mriresearch.org

(321) 723-4547 ext. 404

(321) 722-2514 (Fax)

(321) 759-1018 (cell)

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

Sent: Monday, June 16, 2003 9:31 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Security plan USDA review

Folks,

I am rather puzzled!  I just got off the phone with USDA about our

registration and they indicated that the security plan must be sent into

them for review.  I have looked over the regs (again!) and have not

found

that provision.

Anyone know where this is coming from?  Comments?

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 16 Jun 2003 10:44:11 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tina Charbonneau <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

Subject:      This question is for folks

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

This question is for folks working with animals ( mice in particular) and  =

BSL-2 agents...

 As listed in the CDC Guidelines when working with BSL-2 agents  all =

manipulations  which could produce splashes or aerosols are to be =

conducted in BCS's.   I guess the interpretation of what does indeed =

generate an aerosol is what is at question.  Certainly the grinding or =

processing of tissue ( i.e. lymphnodes, spleens and lungs) would fit into =

this category but what about the actual procurement of the organs.    =

Would you feel that BSC would be required as well?

We have  staff who share lab space including BSCs ,  some who perform  =

studies without infectious agents  sharing  lab hood space with those who =

may be   processing cells from an animal who has received an experimental =

infection.    Most of thesee are what I would call end stage experiments =

in which cells are being processed for Facs analysis or a functional =

study.   I see no problems here but am I missing something?

How do other instutions handle these situations when lab space is tight .

Thanks for any advice/suggestions,

Tina

Tina Charbonneau

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

100 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12983

518-891-3080 x 372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org
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Date:         Mon, 16 Jun 2003 10:52:17 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lois Sowden-Plunkett <lsowden@UOTTAWA.CA>

Organization: University of Ottawa

Subject:      Re: Recordkeeping

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------A828B858D1FF28D84E4E9194"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------A828B858D1FF28D84E4E9194

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I would recommend for ever, as they may prove useful if someone should

come knocking on your door some time in the future saying their current

medical condition is assoicated with biomedical work when back when. Often

users are not even aware these hoods are certified annually as they may

not even see the person or remember the event. At least these records can

attest to the annual certification of the hood for the time period of

interest. It certianly is not a full defense or even have the greatest

scientific defense, but it is of value in building a case. I realize the

probablility of someone coming forward with a claim may be low...I am

finding the existence of date records most useful with one case I am

dealing with (although not related to biological agents).

Lois

"Potts, Jeffrey M." wrote:

> Quick survey.

>

> How long do you listservers keep certification records for BSC?

> Before I start pitching old files I would like to see if there is some

> magic number of years.

> Thanks

>

> Jeff Potts

> Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

> The Catholic University of America

> Cardinal Station, Alumni Centre

> Washington, DC 200064

> P / 202-319-5865

> F / 202-319-4446

> potts@cua.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 16 Jun 2003 11:26:31 -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:      fd-961 pdf

In-Reply-To:  <3EEDD9A1.3571A60D@uottawa.ca>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

I'm trying to extract pages from the FBI fd-961 form but I keep

getting a weird error that keeps me from extracting the page I need;

this does not happen with any other PDF I have, and it appears to be

a problem with the document itself. Does anyone know of an

alternative source for this doc as a pdf or in another format (i.e.,

Word)?

--

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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Date:         Mon, 16 Jun 2003 09:36:19 -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: Recordkeeping

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

My philosophy (since there is little or nothing in the NIH Guidelines) =

is to determine what rules actually apply.  OSHA may differ in that =

regard. 

If you are a public institution and have a state Open Records or Freedom =

of Information Act, it may say in those documents.   You may have =

requirements to archive documents therein.

Otherwise, you may need to check with your institution's lawyers and/or =

Risk Management office for the correct approach.

For BSC certification, since it is a recommendation under CDC to certify =

annually, I do keep the records for as long as the investigator is at =

this institution.  Beyond that we have no legal requirement to keep the =

materials. 

Private institutions and those with OSHA programs may have another set =

of standards to adhere to in making such a determination.

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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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: USDA vs. H&HS

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_AEF170F0.CBAA7083"

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.

--=_AEF170F0.CBAA7083

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

This is a heads-up.

I've identified a couple glitches in the 42 CFR 73 process with the

transfer of overlap agents.

First situation:  We registered with CDC for overlap agents.  We got

inspected and approved for shipping from CDC.  When we got ready to

receive a shipment - found out we needed a USDA transport permit to

receive it, too.  Cost is minimal - just paperwork / time needed. USDA

then wanted to inspect us before they would give us a transport permit.

We thought this was redundant.  Fortunately, after some telephoning and

E-mailing our CDC inspector graciously consented to send our lab

inspection report to USDA.  Don't know if USDA is going to accept CDC's

inspection report yet and forego the regular USDA inspection of our labs

or not.

Second situation:  We are shipping an overlap agent to a commercial

concern that is registered with the USDA - remember we are registered

with the CDC for that agent.  We are approved from CDC for shipping the

agent.  I sent an EA101 form to CDC for their verification.  But,

apparently the commercial concern is in the process of getting their

overlap agent approval from USDA, so CDC had to forward our EA101 form

to USDA.  I don't know where the EA101 form is now.  It's taking a lot

longer than it use to and no one has called to tell me what's happening

or from where it will be coming.

The double inspection stuff and the 2 agency approval process, is

slowing shipments down a lot.  I hope the feds can change these

processes to make them more user-friendly, in the final rule.

Judy Pointer, MS, CBSP

University Biosafety Officer (BSO)

Alt. Responsible Officer (ARO)

Biosafety, MSC08 4560

1 University of New Mexico

Albuquerque, NM 87131-0001

(505) 272-8001 (Tel)

(505) 272-0803 (Fax)

jpointer@salud.unm.edu

BMSB B77 (Office location)
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From:         Mary Cipriano <Mary.Cipriano@ABBOTT.COM>

Subject:      Embargo on Prairie Dogs and Other Rodents
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Hot off the press:

Yesterday's notice of a  Federal embargo on importation and interstate

transportation of certain African rodents and prairie dogs is provided

below for your information.

Subject: Notice of Immediate Federal Embargo and Prohibition on

Transportation or Sale of Certain Rodents and Prairie Dogs

Importance: High

(Summary) In a notice to the Federal Register signed today, CDC and FDA

> announced an immediate prohibition on the "transportation or offering

> for transportation in interstate commerce, or the sale, offering for

> sale, or offering for any other type of commercial or public

> distribution, including release into the environment, of Prairie dogs" and

several African rodent

> species.  This action is being taken in light of recent case reports of

> monkeypox from at least four states.  Each of the cases recorded to date

> has reported direct or close contact with ill prairie dogs.

>

> This prohibition will not apply to individuals who transport listed

> animals to veterinarians or animal control officials or other entities

> pursuant to guidance or instructions issued by federal, state, or

> local government authorities.

>

> In addition, CDC has implemented an immediate embargo on the

> importation of all rodents from Africa.

>

> The full text of the signed Federal Register notice is attached, as a

> .pdf file, for your use.

>

> <<joint order letter.pdf>>

Shanna Nesby-O'Dell   DVM, MPH

Chief, External Activities Program

CDC-Office of Health and Safety

Phone: (404) 639-4477; Fax: (404) 639-1691

E-mail: sln1@cdc.gov

Submitted by Mary Cipriano, Abbott Labs
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: USDA vs. H&HS
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For those with agents on both lists, one agency is designated the lead.

In our case USDA was designated the lead.  We have to comply with both sets.

When I talked to CDC they forwarded all their additional questions to USDA

who will send them out with their own.

I was paying too much attention to CDC regs and missed the part under USDA

about submitting the security plan to them.  Hope they don't mind that it

will be about a week late!  It's being reviewed by others at the moment.  I

will have to nudge them to hurry up.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Elizabeth Tobias [mailto:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

Sent: Monday, June 16, 2003 9:44 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: USDA vs. H&HS

The million dollar question -

If a facility has overlap agents, it was abundantly clear that

the facility only has to register with one agency (APHIS or

CDC).

However ... does the facility need to actually comply with both

sets of regulations?

If my facility interfaces with CDC, why would I send the

security plan to APHIS for review?

Has anyone actually spoken with CDC/APHIS about this?

Elizabeth

--- Michael Kiley <Michael.Kiley@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV> wrote:

> Animal pathogens require Development of a Biocontainment and

> Security

> Plan, plant pathogens require a Biosafety and Security Plan

> according to

> regulations.  For definitions see page 11 of attached December

> regulations.  Note:  Due date for submittals was June 12, 2003

> see

> timeline attached.

>

> Alice Frazier, Program Assistant

> ARS, Homeland Security

> Biosafety and Biocontainment Unit

> arf@ars.usda.gov

>

>

>

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

SBC Yahoo! DSL - Now only $29.95 per month!

http://sbc.yahoo.com
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: This question is for folks

In-Reply-To:  <seed9f96.035@edge.trudeauinstitute.org>
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If one is working in the lab and is not working with infectious agents, How

can it be said that the person could not be exposed since the agents are

present?

Train them all!!

And while you are at it, shoot all of the lawyers:)

Bob

>This question is for folks working with animals ( mice in particular) and

>BSL-2 agents...

>

>

> As listed in the CDC Guidelines when working with BSL-2 agents  all

>manipulations  which could produce splashes or aerosols are to be

>conducted in BCS's.   I guess the interpretation of what does indeed

>generate an aerosol is what is at question.  Certainly the grinding or

>processing of tissue ( i.e. lymphnodes, spleens and lungs) would fit into

>this category but what about the actual procurement of the organs.

>Would you feel that BSC would be required as well?

>

>We have  staff who share lab space including BSCs ,  some who perform

>studies without infectious agents  sharing  lab hood space with those who

>may be   processing cells from an animal who has received an experimental

>infection.    Most of thesee are what I would call end stage experiments

>in which cells are being processed for Facs analysis or a functional

>study.   I see no problems here but am I missing something?

>

>How do other instutions handle these situations when lab space is tight .

>

>

>Thanks for any advice/suggestions,

>

>Tina

>

>

>Tina Charbonneau

>Safety Coordinator

>Trudeau Institute

>100 Algonquin Ave

>Saranac Lake, NY  12983

>518-891-3080 x 372

>tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.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
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Doob, Peter (NIH/NIDA/IRP)" <PDOOB@INTRA.NIDA.NIH.GOV>

Subject:      Re: This question is for folks
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Sure hope none are listening, Bob.

Pete Doob, JD

NIDA-NIH

> ----------

> From:         Robert N. Latsch

> Reply To:     A Biosafety Discussion List

> Sent:         Monday, June 16, 2003 12:04 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Re: This question is for folks

>

> If one is working in the lab and is not working with infectious agents,

> How

> can it be said that the person could not be exposed since the agents are

> present?

>

> Train them all!!

>

> And while you are at it, shoot all of the lawyers:)

>

> Bob

>

> >This question is for folks working with animals ( mice in particular) and

> >BSL-2 agents...

> >

> >

> > As listed in the CDC Guidelines when working with BSL-2 agents  all

> >manipulations  which could produce splashes or aerosols are to be

> >conducted in BCS's.   I guess the interpretation of what does indeed

> >generate an aerosol is what is at question.  Certainly the grinding or

> >processing of tissue ( i.e. lymphnodes, spleens and lungs) would fit into

> >this category but what about the actual procurement of the organs.

> >Would you feel that BSC would be required as well?

> >

> >We have  staff who share lab space including BSCs ,  some who perform

> >studies without infectious agents  sharing  lab hood space with those who

> >may be   processing cells from an animal who has received an experimental

> >infection.    Most of thesee are what I would call end stage experiments

> >in which cells are being processed for Facs analysis or a functional

> >study.   I see no problems here but am I missing something?

> >

> >How do other instutions handle these situations when lab space is tight .

> >

> >

> >Thanks for any advice/suggestions,

> >

> >Tina

> >

> >

> >Tina Charbonneau

> >Safety Coordinator

> >Trudeau Institute

> >100 Algonquin Ave

> >Saranac Lake, NY  12983

> >518-891-3080 x 372

> >tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.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

>

>
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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 Tobias <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Re: Appropriate dress for lab environment

In-Reply-To:  <CFB9E625B3609149AD3FECB4DAEDE1238782DC@exch-1.mssm.edu>
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To consider, in addition to OSHA, is the effect of a beaker full

of concentrated nasty chemicals/biologics when it hits the

student's/employee's foot.

Wearing shoes to prevent impact injuries *is* what is covered in

29 CFR 1910.132.

Then, there are the parents or loved ones of the injured

student/employee who are going to sue your institution, for

failing to *Make* the delinquent do the right thing.

If your Administration is demanding a dissertation to justify

common sense, you might as well throw in the reality of judicial

fines from civil suits, on a completely separate issue from

regulatory compliance.  Even if you don't like lawyers, you

might as well put the fear of them to your best interest!

Elizabeth

--- "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU> wrote:

> This is such a "no-brainer" but way back when, there were

> issued at many

> Colleges and Universities rules on not wearing shorts and

> sandals or

> opened toe shoes for labwork. Currently, to the best of my

> knowledge,

> the only mention of it in a Federal regulation is in the

> Appendix to 29

> CFR 1910.1450 the Laboratory Standard.

>

> Under the Section "D-Components of the Chemical Hygiene plan,

> 6(a) says:

> "These should include for each laboratory: (a) Protective

> apparel

> compatible with the required degree of protection for

> substances being

> handled (158-161);"

>

> And

> E. Basic Rules and Procedures for Working with Chemicals;

> 1.General

> Rules;

> (i) Personal apparel: Confine long hair and loose clothing

> (23, 158).

> Wear shoes at all times in the laboratory but do not wear

> sandals,

> perforated shoes, or sneakers (158).

>

>

> Neither of these are part of the actual Standard, but in that

> the

> National Research Council (NRC) recognizes the hazard and has

> commented

> and developed a guideline for the hazard, this item may be

> covered under

> the "General Duty Clause" if OSHA were to make a response on a

> complaint

> or an employee injury / death. So, I hope this helps you out a

> bit.

> Phil Hauck

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Tina Charbonneau

> [mailto:tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG]

> Sent: Friday, June 06, 2003 8:49 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Appropriate dress for lab environment

>

> I am certain  this topic has been brought up before but  here

> goes

> again...

>

> Are there regulations that I can site specifically that would

> indicate

> that open shoes ( sandals) are  NOT considered appropriate

> footwear in

> the lab.    I have been around this subject so many times and

> what is

> common sense to me others want definitive "proof".

>

> Can anyone point me in the right direction... OSHA 1910.132

> does not

> have  what I was looking for.

>

> Thanks for any help and or suggestions,

>

> Tina

>

>

>

> Tina Charbonneau

> Safety Coordinator

> Trudeau Institute

> 100 Algonquin Ave

> Saranac Lake, NY  12983

> 518-891-3080 x 372

> tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

SBC Yahoo! DSL - Now only $29.95 per month!

http://sbc.yahoo.com

=========================================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 17 Jun 2003 09:56:10 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Robin Mecklem <mecklem@PILOT.MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Who is the RO at your university?
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University List Members Dealing with Select Agents:

I believe that someone has asked this in the past and so my apologies right

up front for asking this again.

I have been asked to inquire about who has been designated as the

Responsible Official for select agent matters at your

institution?  Biosafety Officer or administration representative?  If the

latter, what is the role of the BSO?  Please respond to me directly if

possible.  Additionally, I will be happy to prepare a summary of the

responses and distribute to those whose administration may have asked them

the same question.

Many Thanks in advance for your response!

Robin

******************************************************

Robin Lyn Mecklem, M.S., RBP

Biosafety Officer/RO

MSU Office of Radiation, Chemical and Biological Safety

C-124 Engineering Research Complex

East Lansing, MI 48824

Phone:  517 355-1283

Pager:  517 232-0443

Cell:      517 281-3659

Fax:  517 353-4871

mecklem@msu.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:         Rebecca Ryan <ryanr@BU.EDU>

Subject:      Francisella tularensis
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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_01C334D8.9C3EAF80

Content-Type: text/plain

Good morning all,

I wanted to find out if anyone at your university works with F. tularensis

in aerosolized animal experiments, and what PPE (including what type of

respirator) do you require them to use?  I do realize that aerosolized

experiments are conducted at BL3 (tyvec, shoe covers, face protection is

fairly standard) but would like to hear any additional requirements for PPE?

Please feel free to email directly  RyanR@Bu.edu <mailto:RyanR@Bu.edu> .

Thank you,

Rebecca

Rebecca Ryan, MPH

Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Boston University Medical Center

715 Albany Street, M470

Boston, MA 02118

ph(617) 638-8842

fx (617) 638-8822

email: RyanR@BU.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:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Francisella tularensis
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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.

--=_EDB23170.ED8C5702

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

We handle F. tularensis - but not in aerosol form.  We use respiratory

protection for all staff when in the suite.  We have other

aerosol-transmitted agents in there too.  We use PAPRs with HEPA

canisters on the intake air ports.

Judy Pointer

U of New Mexico

>>> ryanr@BU.EDU 06/17/03 07:59AM >>>

Good morning all,

I wanted to find out if anyone at your university works with F.

tularensis in aerosolized animal experiments, and what PPE (including

what type of respirator) do you require them to use?  I do realize that

aerosolized experiments are conducted at BL3 (tyvec, shoe covers, face

protection is fairly standard) but would like to hear any additional

requirements for PPE?    Please feel free to email directly

RyanR@Bu.edu.

Thank you,

Rebecca

Rebecca Ryan, MPH

Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Boston University Medical Center

715 Albany Street, M470

Boston, MA 02118

ph(617) 638-8842

fx (617) 638-8822

email: RyanR@BU.edu
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tina Charbonneau <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

Subject:      Re: This question is for folks
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Content-Disposition: inline

Bob,

Thanks for your short and to the point response.  I wasn't even certain =

that my question made it to the  Listserv.    As you stated,  I too, feel =

that all should be trained but there is such a reluctance here to follow =

what I would call standard protocols. 

If you wouldn't mind one further question,    Do you feel that harvesting =

organs ( LN, lungs, spleens) from experimentally infected animals poses a =

problems?  MY first reaction is that indeed these procedures should be =

done in a BSC but would there be some agents ( those not considered human =

pathogens) that one might consider "ok" to do on the bench top.

Again,  thanks for your time.

Tina
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Francisella tularensis
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            Just as a point of curiosity...how do you decontaminate the

PAPRs...probably a cold disinfectant....I can't get an answer from

anyone if their units are autoclavable....I really suspect they are

not!!

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Judy Pointer [mailto:JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, June 17, 2003 10:23 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Francisella tularensis

We handle F. tularensis - but not in aerosol form.  We use respiratory

protection for all staff when in the suite.  We have other

aerosol-transmitted agents in there too.  We use PAPRs with HEPA

canisters on the intake air ports.

Judy Pointer

U of New Mexico

>>> ryanr@BU.EDU 06/17/03 07:59AM >>>

Good morning all,

I wanted to find out if anyone at your university works with F.

tularensis in aerosolized animal experiments, and what PPE (including

what type of respirator) do you require them to use?  I do realize that

aerosolized experiments are conducted at BL3 (tyvec, shoe covers, face

protection is fairly standard) but would like to hear any additional

requirements for PPE?    Please feel free to email directly

RyanR@Bu.edu.

Thank you,

Rebecca

Rebecca Ryan, MPH

Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Boston University Medical Center

715 Albany Street, M470

Boston, MA 02118

ph(617) 638-8842

fx (617) 638-8822

email: RyanR@BU.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" <t.rowe@SRI.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Francisella tularensis

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
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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_01C334E7.71866A30

Content-Type: text/plain

We surface decontaminate our PAPRs first with either a quaternary ammonium

(Microchem-plus) or a phenolic (Lysol) followed by a 70% EtOH surface

decontamination to remove residual primary disinfectant.  The Filter units

are bagged and autoclaved.  The decontamination of the PAPRs occurs prior to

exiting the room while the unit is being worn and on.  Generally, two

researchers are in the laboratory and one sprays down the respirator of the

other researcher and vice versa.  Please contact me directly if you require

additional information.

Thomas Rowe, MS

Research Scientist & BSL-3 Facilities Manager

Homeland Security and Infectious Disease Research

Southern Research Institute

2000 9th Avenue South

Birmingham, AL  35205

Ph: (205)581-2341

FAX: (205)581-2657

E-mail: t.rowe@sri.org

Please see www.southernresearch.org for information about our capabilities.

Southern Research Institute is affiliated with the University of Alabama at

Birmingham.

Confidentiality Notice

The information contained in this communication and its attachments is

intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is addressed and may

contain information that is legally privileged, confidential, or exempt from

disclosure. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you

are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this

communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this

communication in error, please notify postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and

delete the communication without retaining any copies.

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, June 17, 2003 10:28 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Francisella tularensis

            Just as a point of curiosity...how do you decontaminate the

PAPRs...probably a cold disinfectant....I can't get an answer from anyone if

their units are autoclavable....I really suspect they are not!!

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Judy Pointer [mailto:JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, June 17, 2003 10:23 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Francisella tularensis

We handle F. tularensis - but not in aerosol form.  We use respiratory

protection for all staff when in the suite.  We have other

aerosol-transmitted agents in there too.  We use PAPRs with HEPA canisters

on the intake air ports.

Judy Pointer

U of New Mexico

>>> ryanr@BU.EDU 06/17/03 07:59AM >>>

Good morning all,

I wanted to find out if anyone at your university works with F. tularensis

in aerosolized animal experiments, and what PPE (including what type of

respirator) do you require them to use?  I do realize that aerosolized

experiments are conducted at BL3 (tyvec, shoe covers, face protection is

fairly standard) but would like to hear any additional requirements for PPE?

Please feel free to email directly  RyanR@Bu.edu <mailto:RyanR@Bu.edu> .

Thank you,

Rebecca

Rebecca Ryan, MPH

Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Boston University Medical Center

715 Albany Street, M470

Boston, MA 02118

ph(617) 638-8842

fx (617) 638-8822

email: RyanR@BU.edu
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Date:         Tue, 17 Jun 2003 11:55:16 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carol Whetstone <carol.whetstone@LOUISVILLE.EDU>

Subject:      Commissioning of Containment Facilities

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Good morning all:

I am in dire need of information regarding commissioning of containment

facilities, specifically BSL-3 containment for Mycobacterium

tuberculosis research.

My pertinent questions are:

1.  What is the standard/recommended practice for commissioning of

BSL-3 containment facilities?  If you have a BSL-3 facility at your

institution, how often do you perform commissioning?  Initially,

annually, more frequently or not at all?

2.  Do you require initial commissioning of the containment facility

prior to permitting start of work?  I need to validate my position

requiring successful verification of containment prior to initiation of

work with the agent.

3.  What companies/individuals perform commissioning services?  Are

there any in the Midwest?  Do you have experience using any of these

companies?

4.  What are the recommended certification tests for commissioning of

BSL-3 containment facilities?  I have the article by E. Party, J. Reiman

and E. Gershey, which appeared in J ABSA, 1996, and am using Table 5

which lists certification tests.  Do other sources or best practices

exist that I am unaware of?

Thanks in advance for sharing your experience and expertise in this

area!

Have a good day,

Carol

Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

Biological Safety Officer

Administrator, Institutional Biosafety Committee

University of Louisville

Environmental Health and Safety

1800 Arthur Street

Louisville, KY 40208-2729

Direct: (502) 852-2959

DEHS: (502) 852-6670

FAX: (502) 852-0880

ctwhet01@gwise.louisville.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 17 Jun 2003 11:09:43 -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: Commissioning of Containment Facilities

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Carol, If you get any responses "off line" can you please them to me? Thank

you.

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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: Carol Whetstone [mailto:carol.whetstone@LOUISVILLE.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, June 17, 2003 10:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Commissioning of Containment Facilities

Good morning all:

I am in dire need of information regarding commissioning of containment

facilities, specifically BSL-3 containment for Mycobacterium tuberculosis

research.

My pertinent questions are:

1.  What is the standard/recommended practice for commissioning of BSL-3

containment facilities?  If you have a BSL-3 facility at your institution,

how often do you perform commissioning?  Initially, annually, more

frequently or not at all?

2.  Do you require initial commissioning of the containment facility prior

to permitting start of work?  I need to validate my position requiring

successful verification of containment prior to initiation of work with the

agent.

3.  What companies/individuals perform commissioning services?  Are there

any in the Midwest?  Do you have experience using any of these companies?

4.  What are the recommended certification tests for commissioning of BSL-3

containment facilities?  I have the article by E. Party, J. Reiman and E.

Gershey, which appeared in J ABSA, 1996, and am using Table 5 which lists

certification tests.  Do other sources or best practices exist that I am

unaware of?

Thanks in advance for sharing your experience and expertise in this area!

Have a good day,

Carol

Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

Biological Safety Officer

Administrator, Institutional Biosafety Committee

University of Louisville

Environmental Health and Safety

1800 Arthur Street

Louisville, KY 40208-2729

Direct: (502) 852-2959

DEHS: (502) 852-6670

FAX: (502) 852-0880

ctwhet01@gwise.louisville.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 17 Jun 2003 10:26:08 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Francisella tularensis

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_A9F67551.1677AC8F"

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.

--=_A9F67551.1677AC8F

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Good question Paul,

In our situation, PAPRs are designated per individual user and kept in the =

change-out rooms of each suite.  The charging units and batteries are =

shared and kept in the same room.  Visitors get new, unused, PAPR bonnets. =

 Decontamination takes place in the dirty side exit area leading from the =

animal and tc rooms prior to exiting into the change-out rooms.  You =

travel negative to positive pressure when going this way.  Presently =

decontamination is with a 10% bleach wipe on the exposed surfaces (but =

could also use a tuberculocidal disinfectant), then air-drying while =

hanging up in the change-out room.  We are thinking about moving the =

hang-up area to the dirty exit area - but we are not sure yet if that =

would be a better way to do it.

I've never tried to autoclave a PAPR - but TYVEK material is autoclavable =

for sure.  The clear plastic face window will probably take autoclaving =

too - but it may craze the window.  The rest of the PAPR - the turbo unit =

- is plastic and probably autoclavable.  I wouldn't try to autoclave the =

battery pack.  I wish one of the HEPA filter makers would test the HEPA =

canisters to see if the temp/heat might enlarge the filter pores.  I know =

enlarged pore sizes is a possibility for some of the millipore liquid =

filter papers of 0.2 micron pore size as I got tissue culture contamination=

 once, that way.  I think these were made from polypropylene.  Years ago, =

I tested them and found out that the ones made of cellulose nitrate did =

not get enlarged pores after autoclaving and switched to them.

If anyone has a PAPR to sacrifice it sure would be great if they would =

autoclave it and let us all know if it worked.  Alternatively, the =

manufactures should test this and probably would if you asked them.

Judy

>>> philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU 06/17/03 09:27AM >>>

            Just as a point of curiosity*how do you decontaminate the =

PAPRs*probably a cold disinfectant*.I can't get an answer from anyone if =

their units are autoclavable*.I really suspect they are not!!Phil Hauck =

-----Original Message-----

From: Judy Pointer [mailto:JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, June 17, 2003 10:23 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Francisella tularensis We handle F. tularensis - but not in =

aerosol form.  We use respiratory protection for all staff when in the =

suite.  We have other aerosol-transmitted agents in there too.  We use =

PAPRs with HEPA canisters on the intake air ports.

Judy Pointer

U of New Mexico

>>> ryanr@BU.EDU 06/17/03 07:59AM >>>

Good morning all,

I wanted to find out if anyone at your university works with F. tularensis =

in aerosolized animal experiments, and what PPE (including what type of =

respirator) do you require them to use?  I do realize that aerosolized =

experiments are conducted at BL3 (tyvec, shoe covers, face protection is =

fairly standard) but would like to hear any additional requirements for =

PPE?    Please feel free to email directly  RyanR@Bu.edu.

Thank you,

Rebecca

Rebecca Ryan, MPH

Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Boston University Medical Center

715 Albany Street, M470

Boston, MA 02118

ph(617) 638-8842

fx (617) 638-8822

email: RyanR@BU.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 17 Jun 2003 12:47:23 -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:      transport of diag. specimens

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------BBE5F46153488930B8233F59"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------BBE5F46153488930B8233F59

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Researchers at a neighborhood clinic wish to transport diagnostic

specimens (blood) back to campus laboratories using either a car service

(they would be present in the vehicle) or a rented van that one of the

group would drive.  They have been DOT/IATA trained for shipping

Infectious Substances and Diag. specimens..

Would this be consistent with DOT regs. or does the fact they are using

public roads require that the material be transported by an entity

approved to carry diagnostic specimens.  How does the fact that they are

not 'offering for transit' to a third party affect this.

How are others in similar situations handling such 'crosstwon transit'

issues.

The DOT website wasn't too helpful (or at least I didn't find the right

link)

Thank you,

Paul Rubock

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 17 Jun 2003 14:36:34 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: This question is for folks

In-Reply-To:  <seeef101.071@edge.trudeauinstitute.org>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Hi Tina,

The risk will change depending on weather the organism is alive or dead

during te harvest.

A live organism will generate larger amounts of organisms from cutting

arteries veins, ect.

Aerosols will still be generated by a dead organism but at lower level.

Both must be considered sources of exposure.

bob

>Bob,

>

>Thanks for your short and to the point response.  I wasn't even certain

>that my question made it to the  Listserv.    As you stated,  I too, feel

>that all should be trained but there is such a reluctance here to follow

>what I would call standard protocols.

>

>If you wouldn't mind one further question,    Do you feel that harvesting

>organs ( LN, lungs, spleens) from experimentally infected animals poses a

>problems?  MY first reaction is that indeed these procedures should be

>done in a BSC but would there be some agents ( those not considered human

>pathogens) that one might consider "ok" to do on the bench top.

>

>Again,  thanks for your time.

>

>Tina

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________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

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 17 Jun 2003 15:05:43 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Monica A Miller <mamiller@UIUC.EDU>

Subject:      IBC Chairs/Members Compensation

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi Folks,

This question was posted on the SCHEMA-L last Friday.  I've been asked

to also post it on the biosafety list.  I apologize for the redundancy

to anyone on both lists.

I would like to know if the Chair and/or members of your Institutional

Biosafety Committee are compensated for serving on this Committee. If

yes, how are they compensated (e.g. provided research funding, salary

stipend, summer salary, release from teaching etc.)?

Let me also add that our chairs and faculty committee members do perform

actual assessments of research project registrations (everything at BL-2

except for projects using human materials only).  In other words, they

do more than just attend meetings. 

Thanks,

--Monica

Monica A. Miller

Assistant Director

Division of Environmental Health & Safety

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 17 Jun 2003 13:25:05 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kara Manning <manningk@OHSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IBC Chairs/Members Compensation

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_FFA0233F.0C6CECD0"

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.

--=_FFA0233F.0C6CECD0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Monica,

Currently, only our community members are compensated for meeting =

attendance ($100/meeting).  This was based on the model of our IRB.

I'd be interested in any responses you might get to your question offline.

Thanks,

Kara

Kara Manning, PhD

Integrity Manager

Conflict of Interest in Research

Institutional Biosafety Committee

OHSU Research Integrity Office, L106

Oregon Health & Science University

2525 SW 1st Ave., Ste. 125

Portland OR 97201

email: manningk@ohsu.edu

phone: 503-494-6727

fax: 503-494-7787

>>> mamiller@UIUC.EDU 6/17/2003 1:05:43 PM >>>

Hi Folks,

This question was posted on the SCHEMA-L last Friday.  I've been asked

to also post it on the biosafety list.  I apologize for the redundancy

to anyone on both lists.

I would like to know if the Chair and/or members of your Institutional

Biosafety Committee are compensated for serving on this Committee. If

yes, how are they compensated (e.g. provided research funding, salary

stipend, summer salary, release from teaching etc.)?

Let me also add that our chairs and faculty committee members do perform

actual assessments of research project registrations (everything at BL-2

except for projects using human materials only).  In other words, they

do more than just attend meetings. 

Thanks,

--Monica

Monica A. Miller

Assistant Director

Division of Environmental Health & Safety

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 17 Jun 2003 16:33:00 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Daryl Rowe <drowe@ESD.UGA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IBC Chairs/Members Compensation

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Monica,

The Chair and members (including outside members) are not compensated at =

UGA.  They are active in reviewing research protocols and have surveyed =

laboratories and field sites.  Have a biologically safe day

Daryl E. Rowe, DrPH

Office of Biosafety

Environmental Safety Division

(706) 542-0112

-----Original Message-----

From: Monica A Miller [mailto:mamiller@UIUC.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, June 17, 2003 4:06 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: IBC Chairs/Members Compensation

Hi Folks,

This question was posted on the SCHEMA-L last Friday.  I've been asked

to also post it on the biosafety list.  I apologize for the redundancy

to anyone on both lists.

I would like to know if the Chair and/or members of your Institutional

Biosafety Committee are compensated for serving on this Committee. If

yes, how are they compensated (e.g. provided research funding, salary

stipend, summer salary, release from teaching etc.)?

Let me also add that our chairs and faculty committee members do perform

actual assessments of research project registrations (everything at BL-2

except for projects using human materials only).  In other words, they

do more than just attend meetings. 

Thanks,

--Monica

Monica A. Miller

Assistant Director

Division of Environmental Health & Safety

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 17 Jun 2003 13:37:19 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Ruhl, Karen" <KarenR@GEN-PROBE.COM>

Subject:      BSL2 Environmental Chamber

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Dear All:

We have researchers wanting to perform experiments at BSL2 with bloodborne

pathogens (human serum spiked with low levels of HIV, HBV), minimal aerosols

(would qualify for open bench work in a lab, but we use BSCs in normal

operations) created in the process in an environmental chamber and of course

they want to do this yesterday.  Does anyone out there know of a prefab

environmental chamber that would meet BSL2 requirements for such work or

suggestions for using a standard chamber (decon, air exchanges, etc)?

Any advice or pointing out of the problems I missed is appreciated.

Thanks

Karen

Karen Ruhl

Manager, Safety

Gen-Probe

San Diego, CA 92121

858.410.8874

karenr@gen-probe.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 17 Jun 2003 17:05:43 -0500

Reply-To:     Evelyn_Froese@UManitoba.CA

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Evelyn Froese <froeseek@MS.UMANITOBA.CA>

Organization: University of Manitoba

Subject:      Biosolids

Dear List,

A researcher in our Faculty of Engineering is working on

treatment options for Class B Biosolids in a  small scale

laboratory type process.  They have no BSC at the moment.

Could any of the list members point me to more references or

give specific Biosafety guidelines for any  work that is done

with biosolids at their facility.

I have the CDC "Guidance for Controlling Potential Risks to

Workers Exposed to Class B Biosolids" and am looking for

similar info more specific to the lab setting.  I am comfortable

with offering recommendations based on Health Canada's

"Laboratory Biosafety Guidelines" but always find it helpful if I

have concrete examples from others doing similar work as a

point of reference, especially for researchers in non-traditional

microbiological areas.

Thank you for any information that you can provide.  Evelyn

Froese

Biological/Chemical Safety Technologist

Environmental Health and Safety Office

University of Manitoba

204-789-3477 Tel

204-789-3906 Fax

evelyn_froese@umanitoba.ca

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 18 Jun 2003 07:25:57 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Bacdown

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

A good question!  Quats are quite stable but I would check with the

manufacturer.

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

>From: Morgan Margaret-AMM076 <Peggy@MOTOROLA.COM>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Bacdown

>Date: Tue, 17 Jun 2003 13:02:31 -0500

>

>

>

>Does Bacdown have an expiration date?

>

_________________________________________________________________

MSN 8 helps eliminate e-mail viruses. Get 2 months FREE*.

http://join.msn.com/?page=features/virus

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 18 Jun 2003 09:34:19 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bacdown

In-Reply-To:  <Sea1-F46sBk31TZ14eB00003098@hotmail.com>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

I agree that quatenary ammonia is a good disinfectant.  However, if we are

meeting bbp requirements, it is not considered an adequate disinfectant.

Bob

>A good question!  Quats are quite stable but I would check with the

>manufacturer.

>

>Richie Fink

>Biosafety Officer

>Wyeth BioPharma

>

>

>>From: Morgan Margaret-AMM076 <Peggy@MOTOROLA.COM>

>>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>Subject: Bacdown

>>Date: Tue, 17 Jun 2003 13:02:31 -0500

>>

>>

>>

>>Does Bacdown have an expiration date?

>>

>

>_________________________________________________________________

>MSN 8 helps eliminate e-mail viruses. Get 2 months FREE*.

>http://join.msn.com/?page=features/virus

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________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
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Date:         Wed, 18 Jun 2003 07:09:08 -0700

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: Bacdown

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

My quat supplier states that there product is stable for 60 days at 660ppm.

However they recommend that the dilution in the spray bottles be tested

using Quat check paper (pHydrion quat chek 1000) and that the color change

indicated a level of 600-800 ppm naturally you want it closer to the 800ppm.

this testing should be preformed periodically during the 60 period and after

the 60 day period before each use.

Richard Mann, DVM

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert N. Latsch [mailto:rnl2@CWRU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2003 9:34 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Bacdown

I agree that quatenary ammonia is a good disinfectant.  However, if we are

meeting bbp requirements, it is not considered an adequate disinfectant.

Bob

>A good question!  Quats are quite stable but I would check with the

>manufacturer.

>

>Richie Fink

>Biosafety Officer

>Wyeth BioPharma

>

>

>>From: Morgan Margaret-AMM076 <Peggy@MOTOROLA.COM>

>>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>Subject: Bacdown

>>Date: Tue, 17 Jun 2003 13:02:31 -0500

>>

>>

>>

>>Does Bacdown have an expiration date?

>>

>

>_________________________________________________________________

>MSN 8 helps eliminate e-mail viruses. Get 2 months FREE*.

>http://join.msn.com/?page=features/virus

_____________________________________________________________________

__      /

_____________________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

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 18 Jun 2003 07:30:17 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Criscuolo, TR (Tedi)" <tedi.criscuolo@PNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Bacdown

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Why not? OSHA's says that EPA-registered disinfectants for HIV and HBV =

meet the requirement in the standard and are "appropriate" disinfectants =

to clean contaminated surfaces as long as you follow the label =

requirements.  Is bacdown an EPA-registered disinfectant?  I didn't see =

it on the Antimicrobial Chemical/Registration list.

Tedi

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Robert N. Latsch [mailto:rnl2@CWRU.EDU]

> Sent: Wednesday, June 18, 2003 6:34 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Bacdown

>

>

> I agree that quatenary ammonia is a good disinfectant. 

> However, if we are

> meeting bbp requirements, it is not considered an adequate

> disinfectant.

>

> Bob

>

> >A good question!  Quats are quite stable but I would check with the

> >manufacturer.

> >

> >Richie Fink

> >Biosafety Officer

> >Wyeth BioPharma

> >

> >

> >>From: Morgan Margaret-AMM076 <Peggy@MOTOROLA.COM>

> >>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> >>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> >>Subject: Bacdown

> >>Date: Tue, 17 Jun 2003 13:02:31 -0500

> >>

> >>

> >>

> >>Does Bacdown have an expiration date?

> >>

> >

> >_________________________________________________________________

> >MSN 8 helps eliminate e-mail viruses. Get 2 months FREE*.

> >http://join.msn.com/?page=3Dfeatures/virus

>

>

>

> _____________________________________________________________________

> __      /

> _____________________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

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 18 Jun 2003 12:07:11 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rebecca Ryan <ryanr@BU.EDU>

Subject:      More Francisella Questions

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C335B3.ACF9DC60"

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_01C335B3.ACF9DC60

Content-Type: text/plain

Good morning Listservers:   I have 2 more F. tularensis questions

1.  Medical Surveillance:  What plan, if any, do you have for screening

researchers for potential exposures? fever watches etc  Information to give

to your ED etc.

2.  Respiratory Protection:  I got the impression from the discussion

yesterday, that using a PAPR is standard for this work at other facilities,

with decontamination using quaternary ammonium (Microchem-plus) or a

phenolic (Lysol).  What about using an N95?

Thanks in advance!

Rebecca Ryan

BU

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 19 Jun 2003 08:26:20 -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:      shipping specimens (formaldehyde, glut.)

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------A005518AB283065C710BDB0F"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------A005518AB283065C710BDB0F

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Or pathology group has asked about shipping regs. for formalin (10%) and

glutaraldehyde (2-4%).  The latter isn't listed on the Haz. Mats. table

and the formalin is not formally regulated because it is below the 25%

limit.

So for shipping quantities used in specimen vials (10-20 ml. max.) what

is the obligation of the shipper above and beyond sound packaging

(absorbent, water-tight containers, and so on.)?

 Or, would it go as "corrosive liquid, n.o.s" with the accompanying DOT

requirements.  And if so, is a Shipper's Declaration required

Thank you,

Paul Rubock

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 19 Jun 2003 08:44:35 -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: IBC Chairs/Members Compensation

In-Reply-To:  <D8E25B5CF0450B4A92DCDE99CFDA85C10982CD@DUSCLAEX.ad.uiuc.ed u>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

only our outside (community) members are compensated for their service to

the committee.

At 03:05 PM 6/17/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Hi Folks,

>

>This question was posted on the SCHEMA-L last Friday.  I've been asked

>to also post it on the biosafety list.  I apologize for the redundancy

>to anyone on both lists.

>

>I would like to know if the Chair and/or members of your Institutional

>Biosafety Committee are compensated for serving on this Committee. If

>yes, how are they compensated (e.g. provided research funding, salary

>stipend, summer salary, release from teaching etc.)?

>

>Let me also add that our chairs and faculty committee members do perform

>actual assessments of research project registrations (everything at BL-2

>except for projects using human materials only).  In other words, they

>do more than just attend meetings.

>

>Thanks,

>

>--Monica

>

>

>Monica A. Miller

>Assistant Director

>Division of Environmental Health & Safety

>University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Environment, Health, Safety

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 19 Jun 2003 09:16:51 -0400

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: shipping specimens (formaldehyde, glut.)

In-Reply-To:  <3EF1ABEC.8DA3C5D@columbia.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Paul: Formaldehyde solutions between 25 and 10 % concentration are

corrosive but in those amounts are under the Limited Quantity as per

IATA.

Jairo

Jairo Betancourt, RBP

Laboratory Safety Specialist

(305) 243-3400 Fax : (305) 243-3272

E-mail: jairob@miami.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of paul rubock

Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2003 8:26 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: shipping specimens (formaldehyde, glut.)

Or pathology group has asked about shipping regs. for formalin (10%) and

glutaraldehyde (2-4%).  The latter isn't listed on the Haz. Mats. table

and the formalin is not formally regulated because it is below the 25%

limit.

So for shipping quantities used in specimen vials (10-20 ml. max.) what

is the obligation of the shipper above and beyond sound packaging

(absorbent, water-tight containers, and so on.)?

 Or, would it go as "corrosive liquid, n.o.s" with the accompanying DOT

requirements.  And if so, is a Shipper's Declaration required

Thank you,

Paul Rubock

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 19 Jun 2003 09:20:27 -0400

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: IBC Chairs/Members Compensation

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20030619084246.01627480@mail.ncifcrf.gov>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/related;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_002D_01C33644.08591E00"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_002D_01C33644.08591E00

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----=_NextPart_001_002E_01C33644.08591E00"

------=_NextPart_001_002E_01C33644.08591E00

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

That is the $ 100.000 question. In the real world when your job

description is beyond any limits and then you are assigned additional

duties (other duties as assigned) but not additional compensation,

except the great responsibility of reviewing research protocols that may

have serious (good or bad) consequences the answer is how do you spell

it?

Jairo

Jairo Betancourt, RBP

Laboratory Safety Specialist

(305) 243-3400 Fax : (305) 243-3272

E-mail: jairob@miami.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Joseph P. Kozlovac

Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2003 8:45 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: IBC Chairs/Members Compensation

only our outside (community) members are compensated for their service

to the committee.

At 03:05 PM 6/17/2003 -0500, you wrote:

Hi Folks,

This question was posted on the SCHEMA-L last Friday.  I've been asked

to also post it on the biosafety list.  I apologize for the redundancy

to anyone on both lists.

I would like to know if the Chair and/or members of your Institutional

Biosafety Committee are compensated for serving on this Committee. If

yes, how are they compensated (e.g. provided research funding, salary

stipend, summer salary, release from teaching etc.)?

Let me also add that our chairs and faculty committee members do perform

actual assessments of research project registrations (everything at BL-2

except for projects using human materials only).  In other words, they

do more than just attend meetings.

Thanks,

--Monica

Monica A. Miller

Assistant Director

Division of Environmental Health & Safety

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

________________________________________________________________________

______

Biological Safety Officer

Environment, Health, Safety

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute - Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

________________________________________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 19 Jun 2003 09:26:26 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IBC Chairs/Members Compensation

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/related; type="multipart/alternative";

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_UczgP2c5m6HEgi8j92Y3LA)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_UczgP2c5m6HEgi8j92Y3LA)

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

 boundary="Boundary_(ID_3OAhrLgFOE7Q65bnXCG6Gg)"

--Boundary_(ID_3OAhrLgFOE7Q65bnXCG6Gg)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

I-N-C-R-E-A-S-E-D  P-R-O-D-U-C-T-I-V-I-T-Y....  Getting you to work more

for less compensation

-----Original Message-----

From: Jairo Betancourt [mailto:jairob@MIAMI.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2003 9:20 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: IBC Chairs/Members Compensation

That is the $ 100.000 question. In the real world when your job

description is beyond any limits and then you are assigned additional

duties (other duties as assigned) but not additional compensation,

except the great responsibility of reviewing research protocols that may

have serious (good or bad) consequences the answer is how do you spell

it?

Jairo

Jairo Betancourt, RBP

Laboratory Safety Specialist

(305) 243-3400 Fax : (305) 243-3272

E-mail: jairob@miami.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Joseph P. Kozlovac

Sent: Thursday, June 19, 2003 8:45 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: IBC Chairs/Members Compensation

only our outside (community) members are compensated for their service

to the committee.

At 03:05 PM 6/17/2003 -0500, you wrote:

Hi Folks,

This question was posted on the SCHEMA-L last Friday.  I've been asked

to also post it on the biosafety list.  I apologize for the redundancy

to anyone on both lists.

I would like to know if the Chair and/or members of your Institutional

Biosafety Committee are compensated for serving on this Committee. If

yes, how are they compensated (e.g. provided research funding, salary

stipend, summer salary, release from teaching etc.)?

Let me also add that our chairs and faculty committee members do perform

actual assessments of research project registrations (everything at BL-2

except for projects using human materials only).  In other words, they

do more than just attend meetings. 

Thanks,

--Monica

Monica A. Miller

Assistant Director

Division of Environmental Health & Safety

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

________________________________________________________________________

______

Biological Safety Officer

Environment, Health, Safety

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute - Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

________________________________________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 19 Jun 2003 10:29:35 -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: shipping specimens (formaldehyde, glut.)

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

At the very least, "Aviation Regulated liquid, n.o.s." when shipped by =

air, in my opinion. Or you could choose "Environmentally hazardous =

substance, liquid, n.o.s." under the DOT regs.

Look at the definitions for class 9. DOT and IATA differ slightly in =

their wording.

DOT says: "Any material which has an . . . noxious property . . . which =

could cause extreme annoyance or discomfort to a flight crew member so =

as to prevent the correct performance of assigned duties".

IATA is a bit clearer, in section 3.9.1.1 which would suggest usage of =

the name "Aviation regulated substance, n.o.s." and says : "Any =

material, which has . . . irritating . . . properties such that, in the =

event of spillage or leakage on an aircraft, could cause extreme =

annoyance or discomfort to crew members so as to prevent the correct =

performance of assigned duties." 

10% neutral buffered formalin (which contains 3.7-4 % formaldehyde) =

meets the definition of class 9 under both sets of regs, in my opinion =

and based on my personal experience with/exposure to spilled 10% NBF in =

poorly-ventilated spaces.

One might argue over whether it should be regulated during ground =

transport (as would be the case using the name "Environmentally =

hazardous substance, n.o.s.") but consider that we had an extended, full =

County HazMat team response nearby when a UPS driver was overcome by =

vapors from another company's wet tissues (in 10% NBF), which leaked =

after the box fell off the shelf in his truck. I'm sure the shipper was =

certain they were perfectly legal shipping it as non-haz, but the cost =

to the County (if not the shipper) and disruption of local commerce =

could have been minimized if not eliminated with proper packaging, =

marking and labeling and the ready availability of a Shipper's =

Declaration or HazMat Shipping Paper.

Keep in mind that the next step after determining that a substance meets =

the definition of a Dangerous Good and that it's not covered =

specifically by chemical name or end use name in the DG list, is to find =

the most appropriate generic (n.o.s.) description.

I find it interesting to note that J.T. Baker Chemical Company's MSDS =

for 10% NBF once gave the shipping name I listed above, but now says =

that it's not regulated for transport.

The question as I see it is this: when a chemical is assigned a shipping =

name, haz class, and UN number that is identical to its chemical name =

when at a sufficiently high concentration, is it necessarily exempt from =

regulation when present at a lower concentration, even though it =

presents hazards which meet the definition of a Dangerous Good (though =

of a different class than the one assigned to the pure or significantly =

concentrated form)? I personally don't think so.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

-----Original Message-----

From:   Andy Glode [SMTP:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

Sent:   Thursday, June 19, 2003 9:34 AM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: shipping specimens (formaldehyde, glut.)

Paul, I believe 10% formalin is regulated for shipment by air as "Other

regulated liquid, nos," NA3082 or Aviation regulated liquid, nos," =

UN3334.

IATA allows no limited qty for UN3334. Check out the attached letters of

interpretation. If the specimens are going by ground, you are in the =

clear,

depending on the carrier.

Andy Glode

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 19 Jun 2003 08:34:25 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IBC Chairs/Members Compensation

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_85DA47EB.AFCE1AED"

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.

--=_85DA47EB.AFCE1AED

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

At University of Nes Mexico our IBC members receive no compensation.

At 03:05 PM 6/17/2003 -0500, you wrote:

Hi Folks,

This question was posted on the SCHEMA-L last Friday.  I've been asked

to also post it on the biosafety list.  I apologize for the redundancy

to anyone on both lists.

I would like to know if the Chair and/or members of your Institutional

Biosafety Committee are compensated for serving on this Committee. If

yes, how are they compensated (e.g. provided research funding, salary

stipend, summer salary, release from teaching etc.)?

Let me also add that our chairs and faculty committee members do

perform

actual assessments of research project registrations (everything at

BL-2

except for projects using human materials only).  In other words, they

do more than just attend meetings.

Thanks,

--Monica

Monica A. Miller

Assistant Director

Division of Environmental Health & Safety

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Environment, Health, Safety

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute - Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 19 Jun 2003 10:21:05 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      C. elegans

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hi All..

I've been wrangling with APHIS for about 2 months on this issue now so

perhaps someone on the listserv can provide advice..

We have a PI who wishes to bring his C.elegans collection over from Japan

to work here.. I called APHIS about permits and was informed it was a plant

pathogen and that an import permit would be required.. I was a little

skeptical about this because when I asked the lady in question about C.

elegans she said .. is that a virus?  explained no - it is a nematode very

commonly used in biological research.. and then she said.. yeah.. worms

need a permit..  OK.. so we fax in a permit application.. which they

promptly loose and now we are up against a deadline with the PI about to

leave for Japan to bring his wriggly friends back to the USA. .. no one I

talk to at APHIS seems to know who could resolve the permit issue once and

for all (or for that matter even appears to know what C.elegans is)..

Does anyone know or has anyone previously dealt with someone at APHIS?

Perhaps if I had a name of someone who has a clue I might get somewhere..

The PI has the worms frozen in vials.. other than this potential need for

an import permit and the correct packaging etc.. can anyone anticipate what

other shipping issues we might have?

Thanks

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 19 Jun 2003 12:50:10 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IBC Chairs/Members Compensation

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_lohGDsPAI5OFsu/yk5UJqA)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_lohGDsPAI5OFsu/yk5UJqA)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

At Mt Sinai School of Medicine everybody "volunteers" their services to

the committee...at least I can be construed as receiving some

compensation, because being an active member of the Committee is in my

job description.

            Philip Hauck

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 19 Jun 2003 16:13:51 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: C. elegans

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="ISO-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Kath,

    I did a google search for USDA APHIS permit C. elegans and found that

APHIS seems to give courtesy permits for those doing non-transgenic work. I=

think

that also applies to  Caenorhabditis elegans. There is an APHIS web site

www.aphis.usda.gov/biotech/arthropod/ permits for the information. I'll try=

to put

what I got, although you may need to do a better search to get the C. elegan=

s

info.

Hope that helps,

Diane Fleming

=A0   =A0

.APPLICANTS FOR A COURTESY PERMIT. ... USDA-APHIS routinely issues courtesy

permits for non-transgenic H. bacteriophora. ...

www.aphis.usda.gov/biotech/arthropod/ permits/9605201r/9605201r.html - 25k -=

Ir. protein) gene obtained from C. elegans encodes for ...

www.aphis.usda.gov/biotech/arthropod/ permits/9605201r/05201rra.html - 12k -

 - USDA/APHIS published a proposed rule that would ...

www.isb.vt.edu/news/1996/news96.apr.html - 42k - Cached -

... operations and is used in making regulatory decisions pertaining to perm=

it

 and plan ... response to the following email address: patricia.y.harris@aph=

is

.usda.gov. ...

www.mcg.edu/grantscontracts/MRFB/10302002.pdf -

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 19 Jun 2003 16:14:20 -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:      Sheep tendons

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C336A7.BFCA14C0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C336A7.BFCA14C0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

We have some research proposed with parturient sheep and are planning on

taking precautions for the potential for Coxiella burnetii as

recommended.  However, another researcher would like to obtain the

hind-leg extensor tendons or bone-patellar tendons from these sheep for

a separate research project. 

My references say, "The agent may be present in infected arthropods, and

in the blood, urine, feces, milk, and tissues of infected animal or

human hosts. The placenta of infected sheep may contain as many as 109

organisms per gram of tissue and milk may contain 105 organisms per

gram." (CDC BMBL)

"The rickettsia are shed in the urine, feces, milk and, most

importantly, birth products (placenta, amniotic fluid, blood and soiled

bedding) of infected animals" (UCSF

http://www.research.ucsf.edu/AW/Safe/awOhsSheepGoat.asp)

Organisms are excreted in milk, urine, and feces of infected animals.

Most importantly, during birthing the organisms are shed in high numbers

within the amniotic fluids and the placenta. (CDC

http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/dvrd/qfever/)

To be on the safe side, I would presume that the tendons may need to

handled under at least BSL2 conditions, but is that particulary

necessary?

Thanks for your input.

Cheri Marcham

University of Oklahoma

Cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 20 Jun 2003 15:20:18 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Kinsey, Melina" <MKinsey@MRIRESEARCH.ORG>

Subject:      SA Inventory Database Programs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C33760.FC72FFAC"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C33760.FC72FFAC

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

To List-

I am not sure if this has been discussed lately, however, I am in need =

of some assistance.  If you are a user of Freezerworks by Dataworks or =

SpeciTrak by Biocollection, I would like to know what you think of their =

products.  MRI is in the process of evaluating these systems for our SA =

tracking/inventory.  We have had web demos on both systems over the last =

three days.  The demos were attended by Lab staff (users), Safety, =

Security, QA and IT representatives and as you can guess, each group has =

their own opinion and recommendation. 

If your company is working with either of the products, I would really =

like to know your opinion.  Is is working for your needs?  Do your staff =

find it easy to use?  Are they using it?

Thanks.

Melina

Melina Kinsey, RBP

Biosafety Officer

Midwest Research Institute

Florida Division

1470 Treeland Blvd. S.E.

Palm Bay, Florida 32909-2211

mkinsey@mriresearch.org

(321) 723-4547 ext. 404

(321) 722-2514 (Fax)

(321) 759-1018 (cell)

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 20 Jun 2003 15:26:16 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA Inventory Database Programs

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_316EF1CB.78197C9F"

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.

--=_316EF1CB.78197C9F

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I would be interested in the comments as well.  We are also considering =

tracking software.  Comments on other programs (i.e. On Site Systems, =

etc.) would also be welcomed.

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Biosafety Officer

Georgia State University

>>> MKinsey@MRIRESEARCH.ORG 06/20/03 03:20PM >>>

To List-

I am not sure if this has been discussed lately, however, I am in need of =

some assistance.  If you are a user of Freezerworks by Dataworks or =

SpeciTrak by Biocollection, I would like to know what you think of their =

products.  MRI is in the process of evaluating these systems for our SA =

tracking/inventory.  We have had web demos on both systems over the last =

three days.  The demos were attended by Lab staff (users), Safety, =

Security, QA and IT representatives and as you can guess, each group has =

their own opinion and recommendation. 

If your company is working with either of the products, I would really =

like to know your opinion.  Is is working for your needs?  Do your staff =

find it easy to use?  Are they using it?

Thanks.

Melina

Melina Kinsey, RBP

Biosafety Officer

Midwest Research Institute

Florida Division

1470 Treeland Blvd. S.E.

Palm Bay, Florida 32909-2211

mkinsey@mriresearch.org

(321) 723-4547 ext. 404

(321) 722-2514 (Fax)

(321) 759-1018 (cell)

=========================================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 24 Jun 2003 10:24:42 -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:      serum banking

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------E2862B35984259474D591839"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------E2862B35984259474D591839

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I know that the list has been here before but....

Has the increased interest in biodefense research led any

college/university programs to reassess their policies on serum

banking-a one time, (presumably) pre-exposure action.

It came up at a recent IBC meeting and the topic got everyone's

attention. But I do not see any compelling reasons for changing HOW

activities are assessed in making these decisions, which is not to say

that new conclusions won't be reached.

It does seem that when the topic is bioterrorism or Select Agents

EVERYTHING is being reexamined-not necessarily a bad idea.

If anyone would like to discuss this off line, feel free to call me at

212-305-1506

Thanks,

Paul Rubock

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 09:23:36 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      Who pays for BSC cert?

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_421D884F.2E4F2E5A"

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.

--=_421D884F.2E4F2E5A

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Good morning all! 

I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual BSC certifications.  At =

your institution or place of business, who pays for third party certificati=

ons - each PI? a department? facilities? other?  Your feedback is greatly =

appreciated!

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 08:30:31 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_02CF_01C33AF4.0A27FD50"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_02CF_01C33AF4.0A27FD50

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Generally a PI expense (or department) at LSU.

Mike

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Jeffrey Owens

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Wednesday, June 25, 2003 8:23 AM

  Subject: Who pays for BSC cert?

  Good morning all! 

  I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual BSC certifications. =

 At your institution or place of business, who pays for third party =

certifications - each PI? a department? facilities? other?  Your =

feedback is greatly appreciated!

  Cheers!

  Jeff Owens

  Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 08:32:36 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Brown, Virginia R" <gingerbrown@TAMU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C33B1E.3D85B43D"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C33B1E.3D85B43D

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

At Texas A&M, either the PI or his/her department pays.

Ginger Brown, CBSP

Env Health & Safety

 -----Original Message-----

From: Jeffrey Owens [mailto:reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, June 25, 2003 8:24 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Who pays for BSC cert?

Good morning all! 

I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual BSC certifications.  =

At your institution or place of business, who pays for third party =

certifications - each PI? a department? facilities? other?  Your =

feedback is greatly appreciated!

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 09:38:25 -0400

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: Who pays for BSC cert?

In-Reply-To:  <sef96a1f.052@langate.gsu.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/related;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_003E_01C33AFD.89B0AD20"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_003E_01C33AFD.89B0AD20

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----=_NextPart_001_003F_01C33AFD.89B233C0"

------=_NextPart_001_003F_01C33AFD.89B233C0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Each PI pays for the certification.

Jairo Betancourt, RBP

Laboratory Safety Specialist

(305) 243-3400 Fax : (305) 243-3272

E-mail: jairob@miami.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Jeffrey Owens

Sent: Wednesday, June 25, 2003 9:24 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Who pays for BSC cert?

Good morning all!

I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual BSC certifications.

At your institution or place of business, who pays for third party

certifications - each PI? a department? facilities? other?  Your

feedback is greatly appreciated!

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 09:33:19 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Amy Ryan <aryan@REHS.RUTGERS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

In-Reply-To:  <sef96a1f.052@langate.gsu.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Jeff,

Here at RU, the safety office pays for certification of BSCs in BL-2 and higher

labs, as a

matter of ensuring worker protection.  Lab directors or departments are

responsible for

certifying cabinets in BL-1 labs.  Hope this helps!

Amy

On 25 Jun 2003 at 9:23, Jeffrey Owens wrote:

>

> Good morning all!

>

> I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual BSC certifications. At your

institution or place of

> business, who pays for third party certifications - each PI? a department?

facilities?

other? Your

> feedback is greatly appreciated!

>

> Cheers!

> Jeff Owens

> Georgia State University

>

--

Amy Ryan

Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

Biological Safety Specialist

732.445.2550

http://rehs.rutgers.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 09:34:37 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Daryl Rowe <drowe@ESD.UGA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C33B1E.85983BB0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C33B1E.85983BB0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Jeff,

Currently the PI pays at UGA

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeffrey Owens [mailto:reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, June 25, 2003 9:24 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Who pays for BSC cert?

Good morning all! 

I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual BSC certifications.  =

At your institution or place of business, who pays for third party =

certifications - each PI? a department? facilities? other?  Your =

feedback is greatly appreciated!

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 08:35:54 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

In-Reply-To:  <sef96a1f.052@langate.gsu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Jeff,

At Northwestern (and everywhere else I've been a student or worked) the PI

or department 'owns' the equipment.. they are therefore responsible for

maintenance and certifications..

Kath

At 09:23 AM 6/25/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>Good morning all!

>

>I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual BSC certifications.  At

>your institution or place of business, who pays for third party

>certifications - each PI? a department? facilities? other?  Your feedback

>is greatly appreciated!

>

>Cheers!

>Jeff Owens

>Georgia State University

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 08:37:43 -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: Who pays for BSC cert?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Hey Jeff,

Here at SLU we place the responsibility on either the individual PI or

the department.  If we increase our OES personnel, that might change.

Mark C.

Biosafety Officer

Saint Louis University

Jeffrey Owens wrote:

>  Good morning all! I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual

> BSC certifications.  At your institution or place of business, who

> pays for third party certifications - each PI? a department?

> facilities? other?  Your feedback is greatly appreciated! Cheers!Jeff

> OwensGeorgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 09:45:48 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Barbara Ernisse <barbara.ernisse@TCH.HARVARD.EDU>

Organization: Children's Hospital Boston

Subject:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

OK, I'll voice the other option.

At Children's Hospital, Boston, Operations schedules and pays for

certifying the BSCs in the research labs. Any filter changes, repairs or

move expenses are paid by the PI (unless the move is initiated by the

building).

Barb Ernisse

Children's Hospital Boston

Mark Campbell wrote:

> Hey Jeff,

>

> Here at SLU we place the responsibility on either the individual PI or

> the department.  If we increase our OES personnel, that might change.

>

> Mark C.

> Biosafety Officer

> Saint Louis University

>

> Jeffrey Owens wrote:

>

> >  Good morning all! I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual

> > BSC certifications.  At your institution or place of business, who

> > pays for third party certifications - each PI? a department?

> > facilities? other?  Your feedback is greatly appreciated! Cheers!Jeff

> > OwensGeorgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 09:50:17 -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:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_S2MswdHJ3JUljjLrwvpEDg)"

--Boundary_(ID_S2MswdHJ3JUljjLrwvpEDg)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

At Wright State University the PI is responsible to pay for repairs and

outside annual surveys performed on the BSC.  I survey the cabinets in

house at no cost, but if repairs are needed it is the PI's

responsibility to have the cabinet repaired and recertified.

Greg Merkle

Jeffrey Owens wrote:

> Good morning all!

>

> I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual BSC

> certifications.  At your institution or place of business, who pays

> for third party certifications - each PI? a department? facilities?

> other?  Your feedback is greatly appreciated!

>

> Cheers!

> Jeff Owens

> Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 09:36:29 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

In-Reply-To:  <sef96a1f.052@langate.gsu.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

This is a function not covered by overhead.  The PI pays from other funds.

We did negociate a contract to offer a better bulk price for everybody on

campus.

Bob

>Content-Type: text/html

>Content-Description: HTML

>

>    Good morning all!     I have a rift brewing over who pays for the

>annual BSC  certifications.  At your institution or place of business, who

>pays for  third party certifications - each PI? a department? facilities?

>other?   Your feedback is greatly appreciated!   Cheers! Jeff Owens

>Georgia State 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

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 09:58:45 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Essala Lowe <lowee@ROCKEFELLER.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

In-Reply-To:  <sef96a1f.052@langate.gsu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Here at RU,

We have a contractor for BSC certs. We have an annual contract and we bill

our Labs monthly based off that contract per BSC in their laboratory. Its

an all inclusive contract, labor/parts and one annual certification and one

annual decontamination is included in that monthly charge. Any thing

outside of that the PI pays for any additional

certifications/decontaminations.

At 09:23 AM 6/25/03 -0400, you wrote:

>            Your feedback is greatly appreciated!   Cheers! Jeff Owens

>Georgia State University

>

Essala D. Lowe

Biological Safety Officer/BL3 Facilities Manager

Laboratory Safety and Environmental Health

The Rockefeller University

1230 York Avenue

New York, NY 10021

(212)327-8324/(212)27-8340 fax

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 09:55:01 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_P1NDGDdM5sxg8mxCbtAeMQ)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_P1NDGDdM5sxg8mxCbtAeMQ)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            At both my former employer (Cornell Univ. Medical College)

and Mt Sinai Medical School, the PI's are responsible for paying and

arranging for up-keep and maintenance of the BSC's in their

laboratories. To try and administer a central program for BSCs in

organizations that are about as cohesive as the Holy Roman Empire Model

(Dept. Chairs and Division Heads are like Kings and Dukes), would be a

SYSYPHYSIAN task. It would probably work in institutions where only one

or two main labs exist, but not 700 + labs.  Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeffrey Owens [mailto:reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, June 25, 2003 9:24 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Who pays for BSC cert?

Good morning all! 

I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual BSC certifications.

At your institution or place of business, who pays for third party

certifications - each PI? a department? facilities? other?  Your

feedback is greatly appreciated!

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 07:37:46 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

In-Reply-To:  <sef96a1f.052@langate.gsu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At this point, it comes out of the department's overhead.

At 09:23 AM 6/25/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>Good morning all!

>

>I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual BSC certifications.  At

>your institution or place of business, who pays for third party

>certifications - each PI? a department? facilities? other?  Your feedback

>is greatly appreciated!

>

>Cheers!

>Jeff Owens

>Georgia State University

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 09:05:22 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C33B22.D1327370"

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_01C33B22.D1327370

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

PI or department here at University of Kansas.

Eric

BSO/CHO

KU-EHS Dept.

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeffrey Owens [mailto:reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, June 25, 2003 8:24 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Who pays for BSC cert?

Good morning all!

I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual BSC certifications.  At

your institution or place of business, who pays for third party

certifications - each PI? a department? facilities? other?  Your feedback is

greatly appreciated!

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 08:10:28 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert P. Ellis" <Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

In-Reply-To:  <sef96a1f.052@langate.gsu.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: Text/Plain; charset="us-ascii"

Each PI.  We have a contract with a certifying company, and they do all

certifications as well as repairs.  Bob Ellis, Colorado State U

On Wed, 25 Jun 2003 09:23:36 -0400 Jeffrey Owens

<reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU> wrote:

> Good morning all!

>

> I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual BSC certifications.  At

your institution or place of business, who pays for third party certifications -

each PI? a department? facilities? other?  Your feedback is greatly appreciated!

>

> Cheers!

> Jeff Owens

> Georgia State University

====================

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu

====================

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 10:06:52 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

        Actually, I was thinking this would be a good activity for ABSA

to do....pick a topic like this monthly or as needed, do a survey, and

either post it on the web-site, or publish it in the Applied Biosafety

Journal.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert P. Ellis [mailto:Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, June 25, 2003 10:10 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

Each PI.  We have a contract with a certifying company, and they do all

certifications as well as repairs.  Bob Ellis, Colorado State U

On Wed, 25 Jun 2003 09:23:36 -0400 Jeffrey Owens

<reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU> wrote:

> Good morning all!

>

> I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual BSC certifications.

At your institution or place of business, who pays for third party

certifications - each PI? a department? facilities? other?  Your

feedback is greatly appreciated!

>

> Cheers!

> Jeff Owens

> Georgia State University

=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu

=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 10:05:28 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

In-Reply-To:  <CFB9E625B3609149AD3FECB4DAEDE123878325@exch-1.mssm.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Gee Phil, this sounds vary simialr to the govenment model we have here

called rational anarchy.  The President is the king, Deans and Chairs are

Barons and Dukes, Pi's are knights.  Chaos is introduced by the pricipals

of rational anarchy.  The rational anarchist will obey any rule you make

that HE/SHE likes.  Other wise you will be ignored:)

Bob

>

>

>            At both my former employer (Cornell Univ. Medical College) and

>Mt Sinai Medical School, the PI  s are responsible for paying and

>arranging for up-keep and maintenance of the BSC  s in their laboratories.

>To try and administer a central program for BSCs in organizations that are

>about as cohesive as the Holy Roman Empire Model (Dept. Chairs and

>Division Heads are like Kings and Dukes), would be a SYSYPHYSIAN task. It

>would probably work in institutions where only one or two main labs exist,

>but not 700 + labs.  Phil Hauck

>

>

>

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

> From: Jeffrey Owens [mailto:reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU]

> Sent: Wednesday, June 25, 2003 9:24 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Who pays for BSC cert?

>

>

>

>

>

>Good morning all!

>

>

>

>

>

>I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual BSC certifications.  At

>your institution or place of business, who pays for third party

>certifications - each PI? a department? facilities? other?  Your feedback

>is greatly appreciated!

>

>

>

>

>

>Cheers!

>

>

>Jeff Owens

>

>

>Georgia State 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

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 10:21:08 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_CA9500CA.49284908"

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.

--=_CA9500CA.49284908

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Great idea!  I'm glad I thought of it! I'm only kidding, Phil.  Great =

responses so far - thanks everyone!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

>>> philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU 06/25/03 10:06AM >>>

Actually, I was thinking this would be a good activity for ABSA

to do....pick a topic like this monthly or as needed, do a survey, and

either post it on the web-site, or publish it in the Applied Biosafety

Journal.

Phil Hauck

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 09:28:17 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carol McGhan <carol-mcghan@UIOWA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

In-Reply-To:  <sef96a1f.052@langate.gsu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

At the U of Iowa, it's also generally a PI's expense, as are any repairs

and decontaminations.

Carol

At 09:23 AM 6/25/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>Good morning all!

>

>I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual BSC certifications.  At

>your institution or place of business, who pays for third party

>certifications - each PI? a department? facilities? other?  Your feedback

>is greatly appreciated!

>

>Cheers!

>Jeff Owens

>Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 09:30:43 -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: Who pays for BSC cert?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

At U of Guelph, the safety office pays for annual certification of

biocontainment cabinets *so we know it gets done*.

Depts (or PI's depending on how the Duke rules) pay for:

Certifications when the cabinet is installed;

Decontamination and certification if the cabinet is moved;

Repairs and filter changes;

Clean benches (not safety equipment)

Cheers,

--

Jennifer Minogue

Hazardous Materials Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Guelph

Guelph, Ontario N1G 2W1  Canada

Voice 519-824-4120-x53190

Fax  519-824-0364

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 11:25:17 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Potts, Jeffrey M." <Potts@CUA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C33B2D.FB9B6C60"

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_01C33B2D.FB9B6C60

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

The EH&S department currently pays for the annual inspections.

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeffrey Owens [mailto:reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, June 25, 2003 9:24 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Who pays for BSC cert?

Good morning all!

I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual BSC certifications.

At your institution or place of business, who pays for third party

certifications - each PI? a department? facilities? other?  Your

feedback is greatly appreciated!

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 09:27:08 -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:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_012A_01C33AFB.F30A32C0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_012A_01C33AFB.F30A32C0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Facilities/Operations pays for this, tracks the due dates and maintains =

the records.

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Jeffrey Owens

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Wednesday, June 25, 2003 6:23 AM

  Subject: Who pays for BSC cert?

  Good morning all! 

  I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual BSC certifications. =

 At your institution or place of business, who pays for third party =

certifications - each PI? a department? facilities? other?  Your =

feedback is greatly appreciated!

  Cheers!

  Jeff Owens

  Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 10:46:46 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Cliff Bond <cbond@MONTANA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

In-Reply-To:  <sef96a1f.052@langate.gsu.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0017_01C33B07.15E3DB10"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0017_01C33B07.15E3DB10

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

At Montana State University, the VP for Research pays for certification =

of

BSCs and central HEPA filtration systems such as animal facilities and

insect containment labs.  The BSO maintains records and negotiates a

favorable price.  The outside contractor comes in twice per year to do =

the

certifications.  The owner (PI etc.) pays for repairs, modifications =

etc.

beyond the cost of certification.  If we did not do this centrally, many

BSCs would not get certified annually, chaos would reign.

Cliff Bond

Clifford W. Bond, Professor

Department of Microbiology

Montana State University

Bozeman, MT 59717-3520

Telephone: (406) 994-4130

TeleFAX: (406) 994-4926

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On =

Behalf

Of Jeffrey Owens

Sent: Wednesday, June 25, 2003 7:24 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Who pays for BSC cert?

Good morning all! 

I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual BSC certifications.  =

At

your institution or place of business, who pays for third party

certifications - each PI? a department? facilities? other?  Your =

feedback is

greatly appreciated!

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 10:48:16 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Ward, Connie B" <Connie.Ward@MED.VA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C33B41.F4BBD790"

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_01C33B41.F4BBD790

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

In Research & Development at the Seattle Puget Sound Health Care System (VA

Medical Center),  Research Administration

covers the cost of annual certification (cabinets used for BSL-3 work would

be certified twice yearly).  As other respondents

have mentioned, a central tracking system ensures that all cabinets are

tested in a timely fashion.  I maintain a spreadsheet that lists location,

equipment ID #, make, and model for each unit. If a cabinet is moved I

update the list so we don't loose track.

    The contract covers certification and a few other things (negotiated

with vendor when setting up the contract) but if an investigator plans to

move a unit he/she must pay for decontamination (required before moving) and

subsequent re-testing.

                            Connie Ward

Connie Ward

Biosafety Officer

Research & Development

VA Puget Sound Health Care System

Seattle,  WA  98108

(206) 277-1238

connie.ward@med.va.gov <mailto:connie.ward@med.va.gov>

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeffrey Owens [mailto:reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, June 25, 2003 6:24 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Who pays for BSC cert?

Good morning all!

I have a rift brewing over who pays for the annual BSC certifications.  At

your institution or place of business, who pays for third party

certifications - each PI? a department? facilities? other?  Your feedback is

greatly appreciated!

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Jun 2003 15:41:39 -0600

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:      BSL3 Parameters

In-Reply-To:  <CFB9E625B3609149AD3FECB4DAEDE1238782E5@exch-1.mssm.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Good afternoon everyone.  Looking through the BMBL for BSL 3 and ABSL 3

labs, it indicates that "...facility design and operational procedures must

be documented.  The facility must be tested for verification that the design

and operational parameters have been met prior to operation.  Facilities

should be re-verified at least annually against these procedures as modified

by operational experience".  What parameters have you used for your BSL 3

labs?  I'm looking at existing as well as future labs.

One other question I've got for the collective wisdom of the list involves

shipping of select agents.  If select agents are sent/received through your

Shipping/Receiving department, do you consider them as personnel with

"access" who must go through the training, background check, etc.?  If they

are included, then what security measures are being taken?  Thanks.

Eric J. Hansen, MBA, CIH

Director/Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Safety Office

Utah State University

Logan, Utah

435-797-7474

eric.hansen@usu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 26 Jun 2003 13:32:07 -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:      autoclave safety inspections

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

    I=92d like to find out if any other institutions hire a contractor to

provide annual safety inspections of your autoclaves.  Currently we have

hired a contractor to perform annual safety inspections of all of our

autoclaves.  The inspection reports are sent to department Chairs and

they are asked to have any deficiencies repaired.   These safety

inspections are definitely not the same as a preventative maintenance

contract and  I am beginning to question whether they are worthwhile.

Therefore, I'd be interested to know if anyone else has their autoclaves

inspected for safety on a routine basis.

Many thanks,

Janet Peterson

University of Maryland

College Park, MD

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 26 Jun 2003 13:34:30 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ricardo Tappan <rsorxt@GWUMC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: autoclave safety inspections

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-disposition: inline

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

I will away from my office from June 27th to July 8th, enjoying the beach.

Please refer all critical items to J. Good at (202) 994-3282

=========================================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 26 Jun 2003 13:39:28 -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: autoclave safety inspections

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=windows-1252; format=flowed

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

The Ontario govt requires that autoclaves, as "high hazard pressure

vessels", be inspected once a year and have a current certificate posted

next to it. The inspection can be done by a govt agency OR by the

insurance company which insures the vessel. The inspectors are usually

engineers or engineering technologists.

This is NOT the same as a preventive maintenance inspection; this

inspection is a legal requirement. Like elevators. The goal is to have

autoclaves that do not blow up; the inspector doesn't care if the

material in the autoclave is sterilized or not.

Janet Peterson wrote:

>    I d like to find out if any other institutions hire a contractor to

>provide annual safety inspections of your autoclaves.  Currently we have

>hired a contractor to perform annual safety inspections of all of our

>autoclaves.  The inspection reports are sent to department Chairs and

>they are asked to have any deficiencies repaired.   These safety

>inspections are definitely not the same as a preventative maintenance

>contract and  I am beginning to question whether they are worthwhile.

>Therefore, I'd be interested to know if anyone else has their autoclaves

>inspected for safety on a routine basis.

>

>Many thanks,

>Janet Peterson

>University of Maryland

>College Park, MD

>

>

--

Jennifer Minogue

Hazardous Materials Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Guelph

Guelph, Ontario N1G 2W1  Canada

Voice 519-824-4120-x53190

Fax  519-824-0364

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 26 Jun 2003 15:38:18 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Friedman, Deborah" <Deborah_Friedman@SHERIFF.ORG>

Subject:      UV Radiation and Hoods

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C33C1A.7E656AE2"

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_01C33C1A.7E656AE2

Content-Type: text/plain

We have several biological cabinets and PCR preparation hoods that have

ultraviolet lights contained in them.  We perform PCR operations.  I would

like to verify the ultraviolet lights in commercial laboratory hoods are

sufficient to inactivate the sugar-phosphate backbone in a DNA molecule.

Thanks for the help.

Deborah Friedman

QA Coordinator

Broward Sheriff's Office Crime Laboratory

201 S.E. 6th Street

North Wing, Room 1799

Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33301-3316

(954)831-5873

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 26 Jun 2003 12:58:32 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Criscuolo, TR (Tedi)" <tedi.criscuolo@PNL.GOV>

Subject:      Autoclave SOP's

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed;

boundary="----=_NextPartTM-000-77386fef-b803-4025-bf4d-66d3656987be"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPartTM-000-77386fef-b803-4025-bf4d-66d3656987be

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C33C1D.51D3C25C"

------_=_NextPart_001_01C33C1D.51D3C25C

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="Windows-1252"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

 Does anyone have any written autoclave procedures that follow =

manufacturer's recommendation for use and describes quality control =

practices that verify that the instrument is operating within specified =

parameters they are willing to share?  Thank you

 <http://akidsheart.com/threer/lvl1/lvl1.htm>  =

<http://akidsheart.com/threer/lvl1/lvl1.htm> PreSchool - PreK =

ActivitiesTedi Criscuolo 

Industrial Hygienist/Safety Representative

Battelle Worker Safety and Health

Office: (509) 373-1169

Pager: (509) 544-3144

tedi.criscuolo@pnl.gov

I hear and I forget. I see and I remember. I do and I understand. =

=97Confucius

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 26 Jun 2003 16:00:04 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: autoclave safety inspections

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Zurich (Assosciates??) the Insurance company, was interested in

autoclaves a few years back as Pressure Vessels, and specifically, the

type of pressure relief valves that are fitted on an autoclave. I guess

it can't hurt to have that knowledge, because theoretically, if the

right combination of failures occur, the vessel could rupture.....low

risk....moderate hazard?? I would have to look at the history of

catastrophic failures and the extent of damage in order to "hazard" a

good guess...I apologize for the pun!

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Jennifer Minogue [mailto:jminogue@UOGUELPH.CA]

Sent: Thursday, June 26, 2003 1:39 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: autoclave safety inspections

The Ontario govt requires that autoclaves, as "high hazard pressure

vessels", be inspected once a year and have a current certificate posted

next to it. The inspection can be done by a govt agency OR by the

insurance company which insures the vessel. The inspectors are usually

engineers or engineering technologists.

This is NOT the same as a preventive maintenance inspection; this

inspection is a legal requirement. Like elevators. The goal is to have

autoclaves that do not blow up; the inspector doesn't care if the

material in the autoclave is sterilized or not.

Janet Peterson wrote:

>    I d like to find out if any other institutions hire a contractor to

>provide annual safety inspections of your autoclaves.  Currently we

have

>hired a contractor to perform annual safety inspections of all of our

>autoclaves.  The inspection reports are sent to department Chairs and

>they are asked to have any deficiencies repaired.   These safety

>inspections are definitely not the same as a preventative maintenance

>contract and  I am beginning to question whether they are worthwhile.

>Therefore, I'd be interested to know if anyone else has their

autoclaves

>inspected for safety on a routine basis.

>

>Many thanks,

>Janet Peterson

>University of Maryland

>College Park, MD

>

>

--

Jennifer Minogue

Hazardous Materials Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Guelph

Guelph, Ontario N1G 2W1  Canada

Voice 519-824-4120-x53190

Fax  519-824-0364

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 26 Jun 2003 16:11:21 -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:      Re: Autoclave SOP's

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C33C1F.1C83E88E"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C33C1F.1C83E88E

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="Windows-1252"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I would appreciate that autoclave information as well.

Brenda Barry

BWH Biosafety Officer

-----Original Message-----

From: Criscuolo, TR (Tedi) [mailto:tedi.criscuolo@PNL.GOV]

Sent: Thursday, June 26, 2003 3:59 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Autoclave SOP's

 Does anyone have any written autoclave procedures that follow =

manufacturer's recommendation for use and describes quality control =

practices that verify that the instrument is operating within specified =

parameters they are willing to share?  Thank you

 <http://akidsheart.com/threer/lvl1/lvl1.htm>  =

<http://akidsheart.com/threer/lvl1/lvl1.htm> PreSchool - PreK =

ActivitiesTedi Criscuolo 

Industrial Hygienist/Safety Representative

Battelle Worker Safety and Health

Office: (509) 373-1169

Pager: (509) 544-3144

tedi.criscuolo@pnl.gov

I hear and I forget. I see and I remember. I do and I understand. =

=97Confucius

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 26 Jun 2003 14:28:39 -0700

Reply-To:     Deanna Frost <frostd@u.washington.edu>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Deanna Frost <frostd@U.WASHINGTON.EDU>

Organization: University of Washington

Subject:      Re: Autoclave SOP's

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_009F_01C33BEF.3CB9D4E0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_009F_01C33BEF.3CB9D4E0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="Windows-1252"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

http://www.ehs.washington.edu/LabSaf/Autoclave.htm

Deanna Frost, Ph.D., C.I.P.

Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Washington

Hall Health Center / Box 354400

Seattle, WA 98195-4400

206-543-7278; 206-543-7388 (Department)  FAX: 206-616-3360

frostd@u.washington.edu www.ehs.washington.edu

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Criscuolo, TR (Tedi)

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Thursday, June 26, 2003 12:58 PM

  Subject: Autoclave SOP's

   Does anyone have any written autoclave procedures that follow =

manufacturer's recommendation for use and describes quality control =

practices that verify that the instrument is operating within specified =

parameters they are willing to share?  Thank you

  Tedi Criscuolo 

  Industrial Hygienist/Safety Representative

  Battelle Worker Safety and Health

  Office: (509) 373-1169

  Pager: (509) 544-3144

  tedi.criscuolo@pnl.gov

  I hear and I forget. I see and I remember. I do and I understand. =

=97Confucius

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 26 Jun 2003 16:27:22 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Who pays for BSC cert? UPDATE

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_DA851220.204123C9"

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.

--=_DA851220.204123C9

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

For those of you there weren't keeping track, here's an update from on and =

off line responses on the BSC certification question I posed yesterday:

There were 23 responses

65% (15 total; all c/u's) indicated annual BSC certification costs were =

paid by the PI and/or their department.

17% (4 total; 3 c/u's and 1 private entity) indicated the costs were paid =

by the EHS department

9% (2 total; both private entities) indicated the costs were paid by =

Facilities/Operations

9% (2 total; 1 non-c/u public entity and 1 c/u) indicated the costs were =

paid from Office of Research budget.

Thanks for your input!

Cheers,

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 27 Jun 2003 12:30:57 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Nancy Delcellier <ndelcell@UOTTAWA.CA>

Subject:      Accidents in animal handling facilities

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0031_01C33CA7.F5D0C250"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0031_01C33CA7.F5D0C250

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hello everyone,

I've been asked by the joint H&S committee here to inquire as to the

frequency/number of accidents/incidents which occur in institutions

similar to ours (University setting with central animal facilities and

staff. We are moving towards more mechanized processes but lots of the

everyday tasks in animal husbandry are still largely hands on.)

We have numerous safety initiatives in place for this particular group

as part of the overall University safety program, but have no real frame

of reference to tell if the number of minor incidents we are seeing

follow the trend in other institutions, or indicate the need for

improvement to our programs.

The only reference I have found is from Howard Hughes Medical facility

which provides a breakdown of incident types which is similar to ours.

We have not seen any major incidents, but have noticed larger numbers of

minor incidents among this group of staff. How does this compare with

your institutions?

I would appreciate your input and will communicate the results back when

received. (I am off for holidays for the week (Yeah!), so will compile

results when I return)

Thanks in advance for your assistance

Nancy

Nancy Delcellier

Environmental Health and Safety Officer

Faculty of Medicine

University of Ottawa

(613) 562-5800 ext 8046

ndelcell@uottawa.ca

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 27 Jun 2003 14:30:03 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carl Pike <carl.pike@FANDM.EDU>

Subject:      TM Analytic

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; format=flowed; charset=us-ascii

I hope someone on the list who also deals with radioisotope matters

might be able to help me.  We have a TM Analytic (formerly

Nuclear-Chicago) scintillation counter.  It seems that TM Analytic is

no longer in business.  Does anyone know if there is another firm

that has taken over servicing of these instruments?

Thanks.

=========================================================================

Date:         Sat, 28 Jun 2003 08:29:38 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:      Re: Accidents in Animal Handling Facilities

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_3e.31cb8c0c.2c2ee432_boundary"

--part1_3e.31cb8c0c.2c2ee432_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Nancy,

There have been 40 deaths in the United States due to exposure to Rhesus

Monkeys with Herpes B virus.  The most recent was Elizabeth Griffin at the

Yerkes

Primate Center of Emory University in December 1997.

A lab technician was killed in a cage cleaning autoclave accident in Michigan

in the early eighties.

Five percent of laboratory acquired infections led to fatalities in two

studies totaling 8,000 cases reported in the CRC Handbook of Laboratory Safety.

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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

=========================================================================

Date:         Sun, 29 Jun 2003 20:01:09 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Paul W. Tranchell RBP, CSP, CIH" <sesc@TWCNY.RR.COM>

Subject:      Re: Accidents in animal handling facilities

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/related; type="multipart/alternative";

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0013_01C33E79.2F269B10"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0013_01C33E79.2F269B10

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----=_NextPart_001_0014_01C33E79.2F269B10"

------=_NextPart_001_0014_01C33E79.2F269B10

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Nancy,

There are many hot issues that come up in animal handling facilities.  =

However, in my opinion, your greatest chance for a disabling injury is =

ergonomics.  There are infectious diseases, chemicals, and other nasties =

to deal with.  If you check with your animal handlers I'll bet that most =

if not all have back problems.

Sincerely,

Paul W. Tranchell RBP, CSP, CIH

President

        Soaring Eagle Safety Consultants, Inc.

Soaring Global View, Eagle Eye Attention to Detail

                          Is. 40:31

8274 Cottonwood Ct.

Liverpool, NY

(315)243-9079

sesc@twcny.rr.com

http://home.twcny.rr.com/sesc

----- Original Message -----

  From: Nancy Delcellier

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Friday, June 27, 2003 12:30 PM

  Subject: Accidents in animal handling facilities

  Hello everyone,

  I've been asked by the joint H&S committee here to inquire as to the =

frequency/number of accidents/incidents which occur in institutions =

similar to ours (University setting with central animal facilities and =

staff. We are moving towards more mechanized processes but lots of the =

everyday tasks in animal husbandry are still largely hands on.)

  We have numerous safety initiatives in place for this particular group =

as part of the overall University safety program, but have no real frame =

of reference to tell if the number of minor incidents we are seeing =

follow the trend in other institutions, or indicate the need for =

improvement to our programs.

  The only reference I have found is from Howard Hughes Medical facility =

which provides a breakdown of incident types which is similar to ours.

  We have not seen any major incidents, but have noticed larger numbers =

of minor incidents among this group of staff. How does this compare with =

your institutions?

  I would appreciate your input and will communicate the results back =

when received. (I am off for holidays for the week (Yeah!), so will =

compile results when I return)

  Thanks in advance for your assistance

  Nancy

  Nancy Delcellier

  Environmental Health and Safety Officer

  Faculty of Medicine

  University of Ottawa

  (613) 562-5800 ext 8046

  ndelcell@uottawa.ca

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 30 Jun 2003 09:10:50 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Erik A. Talley" <ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      Computer Model for Bioterror Response

In-Reply-To:  <CFB9E625B3609149AD3FECB4DAEDE123A9645C@exch-1.mssm.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

                  This may be of interest to BSO's (or is BTO a better acronym 

                  for the expanded role?) at healthcare facilities:

                  ---------------------------

                  U.S. Government Releases Weill Cornell Computer Model for 

                  Bioterror Response 

                  Model Made Available to All States and Major Cities 

                  New York, NY (June 27, 2003) -- The U.S. Department of Health 

                  and Human Services announced the release of a new computer 

                  model, developed by researchers in the Department of Public 

                  Health at Weill Cornell Medical College, that will help health 

                  officials better plan large-scale antibiotic dispensing and 

                  vaccination responses to bioterrorism and large-scale 

                  epidemics. Funded by the Agency for Healthcare Research and 

                  Quality (AHRQ), this is the first such computer model that 

                  hospitals and public health agencies can easily download and 

                  customize to meet their local needs. The computer model will 

                  be made available to all 50 states and major U.S. cities in 

                  order to help them comply with Federal guidelines on 

                  preparedness for large-scale disasters. 

                  The computer model allows public health and emergency planners 

                  to estimate the number and type of staff required to operate 

                  mass prophylaxis clinics that provide an entire locality with 

                  critical antibiotics or vaccinations in a timely fashion. The 

                  model is available for use and for download from the 

                  Department of Health and Human Services web site in HTML and 

                  Excel(c) spreadsheet form 

                  (http://www.ahrq.gov/research/biomodel.htm). 

                  " This is science-based research at its best," said Tommy G. 

                  Thompson, Secretary of Health and Human Services. "Weill 

                  Cornell Medical College and the many other research 

                  institutions funded by HHS are providing health care systems 

                  with the critical information and tools they'll need in 

                  responding to the unthinkable." 

                  " This model aids not only the design of clinics, but the 

                  design and operation of an entire community-wide mass 

                  prophylaxis campaign," said Dr. Nathaniel Hupert, the model's 

                  author and Assistant Professor of Public Health and Medicine 

                  at Weill Cornell Medical College and Assistant Attending 

                  Physician at NewYork-Presbyterian Hospital. 

                  " This work represents the culmination of a multi-year, 

                  AHRQ-funded initiative by the Department of Public Health at 

                  Weill Cornell to provide real-world tools necessary to plan 

                  large-scale public health response strategies to bioterrorism 

                  or natural epidemics," said Dr. Alvin Mushlin, Chairman of the 

                  Department of Public Health at Weill Cornell Medical College 

                  and Attending Physician at NewYork-Presbyterian Hospital, and 

                  Dr. Mark Callahan, Associate Professor of Public Health and 

                  Medicine at Weill Cornell Medical College and Associate 

                  Attending Physician at NewYork-Presbyterian. 

                  Dr. Hupert and his colleagues developed the model after 

                  testing a variety of patient triage and drug-dispensing plans 

                  from New York City, the District of Columbia, Florida, 

                  California, and other states and after evaluating live mass 

                  prophylaxis exercises in Arizona and New York City, in which 

                  thousands of volunteers were given simulated medications in 

                  response to a hypothetical anthrax release. Taking elements 

                  from these plans and from prior collaborative work with 

                  government agencies, the Weill Cornell researchers developed 

                  two "best practice" dispensing clinic designs for bioterrorism 

                  response, including attacks involving anthrax and smallpox. 

                  The researchers then developed mathematical representations of 

                  clinic activity using discrete event simulation modeling and 

                  adapted these for use in common spreadsheet and web-based 

                  programs. They represent the activities of clinic staff and 

                  patients and provide customizable information -- including 

                  number of clinic sites, number of staff required, and the time 

                  required to complete a mass prophylaxis campaign, as well as a 

                  number of customizable variables such as the number of law 

                  enforcement personnel required for efficient operation of the 

                  clinics. 

                  In the instance of a smallpox attack on Chicago (population of 

                  2.8 million), for example, the seven-day, 24-hour medical 

                  response would require 8,895 staff members (including medical 

                  personnel, counselors, and support staff). With an anthrax 

                  attack on the same population, a total staffing of 6,461 would 

                  be needed. For a smallpox attack on Washington, D.C. 

                  (population 570,000), 1,811 staff would be needed to vaccinate 

                  the entire population in one week; for an anthrax attack, 

                  1,315 staff would be needed. 

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 30 Jun 2003 12:05:07 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Accidents in animal handling facilities

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/related; type="multipart/alternative";

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_ieTEtvG/6PbglLkjTiZ58Q)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_ieTEtvG/6PbglLkjTiZ58Q)

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

 boundary="Boundary_(ID_rbUkBzb+eKl8eum4ZRVVgw)"

--Boundary_(ID_rbUkBzb+eKl8eum4ZRVVgw)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Absolutely Right, Paul... one of the worst Comp case we had

at Weill-Cornell Med was an injured back from one of the feed handlers

trying to push a heavy cart up a ramp. I believe we came close to @

$75,000 and the claim was still open when I left Cornell. Most injuries

(and by far, the animal area had the highest injury rate/number of

employees) were cuts, pinchings, crushings and back injuries from

pushing/lifting.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Paul W. Tranchell RBP, CSP, CIH [mailto:sesc@TWCNY.RR.COM]

Sent: Sunday, June 29, 2003 8:01 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Accidents in animal handling facilities

Nancy,

There are many hot issues that come up in animal handling facilities.

However, in my opinion, your greatest chance for a disabling injury is

ergonomics.  There are infectious diseases, chemicals, and other nasties

to deal with.  If you check with your animal handlers I'll bet that most

if not all have back problems.

Sincerely,

Paul W. Tranchell RBP, CSP, CIH

President

        Soaring Eagle Safety Consultants, Inc.

Soaring Global View, Eagle Eye Attention to Detail

                          Is. 40:31

8274 Cottonwood Ct.

Liverpool, NY

(315)243-9079

sesc@twcny.rr.com

http://home.twcny.rr.com/sesc

----- Original Message -----

        From: Nancy Delcellier <mailto:ndelcell@UOTTAWA.CA> 

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Sent: Friday, June 27, 2003 12:30 PM

        Subject: Accidents in animal handling facilities

        Hello everyone,

        I've been asked by the joint H&S committee here to inquire as to

the frequency/number of accidents/incidents which occur in institutions

similar to ours (University setting with central animal facilities and

staff. We are moving towards more mechanized processes but lots of the

everyday tasks in animal husbandry are still largely hands on.)

        We have numerous safety initiatives in place for this particular

group as part of the overall University safety program, but have no real

frame of reference to tell if the number of minor incidents we are

seeing follow the trend in other institutions, or indicate the need for

improvement to our programs.

        The only reference I have found is from Howard Hughes Medical

facility which provides a breakdown of incident types which is similar

to ours.

        We have not seen any major incidents, but have noticed larger

numbers of minor incidents among this group of staff. How does this

compare with your institutions?

        I would appreciate your input and will communicate the results

back when received. (I am off for holidays for the week (Yeah!), so will

compile results when I return)

        Thanks in advance for your assistance

        Nancy

        Nancy Delcellier

        Environmental Health and Safety Officer

        Faculty of Medicine

        University of Ottawa

        (613) 562-5800 ext 8046

        ndelcell@uottawa.ca

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 30 Jun 2003 10:49:08 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Accidents in animal handling facilities

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=__NextPart_0__="

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.

--=__NextPart_0__=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

My experience has been that the most common hazards to animal handlers

has been:

1.  Occupational hearing loss due to cage-washing noise (mainly

tunnel-washers) and/or animal sounds (pig squealing, dog barking, etc.)

2.  Animal allergies resulting in asthma.

3.  Bites, scratches, and accidental percutaneous self-injection

resulting in medical follow-up, treatment, etc.

4.  Back problems.

Judy Pointer

UNM Biosafety

jpointer@salud.unm.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 30 Jun 2003 13:28:09 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Accidents in animal handling facilities

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_60yfHdpXStv4DMuEvPwv/A)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_60yfHdpXStv4DMuEvPwv/A)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Another good point....I have actually measured pig gruntings

in excess of 115 dB(A)...and only 5-6 pigs in a standard

ceramic walled animal facility.

-----Original Message-----

From: Judy Pointer [mailto:JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU]

Sent: Monday, June 30, 2003 12:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Accidents in animal handling facilities

My experience has been that the most common hazards to animal handlers

has been:

1.  Occupational hearing loss due to cage-washing noise (mainly

tunnel-washers) and/or animal sounds (pig squealing, dog barking, etc.)

2.  Animal allergies resulting in asthma.

3.  Bites, scratches, and accidental percutaneous self-injection

resulting in medical follow-up, treatment, etc.

4.  Back problems.

Judy Pointer

UNM Biosafety

jpointer@salud.unm.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 30 Jun 2003 16:44:03 -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:      Centrifuge Safety

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C33F50.B992B900"

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_01C33F50.B992B900

Content-Type: text/plain

Hi Biosafety Folks,

I have a question for your collective wisdom concerning centrifuge

containment. The situation pertains to ultracentrifugation under BL2

(lentiviral vector, replication defective and self-inactivating). Would you

recommend or require HEPA filtration for the internal vacuum pump lines (in

and/or out)? Are there other circumstances, e.g. BL3, for which you do

require such filtration?  Please respond directly to me and I will summarize

and post your answers.

Thanks,

Jan Klein

Office of Biological Safety

UW-Madison

jklein@fpm.wisc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 1 Jul 2003 20:45:23 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Open-Toed Shoes in the Laboratory

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Dear Group,

I think this might have been discussed recently, but I'd appreciate any

thoughts or comments you may have on this subject.

I have a professor who wants to see rules and regulations as to why

open-toed shoes are forbidden in a laboratory. We have included language in

our Biological and Chemical Safety Plan stating as much, but he wants more.

So, can anyone direct me to some language provided by OSHA, CDC, NIH, EPA,

or whoever, which prohibits open-toed shoes in a laboratory (where chemicals

and/or other hazards are present)?

Your assistance is very much appreciated.

David Gillum, MS

Laboratory Safety Officer

University of New Hampshire

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 Jul 2003 09:54:45 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Kirby <mike.kirby@NHLS.AC.ZA>

Subject:      Re: Open-Toed Shoes in the Laboratory - some more stuff.

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3406F.34223370"

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_01C3406F.34223370

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="UTF-8"

Dear Group.

It would appear that the constant struggle to get Students/Staff to wear

appropriate footwear in a Laboratory environment is a universal battle! We

have exactly the same problem out here in South Africa, the old, "it won't

happen to me" syndrome.

In an attempt to get the message across, I recently submitted the following

article to our in-house news letter under "Safety Spot"

Feet!

You know, those funny looking things that stick out at the end of your legs.

Useful for moving you from point A to point B, finding furniture or the cat

in the dark, and applying with vigor to a soccer ball or a recalcitrant

backside.

They are a fundamental part of our anatomy, yet we take them for granted and

treat them with scorn by wearing the most inappropriate forms of foot wear

while working in a Laboratory environment. "Slip-slops", clogs, high heels,

and sandals that appear to be held in place on the foot, more by magic than

by any mechanical means.

They may be "cool"in summer weather, but they will offer no protection what

so ever when you accidentally drop that 2 liter bottle of fuming sulphuric

acid, or have your big toe pegged to the floor with a 15 cm long sliver of

glass from a broken flask! (Two accidents that I have personally

witnessed!).

We go to great lengths to use PPE for our bodies, hands and eyes, but ignore

our feet!

The correct form of footwear for any Laboratory is a shoe that covers the

whole foot (heel and toes) and is made of leather or something synthetically

similar. (NOT canvas or any other form of open weave material!)

Sure, you will look like Mother Grundy or Plod the Policeman, but which do

you prefer, fashionable feet or scarred or amputated stumps!

Mike Kirby

Safety Officer

National Health Laboratory Service

Johannesburg

South Africa.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 Jul 2003 08:20:54 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:      Re: Open Toed Shoes

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_68.3238370b.2c342826_boundary"

David,

You are lucky to be in New Hampshire. New Hampshire has a state regulation requiring all employers (public and private) to have joint labor management safety committee and a written safety program. The safety program must contain provisions for verbal notice, written notice and termination for failure to follow the employers safety rules. There are employer fines for non-compliance. 

I wish this were state law in all states.

Employers need to be responsible for establishing workplace safety rules.  Employees (students) need to be responsible for following those rules. Folks who don't want to play by the team's rules need to go play on anot= her team.

The process described in your message is off in my humble opinion. EHS departments and CHOs (in your case), should not be in the position of defending the institution's rules. Once they have been made, the institution's management should be responsible for enforcing the rules (President, Provost,= Dean, Dept head, faculty, PI) ... not EHS department.

Maybe the faculty member should do a Google search or read any of the many excellent safety publications in chemistry and biology that would say this is standard good practice. But frankly, it just I think it's very bad idea= to be placed on the defensive to justify simple, recognized good practices t= hat are university policy.

By the way, LSI has a one-day lab safety seminar for students only (undergraduates and graduate students). They learn about their responsibility to p= rotect their own health and safety. It's an industrial strength dose to supplement existing institution training programs. It's been very effective at many campuses throughout the country.

Regards, ... Jim

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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

<< Date:  Tue, 1 Jul 2003 20:39:10 -0400

From:  David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject: Open-Toed Shoes in the Laboratory

Dear Group,

I think this might have been discussed recently, but I'd appreciate any

thoughts or comments you may have on this subject.

I have a professor who wants to see rules and regulations as to why

open-toed shoes are forbidden in a laboratory. We have included language in our Biological and Chemical Safety Plan stating as much, but he wants more. So, can anyone direct me to some language provided by OSHA, CDC, NIH, EPA, or whoever, which prohibits open-toed shoes in a laboratory (where chemicals and/or other hazards are present)?

Your assistance is very much appreciated.

David Gillum, MS

Laboratory Safety Officer

University of New Hampshire >>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 Jul 2003 08:39:08 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Open toed shoes

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=====================_1008460453==_"

--=====================_1008460453==_

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

If you have a problem convincing people to wear proper shoes.. post this

picture around their lab..

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 Jul 2003 09:47:57 -0400

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: Open toed shoes

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

So what happened?

Lori Keen

Lab Manager, Biology

Calvin College

616-526-6080

"What a woman wants is not as a woman to act or rule,

but as a nature to grow, as an intellect to discern, as a soul

to live freely and unimpeded to unfold such powers as

[God has] given her."  Margaret Fuller

>>> kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU 7/2/2003 9:39:08 AM >>>

If you have a problem convincing people to wear proper shoes.. post this

picture around their lab..

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 Jul 2003 09:49:44 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Open toed shoes

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Do you suffer from tired, blistered feet???...then stop wearing sandals

in the Lab!!!

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2003 9:39 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Open toed shoes

If you have a problem convincing people to wear proper shoes.. post this

picture around their lab..

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 Jul 2003 09:04:58 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      open toes shoes part II

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hi All..

For those of you asking about the story behind the picture, alas I do not

know. It was in our picture archives (I had it out as we're running a

newsletter article this month about summer attire being inappropriate for

labs).. the person who took the picture has departed our office so the tale

is lost forever.. however a picture speaks a thousand words and the moral

of the story still holds.. feet are just as susceptible to chemical burns

and other hazards as hands and other parts of your body are!

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 Jul 2003 10:12:22 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Dr. Hatfill...the saga continues

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_ip/tcMNtoH8ezQinbEtURg)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_ip/tcMNtoH8ezQinbEtURg)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

In case anyone hasn't seen or heard about this, here is a recent report

on Dr. Hatfill and his "connection" to the September 2001 Anthrax Letter

Incidents

http://www.nytimes.com/2003/07/02/national/02GERM.html?pagewanted=3D3&th

Phil Hauck

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 Jul 2003 10:49:26 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jay L. Stern" <ABINC@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Dr. Hatfill...the saga continues

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_144.149f4d94.2c344af6_boundary"

--part1_144.149f4d94.2c344af6_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Thanks for the link to the article.  As I read it, a chill went down my spine

as I remembered news reports of how government investigators -- hardly

"scientists" -- followed the fate of black men who had acquired venereal disease

years ago, rather than cure them.  Could it be that the anthrax outbreak was NOT

the work of a demented loner, but rather an officially sanctioned, hush-hush

"experiment ordered through our own DOD?   Maybe the goal was to see what the

reaction would be to random distribution of anthrax, how many people would be

affected, and the response of civilian law enforcement.  This comment sounds

like another "conspiracy theory," doesn't it?  Well, maybe, but there is

historical precedent.  Further, what is the saying, "Just because you're paranoid

doesn't mean someone really isn't after you."

Then I thought about the FBI draining that Maryland pond to see if evidence

was there  of assembly of those anthrax-laden letters.  Wow.  It makes you

wonder if the guys who came up with the plan had any science or engineering

training at all.  Sounds to me like just another attempt to sell chocolate covered

cotton as a snack food.

-- Jay L. Stern

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 Jul 2003 11:24:18 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Open toed shoes

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Dear Group,

Thank you for all of your thoughtful suggestions. I have incorporated many

of your suggestions (i.e. copied your text) into my response to my PI. I

don't usually do this but I am posting this response here on the listserv

(I've taken out all the names). Perhaps it will be useful in your future

battles. I'm sure his response will be twice as long.... Anyway, here goes:

~~~~~

Dear Dr. XXXXXXX,

Thank you for your e-mail.

This issue was discussed at length during several University of New

Hampshire (UNH) Institutional Biosafety Committee (IBC) meetings as well as

the UNH Chemical Safety Committee (CSC) meetings during the final stages of

the UNH Biological and Chemical Safety Plan. These committees, which are

comprised of university faculty and staff from COLSA and CEPS, discussed the

hazards associated with open-toed shoes and the potential liability for

faculty, staff, and the university should an exposure occur. Thus, the IBC

and CSC wrote the rule to apply to all laboratories on campus (i.e. a

blanket rule).

The Biological and Chemical Safety Plan was approved by both the IBC and CSC

and was then forwarded to the University Environmental Health and Safety

Committee. Once this Committee approved the plan, President XXXXXXXX signed

the document.

The Biological and Chemical Safety Plan is considered a living document and

will change with time. If you would like to suggest changes to it, please

feel free to attend the next IBC meeting on September 12, 2003 at 1:30 PM in

Rudman Hall. If you cannot attend the next IBC meeting, please provide me

with written concerns and I will present them to the Committee. You can also

discuss your safety concerns with XXXXXXX, the Chemical Safety Committee

representative for Zoology and she can present your concerns for you.

Environmental Health and Safety performs laboratory safety inspections to

ensure laboratories are in compliance with the UNH Biological and Chemical

Safety Plan. The principal investigator is notified before our office

performs this inspection.

Now, to address the open-toed shoes issue more directly, I have compiled a

short synopsis of the "rules."

According to the OSHA Chemical Hygiene Standard that covers academic

teaching and research laboratories, (29 CFR 1910.1450 Appendix A Section

E(1)(i)), "Personal apparel: Confine long hair and loose clothing. Wear

shoes at all times in the laboratory but do not wear sandals, perforated

shoes, or sneakers."

Next, I would like to refer you and your staff to the 7th edition of the ACS

publication "Safety in Academic Chemistry Laboratories", page 4 of Volume 1.

This document states, "In the laboratory, wear shoes with uppers made of

leather or polymeric leather substitute. Do not go barefoot or wear sandals.

Do not wear shoes that have high heels or open toes, uppers made of cloth,

woven leather strips, or other woven material". (You can call the ACS @

800-227-5558 and receive 1 free copy of the 2-volume set. You can also view

this document online at

http://membership.acs.org/c/ccs/pubs/SACL_Students.pdf)

The National Research Council's Prudent Practices in the Laboratory

addresses this issue by stating, "Clogs, perforated shoes, sandals, and

cloth shoes do not provide protection against spilled chemicals. In many

cases, safety shoes are advisable. Shoe covers may be required for work with

especially hazardous materials."

The University's Biological and Chemical Safety Plan also addresses this

issue on pages 12 and 17, "Section 1: General Laboratory Safety Procedures:

3. Always wear appropriate clothing (e.g. shirts, shoes) and personal

protective equipment (e.g. safety glasses, lab coats, gloves) in the

laboratory. Open sandals are prohibited; shorts and skirts are not

recommended. Remove personal protective equipment before leaving the

laboratory."

http://www.unh.edu/ehs/BS/Biological-and-Chemical-Safety-Plan.pdf

Lastly, I would like to direct you to 29 CFR 1910.132, Personal Protective

Equipment. You can find the link for this regulation on the Federal OSHA

website (http://www.osha.gov).

I would like to close by saying that it is my duty to follow the mandates

approved by the University's health and safety committees, as well as those

set forth by the federal and state government.

Thank you.

--

David R. Gillum, MS

Laboratory Safety Officer

University of New Hampshire

Environmental Health and Safety

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

Durham, NH  03824

Telephone #: 603-862-0197

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2003 9:50 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Open toed shoes

Do you suffer from tired, blistered feet???...then stop wearing sandals

in the Lab!!!

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2003 9:39 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Open toed shoes

If you have a problem convincing people to wear proper shoes.. post this

picture around their lab..

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 Jul 2003 13:24:46 -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: Dr. Hatfill...the saga continues

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C340D7.FAB09A50"

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_01C340D7.FAB09A50

Content-Type: text/plain

Ah, mostly democrats were targeted!

-----Original Message-----

From: Jay L. Stern [mailto:ABINC@AOL.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2003 7:49 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Dr. Hatfill...the saga continues

Thanks for the link to the article.  As I read it, a chill went down my

spine as I remembered news reports of how government investigators -- hardly

"scientists" -- followed the fate of black men who had acquired venereal

disease years ago, rather than cure them.  Could it be that the anthrax

outbreak was NOT the work of a demented loner, but rather an officially

sanctioned, hush-hush "experiment ordered through our own DOD?   Maybe the

goal was to see what the reaction would be to random distribution of

anthrax, how many people would be affected, and the response of civilian law

enforcement.  This comment sounds like another "conspiracy theory," doesn't

it?  Well, maybe, but there is historical precedent.  Further, what is the

saying, "Just because you're paranoid doesn't mean someone really isn't

after you."

Then I thought about the FBI draining that Maryland pond to see if evidence

was there  of assembly of those anthrax-laden letters.  Wow.  It makes you

wonder if the guys who came up with the plan had any science or engineering

training at all.  Sounds to me like just another attempt to sell chocolate

covered cotton as a snack food.

-- Jay L. Stern

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 Jul 2003 16:19:56 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Schmidt, Eric W" <erschmid@IUPUI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Dr. Hatfill...the saga continues

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C340DF.AFDF7EBC"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C340DF.AFDF7EBC

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Or, at least mostly Democrats BELIEVE they were targeted......

Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

Information Security Officer

Indiana University School of Medicine

office:  317-278-8751

email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Snyder_Sam [mailto:Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2003 3:25 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Dr. Hatfill...the saga continues

Ah, mostly democrats were targeted!

-----Original Message-----

From: Jay L. Stern [mailto:ABINC@AOL.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2003 7:49 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Dr. Hatfill...the saga continues

Thanks for the link to the article.  As I read it, a chill went down my

spine as I remembered news reports of how government investigators --

hardly "scientists" -- followed the fate of black men who had acquired

venereal disease years ago, rather than cure them.  Could it be that the

anthrax outbreak was NOT the work of a demented loner, but rather an

officially sanctioned, hush-hush "experiment ordered through our own

DOD?   Maybe the goal was to see what the reaction would be to random

distribution of anthrax, how many people would be affected, and the

response of civilian law enforcement.  This comment sounds like another

"conspiracy theory," doesn't it?  Well, maybe, but there is historical

precedent.  Further, what is the saying, "Just because you're paranoid

doesn't mean someone really isn't after you."

Then I thought about the FBI draining that Maryland pond to see if

evidence was there  of assembly of those anthrax-laden letters.  Wow.

It makes you wonder if the guys who came up with the plan had any

science or engineering training at all.  Sounds to me like just another

attempt to sell chocolate covered cotton as a snack food.

-- Jay L. Stern

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 Jul 2003 16:03:14 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Dr. Hatfill...the saga continues

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=__NextPart_0__="

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.

--=__NextPart_0__=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Geez!  I missed the posting that gave the link - too quick on the delete key this am.  Now y'all have my curiosity up - can someone please post the link to this controversial article again?

Judy

>>> erschmid@IUPUI.EDU 07/02/03 03:19PM >>>

Or, at least mostly Democrats BELIEVE they were targeted**  Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFEInformation Security OfficerIndiana University School of Medicineoffice:  317-278-8751email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

 -----Original Message-----

From: Snyder_Sam [mailto:Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2003 3:25 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Dr. Hatfill...the saga continues Ah, mostly democrats were targeted! -----Original Message-----

From: Jay L. Stern [mailto:ABINC@AOL.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2003 7:49 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Dr. Hatfill...the saga continues Thanks for the link to the article.  As I read it, a chill went down my spine as I remembered news reports of how government investigators -- hardly "scientists" -- followed the fate of black men who had acquired venereal disease years ago, rather than cure them.  Could it be that the anthrax outbreak was NOT the work of a demented loner, but rather an officially sanctioned, hush-hush "experiment ordered through our own DOD?   Maybe the goal was to see what the reaction would be to random distribution of anthrax, how many people would be affected, and the response of civilian law enforcement.  This comment sounds like another "conspiracy theory," doesn't it?  Well, maybe, but there is historical precedent.  Further, what is the saying, "Just because you're paranoid doesn't mean someone really isn't after you."

Then I thought about the FBI draining that Maryland pond to see if evidence was there  of assembly of those anthrax-laden letters.  Wow.  It makes you wonder if the guys who came up with the plan had any science or engineering training at all.  Sounds to me like just another attempt to sell chocolate covered cotton as a snack food.

-- Jay L. Stern

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 2 Jul 2003 14:22:09 -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: Dr. Hatfill...the saga continues

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C340DF.FF281F10"

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_01C340DF.FF281F10

Content-Type: text/plain

Perception is everything!

-----Original Message-----

From: Schmidt, Eric W [mailto:erschmid@IUPUI.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2003 2:20 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Dr. Hatfill...the saga continues

Or, at least mostly Democrats BELIEVE they were targeted......

Eric W. Schmidt, CISSP, CISM, DABFE

Information Security Officer

Indiana University School of Medicine

office:  317-278-8751

email:  erschmid@iupui.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Snyder_Sam [mailto:Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2003 3:25 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Dr. Hatfill...the saga continues

Ah, mostly democrats were targeted!

-----Original Message-----

From: Jay L. Stern [mailto:ABINC@AOL.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, July 02, 2003 7:49 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Dr. Hatfill...the saga continues

Thanks for the link to the article.  As I read it, a chill went down my

spine as I remembered news reports of how government investigators -- hardly

"scientists" -- followed the fate of black men who had acquired venereal

disease years ago, rather than cure them.  Could it be that the anthrax

outbreak was NOT the work of a demented loner, but rather an officially

sanctioned, hush-hush "experiment ordered through our own DOD?   Maybe the

goal was to see what the reaction would be to random distribution of

anthrax, how many people would be affected, and the response of civilian law

enforcement.  This comment sounds like another "conspiracy theory," doesn't

it?  Well, maybe, but there is historical precedent.  Further, what is the

saying, "Just because you're paranoid doesn't mean someone really isn't

after you."

Then I thought about the FBI draining that Maryland pond to see if evidence

was there  of assembly of those anthrax-laden letters.  Wow.  It makes you

wonder if the guys who came up with the plan had any science or engineering

training at all.  Sounds to me like just another attempt to sell chocolate

covered cotton as a snack food.

-- Jay L. Stern

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 3 Jul 2003 09:37:50 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Kirby <mike.kirby@NHLS.AC.ZA>

Subject:      Open-Toed Shoes in the Laboratory - some more stuff from Africa

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C34136.01A006D0"

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_01C34136.01A006D0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Dear Group.

It would appear that the constant struggle to get Students/Staff to wear

appropriate footwear in a Laboratory environment is a universal battle! We

have exactly the same problem out here in South Africa, the old, "it won't

happen to me" syndrome.

In an attempt to get the message across, I recently submitted the following

article to our in-house news letter under "Safety Spot"

Feet!

You know, those funny looking things that stick out at the end of your legs.

Useful for moving you from point A to point B, finding furniture or the cat

in the dark, and applying with vigor to a soccer ball or a recalcitrant

backside.

They are a fundamental part of our anatomy, yet we take them for granted and

treat them with scorn by wearing the most inappropriate forms of foot wear

while working in a Laboratory environment. "Slip-slops", clogs, high heels,

and sandals that appear to be held in place on the foot, more by magic than

by any mechanical means.

They may be "cool"in summer weather, but they will offer no protection what

so ever when you accidentally drop that 2 liter bottle of fuming sulphuric

acid, or have your big toe pegged to the floor with a 15 cm long sliver of

glass from a broken flask! (Two accidents that I have personally

witnessed!).

We go to great lengths to use PPE for our bodies, hands and eyes, but ignore

our feet!

The correct form of footwear for any Laboratory is a shoe that covers the

whole foot (heel and toes) and is made of leather or something synthetically

similar. (NOT canvas or any other form of open weave material!)

Sure, you will look like Mother Grundy or Plod the Policeman, but which do

you prefer, fashionable feet or scarred or amputated stumps!

Mike Kirby

Safety Officer

National Health Laboratory Service

Johannesburg

South Africa.
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Subject:      Re: Termination
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John DeLaHunt wrote:

<< Similarly, threatening faculty with dismissal over a misunderstanding

(JK's implicit suggestion) doesn't help in the "we vs. they" battle. >

CSHEMAs

After more than thirty years of researching how to convince folks that safety

is important and that you are serious about it, I've come to this conclusion.

The best and most effective EHS programs are ones where the organization has

accepted and applies the principle that "working safely is a condition of

employment."

Otherwise, you reach a point where you have to say "I didn't really mean it."

"It's acceptable for you to ... (fill in the blank; e.g. not wear your eye

protection, not eat in the lab, etc."

It is not a threat.  It is a fairly administered organizational discipline

policy for failure to follow the published and trained organization rules.

It does not result from a misunderstanding.  It results from the willful

disregard for the organizations clearly presented policies and procedures.

It is not we v. they.  We are all employees of the organization.  The

organization has policies and procedures.  If you would like to be play on our team,

you need to play by our rules.  Or, work constructively to help change the

rules.  (Otherwise, notwithstanding your Noble Prize in XYZ and you're 20 Million

dollar ABC grant, we will wish you all the best in your next job.)

I my opinion, if your organization is unwilling, unable, or simply not yet

ready to accept and implement this foundation principle of the most excellent

and effective safety program, you (the organization and it President) are going

to reach a point where you have to say, "Gee, we were only kidding, do what

you like!"

Policies and rules without enforcement is called "lip service."

Regards, ... Jim

              ************************************

                      James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., 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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Subject:      Autoclave question
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At your universities or colleges is it standard operating procedure to

autoclave all cultured media or do you have some exceptions?

Such as certain strains of E. coli and Yeast.

Thank you,

Jeff Potts

Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

The Catholic University of America

Cardinal Station, Alumni Centre

Washington, DC 200064

P / 202-319-5865

F / 202-319-4446

potts@cua.edu
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Termination
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Hello, Jim and other "Listers"(Not Joseph):

The best and most effective EHS programs are ones where the organization

has accepted and applies the principle that "working safely is a

condition of employment." 

Do you see what Jim wrote here? And also look at what I sent out

originally....I took the whole section from the appendix A, 29 CFR 1450

and incorporated it into our Chem Hygeine Plan making it policy, hence,

a matter of Employee Misconduct, if someone doesn't follow the rules for

Their safety and Their health. And, you would actually get OSHA backing,

since most people forget the Part B section of the General Duty Clause.

Part A says that the Employer has to provide a work area free from

recognized health hazards, and the B Part says that All Employees need

to follow all applicable health and safety rules that are applicable to

their employment situation. On an extreme use of the Part B, yes, you

can terminate an employee who fails to protect h(er)imself and others by

not following established (key word, ie written) policies and practices.

Extreme yes! But it sends a message that to be a "Team Player" you

cannot disregard your own health and safety and your fellow colleagues

H&S as well, since we value everyone in our organization. And as Jim

points, your awards and prizes and ga-zillions in ABC-funded grants

doesn't add up to the value we place on even one of our most junior

associates. That's why it is important to get it in writing and have

Corporate, or the Dean's Office approve it and promulgate it from the

top down, so that everyone is aware and everyone realizes that they are

responsible to each other, not just to the corporation, or to the

institution, and, lastly, to the H&SO! Happy Fourth of July, and may the

fireworks NOT BE in the Research Lab this weekend!

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Jim Kaufman [mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM]

Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2003 6:41 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Termination

John DeLaHunt wrote:

<< Similarly, threatening faculty with dismissal over a misunderstanding

(JK's implicit suggestion) doesn't help in the "we vs. they" battle. >

CSHEMAs

After more than thirty years of researching how to convince folks that

safety is important and that you are serious about it, I've come to this

conclusion. 

The best and most effective EHS programs are ones where the organization

has accepted and applies the principle that "working safely is a

condition of employment."  

Otherwise, you reach a point where you have to say "I didn't really mean

it." "It's acceptable for you to ... (fill in the blank; e.g. not wear

your eye protection, not eat in the lab, etc."

It is not a threat.  It is a fairly administered organizational

discipline policy for failure to follow the published and trained

organization rules.

It does not result from a misunderstanding.  It results from the willful

disregard for the organizations clearly presented policies and

procedures.

It is not we v. they.  We are all employees of the organization.  The

organization has policies and procedures.  If you would like to be play

on our team, you need to play by our rules.  Or, work constructively to

help change the rules.  (Otherwise, notwithstanding your Noble Prize in

XYZ and you're 20 Million dollar ABC grant, we will wish you all the

best in your next job.)

I my opinion, if your organization is unwilling, unable, or simply not

yet ready to accept and implement this foundation principle of the most

excellent and effective safety program, you (the organization and it

President) are going to reach a point where you have to say, "Gee, we

were only kidding, do what you like!"

Policies and rules without enforcement is called "lip service."

Regards, ... Jim

              ************************************

                      James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., 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 try and encourage everyone here, to use the autoclave. I will list

BRIEFLY the reasons why:

        1. Large loads of bacteria and viruses (>Inf. Dose??) in media

or on      plates..no worry if autoclaved (See 3 below).

        2. Gets the researchers involved in recognizing the need to

decontaminate articles and cultures before disposing.

        3. Definitely kills (if used correctly) compared to other

methods

        4. Destroys most Petri plates and T.C. Culturing "glassware" so

it         doesn't look like fresh "Biomedical" waste (see 5. below).

        5. I can look a New York City Health Inspector, Sanitation

Inspector,         Environmental Protection Police Officer in the eye

and say "It was            autoclaved, and poses no hazard to the

community at large" if the         bag winds up where it shouldn't ( and

they do, from past                 experience).

Hope that helps!

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Potts, Jeffrey M. [mailto:Potts@CUA.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2003 9:40 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Autoclave question

At your universities or colleges is it standard operating procedure to

autoclave all cultured media or do you have some exceptions?

Such as certain strains of E. coli and Yeast.

Thank you,

Jeff Potts

Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

The Catholic University of America

Cardinal Station, Alumni Centre

Washington, DC 200064

P / 202-319-5865

F / 202-319-4446

potts@cua.edu
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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:      Re: Termination
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Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_tIMORVWx1alglJ4aaEfTuA)"

--Boundary_(ID_tIMORVWx1alglJ4aaEfTuA)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed
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The trick is to get those that make the decisions (the Administration)

to actually take a stand and enforce safety policies.

Greg Merkle

Hauck, Philip wrote:

> Hello, Jim and other "Listers"(Not Joseph):

>

>

>

> The best and most effective EHS programs are ones where the

> organization has accepted and applies the principle that "working

> safely is a condition of employment."

>

>

>

> Do you see what Jim wrote here? And also look at what I sent out

> originally....I took the whole section from the appendix A, 29 CFR

> 1450 and incorporated it into our Chem Hygeine Plan making it policy,

> hence, a matter of Employee Misconduct, if someone doesn't follow the

> rules for Their safety and Their health. And, you would actually get

> OSHA backing, since most people forget the Part B section of the

> General Duty Clause. Part A says that the Employer has to provide a

> work area free from recognized health hazards, and the B Part says

> that All Employees need to follow all applicable health and safety

> rules that are applicable to their employment situation. On an extreme

> use of the Part B, yes, you can terminate an employee who fails to

> protect h(er)imself and others by not following established (key word,

> ie written) policies and practices.

>

>

>

> Extreme yes! But it sends a message that to be a "Team Player" you

> cannot disregard your own health and safety and your fellow colleagues

> H&S as well, since we value everyone in our organization. And as Jim

> points, your awards and prizes and ga-zillions in ABC-funded grants

> doesn't add up to the value we place on even one of our most junior

> associates. That's why it is important to get it in writing and have

> Corporate, or the Dean's Office approve it and promulgate it from the

> top down, so that everyone is aware and everyone realizes that they

> are responsible to each other, not just to the corporation, or to the

> institution, and, lastly, to the H&SO! Happy Fourth of July, and may

> the fireworks NOT BE in the Research Lab this weekend!

>

>

>

> Phil Hauck

>

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Jim Kaufman [mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM]

> Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2003 6:41 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Termination

>

>

>

> John DeLaHunt wrote:

> << Similarly, threatening faculty with dismissal over a misunderstanding

> (JK's implicit suggestion) doesn't help in the "we vs. they" battle. >

>

>

> CSHEMAs

>

> After more than thirty years of researching how to convince folks that

> safety is important and that you are serious about it, I've come to

> this conclusion.

>

> The best and most effective EHS programs are ones where the

> organization has accepted and applies the principle that "working

> safely is a condition of employment."

>

> Otherwise, you reach a point where you have to say "I didn't really

> mean it." "It's acceptable for you to ... (fill in the blank; e.g. not

> wear your eye protection, not eat in the lab, etc."

>

> It is not a threat.  It is a fairly administered organizational

> discipline policy for failure to follow the published and trained

> organization rules.

>

> It does not result from a misunderstanding.  It results from the

> willful disregard for the organizations clearly presented policies and

> procedures.

>

> It is not we v. they.  We are all employees of the organization.  The

> organization has policies and procedures.  If you would like to be

> play on our team, you need to play by our rules.  Or, work

> constructively to help change the rules.  (Otherwise, notwithstanding

> your Noble Prize in XYZ and you're 20 Million dollar ABC grant, we

> will wish you all the best in your next job.)

>

> I my opinion, if your organization is unwilling, unable, or simply not

> yet ready to accept and implement this foundation principle of the

> most excellent and effective safety program, you (the organization and

> it President) are going to reach a point where you have to say, "Gee,

> we were only kidding, do what you like!"

>

> Policies and rules without enforcement is called "lip service."

>

> Regards, ... Jim

>

>               ************************************

>                       James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., 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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Actually I do not think that it would be that extreme, just part of the

process.

Here we have a work rule.  Follow it.  Ignoring a work rule can be

considered insubordination.

This is now a Human Resources issue.  Follow the procedure.  If it goes far

enough to warrant termination, then the worker is really hard headed.

Bob

>

>

>Hello, Jim and other   Listers  (Not Joseph):

>

>

>

>

>

>The best and most effective EHS programs are ones where the organization

>has accepted and applies the principle that "working safely is a condition

>of employment."

>

>

>

>

>

>Do you see what Jim wrote here? And also look at what I sent out

>originally &.I took the whole section from the appendix A, 29 CFR 1450 and

>incorporated it into our Chem Hygeine Plan making it policy, hence, a

>matter of Employee Misconduct, if someone doesn  t follow the rules for

>Their safety and Their health. And, you would actually get OSHA backing,

>since most people forget the Part B section of the General Duty Clause.

>Part A says that the Employer has to provide a work area free from

>recognized health hazards, and the B Part says that All Employees need to

>follow all applicable health and safety rules that are applicable to their

>employment situation. On an extreme use of the Part B, yes, you can

>terminate an employee who fails to protect h(er)imself and others by not

>following established (key word, ie written) policies and practices.

>

>

>

>

>

>Extreme yes! But it sends a message that to be a   Team Player   you

>cannot disregard your own health and safety and your fellow colleagues H&S

>as well, since we value everyone in our organization. And as Jim points,

>your awards and prizes and ga-zillions in ABC-funded grants doesn  t add

>up to the value we place on even one of our most junior associates. That

> s why it is important to get it in writing and have Corporate, or the

>Dean  s Office approve it and promulgate it from the top down, so that

>everyone is aware and everyone realizes that they are responsible to each

>other, not just to the corporation, or to the institution, and, lastly, to

>the H&SO! Happy Fourth of July, and may the fireworks NOT BE in the

>Research Lab this weekend!

>

>

>

>

>

>Phil Hauck

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

> From: Jim Kaufman [mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM]

> Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2003 6:41 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Termination

>

>

>

>

>

>John DeLaHunt wrote:

> << Similarly, threatening faculty with dismissal over a misunderstanding

> (JK's implicit suggestion) doesn't help in the "we vs. they" battle. >

>

>

> CSHEMAs

>

> After more than thirty years of researching how to convince folks that

>safety is important and that you are serious about it, I've come to this

>conclusion.

>

> The best and most effective EHS programs are ones where the organization

>has accepted and applies the principle that "working safely is a condition

>of employment."

>

> Otherwise, you reach a point where you have to say "I didn't really mean

>it." "It's acceptable for you to ... (fill in the blank; e.g. not wear

>your eye protection, not eat in the lab, etc."

>

> It is not a threat.  It is a fairly administered organizational

>discipline policy for failure to follow the published and trained

>organization rules.

>

> It does not result from a misunderstanding.  It results from the willful

>disregard for the organizations clearly presented policies and procedures.

>

> It is not we v. they.  We are all employees of the organization.  The

>organization has policies and procedures.  If you would like to be play on

>our team, you need to play by our rules.  Or, work constructively to help

>change the rules.  (Otherwise, notwithstanding your Noble Prize in XYZ and

>you're 20 Million dollar ABC grant, we will wish you all the best in your

>next job.)

>

> I my opinion, if your organization is unwilling, unable, or simply not

>yet ready to accept and implement this foundation principle of the most

>excellent and effective safety program, you (the organization and it

>President) are going to reach a point where you have to say, "Gee, we were

>only kidding, do what you like!"

>

> Policies and rules without enforcement is called "lip service."

>

> Regards, ... Jim

>

>               ************************************

>                       James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., 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/

>

>                 *************************************

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________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
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Happy 4th of July to all Listservers!

This message is specifically for all Boston Biosafety officers and IBC

members:

I am looking for a contact with the City of Boston for current rDNA

regulations.  BU files a report with the City of Boston annually through our

IBC committee for rDNA work. Does any other university comply and do you

have a good contact at City of Boston?  Also, has anyone ever received a

permit for rDNA work?  If you have, can you call me today at 617-638-8842 or

email me directly at RyanR@bu.edu <mailto:RyanR@bu.edu> .

Happy 4th!

Rebecca

Rebecca Ryan, MPH

Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Boston University Medical Center

715 Albany Street, M470

Boston, MA 02118

ph(617) 638-8842

fx (617) 638-8822

email: RyanR@BU.edu
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Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

At the University where I was formerly employed, the policy was that ALL lab

grown orgs were killed prior to disposal.  It helped to keep our waste

hauler happy in addition to being good safety practice.

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

>From: "Potts, Jeffrey M." <Potts@CUA.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Autoclave question

>Date: Thu, 3 Jul 2003 09:39:55 -0400

>

>At your universities or colleges is it standard operating procedure to

>autoclave all cultured media or do you have some exceptions?

>Such as certain strains of E. coli and Yeast.

>

>Thank you,

>

>Jeff Potts

>Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

>The Catholic University of America

>Cardinal Station, Alumni Centre

>Washington, DC 200064

>P / 202-319-5865

>F / 202-319-4446

>potts@cua.edu

_________________________________________________________________
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Subject:      Re: Autoclave question
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-----Original Message-----

From: Potts, Jeffrey M. [mailto:Potts@CUA.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2003 9:40 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Autoclave question

At your universities or colleges is it standard operating procedure to

autoclave all cultured media or do you have some exceptions?

Such as certain strains of E. coli and Yeast.

Thank you,

Jeff Potts

Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

The Catholic University of America

*******************************************************

RE:  Answering Jeff Potts' question....

It is standard operating procedure here at WPI to autoclave to complete kill,

all items that contain or has touched cells or cell products--even yeast or

attenuated E.Coli strains & lambda phage.  The minimum autoclaving time

depends on container size/type/other variables too numerous to mention here.

Another consideration for kill time is the type of autoclave & it's proper

use. 

If the interior temperature of a "kill run" bundle or basin of stuff cannot

be determined, the "15 minutes/15 psi/121 degrees C" recommendation one finds

in text books may not have occurred at the center of the waste (or for that

matter, new material), thus the length of stay in the autoclave must be

increased to achieve full kill through and through.

**** ESOTERIC AUTOCLAVE INFO BELOW...stop now if this bores you....

Years ago, I found (using thermocouple probe) that 500 ml water in glass

bottle, loosely capped, contained in approx. 7" tall rigid plastic open

basin, required at least 25 minutes at 123 C in one of our autoclaves to

achieve 15 minutes at 121 C at the center of the liquid.  BTW--Pressure was

set around 19-20 psi

I  find that bulky items or those autoclaved in large, rigid, plastic

containers need very long run times (1-2 hours) since those variables all

slow down the heating process at the center of the pack.  Anyone else test

for this?

More recently...a 24"x36" bag of agar plates set inside a low basin needed at

least 90 minutes at 123 C to achieve full kill throughout the pack.  (As

determined by test runs using temperature sensitive indicator tubes buried in

the pack).  Again, at about 20 psi. Also,  2.5L of liquid in a 4L glass

E.Flask took over 40 minutes. 

Cheers.

P. Moravek, Biosafety Officer

Worcester Polytechnic Institute

Worcester, MA  01609
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Rodriguez, Emilio -22" <erodriguez22@UTEP.EDU>

Subject:      Children in the lab
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Good afternoon,

Do any of you have specific policies at your institutions regarding children in laboratories?  Allowed under supervision?  Not allowed at all?  Allowed if over the age of X...and with proper PPE/training specific to the lab (i.e.., summer high school students)?

Your input would be greatly appreciated?

Thanks,

Emilio Rodriguez

Biological Safety Manager

The University of Texas at El Paso

915-747-7124

erodriguez22@utep.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:         Linda Wolfe <wolfe@WI.MIT.EDU>

Organization: Whitehead Institute for Biomedical Research

Subject:      Re: Children in the lab
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We allow children over 14, under supervision with parental consent, to

visit BL 1 laboratories when no other hazardous material is in use.

Tours are prescreened to be sure the host understands the restrictions.

 Occasionally children visit their parents in labs, which is okay as

long as they are over 14 and not in a lab area where hazardous materials

are in use.

Because of child labor laws, children 16 - 18 are only allowed to do

work in labs -  with parental consent and school superintendent's

consent - and only when always supervised and in prescreened

projects/lab areas.   They are not allowed to handle anything hazardous.

 This does place a major burden on their supervisor.

Once over 18, they are considered adults.

Linda Wolfe

"Rodriguez, Emilio -22" wrote:

>

> Good afternoon,

>

> Do any of you have specific policies at your institutions regarding children in laboratories?  Allowed under supervision?  Not allowed at all?  Allowed if over the age of X...and with proper PPE/training specific to the lab (i.e.., summer high school students)?

>

> Your input would be greatly appreciated?

>

> Thanks,

>

> Emilio Rodriguez

> Biological Safety Manager

> The University of Texas at El Paso

> 915-747-7124

> erodriguez22@utep.edu

--------------426FDEE5A8EF68085C9120C6

Content-Type: text/x-vcard; charset=us-ascii;

 name="wolfe.vcf"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Description: Card for Linda Wolfe

Content-Disposition: attachment;

 filename="wolfe.vcf"
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Corrine Harris <corrine_biosafety@YAHOO.CA>

Subject:      dimethylhydrazine use with animals

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="0-1001414992-1057276721=:97336"
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Hello all,

I have a question that I am hoping someone can help me with.

We have a researcher who has been using a colon carcinogen (azoxymethane) in mice for the past 15 years . Sigma has discontinued this product, and it's replacement is the parent compound dimethylhydrazine.

This compound is metabolized in vivo to the volatile pre-carcinogen azomethane and subsequently to the pre-carcinogen azoxymethane and then to the active carcinogen methyldiazonium. Thus the use of dimethylhydrazine would require the containment of the volatile azomethane exhaled by the animals.

My question is: are any of you familiar with or know of someone using this compound?

We had good procedures set up for the first compound, but the parent compound poses new problems for us and we are in the process of re-writing the procedures to accommodate the new hazards involved.

We were just wondering what everyone else is doing?

Thank you all so much, I appreciate it!

Corrine

********************************************

Corrine Harris, B.Sc

Biosafety Manager

University of Saskatchewan, Saskatoon, SK, S7N 5B3

Telephone: (306) 966-8496   Fax: (306) 966-8394

Email: corrine_biosafety@yahoo.ca
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Reply-To:     kayman@umdnj.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lindsey Kayman <lindseykayman@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Re: Children in the lab

In-Reply-To:  <0FCA12826AB0C54B979639CD965A5293170C5E@itdsrvmail03.utep.edu>
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Emilo,

The procedure for high school kids to work in a lab at my institution is posted at:

http://www2.umdnj.edu/eohssweb/forms.htm#High

Hope this helps.

Lindsey Kayman

UMDNJ-EOHSS

"Rodriguez, Emilio -22" <erodriguez22@UTEP.EDU> wrote:

Good afternoon,

Do any of you have specific policies at your institutions regarding children in laboratories? Allowed under supervision? Not allowed at all? Allowed if over the age of X...and with proper PPE/training specific to the lab (i.e.., summer high school students)?

Your input would be greatly appreciated?

Thanks,

Emilio Rodriguez

Biological Safety Manager

The University of Texas at El Paso

915-747-7124

erodriguez22@utep.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:      Bifocal Safety Glasses Now Available
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FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

July, 30, 2003

WIZARD SHOP SPECS BI-FOCAL SAFETY GLASSES INCREASE SAFETY AND CONVENIENCE

Wizard Industries announces the release of the Shop Specs Bifocal Safety

Glasses, the first to feature built-in bifocal magnification.

Van Nuys, California - Wizard Industries, Inc., makers of the innovative

Wizard Line of specialty products for Woodworkers, has just announced the newest

addition to its product line, the Wizard Shop Specs.

Wizard Shop Specs are an exciting advancement in shop safety and convenience.

These comfortable and stylish safety glasses meet ANSI Z87.1 requirements for

impact resistance and safety. They will help protect a shop worker's eyes

from flying debris in the wood shop, metal manufacturing shop, in factories and

other workplaces. But these protective glasses are different. These are the

only safety glasses on the market with built-in bifocal magnifiers and integrated

side shields.

"We're truly excited about this new product," said Wizard CEO, Billy Carmen.

"It's a product that makes sense for the millions of shop workers who also use

reading glasses." Since their release the Shop Specs have become a very fast

selling safety item in both commercial and consumer markets, with users

purchasing multiple units for work and home shops.

The Wizard Shop Specs improve safety in more ways than one. They protect the

eyes from flying debris, as do many other safety glasses. According to Carmen,

"These glasses also help prevent accidents in the first place, by providing

clearer vision to those who use them."

Available in the most commonly used strengths of +1, +1.5, +2, +2.5 and +3

diopters, the Wizard Shop Specs' optically clear lenses do not affect normal

long distance vision. The dual curvature mono-lenses provide better close-up

vision to those who normally wear reading glasses. This allows workers and

hobbyists to do more precise work, with improved safety and convenience.

Having magnification built in to the glasses also means that workers are more

likely to wear the highly protective glasses, instead of ordinary reading

glasses that do not provide adequate protection, especially from the side. No

longer is it necessary to wear reading glasses under safety glasses, or

constantly swap between reading and safety. With adjustable temple pieces, and

panascopic angle adjustments, a perfect, comfortable fit is ensured.

"We believe this product will help reverse the notion of safety glasses being

a 'hindrance,' and make them more a convenient, comfortable and helpful tool

that people will want to use," emphasized Carmen.

The Wizard Shop Specs are available from Wizard Industries and through many

woodworking, tool and hardware stores across the country.

- end -

High Resolution Print Images are available at:

<A HREF="http://shopspecs.com/productimages.cfm">http://shopspecs.com/productimages.cfm

</A>Wizard Industries, Inc.

15500 Erwin Street

Department 1049

Van Nuys, CA 91411

866-781-8033

818-781-8033

Fax 818-781-8106

              ************************************

                      James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., 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:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: Urgent Message for Boston Listservers: Re:  City of Boston

              rDNA Regulations
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Rebecca:

This is the last person are dealt with regarding rDNA in

Boston:

Mr. John Shea

Assistant Director

Office of Environmental Health

Department of Health and Hospitals

1010 Massachusetts Avenue

Boston, Massachusetts  02118

Regards,

Barry

Barry D. Cohen, MPH, CBSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

700 Main Street  (E-216)

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4014

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

Rebecca Ryan wrote:

>  Happy 4th of July to all Listservers!This message is

> specifically for all Boston Biosafety officers and IBC

> members:I am looking for a contact with the City of Boston

> for current rDNA regulations.  BU files a report with the

> City of Boston annually through our IBC committee for rDNA

> work. Does any other university comply and do you have a

> good contact at City of Boston?  Also, has anyone ever

> received a permit for rDNA work?  If you have, can you

> call me today at 617-638-8842 or email me directly at

> RyanR@bu.edu.Happy 4th!Rebecca

>

> Rebecca Ryan, MPH

> Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

> Office of Environmental Health and Safety

> Boston University Medical Center

> 715 Albany Street, M470

> Boston, MA 02118

> ph(617) 638-8842

> fx (617) 638-8822

> email: RyanR@BU.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:         Elizabeth Tobias <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Re: Children in the lab

In-Reply-To:  <3F049932.5E662148@wi.mit.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

I recall a sign being posted outside the Mich. Dept. Public

Health Labs (my former employer) stating that children under 16

were not admitted to the laboratory facility.  I might be

mis-remembering, and it might have actually stated 18, but I'm

pretty sure it was 16.  Laboratory work was with infectious

agents and hazardous chemicals, and the lab director didn't want

to deal with trying to get 3 or more different departments to

agree (state OSHA, state EPA, Public Health, and I think a few

others co-habitated the site).

My current employer does not allow children under 18 past the

main administrative building (in which there are no laboratories

or hazards different than any other office or school, for

example).  We've got the same sort of stuff, but much greater

control over who's here, as we're a private company.

Elizabeth

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

SBC Yahoo! DSL - Now only $29.95 per month!

http://sbc.yahoo.com
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Josh Harney <Josh.Harney@CCHMC.ORG>

Subject:      CDC facility inspections for SA&T
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Folks, we've just heard from our friends in Atlanta that we can soon

expect a team of inspectors from the SAP.  I've got list emails from

Phil Hauck and Paul Rubock detailing their inspection experience [thanks

guys!].  Are there any of you that have had inspections more recently

that wouldn't mind sharing some information about how they went, what

the tone of the inspection was, etc.?  If so, I'd be much obliged, and

if people are interested, naturally I could share some of our results

following the inspection here.  Thanks in advance.

Joshua M. Harney

Assistant Director, Health & Safety

Cincinnati Children's Hospital Medical Center

phone: 513-636-7286

fax: 513-636-2123

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 8 Jul 2003 10:39:40 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Subject:      Re: CDC facility inspections for SA&T
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I too am expecting a visit from CDC next week and would greatly appreciate =

any feedback as well.  Good luck Josh.

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

>>> Josh.Harney@CCHMC.ORG 07/08/03 10:07AM >>>

Folks, we've just heard from our friends in Atlanta that we can soon

expect a team of inspectors from the SAP. I've got list emails from

Phil Hauck and Paul Rubock detailing their inspection experience [thanks=

guys!]. Are there any of you that have had inspections more recently

that wouldn't mind sharing some information about how they went, what

the tone of the inspection was, etc.? If so, I'd be much obliged, and

if people are interested, naturally I could share some of our results

following the inspection here. Thanks in advance.

Joshua M. Harney

Assistant Director, Health & Safety

Cincinnati Children's Hospital Medical Center

phone: 513-636-7286

fax: 513-636-2123
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Marcham, Cheri (HSC)" <Cheryl-Marcham@OUHSC.EDU>

Subject:      VSV lab-adapted strains
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Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"
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In looking at the BMBL section on VSV, in the same paragraph about

less-virulent lab-adapted strains (e.g. Indiana, San Juan, and Glasgow)

being able to be used under conditions of minimal or no primary

containment, it says, "Some strains of VSV are considered restricted

organisms by USDA regulations (9CFR 122.2)."  The only thing I can find

in a quick look at the USDA web site is that VSV (exotic) is obviously a

select agent, but are there other USDA restrictions on lab-adapted

strains?

Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

University Environmental Health and Safety Officer

The University of Oklahoma

P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73120

405/271-3000

FAX 405/271-1606

Cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu
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From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: VSV lab-adapted strains

In-Reply-To:  <6E8E599B65BCAF4F878EECCB7C7A849A0685A909@GEMINI.hsc.net.ou .edu>
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Cheri,

There is a permit for possession restriction when shipping certain strains

around.

Below is some info I got from the USDA and a contact if you have more

questions.

Kath Harris

The notification form for possession of certain biological agents and

toxins recently published in the Federal Register, requires the reporting

of genetic elements that encode for either "a functional toxin or a

virulence factor sufficient to cause disease." Currently, there is no

evidence to suggest that the VSV G-protein is sufficient to cause disease

in the species of interest. Therefore it will not be necessary to report

possession of the genetic material encoding for the VSV G-protein.

The New Jersey and Indiana strains of Vesicular stomatitis virus are not

considered exotic to the U.S., so possession of either of these strains of

VSV do not need to be reported on the "Notification of Possession of Select

Agents or High Consequence Livestock Pathogens and Toxins" form. However,

to be in compliance with Title 9 of the Code of Federal Regulations part

122, you are required to have a permit to possess either of these strains

if they were imported from another country or transported from another

state or the District of Columbia to your facility.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have additional questions or

concerns.

D. Spencer

Senior Staff Veterinarian

National Center for Import and Export

At 10:00 AM 7/8/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>In looking at the BMBL section on VSV, in the same paragraph about

>less-virulent lab-adapted strains (e.g. Indiana, San Juan, and Glasgow)

>being able to be used under conditions of minimal or no primary

>containment, it says, "Some strains of VSV are considered restricted

>organisms by USDA regulations (9CFR 122.2)."  The only thing I can find

>in a quick look at the USDA web site is that VSV (exotic) is obviously a

>select agent, but are there other USDA restrictions on lab-adapted

>strains?

>

>Cheri Marcham, CIH, CSP, CHMM

>University Environmental Health and Safety Officer

>The University of Oklahoma

>P. O. Box 26901  ROB-301

>Oklahoma City, Oklahoma  73120

>405/271-3000

>FAX 405/271-1606

>Cheri-marcham@ouhsc.edu

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu
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We just got the call too!  We're expecting a visit at the end of the month

and any feedback will be great.   Good luck Jeff and Josh.

Valerie

Valerie I. Steinberg, Ph.D, CIH, CBSP

Environmental Health & Safety

University of Massachusetts

Amherst, MA 01003

Ph. 413 545-2682  FAX 413 545-2600

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On Behalf

Of Jeffrey Owens

Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2003 10:40 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: CDC facility inspections for SA&T

I too am expecting a visit from CDC next week and would greatly appreciate

any feedback as well.  Good luck Josh.

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

>>> Josh.Harney@CCHMC.ORG 07/08/03 10:07AM >>>

Folks, we've just heard from our friends in Atlanta that we can soon

expect a team of inspectors from the SAP. I've got list emails from

Phil Hauck and Paul Rubock detailing their inspection experience [thanks

guys!]. Are there any of you that have had inspections more recently

that wouldn't mind sharing some information about how they went, what

the tone of the inspection was, etc.? If so, I'd be much obliged, and

if people are interested, naturally I could share some of our results

following the inspection here. Thanks in advance.

Joshua M. Harney

Assistant Director, Health & Safety

Cincinnati Children's Hospital Medical Center

phone: 513-636-7286

fax: 513-636-2123
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From:         Valerie I Steinberg <vis@EHS.UMASS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Children in the lab
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        We put together guidelines last year (GUIDELINES FOR CHILDREN

AND UNAUTHORIZED PERSONS IN LABORATORIES AND OTHER POTENTIALLY HAZARDOUS

AREAS).  Hope this is helpful.

Valerie

Valerie I. Steinberg, Ph.D, CIH, CBSP

Environmental Health & Safety

University of Massachusetts

Amherst, MA 01003

Ph. 413 545-2682  FAX 413 545-2600

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On Behalf

Of Rodriguez, Emilio -22

Sent: Thursday, July 03, 2003 4:35 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Children in the lab

Good afternoon,

Do any of you have specific policies at your institutions regarding children

in laboratories?  Allowed under supervision?  Not allowed at all?  Allowed

if over the age of X...and with proper PPE/training specific to the lab

(i.e.., summer high school students)?

Your input would be greatly appreciated?

Thanks,

Emilio Rodriguez

Biological Safety Manager

The University of Texas at El Paso

915-747-7124

erodriguez22@utep.edu
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Subject:      Re: CDC facility inspections for SA&T
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            Just a short note to you about my earlier comments on this

site....they were made Pre-Part 73! While I still believe that

a similar type of Q-and-A session will be held, based on what you

submitted on the 5A and 5B submissions, I don't have enough info to give

you solid recommendations, only vague impressions. But, the following

should help:

1.      Sit-down with your researchers and go over everything that was

submitted.

2.      Make sure you are all on the 'same page', literally...you don't

want to impart that you do not know what is going on in the lab to the

inspectors.(Especially the PI's...can't have them disagreeing on what is

done, etc.)

3.      If you say you have a piece of equipment...make sure you can

produce it...and certification documents, if appropriate.

4.      If you say you do something, make sure you have written

procedures, and logs, sign-in sheets, training documents, as

appropriate.

5.      If you are not sure...don't bluff...you do not get extra points

for guessing.

6.      Don't answer for the researchers....even if they are going down

in flames...you have to maintain your credibility with the inspectors. (

I watched two of my PI's stick their heads in their own nooses and slide

the knots down, but refrained I from interjecting....I didn't want to be

an accomplice in their "activities".

You have to realize, that they can only grill you on what you have

submitted...floor plans, statements on security, training, etc. A

thorough review of what you sent should help you identify where the

questions will come from.

I hope I helped you, and good luck!

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Valerie I Steinberg [mailto:vis@EHS.UMASS.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2003 12:52 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: CDC facility inspections for SA&T

We just got the call too!  We're expecting a visit at the end of the

month and any feedback will be great.   Good luck Jeff and Josh.

Valerie

Valerie I. Steinberg, Ph.D, CIH, CBSP

Environmental Health & Safety

University of Massachusetts

Amherst, MA 01003

Ph. 413 545-2682  FAX 413 545-2600

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Jeffrey Owens

Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2003 10:40 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: CDC facility inspections for SA&T

I too am expecting a visit from CDC next week and would greatly

appreciate any feedback as well.  Good luck Josh.

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

>>> Josh.Harney@CCHMC.ORG 07/08/03 10:07AM >>>

Folks, we've just heard from our friends in Atlanta that we can soon

expect a team of inspectors from the SAP. I've got list emails from

Phil Hauck and Paul Rubock detailing their inspection experience [thanks

guys!]. Are there any of you that have had inspections more recently

that wouldn't mind sharing some information about how they went, what

the tone of the inspection was, etc.? If so, I'd be much obliged, and

if people are interested, naturally I could share some of our results

following the inspection here. Thanks in advance.

Joshua M. Harney

Assistant Director, Health & Safety

Cincinnati Children's Hospital Medical Center

phone: 513-636-7286

fax: 513-636-2123

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 8 Jul 2003 14:15:08 -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:      permit questions

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3458D.A0BD0F4F"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C3458D.A0BD0F4F

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Importing and exporting materials for research can fall into a number of

categories.

If I have a researcher who wishes to import RNA extracted from animal

cell lines-who do we have to get permits from?  Is it presumed

non-infectious because it is the naked RNA?

It's about 100 degrees in Denver and my brain is feeling fried!

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:      303-315-8026

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 8 Jul 2003 14:20:29 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "DWAN (Don Wang)" <wangd@ZGI.COM>

Subject:      Re: permit questions

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C34596.C1CD1630"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C34596.C1CD1630

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Animal related products are permitted through USDA.

Don Wang

-----Original Message-----

From: Therese M. Stinnett [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, July 08, 2003 1:15 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: permit questions

Importing and exporting materials for research can fall into a number of =

categories.

If I have a researcher who wishes to import RNA extracted from animal =

cell lines-who do we have to get permits from?  Is it presumed =

non-infectious because it is the naked RNA?

It's about 100 degrees in Denver and my brain is feeling fried!

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:      303-315-8026

=========================================================================

Date: Wed, 9 Jul 2003 08:04:44 -0400 

Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List 

Sender: A Biosafety Discussion List From: Jeffrey Owens 

Subject: Re: CDC facility inspections for SA&T 

Similar to the BSC testing data I posted, once there's a good representatio= n of comments regarding CDC inspections, I'll put them all in a .pdf file and post it on the list. And although most of them have or will be posted on the list publicly, I'll remove names and references to protect the "innocent". I'm already compiling the comments now for my researchers and administration to give them a better feeling for our upcoming inspection so it won't be any trouble. I hope that will be helpful for folks - the comments so far have been quite helpful for me.

Cheers! 

Jeff Owens 

Georgia State University

========================================================================= 

Date:         Wed, 9 Jul 2003 13:13:00 -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:      CDC updated SA&T Site 

MIME-version: 1.0 

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii 

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

In case you hav'nt heard.....Botulinum neurotoxin exemption....for:

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/

Mark C. 

Saint Louie U. 

========================================================================= 

Date:         Wed, 9 Jul 2003 14:13:00 -0400 

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

From:         Laurence G Mendoza/HSC/VCU <lgmendoz@VCU.EDU> 

Subject:      IACUC Question 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 006409C385256D5E_="

This is a multipart message in MIME format. 

--=_alternative 006409C385256D5E_= 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

I have a question regarding 5-Bromodeoxyuridine (5-BRDU) and IACUC 

protocols.  Does your institution require PI's to fill out a hazard 

assesment for BRDU when constructing an IACUC protocol?  In other words, 

is BRDU considered to be a special chemical hazard as opposed to, say, 

formaldehyde or a corrosive?   We have a PI who is questioning the 

paperwork and is not satisfied with the reasons why BRDU should be handled 

as a chemical hazard. 

Thanks 

Larry

******************************************************************************* 

Larry Mendoza 

Biosafety Inspector 

Virginia Commonwealth University 

Office of Environmental Health and Safety 

Chemical-Biological Safety Section 

Voice: 804-827-0353 

Fax: 804-828-6169

========================================================================= 

Date:         Wed, 9 Jul 2003 13:53:37 -0500 

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

From:         "Klenner, James" <jklenner@IUPUI.EDU> 

Subject:      Re: IACUC Question 

MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: multipart/related; 

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3464B.67B4DAAE"; 

              type="multipart/alternative"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C3464B.67B4DAAE 

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; 

        boundary="----_=_NextPart_002_01C3464B.67B4DAAE"

------_=_NextPart_002_01C3464B.67B4DAAE 

Content-Type: text/plain; 

        charset="iso-8859-1" 

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Larry, 

I've gone back and forth with PIs here for the same reason! Show them 

the MSDS for BRDU as "proof" of its hazardous nature. This can be a 

pretty nasty chemical as it only incorporates into cells undergoing DNA 

replication (adult immune cells and developing fetus). This makes it a 

mutagen and teratogen with the possibility of heritable changes in DNA. 

I try to coax the PI into completing the hazardous section by the 

information route and how hazardous chemicals are best weighed and used 

in a fume hood (as opposed to a BSC). If that doesn't work I inquire 

about lab procedures that use PPE and explain why this is not a 

different procedure where gloves, lab coats, etc. are not required. You 

could even mention that lab personnel have a right to know what hazards 

are being used - and simply not recognizing a particular hazard does not 

make it any safer. The final trump card is hard-nosed, yet sometimes 

called for, and IACUC approval will be withheld until the appropriate 

section is completed. 

One person's opinion is another person's safety violation. 

Good luck, 

Jim 

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA 

Biological Safety Manager 

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS 

Department of Environmental Health & Safety 

620 Union Drive, Room 043 

Indianapolis, IN 46202 

(317) 274-2830 

Fax (317) 278-2158

-----Original Message----- 

From: Laurence G Mendoza/HSC/VCU [mailto:lgmendoz@VCU.EDU] 

Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2003 1:13 PM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: IACUC Question

I have a question regarding 5-Bromodeoxyuridine (5-BRDU) and IACUC 

protocols.  Does your institution require PI's to fill out a hazard 

assesment for BRDU when constructing an IACUC protocol?  In other words, 

is BRDU considered to be a special chemical hazard as opposed to, say, 

formaldehyde or a corrosive?   We have a PI who is questioning the 

paperwork and is not satisfied with the reasons why BRDU should be 

handled as a chemical hazard. 

Thanks 

Larry

*************************************************************************= 

****** 

Larry Mendoza 

Biosafety Inspector 

Virginia Commonwealth University 

Office of Environmental Health and Safety 

Chemical-Biological Safety Section 

Voice: 804-827-0353 

Fax: 804-828-6169

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 9 Jul 2003 14:11:55 -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: IACUC Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3464D.F6391CB0"

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_01C3464D.F6391CB0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Larry,

If I am not mistaken the BRDU is excreted in the urine and therefore poses a

possible hazard to husbandry staff.  If my memory is correct this lasts only

the first few days.  However, proper ppe and education needs to be provided

to the husbandry staff.  I would talk with your Attending Vet on this issue

he/she may be a great help.

I have required that the PI complete a biosafety assessment form and provide

for appropriate training of his staff.  The MSDS is on the scary side.

Richard Mann, DVM

Veterinary Medical Officer

Chief, Veterinary Medical Unit

VA Northport.

631 261 4400 x 2878

-----Original Message-----

From: Laurence G Mendoza/HSC/VCU [mailto:lgmendoz@VCU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2003 2:13 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: IACUC Question

I have a question regarding 5-Bromodeoxyuridine (5-BRDU) and IACUC

protocols.  Does your institution require PI's to fill out a hazard

assesment for BRDU when constructing an IACUC protocol?  In other words, is

BRDU considered to be a special chemical hazard as opposed to, say,

formaldehyde or a corrosive?   We have a PI who is questioning the paperwork

and is not satisfied with the reasons why BRDU should be handled as a

chemical hazard.

Thanks

Larry

****************************************************************************

***

Larry Mendoza

Biosafety Inspector

Virginia Commonwealth University

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Chemical-Biological Safety Section

Voice: 804-827-0353

Fax: 804-828-6169

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 9 Jul 2003 15:28:40 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IACUC Question

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_uvdUea/400AtRSgJBFIMLw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_uvdUea/400AtRSgJBFIMLw)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Hello, Larry: Here is the website for our IACUC Safety

Forms:

http://www.mssm.edu/iacuc/forms/IACUC3_safety_forms.doc.

            When a protocol is submitted, the PI has to fill out all

sections that are appropriate, in this case, Section B, and give

the amounts per g or kg used in the protocol. If they are not

filled-out, I flag the protocol, send the PI a copy of the

MSDS for BrdU, and a rough-out of Section D. PPE. Hopefully it gets the

PI's attention, and if not, I do not sign-off. And             my lack

of approval kills the protocol until I sign-off on the safety issues.

            We consider it a teratogen / mutagen / potential

carcinogen...although the latter is stretching it a bit, even so,

something that can get into the DNA through intercalation has the

potential to do DNA damage.

            Phil Hauck,

            Mt. Sinai School of Medicine

-----Original Message-----

From: Laurence G Mendoza/HSC/VCU [mailto:lgmendoz@VCU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2003 2:13 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: IACUC Question

I have a question regarding 5-Bromodeoxyuridine (5-BRDU) and IACUC

protocols.  Does your institution require PI's to fill out a hazard

assesment for BRDU when constructing an IACUC protocol?  In other words,

is BRDU considered to be a special chemical hazard as opposed to, say,

formaldehyde or a corrosive?   We have a PI who is questioning the

paperwork and is not satisfied with the reasons why BRDU should be

handled as a chemical hazard.

Thanks

Larry

************************************************************************

*******

Larry Mendoza

Biosafety Inspector

Virginia Commonwealth University

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Chemical-Biological Safety Section

Voice: 804-827-0353

Fax: 804-828-6169

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 9 Jul 2003 15:37:54 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IACUC Question

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_uDayOnfgrbMHHAQnRDYMGQ)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_uDayOnfgrbMHHAQnRDYMGQ)

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

 boundary="Boundary_(ID_eCC+Jx4sGSLO9eYyr0jTPQ)"

--Boundary_(ID_eCC+Jx4sGSLO9eYyr0jTPQ)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            Here is a BrdU MSDS for reference (Courtesy of Sigma

Chemical Products and Fluka), for those of you who need to

wrangle with individuals who think it is "non-toxic" (one of my folks

put this in a protocol...he knows better, now).

            Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Mann, Richard [mailto:Richard.Mann@MED.VA.GOV]

Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2003 3:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: IACUC Question

Larry,

If I am not mistaken the BRDU is excreted in the urine and therefore

poses a possible hazard to husbandry staff.  If my memory is correct

this lasts only the first few days.  However, proper ppe and education

needs to be provided to the husbandry staff.  I would talk with your

Attending Vet on this issue he/she may be a great help.

I have required that the PI complete a biosafety assessment form and

provide for appropriate training of his staff.  The MSDS is on the scary

side.

Richard Mann, DVM

Veterinary Medical Officer

Chief, Veterinary Medical Unit

VA Northport.

631 261 4400 x 2878  

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Laurence G Mendoza/HSC/VCU [mailto:lgmendoz@VCU.EDU]

        Sent: Wednesday, July 09, 2003 2:13 PM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: IACUC Question

=09

        I have a question regarding 5-Bromodeoxyuridine (5-BRDU) and

IACUC protocols.  Does your institution require PI's to fill out a

hazard assesment for BRDU when constructing an IACUC protocol?  In other

words, is BRDU considered to be a special chemical hazard as opposed to,

say, formaldehyde or a corrosive?   We have a PI who is questioning the

paperwork and is not satisfied with the reasons why BRDU should be

handled as a chemical hazard.

        Thanks

        Larry

=09

=09

************************************************************************

*******

        Larry Mendoza

        Biosafety Inspector

        Virginia Commonwealth University

        Office of Environmental Health and Safety

        Chemical-Biological Safety Section

        Voice: 804-827-0353

        Fax: 804-828-6169

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 10 Jul 2003 09:25:24 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Patti Havstad <phavstad@NMSU.EDU>

Subject:      BL2 glove question

In-Reply-To:  <CFB9E625B3609149AD3FECB4DAEDE123A964DB@exch-1.mssm.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hello all,

I am requesting help on the interpretation of the BMBL recommendations as

regards the use of gloves in BL2 laboratories. On page 26 of the BMBL, item

4 states that "gloves are to be worn when hands may contact potentially

infected materials, contaminated surfaces or equipment".

Partially, the issue at hand is what exactly constitutes "contact". Would

it be direct contact, as with handling animal tissues, or does it extend to

indirect contact, as with handling a vial or a culture plate, in which a

physical barrier exists between the hand and the agent?

This question comes up because we have a microbiologist who is practicing

the traditional method of handling the infectious agent, Staph aureus;

without gloves, but requiring hand washing before and after manipulations

with the culture while it is contained in test tubes or vials. This PI

strongly believes that his methods are proper and that gloves should not be

required. Members of our IBC, however, strongly disagree.

Any feed back to support either side of this issue is very much appreciated.

Our understanding is that it is really up to our IBC to determine a policy

on this issue based on the individual lab risk assessment, since,  in the

preface of the BMBL, it is stated that "these recommendations are advisory.

They intended to provide a voluntary guide or code of practices...", and

"application of these recommendations to a particular laboratory operation

should be based on risk assessment, rather than used as a universal and

generic code applicable to all situations".

Thank you for your help

Patti Havstad

New Mexico State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 10 Jul 2003 11:30:35 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BL2 glove question

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

One very simple argument to proffer is that in the event that the test

tube breaks, or has sharp edges or burrs as some plastic ware can at

times, what protection would his unprotected hand have if cut and

contaminated by the tube or vial?

At least a glove (and NOT a surgical / exam glove) would afford some

significant protection. And what happens if someone forgets to wash

their hands or picks up a phone in the middle of a procedure? If you are

working at BSL-2 you are working with RG-1 agents with bad habits or

RG-2 agents, most of which have a good chance of infecting an open

wound, scratch or cracks around cuticles if splashed, or an aerosol is

generated during pipetting and vortexing and it settles out on the

exposed hand. Salkin and Pike statistics on 3,900 + infections give

"unknown route of exposure" in 80% of those infections. What percentage

are attributable to microdroplet deposition on hands is anyone's guess.

Using gloves and handwashing makes sense when handling cultures.

Have our friend do a "dry run" with flourescein or Eosin, and turn out

the lights and use a UV lamp and see what areas are contaminated. I

think the results will be highly illuminating in more ways than one!

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Patti Havstad [mailto:phavstad@NMSU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, July 10, 2003 11:25 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BL2 glove question

Hello all,

I am requesting help on the interpretation of the BMBL recommendations

as

regards the use of gloves in BL2 laboratories. On page 26 of the BMBL,

item

4 states that "gloves are to be worn when hands may contact potentially

infected materials, contaminated surfaces or equipment".

Partially, the issue at hand is what exactly constitutes "contact".

Would

it be direct contact, as with handling animal tissues, or does it extend

to

indirect contact, as with handling a vial or a culture plate, in which a

physical barrier exists between the hand and the agent?

This question comes up because we have a microbiologist who is

practicing

the traditional method of handling the infectious agent, Staph aureus;

without gloves, but requiring hand washing before and after

manipulations

with the culture while it is contained in test tubes or vials. This PI

strongly believes that his methods are proper and that gloves should not

be

required. Members of our IBC, however, strongly disagree.

Any feed back to support either side of this issue is very much

appreciated.

Our understanding is that it is really up to our IBC to determine a

policy

on this issue based on the individual lab risk assessment, since,  in

the

preface of the BMBL, it is stated that "these recommendations are

advisory.

They intended to provide a voluntary guide or code of practices...", and

"application of these recommendations to a particular laboratory

operation

should be based on risk assessment, rather than used as a universal and

generic code applicable to all situations".

Thank you for your help

Patti Havstad

New Mexico State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 10 Jul 2003 08:24:47 -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:      Re: IACUC Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------EABF6EC8BEA9BBB794F318F5"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------EABF6EC8BEA9BBB794F318F5

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

 boundary="------------DC1A547E7E98DAD8B2204CB6"

--------------DC1A547E7E98DAD8B2204CB6

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Larry,

When this first came up here, we noted at the OSHA and NIOSH lists of

'hazardous drugs'  include BrDU. We do require that investigators

complete an 'Appendix' which allows us to review the SOPs for working

with the stuff.  I think this is reasonable and considering (at the risk

of over simplification) that this compound is used because of its

ability to be incorporated into DNA INSTEAD of the 'normal' nucleotide.

Like many compounds administered to animals, the major concern covers

the time period of  manipulation/diluted and administration.  The

references I've consulted indicate that  BrDU is rapidly metabolized and

that the carcasses and bedding do not pose elevated risk as long as

personnel follow basic barrier precautions, gloves, lab coats, hygiene,

etc.

Paul Rubock

Laurence G Mendoza/HSC/VCU wrote:

>

> I have a question regarding 5-Bromodeoxyuridine (5-BRDU) and IACUC

> protocols.  Does your institution require PI's to fill out a hazard

> assesment for BRDU when constructing an IACUC protocol?  In other

> words, is BRDU considered to be a special chemical hazard as opposed

> to, say, formaldehyde or a corrosive?   We have a PI who is

> questioning the paperwork and is not satisfied with the reasons why

> BRDU should be handled as a chemical hazard.

> Thanks

> Larry

>

>

> ******************************************************************************

>

> Larry Mendoza

> Biosafety Inspector

> Virginia Commonwealth University

> Office of Environmental Health and Safety

> Chemical-Biological Safety Section

> Voice: 804-827-0353

> Fax: 804-828-6169

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 10 Jul 2003 12:04:05 -0400

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: BL2 glove question

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

If not a surgical or exam glove what kind of glove do you recommend?  In order

to use good aseptic technique with plated and/or tubed cultures you need a high

level of manual dexterity.

Lori Keen

Lab Manager, Biology

Calvin College

616-526-6080

"What a woman wants is not as a woman to act or rule,

but as a nature to grow, as an intellect to discern, as a soul

to live freely and unimpeded to unfold such powers as

[God has] given her."  Margaret Fuller
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Patti,

I can't quote the source of this information, but it should be easy to

verify since it was quite newsworthy at the time.  I put the info into a

PowerPoint slide, used whenever addressing a group regarding lab

safety.  Perhaps it would help your microbiologist to see the consequences=

of bypassing the generalities on page 26 -- B. anthracis is also "only" a

BSL 2 (p. 88 of the BMBL).  Sue

Sue

April 5, 2002  Cutaneous Anthrax - Texas Lab Worker

=95Probable source was surface of vials containing B. anthracis isolates=

 that

had been placed in freezer.

=95Vials had been sprayed with 70% isopropyl alcohol (not sporicidal)=

 instead

of a bleach solution because bleach had caused labels to become dislodged.

=95Worker did not wear gloves when handling the vials.

At 09:25 AM 7/10/03 -0600, you wrote:

>Hello all,

>I am requesting help on the interpretation of the BMBL recommendations as

>regards the use of gloves in BL2 laboratories. On page 26 of the BMBL, item

>4 states that "gloves are to be worn when hands may contact potentially

>infected materials, contaminated surfaces or equipment".

>

>Partially, the issue at hand is what exactly constitutes "contact". Would

>it be direct contact, as with handling animal tissues, or does it extend to

>indirect contact, as with handling a vial or a culture plate, in which a

>physical barrier exists between the hand and the agent?

>

>This question comes up because we have a microbiologist who is practicing

>the traditional method of handling the infectious agent, Staph aureus;

>without gloves, but requiring hand washing before and after manipulations

>with the culture while it is contained in test tubes or vials. This PI

>strongly believes that his methods are proper and that gloves should not be

>required. Members of our IBC, however, strongly disagree.

>

>Any feed back to support either side of this issue is very much=

 appreciated.

>

>Our understanding is that it is really up to our IBC to determine a policy

>on this issue based on the individual lab risk assessment, since,  in the

>preface of the BMBL, it is stated that "these recommendations are advisory.

>They intended to provide a voluntary guide or code of practices...", and

>"application of these recommendations to a particular laboratory operation

>should be based on risk assessment, rather than used as a universal and

>generic code applicable to all situations".

>

>Thank you for your help

>Patti Havstad

>New Mexico State University

Sue Pedrick, RN, COHN-S

Occupational Health Nurse/Lecturer

101 Edwards Hall

Clemson, SC  29634-0742

Office: (864) 656-5529/656-3076

Pager (864) 460-7728

Fax: (864) 656-7694

Email: spedric@clemson.edu
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From MMWR:

http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/mm5113a4.htm

At 12:19 PM 7/10/2003 -0400, you wrote: 

Patti, 

I can't quote the source of this information, but it should be easy to verify since it was quite newsworthy at the time.  I put the info into a PowerPoint slide, used whenever addressing a group regarding lab safety.  Perhaps it would help your microbiologist to see the consequences of bypassing the generalities on page 26 -- B. anthracis is also "only" a BSL 2 (p. 88 of the BMBL).  Sue   

Sue

April 5, 2002  Cutaneous Anthrax - Texas Lab Worker 

=95Probable source was surface of vials containing B. anthracis isolates that had been placed in freezer. 

=95Vials had been sprayed with 70% isopropyl alcohol (not sporicidal) instead of a bleach solution because bleach had caused labels to become dislodged. 

=95Worker did not wear gloves when handling the vials.

At 09:25 AM 7/10/03 -0600, you wrote: 

Hello all, 

I am requesting help on the interpretation of the BMBL recommendations as 

regards the use of gloves in BL2 laboratories. On page 26 of the BMBL, item 

4 states that "gloves are to be worn when hands may contact potentially 

infected materials, contaminated surfaces or equipment".

Partially, the issue at hand is what exactly constitutes "contact". Would 

it be direct contact, as with handling animal tissues, or does it extend to 

indirect contact, as with handling a vial or a culture plate, in which a 

physical barrier exists between the hand and the agent?

This question comes up because we have a microbiologist who is practicing 

the traditional method of handling the infectious agent, Staph aureus; 

without gloves, but requiring hand washing before and after manipulations 

with the culture while it is contained in test tubes or vials. This PI 

strongly believes that his methods are proper and that gloves should not be 

required. Members of our IBC, however, strongly disagree.

Any feed back to support either side of this issue is very much appreciated.

Our understanding is that it is really up to our IBC to determine a policy 

on this issue based on the individual lab risk assessment, since,  in the 

preface of the BMBL, it is stated that "these recommendations are advisory. 

They intended to provide a voluntary guide or code of practices...", and 

"application of these recommendations to a particular laboratory operation 

should be based on risk assessment, rather than used as a universal and 

generic code applicable to all situations".

Thank you for your help 

Patti Havstad 

New Mexico State University

Sue Pedrick, RN, COHN-S 

Occupational Health Nurse/Lecturer

101 Edwards Hall

Clemson, SC  29634-0742

Office: (864) 656-5529/656-3076

Pager (864) 460-7728

Fax: (864) 656-7694

Email: spedric@clemson.edu 

___________________________________

Erik A. Talley, Director

Environmental Health and Safety

Weill Medical College of Cornell University

418 East 71st Street, Suite 62

New York, NY 10021

212-746-6201

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

http://www.med.cornell.edu/ehs 
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Dear All,

I have a query from the Admin. of our medical school.

Does anyone know of a contact at the NIH with whom to discuss the design of

BL3 facilities

for animals and for multi organ culture?

Failing that, does anyone know of any contact who could help out with this?

Thanks,

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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One reference that may be helpful to you:

http://des.od.nih.gov/eWeb/html/index.htm

NOTE: If you choose "planning", you can access the NIH design criteria for

laboratories and vivariums.

Karen Byers, Biosafety Officer, Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street, Boston, MA 02115

617-632-3890.

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, July 10, 2003 4:57 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL3 design

Dear All,

I have a query from the Admin. of our medical school.

Does anyone know of a contact at the NIH with whom to discuss the design of

BL3 facilities

for animals and for multi organ culture?

Failing that, does anyone know of any contact who could help out with this?

Thanks,

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 11 Jul 2003 09:44:42 -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:      Centrifuge Safety

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C347BA.F6FB9D80"

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_01C347BA.F6FB9D80

Content-Type: text/plain

Dear Biosafty Folks:

> I sent a request for information out to this listserv last week regarding

> HEPA filtration on ultracentrifuges and received some good responses back.

> The consensus seems to be that filtration on the internal vacuum lines

> would not be needed under BL2 containment. Practices, such as use of

> safety cups and opening the rotor in a BSC, are considered adequate

> protections under BL2. Some facilities require installation of HEPA

> filters for work under BL3 containment. A remaining issue, however is to

> certify/assure that the filters are performing properly, so the centrifuge

> service people probably have to assume that the vacuum pump guts and oil

> are contaminated in any case.

>

I'd like to thank everyone who responded -

> Jan

//

Jan Klein

Biosafety Officer

UW-Madison

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 11 Jul 2003 07:53:21 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Elizabeth Tobias <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>
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while cruising the BMBL, perhaps you can direct your PI to p. 77

(under "Risk Assessment"):

"For example, staphylococcus aureus only rarely causes asevere

or life threateneing disease in a laboratory siutation and is

relagated to GSL-2"

I would draw your attention to the Agent Summary Statements at

the end of The Book:  C. botulinum and B. anthracis are also

"relegated" to BSL-2 work for lab cultures.

I try to empasize with our staff: wearing gloves is a "risk

minimization", and NOT a "risk elimination" step.  My job, as

the safety professional, is to help them figure out how many

risk minimzation steps can be reasonably implemented to lower

the risk to an acceptable level.  Of course, your PI doesn't

perceive this as any risk.

Small nicks and cuts or broken cuticles can provide the entry

for disease, so graphically illustrated in the MMWR reference

posted.  Wearing gloves will not completely eliminate this risk,

but it reduces it - and the cost (time, money, training,

enforcement) is perfectly acceptable to eliminate the one-time

cost of a worker's compensation case for one lab person catching

a staph infection.

And, there's always the perception of professionalism:  if NMSU

gets a reputation for slackers in lab safety, why should I, the

private sector, hire them?  (yeah, so here's preaching to the

choir ...) Professors should be inculcating the wonderful habits

that we in industry want to see, to increase thier students'

employ-ability.

Elizabeth

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

SBC Yahoo! DSL - Now only $29.95 per month!

http://sbc.yahoo.com
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>Good morning,

We are currently conducting a survey of how other institutions

re-use/recycle/dispose of various pipettes and tips to possibly revise our

university lab policy.  I have attached a Microsoft Word Table to hopefully

make it easier to answer the survey.  Feel free to answer me directly at

francine_rogers@harvard.edu and I will compile a list of numbers of common

practices and post the results.  If you have difficulty with the table,

please let me know.

Thank you in advance for your assistance!

Francine Rogers

Associate Biosafety Officer

Harvard University

Environmental Health & Safety, Longwood Campus

200 Longwood Avenue

Boston, MA 02115

Phone (617) 432-1671

Fax (617) 432-4730

Visit our EH&S web-site! - <http://www.uos.harvard.edu/ehs/>
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            Okay, this time I need help. ( No sneid-cracks, Kyle!).

            There is (was) in the OSHA "General Industry Standards"  a

section covering  the Biosafety Symbol,

            1910.145 - Specifications for accident prevention signs and

tags.

<http://www.osha.gov/pls/oshaweb/owadisp.show_document?p_table=3DSTANDARD=

S

&p_id=3D9794>  and a list of references that showed           the

development of the Biohazard Symbol. Does anyone out in BIOSAFTY-Land

have those references           available? They used to be at the end of

the section, at least in the printed books, but since

everything is electric on the OSHA site, and they don't include them,

I'm dead in the water. I would           appreciate finding those

references again.

          Phil Hauck
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All of you who responded...and are still digging through your files.

I have it, it is Science, volume 158, p.264-5, 13 October 1967. That is

the definitive paper on the origins. Also, the actual dimensions are

contained in the old NIH Lab Safety Monograph which had a chart on the

actual design and dimensions. Even though all the newer shapes look

pretty...except the horrible "squashed spider" in the 29 CFR 1910.1030

BBP Reg (sorry, OSHA, it is horrible!)...there really is only one

authentic, approved Biosafety Symbol.

Phil Hauck
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Centrifuge SafetyI have forwarded this request to Dr. Silverman =

requesting that this be approved.

Mike

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: KLEIN, Jan

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Friday, July 11, 2003 9:44 AM

  Subject: Centrifuge Safety

  Dear Biosafty Folks:

  I sent a request for information out to this listserv last week =

regarding HEPA filtration on ultracentrifuges and received some good =

responses back. The consensus seems to be that filtration on the =

internal vacuum lines would not be needed under BL2 containment. =

Practices, such as use of safety cups and opening the rotor in a BSC, =

are considered adequate protections under BL2. Some facilities require =

installation of HEPA filters for work under BL3 containment. A remaining =

issue, however is to certify/assure that the filters are performing =

properly, so the centrifuge service people probably have to assume that =

the vacuum pump guts and oil are contaminated in any case.

  I'd like to thank everyone who responded -

  Jan

  //

  Jan Klein

  Biosafety Officer

  UW-Madison
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A new Q/A posting has been made to the select agent FAQs which addresses =

the package inspection issue.

It is dated 7/8/03. The link is:

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/ (Number 32 about midway through the list of =

questions)

Mike Durham

LSU
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Just FYI, depending on what part of the safety world you work:

Dept. Homeland Security published for public comment in the

Federal Register Friday July 11, 2003:  6 CFR 25:  Regulations

Implementing the Support Anit-Terrorism by Fosterin Effective

Technologies Act of 2002 (that would be the SAFETY Act).  It

appears to be focused on Risk management and litigation

limitation for manufacturers of "anti-terrorism technologies".

At least some of us in the vaccine-manufacturing and other

bio-tech businesses might fall into this category.

Elizabeth

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

SBC Yahoo! DSL - Now only $29.95 per month!

http://sbc.yahoo.com
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G'afternoon listers!  This is a "last call" for those of you fortunate =

ones to submit feedback from your CDC and/or USDA inspections.  I've only =

had five responses so far, but it's all very good information for those of =

us expecting a visit in the near future.  I'll try and post the document =

this week.

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

>>> reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU 07/09/03 08:04AM >>>

Similar to the BSC testing data I posted, once there's a good representatio=

n of comments regarding CDC inspections, I'll put them all in a .pdf file =

and post it on the list.  And although most of them have or will be posted =

on the list publicly, I'll remove names and references to protect the =

"innocent".  I'm already compiling the comments now for my researchers and =

administration to give them a better feeling for our upcoming inspection =

so it won't be any trouble.

I hope that will be helpful for folks - the comments so far have been =

quite helpful for me.

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University
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For all that replied to my posting, Thank You very much.

It seems that the consensus is that BrDu DOES need to be included in a

hazard assessment when compiling an IACUC protocol ( I know that, you know

that, but to a PI everything is harmless in his lab, after all they've

been working with this stuff for 30 YEARS).  The PI finally caved in and

much to his disappointment filled out a hazard assessment.  Of course the

time spent arguing outmatched the time to fill out the hazard form. Oh

well.

Again, thank you much.

Larry

*******************************************************************************

Larry Mendoza

Biosafety Inspector

Virginia Commonwealth University

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Chemical-Biological Safety Section

Voice: 804-827-0353

Fax: 804-828-6169
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Morning Listservers!

I am looking for a recommendation for a fellow safety colleague for BU

custodial staff decontamination of large amounts of Cryptococcus neoformins

(bird waste)  on a rough cement doorway/alcove inside a parking garage.

From what I understand, this bacteria can be dangerous in large quantities,

and fairly stable, also Histoplasma can also be an issue, but since it

usually grows in soil, and this is a soil-free surface, I am more concerned

about the Cryptococcus neoformins.  I had suggested using 10% bleach, but

apparently the staff is not allowed to use bleach at all in their work on

campus.  Would a hospital disinfectant work such as Virex-TB or Wescodyne?

Thank you in advance,

Rebecca

Rebecca Ryan, MPH

Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Boston University Medical Center

715 Albany Street, M470

Boston, MA 02118

ph(617) 638-8842

fx (617) 638-8822

email: RyanR@BU.edu
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Christina Thompson <THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM>

Subject:      Re: Pipette use and disposal
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Francine -

Here is a completed survey for you.

Chris Thompson

Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly & Co.

--=_alternative 005499B305256D64_=

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <biosafety@COMCAST.NET>

Subject:      Re: Cryptococcus neoformins Decontamination

In-Reply-To:  <A4BABD614BC8CE44BBABB011DBE13ABB3A9EED@bumc.bu.edu>
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Content-type: text/plain; charset="ISO-8859-1"
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Rebecca -

According to the Canadian MSDS for C. neoformans, under Susceptibility to

Disinfectants:  =B3Susceptible to 1% sodium hypochlorite, iodine, phenolics,

glutaraldehyde, formaldehyde; susceptibility to 70% ethanol questionable.=B2

Since you=B9ll be trying to disinfect under conditions of high organic

content, I=B9d recommend considering a phenolic such as Vesphene II or

Spor-Klenz (both Steris products).  Virex-TB is a quat and Wescodyne is an

iodophor; both are sensitive to the presence of organic material.

Aldehydes such as glutaraldehyde (Cidex, for example) or formaldehyde would

also work well but managing their toxicity (and carcinogenicity) makes

handling them difficult.  Hydrogen peroxide solution would probably also be

effective but its behavior under these circumstances may be a problem.  Hop=

e

this helps.

I don=B9t understand the prohibition on using bleach on campus as Na

hypochlorite is one of the commonest and best disinfectants we have???

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

On 7/15/03 7:47 AM, "Rebecca Ryan" <ryanr@BU.EDU> wrote:

> Morning Listservers!

> 

> I am looking for a recommendation for a fellow safety colleague for BU

> custodial staff decontamination of large amounts of Cryptococcus neoformi=

ns

> (bird waste)  on a rough cement doorway/alcove inside a parking garage.  =

From

> what I understand, this bacteria can be dangerous in large quantities, an=

d

> fairly stable, also Histoplasma can also be an issue, but since it usuall=

y

> grows in soil, and this is a soil-free surface, I am more concerned about=

 the

> Cryptococcus neoformins.  I had suggested using 10% bleach, but apparentl=

y the

> staff is not allowed to use bleach at all in their work on campus.  Would=

 a

> hospital disinfectant work such as Virex-TB or Wescodyne?

> 

> Thank you in advance,

> Rebecca

> 

>

> Rebecca Ryan, MPH

> Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

> Office of Environmental Health and Safety

> Boston University Medical Center

> 715 Albany Street, M470

> Boston, MA 02118

> ph(617) 638-8842

> fx (617) 638-8822

> email: RyanR@BU.edu

>

> 

>
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Byers, Karen B" <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Cryptococcus neoformins Decontamination
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At least in hospitals, many housekeeping departments have policies which

allow use, and inventory, of either ammonia OR bleach.... never both. This

prevents the error of using BOTH at the same time, and risking toxic

exposure to staff.

-----Original Message-----

From: Glenn Funk [mailto:biosafety@COMCAST.NET]

Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2003 11:39 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Cryptococcus neoformins Decontamination

Rebecca -

According to the Canadian MSDS for C. neoformans, under Susceptibility to

Disinfectants:  "Susceptible to 1% sodium hypochlorite, iodine, phenolics,

glutaraldehyde, formaldehyde; susceptibility to 70% ethanol questionable."

Since you'll be trying to disinfect under conditions of high organic

content, I'd recommend considering a phenolic such as Vesphene II or

Spor-Klenz (both Steris products).  Virex-TB is a quat and Wescodyne is an

iodophor; both are sensitive to the presence of organic material.

Aldehydes such as glutaraldehyde (Cidex, for example) or formaldehyde would

also work well but managing their toxicity (and carcinogenicity) makes

handling them difficult.  Hydrogen peroxide solution would probably also be

effective but its behavior under these circumstances may be a problem.  Hope

this helps.

I don't understand the prohibition on using bleach on campus as Na

hypochlorite is one of the commonest and best disinfectants we have???

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

======================================================

On 7/15/03 7:47 AM, "Rebecca Ryan" <ryanr@BU.EDU> wrote:

Morning Listservers!

I am looking for a recommendation for a fellow safety colleague for BU

custodial staff decontamination of large amounts of Cryptococcus neoformins

(bird waste)  on a rough cement doorway/alcove inside a parking garage.

From what I understand, this bacteria can be dangerous in large quantities,

and fairly stable, also Histoplasma can also be an issue, but since it

usually grows in soil, and this is a soil-free surface, I am more concerned

about the Cryptococcus neoformins.  I had suggested using 10% bleach, but

apparently the staff is not allowed to use bleach at all in their work on

campus.  Would a hospital disinfectant work such as Virex-TB or Wescodyne?

Thank you in advance,

Rebecca

Rebecca Ryan, MPH

Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Boston University Medical Center

715 Albany Street, M470

Boston, MA 02118

ph(617) 638-8842

fx (617) 638-8822

email: RyanR@BU.edu
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Question regarding laboratory space
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For the following types of spaces:  select agent labs/storage, and for

offices, does anyone have some general numbers they use?

Type of SpaceOccupantsUseable Square Feet TotalUseable Linear Feet Total

Ideal square footageIdeal linear footage

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Margaret Rakas <mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU>

Subject:      Use of Operating Microscopes in BSC's
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Hello,

This is a followup to my question last month about whether unfixed

human ear bones should be drilled within a BSC.

The overwhelming response was that she needs to do this work in a BSC.

I met with the researcher and at first she accepted the idea of using a

BSC.  I'm not sure if you caught the risk assessment and related photos

that  UPenn's folks posted to the List, but all the responses and those

photos definitely swayed her.  However, when she began to try to figure

out how she would work with an operating microscope within a BSC (she

looks through it during the drilling process) and talked with colleagues

at other locations (mostly medical schools) she began to have questions

about whether she could actually work with a microscope inside of a BSC.

 The fact that they do not use a BSC for this type of work did not

help.

One of her colleagues told her that in order to minimize the dust he

has built a fibreglass frame closed on three sides, open on the fourth

and about

forty inches wide, which is open at the top and rests on the lab bench

(he has a standard wet lab).  The bones are mounted  in a bone holder

there and the microscope enters through the open side with the drill,

etc. It is not ventilated but he claims it is effective in containing

the spread of dust in the lab, combined with keeping the bone moist and

good drilling technique (?). During drilling he wears a gown, glove and

mask (I do not believe he uses a respirator).  He did this because he

felt it was difficult to fit an operating microscope into a BSC.

While this is obviously better than nothing, essentially three

sides-top, bottom and front--are pathways by which aerosols can escape;

the fact that the front is where the researcher is located seems

particularly bad to me.  I would love to find someone who has some

experience using microscopes in BSC's, if such a thing happens.  I don't

know if it is possible to somehow fairly easily modify the front panel

of the BSC and still have a majority of the protection in place....

I really do appreciate any direction or contacts you are able to

provide.

Many thanks, I learn a lot from your postings.

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786
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From:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Use of Operating Microscopes in BSC's
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Baker company will modify a BSC glass screen, but it is expensive.  You

might try a local exhaust ventilation device that filters the material

through a HEPA filter before exhaust in to the room.  I know there are

dental type evacuators that might work also.  At my former employer we

once had physical plant turn a 300 cfm AccuView HEPA filter unit into a

local exhaust system by putting a flexible duct on the intake vent, that

could be bent close to the operation.  Not total containment but it

diminished the particulate dispersal.

>>> mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU 07/15/03 11:24AM >>>

Hello,

This is a followup to my question last month about whether unfixed

human ear bones should be drilled within a BSC.

The overwhelming response was that she needs to do this work in a BSC.

I met with the researcher and at first she accepted the idea of using

a

BSC.  I'm not sure if you caught the risk assessment and related

photos

that  UPenn's folks posted to the List, but all the responses and

those

photos definitely swayed her.  However, when she began to try to

figure

out how she would work with an operating microscope within a BSC (she

looks through it during the drilling process) and talked with

colleagues

at other locations (mostly medical schools) she began to have

questions

about whether she could actually work with a microscope inside of a

BSC.

The fact that they do not use a BSC for this type of work did not

help.

One of her colleagues told her that in order to minimize the dust he

has built a fibreglass frame closed on three sides, open on the fourth

and about

forty inches wide, which is open at the top and rests on the lab bench

(he has a standard wet lab).  The bones are mounted  in a bone holder

there and the microscope enters through the open side with the drill,

etc. It is not ventilated but he claims it is effective in containing

the spread of dust in the lab, combined with keeping the bone moist

and

good drilling technique (?). During drilling he wears a gown, glove

and

mask (I do not believe he uses a respirator).  He did this because he

felt it was difficult to fit an operating microscope into a BSC.

While this is obviously better than nothing, essentially three

sides-top, bottom and front--are pathways by which aerosols can

escape;

the fact that the front is where the researcher is located seems

particularly bad to me.  I would love to find someone who has some

experience using microscopes in BSC's, if such a thing happens.  I

don't

know if it is possible to somehow fairly easily modify the front panel

of the BSC and still have a majority of the protection in place....

I really do appreciate any direction or contacts you are able to

provide.

Many thanks, I learn a lot from your postings.

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786
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From:         Lori Keen <keel@CALVIN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Pipette use and disposal
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Here's how we handle our pipets.

Lori Keen

Lab Manager, Biology

Calvin College

616-526-6080

"What a woman wants is not as a woman to act or rule,

but as a nature to grow, as an intellect to discern, as a soul

to live freely and unimpeded to unfold such powers as

[God has] given her."  Margaret Fuller
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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: Use of Operating Microscopes in BSC's
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As a follow-up to Judy's excellent response, you may want to consult with

the ACGIH Industrial Ventilation manual. This will give you capture

velocities and volumes for many different particle sizes. In addition you

can look at several different local hood styles and determine which will

work the best for this application.

Kyle

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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 Pointer [mailto:JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2003 12:42 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Use of Operating Microscopes in BSC's

Baker company will modify a BSC glass screen, but it is expensive.  You

might try a local exhaust ventilation device that filters the material

through a HEPA filter before exhaust in to the room.  I know there are

dental type evacuators that might work also.  At my former employer we once

had physical plant turn a 300 cfm AccuView HEPA filter unit into a local

exhaust system by putting a flexible duct on the intake vent, that could be

bent close to the operation.  Not total containment but it diminished the

particulate dispersal.

>>> mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU 07/15/03 11:24AM >>>

Hello,

This is a followup to my question last month about whether unfixed

human ear bones should be drilled within a BSC.

The overwhelming response was that she needs to do this work in a BSC.

I met with the researcher and at first she accepted the idea of using a

BSC.  I'm not sure if you caught the risk assessment and related photos

that  UPenn's folks posted to the List, but all the responses and those

photos definitely swayed her.  However, when she began to try to figure

out how she would work with an operating microscope within a BSC (she

looks through it during the drilling process) and talked with colleagues

at other locations (mostly medical schools) she began to have questions

about whether she could actually work with a microscope inside of a BSC.

The fact that they do not use a BSC for this type of work did not

help.

One of her colleagues told her that in order to minimize the dust he

has built a fibreglass frame closed on three sides, open on the fourth

and about

forty inches wide, which is open at the top and rests on the lab bench

(he has a standard wet lab).  The bones are mounted  in a bone holder

there and the microscope enters through the open side with the drill,

etc. It is not ventilated but he claims it is effective in containing

the spread of dust in the lab, combined with keeping the bone moist and

good drilling technique (?). During drilling he wears a gown, glove and

mask (I do not believe he uses a respirator).  He did this because he

felt it was difficult to fit an operating microscope into a BSC.

While this is obviously better than nothing, essentially three

sides-top, bottom and front--are pathways by which aerosols can escape;

the fact that the front is where the researcher is located seems

particularly bad to me.  I would love to find someone who has some

experience using microscopes in BSC's, if such a thing happens.  I don't

know if it is possible to somehow fairly easily modify the front panel

of the BSC and still have a majority of the protection in place....

I really do appreciate any direction or contacts you are able to

provide.

Many thanks, I learn a lot from your postings.

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786
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From:         "Potts, Jeffrey M." <Potts@CUA.EDU>

Subject:      SA question
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I have a professor who may start work with Botulinum neurotoxin. I am

aware that if the PI remains under the specified limit set by the CDC

that the university does not need to register as an entity. However I am

interested in whether or not we need to notify the CDC that we will

begin working with it and what if any documentation we may need to

provide to whoever it is that we would be receiving the toxin from?

Any comments or suggestions would be greatly appreciated.

Thank you,

Jeff Potts

Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

The Catholic University of America

Cardinal Station, Alumni Centre

Washington, DC 200064

P / 202-319-5865

F / 202-319-4446

potts@cua.edu
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From:         Tina Charbonneau <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

Subject:      In vivo use of SEB
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I have an investigator who is proposing studies in which   SEB  will be used in an in vivo mouse model.     Are there any special precautions / procedures that the animal caretakers would need to follow?   For example,  all of the bedding from animals that are infected goes out as RMW which is how we would handle this group of mice. 

I will also add that the proposal includes the use of this select agent in what is considered an exempt quantity.   

Thanks for any comments / advice,

 Tina

Tina Charbonneau

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

100 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12983

518-891-3080 x 372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Finucane, Marcia" <mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Use of Operating Microscopes in BSC's
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You might be interested in the equipment from Flow Sciences.  They

presented a demonstration of custom made acrylic containment enclosures

for equipment that was very interesting.  www.flowsciences.com,

800-849-3429, 2817B North 23rd St., Wilmington, NC 28401.

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

-----Original Message-----

From: Margaret Rakas [mailto:mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, July 15, 2003 1:24 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Use of Operating Microscopes in BSC's

Hello,

This is a followup to my question last month about whether unfixed

human ear bones should be drilled within a BSC.

The overwhelming response was that she needs to do this work in a BSC.

I met with the researcher and at first she accepted the idea of using a

BSC.  I'm not sure if you caught the risk assessment and related photos

that  UPenn's folks posted to the List, but all the responses and those

photos definitely swayed her.  However, when she began to try to figure

out how she would work with an operating microscope within a BSC (she

looks through it during the drilling process) and talked with colleagues

at other locations (mostly medical schools) she began to have questions

about whether she could actually work with a microscope inside of a BSC.

 The fact that they do not use a BSC for this type of work did not

help.

One of her colleagues told her that in order to minimize the dust he

has built a fibreglass frame closed on three sides, open on the fourth

and about

forty inches wide, which is open at the top and rests on the lab bench

(he has a standard wet lab).  The bones are mounted  in a bone holder

there and the microscope enters through the open side with the drill,

etc. It is not ventilated but he claims it is effective in containing

the spread of dust in the lab, combined with keeping the bone moist and

good drilling technique (?). During drilling he wears a gown, glove and

mask (I do not believe he uses a respirator).  He did this because he

felt it was difficult to fit an operating microscope into a BSC.

While this is obviously better than nothing, essentially three

sides-top, bottom and front--are pathways by which aerosols can escape;

the fact that the front is where the researcher is located seems

particularly bad to me.  I would love to find someone who has some

experience using microscopes in BSC's, if such a thing happens.  I don't

know if it is possible to somehow fairly easily modify the front panel

of the BSC and still have a majority of the protection in place....

I really do appreciate any direction or contacts you are able to

provide.

Many thanks, I learn a lot from your postings.

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786
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Does anyone know if there is a link to the WHO risk group listing?

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:      303-315-8026
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From:         Glenn Funk <biosafety@COMCAST.NET>

Subject:      Re: risk group link?
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Mime-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative; boundary="B_3141124642_71519435"

> 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.

--B_3141124642_71519435

Content-type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Terri -

Try page 11 of the second edition (revised) of the WHO Lab Biosafety Manual.

A downloadable .pdf is available on the ABSA website under Resources and

Tools/Biosafety Guidelines (direct link =

http://www.absa.org/resguides.html).

-- Glenn

=============================================

On 7/15/03 2:09 PM, "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

wrote:

> Does anyone know if there is a link to the WHO risk group listing?

>

>

>

> Therese M. Stinnett

>

> Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

>

> Office of the VC for Research

>

> UCHSC, Mailstop C275

>

> 4200 E. 9th Ave

>

> Denver CO  80262

>

> Voice: 303-315-6754

>

> Fax:     303-315-8026

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 16 Jul 2003 09:52:06 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      CDC/USDA Inspection Feedback document

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=_81DFA69B.1F7E1285"

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.

--=_81DFA69B.1F7E1285

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

Good morning everyone!  Attached please find the document summarizing the feedback received thus far regarding CDC/USDA inspections.  I hope some of you find it helpful and I'll be glad to update it regularly when I receive additional feedback from future inspections (including my own!).

Be safe!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 16 Jul 2003 09:05:33 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Ruhl, Karen" <KarenR@GEN-PROBE.COM>

Subject:      Emergency Autoclaves

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Dear List:

Two items:  I have been having problems posting to the list.  Would someone

please just send me an email back so I can verify that we finally got the

bugs worked out?

Secondly:  I have been asked to come up with a contingency plan in the event

that our bio waste vendor shuts down, goes out of business, bans us whatever

(and there really aren't any other waste vendor around here)... We do have

autoclaves on site, but not enough capacity to process our waste.  Does

anyone know if there are such vendors as "portable autoclave units" that

would come out and autoclave on site for us in an emergency (or any other

type of waste processing)?  (Don't worry about the permitting etc, we would

work that out).  The vision is something like the modular BSL2 or BSL3 labs

that come when you need them (although this would be a faster track) and

leaves when you no longer need it.

Thanks for any input.

Karen

Karen Ruhl

Manager, Safety

Gen-Probe

San Diego, CA 92121

858.410.8874

858.410.8170 fax

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 16 Jul 2003 14:17:17 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         George Pankey <GPANKEY@OCHSNER.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Emergency Autoclaves

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_144A33F2.11708D82"

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.

--=_144A33F2.11708D82

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I received it

George A. Pankey, MD

Director,

Infectious Disease Research

Alton Ochsner Medical Foundation

Ochsner Clinic  AT 2W

1514-16 Jefferson Highway

New Orleans, LA 70121-2483

Phone: 504-842-4005

Fax: 504-842-5433

>>> KarenR@GEN-PROBE.COM 07/16/03 11:05AM >>>

Dear List:

Two items:  I have been having problems posting to the list.  Would =

someone

please just send me an email back so I can verify that we finally got the

bugs worked out?

Secondly:  I have been asked to come up with a contingency plan in the =

event

that our bio waste vendor shuts down, goes out of business, bans us =

whatever

(and there really aren't any other waste vendor around here)... We do have

autoclaves on site, but not enough capacity to process our waste.  Does

anyone know if there are such vendors as "portable autoclave units" that

would come out and autoclave on site for us in an emergency (or any other

type of waste processing)?  (Don't worry about the permitting etc, we =

would

work that out).  The vision is something like the modular BSL2 or BSL3 =

labs

that come when you need them (although this would be a faster track) and

leaves when you no longer need it.

Thanks for any input.

Karen

Karen Ruhl

Manager, Safety

Gen-Probe

San Diego, CA 92121

858.410.8874

858.410.8170 fax

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 16 Jul 2003 16:06:23 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: Emergency Autoclaves

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_18.32e4ead6.2c470a3f_boundary"

--part1_18.32e4ead6.2c470a3f_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Karen:

I would suggest you contact Jack McGurk, California Department of Health

Services - 916-323-3023.

CDHS have a web site of approved technologies (not sure if there are any

mobile ones).

He heads the division that oversees medical waste management in California. I

think San Diego County also is the Local Enforcement Agency re: medical waste

- you could check with them as well but I'm not sure who the contact is.

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

USA

Phone 860-675-1217

Fax 860-675-1311

Mobile - 860-944-2373

e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.com

>

> Dear List:

>

> Two items:  I have been having problems posting to the list.  Would someone

> please just send me an email back so I can verify that we finally got the

> bugs worked out?

>

> Secondly:  I have been asked to come up with a contingency plan in the event

> that our bio waste vendor shuts down, goes out of business, bans us whatever

> (and there really aren't any other waste vendor around here)... We do have

> autoclaves on site, but not enough capacity to process our waste.  Does

> anyone know if there are such vendors as "portable autoclave units" that

> would come out and autoclave on site for us in an emergency (or any other

> type of waste processing)?  (Don't worry about the permitting etc, we would

> work that out).  The vision is something like the modular BSL2 or BSL3 labs

> that come when you need them (although this would be a faster track) and

> leaves when you no longer need it.

>

>

> Thanks for any input.

>

> Karen

>

>

> Karen Ruhl

> Manager, Safety

> Gen-Probe

> San Diego, CA 92121

> 858.410.8874

> 858.410.8170 fax

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 16 Jul 2003 15:52:51 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rene Ricks <rricks@PACBELL.NET>

Subject:      Re: Emergency Autoclaves

In-Reply-To:  <D5C50FF1D0978B49A7CBF717696B939539034C@manhattan.gen-probe.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Karen -

It would be easier and cheaper to just call another vendor.  Both Stericycle

and PWN Environmental service your area, and if you want, I think there's

one more I could check on.

 - Rene

Rene Ricks

EH&S Consultant

rricks@pacbell.net

home office: (925) 370-1020

cell phone: (510) 912-1909

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Ruhl, Karen

Sent: Wednesday, July 16, 2003 9:06 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Emergency Autoclaves

Dear List:

Two items:  I have been having problems posting to the list.  Would someone

please just send me an email back so I can verify that we finally got the

bugs worked out?

Secondly:  I have been asked to come up with a contingency plan in the event

that our bio waste vendor shuts down, goes out of business, bans us whatever

(and there really aren't any other waste vendor around here)... We do have

autoclaves on site, but not enough capacity to process our waste.  Does

anyone know if there are such vendors as "portable autoclave units" that

would come out and autoclave on site for us in an emergency (or any other

type of waste processing)?  (Don't worry about the permitting etc, we would

work that out).  The vision is something like the modular BSL2 or BSL3 labs

that come when you need them (although this would be a faster track) and

leaves when you no longer need it.

Thanks for any input.

Karen

Karen Ruhl

Manager, Safety

Gen-Probe

San Diego, CA 92121

858.410.8874

858.410.8170 fax

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 17 Jul 2003 09:13:37 -0700

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:      Deconning an ultra low freezer.

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Recently, we discovers an ultra low freezer that has been off for the last

4years and thougth empty.

Unfortunately, when we went to remove it to our suprise it was filled with

small boxes covered in thick green mold.

The freezer had belonged to a PI who did both animal and human work so we do

not know what is in the boxes.

I am looking for suggestions on how to decon the freezer so that we can

remove the contents and then properly dispose of them.

Thank you

Richard Mann, DVM

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 17 Jul 2003 09:50:04 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <biosafety@COMCAST.NET>

Subject:      Re: Deconning an ultra low freezer.

In-Reply-To:  <CEFF29101013D31190960000F831312202E48A39@VHANOPEXC1>

Mime-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative; boundary="B_3141280204_75062655"

> 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.

--B_3141280204_75062655

Content-type: text/plain; charset="ISO-8859-1"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Richard -

I was confronted with nearly the exact same problem a couple of years ago,

except that I KNEW the Revco contained pathogenic viral materials.  We bega=

n

by key-locking the freezer to preclude accidentally opening the door.  Then

we did a thorough exterior decon with freshly prepared 10% bleach and

tape-sealed the door edges.  We moved the freezer to the farthest downwind

corner of our large parking lot =AD this put it around 200 feet away from our

building.  Two of us gowned up in Tyvek coveralls, double gloves and HEPA

PAPRs; a =B3scribe=B2 (actually the PI himself, in what I=B9m sure he felt was a

form of punishment) stood by about 10 feet away, upwind, to take notes on

content labels as they were removed.  We stripped the tape, and used two

spray bottles of 10% bleach to wet the door seals before opening the door.

As the door cracked open, we sprayed our way into the Revco, which had ten

or so foam-core doors closing internal compartments.  When all of these and

the internal surface of the outer door had been thoroughly wetted with

bleach, we opened each small door, sprayed the luxuriant green growth

liberally with bleach, and began removing contents.  As each small cardboar=

d

file box was removed, it was sprayed, its label was read to the scribe, it

was opened and sprayed again, the vials counted and labels noted, the box

reclosed and dropped directly into a 44-gallon biohaz waste barrel lined

with a heavy-duty red bag.  We went through the entire freezer, one

compartment at a time, logged and discarded all contents, sprayed all

interior surfaces with bleach, then moved to the next compartment.  When th=

e

entire freezer was empty and dripping with bleach, we wiped it out and

declared it ready to be bagged and gassed with formaldehyde.  The outdoor

process described here took around three hours.  We felt comfortable that w=

e

had deconned it adequately for a return to use after servicing.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biomedical Safety Consultant

On 7/17/03 9:13 AM, "Mann, Richard" <Richard.Mann@MED.VA.GOV> wrote:

> Recently, we discovers an ultra low freezer that has been off for the last

> 4years and thougth empty.

>

> Unfortunately, when we went to remove it to our suprise it was filled with

> small boxes covered in thick green mold.

>

> The freezer had belonged to a PI who did both animal and human work so we do

> not know what is in the boxes.

>

> I am looking for suggestions on how to decon the freezer so that we can

> remove the contents and then properly dispose of them.

>

> Thank you

>

> Richard Mann, DVM

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 18 Jul 2003 08:26:51 -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:      Safer Needle Devices

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Hello:

I was curious to find out which safer needle systems have worked at your

institution?  Or at least find out the pros and cons to the needle systems

chosen/reviewed at your institution.  If any of you have an article on safer

needle devices (and not just how they will help the clinical staff) I would

appreciate this also.  I tend to use google and yahoo to complete searches

such as these - and found nothing.  I did try Medline - and found a few

articles.

Thank you!!

You can reply to the group or to myself at bliss.schlank@astrazeneca.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 18 Jul 2003 08:43:58 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Deconning an ultra low freezer.

In-Reply-To:  <BB3C21CC.451%biosafety@comcast.net>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_NQ/eKvptLGOzSYnNcGhIVw)"

--Boundary_(ID_NQ/eKvptLGOzSYnNcGhIVw)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

We had a similar situation several years ago.  Our philosophy is to

identify the person or department that allowed this to happen.  They

get to pay for the clean up and disposal.  We will most often use a

contractor for a job like this.  In our case it was a coffin size

chest freezer full of biologicals including human tissue.   The clean

up methodology was similar to what Glenn described.  One thing we did

do differently was to use chemical/HEPA cartridges.  this cut down on

the odor immensely.

Bob

>Richard -

>

>I was confronted with nearly the exact same problem a couple of

>years ago, except that I KNEW the Revco contained pathogenic viral

>materials.  We began by key-locking the freezer to preclude

>accidentally opening the door.  Then we did a thorough exterior

>decon with freshly prepared 10% bleach and tape-sealed the door

>edges.  We moved the freezer to the farthest downwind corner of our

>large parking lot - this put it around 200 feet away from our

>building.  Two of us gowned up in Tyvek coveralls, double gloves and

>HEPA PAPRs; a "scribe" (actually the PI himself, in what I'm sure he

>felt was a form of punishment) stood by about 10 feet away, upwind,

>to take notes on content labels as they were removed.  We stripped

>the tape, and used two spray bottles of 10% bleach to wet the door

>seals before opening the door.  As the door cracked open, we sprayed

>our way into the Revco, which had ten or so foam-core doors closing

>internal compartments.  When all of these and the internal surface

>of the outer door had been thoroughly wetted with bleach, we opened

>each small door, sprayed the luxuriant green growth liberally with

>bleach, and began removing contents.  As each small cardboard file

>box was removed, it was sprayed, its label was read to the scribe,

>it was opened and sprayed again, the vials counted and labels noted,

>the box reclosed and dropped directly into a 44-gallon biohaz waste

>barrel lined with a heavy-duty red bag.  We went through the entire

>freezer, one compartment at a time, logged and discarded all

>contents, sprayed all interior surfaces with bleach, then moved to

>the next compartment.  When the entire freezer was empty and

>dripping with bleach, we wiped it out and declared it ready to be

>bagged and gassed with formaldehyde.  The outdoor process described

>here took around three hours.  We felt comfortable that we had

>deconned it adequately for a return to use after servicing.

>

>-- Glenn

>

>

>Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

>Biomedical Safety Consultant

>

>=======================================

>

>

>On 7/17/03 9:13 AM, "Mann, Richard" <Richard.Mann@MED.VA.GOV> wrote:

>

>>  Recently, we discovers an ultra low freezer that has been off for the last

>>  4years and thougth empty.

>>

>>  Unfortunately, when we went to remove it to our suprise it was filled with

>>  small boxes covered in thick green mold.

>>

>>  The freezer had belonged to a PI who did both animal and human work so we do

>>  not know what is in the boxes.

>>

>>  I am looking for suggestions on how to decon the freezer so that we can

>>  remove the contents and then properly dispose of them.

>>

>>  Thank you

>>

>>  Richard Mann, DVM

--

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________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

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 18 Jul 2003 10:12:28 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Ulriksen, Christopher" <christopher.ulriksen@LAUREATEPHARMA.COM>

Subject:      Clean Room Noise

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Can anyone recommend a company who can supply materials suitable sound absorption for class 100/1000 cGMP clean rooms?  We have some vial filling areas that can get noisy (only about 85 dBa) but it's a nuisance and the usual pourus material is not suitable because of its potential to "shed."  Can anyone help?

Thanks,

Christopher Ulriksen, ASP

Environmental,

Health and Safety Specialist

Laureate Pharma, L.P.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 18 Jul 2003 12:25:12 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Brian Waters <bwaters@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Clean Room Noise

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_2E70047E.43226272"

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.

--=_2E70047E.43226272

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I share Christopher's interest in sound-absorbing materials. I would be =

greatful for information on products that are available for the lab.

Brian A. Waters

Director of Facilities

Trudeau Institute

PO Box 59

Saranac Lake, NY 12983

bwaters@trudeauinstitute.org

www.trudeauinstitute.org

(518) 891-3080 voice

(518) 891-5126 fax

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 21 Jul 2003 07:39:13 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Elizabeth Tobias <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Re: Deconning an ultra low freezer.

In-Reply-To:  <CFB9E625B3609149AD3FECB4DAEDE123ACDB34@exch-1.mssm.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

My former employer had a similar problem several years ago -

We used lots of bleach, chemical cartridges on the respirators,

tyvek coveralls, appropriate *chemical* gloves (not latex!).  We

handled everything glass with forceps between freezer and bag.

the freezer was indoors, in a small building.  We scheduled it

for after-hours to avoid fumigating the employees out like

roaches.

We autoclaved everything for a longer than normal time (maybe 30

or 60 min?), I think.

We checked the labels on everything, due to the very long

history of work at our facility and the really diverse organisms

which have been in use (as a public health facility, we had

everything from smallpox to Legionella here).  We didn't find

any really nasty items in this situation, thank heavens, but the

small vial labeled "Dowagiac virus" really intrigued me.

[Dowagiac is a very small town in the boondocks of Michigan]

One down side:  There was no scientific assessment prior to this

disposal project.  While I would bet that there might have been

something of interest, I would not bet more than $5. :) --

still, no one "owned" the unit and no one wanted to spend the

time doing an inventory, so it was all scrapped.

I would caution, similarly to our project:

If the situation is a complete unknown, and there exists a

potential for select agents, polio, smallpox, or other wonderful

tidbits of microbiology to be found, a thorough assessment

should be made to either prevent destroying something of

scientific value, or to ship it off to someone who should

destroy it for you.  I only suggest this if you are *truly*

looking at a complete unknown situation where there is even a

possiblity of these things being found.

Be cautious of people doing this in the Summer - our project was

in August and it was unbearably miserable.  We did it in the

evening (the freezer was immediately adjacent to people's

offices).  Make your people stop once per hour to take a break

from the respirator and cool down.  Drink extra water and

prevent heat-related health problems.

Also - don't let people do this without supervision from the

biosafety officer (or EH&S manager, or someone similar).  The

only think that we really should have done differently was have

a better reveiw of the planned project before we started.

Nothing went wrong, but it could have, with someone's head in a

big freezer full of lots of straight bleach.  Poor planning,

although the execution was okay.

Elizabeth

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

SBC Yahoo! DSL - Now only $29.95 per month!

http://sbc.yahoo.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 21 Jul 2003 10:53:01 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         CURT SPEAKER <SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU>

Subject:      Ordering SA Toxins from Sigma?

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Good morning:

Does anyone have any experience/knowledge regarding the purchase of

exempted amounts of Select Agent toxins from Sigma/Aldrich???

I have a faculty member with some old T-2 toxin in the freezer; she has

not used it in several years, but is reluctant to discard it because she

has heard (and I have heard from others) that Sigma is having some

trouble getting all of their paperwork in order for the CDC.

Can anyone confirm or deny the existance of this problem???

Any info would be most appreciated...I am placing a call to Sigma's

customer service department to ask this same question.

thanks

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Program Manager

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 21 Jul 2003 08:12:20 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Zuckerman, Mark" <Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM>

Subject:      Re: Ordering SA Toxins from Sigma?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

We have had 2 orders processed through Sigma with minimum problems from April to May for exempt amounts of T-2. This was not true in the first quarter of this year nor have we ordered anything in the last 6 weeks.

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

-----Original Message-----

From: CURT SPEAKER [mailto:SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU]

Sent: Monday, July 21, 2003 7:53 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Ordering SA Toxins from Sigma?

Good morning:

Does anyone have any experience/knowledge regarding the purchase of

exempted amounts of Select Agent toxins from Sigma/Aldrich???

I have a faculty member with some old T-2 toxin in the freezer; she has

not used it in several years, but is reluctant to discard it because she

has heard (and I have heard from others) that Sigma is having some

trouble getting all of their paperwork in order for the CDC.

Can anyone confirm or deny the existance of this problem???

Any info would be most appreciated...I am placing a call to Sigma's

customer service department to ask this same question.

thanks

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Program Manager

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 21 Jul 2003 11:16:43 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Barbara Ernisse <barbara.ernisse@TCH.HARVARD.EDU>

Organization: Children's Hospital Boston

Subject:      Re: Ordering SA Toxins from Sigma?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

I spoke with Sigma last week.  They are still waiting for their final paperwork from the CDC.  Until that is in hand, they are not processing orders for select agents in any quantity.

Barb Ernisse

Children's Hospital Boston

Biosafety Officer

Enders 030

617 355-3867

FAX 617 730-0228

barbara.ernisse@tch.harvard.edu

"Zuckerman, Mark" wrote:

> We have had 2 orders processed through Sigma with minimum problems from April to May for exempt amounts of T-2. This was not true in the first quarter of this year nor have we ordered anything in the last 6 weeks.

>

> Mark Zuckerman

> Environmental, Health & Safety Director

> Maxygen

> 515 Galveston Drive

> Redwood City, CA 94063

> (650)298-5854

> mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: CURT SPEAKER [mailto:SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU]

> Sent: Monday, July 21, 2003 7:53 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Ordering SA Toxins from Sigma?

>

> Good morning:

>

> Does anyone have any experience/knowledge regarding the purchase of

> exempted amounts of Select Agent toxins from Sigma/Aldrich???

>

> I have a faculty member with some old T-2 toxin in the freezer; she has

> not used it in several years, but is reluctant to discard it because she

> has heard (and I have heard from others) that Sigma is having some

> trouble getting all of their paperwork in order for the CDC.

>

> Can anyone confirm or deny the existance of this problem???

>

> Any info would be most appreciated...I am placing a call to Sigma's

> customer service department to ask this same question.

>

> thanks

>

> Curt

>

> Curt Speaker

> Biosafety Officer

> Program Manager

> Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

> 6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

> University Park, PA 16802

> (814) 865-6391

> http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 22 Jul 2003 08:14:39 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Elizabeth Tobias <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Re: Ordering SA Toxins from Sigma?

In-Reply-To:  <3F1C03DB.64C09F55@tch.harvard.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

While not directly relating to Sigma, I was notified by the CDC

that without an "interim" ID number for our facility, we CANNOT

order select agents (exempt stuff was not discussed, as we're

not exempt).  CDC won't issue this "interim" number until they

have all of the information they want from your facility

registration -- this means that if they asked you for more

information, or to clarify something, you aren't getting one,

which means you can't transfer the agents.

I spoke with another RO the other day who was having this

problem, as well.  CDC has all of our stuff submitted, but the

reviewer is on vacation for this week.  I'm hoping this can all

be resolved by next Tuesday.

Elizabeth

--- Barbara Ernisse <barbara.ernisse@TCH.HARVARD.EDU> wrote:

> I spoke with Sigma last week.  They are still waiting for

> their final paperwork from the CDC.  Until that is in hand,

> they are not processing orders for select agents in any

> quantity.

>

>

> Barb Ernisse

> Children's Hospital Boston

> Biosafety Officer

> Enders 030

> 617 355-3867

> FAX 617 730-0228

> barbara.ernisse@tch.harvard.edu

>

> "Zuckerman, Mark" wrote:

>

> > We have had 2 orders processed through Sigma with minimum

> problems from April to May for exempt amounts of T-2. This was

> not true in the first quarter of this year nor have we ordered

> anything in the last 6 weeks.

> >

> > Mark Zuckerman

> > Environmental, Health & Safety Director

> > Maxygen

> > 515 Galveston Drive

> > Redwood City, CA 94063

> > (650)298-5854

> > mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

> >

> > -----Original Message-----

> > From: CURT SPEAKER [mailto:SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU]

> > Sent: Monday, July 21, 2003 7:53 AM

> > To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> > Subject: Ordering SA Toxins from Sigma?

> >

> > Good morning:

> >

> > Does anyone have any experience/knowledge regarding the

> purchase of

> > exempted amounts of Select Agent toxins from

> Sigma/Aldrich???

> >

> > I have a faculty member with some old T-2 toxin in the

> freezer; she has

> > not used it in several years, but is reluctant to discard it

> because she

> > has heard (and I have heard from others) that Sigma is

> having some

> > trouble getting all of their paperwork in order for the CDC.

> >

> > Can anyone confirm or deny the existance of this problem???

> >

> > Any info would be most appreciated...I am placing a call to

> Sigma's

> > customer service department to ask this same question.

> >

> > thanks

> >

> > Curt

> >

> > Curt Speaker

> > Biosafety Officer

> > Program Manager

> > Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

> > 6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

> > University Park, PA 16802

> > (814) 865-6391

> > http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! SiteBuilder - Free, easy-to-use web site design software

http://sitebuilder.yahoo.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 22 Jul 2003 16:41:18 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      IBC Questions

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

Dear Listers,

We are in the process of reconstituting our IBC and developing new policies and procedures.  A few issues have come up and I'd like to hear your comments regarding them.

First, upon denial of a protocol, what does your appeal process involve? Who makes the final decision - IBC Chair, the committee, Administration, other?  We plan to have researchers register ALL protocols involving biohazardous materials (not just rDNA) therefore I don't foresee any recourse beyond the IBC if a non-rDNA protocol is denied.  Would anyone care to share any language they have used in policies/procedures addressing this issue?

Next, when a violation of the protocol is discovered through an inspection or other process, what mechanisms are employed to suspend the protocol (or other corrective action)?    Again, if possible, please share any language you have used addressing this issue.

These issues seem to be legal stumbling blocks in some cases and often turn ugly for various reasons so I want to make sure they are appropriately addressed.

As always, your feedback is greatly appreciated!!

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 23 Jul 2003 08:50:33 -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:      viral vectors

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 004C0A4305256D6C_="

This is a multipart message in MIME format.

--=_alternative 004C0A4305256D6C_=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Dear biosafety friends,

Does anyone out there have a short training program and/or written policy

or procedures for use of viral vectors in vitro and/or in vivo that you would be willing to share?  If so, I would be forever indebted to

you.  That and and about $3.00 will get you a cup of coffee nowadays!  =)

Thank you in advance.

Chris Thompson

Corporate Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly and Company

317-277-4795

cz.thompson@lilly.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 23 Jul 2003 11:12:03 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Burnett, LouAnn Crawford" <louann.burnett@VANDERBILT.EDU>

Subject:      Cameras in BSL3 Labs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C35135.27BBA01C"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C35135.27BBA01C

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello Biosafety World -

How many of you out there have mounted cameras in your BSL3 laboratories

(Select Agent or otherwise)?  If you have, what is the camera for

(security, monitoring the status of the occupants, monitoring

compliance, etc.)?  How do you evaluate the information collected from

the camera - is it analyzed real time or reviewed on a periodic basis?

If you evaluate for compliance with BSL3 practices, what are the

consequences of observing non-compliance by the occupants? 

Just trying to stay sane!

LouAnn

LouAnn C. Burnett, MS, CBSP

Biosafety Program Manager & Biological Safety Officer

Vanderbilt University Environmental Health & Safety

Nashville, Tennessee

615/322-0927 (direct & voice mail)

615/343-4951 (fax)

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 23 Jul 2003 10:52:16 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Donald Mosier <dmosier@SCRIPPS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: viral vectors

In-Reply-To:  <OFCA07E02B.002D5074-ON05256D6C.004B9CF4@am.lilly.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed;

              boundary="============_-1153139749==_============"

Chris,

Here is a training document we use at Scripps.

Don Mosier

>Dear biosafety friends,

>

>Does anyone out there have a short training program and/or written

>policy or procedures for use of viral vectors in vitro and/or in

>vivo that you would be willing to share?  If so, I would be forever

>indebted to you.  That and and about $3.00 will get you a cup of

>coffee nowadays!  =)

>

>Thank you in advance.

>

>Chris Thompson

>Corporate Biosafety Officer

>Eli Lilly and Company

>317-277-4795

>cz.thompson@lilly.com

--

_______________________________________________________________________________

Donald E. Mosier, PhD, MD

Professor

Department of Immunology, IMM-7

The Scripps Research Institute

10550 North Torrey Pines Road

La Jolla, CA 92037, USA

858 784-9121 phone

858 784-9190 fax

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and

intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they

are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify

Dr. Mosier by telephone or fax.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 23 Jul 2003 12:10:17 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rene Ricks <rricks@PACBELL.NET>

Subject:      Re: viral vectors

In-Reply-To:  <OFCA07E02B.002D5074-ON05256D6C.004B9CF4@am.lilly.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0017_01C35113.613CAA20"

Chris -

This is not exactly what you are looking for but it may be of some use as

introductory material.  See "Virus Vectors & Gene Therapy: Problems,

Promises & Prospects" by David Peel (MBChB Special Study Module Project

Report, Department of Microbiology & Immunology, University of

Leicester):( http://www-micro.msb.le.ac.uk/335/peel/peel1.html

<http://www-micro.msb.le.ac.uk/335/peel/peel1.html> ).

- Rene Ricks, EH&S Consultant

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Christina Thompson

Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2003 6:51 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: viral vectors

Dear biosafety friends,

Does anyone out there have a short training program and/or written policy or

procedures for use of viral vectors in vitro and/or in vivo that you would

be willing to share?  If so, I would be forever indebted to you.  That and

and about $3.00 will get you a cup of coffee nowadays!  =)

Thank you in advance.

Chris Thompson

Corporate Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly and Company

317-277-4795

cz.thompson@lilly.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 23 Jul 2003 12:27:08 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Elizabeth Tobias <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      SA:  security checks - has anyone gotten an answer?

In-Reply-To:  <OFCA07E02B.002D5074-ON05256D6C.004B9CF4@am.lilly.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Dear Biosafety Colleagues,

while waiting in the purgatory of ignorance about our employee's

security risk assessments, I would like to ask:

has ANYONE out there gotten an answer back from the CDC about

employees passing or failing the security risk assessment?

Please feel free to respond directly to me at

safety_queen@yahoo.com or tobiase@bioport.com, rather than the

whole list, if you wish.

Peace,

Elizabeth

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! SiteBuilder - Free, easy-to-use web site design software

http://sitebuilder.yahoo.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 23 Jul 2003 13:37:20 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Cameras in BSL3 Labs

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=__NextPart_0__="

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.

--=__NextPart_0__=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi LouAnn

Our only camera monitors the entrance hall to the facility.  Tapes are

kept for a period of weeks (12, I think) before being taped over.  We do

it only for monitoring those entering the Select Agent facility in case

of an "event" happens that threatens security.

Judy Pointer, BSO, UNM

>>> louann.burnett@VANDERBILT.EDU 07/23/03 10:12AM >>>

Hello Biosafety World -

How many of you out there have mounted cameras in your BSL3

laboratories (Select Agent or otherwise)?  If you have, what is the

camera for (security, monitoring the status of the occupants, monitoring

compliance, etc.)?  How do you evaluate the information collected from

the camera - is it analyzed real time or reviewed on a periodic basis?

If you evaluate for compliance with BSL3 practices, what are the

consequences of observing non-compliance by the occupants?

Just trying to stay sane!

LouAnn

LouAnn C. Burnett, MS, CBSP

Biosafety Program Manager & Biological Safety Officer

Vanderbilt University Environmental Health & Safety

Nashville, Tennessee

615/322-0927 (direct & voice mail)

615/343-4951 (fax)

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 24 Jul 2003 09:40:34 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: security checks - has anyone gotten an answer?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

I guess the checks........are in the mail (Sorry! It's morning).Haven't

heard a word! But they haven't come for me neither, so that's  ok too

Phil Hauck

PS: We have been informed that our Certificate of Facility Registration

has been rescinded (the one issued under 42 CFR Part 72), since all of

our work currently falls into exempt categories. What that means is that

if one of our researchers plans to use a complete organism, and for

viruses, has the complete genetic components (even though in pieces as

it were), then we start the whole process all over again...of

registering, submitting Biosafety and Security Plan info, and submitting

finger-prints! I have job-security now!!!

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Elizabeth Tobias [mailto:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, July 23, 2003 3:27 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SA: security checks - has anyone gotten an answer?

Dear Biosafety Colleagues,

while waiting in the purgatory of ignorance about our employee's

security risk assessments, I would like to ask:

has ANYONE out there gotten an answer back from the CDC about

employees passing or failing the security risk assessment?

Please feel free to respond directly to me at

safety_queen@yahoo.com or tobiase@bioport.com, rather than the

whole list, if you wish.

Peace,

Elizabeth

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! SiteBuilder - Free, easy-to-use web site design software

http://sitebuilder.yahoo.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 24 Jul 2003 09:04:39 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: security checks - has anyone gotten an answer?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I haven't heard anything about the security checks either.  However, I'm not

too worried. CDC sent us a list of additional points that will have to be

clarified before they issue us a temporary permit.  Nothing in the questions

leads me to think that any of our people will be restricted based on the

questions I received.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 8:41 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: security checks - has anyone gotten an answer?

I guess the checks........are in the mail (Sorry! It's morning).Haven't

heard a word! But they haven't come for me neither, so that's  ok too

Phil Hauck

PS: We have been informed that our Certificate of Facility Registration

has been rescinded (the one issued under 42 CFR Part 72), since all of

our work currently falls into exempt categories. What that means is that

if one of our researchers plans to use a complete organism, and for

viruses, has the complete genetic components (even though in pieces as

it were), then we start the whole process all over again...of

registering, submitting Biosafety and Security Plan info, and submitting

finger-prints! I have job-security now!!!

Phil

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 24 Jul 2003 10:34:18 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Murray, Krista" <K_Murray@FACILITIES.UDEL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: security checks - has anyone gotten an answer?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I actually received a call yesterday!!!!  We are registering through USDA

rather than CDC, but I actually got a call from the FBI yesterday seeking

information on an item that got flagged on a background check form.  So I

guess that means they're looking at them at least.  And this was just the

RO, ARO forms- not the users yet.  Krista

Krista Murray, MS, RBP

Biosafety Officer

University of Delaware

Newark, DE  19716

302-831-1433

klmurray@udel.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 10:05 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: security checks - has anyone gotten an answer?

I haven't heard anything about the security checks either.  However, I'm not

too worried. CDC sent us a list of additional points that will have to be

clarified before they issue us a temporary permit.  Nothing in the questions

leads me to think that any of our people will be restricted based on the

questions I received.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 8:41 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: security checks - has anyone gotten an answer?

I guess the checks........are in the mail (Sorry! It's morning).Haven't

heard a word! But they haven't come for me neither, so that's  ok too Phil

Hauck

PS: We have been informed that our Certificate of Facility Registration has

been rescinded (the one issued under 42 CFR Part 72), since all of our work

currently falls into exempt categories. What that means is that if one of

our researchers plans to use a complete organism, and for viruses, has the

complete genetic components (even though in pieces as it were), then we

start the whole process all over again...of registering, submitting

Biosafety and Security Plan info, and submitting finger-prints! I have

job-security now!!! Phil

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 24 Jul 2003 09:51:08 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: security checks - has anyone gotten an answer?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

At LSU we have received from CDC  a listing of the personnel for whom we

submitted fingerprints along with a unique DOJ number assigned to each name.

This number becomes their identifier in future correspondence. We continue

to update the list, so I assume we will continue to get updates to this

list.

Mike Durham

----- Original Message -----

From: "Murray, Krista" <K_Murray@FACILITIES.UDEL.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 9:34 AM

Subject: Re: security checks - has anyone gotten an answer?

> I actually received a call yesterday!!!!  We are registering through USDA

> rather than CDC, but I actually got a call from the FBI yesterday seeking

> information on an item that got flagged on a background check form.  So I

> guess that means they're looking at them at least.  And this was just the

> RO, ARO forms- not the users yet.  Krista

>

> Krista Murray, MS, RBP

> Biosafety Officer

> University of Delaware

> Newark, DE  19716

> 302-831-1433

> klmurray@udel.edu

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 10:05 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: security checks - has anyone gotten an answer?

>

>

> I haven't heard anything about the security checks either.  However, I'm

not

> too worried. CDC sent us a list of additional points that will have to be

> clarified before they issue us a temporary permit.  Nothing in the

questions

> leads me to think that any of our people will be restricted based on the

> questions I received.

>

> Eric

>

> Eric R. Jeppesen

> Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

> KU-EHS Dept.

> (785) 864-2857 phone

> (785) 864-2852 fax

> jeppesen@ku.edu

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 8:41 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: security checks - has anyone gotten an answer?

>

>

> I guess the checks........are in the mail (Sorry! It's morning).Haven't

> heard a word! But they haven't come for me neither, so that's  ok too Phil

> Hauck

>

> PS: We have been informed that our Certificate of Facility Registration

has

> been rescinded (the one issued under 42 CFR Part 72), since all of our

work

> currently falls into exempt categories. What that means is that if one of

> our researchers plans to use a complete organism, and for viruses, has the

> complete genetic components (even though in pieces as it were), then we

> start the whole process all over again...of registering, submitting

> Biosafety and Security Plan info, and submitting finger-prints! I have

> job-security now!!! Phil
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The way this is going for us.  A couple weeks after we turned in our

registration in March, I got a call from CDC to clarify some things on

it.  I did.  Next the CDC sent us our interim approval number & we sent

in the FBI forms and fingerprint cards on the rest of the users - April

I think. A couple weeks ago, I got a call from an FBI person, to clarify

some addresses of the users.  When I called back, found out that the FBI

has temporarily switched some of the background checkers for the Brady

bill, etc. to handle the BG check load for the bioterrorism thing.  They

expect to process over 10,000 checks and had at that point, about 800 of

1000 done.  I don't think anyone has gotten through the whole process

yet.  Patience....

Judy Pointer, BSO, Alt RO at UNM
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I am new to the Biosafety field.  I have received the information below

from a PI.  He is questioning an IBC specification of BSL2 and IACUC

ABSL2. We are looking for information on how other labs are handling

Lentiviral vectors for gene delivery into transgenic mice and what BSL is

being used for housing and handling the animals.

I would appreciate anyone's input on this risk assessment.

Thanks in advance,

Bob

"holding transgenic mice carrying lentiviral vectors (not infectious

viruses, not self-replicating)  The lentiviral vector is designed for

future human gene therapy. It was originally derived from lentivirus but

viral replication elements are removed. The vector carrying the gene of

interest will be microinjected into oocytes in our Transgenic Core

Facility to generate the transgenic mice (carrying PSA, PSA-B7.1 from

human). These animals will be maintained in the DLAR. They will not be

subject to lentiviral exposure except that they carry a piece of DNA from

the vector (they do not produce viruses either). "

Bob Holthausen

Stony Brook University

EH&S
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            CDC's BMBL is pretty clear on that....that even though the

lentiviruses are animal pathogens that are being used, they still can

insert Proviral DNA derived from the virus into human cell nuclei. SO

whatever has been inserted into the viral genome is going to be there in

the human cell for a while. BSL-2 and ABSL-2 are the way to go.SEE:BMBL;

Section VII:

Laboratory work with retroviral vectors, especially those containing

full-length infectious molecular genomes (HIV-1), should be handled in

BSL-2 facilities under BSL-2/3 practice. This includes infectious clones

derived from nonhuman viruses, but possessing xenotropic (especially for

human cells) host ranges.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert Holthausen [mailto:rholthausen@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 11:57 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Handling Transgenic Mice w/ Lentiviral Vectors

I am new to the Biosafety field.  I have received the information below

from a PI.  He is questioning an IBC specification of BSL2 and IACUC

ABSL2. We are looking for information on how other labs are handling

Lentiviral vectors for gene delivery into transgenic mice and what BSL

is being used for housing and handling the animals.

I would appreciate anyone's input on this risk assessment.

Thanks in advance,

Bob

"holding transgenic mice carrying lentiviral vectors (not infectious

viruses, not self-replicating)  The lentiviral vector is designed for

future human gene therapy. It was originally derived from lentivirus but

viral replication elements are removed. The vector carrying the gene of

interest will be microinjected into oocytes in our Transgenic Core

Facility to generate the transgenic mice (carrying PSA, PSA-B7.1 from

human). These animals will be maintained in the DLAR. They will not be

subject to lentiviral exposure except that they carry a piece of DNA

from the vector (they do not produce viruses either). "

Bob Holthausen

Stony Brook University

EH&S
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I would appreciate some input from the group regarding the inclusion or =

exclusion of established human cell cultures from the Bloodborne =

Pathogen Standard. The most recent correspondence on the OSHA website =

dates back to 1994. Does anyone have a list of excluded human cell lines =

or cultures? Have you performed verification of exclusion on-site or =

used verification from vendors like ATCC? I just spoke with OSHA =

Compliance and was told they do not recognize vendor verification and =

would want to see institutional verification during an inspection. This =

came up this morning at an IBC meeting. I stated that a protocol using =

HeLa cells should be BL2 unless the culture can be documented not to =

harbor any BBPs. A PI countered that ATCC declares them to be BL1. My =

parry was that cell culture is typically performed under BL2 conditions =

anyway for sterility. The PI countered with the "undo" burden of =

completing a BL2 application vs.. a BL1 application. Before inciting yet =

another fire and pitchfork mob, I would really appreciate hearing from =

others.

Thanks,

Jim

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158
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I would find this very interesting as well.   We do not require ATCC

certified cell lines to be treated as BBP.  We accept certification

from ATCC based on information from BBP Seminars and, if I remember

correctly, letters of interpretation to that effect.  We do caution

that if a cell line becomes contaminated/infected then all bets are

off and the cell line is now a BBP.  For this reason we suggest that

protocols be in place that will allow easy conversion over to the

standard.

Bob

>I would appreciate some input from the group regarding the inclusion

>or exclusion of established human cell cultures from the Bloodborne

>Pathogen Standard. The most recent correspondence on the OSHA

>website dates back to 1994. Does anyone have a list of excluded

>human cell lines or cultures? Have you performed verification of

>exclusion on-site or used verification from vendors like ATCC? I

>just spoke with OSHA Compliance and was told they do not recognize

>vendor verification and would want to see institutional

>verification during an inspection. This came up this morning at an

>IBC meeting. I stated that a protocol using HeLa cells should be BL2

>unless the culture can be documented not to harbor any BBPs. A PI

>countered that ATCC declares them to be BL1. My parry was that cell

>culture is typically performed under BL2 conditions anyway for

>sterility. The PI countered with the "undo" burden of completing a

>BL2 application vs.. a BL1 application. Before inciting yet another

>fire and pitchfork mob, I would really appreciate hearing from

>others.

>Thanks,

>Jim

>

>  James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

>Biological Safety Manager

>INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

>Department of Environmental Health & Safety

>620 Union Drive, Room 043

>Indianapolis, IN 46202

>(317) 274-2830

>Fax (317) 278-2158

>

>
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Unless ATCC has dramatically changed, they do NOT certify that there human

cells are free from all BBP.  They may say that they are negative for HBV

&/or HIV but that leaves a lot of BBP untested.  Hence they have not been

demonstrated as free of all potential BBP.

Just ask the PI whether he would prefer filling out a BL2 application or

being fined by OSHA for willful violation.

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

>From: "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@CWRU.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Established Human Cell Lines

>Date: Thu, 24 Jul 2003 13:58:32 -0400

>

>I would find this very interesting as well.   We do not require ATCC

>certified cell lines to be treated as BBP.  We accept certification

>from ATCC based on information from BBP Seminars and, if I remember

>correctly, letters of interpretation to that effect.  We do caution

>that if a cell line becomes contaminated/infected then all bets are

>off and the cell line is now a BBP.  For this reason we suggest that

>protocols be in place that will allow easy conversion over to the

>standard.

>

>Bob

>

>>I would appreciate some input from the group regarding the inclusion

>>or exclusion of established human cell cultures from the Bloodborne

>>Pathogen Standard. The most recent correspondence on the OSHA

>>website dates back to 1994. Does anyone have a list of excluded

>>human cell lines or cultures? Have you performed verification of

>>exclusion on-site or used verification from vendors like ATCC? I

>>just spoke with OSHA Compliance and was told they do not recognize

>>vendor verification and would want to see institutional

>>verification during an inspection. This came up this morning at an

>>IBC meeting. I stated that a protocol using HeLa cells should be BL2

>>unless the culture can be documented not to harbor any BBPs. A PI

>>countered that ATCC declares them to be BL1. My parry was that cell

>>culture is typically performed under BL2 conditions anyway for

>>sterility. The PI countered with the "undo" burden of completing a

>>BL2 application vs.. a BL1 application. Before inciting yet another

>>fire and pitchfork mob, I would really appreciate hearing from

>>others.

>>Thanks,

>>Jim

>>

>>  James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

>>Biological Safety Manager

>>INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

>>Department of Environmental Health & Safety

>>620 Union Drive, Room 043

>>Indianapolis, IN 46202

>>(317) 274-2830

>>Fax (317) 278-2158

>>

>>
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I asked ATCC staff specifically about this issue several years ago. At =

the time, ATCC did not do any testing to demonstrate absence of =

infectious agents, retroviral sequences, etc. Obvious changes in cell =

culture--abnormal morphology, plaques, etc--would cause concern. The =

cell lines--HeLa and 293 for instance--listed by ATCC as BL2 have been =

reported to have viral sequences in them, as ATCC documents for these =

lines.

The 1994 OSHA interpretation letter specifies 'documented evidence'. We =

found it easier to include all human cell lines in our Exposure Control =

Plant rather than spend a lot of money to have an outside lab test for a =

limited number of agents (HIV, HBV) in a large number of cell lines.

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 277-2462

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert N. Latsch [mailto:rnl2@CWRU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 12:59 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Established Human Cell Lines

I would find this very interesting as well.   We do not require ATCC certified cell lines to be treated as BBP.  We accept certification from ATCC based on information from BBP Seminars and, if I remember correctly, letters of interpretation to that effect.  We do caution that if a cell line becomes contaminated/infected then all bets are off and the cell line is now a BBP.  For this reason we suggest that protocols be in place that will allow easy conversion over to the standard.

Bob

I would appreciate some input from the group regarding the inclusion or exclusion of established human cell cultures from the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard. The most recent correspondence on the OSHA website dates back to 1994. Does anyone have a list of excluded human cell lines or cultures? Have you performed verification of exclusion on-site or used verification from vendors like ATCC? I just spoke with OSHA Compliance and was told they do not recognize vendor verification and would want to see institutional verification during an inspection. This came up this morning at an IBC meeting. I stated that a protocol using HeLa cells should be BL2 unless the culture can be documented not to harbor any BBPs. A PI countered that ATCC declares them to be BL1. My parry was that cell culture is typically performed under BL2 conditions anyway for sterility. The PI countered with the "undo" burden of completing a BL2 application vs.. a BL1 application. Before inciting yet another fire and pitchfork mob, I would really appreciate hearing from others.

Thanks,

Jim

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158
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Lentiviral vectors, while replication incompetent, will stil cause one round

of infection and will insert their proviral DNA into the cells genome.  They

will do this to nonreplicating cells, hence the interest in using them in

human gene therapy.  They insert in a random fashion and so theoretically

they could disrupt important gene function leading to a transformed,

immortalized, cancerous cell.  This theory became fact during the recent

therapy in France.  Hence, for the safety of the investigative staff it is

recommended by many places to handle them in a level 2 facility using level

3 practices until they have integrated and there is no free virus left.

Then they contaiment level can be reduced to 2 or 1.  Ditto for animals.

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

>From: Robert Holthausen <rholthausen@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Handling Transgenic Mice w/ Lentiviral Vectors

>Date: Thu, 24 Jul 2003 11:56:59 -0400

>

>I am new to the Biosafety field.  I have received the information below

>from a PI.  He is questioning an IBC specification of BSL2 and IACUC

>ABSL2. We are looking for information on how other labs are handling

>Lentiviral vectors for gene delivery into transgenic mice and what BSL is

>being used for housing and handling the animals.

>

>I would appreciate anyone's input on this risk assessment.

>

>Thanks in advance,

>Bob

>

>"holding transgenic mice carrying lentiviral vectors (not infectious

>viruses, not self-replicating)  The lentiviral vector is designed for

>future human gene therapy. It was originally derived from lentivirus but

>viral replication elements are removed. The vector carrying the gene of

>interest will be microinjected into oocytes in our Transgenic Core

>Facility to generate the transgenic mice (carrying PSA, PSA-B7.1 from

>human). These animals will be maintained in the DLAR. They will not be

>subject to lentiviral exposure except that they carry a piece of DNA from

>the vector (they do not produce viruses either). "

>

>Bob Holthausen

>Stony Brook University

>EH&S
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Reproduced below is the only OSHA letter of intrepretation I know of

that addresses cell lines and how they may be considered exempt from

regulation.  This is a 1994 document as Dr. Klenner  mentioned in his

original query.  As with most OSHA documents there is no black and

white line.  There is however a lot of gray:)

Bob

Department of Labor Seal U.S. Department of Labor photos representing
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06/21/1994 - Applicability of 1910.1030 to establish human cell lines.
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* Standard Number: 1910.1030

June 21, 1994

Dr. Diane Fleming

President

University of South Alabama

College of Medicine

CSAB 170

Mobile, Alabama 36688

Dear Dr. Fleming:

This is in response to a September 23, 1993 letter from Joseph H.

Coggin, an American Biological Safety Association member, requesting

clarification of our August 3, 1993 letter of interpretation to the

former ABSA President Dr. Jerome P. Schmidt. That letter attempted to

explain the applicability of the Occupational Safety and Health

Administration's (OSHA) standard 29 CFR 1910.1030, "Occupational

Exposure to Bloodborne Pathogens," to establish human cell lines.

Dr. Coggin informed us that our August 3, 1993 letter may be more

confusing rather than enlightening to biological safety professionals.

We have reconsidered our earlier comments and are providing a more

detailed letter of interpretation. We regret any misunderstanding our

earlier response may have caused.

As you know, the Bloodborne Pathogens standard (BPS) provides

protection to employees who have occupational exposure to human blood

or other potentially infectious materials (OPIM). Established human

cell lines* (see attachment) which are characterized** (see

attachment) to be free of contamination from human hepatitis viruses,

human immunodeficiency viruses, and other recognized bloodborne

pathogens, are not considered to be OPIM and are not covered by BPS.

Established human or other animal cell lines which are known to be or

likely infected/contaminated with human microbes or agents classed as

bloodborne pathogens, especially hepatitis viruses and human

immunodeficiency viruses are covered by the BPS. The final judgement

for making the determination that human or other animal cell lines in

culture are free of bloodborne pathogens must be made by a Bio-safety

Professional or other qualified scientist with the background and

experience to review such potential contamination and risk, in

accordance with the requirements of the BPS. Documentation that such

cell lines are not OPIM should be a matter of written record and on

file with the employer for OSHA review.

All primary human cell explants from tissues and subsequent in vitro

passages of human tissue explant cultures (human cell "strains" ***,

see attachment) must be regarded as containing potential bloodborne

pathogens and should be handled in accordance with the BPS.

Non-transformed, human cell "strains", characterized by documented,

reasonable laboratory testing as described in the attachment, to be

free of human immunodeficiency virus, hepatitis viruses, or other

bloodborne pathogens may be exempted from the standard's

requirements. However, if such tissue explants or subsequent cultures

are derived from human subjects known to carry bloodborne pathogens,

such as hepatitis viruses or human immunodeficiency viruses or are

deliberately infected with bloodborne pathogens, they must be handled

in accordance with the precautions noted in the BPS. Likewise, animal

tissues, explants or cell cultures known to be contaminated by

deliberate infection with human immunodeficiency virus or Hepatitis B

virus are also subject to the BPS.

All laboratory work with primary human tissues or body fluids is

covered by the BPS.

We hope this information is responsive to your concerns and thank you

for your interest in worker safety and health.

Sincerely,

Ruth E. McCully, Director

Office of Health Compliance Assistance

Enclosure

DEFINITIONS

* A Human Cell LINE is defined as in vitro or animal passaged (e.g.,

nude mouse) cultures or human cells that fulfill traditional

requirements of a cell line designation. That is, the cells are

immortalized cells, transformed by spontaneous mutation or natural or

laboratory infection with an immortalizating agent such as

Epstein-Barr virus (EBV). EBV is a bloodborne pathogen. It should be

noted that human cervical carcinoma cells or other transformed human

cell lines like HeLa cells are sometimes adulterated with laboratory

pathogens accidentally introduced by cultivation with other cell

cultures, or physically contaminated by other cell cultures handled

in the same lab. In order to handle human HeLa cells, without having

to comply with the requirements of the bloodborne pathogens standard

(BPS), human HeLa cells should be documented to be pure HeLa cells

and shown to be free of bloodborne pathogens by testing.

**Characterization of human cells, for inclusion or exclusion from

compliance with the BPS, would include screening of the cells lines

or "strains" for viruses characterized as bloodborne pathogens by the

Standard, including human immunodeficiency viruses, hepatitis viruses

or EBV, if the cells are capable of propagating such viruses. Most

cell lines are screened for human mycoplasmas and are free of

bacterial and mycotic contaminants. Testing may include antigenic

screening for viral or agent markers, co-cultivation with various

indicator cells that allow contaminants to grow, or using molecular

technology (polymerase chain reaction or nucleic acid hybridization)

to identify latent viruses capable of infecting humans such as

Herpesviruses(e.g., EBV), or papilloma members of the Papovavirus

group, etc. Cell lines that are procured from commercial vendors or

other sources with documented testing to be free of human bloodborne

pathogens and which have been protected by the employer from

environmental contamination may be excluded from the BPS.

*** Human cell STRAINS are defined as cells propagated in vitro from

primary explants of human tissue or body fluids which have finite

lifetime (non-transformed) in tissue culture for 20-70 passages.

Human cell "strains" must be handled as potential biohazards unless

characterized by testing to be free of bloodborne pathogens (i.e.,

WI-38 cells are often so documented).

September 23, 1993

Dr. Roger A. Clark, Director

Directorate of Compliance Programs

Occupational Safety and Health Administration

Washington, DC 20210

Dear Dr. Clark:

The American Biological Safety Association [ABSA], of which I am a

member, recently contacted your office concerning the inclusion of

"well established human cell lines" under the OSHA 29 CFR 1910.1030.

I have a copy of your response letter dated August 3, 1993 to Dr.

Jerome Schmidt, President of ABSA. Dr. Schmidt had submitted the

inquiry letter at the request of ABSA's Technical Review Committee.

ABSA was seeking exclusion for the use of well characterized human

cells lines from the Standard when the lines have been proven

virus/agent free by rigorous techniques. Dr. Schmidt's letter to you

of March 25, 1993 acknowledges that "primary cultures" of human cells

are potentially risky and require Universal Precautions. Well

characterized human cells referenced in the ABSA inquiry means, I

believe, transformed lines of human cells that have been tested with

rigorous methods [e.g., culture, viral or agent antigen or markers,

PCR in the case of human lymphocytes or epithelial cells for HIV or

HBV, respectively].

Two statements in your response cause me grave concerns as a

biological safety professional. First, your statements go much

further than ABSA members ever expected when you included, by

implication, that "protected" established cell lines, "primary cell

lines" [Strains?] as well as secondary or higher passaged human cells

were excluded from the Standard. According to your letter, cell

strains cultured from primary explants or subcultures after passage 1

would not be covered by the BBP Standard. Most virologists recognize

that many such human subcultures of primary cells, endogenously

infected in the donor with silent HTLV viruses, papilloma, JC, BK,

CJ, herpes, hepatitis and other viruses, as well as possible

intracellular bacterial pathogens may represent a real and present

source for human infection. A person receiving secondary or

subsequent cultures of human lymphocytes, fetal cell mixtures, or

hepatocytes from a vendor or laboratory may be obtaining human cells

that contain a myriad of human viruses including hepatitis viruses

and even HIV without any knowledge that the agents are present.

Recall that 1 in every 250 American donors of tissue today may have

HIV and that many more persons may harbor HBV. Such human cell

"strains" would not require careful testing to determine their status

as infectious agent free cultures so long as they are not "primary

cultures" or deliberately infected with HIV. According to your

recommendation, these passages of cells can now be handled by

personnel without compliance with 29 CFR 1919.1030. Rest assured, if

this door is left open, many will use your statement in this way,

even though I do not believe that is what you and OSHA meant to

happen. All human cell primary explants, derived cell strains from

these explants, at any passage, and established human cell lines

should be included under the standard unless well characterized by

rigorous techniques and shown to be free of the BBP agents.

The second statement of concern in your letter is that "Established

cell lines, which are protected from contamination with environmental

organisms to ensure their integrity for research purposes, are not

considered OPIM and, are therefore not covered under the Bloodborne

Pathogen Standard". You then clarify this statement implying that if

HIV is [deliberately] cultured in the cells, the established cell

lines are included under the Standard. It is my considered opinion

that your official interpretation will now cause great confusion.

Human cell lines from the American Type Culture Collection [ATCC] and

other sources bear clear warning that they may contain BBP. ATCC

recommends that these cells must be handled at BL-2 and in compliance

with the BBP Standard. It is clear that some BBPs, especially

endogenous human retroviruses can be harbored in established cells.

If taken literally, your statement says that these cells may be

considered excluded from the BBP Standard as long as they are kept

protected from contamination in the laboratory handling them. In

fact, they may already be contaminated with a spectrum of viruses,

some of which can only be detected with nucleic acid blotting

techniques that are not used routinely to screen for common viruses.

So long as the receiving lab protects them from contamination with

environmental pathogens in that lab, handling them does not require

compliance with the BBP Standard. This is a potentially dangerous

precedent that will almost surely lead to a laboratory exposure to

BBP in the American work place. Such established cells showing no

active viral replication, may be induced by a variety of agents to

replicate endogenous viruses that are capable of infecting humans,

especially if a worker is cut handling the cultures. I know you meant

to be helpful in making the statement; however, many lab workers and

especially their supervisors are more interested in getting around

having to comply with the Standard than in seriously considering the

true risk. They will contend that they did not expose the cells to

environmental pathogens in their handling and this may be true, but

not relevant, if the cultures are already contaminated upon receipt

in the lab. Many labs do not have knowledgeable biosafety

professionals with real expertise to correctly advise them about the

requirements for characterization of established cell lines to

reasonably establish the lines are likely to be viral or agent free.

Now these labs will have license to do so without fear of regulation

so long as they do not culture the cells with other cultures of BBPs.

ABSA was only asking for permission to exclude only well

characterized human cell lines. Your letter gives authorization to

exclude any human cell line, including secondary explants, so long as

it is protected from environmental contamination with BBP in the

recipient laboratory. Again, the cell line may already harbor BBP

when received, but ignorance in this case would be adequate excuse to

avoid compliance with the BBP Standard.

Please reconsider these two statements in your letter very carefully.

I support ABSA's request for excluding rigorously characterized human

cell lines, proven to contain no BBPs by stringent techniques [PCR,

sensitive antigen detection, stimulation and co-culture assays,

enzyme analysis, etc], but the wording of your letter will generate

great confusion when I know that you were attempting to be helpful

and cooperative.

Sincerely yours,

Joseph H. Coggin, Jr. Ph.D.

Professor and Chair, Microbiology and

Immunology, Professor of Pathology, and Associate Dean

November 10, 1993

Dr. Jessica Sandler

OSHA

Office of Compliance Programs

Occupational Safety and Health Administration

Washington, DC 20210

Dear Dr Sandler:

Thank you for your phone call regarding my letter of September 23,

1993 to Dr. Roger Clark, Director of The Directorate of Compliance

Programs of OSHA. A copy of his response to Dr. Schmidt of ABSA is

enclosed for your reference, along with a suggested redraft that I

composed to deal with the issues of concern raised in my letter to

Dr. Clark. As you can see I kept to the theme of his letter, but

believe I used more traditionally accepted definitions of terms used

to refer to tissue cultures.

I hope that these changes will be specific enough to be clarifying

and faithful to the classic, widely accepted definitions of the terms

"cell line" and "cell strain". The draft I enclose, hopefully will

avoid the confusion I noted in the letter from Dr. Clark. I also

defined the term "Characterization" to provide employers with a clear

indication of the general laboratory testing criteria which should be

used to establish human cell lines and strains as safe from the most

problematic, non-treatable human blood borne pathogens.

Thank you for this opportunity to be of service.

Sincerely,

Joseph H. Coggin, Jr. Ph.D.

Professor and Chair and Professor of Pathology

August 3, 1993

Mr. Jerome P. Schmidt

President

American Biological Safety Association

1202 Allanson Road

Mundelein, IL 60060

Dear Mr. Schmidt:

This is in response to your letter of March 25, requesting an

interpretation of the Occupational Safety and Health Administration

(OSHA) standard 29 CFR 1910.1030, "Occupational Exposure to

Bloodborne Pathogens." Specifically, you requested information as to

the applicability of established human cell lines to the bloodborne

pathogens standard.

As you know, the standard provides protections to employees who have

occupational exposure to blood or other potentially infectious

materials (OPIM). Established cell lines, which are protected from

contamination with environmental organisms to ensure their integrity

for research purposed, are not considered to be OPIM, and are

therefore not covered under the bloodborne pathogens standard.

However, please bear in mind that established cell lines containing

the human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) are covered by the standard.

Primary cell lines, except those containing HIV, are also not covered

by the standard. However, employees who initially handle the tissue

from which any human cell lines are derived and do the initial steps

in the culture of the cells are covered by the standard because of

their reasonably anticipated exposure to unfixed tissues and blood.

We hope this information is responsive to your concerns. Thank you

for your interest in employee safety and health.

Sincerely,

Roger A. Clark, Director

Directorate of Compliance Programs
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We use human cell lines as a platform for the manufacture of

therapeutic proteins.  These cell lines go through all the

various testing and characterization stated in the OSHA

Interp letter that others have referenced.

We use BSL1 and BSL1-LS practices.  Although we consider

these cell lines exempt from the BBP, we still hold BBP

training sessions due to other materials of human origin

that we use.

Stay safe!

"Sail fast; live slow"

Barry D. Cohen, MPH, CBSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

700 Main Street  (E-216)

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4014

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

"Robert N. Latsch" wrote:

> Reproduced below is the only OSHA letter of intrepretation

> I know of that addresses cell lines and how they may be

> considered exempt from regulation.  This is a 1994

> document as Dr. Klenner  mentioned in his original query.

> As with most OSHA documents there is no black and white

> line.  There is however a lot of gray:) Bob Department of

> Labor Seal U.S. Department of Labor photos representing

> the workforce - digital imagery? copyright 2001 photodisc,

> inc.Occupational Safety & Health Administration

> Department of Labor Seal www.osha.gov [skip navigational

> links] Search    Advanced Search | A-Z Index

> Standard Interpretations

> 06/21/1994 - Applicability of 1910.1030 to establish human

> cell lines.
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> * Standard Number: 1910.1030

>

> June 21, 1994

>

> Dr. Diane Fleming

> President

> University of South Alabama

> College of Medicine

> CSAB 170

> Mobile, Alabama 36688

>

> Dear Dr. Fleming:

>

> This is in response to a September 23, 1993 letter from

> Joseph H. Coggin, an American Biological Safety

> Association member, requesting clarification of our August

> 3, 1993 letter of interpretation to the former ABSA

> President Dr. Jerome P. Schmidt. That letter attempted to

> explain the applicability of the Occupational Safety and

> Health Administration's (OSHA) standard 29 CFR 1910.1030,

> "Occupational Exposure to Bloodborne Pathogens," to

> establish human cell lines.

>

> Dr. Coggin informed us that our August 3, 1993 letter may

> be more confusing rather than enlightening to biological

> safety professionals.

>

> We have reconsidered our earlier comments and are

> providing a more detailed letter of interpretation. We

> regret any misunderstanding our earlier response may have

> caused.

>

> As you know, the Bloodborne Pathogens standard (BPS)

> provides protection to employees who have occupational

> exposure to human blood or other potentially infectious

> materials (OPIM). Established human cell lines* (see

> attachment) which are characterized** (see attachment) to

> be free of contamination from human hepatitis viruses,

> human immunodeficiency viruses, and other recognized

> bloodborne pathogens, are not considered to be OPIM and

> are not covered by BPS. Established human or other animal

> cell lines which are known to be or likely

> infected/contaminated with human microbes or agents

> classed as bloodborne pathogens, especially hepatitis

> viruses and human immunodeficiency viruses are covered by

> the BPS. The final judgement for making the determination

> that human or other animal cell lines in culture are free

> of bloodborne pathogens must be made by a Bio-safety

> Professional or other qualified scientist with the

> background and experience to review such potential

> contamination and risk, in accordance with the

> requirements of the BPS. Documentation that such cell

> lines are not OPIM should be a matter of written record

> and on file with the employer for OSHA review.

>

> All primary human cell explants from tissues and

> subsequent in vitro passages of human tissue explant

> cultures (human cell "strains" ***, see attachment) must

> be regarded as containing potential bloodborne pathogens

> and should be handled in accordance with the BPS.

> Non-transformed, human cell "strains", characterized by

> documented, reasonable laboratory testing as described in

> the attachment, to be free of human immunodeficiency

> virus, hepatitis viruses, or other bloodborne pathogens

> may be exempted from the standard's requirements. However,

> if such tissue explants or subsequent cultures are derived

> from human subjects known to carry bloodborne pathogens,

> such as hepatitis viruses or human immunodeficiency

> viruses or are deliberately infected with bloodborne

> pathogens, they must be handled in accordance with the

> precautions noted in the BPS. Likewise, animal tissues,

> explants or cell cultures known to be contaminated by

> deliberate infection with human immunodeficiency virus or

> Hepatitis B virus are also subject to the BPS.

> All laboratory work with primary human tissues or body

> fluids is covered by the BPS.

>

> We hope this information is responsive to your concerns

> and thank you for your interest in worker safety and

> health.

>

> Sincerely,

>

>

>

> Ruth E. McCully, Director

> Office of Health Compliance Assistance

>

> Enclosure

>

> DEFINITIONS

>

> * A Human Cell LINE is defined as in vitro or animal

> passaged (e.g., nude mouse) cultures or human cells that

> fulfill traditional requirements of a cell line

> designation. That is, the cells are immortalized cells,

> transformed by spontaneous mutation or natural or

> laboratory infection with an immortalizating agent such as

> Epstein-Barr virus (EBV). EBV is a bloodborne pathogen. It

> should be noted that human cervical carcinoma cells or

> other transformed human cell lines like HeLa cells are

> sometimes adulterated with laboratory pathogens

> accidentally introduced by cultivation with other cell

> cultures, or physically contaminated by other cell

> cultures handled in the same lab. In order to handle human

> HeLa cells, without having to comply with the requirements

> of the bloodborne pathogens standard (BPS), human HeLa

> cells should be documented to be pure HeLa cells and shown

> to be free of bloodborne pathogens by testing.

>

> **Characterization of human cells, for inclusion or

> exclusion from compliance with the BPS, would include

> screening of the cells lines or "strains" for viruses

> characterized as bloodborne pathogens by the Standard,

> including human immunodeficiency viruses, hepatitis

> viruses or EBV, if the cells are capable of propagating

> such viruses. Most cell lines are screened for human

> mycoplasmas and are free of bacterial and mycotic

> contaminants. Testing may include antigenic screening for

> viral or agent markers, co-cultivation with various

> indicator cells that allow contaminants to grow, or using

> molecular technology (polymerase chain reaction or nucleic

> acid hybridization) to identify latent viruses capable of

> infecting humans such as Herpesviruses(e.g., EBV), or

> papilloma members of the Papovavirus group, etc. Cell

> lines that are procured from commercial vendors or other

> sources with documented testing to be free of human

> bloodborne pathogens and which have been protected by the

> employer from environmental contamination may be excluded

> from the BPS.

>

> *** Human cell STRAINS are defined as cells propagated in

> vitro from primary explants of human tissue or body fluids

> which have finite lifetime (non-transformed) in tissue

> culture for 20-70 passages. Human cell "strains" must be

> handled as potential biohazards unless characterized by

> testing to be free of bloodborne pathogens (i.e., WI-38

> cells are often so documented).

>

>

>

> September 23, 1993

>

> Dr. Roger A. Clark, Director

> Directorate of Compliance Programs

> Occupational Safety and Health Administration

> Washington, DC 20210

>

> Dear Dr. Clark:

>

> The American Biological Safety Association [ABSA], of

> which I am a member, recently contacted your office

> concerning the inclusion of "well established human cell

> lines" under the OSHA 29 CFR 1910.1030. I have a copy of

> your response letter dated August 3, 1993 to Dr. Jerome

> Schmidt, President of ABSA. Dr. Schmidt had submitted the

> inquiry letter at the request of ABSA's Technical Review

> Committee. ABSA was seeking exclusion for the use of well

> characterized human cells lines from the Standard when the

> lines have been proven virus/agent free by rigorous

> techniques. Dr. Schmidt's letter to you of March 25, 1993

> acknowledges that "primary cultures" of human cells are

> potentially risky and require Universal Precautions. Well

> characterized human cells referenced in the ABSA inquiry

> means, I believe, transformed lines of human cells that

> have been tested with rigorous methods [e.g., culture,

> viral or agent antigen or markers, PCR in the case of

> human lymphocytes or epithelial cells for HIV or HBV,

> respectively].

>

> Two statements in your response cause me grave concerns as

> a biological safety professional. First, your statements

> go much further than ABSA members ever expected when you

> included, by implication, that "protected" established

> cell lines, "primary cell lines" [Strains?] as well as

> secondary or higher passaged human cells were excluded

> from the Standard. According to your letter, cell strains

> cultured from primary explants or subcultures after

> passage 1 would not be covered by the BBP Standard. Most

> virologists recognize that many such human subcultures of

> primary cells, endogenously infected in the donor with

> silent HTLV viruses, papilloma, JC, BK, CJ, herpes,

> hepatitis and other viruses, as well as possible

> intracellular bacterial pathogens may represent a real and

> present source for human infection. A person receiving

> secondary or subsequent cultures of human lymphocytes,

> fetal cell mixtures, or hepatocytes from a vendor or

> laboratory may be obtaining human cells that contain a

> myriad of human viruses including hepatitis viruses and

> even HIV without any knowledge that the agents are

> present. Recall that 1 in every 250 American donors of

> tissue today may have HIV and that many more persons may

> harbor HBV. Such human cell "strains" would not require

> careful testing to determine their status as infectious

> agent free cultures so long as they are not "primary

> cultures" or deliberately infected with HIV. According to

> your recommendation, these passages of cells can now be

> handled by personnel without compliance with 29 CFR

> 1919.1030. Rest assured, if this door is left open, many

> will use your statement in this way, even though I do not

> believe that is what you and OSHA meant to happen. All

> human cell primary explants, derived cell strains from

> these explants, at any passage, and established human cell

> lines should be included under the standard unless well

> characterized by rigorous techniques and shown to be free

> of the BBP agents.

> The second statement of concern in your letter is that

> "Established cell lines, which are protected from

> contamination with environmental organisms to ensure their

> integrity for research purposes, are not considered OPIM

> and, are therefore not covered under the Bloodborne

> Pathogen Standard". You then clarify this statement

> implying that if HIV is [deliberately] cultured in the

> cells, the established cell lines are included under the

> Standard. It is my considered opinion that your official

> interpretation will now cause great confusion. Human cell

> lines from the American Type Culture Collection [ATCC] and

> other sources bear clear warning that they may contain

> BBP. ATCC recommends that these cells must be handled at

> BL-2 and in compliance with the BBP Standard. It is clear

> that some BBPs, especially endogenous human retroviruses

> can be harbored in established cells. If taken literally,

> your statement says that these cells may be considered

> excluded from the BBP Standard as long as they are kept

> protected from contamination in the laboratory handling

> them. In fact, they may already be contaminated with a

> spectrum of viruses, some of which can only be detected

> with nucleic acid blotting techniques that are not used

> routinely to screen for common viruses. So long as the

> receiving lab protects them from contamination with

> environmental pathogens in that lab, handling them does

> not require compliance with the BBP Standard. This is a

> potentially dangerous precedent that will almost surely

> lead to a laboratory exposure to BBP in the American work

> place. Such established cells showing no active viral

> replication, may be induced by a variety of agents to

> replicate endogenous viruses that are capable of infecting

> humans, especially if a worker is cut handling the

> cultures. I know you meant to be helpful in making the

> statement; however, many lab workers and especially their

> supervisors are more interested in getting around having

> to comply with the Standard than in seriously considering

> the true risk. They will contend that they did not expose

> the cells to environmental pathogens in their handling and

> this may be true, but not relevant, if the cultures are

> already contaminated upon receipt in the lab. Many labs do

> not have knowledgeable biosafety professionals with real

> expertise to correctly advise them about the requirements

> for characterization of established cell lines to

> reasonably establish the lines are likely to be viral or

> agent free. Now these labs will have license to do so

> without fear of regulation so long as they do not culture

> the cells with other cultures of BBPs.

>

> ABSA was only asking for permission to exclude only well

> characterized human cell lines. Your letter gives

> authorization to exclude any human cell line, including

> secondary explants, so long as it is protected from

> environmental contamination with BBP in the recipient

> laboratory. Again, the cell line may already harbor BBP

> when received, but ignorance in this case would be

> adequate excuse to avoid compliance with the BBP Standard.

>

> Please reconsider these two statements in your letter very

> carefully. I support ABSA's request for excluding

> rigorously characterized human cell lines, proven to

> contain no BBPs by stringent techniques [PCR, sensitive

> antigen detection, stimulation and co-culture assays,

> enzyme analysis, etc], but the wording of your letter will

> generate great confusion when I know that you were

> attempting to be helpful and cooperative.

>

> Sincerely yours,

>

>

>

> Joseph H. Coggin, Jr. Ph.D.

> Professor and Chair, Microbiology and

> Immunology, Professor of Pathology, and Associate Dean

>

>

>

>

> November 10, 1993

>

> Dr. Jessica Sandler

> OSHA

> Office of Compliance Programs

> Occupational Safety and Health Administration

> Washington, DC 20210

>

> Dear Dr Sandler:

>

> Thank you for your phone call regarding my letter of

> September 23, 1993 to Dr. Roger Clark, Director of The

> Directorate of Compliance Programs of OSHA. A copy of his

> response to Dr. Schmidt of ABSA is enclosed for your

> reference, along with a suggested redraft that I composed

> to deal with the issues of concern raised in my letter to

> Dr. Clark. As you can see I kept to the theme of his

> letter, but believe I used more traditionally accepted

> definitions of terms used to refer to tissue cultures.

> I hope that these changes will be specific enough to be

> clarifying and faithful to the classic, widely accepted

> definitions of the terms "cell line" and "cell strain".

> The draft I enclose, hopefully will avoid the confusion I

> noted in the letter from Dr. Clark. I also defined the

> term "Characterization" to provide employers with a clear

> indication of the general laboratory testing criteria

> which should be used to establish human cell lines and

> strains as safe from the most problematic, non-treatable

> human blood borne pathogens.

>

> Thank you for this opportunity to be of service.

>

> Sincerely,

>

>

>

> Joseph H. Coggin, Jr. Ph.D.

> Professor and Chair and Professor of Pathology

>

>

>

>

> August 3, 1993

>

> Mr. Jerome P. Schmidt

> President

> American Biological Safety Association

> 1202 Allanson Road

> Mundelein, IL 60060

>

> Dear Mr. Schmidt:

>

> This is in response to your letter of March 25, requesting

> an interpretation of the Occupational Safety and Health

> Administration (OSHA) standard 29 CFR 1910.1030,

> "Occupational Exposure to Bloodborne Pathogens."

> Specifically, you requested information as to the

> applicability of established human cell lines to the

> bloodborne pathogens standard.

>

> As you know, the standard provides protections to

> employees who have occupational exposure to blood or other

> potentially infectious materials (OPIM). Established cell

> lines, which are protected from contamination with

> environmental organisms to ensure their integrity for

> research purposed, are not considered to be OPIM, and are

> therefore not covered under the bloodborne pathogens

> standard. However, please bear in mind that established

> cell lines containing the human immunodeficiency virus

> (HIV) are covered by the standard.

>

> Primary cell lines, except those containing HIV, are also

> not covered by the standard. However, employees who

> initially handle the tissue from which any human cell

> lines are derived and do the initial steps in the culture

> of the cells are covered by the standard because of their

> reasonably anticipated exposure to unfixed tissues and

> blood.

>

> We hope this information is responsive to your concerns.

> Thank you for your interest in employee safety and health.

>

> Sincerely,

>

>

>

> Roger A. Clark, Director

> Directorate of Compliance Programs
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Subject:      Re: Established Human Cell Lines

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_LQ0LGRZ99hiJY4bmZx35kg)"

--Boundary_(ID_LQ0LGRZ99hiJY4bmZx35kg)
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Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

James:  Several years ago I requested OSHA clarification of this point

by OSHA as a representative of The American Biological

Safety Association and finally got an official answer which we

circulated to the ABSA membership.  That is like the details of the

advice sent to you in the subsequent e mail responses to your inquiry

this morning .

Summarized, unless you can get a qualified scientists or biosafety rep

to run tests to eliminate contamination or harboring of all BBPs in

human primary, cell lines, explants, or human body fluids, you must

classify such work as BSL-2 biohazards by OSHA.  Nobody I know has ever

ventured to make such a claim nor guarantee, so I advise you to stick

with BSL-2 ranking for this work.  It isn't difficult for the protection

it provides.to use BSL-2.

Cheers,

Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D. RBP, CBSP

Professor and Chair,

Microbiology and Immunology Department

University of South Alabama,

College of Medicine,  LMB

Mobile, AL 36688

(251) 460-6314

Klenner, James wrote:

> I would appreciate some input from the group regarding the inclusion

> or exclusion of established human cell cultures from the Bloodborne

> Pathogen Standard. The most recent correspondence on the OSHA website

> dates back to 1994. Does anyone have a list of excluded human cell

> lines or cultures? Have you performed verification of exclusion

> on-site or used verification from vendors like ATCC? I just spoke with

> OSHA Compliance and was told they do not recognize vendor verification

> and would want to see institutional verification during an inspection.

> This came up this morning at an IBC meeting. I stated that a protocol

> using HeLa cells should be BL2 unless the culture can be documented

> not to harbor any BBPs. A PI countered that ATCC declares them to

> be BL1. My parry was that cell culture is typically performed under

> BL2 conditions anyway for sterility. The PI countered with the "undo"

> burden of completing a BL2 application vs.. a BL1 application. Before

> inciting yet another fire and pitchfork mob, I would really appreciate

> hearing from others.

> Thanks,

> Jim

>

> James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

> Biological Safety Manager

> INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

> Department of Environmental Health & Safety

> 620 Union Drive, Room 043

> Indianapolis, IN 46202

> (317) 274-2830

> Fax (317) 278-2158

>
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Ask them if they are willing to inject these cells into themselves. When

OSHA says that with the exception of feces and urine, (and then included

when contaminated with blood), everything from a human be he live or be

he dead is considered under the 29 CFR 1910.1030 Bloodborne Pathogens

Standard to be BloodBorne or OPIM, it has stated that everything from a

human then is regulated. Not ATCC, not the individual PI can argue that

it is not regulated. Since BSL-2 is the actual level that OSHA sites in

their practices section....most people think it is for only HIV, HBV

research....it is for ALL OPIM, and  BloodBorne Agents, then it stands

to reason that HeLa cells, Daudi, or any other cell line must be handled

as OPIM, under BSL-2 conditions.

I hope this helps you. I didn't pull this rabbit out of thin air...this

was from combing through the Preamble to the BBP Standard, going through

the interpretive letters etc., and just plain common sense...which isn't

common! On second thought, don't ask the PI's if they would inject the

cells into themselves. Remember the European Congress where the

discoverers of Vibrio presented it as the cause of Cholera?    Hint:

"Bottoms Up!!"

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Klenner, James [mailto:jklenner@IUPUI.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 1:42 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Established Human Cell Lines

I would appreciate some input from the group regarding the inclusion or

exclusion of established human cell cultures from the Bloodborne

Pathogen Standard. The most recent correspondence on the OSHA website

dates back to 1994. Does anyone have a list of excluded human cell lines

or cultures? Have you performed verification of exclusion on-site or

used verification from vendors like ATCC? I just spoke with OSHA

Compliance and was told they do not recognize vendor verification and

would want to see institutional verification during an inspection. This

came up this morning at an IBC meeting. I stated that a protocol using

HeLa cells should be BL2 unless the culture can be documented not to

harbor any BBPs. A PI countered that ATCC declares them to be BL1. My

parry was that cell culture is typically performed under BL2 conditions

anyway for sterility. The PI countered with the "undo" burden of

completing a BL2 application vs.. a BL1 application. Before inciting yet

another fire and pitchfork mob, I would really appreciate hearing from

others.

Thanks,

Jim

 James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158
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It is absurd to except feces and urine and not except HeLa cells from

the Standard.

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

        Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 12:29 PM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Re: Established Human Cell Lines

=09

=09

        Ask them if they are willing to inject these cells into

themselves. When OSHA says that with the exception of feces and urine,

(and then included when contaminated with blood), everything from a

human be he live or be he dead is considered under the 29 CFR 1910.1030

Bloodborne Pathogens Standard to be BloodBorne or OPIM, it has stated

that everything from a human then is regulated. Not ATCC, not the

individual PI can argue that it is not regulated. Since BSL-2 is the

actual level that OSHA sites in their practices section....most people

think it is for only HIV, HBV research....it is for ALL OPIM, and

BloodBorne Agents, then it stands to reason that HeLa cells, Daudi, or

any other cell line must be handled as OPIM, under BSL-2 conditions.

        I hope this helps you. I didn't pull this rabbit out of thin

air...this was from combing through the Preamble to the BBP Standard,

going through the interpretive letters etc., and just plain common

sense...which isn't common! On second thought, don't ask the PI's if

they would inject the cells into themselves. Remember the European

Congress where the discoverers of Vibrio presented it as the cause of

Cholera?    Hint: "Bottoms Up!!"

        Phil Hauck

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Klenner, James [mailto:jklenner@IUPUI.EDU]

        Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 1:42 PM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Established Human Cell Lines

        I would appreciate some input from the group regarding the

inclusion or exclusion of established human cell cultures from the

Bloodborne Pathogen Standard. The most recent correspondence on the OSHA

website dates back to 1994. Does anyone have a list of excluded human

cell lines or cultures? Have you performed verification of exclusion

on-site or used verification from vendors like ATCC? I just spoke with

OSHA Compliance and was told they do not recognize vendor verification

and would want to see institutional verification during an inspection.

This came up this morning at an IBC meeting. I stated that a protocol

using HeLa cells should be BL2 unless the culture can be documented not

to harbor any BBPs. A PI countered that ATCC declares them to be BL1. My

parry was that cell culture is typically performed under BL2 conditions

anyway for sterility. The PI countered with the "undo" burden of

completing a BL2 application vs.. a BL1 application. Before inciting yet

another fire and pitchfork mob, I would really appreciate hearing from

others.

        Thanks,

        Jim

         James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

        Biological Safety Manager

        INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

        Department of Environmental Health & Safety

        620 Union Drive, Room 043

        Indianapolis, IN 46202

        (317) 274-2830

        Fax (317) 278-2158
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You might ask him for the ATCC documentation indicating the work can be done at BL1. I would be surprised to see that from ATCC. Everything I have seen from them has had very large disclaimers indicating they do not certify lines BBP free, we can't test for what we haven't discovered, etc. They are also very helpful on the phone and are accustomed to receiving these calls regularly.

Erik

At 03:29 PM 7/24/2003 -0400, you wrote: 

---= --Original Message----- 

From: Klenner, James [mailto:jklenner@IU= PUI.EDU] 

Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 1:42 PM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Established Human Cell Lines

I would appreciate some input from the group regarding the inclusion or exclusion of established human cell cultures from the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard. The most recent correspondence on the OSHA website dates back to 1994. Does anyone have a list of excluded human cell lines or cultures? Have you performed verification of exclusion on-site or used verification from vendors like ATCC? I just spoke with OSHA Compliance and was told they do not recognize vendor verification and would want to see institutional verification during an inspection. This came up this morning at an IBC meeting. I stated that a protocol using HeLa cells should be BL2 unless the culture can be documented not to harbor any BBPs. A PI countered that ATCC declares them to be BL1. My parry was that cell culture is typically performed under BL2 conditions anyway for sterility. The PI countered with the "undo" burden of completing a BL2 application vs.. a BL1 application. Before inciting yet another fire and pitchfork mob, I would really appreciate hearing from others.

Thanks,

Jim

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA 

Biological Safety Manager 

INDIANA= UNIVERSITY -= PURDUE= UNIVERSITY INDIANAPOLIS 

Department of Environmental= Health & Safety 

620 Union Drive, Room= 043 

Indianapolis, IN 46202= 

(317) 274-2830 

Fax (317)= 278-2158
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I agree...on the similar considerations that others have profered

earlier in this discussion. In my training sessions, I tell everyone to

treat even urine and feces the same as all other OPIM, human body

fluids. It is consistent with the Universal Practices concept and takes

decision-making out of people's hands.

Some folks will argue, but as was pointed out, unless you test for every

known BBP...there may be one there! And the regulation covers all BBP's

not just HIV, HBV. Somebody could have picked up malaria on a trip,

visit a dentist and the dentist delivering a block can come down with it

after unsuccessfully recapping his needle (happened:MMWR).

Simian foamy virus has been found hitch-hiking along with HIV, HTLV, and

how many of us have SV-40 in us as a result of our polio shots? We don't

know everything and the condition of everything.

And since everyone uses a BSC for tissue culture anyhow (sound

familiar??), let's be consistent in our practices...at least in Academic

Research labs. This approach may be more problematic in BT /

Pharmaceutical / Production labs and operations. But at least in

academic labs, researchers should not be whining about the undo rigors

of using BSL-2! After all it's an autoclave, a sink, a BSC but above

all...good standard microbiological practice.

I keep quiet, now.....

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Mullen, Seth [mailto:smullen@UCSD.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 3:43 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Established Human Cell Lines

It is absurd to except feces and urine and not except HeLa cells from

the Standard.

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

        Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 12:29 PM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Re: Established Human Cell Lines

        Ask them if they are willing to inject these cells into

themselves. When OSHA says that with the exception of feces and urine,

(and then included when contaminated with blood), everything from a

human be he live or be he dead is considered under the 29 CFR 1910.1030

Bloodborne Pathogens Standard to be BloodBorne or OPIM, it has stated

that everything from a human then is regulated. Not ATCC, not the

individual PI can argue that it is not regulated. Since BSL-2 is the

actual level that OSHA sites in their practices section....most people

think it is for only HIV, HBV research....it is for ALL OPIM, and

BloodBorne Agents, then it stands to reason that HeLa cells, Daudi, or

any other cell line must be handled as OPIM, under BSL-2 conditions.

        I hope this helps you. I didn't pull this rabbit out of thin

air...this was from combing through the Preamble to the BBP Standard,

going through the interpretive letters etc., and just plain common

sense...which isn't common! On second thought, don't ask the PI's if

they would inject the cells into themselves. Remember the European

Congress where the discoverers of Vibrio presented it as the cause of

Cholera?    Hint: "Bottoms Up!!"

        Phil Hauck

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Klenner, James [mailto:jklenner@IUPUI.EDU]

        Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 1:42 PM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Established Human Cell Lines

        I would appreciate some input from the group regarding the

inclusion or exclusion of established human cell cultures from the

Bloodborne Pathogen Standard. The most recent correspondence on the OSHA

website dates back to 1994. Does anyone have a list of excluded human

cell lines or cultures? Have you performed verification of exclusion

on-site or used verification from vendors like ATCC? I just spoke with

OSHA Compliance and was told they do not recognize vendor verification

and would want to see institutional verification during an inspection.

This came up this morning at an IBC meeting. I stated that a protocol

using HeLa cells should be BL2 unless the culture can be documented not

to harbor any BBPs. A PI countered that ATCC declares them to be BL1. My

parry was that cell culture is typically performed under BL2 conditions

anyway for sterility. The PI countered with the "undo" burden of

completing a BL2 application vs.. a BL1 application. Before inciting yet

another fire and pitchfork mob, I would really appreciate hearing from

others.

        Thanks,

        Jim

         James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

        Biological Safety Manager

        INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

        Department of Environmental Health & Safety

        620 Union Drive, Room 043

        Indianapolis, IN 46202

        (317) 274-2830

        Fax (317) 278-2158
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I've used this in BBP training when asked for justification. Its from ATCC's web site, FAQ's.

Are ATCC human cell lines tested for viruses such as Epstein-Barr (EBV) virus, human immunodeficiency virus (HIV, AIDS virus), human T cell leukemia (HTLV), and hepatitis B virus? Are ATCC cell lines tested for bovine viral diarrhea virus (BVDV)?

Answer: Some of our human cell lines are known to produce EBV, HTLV, or hepatitis virus, and this information is given in the catalog description and on product sheets. In addition, the human lung cell lines in our CCL collection have been screened and found negative for viruses by procedures that are detailed in our quality control manual (egg inoculation, hemadsorption, and co-cultivation with indicator cells). At this time, ATCC is distributing the HIV-positive line H9/HTLV-IIIB (ATCC CRL-8543). However, some of our other patent deposits have been derived from AIDS patients and may carry HIV.

Since it is not possible for us to test every cell line for every possible virus, we rely on the tests performed by the depositor. We recommend that all human cell lines be accorded the same level of biosafety consideration as a line known to carry HIV. With infectious virus assays or viral antigen assays, even a negative test result may leave open the possible existence of a latent viral genome. Thus, it is best to use caution when handling any human cell line. Concerning BVDV, the virus is present in most serum samples, often at very low levels. Hence, it is probably present in all cell lines in which it can replicate unless the cultures have been grown in rigidly tested sera or sera of non-bovine origins. A paper describing a tests of some ATCC lines was published in 1994 [S.R. Bolin et al. (1994) Survey of cell lines in the American Type Culture Collection for bovine viral diarrhea virus. J. Virol. Methods 48:211]. Lines that are positive for BVDV are so described in the ATCC catalog descriptions.

Susie Thomas, RN, Industrial Hygienist

Dept. of Environmental Health & Safety

University of Louisville

msthom03@louisville.edu

Phone:  (502) 852-2961

Fax:       (502) 852-0880

>>> ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU 07/24/03 03:44PM >>>

You might ask him for the ATCC documentation indicating the work can be done at BL1. I would be surprised to see that from ATCC. Everything I have seen from them has had very large disclaimers indicating they do not certify lines BBP free, we can't test for what we haven't discovered, etc. They are also very helpful on the phone and are accustomed to receiving these calls regularly.

Erik

At 03:29 PM 7/24/2003 -0400, you wrote:

-----Original Message-----

From: Klenner, James [mailto:jklenner@IUPUI.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 1:42 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Established Human Cell Lines

I would appreciate some input from the group regarding the inclusion or exclusion of established human cell cultures from the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard. The most recent correspondence on the OSHA website dates back to 1994. Does anyone have a list of excluded human cell lines or cultures? Have you performed verification of exclusion on-site or used verification from vendors like ATCC? I just spoke with OSHA Compliance and was told they do not recognize vendor verification and would want to see institutional verification during an inspection. This came up this morning at an IBC meeting. I stated that a protocol using HeLa cells should be BL2 unless the culture can be documented not to harbor any BBPs. A PI countered that ATCC declares them to be BL1. My parry was that cell culture is typically performed under BL2 conditions anyway for sterility. The PI countered with the "undo" burden of completing a BL2 application vs.. a BL1 application. Before inciting yet another fire and pitchfork mob, I would really appreciate hearing from others.

Thanks,

Jim

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158
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If this is an IBC issue, you may want to cite Appendix H of the CDC/NIH BMBL

which recommends the use of BSL-2 practices and facilities.

Mario Soares

Biological Safety Officer

Manager, Biological Safety

University of Texas M.D. Anderson

"Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@CWRU.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU on 07/24/2003 01:28:29 PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent by:  owner-biosafty@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

cc:

Subject:  Re: Established Human Cell Lines

Reproduced below is the only OSHA letter of intrepretation I know of that

addresses cell lines and how they may be considered exempt from regulation.

This is a 1994 document as Dr. Klenner

--0__=eZO90zFYRjQqgICKvaLLHQE3SONEhgJgtKGjI7IanKp1gTye6T0J7Tdw
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 mentioned in his original query. As

with most OSHA documents there is no black and white line. There is however a

lot of gray:)

Bob

Department of Labor Seal U.S. Department of Labor photos representing the

workforce - digital imagery? copyright 2001 photodisc, inc.

Occupational Safety & Health Administration

Department of Labor Seal www.osha.gov [skip navigational links] Search

Advanced Search | A-Z Index

Standard Interpretations

06/21/1994 - Applicability of 1910.1030 to establish human cell lines.

Standard Interpretations - Table of Contents Standard Interpretations -

 Table of Contents * Standard Number: 1910.1030

June 21, 1994

Dr. Diane Fleming

President

University of South Alabama

College of Medicine

CSAB 170

Mobile, Alabama 36688

Dear Dr. Fleming:

This is in response to a September 23, 1993 letter from Joseph H. Coggin, an

American Biological Safety Association member, requesting clarification of our

August 3, 1993 letter of interpretation to the former ABSA President Dr. Jerome

P. Schmidt. That letter attempted to explain the applicability of the

Occupational Safety and Health Administration's (OSHA) standard 29 CFR

1910.1030, "Occupational Exposure to Bloodborne Pathogens," to establish human

cell lines.

Dr. Coggin informed us that our August 3, 1993 letter may be more confusing

rather than enlightening to biological safety professionals.

We have reconsidered our earlier comments and are providing a more detailed

letter of interpretation. We regret any misunderstanding our earlier response

may have caused.

As you know, the Bloodborne Pathogens standard (BPS) provides protection to

employees who have occupational exposure to human blood or other potentially

infectious materials (OPIM). Established human cell lines* (see attachment)

which are characterized** (see attachment) to be free of contamination from

human hepatitis viruses, human immunodeficiency viruses, and other recognized

bloodborne pathogens, are not considered to be OPIM and are not covered by BPS.

Established human or other animal cell lines which are known to be or likely

infected/contaminated with human microbes or agents classed as bloodborne

pathogens, especially hepatitis viruses and human immunodeficiency viruses are

covered by the BPS. The final judgement for making the determination that human

or other animal cell lines in culture are free of bloodborne pathogens must be

made by a Bio-safety Professional or other qualified scientist with the

background and experience to review such potential contamination and risk, in

accordance with the requirements of the BPS. Documentation that such cell lines

are not OPIM should be a matter of written record and on file with the employer

for OSHA review.

All primary human cell explants from tissues and subsequent in vitro passages of

human tissue explant cultures (human cell "strains" ***, see attachment) must be

regarded as containing potential bloodborne pathogens and should be handled in

accordance with the BPS. Non-transformed, human cell "strains", characterized by

documented, reasonable laboratory testing as described in the attachment, to be

free of human immunodeficiency virus, hepatitis viruses, or other bloodborne

pathogens may be exempted from the standard's requirements. However, if such

tissue explants or subsequent cultures are derived from human subjects known to

carry bloodborne pathogens, such as hepatitis viruses or human immunodeficiency

viruses or are deliberately infected with bloodborne pathogens, they must be

handled in accordance with the precautions noted in the BPS. Likewise, animal

tissues, explants or cell cultures known to be contaminated by deliberate

infection with human immunodeficiency virus or Hepatitis B virus are also

subject to the BPS.

All laboratory work with primary human tissues or body fluids is covered by the

BPS.

We hope this information is responsive to your concerns and thank you for your

interest in worker safety and health.

Sincerely,

Ruth E. McCully, Director

Office of Health Compliance Assistance

Enclosure

DEFINITIONS

* A Human Cell LINE is defined as in vitro or animal passaged (e.g., nude mouse)

cultures or human cells that fulfill traditional requirements of a cell line

designation. That is, the cells are immortalized cells, transformed by

spontaneous mutation or natural or laboratory infection with an immortalizating

agent such as Epstein-Barr virus (EBV). EBV is a bloodborne pathogen. It should

be noted that human cervical carcinoma cells or other transformed human cell

lines like HeLa cells are sometimes adulterated with laboratory pathogens

accidentally introduced by cultivation with other cell cultures, or physically

contaminated by other cell cultures handled in the same lab. In order to handle

human HeLa cells, without having to comply with the requirements of the

bloodborne pathogens standard (BPS), human HeLa cells should be documented to be

pure HeLa cells and shown to be free of bloodborne pathogens by testing.

**Characterization of human cells, for inclusion or exclusion from compliance

with the BPS, would include screening of the cells lines or "strains" for

viruses characterized as bloodborne pathogens by the Standard, including human

immunodeficiency viruses, hepatitis viruses or EBV, if the cells are capable of

propagating such viruses. Most cell lines are screened for human mycoplasmas and

are free of bacterial and mycotic contaminants. Testing may include antigenic

screening for viral or agent markers, co-cultivation with various indicator

cells that allow contaminants to grow, or using molecular technology (polymerase

chain reaction or nucleic acid hybridization) to identify latent viruses capable

of infecting humans such as Herpesviruses(e.g., EBV), or papilloma members of

the Papovavirus group, etc. Cell lines that are procured from commercial vendors

or other sources with documented testing to be free of human bloodborne

pathogens and which have been protected by the employer from environmental

contamination may be excluded from the BPS.

*** Human cell STRAINS are defined as cells propagated in vitro from primary

explants of human tissue or body fluids which have finite lifetime

(non-transformed) in tissue culture for 20-70 passages. Human cell "strains"

must be handled as potential biohazards unless characterized by testing to be

free of bloodborne pathogens (i.e., WI-38 cells are often so documented).

September 23, 1993

Dr. Roger A. Clark, Director

Directorate of Compliance Programs

Occupational Safety and Health Administration

Washington, DC 20210

Dear Dr. Clark:

The American Biological Safety Association [ABSA], of which I am a member,

recently contacted your office concerning the inclusion of "well established

human cell lines" under the OSHA 29 CFR 1910.1030. I have a copy of your

response letter dated August 3, 1993 to Dr. Jerome Schmidt, President of ABSA.

Dr. Schmidt had submitted the inquiry letter at the request of ABSA's Technical

Review Committee. ABSA was seeking exclusion for the use of well characterized

human cells lines from the Standard when the lines have been proven virus/agent

free by rigorous techniques. Dr. Schmidt's letter to you of March 25, 1993

acknowledges that "primary cultures" of human cells are potentially risky and

require Universal Precautions. Well characterized human cells referenced in the

ABSA inquiry means, I believe, transformed lines of human cells that have been

tested with rigorous methods [e.g., culture, viral or agent antigen or markers,

PCR in the case of human lymphocytes or epithelial cells for HIV or HBV,

respectively].

Two statements in your response cause me grave concerns as a biological safety

professional. First, your statements go much further than ABSA members ever

expected when you included, by implication, that "protected" established cell

lines, "primary cell lines" [Strains?] as well as secondary or higher passaged

human cells were excluded from the Standard. According to your letter, cell

strains cultured from primary explants or subcultures after passage 1 would not

be covered by the BBP Standard. Most virologists recognize that many such human

subcultures of primary cells, endogenously infected in the donor with silent

HTLV viruses, papilloma, JC, BK, CJ, herpes, hepatitis and other viruses, as

well as possible intracellular bacterial pathogens may represent a real and

present source for human infection. A person receiving secondary or subsequent

cultures of human lymphocytes, fetal cell mixtures, or hepatocytes from a vendor

or laboratory may be obtaining human cells that contain a myriad of human

viruses including hepatitis viruses and even HIV without any knowledge that the

agents are present. Recall that 1 in every 250 American donors of tissue today

may have HIV and that many more persons may harbor HBV. Such human cell

"strains" would not require careful testing to determine their status as

infectious agent free cultures so long as they are not "primary cultures" or

deliberately infected with HIV. According to your recommendation, these passages

of cells can now be handled by personnel without compliance with 29 CFR

1919.1030. Rest assured, if this door is left open, many will use your statement

in this way, even though I do not believe that is what you and OSHA meant to

happen. All human cell primary explants, derived cell strains from these

explants, at any passage, and established human cell lines should be included

under the standard unless well characterized by rigorous techniques and shown to

be free of the BBP agents.

The second statement of concern in your letter is that "Established cell lines,

which are protected from contamination with environmental organisms to ensure

their integrity for research purposes, are not considered OPIM and, are

therefore not covered under the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard". You then clarify

this statement implying that if HIV is [deliberately] cultured in the cells, the

established cell lines are included under the Standard. It is my considered

opinion that your official interpretation will now cause great confusion. Human

cell lines from the American Type Culture Collection [ATCC] and other sources

bear clear warning that they may contain BBP. ATCC recommends that these cells

must be handled at BL-2 and in compliance with the BBP Standard. It is clear

that some BBPs, especially endogenous human retroviruses can be harbored in

established cells. If taken literally, your statement says that these cells may

be considered excluded from the BBP Standard as long as they are kept protected

from contamination in the laboratory handling them. In fact, they may already be

contaminated with a spectrum of viruses, some of which can only be detected with

nucleic acid blotting techniques that are not used routinely to screen for

common viruses. So long as the receiving lab protects them from contamination

with environmental pathogens in that lab, handling them does not require

compliance with the BBP Standard. This is a potentially dangerous precedent that

will almost surely lead to a laboratory exposure to BBP in the American work

place. Such established cells showing no active viral replication, may be

induced by a variety of agents to replicate endogenous viruses that are capable

of infecting humans, especially if a worker is cut handling the cultures. I know

you meant to be helpful in making the statement; however, many lab workers and

especially their supervisors are more interested in getting around having to

comply with the Standard than in seriously considering the true risk. They will

contend that they did not expose the cells to environmental pathogens in their

handling and this may be true, but not relevant, if the cultures are already

contaminated upon receipt in the lab. Many labs do not have knowledgeable

biosafety professionals with real expertise to correctly advise them about the

requirements for characterization of established cell lines to reasonably establish the lines are likely to be viral or agent free. Now these labs will

have license to do so without fear of regulation so long as they do not culture

the cells with other cultures of BBPs.

ABSA was only asking for permission to exclude only well characterized human

cell lines. Your letter gives authorization to exclude any human cell line,

including secondary explants, so long as it is protected from environmental

contamination with BBP in the recipient laboratory. Again, the cell line may

already harbor BBP when received, but ignorance in this case would be adequate

excuse to avoid compliance with the BBP Standard.

Please reconsider these two statements in your letter very carefully. I support

ABSA's request for excluding rigorously characterized human cell lines, proven

to contain no BBPs by stringent techniques [PCR, sensitive antigen detection,

stimulation and co-culture assays, enzyme analysis, etc], but the wording of

your letter will generate great confusion when I know that you were attempting

to be helpful and cooperative.

Sincerely yours,

Joseph H. Coggin, Jr. Ph.D.

Professor and Chair, Microbiology and

Immunology, Professor of Pathology, and Associate Dean

November 10, 1993

Dr. Jessica Sandler

OSHA

Office of Compliance Programs

Occupational Safety and Health Administration

Washington, DC 20210

Dear Dr Sandler:

Thank you for your phone call regarding my letter of September 23, 1993 to Dr.

Roger Clark, Director of The Directorate of Compliance Programs of OSHA. A copy

of his response to Dr. Schmidt of ABSA is enclosed for your reference, along

with a suggested redraft that I composed to deal with the issues of concern

raised in my letter to Dr. Clark. As you can see I kept to the theme of his

letter, but believe I used more traditionally accepted definitions of terms used

to refer to tissue cultures.

I hope that these changes will be specific enough to be clarifying and faithful

to the classic, widely accepted definitions of the terms "cell line" and "cell

strain". The draft I enclose, hopefully will avoid the confusion I noted in the

letter from Dr. Clark. I also defined the term "Characterization" to provide

employers with a clear indication of the general laboratory testing criteria

which should be used to establish human cell lines and strains as safe from the

most problematic, non-treatable human blood borne pathogens.

Thank you for this opportunity to be of service.

Sincerely,

Joseph H. Coggin, Jr. Ph.D.

Professor and Chair and Professor of Pathology

August 3, 1993

Mr. Jerome P. Schmidt

President

American Biological Safety Association

1202 Allanson Road

Mundelein, IL 60060

Dear Mr. Schmidt:

This is in response to your letter of March 25, requesting an interpretation of

the Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) standard 29 CFR

1910.1030, "Occupational Exposure to Bloodborne Pathogens." Specifically, you

requested information as to the applicability of established human cell lines to

the bloodborne pathogens standard.

As you know, the standard provides protections to employees who have

occupational exposure to blood or other potentially infectious materials (OPIM).

Established cell lines, which are protected from contamination with

environmental organisms to ensure their integrity for research purposed, are not

considered to be OPIM, and are therefore not covered under the bloodborne

pathogens standard. However, please bear in mind that established cell lines

containing the human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) are covered by the standard.

Primary cell lines, except those containing HIV, are also not covered by the

standard. However, employees who initially handle the tissue from which any

human cell lines are derived and do the initial steps in the culture of the

cells are covered by the standard because of their reasonably anticipated

exposure to unfixed tissues and blood.

We hope this information is responsive to your concerns. Thank you for your

interest in employee safety and health.

Sincerely,

Roger A. Clark, Director

Directorate of Compliance Programs
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Date:         Thu, 24 Jul 2003 16:17:06 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      HeLa

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

Out of curiosity I checked the ATCC catalog (online at www.atcc.org) and all

of the HeLa lines are rated at BL2.

Richie Fink

_________________________________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 24 Jul 2003 15:17:58 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Matthew S Philpott <mphilp1@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Handling Transgenic Mice w/ Lentiviral Vectors

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Here I would have to agree with the PI.  Except for HIV and SIV, there are

no other known lentiviruses that can infect humans or human cells.  These

clones described by the PI are not replication competent, so even if they

could infect a human cell (highly unlikely) they couldn't spread to other

cells.

The wording in the BMBL specifically states "full-length infectious

molecular genomes" and "infectious clones derived from nonhuman viruses"

neither of which is the case here.

Matt Philpott, Ph.D.

Manager, Biological Safety

Louisiana State University

Baton Rouge, LA  70803

"Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 07/24/2003

11:11:21 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:    (bcc: Matthew S Philpott/mphilp1/LSU)

Subject:    Re: Handling Transgenic Mice w/ Lentiviral Vectors

 CDC's BMBL is pretty clear on that?.that even though the

lentivirusesare animal pathogens that are being used, they still can insert

ProviralDNA derived from the virus into human cell nuclei. SO whatever has

been inserted into the viral genome is going to be there in the human cell

for a while. BSL-2 and ABSL-2 are the way to go.SEE:BMBL; Section VII:

Laboratory work with retroviral vectors, especially those containing

full-length infectious molecular genomes (HIV-1), should be handled in

BSL-2 facilities under BSL-2/3 practice. This includes infectious clones

derived from nonhuman viruses, but possessing xenotropic(especially for

human cells) host ranges.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert Holthausen [mailto:rholthausen@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 11:57 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Handling Transgenic Mice w/ Lentiviral Vectors

I am new to the Biosafety field. I have received the information below

from a PI. He is questioning an IBC specification of BSL2 and IACUC ABSL2.

We are looking for information on how other labs are handling Lentiviral

vectors for gene delivery into transgenic mice and what BSL is being us=

ed

for housing and handling the animals.

I would appreciate anyone's input on this risk assessment.

Thanks in advance,

Bob

"holding transgenic mice carrying lentiviral vectors (not infectious

viruses, not self-replicating) The lentiviral vector is designed for

future human gene therapy. It was originally derived from lentivirus but

viral replication elements are removed. The vector carrying the gene of

interest will be microinjected into oocytes in our Transgenic Core Facility

to generate the transgenic mice (carrying PSA, PSA-B7.1 from human). These

animals will be maintained in the DLAR. They will not be subject to

lentiviral exposure except that they carry a piece of DNA from the vector

(they do not produce viruses either). "

Bob Holthausen

Stony Brook University

EH&S=
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Date:         Thu, 24 Jul 2003 13:58:14 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Ward, Connie B" <Connie.Ward@MED.VA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Established Human Cell Lines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

There is always the possibility of the presence of an unknown viral agent in

cell cultures.

  Viruses or viral genomes are carried in different ways by cells and

unmasked as infectious entities by a variety of operations.

Long-term culture of cells enhances the risk of rescuing an oncogenic agent

and short-

term culture of freshly isolated cells can release an infectious virus due

to an

indigenous infection.

        Perhaps it is best to err on the side of caution?

Connie Ward

Biosafety Officer

Research & Development

VA Puget Sound Health Care System

Seattle,  WA  98108

(206) 277-1238

(206) 768-5200 (FAX)

-----Original Message-----

From: Barry D. Cohen [mailto:bcohen@TKTX.COM]

Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 11:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Established Human Cell Lines

We use human cell lines as a platform for the manufacture of

therapeutic proteins.  These cell lines go through all the

various testing and characterization stated in the OSHA

Interp letter that others have referenced.

We use BSL1 and BSL1-LS practices.  Although we consider

these cell lines exempt from the BBP, we still hold BBP

training sessions due to other materials of human origin

that we use.

Stay safe!

"Sail fast; live slow"

Barry D. Cohen, MPH, CBSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

700 Main Street  (E-216)

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4014

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

"Robert N. Latsch" wrote:

> Reproduced below is the only OSHA letter of intrepretation

> I know of that addresses cell lines and how they may be

> considered exempt from regulation.  This is a 1994

> document as Dr. Klenner  mentioned in his original query.

> As with most OSHA documents there is no black and white

> line.  There is however a lot of gray:) Bob Department of

> Labor Seal U.S. Department of Labor photos representing

> the workforce - digital imagery? copyright 2001 photodisc,

> inc.Occupational Safety & Health Administration

> Department of Labor Seal www.osha.gov [skip navigational

> links] Search    Advanced Search | A-Z Index

> Standard Interpretations

> 06/21/1994 - Applicability of 1910.1030 to establish human

> cell lines.

> Standard Interpretations - Table of Contents Standard

> Interpretations - Table of Contents

> * Standard Number: 1910.1030

>

> June 21, 1994

>

> Dr. Diane Fleming

> President

> University of South Alabama

> College of Medicine

> CSAB 170

> Mobile, Alabama 36688

>

> Dear Dr. Fleming:

>

> This is in response to a September 23, 1993 letter from

> Joseph H. Coggin, an American Biological Safety

> Association member, requesting clarification of our August

> 3, 1993 letter of interpretation to the former ABSA

> President Dr. Jerome P. Schmidt. That letter attempted to

> explain the applicability of the Occupational Safety and

> Health Administration's (OSHA) standard 29 CFR 1910.1030,

> "Occupational Exposure to Bloodborne Pathogens," to

> establish human cell lines.

>

> Dr. Coggin informed us that our August 3, 1993 letter may

> be more confusing rather than enlightening to biological

> safety professionals.

>

> We have reconsidered our earlier comments and are

> providing a more detailed letter of interpretation. We

> regret any misunderstanding our earlier response may have

> caused.

>

> As you know, the Bloodborne Pathogens standard (BPS)

> provides protection to employees who have occupational

> exposure to human blood or other potentially infectious

> materials (OPIM). Established human cell lines* (see

> attachment) which are characterized** (see attachment) to

> be free of contamination from human hepatitis viruses,

> human immunodeficiency viruses, and other recognized

> bloodborne pathogens, are not considered to be OPIM and

> are not covered by BPS. Established human or other animal

> cell lines which are known to be or likely

> infected/contaminated with human microbes or agents

> classed as bloodborne pathogens, especially hepatitis

> viruses and human immunodeficiency viruses are covered by

> the BPS. The final judgement for making the determination

> that human or other animal cell lines in culture are free

> of bloodborne pathogens must be made by a Bio-safety

> Professional or other qualified scientist with the

> background and experience to review such potential

> contamination and risk, in accordance with the

> requirements of the BPS. Documentation that such cell

> lines are not OPIM should be a matter of written record

> and on file with the employer for OSHA review.

>

> All primary human cell explants from tissues and

> subsequent in vitro passages of human tissue explant

> cultures (human cell "strains" ***, see attachment) must

> be regarded as containing potential bloodborne pathogens

> and should be handled in accordance with the BPS.

> Non-transformed, human cell "strains", characterized by

> documented, reasonable laboratory testing as described in

> the attachment, to be free of human immunodeficiency

> virus, hepatitis viruses, or other bloodborne pathogens

> may be exempted from the standard's requirements. However,

> if such tissue explants or subsequent cultures are derived

> from human subjects known to carry bloodborne pathogens,

> such as hepatitis viruses or human immunodeficiency

> viruses or are deliberately infected with bloodborne

> pathogens, they must be handled in accordance with the

> precautions noted in the BPS. Likewise, animal tissues,

> explants or cell cultures known to be contaminated by

> deliberate infection with human immunodeficiency virus or

> Hepatitis B virus are also subject to the BPS.

> All laboratory work with primary human tissues or body

> fluids is covered by the BPS.

>

> We hope this information is responsive to your concerns

> and thank you for your interest in worker safety and

> health.

>

> Sincerely,

>

>

>

> Ruth E. McCully, Director

> Office of Health Compliance Assistance

>

> Enclosure

>

> DEFINITIONS

>

> * A Human Cell LINE is defined as in vitro or animal

> passaged (e.g., nude mouse) cultures or human cells that

> fulfill traditional requirements of a cell line

> designation. That is, the cells are immortalized cells,

> transformed by spontaneous mutation or natural or

> laboratory infection with an immortalizating agent such as

> Epstein-Barr virus (EBV). EBV is a bloodborne pathogen. It

> should be noted that human cervical carcinoma cells or

> other transformed human cell lines like HeLa cells are

> sometimes adulterated with laboratory pathogens

> accidentally introduced by cultivation with other cell

> cultures, or physically contaminated by other cell

> cultures handled in the same lab. In order to handle human

> HeLa cells, without having to comply with the requirements

> of the bloodborne pathogens standard (BPS), human HeLa

> cells should be documented to be pure HeLa cells and shown

> to be free of bloodborne pathogens by testing.

>

> **Characterization of human cells, for inclusion or

> exclusion from compliance with the BPS, would include

> screening of the cells lines or "strains" for viruses

> characterized as bloodborne pathogens by the Standard,

> including human immunodeficiency viruses, hepatitis

> viruses or EBV, if the cells are capable of propagating

> such viruses. Most cell lines are screened for human

> mycoplasmas and are free of bacterial and mycotic

> contaminants. Testing may include antigenic screening for

> viral or agent markers, co-cultivation with various

> indicator cells that allow contaminants to grow, or using

> molecular technology (polymerase chain reaction or nucleic

> acid hybridization) to identify latent viruses capable of

> infecting humans such as Herpesviruses(e.g., EBV), or

> papilloma members of the Papovavirus group, etc. Cell

> lines that are procured from commercial vendors or other

> sources with documented testing to be free of human

> bloodborne pathogens and which have been protected by the

> employer from environmental contamination may be excluded

> from the BPS.

>

> *** Human cell STRAINS are defined as cells propagated in

> vitro from primary explants of human tissue or body fluids

> which have finite lifetime (non-transformed) in tissue

> culture for 20-70 passages. Human cell "strains" must be

> handled as potential biohazards unless characterized by

> testing to be free of bloodborne pathogens (i.e., WI-38

> cells are often so documented).

>

>

>

> September 23, 1993

>

> Dr. Roger A. Clark, Director

> Directorate of Compliance Programs

> Occupational Safety and Health Administration

> Washington, DC 20210

>

> Dear Dr. Clark:

>

> The American Biological Safety Association [ABSA], of

> which I am a member, recently contacted your office

> concerning the inclusion of "well established human cell

> lines" under the OSHA 29 CFR 1910.1030. I have a copy of

> your response letter dated August 3, 1993 to Dr. Jerome

> Schmidt, President of ABSA. Dr. Schmidt had submitted the

> inquiry letter at the request of ABSA's Technical Review

> Committee. ABSA was seeking exclusion for the use of well

> characterized human cells lines from the Standard when the

> lines have been proven virus/agent free by rigorous

> techniques. Dr. Schmidt's letter to you of March 25, 1993

> acknowledges that "primary cultures" of human cells are

> potentially risky and require Universal Precautions. Well

> characterized human cells referenced in the ABSA inquiry

> means, I believe, transformed lines of human cells that

> have been tested with rigorous methods [e.g., culture,

> viral or agent antigen or markers, PCR in the case of

> human lymphocytes or epithelial cells for HIV or HBV,

> respectively].

>

> Two statements in your response cause me grave concerns as

> a biological safety professional. First, your statements

> go much further than ABSA members ever expected when you

> included, by implication, that "protected" established

> cell lines, "primary cell lines" [Strains?] as well as

> secondary or higher passaged human cells were excluded

> from the Standard. According to your letter, cell strains

> cultured from primary explants or subcultures after

> passage 1 would not be covered by the BBP Standard. Most

> virologists recognize that many such human subcultures of

> primary cells, endogenously infected in the donor with

> silent HTLV viruses, papilloma, JC, BK, CJ, herpes,

> hepatitis and other viruses, as well as possible

> intracellular bacterial pathogens may represent a real and

> present source for human infection. A person receiving

> secondary or subsequent cultures of human lymphocytes,

> fetal cell mixtures, or hepatocytes from a vendor or

> laboratory may be obtaining human cells that contain a

> myriad of human viruses including hepatitis viruses and

> even HIV without any knowledge that the agents are

> present. Recall that 1 in every 250 American donors of

> tissue today may have HIV and that many more persons may

> harbor HBV. Such human cell "strains" would not require

> careful testing to determine their status as infectious

> agent free cultures so long as they are not "primary

> cultures" or deliberately infected with HIV. According to

> your recommendation, these passages of cells can now be

> handled by personnel without compliance with 29 CFR

> 1919.1030. Rest assured, if this door is left open, many

> will use your statement in this way, even though I do not

> believe that is what you and OSHA meant to happen. All

> human cell primary explants, derived cell strains from

> these explants, at any passage, and established human cell

> lines should be included under the standard unless well

> characterized by rigorous techniques and shown to be free

> of the BBP agents.

> The second statement of concern in your letter is that

> "Established cell lines, which are protected from

> contamination with environmental organisms to ensure their

> integrity for research purposes, are not considered OPIM

> and, are therefore not covered under the Bloodborne

> Pathogen Standard". You then clarify this statement

> implying that if HIV is [deliberately] cultured in the

> cells, the established cell lines are included under the

> Standard. It is my considered opinion that your official

> interpretation will now cause great confusion. Human cell

> lines from the American Type Culture Collection [ATCC] and

> other sources bear clear warning that they may contain

> BBP. ATCC recommends that these cells must be handled at

> BL-2 and in compliance with the BBP Standard. It is clear

> that some BBPs, especially endogenous human retroviruses

> can be harbored in established cells. If taken literally,

> your statement says that these cells may be considered

> excluded from the BBP Standard as long as they are kept

> protected from contamination in the laboratory handling

> them. In fact, they may already be contaminated with a

> spectrum of viruses, some of which can only be detected

> with nucleic acid blotting techniques that are not used

> routinely to screen for common viruses. So long as the

> receiving lab protects them from contamination with

> environmental pathogens in that lab, handling them does

> not require compliance with the BBP Standard. This is a

> potentially dangerous precedent that will almost surely

> lead to a laboratory exposure to BBP in the American work

> place. Such established cells showing no active viral

> replication, may be induced by a variety of agents to

> replicate endogenous viruses that are capable of infecting

> humans, especially if a worker is cut handling the

> cultures. I know you meant to be helpful in making the

> statement; however, many lab workers and especially their

> supervisors are more interested in getting around having

> to comply with the Standard than in seriously considering

> the true risk. They will contend that they did not expose

> the cells to environmental pathogens in their handling and

> this may be true, but not relevant, if the cultures are

> already contaminated upon receipt in the lab. Many labs do

> not have knowledgeable biosafety professionals with real

> expertise to correctly advise them about the requirements

> for characterization of established cell lines to

> reasonably establish the lines are likely to be viral or

> agent free. Now these labs will have license to do so

> without fear of regulation so long as they do not culture

> the cells with other cultures of BBPs.

>

> ABSA was only asking for permission to exclude only well

> characterized human cell lines. Your letter gives

> authorization to exclude any human cell line, including

> secondary explants, so long as it is protected from

> environmental contamination with BBP in the recipient

> laboratory. Again, the cell line may already harbor BBP

> when received, but ignorance in this case would be

> adequate excuse to avoid compliance with the BBP Standard.

>

> Please reconsider these two statements in your letter very

> carefully. I support ABSA's request for excluding

> rigorously characterized human cell lines, proven to

> contain no BBPs by stringent techniques [PCR, sensitive

> antigen detection, stimulation and co-culture assays,

> enzyme analysis, etc], but the wording of your letter will

> generate great confusion when I know that you were

> attempting to be helpful and cooperative.

>

> Sincerely yours,

>

>

>

> Joseph H. Coggin, Jr. Ph.D.

> Professor and Chair, Microbiology and

> Immunology, Professor of Pathology, and Associate Dean

>

>

>

>

> November 10, 1993

>

> Dr. Jessica Sandler

> OSHA

> Office of Compliance Programs

> Occupational Safety and Health Administration

> Washington, DC 20210

>

> Dear Dr Sandler:

>

> Thank you for your phone call regarding my letter of

> September 23, 1993 to Dr. Roger Clark, Director of The

> Directorate of Compliance Programs of OSHA. A copy of his

> response to Dr. Schmidt of ABSA is enclosed for your

> reference, along with a suggested redraft that I composed

> to deal with the issues of concern raised in my letter to

> Dr. Clark. As you can see I kept to the theme of his

> letter, but believe I used more traditionally accepted

> definitions of terms used to refer to tissue cultures.

> I hope that these changes will be specific enough to be

> clarifying and faithful to the classic, widely accepted

> definitions of the terms "cell line" and "cell strain".

> The draft I enclose, hopefully will avoid the confusion I

> noted in the letter from Dr. Clark. I also defined the

> term "Characterization" to provide employers with a clear

> indication of the general laboratory testing criteria

> which should be used to establish human cell lines and

> strains as safe from the most problematic, non-treatable

> human blood borne pathogens.

>

> Thank you for this opportunity to be of service.

>

> Sincerely,

>

>

>

> Joseph H. Coggin, Jr. Ph.D.

> Professor and Chair and Professor of Pathology

>

>

>

>

> August 3, 1993

>

> Mr. Jerome P. Schmidt

> President

> American Biological Safety Association

> 1202 Allanson Road

> Mundelein, IL 60060

>

> Dear Mr. Schmidt:

>

> This is in response to your letter of March 25, requesting

> an interpretation of the Occupational Safety and Health

> Administration (OSHA) standard 29 CFR 1910.1030,

> "Occupational Exposure to Bloodborne Pathogens."

> Specifically, you requested information as to the

> applicability of established human cell lines to the

> bloodborne pathogens standard.

>

> As you know, the standard provides protections to

> employees who have occupational exposure to blood or other

> potentially infectious materials (OPIM). Established cell

> lines, which are protected from contamination with

> environmental organisms to ensure their integrity for

> research purposed, are not considered to be OPIM, and are

> therefore not covered under the bloodborne pathogens

> standard. However, please bear in mind that established

> cell lines containing the human immunodeficiency virus

> (HIV) are covered by the standard.

>

> Primary cell lines, except those containing HIV, are also

> not covered by the standard. However, employees who

> initially handle the tissue from which any human cell

> lines are derived and do the initial steps in the culture

> of the cells are covered by the standard because of their

> reasonably anticipated exposure to unfixed tissues and

> blood.

>

> We hope this information is responsive to your concerns.

> Thank you for your interest in employee safety and health.

>

> Sincerely,

>

>

>

> Roger A. Clark, Director

> Directorate of Compliance Programs

> Standard Interpretations - Table of Contents Standard

> Interpretations - Table of Contents

>

>

> Back to Top Back to Top www.osha.gov www.dol.gov

> Contact Us | Freedom of Information Act | Customer Survey

> Privacy and Security Statement | Disclaimers

> Occupational Safety & Health Administration

> 200 Constitution Avenue, NW

> Washington, DC 20210

>
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I would really like to thank all of you that responded to my earlier email regarding BL2 designations for human cell lines. It's great to know I read the regs the same way others do. I started to write an email to our IBC membership and soon realized the depth of my message made it too long for an email message. I'm working on a Word document outlining my position and hope to finish it by tomorrow. After I send it to the IBC, I will post it here (as well as our website).

On a less serious note, the highlight of this morning's meeting was a member pointing at me and asking' "Who made him dictator?" The best part of my job is being able to back up what I say with regulations, e.g., I'm not making this up folks! The second best thing is that after I send out my memo tomorrow - I go on vacation for two weeks! I hope my office is still here.

Thanks again,

Jim

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158
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Well Jim, if its any consolation to you we have a new investigator here who did his postdoc at your institution and he seems to think you're quite reasonable. For a dictator ;-) .

Gwynn

Gwynn M. Daniels, Ph.D.

Laboratory Safety Advisor

Assistant Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Radiation Safety

Oregon Health & Science University

Office phone: 503-494-0655

Pager: 503-494-4799 x15869

>>> jklenner@IUPUI.EDU 07/24/03 02:02PM >>>

I would really like to thank all of you that responded to my earlier email regarding BL2 designations for human cell lines. It's great to know I read the regs the same way others do. I started to write an email to our IBC membership and soon realized the depth of my message made it too long for an email message. I'm working on a Word document outlining my position and hope to finish it by tomorrow. After I send it to the IBC, I will post it here (as well as our website).

On a less serious note, the highlight of this morning's meeting was a member pointing at me and asking' "Who made him dictator?" The best part of my job is being able to back up what I say with regulations, e.g., I'm not making this up folks! The second best thing is that after I send out my memo tomorrow - I go on vacation for two weeks! I hope my office is still here.

Thanks again,

Jim

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158
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Two questions for the collective wisdom of the group (which by the way has

about 620 subscribers):

1) Does anyone use a database, software package to tract inventory of

organisms and/or toxins.  If so, what database/software, pros/cons,

likes/dislikes would be appreciated.  I am thinking that this would make a

nice article for the ABSA journal.

2) Do you allow your investigators to use their own blood in their research?

  Do you allow blood draws in the lab? By nonMD/RN/LPN/Phlebotomists?

Thanks muchly,

Richie Fink

rfink978@hotmail.com

rfink@wyeth.com
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Richie, I would appreciate it if you could copy me on any replies you get about the inventory tracking.

Cheers,

Michelle Losos

Biohazard Containment and Safety Division

Division des biorisques, du confinement et de la s=E9curit=E9

CFIA / ACIA

Phone: (613) 221-7069

Fax/T=E9l=E9copieur: (613) 228-6129

>>> rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM 07/25/03 08:57am >>>

Two questions for the collective wisdom of the group (which by the way has

about 620 subscribers):

1) Does anyone use a database, software package to tract inventory of

organisms and/or toxins.  If so, what database/software, pros/cons,

likes/dislikes would be appreciated.  I am thinking that this would make a

nice article for the ABSA journal.

2) Do you allow your investigators to use their own blood in their =

research?

  Do you allow blood draws in the lab? By nonMD/RN/LPN/Phlebotomists?

Thanks muchly,

Richie Fink

rfink978@hotmail.com

rfink@wyeth.com
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Hi Rich:

How's the private sector treating you?

1)  I use a stubby pencil.

2)  We use an Informed Consent Form, reviewed by Legal.  We get someone from our

Occ Doc Shop to draw blood, using our First Aid Room.

Hope all is going well.

To the Biosafty List, I am sailing to Scituate Harbor for the weekend and then

Sunday night going to Fenway Park to watch the Red Sox and Yankees.  Does it get

any better than that?

Sail Fast; Live Slow.

Regards,

Barry Cohen

TKT

Richard Fink wrote:

> Two questions for the collective wisdom of the group (which by the way has

> about 620 subscribers):

>

> 1) Does anyone use a database, software package to tract inventory of

> organisms and/or toxins.  If so, what database/software, pros/cons,

> likes/dislikes would be appreciated.  I am thinking that this would make a

> nice article for the ABSA journal.

>

> 2) Do you allow your investigators to use their own blood in their research?

>   Do you allow blood draws in the lab? By nonMD/RN/LPN/Phlebotomists?

>

> Thanks muchly,

>

> Richie Fink

> rfink978@hotmail.com

> rfink@wyeth.com

> 
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Dear Jim

Many thanks for starting a stimulating discussion. I look forward to reading

your document when you circulate it . On the British side of the pond, we

have very similar physical and operational requirements for researchers

working with organisms that you describe as BL2. The methods of working

resemble the Universal Precautions used by medical and nursing staff.

Where possible, we supplement the physical barriers by immunisation against

Hepatitis B.  However some researchers who accept that all human materials

should be treated as infected for physical segregation purposes take a

different view when they receive a strong recommendation from Occupational

Health that they should be immunised against Hepatitis B. They regard

immunisation as a dangerous process and attempts to persuade them to be

immunised are seen as a threat to their human rights. They start to

construct arguments that there are really two types of human materials,

infectious and non-infectious. Of course, the cell lines they intend to work

with will all fit into the non-infectious category and they want me to do

what the real experts at ATCC are unwillingly to do, namely set up a

definitive list of what is infectious and what is not. I have not set up

this classification as I can imagine the legal problems if a person who

followed my classification were to become infected while working with a cell

line that I had classified as harmless. The culture could have become

infected subsequently, or the person could have become infected from another

source.

I would be interested to hear how the problem of reluctance to be vaccinated

is dealt with in the U.S.A.  If there is not a readily accessible article on

this, maybe we need a new discussion thread.

Meanwhile, enjoy your vacation.

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

  -----Original Message-----

  From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Klenner, James

  Sent: 24 July 2003 22:02

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Subject: Cell line thanks!

  I would really like to thank all of you that responded to my earlier email

regarding BL2 designations for human cell lines. It's great to know I read

the regs the same way others do. I started to write an email to our IBC

membership and soon realized the depth of my message made it too long for an

email message. I'm working on a Word document outlining my position and hope

to finish it by tomorrow. After I send it to the IBC, I will post it here

(as well as our website).

  On a less serious note, the highlight of this morning's meeting was a

member pointing at me and asking' "Who made him dictator?" The best part of

my job is being able to back up what I say with regulations, e.g., I'm not

making this up folks! The second best thing is that after I send out my memo

tomorrow - I go on vacation for two weeks! I hope my office is still here.

  Thanks again,

  Jim

  James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

  Biological Safety Manager

  INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

  Department of Environmental Health & Safety

  620 Union Drive, Room 043

  Indianapolis, IN 46202

  (317) 274-2830

  Fax (317) 278-2158
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Wow, Richard...did you think you would have that many "devotees" when

you started the list?? Alas, we still use the old fashioned

method....PAPER!

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM]

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 8:57 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Survey time again

Two questions for the collective wisdom of the group (which by the way

has

about 620 subscribers):

1) Does anyone use a database, software package to tract inventory of

organisms and/or toxins.  If so, what database/software, pros/cons,

likes/dislikes would be appreciated.  I am thinking that this would make

a

nice article for the ABSA journal.

2) Do you allow your investigators to use their own blood in their

research?

  Do you allow blood draws in the lab? By nonMD/RN/LPN/Phlebotomists?

Thanks muchly,

Richie Fink

rfink978@hotmail.com

rfink@wyeth.com

_________________________________________________________________
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AS for drawing and using your own blood...my co-worker was desperate and

actually drew his own blood...in the lab. I thought he was shooting up

at first, with the latex tube between his teeth and the needle in his

arm...he grumbled something about me being [uncertain] late. Yes this

happened! He was Syrian...tougher man than I!!

We used our own blood as controls when I  did immunological

research...but we never took the blood sample in the lab, we did not use

needles from the lab, and we never transformed our own cells...we

weighed it but we realized that to immortalize our own (mine)cells was a

very dangerous and risky proposition.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM]

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 8:57 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Survey time again

Two questions for the collective wisdom of the group (which by the way

has

about 620 subscribers):

1) Does anyone use a database, software package to tract inventory of

organisms and/or toxins.  If so, what database/software, pros/cons,

likes/dislikes would be appreciated.  I am thinking that this would make

a

nice article for the ABSA journal.

2) Do you allow your investigators to use their own blood in their

research?

  Do you allow blood draws in the lab? By nonMD/RN/LPN/Phlebotomists?

Thanks muchly,

Richie Fink

rfink978@hotmail.com

rfink@wyeth.com

_________________________________________________________________
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Richie,

We use Access as a database and input the info after every lab =

inspection. We also keep tabs on current personnel within each lab to =

better track training and updates.

We do allow PIs to use their own blood, as well as any of their staff =

that "volunteer". However, prior to any work using any human blood they =

must first obtain IRB approval. I'm not too involved with any of our =

IRBs so I don't know what training or experience requirements are in =

place for the phlebotomist.

Jim

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM]

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 7:57 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Survey time again

Two questions for the collective wisdom of the group (which by the way has

about 620 subscribers):

1) Does anyone use a database, software package to tract inventory of

organisms and/or toxins.  If so, what database/software, pros/cons,

likes/dislikes would be appreciated.  I am thinking that this would make a

nice article for the ABSA journal.

2) Do you allow your investigators to use their own blood in their research?

  Do you allow blood draws in the lab? By nonMD/RN/LPN/Phlebotomists?

Thanks muchly,

Richie Fink

rfink978@hotmail.com

rfink@wyeth.com
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1) No we don't have an inventory.

2) We allow blood draws, by a phlebotomist in the OHS office.  We number

the sample so the person's info. is not available to the researcher.

It's overseen by an Occupational Physician.  We have limits on how much

can be drawn at one time and how frequently they can donate.  We pay

them for donating.  We have a consent form that people sign to join

which legal reviewed.  We encourage people not to use their own blood

for their own research.

Hilary R. McNulty

Senior Manager, Environmental Health & Safety

Millennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

75 Sidney Street

Cambridge, MA  02139

617-444-1368

fax 617-374-7677

mcnulty@mpi.com

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM]

>Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 8:57 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Survey time again

>

>Two questions for the collective wisdom of the group (which by the way

has about 620 subscribers):

>

>1) Does anyone use a database, software package to tract inventory of

>organisms and/or toxins.  If so, what database/software, pros/cons,

>likes/dislikes would be appreciated.  I am thinking that this would

make a

>nice article for the ABSA journal.

>

>2) Do you allow your investigators to use their own blood in their

>research?

>  Do you allow blood draws in the lab? By nonMD/RN/LPN/Phlebotomists?

>

>Thanks muchly,

>

>Richie Fink

>rfink978@hotmail.com

>rfink@wyeth.com
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We use an Access database to track biohazards/potential biohazards,

including biological toxins, in our facilities. It is a system that we

developed in-house with the help of a consultant.

We do not allow employees to draw their own or each others blood, unless

it is part of an IRB approved protocol, and then, the employee drawing the

blood has to have certain required credentials, e.g., licensed med. tech.

Employees of pharmaceutical companies are considered "at risk" of being

coerced to participate in studies to help the company, so employee blood

draws must meet the same criteria with informed consents, that are used

for other clinical trials.

Mary Cipriano

Abbott Laboratories

mary.cipriano@abbott.com

Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

07/25/2003 07:57 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        Survey time again

Two questions for the collective wisdom of the group (which by the way has

about 620 subscribers):

1) Does anyone use a database, software package to tract inventory of

organisms and/or toxins.  If so, what database/software, pros/cons,

likes/dislikes would be appreciated.  I am thinking that this would make a

nice article for the ABSA journal.

2) Do you allow your investigators to use their own blood in their

research?

  Do you allow blood draws in the lab? By nonMD/RN/LPN/Phlebotomists?

Thanks muchly,

Richie Fink

rfink978@hotmail.com

rfink@wyeth.com
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Hello fellow Midwesterners..(and everyone else of course)

There may already be one.. but if not..I'm just throwing this out to see if

there is any interest in forming some kind of Midwest Biosafety Group..

Kath Harris

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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We allowed employees to be blood donors, but they had to sign a consent

form and were paid for the donation.  All blood samples were then

labeled with a unique i.d. number only know to the person drawing the

blood.  Blood drawing was only performed by a trained phlebotomists.

According to our legal counsel at the time the form was developed, there

was a case in Ca. where an employee donated blood that resulted in a

significant research discovery for the company.  The arguement was over

"adequate compensation" for his donation.  Since my information is from

a secondary source, I'm not sure of the accurancy.

Best regards,

Dean M. Calhoun, CIH

Affygility Solutions, LLC

13498 Cascade Street

Broomfield, CO 80020

phone: 303-884-3028

fax: 303-469-3944

email: dcalhoun@affygility.com

Affygility Solutions, providing strategic environmental, health, and

safety solutions to the biotechnology, pharmaceutical, and medical

device industry.  Go to http://www.affygility.com

<http://www.affygility.com/>  to advance your career.

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Mary Cipriano

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 8:38 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Survey time again

We use an Access database to track biohazards/potential biohazards,

including biological toxins, in our facilities. It is a system that we

developed in-house with the help of a consultant.

We do not allow employees to draw their own or each others blood, unless

it is part of an IRB approved protocol, and then, the employee drawing

the blood has to have certain required credentials, e.g., licensed med.

tech. Employees of pharmaceutical companies are considered "at risk" of

being coerced to participate in studies to help the company, so employee

blood draws must meet the same criteria with informed consents, that are

used for other clinical trials.

Mary Cipriano

Abbott Laboratories

mary.cipriano@abbott.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 25 Jul 2003 11:00:58 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Baxley, Karen" <BaxleyK@MEDIMMUNE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Survey time again

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

1) We use an excel spread sheet we developed to track organisms. 

2) Like Mary and Hilary's groups, pretty much (although not until very recently when legal and HR backed up EHS in this)

-we require IRB approved protocols (general though so apply to many uses not involving genetic testing)

-qualify donors annually with tests for HepB, HIV, HTLV I, HepC, CBC, and ALT.  Doc does tests after informed consent, does not share results or names with us.

-have researchers request what they need from the contracted occupational health doc whose office contacts potential donors to avoid coercion either way (either "I really need your blood because it works so well in my assay" or "I really need dinner money for a date tonight" - both happened here)

-have the blood drawn at our Occ Health docs office and coded so researchers do not know who the blood is from.  We do use the same donor code each time so researchers can compare temporally.

-We give doc a check quarterly and they pay donors cash, account to us only by volume and date, not name

-ask our warehouse group to pick it up so the donor doesn't get observed bringing it back

-if we ever were to bring it back in house, would qualify phlebotomists annually under the supervision of the occ doc and have a non-involved group (safety or HR, for example) be the administrator to track donor's max volumes, request from researchers, etc.  Donation was always in a clinic in-house, never in a lab.

That said as EHS, back when I was doing undergrad research I stuck myself a few times, too, to get a few mL of blood.  I used the back of my hand as I couldn't work the angle to reach the elbow!  Never asked, never told, until now!  And my prof also never asked...

Karen

Karen P. Baxley, CSP

Senior Manager, Environment, Health and Safety

MedImmune, Inc.

35 West Watkins Mill Road

Gaithersburg, MD 20878

Office 301-527-4313

Fax    240-632-4048

Pager 877-646-1869

baxleyk@medimmune.com
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>From: "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Survey time again

>Date: Fri, 25 Jul 2003 09:19:27 -0400

>

>Wow, Richard...did you think you would have that many "devotees" when

>you started the list

Hell no, when this started I didn't think that there were 100 biosafety

folks worldwide!  The growth of the list has been phenom.  I repeatedly

thank you all for your insights!

Richie
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Excellent idea Kath! Count this Hoosier in!

Jim

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 9:44 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Midwest Biosafety Group

Hello fellow Midwesterners..(and everyone else of course)

There may already be one.. but if not..I'm just throwing this out to see if

there is any interest in forming some kind of Midwest Biosafety Group..

Kath Harris

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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Kathryn

I am very interested.

Would you be willing to coordinate the initial interest

responses?  After a couple weeks, we could figure out who's

interested, find out when we could talk/meet, while we plot how

to make the Midwest Safe?

Elizabeth

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! SiteBuilder - Free, easy-to-use web site design software

http://sitebuilder.yahoo.com
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I, too, am interested.

Lori Keen

Lab Manager, Biology

Calvin College

616-526-6080

"What a woman wants is not as a woman to act or rule,

but as a nature to grow, as an intellect to discern, as a soul

to live freely and unimpeded to unfold such powers as

[God has] given her."  Margaret Fuller
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From:         "Kinsey, Melina" <MKinsey@MRIRESEARCH.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Midwest Biosafety Group

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Kathryn

I am also interested.  Also, when the group is formalized, I would be happy to add the information to the ABSA web page.

Melina

Melina Kinsey, RBP

Biosafety Officer

Midwest Research Institute

Florida Division

1470 Treeland Blvd. S.E.

Palm Bay, Florida 32909-2211

mkinsey@mriresearch.org

(321) 723-4547 ext. 404

(321) 722-2514 (Fax)

(321) 759-1018 (cell)

-----Original Message-----

From: Lori Keen [mailto:keel@CALVIN.EDU]

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 11:59 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Midwest Biosafety Group

I, too, am interested.

Lori Keen

Lab Manager, Biology

Calvin College

616-526-6080

"What a woman wants is not as a woman to act or rule,

but as a nature to grow, as an intellect to discern, as a soul

to live freely and unimpeded to unfold such powers as

[God has] given her."  Margaret Fuller
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Subject:      Re: Midwest Biosafety Group
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Count me in too, Kath. We had a few meetings in Madison among the local community several years ago...so there are other folks here who'd be interested as well.

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 277-2462

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 9:44 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Midwest Biosafety Group

Hello fellow Midwesterners..(and everyone else of course)

There may already be one.. but if not..I'm just throwing this out to see if

there is any interest in forming some kind of Midwest Biosafety Group..

Kath Harris

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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Richie -

While the use of "in-house" blood donors seems to be an accepted practice

within the biotech industry, I don't like it.  There has long been a

common-sense understanding that no one should ever work with or handle his

or her own source material in a lab setting.  The opportunities for

autoinoculation are numerous and the risk of modification of "self" material

and/or the development of autoimmune illness is evident.  If your company is

dead-set on having an in-house donor program, I recommend the following:

> 1. have the entire program (including proposed uses of the materials,

> experimental protocols, the tracking and ID system and the Informed Consent

> formally approved by the resident IRB and IBC, preferably in consultation with

> the Legal department;

> 2. allow only trained phlebotomists draw the blood; and

> 3. require a foolproof (toughie!) tracking and ID system that will ensure that

> an donor=B9s source material NEVER ends up anywhere near the donor=B9s own lab

You want to do everything you can to avoid that rare possibility of mishap

with really nasty consequences.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biomedical Safety Consultant

On 7/25/03 5:57 AM, "Richard Fink" <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM> wrote:

> Two questions for the collective wisdom of the group (which by the way has

> about 620 subscribers):

>

> 1) Does anyone use a database, software package to tract inventory of

> organisms and/or toxins.  If so, what database/software, pros/cons,

> likes/dislikes would be appreciated.  I am thinking that this would make a

> nice article for the ABSA journal.

>

> 2) Do you allow your investigators to use their own blood in their research?

> Do you allow blood draws in the lab? By nonMD/RN/LPN/Phlebotomists?
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It seems like there is at least enough initial interest in forming a group

from the email I have received so far.. so how about this.. if you're

interested in exploring this possibility send your details (if you didn't

already) to me via email. Also put the word out to colleagues who may not

be on the biosafty listserv. I shall compile a list and in a few weeks when

we've drummed up more interest I'll contact everyone and we can concoct a

plan of action.

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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From:         David Lumby <david.lumby@ABBOTT.COM>

Subject:      Re: Midwest Biosafety Group
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I went to some of the Madison meetings and presented once.  They were

excellent forums (thanks to Jan Klein and others), but it seemed we didn't

have quite enough people to keep the thing going.  Opening up a bigger

pool would be a great idea.

Dave

David Lumby, CIH, CSP

david.lumby@abbott.com

Michael Betlach <michael.betlach@PROMEGA.COM>

Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

07/25/2003 11:09 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        Re: Midwest Biosafety Group

Count me in too, Kath. We had a few meetings in Madison among the local

community several years ago...so there are other folks here who'd be

interested as well.

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 277-2462

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 9:44 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Midwest Biosafety Group

Hello fellow Midwesterners..(and everyone else of course)

There may already be one.. but if not..I'm just throwing this out to see

if

there is any interest in forming some kind of Midwest Biosafety Group..

Kath Harris

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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Jim and Fellow BIOSAFTY-ers -

Given the interest shown in this iteration of the near-annual cell line

discussion, I thought I=B9d share a copy of the text of a letter I wrote for

IBC distribution to PIs while I was BSO at UCSF.  The same question that Jim

Klenner asked had arisen from high within the senior ranks of Faculty.  I

must admit I was proud of my IBC=B9s response.  I don=B9t think the entire

discussion lasted more than five minutes and the decision was never anything

but unanimous.

The document is a scanned TIFF, which should open with just about any

graphics program.  Unfortunately, I haven=B9t yet figured out the OCR part of

my new scanner so this is the best I can do on short notice.  Hope you find

it useful (or at least interesting).

A great weekend to all ...

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biomedical Safety Consultant

408-772-4118

biosafety@comcast.net
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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I'm interested too.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 11:21 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Midwest Biosafety Group Part II

It seems like there is at least enough initial interest in forming a group

from the email I have received so far.. so how about this.. if you're

interested in exploring this possibility send your details (if you didn't

already) to me via email. Also put the word out to colleagues who may not

be on the biosafty listserv. I shall compile a list and in a few weeks when

we've drummed up more interest I'll contact everyone and we can concoct a

plan of action.

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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The concept of corp. biosafety is somewhat new here and the Corp. committee

is just getting up and running.  At the last meeting there was a surprise

discussion re: blood drawing.  The extent and looseness was very surprising.

  Hence I was requested to poll the collective wisdom to see what is the

"norm".  This will aide in developing a policy.  One part is already known -

no use of ones own blood.

Thanks for your answer - corp life is interesting,

Richie

>From: Glenn Funk <biosafety@COMCAST.NET>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Survey time again

>Date: Fri, 25 Jul 2003 09:19:55 -0700

>

>Richie -

>

>While the use of "in-house" blood donors seems to be an accepted practice

>within the biotech industry, I don't like it.  There has long been a

>common-sense understanding that no one should ever work with or handle his

>or her own source material in a lab setting.  The opportunities for

>autoinoculation are numerous and the risk of modification of "self"

>material

>and/or the development of autoimmune illness is evident.  If your company

>is

>dead-set on having an in-house donor program, I recommend the following:

>

> > 1. have the entire program (including proposed uses of the materials,

> > experimental protocols, the tracking and ID system and the Informed

>Consent

> > formally approved by the resident IRB and IBC, preferably in

>consultation with

> > the Legal department;

> > 2. allow only trained phlebotomists draw the blood; and

> > 3. require a foolproof (toughie!) tracking and ID system that will

>ensure that

> > an donor9s source material NEVER ends up anywhere near the donor9s own

>lab

>

>You want to do everything you can to avoid that rare possibility of mishap

>with really nasty consequences.

>

>-- Glenn

>

>

>Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

>Biomedical Safety Consultant

>

>======================================================

>

>

>On 7/25/03 5:57 AM, "Richard Fink" <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM> wrote:

>

> > Two questions for the collective wisdom of the group (which by the way

>has

> > about 620 subscribers):

> >

> > 1) Does anyone use a database, software package to tract inventory of

> > organisms and/or toxins.  If so, what database/software, pros/cons,

> > likes/dislikes would be appreciated.  I am thinking that this would make

>a

> > nice article for the ABSA journal.

> >

> > 2) Do you allow your investigators to use their own blood in their

>research?

> > Do you allow blood draws in the lab? By nonMD/RN/LPN/Phlebotomists?

> >

> > Thanks muchly,

> >

> > Richie Fink

> > rfink978@hotmail.com

> > rfink@wyeth.com

> >

> > _________________________________________________________________

> >   

> >   

>

_________________________________________________________________

MSN 8 with e-mail virus protection service: 2 months FREE*

http://join.msn.com/?page=features/virus
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            Glenn- thank's for sharing that letter with us.....my copy

is under "Bioagents" right now. You folks really hit the nail on

the head with that one.

            Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Glenn Funk [mailto:biosafety@COMCAST.NET]

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 1:01 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Established Human Cell Lines

Jim and Fellow BIOSAFTY-ers -

Given the interest shown in this iteration of the near-annual cell line

discussion, I thought I'd share a copy of the text of a letter I wrote

for IBC distribution to PIs while I was BSO at UCSF.  The same question

that Jim Klenner asked had arisen from high within the senior ranks of

Faculty.  I must admit I was proud of my IBC's response.  I don't think

the entire discussion lasted more than five minutes and the decision was

never anything but unanimous.

The document is a scanned TIFF, which should open with just about any

graphics program.  Unfortunately, I haven't yet figured out the OCR part

of my new scanner so this is the best I can do on short notice.  Hope

you find it useful (or at least interesting).

A great weekend to all ...

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biomedical Safety Consultant

408-772-4118

biosafety@comcast.net
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I'll never pass up an opportunity to tell war stories . . .  mgh

----------------------------------

Michael G. Hanna

Mgr - Biological & Laboratory Safety

Occupational Safety & Environmental Health

University of Michigan

Ph. 734-647-2318

Fx. 734-763-1185

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 10:44 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Midwest Biosafety Group

Hello fellow Midwesterners..(and everyone else of course)

There may already be one.. but if not..I'm just throwing this out to see if

there is any interest in forming some kind of Midwest Biosafety Group..

Kath Harris

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C352DC.E09BB750"

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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Count me in!  I think we may have more interest in Cincinnati: Dotti

Gauggel, BSO for Procter & Gamble, and my counterpart & BSO at Cincinnati

Children's Medical Center.  Hopefully, they subscribe to this listserve and

will express interest, as well.

I vote for Chicago for a first meeting but I understand an ABSA course may

be offered in Cincinnati next Spring so some coordination with that might

work well, too.

Erin Dunn

Program Coordinator,  Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati

Phone: 558-5210

Fax: 558-5088

M.L.  0460
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For our British friend - Stuart.  In the US the way we deal with vaccination reluctance is our Occupational Health Departments allows the vaccine recipient to "decline" the vaccination after they have informed them of the risks and hazards of getting the associated disease.  We call these "declination forms".  We use them for refusal of vaccines and refusal of recommended treatment(s) after exposure incidents.  I don't have one to show you - but, they have jargon in them like - I have been informed of the risks associated with not receiving this vaccine/treatment and choose to decline receiving it..... 

Best to have your Occupational Health dept. and attorneys make one up to suite your needs.  In the US, all fools are allowed to be fools - once they sign a piece of paper accepting responsibility for their own foolishness.

Judy Pointer

>>> Stuart.Thompson@MAN.AC.UK 07/25/03 07:25AM >>>

Dear Jim

Many thanks for starting a stimulating discussion. I look forward to reading your document when you circulate it . On the British side of the pond, we have very similar physical and operational requirements for researchers working with organisms that you describe as BL2. The methods of working resemble the Universal Precautions used by medical and nursing staff.

Where possible, we supplement the physical barriers by immunisation against Hepatitis B.  However some researchers who accept that all human materials should be treated as infected for physical segregation purposes take a different view when they receive a strong recommendation from Occupational Health that they should be immunised against Hepatitis B. They regard immunisation as a dangerous process and attempts to persuade them to be immunised are seen as a threat to their human rights. They start to construct arguments that there are really two types of human materials, infectious and non-infectious. Of course, the cell lines they intend to work with will all fit into the non-infectious category and they want me to do what the real experts at ATCC are unwillingly to do, namely set up a definitive list of what is infectious and what is not. I have not set up this classification as I can imagine the legal problems if a person who followed my classification were to become infected while working with 

a cell line that I had classified as harmless. The culture could have become infected subsequently, or the person could have become infected from another source.

I would be interested to hear how the problem of reluctance to be vaccinated is dealt with in the U.S.A.  If there is not a readily accessible article on this, maybe we need a new discussion thread.

Meanwhile, enjoy your vacation.

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

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On =

Behalf Of Klenner, James

Sent: 24 July 2003 22:02

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Cell line thanks!

I would really like to thank all of you that responded to my earlier email regarding BL2 designations for human cell lines. It's great to know I read the regs the same way others do. I started to write an email to our IBC membership and soon realized the depth of my message made it too long for an email message. I'm working on a Word document outlining my position and hope to finish it by tomorrow. After I send it to the IBC, I will post it here (as well as our website).

On a less serious note, the highlight of this morning's meeting was a member pointing at me and asking' "Who made him dictator?" The best part of my job is being able to back up what I say with regulations, e.g., I'm not making this up folks! The second best thing is that after I send out my memo tomorrow - I go on vacation for two weeks! I hope my office is still here.

Thanks again,

Jim

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158
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Greetings all,

As promised I have the memo I just sent to our IBC. Time's running out on my workweek and I tried to proof it as best I could - so I apologize in advance for any errors someone uncovers.

Have a great weekend everybody and thank you all for your prior input!

Jim

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158
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This has been an interesting discussion!

I'm a EH&S consultant representing 6 San Francisco Bay Area biotech

companies & the Lawrence Berkeley National Lab.  Six (6) of these clients

use commercial cell lines, and all adhere to the stated Risk Group or

Biosafety Level provided by the vendor.  Thus, ATCC BSL- 1 is regarded as RG

1, even though it may be handled at BSL-2 for sterility purposes.  The IBCs

of the 2 clients with IBCs feel that the Risk Group and NOT the BSL at which

the work is conducted (in the absence of other "triggers" such as the need

for recombinant DNA review per the NIH Guidelines, USDA permits, etc.)

determines the need for project approval. NIH-and IBC-exempt rDNA projects

and RG-1 cell lines projects are "registered" but do not require "approval"

or IBC review.

Only established, commercial cell lines listed as RG-2 or BSL-2 are reviewed

by the IBCs. Further, only a subset of those cell lines are BOTH RG 2 and

subject to the BBP: e.g., Hep3B cells (which have HBV genomic material).

Other RG 2/BSL-2 cell lines are declared as such because they were either

transformed by a RG-2 agent (examples include: HeLa cells, Hep-2 cells, 293

cells, COS-1 & COS-7 cells, ME-180 cells, other Adenovirus or SV-40

transformed cell lines) or carry sequences of other pathogens that are RG-2

(e.g., Raji cells, Indian Muntjac cells, or Daudi cells all carry EBV).

These latter RG-2 cell lines require review but NOT an additional BBP

Exposure Control Plan because the reason they are classified as RG-2 has

nothing to do with bloodborne pathogens.  In terms of a visual, this is how

we look at it:

RG 2 cell lines BBP RG 2 lines & Other non-BBP RG2 lines

1.       BBP RG 2 ALL human primary cell lines + some RG 2

well-established cell lines with stated BBP contamination

2.       Other non-BBP RG cell lines most RG 2 established cell lines

Of note is that one of these clients makes gene therapy cancer vaccines

using well established, RG-1 cell lines, which are injected into clinical

study cancer patients.  Neither the FDA nor their IBC requires that they be

considered or labeled as RG-2.

- Rene Ricks, EH&S Consultant, rricks@pacbell.net

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Hauck, Philip

Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 12:29 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Established Human Cell Lines

Ask them if they are willing to inject these cells into themselves. When

OSHA says that with the exception of feces and urine, (and then included

when contaminated with blood), everything from a human be he live or be he

dead is considered under the 29 CFR 1910.1030 Bloodborne Pathogens Standard

to be Bloodborne or OPIM, it has stated that everything from a human then is

regulated. Not ATCC, not the individual PI can argue that it is not

regulated. Since BSL-2 is the actual level that OSHA sites in their

practices section..most people think it is for only HIV, HBV research..it is

for ALL OPIM, and  Bloodborne Agents, then it stands to reason that HeLa

cells, Daudi, or any other cell line must be handled as OPIM, under BSL-2

conditions.

I hope this helps you. I didn't pull this rabbit out of thin air.this was

from combing through the Preamble to the BBP Standard, going through the

interpretive letters etc., and just plain common sense.which isn't common!

On second thought, don't ask the PI's if they would inject the cells into

themselves. Remember the European Congress where the discoverers of Vibrio

presented it as the cause of Cholera?    Hint: "Bottoms Up!!"

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Klenner, James [mailto:jklenner@IUPUI.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 1:42 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Established Human Cell Lines

I would appreciate some input from the group regarding the inclusion or

exclusion of established human cell cultures from the Bloodborne Pathogen

Standard. The most recent correspondence on the OSHA website dates back to

1994. Does anyone have a list of excluded human cell lines or cultures? Have

you performed verification of exclusion on-site or used verification from

vendors like ATCC? I just spoke with OSHA Compliance and was told they do

not recognize vendor verification and would want to see institutional

verification during an inspection. This came up this morning at an IBC

meeting. I stated that a protocol using HeLa cells should be BL2 unless the

culture can be documented not to harbor any BBPs. A PI countered that ATCC

declares them to be BL1. My parry was that cell culture is typically

performed under BL2 conditions anyway for sterility. The PI countered with

the "undo" burden of completing a BL2 application vs.. a BL1 application.

Before inciting yet another fire and pitchfork mob, I would really

appreciate hearing from others.

Thanks,

Jim

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158
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Rene,

You make it even more interesting.

Are you saying that ATCC BSL-1 cell lines (without the ATCC guarantee that these lines are RG-2-pathogen free) are injected into clinical cancer patients?

regards

Dick Verduin

Biological Safety Officer

-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

Wageningen University (WU)

Laboratory of Virology

Binnenhaven 11

6709 PD Wageningen

The Netherlands

Building number 504

Telephone +31.317.483093

Facsimile +31.317.484820

E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

-------------------------------------------------------------------

-----Original Message-----

From: Rene Ricks [mailto:rricks@PACBELL.NET]

Sent: zaterdag 26 juli 2003 2:48

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Established Human Cell Lines

This has been an interesting discussion! 

I'm a EH&S consultant representing 6 San Francisco Bay Area biotech companies & the Lawrence Berkeley National Lab.  Six (6) of these clients use commercial cell lines, and all adhere to the stated Risk Group or Biosafety Level provided by the vendor.  Thus, ATCC BSL- 1 is regarded as RG 1, even though it may be handled at BSL-2 for sterility purposes.  The IBCs of the 2 clients with IBCs feel that the Risk Group and NOT the BSL at which the work is conducted (in the absence of other "triggers" such as the need for recombinant DNA review per the NIH Guidelines, USDA permits, etc.) determines the need for project approval. NIH-and IBC-exempt rDNA projects and RG-1 cell lines projects are "registered" but do not require "approval" or IBC review.

Only established, commercial cell lines listed as RG-2 or BSL-2 are reviewed by the IBCs. Further, only a subset of those cell lines are BOTH RG 2 and subject to the BBP: e.g., Hep3B cells (which have HBV genomic material).  Other RG 2/BSL-2 cell lines are declared as such because they were either transformed by a RG-2 agent (examples include: HeLa cells, Hep-2 cells, 293 cells, COS-1 & COS-7 cells, ME-180 cells, other Adenovirus or SV-40 transformed cell lines) or carry sequences of other pathogens that are RG-2 (e.g., Raji cells, Indian Muntjac cells, or Daudi cells all carry EBV). These latter RG-2 cell lines require review but NOT an additional BBP Exposure Control Plan because the reason they are classified as RG-2 has nothing to do with bloodborne pathogens.  In terms of a visual, this is how we look at it:

RG 2 cell lines =3D BBP RG 2 lines & Other non-BBP RG2 lines

1.       BBP RG 2 =3D ALL human primary cell lines + some RG 2 well-established cell lines with stated BBP contamination

2.       Other non-BBP RG cell lines =3D most RG 2 established cell lines

Of note is that one of these clients makes gene therapy cancer vaccines using well established, RG-1 cell lines, which are injected into clinical study cancer patients.  Neither the FDA nor their IBC requires that they be considered or labeled as RG-2. 

- Rene Ricks, EH&S Consultant, rricks@pacbell.net

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf Of Hauck, Philip

Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 12:29 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Established Human Cell Lines

Ask them if they are willing to inject these cells into themselves. When OSHA says that with the exception of feces and urine, (and then included when contaminated with blood), everything from a human be he live or be he dead is considered under the 29 CFR 1910.1030 Bloodborne Pathogens Standard to be Bloodborne or OPIM, it has stated that everything from a human then is regulated. Not ATCC, not the individual PI can argue that it is not regulated. Since BSL-2 is the actual level that OSHA sites in their practices section....most people think it is for only HIV, HBV research....it is for ALL OPIM, and  Bloodborne Agents, then it stands to reason that HeLa cells, Daudi, or any other cell line must be handled as OPIM, under BSL-2 conditions.

I hope this helps you. I didn't pull this rabbit out of thin air...this was from combing through the Preamble to the BBP Standard, going through the interpretive letters etc., and just plain common sense...which isn't common! On second thought, don't ask the PI's if they would inject the cells into themselves. Remember the European Congress where the discoverers of Vibrio presented it as the cause of Cholera?    Hint: "Bottoms Up!!"

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Klenner, James [mailto:jklenner@IUPUI.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 1:42 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Established Human Cell Lines

I would appreciate some input from the group regarding the inclusion or exclusion of established human cell cultures from the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard. The most recent correspondence on the OSHA website dates back to 1994. Does anyone have a list of excluded human cell lines or cultures? Have you performed verification of exclusion on-site or used verification from vendors like ATCC? I just spoke with OSHA Compliance and was told they do not recognize vendor verification and would want to see institutional verification during an inspection. This came up this morning at an IBC meeting. I stated that a protocol using HeLa cells should be BL2 unless the culture can be documented not to harbor any BBPs. A PI countered that ATCC declares them to be BL1. My parry was that cell culture is typically performed under BL2 conditions anyway for sterility. The PI countered with the "undo" burden of completing a BL2 application vs.. a BL1 application. Before inciting yet another fire and pitchfork mob, I would really appreciate hearing from others.

Thanks,

Jim

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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From:         "Ferin, Mark" <Mark.Ferin@PFIZER.COM>

Subject:      Re: Midwest Biosafety Group

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Applause, Applause! I'm in.

Mark

Mark Ferin

Manager, IH & Biosafety

Pfizer Global Research and Development

2800 Plymouth Rd

Ann Arbor, MI 48105

-----Original Message-----

From: Elizabeth Tobias [mailto:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 11:50 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Midwest Biosafety Group

Kathryn

I am very interested.

Would you be willing to coordinate the initial interest

responses?  After a couple weeks, we could figure out who's

interested, find out when we could talk/meet, while we plot how

to make the Midwest Safe?

Elizabeth

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! SiteBuilder - Free, easy-to-use web site design software

http://sitebuilder.yahoo.com
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Subject:      Re: Established Human Cell Lines

Mime-Version: 1.0
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Rene,

You had better hope that OSHA does not pay a visit.  Your policy is in

direct violation of the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard and compliance guidance

issued by OSHA.  Cell line vendors DO NOT certify that the cells are free of

bloodborne pathogens and unless YOU are testing the cell lines it must be

assumed that they are potentially infected.  OSHA does not have wiggle room.

  I suggest that as a consultant you may wish to revisit the issue.

Respectfully,

Richie Fink

Wyeth BioPharma

Biosafety Officer

>From: Rene Ricks [mailto:rricks@PACBELL.NET]

>Sent: zaterdag 26 juli 2003 2:48

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Established Human Cell Lines

>

>

These latter RG-2 cell lines require review but NOT an additional BBP

Exposure Control Plan because the reason they are classified as RG-2 has

nothing to do with bloodborne pathogens.  In terms of a visual, this is how

we look at it:

>RG 2 cell lines BBP RG 2 lines & Other non-BBP RG2 lines

>1.       BBP RG 2 ALL human primary cell lines + some RG 2

>well-established cell lines with stated BBP contamination

>2.       Other non-BBP RG cell lines most RG 2 established cell lines

>Of note is that one of these clients makes gene therapy cancer vaccines

>using well established, RG-1 cell lines, which are injected into clinical

>study cancer patients.  Neither the FDA nor their IBC requires that they be

>considered or labeled as RG-2.

>- Rene Ricks, EH&S Consultant, rricks@pacbell.net

>

_________________________________________________________________

MSN 8 with e-mail virus protection service: 2 months FREE*

http://join.msn.com/?page=features/virus
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Wow. It's so good, I bagged a copy on file for my future use. Good job,

and I think the Ladies and Gentlemen of the jury would concur that you

have argued your case admirably.....noe if you can get the PI's to buy

into, you have won hands down!

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Klenner, James [mailto:jklenner@IUPUI.EDU]

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 5:45 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Human cells are BL2

Greetings all,

As promised I have the memo I just sent to our IBC. Time's running out

on my workweek and I tried to proof it as best I could - so I apologize

in advance for any errors someone uncovers.

Have a great weekend everybody and thank you all for your prior input!

Jim

 James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158
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From:         Michael Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

Organization: Incyte Corporation

Subject:      Re: Human cells are BL2
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My 2 cents regarding human cell lines.   We are in the middle of

relocating our company's labs about 20 miles north of where we are at

now.   The issue came up about how to transport human cell lines.  As a

rule of thumb, we work with all human cell lines at BSL 2.  Sometimes

working at that level is required because of the nature of the cell

line, sometimes it is not required, but we still use BSL 2 anyway

because it's really just good laboratory practice.

That being said, when it comes to shipping these cells, we are taking a

careful look at the different lines because there is no way that we are

shipping all these cells as infectious substances.  The question we are

asking is: "What are the REAL hazards associated with some of theses

well established cells lines?"   While it is true that established human

cell lines could contain adventitious agents, I think one has to be

realistic and take a hard look at these established cell lines and look

at the real risk.  Many of these lines have been used in research for

many years with no adverse effects to the researcher what so ever.

I guess I have a different philosophy than many other safety

professionals that assign risk based on speculation and worst case

scenarios.  I try to look at the "real" risk involved and then make a

determination regarding the proper safety procedures.

Just my 2 cents for what its worth.

Mike Wendeler

"Hauck, Philip" wrote:

> Wow. It=92s so good, I bagged a copy on file for my future use.

> Good job, and I think the Ladies and Gentlemen of the jury would

> concur that you have argued your case admirably=85..noe if you can get

> the PI=92s to buy into, you have won hands down!

>

> Phil Hauck

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Klenner, James [mailto:jklenner@IUPUI.EDU]

> Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 5:45 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Human cells are BL2

>

> Greetings all,

> As promised I have the memo I just sent to our IBC. Time's running out

> on my workweek and I tried to proof it as best I could - so I

> apologize in advance for any errors someone uncovers.

> Have a great weekend everybody and thank you all for your prior input!

> [Image]

> Jim

>           James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

>

> Biological Safety Manager

> INDIANA UNIVERSITY-PURDUE UNIVERSITY INDIANAPOLIS

> Department of Environmental Health & Safety

> 620 Union Drive, Room 043

> Indianapolis, IN 46202

> (317) 274-2830

> Fax (317) 278-2158
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I think it=B9s important to remember that there has long been a (for us

biosafety-ers, HUGE) disconnect between Universal Precaution/common-sense

lab safety and the shipping industry.  The latter does not adhere to the UPs

and specifically defines =B3infectious agent=B2 by a set of much tighter

criteria than we would normally use in identifying potentially infectious

materials.  When classifying materials for air shipment, I recommend setting

aside your intuitive knowledge and good intentions, and sticking rigorously

to the current IATA DGR/49 CFR definitions.  Even though your heart may be

in the right place, you can be as quickly and expensively cited for shipping

something as a Class 6.2 Dangerous Good when it isn=B9t (according to the

formal definition) as the other way around.  In the opinion of the FAA,

either case indicates inadequate training and institutional monitoring.

According to an FAA attorney I spoke with, improper classification of a

dangerous good can lead to as many as 14 individual cited offences, nearly

all of them related to your institutional shipping training program.

The LAST regulator I ever want in my 'house' is the FAA!  They're ruthless!

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biomedical Safety Consultant

On 7/28/03 6:56 AM, "Michael Wendeler" <wendeler@INCYTE.COM> wrote:

> My 2 cents regarding human cell lines.   We are in the middle of relocating

> our company's labs about 20 miles north of where we are at now.   The issue

> came up about how to transport human cell lines. As a rule of thumb, we work

> with all human cell lines at BSL 2.  Sometimes working at that level is

> required because of the nature of the cell line, sometimes it is not required,

> but we still use BSL 2 anyway  because it's really just good laboratory

> practice.

> That being said, when it comes to shipping these cells, we are taking a

> careful look at the different lines because there is no way that we are

> shipping all these cells as infectious substances.  The question we are asking

> is: "What are the REAL hazards associated with some of theses well established

> cells lines?"   While it is true that established human cell lines could

> contain adventitious agents, I think one has to be realistic and take a hard

> look at these established cell lines and look at the real risk.  Many of these

> lines have been used in research for many years with no adverse effects to the

> researcher what so ever.

> I guess I have a different philosophy than many other safety professionals

> that assign risk based on speculation and worst case scenarios.  I try to look

> at the "real" risk involved and then make a determination regarding the proper

> safety procedures.

>

> Just my 2 cents for what its worth.

>

> Mike Wendeler

>

> "Hauck, Philip" wrote:

>> Wow. It=92s so good, I bagged a copy on file for my future use. Good job, and I

>> think the Ladies and Gentlemen of the jury would concur that you have argued

>> your case admirably=85..noe if you can get the PI=92s to buy into, you have won

>> hands down!

>> Phil Hauck

>>

>> -----Original Message-----

> From: Klenner, James [mailto:jklenner@IUPUI.EDU]

> Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 5:45 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Human cells are BL2

>

> Greetings all,

> As promised I have the memo I just sent to our IBC. Time's running out on my

> workweek and I tried to proof it as best I could - so I apologize in advance

> for any errors someone uncovers.

> Have a great weekend everybody and thank you all for your prior input!

> Jim

> James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

>

> Biological Safety Manager

> INDIANA UNIVERSITY-PURDUE UNIVERSITY INDIANAPOLIS

> Department of Environmental Health & Safety

> 620 Union Drive, Room 043

> Indianapolis, IN 46202

> (317) 274-2830

> Fax (317) 278-2158
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Once again, I seek the wonderful knowledge of this discussion group.

We have a clinical laboratory who is conducting Cryptococcus Antigen

Testing.  The testing uses spinal fluid and has the potential of carrying

various viruses (HIV etc..) and also the potential of carrying CJD.    The

question is this, how can they sterilise their equipment without using

bleach (They've been told to use isopropyl alcohol)?  Apparently, bleach

will affect the results of the test and I'm not sure of the effectiveness

of alcohol on prions.  What do you recommend?  Autoclaving maybe?

Thanks

Larry

*******************************************************************************

Larry Mendoza

Biosafety Inspector

Virginia Commonwealth University

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Chemical-Biological Safety Section

Voice: 804-827-0353

Fax: 804-828-6169
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Please remove my name from this list.  I will re-register when I

return from an extended leave of absence.  Thank you!

Barbara Owen

Glenn Funk wrote:

> I think it=92s important to remember that there has long been a

> (for us biosafety-ers, HUGE) disconnect between Universal

> Precaution/common-sense lab safety and the shipping industry.

> The latter does not adhere to the UPs and specifically defines

> =93infectious agent=94 by a set of much tighter criteria than we

> would normally use in identifying potentially infectious

> materials.  When classifying materials for air shipment, I

> recommend setting aside your intuitive knowledge and good

> intentions, and sticking rigorously to the current IATA DGR/49

> CFR definitions.  Even though your heart may be in the right

> place, you can be as quickly and expensively cited for shipping

> something as a Class 6.2 Dangerous Good when it isn=92t

> (according to the formal definition) as the other way around.

> In the opinion of the FAA, either case indicates inadequate

> training and institutional monitoring.  According to an FAA

> attorney I spoke with, improper classification of a dangerous

> good can lead to as many as 14 individual cited offences,

> nearly all of them related to your institutional shipping

> training program.

>

> The LAST regulator I ever want in my =93house=94 is the FAA!

> They=92re ruthless!

>

> -- Glenn

>

> Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

> Biomedical Safety Consultant

> On 7/28/03 6:56 AM, "Michael Wendeler" <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

> wrote:

>

>

>      My 2 cents regarding human cell lines.   We are in

>      the middle of relocating our company's labs about 20

>      miles north of where we are at now.   The issue came

>      up about how to transport human cell lines. As a rule

>      of thumb, we work with all human cell lines at BSL

>      2.  Sometimes working at that level is required

>      because of the nature of the cell line, sometimes it

>      is not required, but we still use BSL 2 anyway

>      because it's really just good laboratory practice.

>      That being said, when it comes to shipping these

>      cells, we are taking a careful look at the different

>      lines because there is no way that we are shipping

>      all these cells as infectious substances.  The

>      question we are asking is: "What are the REAL hazards

>      associated with some of theses well established cells

>      lines?"   While it is true that established human

>      cell lines could contain adventitious agents, I think

>      one has to be realistic and take a hard look at these

>      established cell lines and look at the real risk.

>      Many of these lines have been used in research for

>      many years with no adverse effects to the researcher

>      what so ever.

>      I guess I have a different philosophy than many other

>      safety professionals that assign risk based on

>      speculation and worst case scenarios.  I try to look

>      at the "real" risk involved and then make a

>      determination regarding the proper safety procedures.

>

>      Just my 2 cents for what its worth.

>

>      Mike Wendeler

>

>      "Hauck, Philip" wrote:

>

>           Wow. It=92s so good, I bagged a copy on file

>           for my future use. Good job, and I think

>           the Ladies and Gentlemen of the jury would

>           concur that you have argued your case

>           admirably=85..noe if you can get the PI=92s to

>           buy into, you have won hands down!

>           Phil Hauck

>

>           -----Original Message-----

>

>      From: Klenner, James [mailto:jklenner@IUPUI.EDU]

>      Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 5:45 PM

>      To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>      Subject: Human cells are BL2

>

>      Greetings all,

>      As promised I have the memo I just sent to our IBC.

>      Time's running out on my workweek and I tried to

>      proof it as best I could - so I apologize in advance

>      for any errors someone uncovers.

>      Have a great weekend everybody and thank you all for

>      your prior input!

>      Jim

>      [Image][Image]James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

>

>      Biological Safety Manager

>      INDIANA UNIVERSITY-PURDUE UNIVERSITY INDIANAPOLIS

>      Department of Environmental Health & Safety

>      620 Union Drive, Room 043

>      Indianapolis, IN 46202

>      (317) 274-2830

>      Fax (317) 278-2158
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Dear Biosafety colleagues:

I'm sorry to say that I haven't paid much attention in the past to the

discussions around human brain tissue, prions, etc.  So I am requesting

your collective wisdom on a proposed project here.

A lab is proposing a project where they will want to immunize mice with

"normal" human brain homogenates.  There is no reason to believe that the

brain tissue was from a patient with CJD.  Nevertheless, are there special

considerations, as far as animal handling or housing, that need to be made

because they will be immunized with human extracted protein?  The whole

project should last only 10 weeks (from the time the mice are first

injected until they are sacrificed).  All of our animals and bedding go

directly to an incinerator, but if the studies do not involve infectious

agents, we do not autoclave cages.

Thank you for any and all advice you can give.

Chris Thompson

Corporate Biosafety Officer

317-277-4795

cz.thompson@lilly.com
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Subject:      Re: Cell line thanks!
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Hi Stuart,

The form in question is actually a part of our worker biosafety law.

It is know as Appendix A to section 1910.1030 of the bloodborne

pathogen standard.

One can view a copy by going to osha.gov then searching for the

standard.  It will pop up as one of the options.  the wording is

quite specific and OSHA has invalidated attempts to modify the

laguage int he past.

Bob

>For our British friend - Stuart.  In the US the way we deal with

>vaccination reluctance is our Occupational Health Departments allows

>the vaccine recipient to "decline" the vaccination after they have

>informed them of the risks and hazards of getting the associated

>disease.  We call these "declination forms".  We use them for

>refusal of vaccines and refusal of recommended treatment(s) after

>exposure incidents.  I don't have one to show you - but, they have

>jargon in them like - I have been informed of the risks associated

>with not receiving this vaccine/treatment and choose to decline

>receiving it.....

>

>Best to have your Occupational Health dept. and attorneys make one

>up to suite your needs.  In the US, all fools are allowed to be

>fools - once they sign a piece of paper accepting responsibility for

>their own foolishness.

>Judy Pointer

>

>

>

>

>>>>  Stuart.Thompson@MAN.AC.UK 07/25/03 07:25AM >>>

>

>Dear Jim

>

>Many thanks for starting a stimulating discussion. I look forward to

>reading your document when you circulate it . On the British side of

>the pond, we have very similar physical and operational requirements

>for researchers working with organisms that you describe as BL2. The

>methods of working resemble the Universal Precautions used by

>medical and nursing staff.

>

>Where possible, we supplement the physical barriers by immunisation

>against Hepatitis B.  However some researchers who accept that all

>human materials should be treated as infected for physical

>segregation purposes take a different view when they receive a

>strong recommendation from Occupational Health that they should be

>immunised against Hepatitis B. They regard immunisation as a

>dangerous process and attempts to persuade them to be immunised are

>seen as a threat to their human rights. They start to construct

>arguments that there are really two types of human materials,

>infectious and non-infectious. Of course, the cell lines they intend

>to work with will all fit into the non-infectious category and they

>want me to do what the real experts at ATCC are unwillingly to do,

>namely set up a definitive list of what is infectious and what is

>not. I have not set up this classification as I can imagine the

>legal problems if a person who followed my classification were to

>become infected while working with a cell line that I had classified

>as harmless. The culture could have become infected subsequently, or

>the person could have become infected from another source.

>

>I would be interested to hear how the problem of reluctance to be

>vaccinated is dealt with in the U.S.A.  If there is not a readily

>accessible article on this, maybe we need a new discussion thread.

>

>Meanwhile, enjoy your vacation.

>

>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

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

>Behalf Of Klenner, James

>Sent: 24 July 2003 22:02

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Cell line thanks!

>

>

>I would really like to thank all of you that responded to my earlier

>email regarding BL2 designations for human cell lines. It's great to

>know I read the regs the same way others do. I started to write an

>email to our IBC membership and soon realized the depth of my

>message made it too long for an email message. I'm working on a Word

>document outlining my position and hope to finish it by tomorrow.

>After I send it to the IBC, I will post it here (as well as our

>website).

>

>On a less serious note, the highlight of this morning's meeting was

>a member pointing at me and asking' "Who made him dictator?" The

>best part of my job is being able to back up what I say with

>regulations, e.g., I'm not making this up folks! The second best

>thing is that after I send out my memo tomorrow - I go on vacation

>for two weeks! I hope my office is still here.

>

>Thanks again,

>Jim

>James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

>Biological Safety Manager

>INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

>Department of Environmental Health & Safety

>620 Union Drive, Room 043

>Indianapolis, IN 46202

>(317) 274-2830

>Fax (317) 278-2158

>

>

>For our British friend - Stuart.  In the US the way we deal with

>vaccination reluctance is our Occupational Health Departments allows

>the vaccine recipient to "decline" the vaccination after they have

>informed them of the risks and hazards of getting the associated

>disease.  We call these "declination forms".  We use them for

>refusal of vaccines and refusal of recommended treatment(s) after

>exposure incidents.  I don't have one to show you - but, they have

>jargon in them like - I have been informed of the risks associated

>with not receiving this vaccine/treatment and choose to decline

>receiving it.....

>

>Best to have your Occupational Health dept. and attorneys make one

>up to suite your needs.  In the US, all fools are allowed to be

>fools - once they sign a piece of paper accepting responsibility for

>their own foolishness.

>Judy Pointer

>

>

>

>

>>>>  Stuart.Thompson@MAN.AC.UK 07/25/03 07:25AM >>>

>

>Dear Jim

>

>Many thanks for starting a stimulating discussion. I look forward

>to reading your document when you circulate it . On the British side

>of the pond, we have very similar physical and operational

>requirements for researchers working with organisms that you

>describe as BL2. The methods of working resemble the Universal

>Precautions used by medical and nursing staff.

>

>Where possible, we supplement the physical barriers by immunisation

>against Hepatitis B.  However some researchers who accept that all

>human materials should be treated as infected for physical

>segregation purposes take a different view when they receive a

>strong recommendation from Occupational Health that they should be

>immunised against Hepatitis B. They regard immunisation as a

>dangerous process and attempts to persuade them to be immunised are

>seen as a threat to their human rights. They start to construct

>arguments that there are really two types of human materials,

>infectious and non-infectious. Of course, the cell lines they intend

>to work with will all fit into the non-infectious category and they

>want me to do what the real experts at ATCC are unwillingly to do,

>namely set up a definitive list of what is infectious and what is

>not. I have not set up this classification as I can imagine the

>legal problems if a person who followed my classification were to

>become infected while working with a cell line that I had classified

>as harmless. The culture could have become infected subsequently, or

>the person could have become infected from another source.

>

>I would be interested to hear how the problem of reluctance to be

>vaccinated is dealt with in the U.S.A.  If there is not a readily

>accessible article on this, maybe we need a new discussion thread.

>

>Meanwhile, enjoy your vacation.

>

>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

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

>Behalf Of Klenner, James

>Sent: 24 July 2003 22:02

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Cell line thanks!

>

>I would really like to thank all of you that responded to my earlier

>email regarding BL2 designations for human cell lines. It's great to

>know I read the regs the same way others do. I started to write an

>email to our IBC membership and soon realized the depth of my

>message made it too long for an email message. I'm working on a Word

>document outlining my position and hope to finish it by tomorrow.

>After I send it to the IBC, I will post it here (as well as our

>website).

>

>On a less serious note, the highlight of this morning's meeting was

>a member pointing at me and asking' "Who made him dictator?" The

>best part of my job is being able to back up what I say with

>regulations, e.g., I'm not making this up folks! The second best

>thing is that after I send out my memo tomorrow - I go on vacation

>for two weeks! I hope my office is still here.

>

>Thanks again,

>Jim

>

>  James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

>Biological Safety Manager

>INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

>Department of Environmental Health & Safety

>620 Union Drive, Room 043

>Indianapolis, IN 46202

>(317) 274-2830

>Fax (317) 278-2158

--

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________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
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Hi Chris,

Since CJD has a long incubation time, there is a possibility that the

"normal" brains contain CJD prion.  The chance of the prion jumping from

human infective to mouse infective in 10 weeks is probably very slim.  The

area where the human brain is prepared should be considered contaminated

with CJD.  The WHO suggests two ways to deal with such contamination: hit it

with a strong denaturing agent and try and go for high level decon. or hit

it with a milder denaturing agent and dilution to reduce the prion to below

an infective dose.  Since different prion have differing sensitivity to

denaturants, I tend to go for the denature and dilute methodology.  I think

it provides a high level of safety and is relatively easily doable for the

lab personnel.  If you need a copy of the WHO recommendations, let me know,

I have it as a PDF file.

Richie Fink

Wyeth BioPharma

>From: Christina Thompson <THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: human brain homogenates/extracted protein

>Date: Mon, 28 Jul 2003 10:09:13 -0500

>

>Dear Biosafety colleagues:

>

>I'm sorry to say that I haven't paid much attention in the past to the

>discussions around human brain tissue, prions, etc.  So I am requesting

>your collective wisdom on a proposed project here.

>

>A lab is proposing a project where they will want to immunize mice with

>"normal" human brain homogenates.  There is no reason to believe that the

>brain tissue was from a patient with CJD.  Nevertheless, are there special

>considerations, as far as animal handling or housing, that need to be made

>because they will be immunized with human extracted protein?  The whole

>project should last only 10 weeks (from the time the mice are first

>injected until they are sacrificed).  All of our animals and bedding go

>directly to an incinerator, but if the studies do not involve infectious

>agents, we do not autoclave cages.

>

>Thank you for any and all advice you can give.

>

>Chris Thompson

>Corporate Biosafety Officer

>317-277-4795

>cz.thompson@lilly.com

_________________________________________________________________
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What you are doing here is changing regulations and agencies.  You

are now dealing with DOT.  They have a different viewpoint about 180

degrees different.  Read this carefully several times,  shake your

head vigorously and then read it again.  It took me several years and

a lot of questions.

OSHA-BBP uses universal precautions.  Human tissue and body fluids

are considered infectious because the source is a human being.

Common sense biosafety.  OSHA requires that packages with BBP  be

marked with the biohazard symbol.

DOT-You can only declare a material a hazardous material for shipping

purposes if you know that you have a hazard.  Human tissue is only

shipped as 6.2, infectious substances only if you have the

tissue/fluid contaminated with a known pathogen.  The biohazard

symbol is NOT a DOT shipping label or marking.

Please note: there was a proposed rule change that would allow one to

guess and ship if they suspected the material was hazardous.  I do

not remember if this was adopted.  I will be finding out in about two

weeks.

Recent changes in IATA allow for many items normaly classified as

Hazardous materials to be shipped as samples with virtualy no

regulation.  Many people are shipping with this method who used

shipped as 6.2.

Human tissue or body fluids/ no pathogens known:  Not regulated

Human tissue or body fluids/ no pathogens known shipped on dry ice:

regulated for the shipment of dry ice.

Human tissue or body fluids/ infected with a known pathogen:

Regulated as an infectious substance.  Infectious substance affecting

human(insert pathogen), 6.2.

Human tissue or body fluids/ infected with a known pathogen and

shipped on dry ice:  Regulated as an infectious substance.

Infectious substance affecting human(insert pathogen), 6.2.,

Subsidiary risk is dry ice.

How to ship all  Regulated or non-regulated use an infectious

substance shipper such as what CDC recommends.  Include the biohazard

symbol on the inner packaging.  Send a description of the materials

as a packing slip.  I recommend one inside and on the outside of the

container.  If the material is regulated follow DOT/IATA for the

outer packaging/markings and paper work.  Make sure your CDC

packaging complies with shipping rules.

Make sure that the person shipping has been trained to ship this.  An

untrained person who ships a regulated material is violating the

rules.

Bob
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>My 2 cents regarding human cell lines.   We are in the middle of

>relocating our company's labs about 20 miles north of where we are at

>now.   The issue came up about how to transport human cell lines.  As a

>rule of thumb, we work with all human cell lines at BSL 2.  Sometimes

>working at that level is required because of the nature of the cell

>line, sometimes it is not required, but we still use BSL 2 anyway

>because it's really just good laboratory practice.

>That being said, when it comes to shipping these cells, we are taking a

>careful look at the different lines because there is no way that we are

>shipping all these cells as infectious substances.  The question we are

>asking is: "What are the REAL hazards associated with some of theses

>well established cells lines?"   While it is true that established human

>cell lines could contain adventitious agents, I think one has to be

>realistic and take a hard look at these established cell lines and look

>at the real risk.  Many of these lines have been used in research for

>many years with no adverse effects to the researcher what so ever.

>I guess I have a different philosophy than many other safety

>professionals that assign risk based on speculation and worst case

>scenarios.  I try to look at the "real" risk involved and then make a

>determination regarding the proper safety procedures.

>

>Just my 2 cents for what its worth.

>

>Mike Wendeler

>

>"Hauck, Philip" wrote:

>

>>  Wow. It=92s so good, I bagged a copy on file for my future use.

>>  Good job, and I think the Ladies and Gentlemen of the jury would

>>  concur that you have argued your case admirably=85..noe if you can get

>>  the PI=92s to buy into, you have won hands down!

>>

>>  Phil Hauck

>>

>>  -----Original Message-----

>>  From: Klenner, James [mailto:jklenner@IUPUI.EDU]

>>  Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 5:45 PM

>>  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>  Subject: Human cells are BL2

>>

>>  Greetings all,

>>  As promised I have the memo I just sent to our IBC. Time's running out

>>  on my workweek and I tried to proof it as best I could - so I

>>  apologize in advance for any errors someone uncovers.

>>  Have a great weekend everybody and thank you all for your prior input!

>>  [Image]

>>  Jim

>>            James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

>>

>>  Biological Safety Manager

>>  INDIANA UNIVERSITY-PURDUE UNIVERSITY INDIANAPOLIS

>>  Department of Environmental Health & Safety

>>  620 Union Drive, Room 043

>>  Indianapolis, IN 46202

>>  (317) 274-2830

>>  Fax (317) 278-2158
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Alcohol will do zip against prions. The most effective method to denature

prions is to first soak in 1-2N NaOH for an hour or so followed by

autoclaving at 132 C (while in the NaOH) for 4.5 hours.  LpH has also been

reported to be effective at >=9% (for scrapies). Check the WHO

recommendations (see my answer to Chris Thompson).

Richie Fink

Wyeth BioPharma

>From: Laurence G Mendoza/HSC/VCU <lgmendoz@VCU.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Sterilisation question

>Date: Mon, 28 Jul 2003 10:47:24 -0400

>

>Once again, I seek the wonderful knowledge of this discussion group.

>

>We have a clinical laboratory who is conducting Cryptococcus Antigen

>Testing.  The testing uses spinal fluid and has the potential of carrying

>various viruses (HIV etc..) and also the potential of carrying CJD.    The

>question is this, how can they sterilise their equipment without using

>bleach (They've been told to use isopropyl alcohol)?  Apparently, bleach

>will affect the results of the test and I'm not sure of the effectiveness

>of alcohol on prions.  What do you recommend?  Autoclaving maybe?

>Thanks

>Larry

>

>*******************************************************************************

>Larry Mendoza

>Biosafety Inspector

>Virginia Commonwealth University

>Office of Environmental Health and Safety

>Chemical-Biological Safety Section

>Voice: 804-827-0353

>Fax: 804-828-6169

>
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>

>The LAST regulator I ever want in my 3house2 is the FAA!  They9re ruthless!

>

>-- Glenn

>

>Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Gee I would think that they would be flighty.  Perhaps they are just on a

different plane?

Sorry guys and gals,

Richie
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I just wanted to thank the group for their time in filling out the

survey.  I had a large number of responses and have tabulated the results

in the enclosed file; not all questions were answered on all surveys.

General notes:

Infectious materials that are disposed of into the trash are disinfected

prior to disposal (methods noted - autoclave or bleaching.)  One response

did state BL1 materials go in the trash.

The majority of labs do not use glass pipettes for infectious materials.

Thank you again.

Francine Rogers

Associate Biosafety Officer

Harvard University

Environmental Health & Safety, Longwood Campus

200 Longwood Avenue

Boston, MA 02115

Phone (617) 432-1671

Fax (617) 432-4730

Visit our EH&S web-site! - <http://www.uos.harvard.edu/ehs/>
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Richie -

I know of perfectly sane and reasonable adults who've been seriously maimed

for lesser offenses ...

-- Glenn

===========================

On 7/28/03 8:42 AM, "Richard Fink" <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM> wrote:

> .

>>

>> The LAST regulator I ever want in my 3house2 is the FAA!  They9re ruthless!

>>

>> -- Glenn

>>

>> Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

>

> Gee I would think that they would be flighty.  Perhaps they are just on a

> different plane?

>

> Sorry guys and gals,

> Richie
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 An investigator has submitted a protocol to the IBC for review that includes the use of vaccinia in a mouse model.     The protocol contains all appropriate info along with safety precautions.   The investigator further states that only staff who have been vaccinated for small pox will be allowed to work  in the lab and animal facility.   Yet he provides no means of documentation of prior vaccination for the staff .

Questions:

Is this standard practice for work with vaccinia that  staff should be vaccinated?

If so,  do you carry out a vaccination program or do you rely on folks who have been vaccinated in the past?

If you rely on past vaccinations,    shouldn't there be some sort of documentation?

What documentation would you require,  since most  folks would have been

vaccinated as infants? Correct?

My feeling is that if conditions are placed on the positions,  than documentation must be maintained to show that staff meet these conditions.     If indeed we do not follow these practices,  that is , no vaccination program is made available,  than the conditions may not be valid.

Any thoughts anyone?

Tina Charbonneau

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

100 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12983

518-891-3080 x 372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org
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I've worked with vaccinia in animals models in the past, so can help with your questions from a worker and EHS perspective:

1) Yes, it is standard and essential practice to be vaccinated.

2) We do establish a vaccine program to vaccinate all who will work with the material (don't forget cage wash folks, too).  Occupational Health Docs and infectious disease docs can usually help, and there are more resources since bioterrorism is so much of a concern.  Providers must be approved, through the CDC, I think.

3) Yes, you can rely on past vaccinations as well, as long as they are documented (by the doc administering them, not just a report from an employee).

4)  Small pox vaccines stopped in the early 1970s, so young folks haven't had the vaccine.  Fro occupational exposure, a boost every 10 years is recommended, so "old folks" still need a booster.

Here is the link to CDCs smallpox vaccine information for further reading.  http://www.bt.cdc.gov/agent/smallpox/index.asp

Good luck!

Karen

Karen P. Baxley, CSP

Senior Manager, Environment, Health and Safety

MedImmune, Inc.

35 West Watkins Mill Road

Gaithersburg, MD 20878

Office 301-527-4313

Fax    240-632-4048

Pager 877-646-1869

baxleyk@medimmune.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Tina Charbonneau [mailto:tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG]

Sent: Monday, July 28, 2003 1:50 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Vaccinia use and vaccinations

 An investigator has submitted a protocol to the IBC for review that includes the use of vaccinia in a mouse model.     The protocol contains all appropriate info along with safety precautions.   The investigator further states that only staff who have been vaccinated for small pox will be allowed to work  in the lab and animal facility.   Yet he provides no means of documentation of prior vaccination for the staff .

Questions:

Is this standard practice for work with vaccinia that  staff should be vaccinated?

If so,  do you carry out a vaccination program or do you rely on folks who have been vaccinated in the past?

If you rely on past vaccinations,    shouldn't there be some sort of documentation?

What documentation would you require,  since most  folks would have been vaccinated as infants? Correct?

My feeling is that if conditions are placed on the positions,  than documentation must be maintained to show that staff meet these conditions.     If indeed we do not follow these practices,  that is , no vaccination program is made available,  than the conditions may not be valid.

Any thoughts anyone?

Tina Charbonneau

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

100 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12983

518-891-3080 x 372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org
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Yes.  They are transduced with an Adenoviral vector 5 vector to carry a gene

of interest at a research facility where they are handled as BSL- 2 due to

the vector.  Then, once fully tested to show no traces of adenovirus or

adenovirus vector, they are sent to the manufacturing facility as RG-1 and

grown to high titers.  Only after harvesting are they then fully tested for

everything including BBPs and shipped as a biological product with RG-1 MSDS

info.

- Rene Ricks, EH&S Consultant, rricks@pacbell.net

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Verduin, Dick

Sent: Monday, July 28, 2003 1:17 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Established Human Cell Lines

Rene,

You make it even more interesting.

Are you saying that ATCC BSL-1 cell lines (without the ATCC guarantee that

these lines are RG-2-pathogen free) are injected into clinical cancer

patients?

regards

Dick Verduin

Biological Safety Officer

-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

Wageningen University (WU)

Laboratory of Virology

Binnenhaven 11

6709 PD Wageningen

The Netherlands

Building number 504

Telephone +31.317.483093

Facsimile +31.317.484820

E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

-------------------------------------------------------------------

-----Original Message-----

From: Rene Ricks [mailto:rricks@PACBELL.NET]

Sent: zaterdag 26 juli 2003 2:48

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Established Human Cell Lines

This has been an interesting discussion!

I m a EH&S consultant representing 6 San Francisco Bay Area biotech

companies & the Lawrence Berkeley National Lab.  Six (6) of these clients

use commercial cell lines, and all adhere to the stated Risk Group or

Biosafety Level provided by the vendor.  Thus, ATCC BSL- 1 is regarded as RG

1, even though it may be handled at BSL-2 for sterility purposes.  The IBCs

of the 2 clients with IBCs feel that the Risk Group and NOT the BSL at which

the work is conducted (in the absence of other  triggers  such as the need

for recombinant DNA review per the NIH Guidelines, USDA permits, etc.)

determines the need for project approval. NIH-and IBC-exempt rDNA projects

and RG-1 cell lines projects are  registered  but do not require  approval

or IBC review.

Only established, commercial cell lines listed as RG-2 or BSL-2 are reviewed

by the IBCs. Further, only a subset of those cell lines are BOTH RG 2 and

subject to the BBP: e.g., Hep3B cells (which have HBV genomic material).

Other RG 2/BSL-2 cell lines are declared as such because they were either

transformed by a RG-2 agent (examples include: HeLa cells, Hep-2 cells, 293

cells, COS-1 & COS-7 cells, ME-180 cells, other Adenovirus or SV-40

transformed cell lines) or carry sequences of other pathogens that are RG-2

(e.g., Raji cells, Indian Muntjac cells, or Daudi cells all carry EBV).

These latter RG-2 cell lines require review but NOT an additional BBP

Exposure Control Plan because the reason they are classified as RG-2 has

nothing to do with bloodborne pathogens.  In terms of a visual, this is how

we look at it:

RG 2 cell lines BBP RG 2 lines & Other non-BBP RG2 lines

1.       BBP RG 2 ALL human primary cell lines + some RG 2

well-established cell lines with stated BBP contamination

2.       Other non-BBP RG cell lines most RG 2 established cell lines

Of note is that one of these clients makes gene therapy cancer vaccines

using well established, RG-1 cell lines, which are injected into clinical

study cancer patients.  Neither the FDA nor their IBC requires that they be

considered or labeled as RG-2.

- Rene Ricks, EH&S Consultant, rricks@pacbell.net

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Hauck, Philip

Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 12:29 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Established Human Cell Lines

Ask them if they are willing to inject these cells into themselves. When

OSHA says that with the exception of feces and urine, (and then included

when contaminated with blood), everything from a human be he live or be he

dead is considered under the 29 CFR 1910.1030 Bloodborne Pathogens Standard

to be Bloodborne or OPIM, it has stated that everything from a human then is

regulated. Not ATCC, not the individual PI can argue that it is not

regulated. Since BSL-2 is the actual level that OSHA sites in their

practices section .most people think it is for only HIV, HBV research .it is

for ALL OPIM, and  Bloodborne Agents, then it stands to reason that HeLa

cells, Daudi, or any other cell line must be handled as OPIM, under BSL-2

conditions.

I hope this helps you. I didn t pull this rabbit out of thin air this was

from combing through the Preamble to the BBP Standard, going through the

interpretive letters etc., and just plain common sense which isn t common!

On second thought, don t ask the PI s if they would inject the cells into

themselves. Remember the European Congress where the discoverers of Vibrio

presented it as the cause of Cholera?    Hint:  Bottoms Up!!

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Klenner, James [mailto:jklenner@IUPUI.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 1:42 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Established Human Cell Lines

I would appreciate some input from the group regarding the inclusion or

exclusion of established human cell cultures from the Bloodborne Pathogen

Standard. The most recent correspondence on the OSHA website dates back to

1994. Does anyone have a list of excluded human cell lines or cultures? Have

you performed verification of exclusion on-site or used verification from

vendors like ATCC? I just spoke with OSHA Compliance and was told they do

not recognize vendor verification and would want to see institutional

verification during an inspection. This came up this morning at an IBC

meeting. I stated that a protocol using HeLa cells should be BL2 unless the

culture can be documented not to harbor any BBPs. A PI countered that ATCC

declares them to be BL1. My parry was that cell culture is typically

performed under BL2 conditions anyway for sterility. The PI countered with

the "undo" burden of completing a BL2 application vs.. a BL1 application.

Before inciting yet another fire and pitchfork mob, I would really

appreciate hearing from others.

Thanks,

Jim

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158
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How could a punster resist?  Plus, I figured that by Oct. you would not

remember :))

Richie

>From: Glenn Funk <biosafety@COMCAST.NET>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Shipping Human Cells

>Date: Mon, 28 Jul 2003 08:53:23 -0700

>

>Richie -

>

>I know of perfectly sane and reasonable adults who've been seriously maimed

>for lesser offenses ...

>

>-- Glenn

>

>===========================

>

>On 7/28/03 8:42 AM, "Richard Fink" <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM> wrote:

>

> > .

> >>

> >> The LAST regulator I ever want in my 3house2 is the FAA!  They9re

>ruthless!

> >>

> >> -- Glenn

> >>

> >> Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

> >

> > Gee I would think that they would be flighty.  Perhaps they are just on

>a

> > different plane?

> >

> > Sorry guys and gals,

> > Richie

> >

> > _________________________________________________________________

> > Help STOP SPAM with the new MSN 8 and get 2 months FREE*

> > http://join.msn.com/?page=features/junkmail

>
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Sorry, Richie, but that is an opinion only.  I do not agree with your

interpretation and I am certainly not alone, although few of us would say so

because we hold so many of you in such high regard for your knowledge and

contributions to the field of biosafety.  OSHA has audited a number of the

facilities I serve, as well as those I've worked at during the course of my

career.  This issue has never come up but I must admit that I've seen very

few qualified OSHA inspectors in terms of many hazards including biohazards.

OSHA and NIH both allow the scientific experts (usually the PIs with IBC

oversight) to conduct hazard evaluations of said materials. Besides, we all

know that we work with all cell lines at BSL-2 regardless.  For me to advise

a 30-person start-up biotechnology company that they have to bear the

expense of writing an exposure control plan, set up an HBV immunization

program, and conduct annual BBP training for an ATCC RG-1 breast cancer

epithelial cell line is, I feel, irresponsible.  Certainly they would pay me

to do that but I do not feel it is necessary.  Regardless, most such clients

also use RG-2 cell lines (but they are RG-2 due to the transformation agent

and not due to a BBP) so I tell them that they must have general biosafety

training to fulfill their due diligence under the OSHA General Duty Clause

and a Cal/OSHA regulation we have called the Injury & Illness Prevention

Program.

The one and only letter anyone can ever find form OSHA on this subject

states that "Established human or other animal cell lines which are known to

be or likely infected/contaminated with human microbes or agents classed as

bloodborne pathogens, especially hepatitis viruses and human

immunodeficiency viruses are covered by the BPS. The final judgment for

making the determination that human or other animal cell lines in culture

are free of bloodborne pathogens must be made by a Bio-safety Professional

or other qualified scientist with the background and experience to review

such potential contamination and risk, in accordance with the requirements

of the BPS.  Neither ATCC nor many IBCs feel that a stated BSL-1 well

established cell lines are known to be or likely infected/contaminated with

human microbes or agents classed as bloodborne pathogens.  Some of these

IBCs are aware that other institutions handle established cell lines

differently (as you do) but they feel that is by interpretation only.  I

don't feel any of us want to be remiss, but many of us want to consider real

risks and put them into perspective.

- Rene Ricks, EH&S Consultant, rricks@pacbell.net

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Richard Fink

Sent: Monday, July 28, 2003 5:36 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Established Human Cell Lines

Rene,

You had better hope that OSHA does not pay a visit.  Your policy is in

direct violation of the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard and compliance guidance

issued by OSHA.  Cell line vendors DO NOT certify that the cells are free of

bloodborne pathogens and unless YOU are testing the cell lines it must be

assumed that they are potentially infected.  OSHA does not have wiggle room.

  I suggest that as a consultant you may wish to revisit the issue.

Respectfully,

Richie Fink

Wyeth BioPharma

Biosafety Officer

>From: Rene Ricks [mailto:rricks@PACBELL.NET]

>Sent: zaterdag 26 juli 2003 2:48

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Established Human Cell Lines

>

>

These latter RG-2 cell lines require review but NOT an additional BBP

Exposure Control Plan because the reason they are classified as RG-2 has

nothing to do with bloodborne pathogens.  In terms of a visual, this is how

we look at it:

>RG 2 cell lines BBP RG 2 lines & Other non-BBP RG2 lines

>1.       BBP RG 2 ALL human primary cell lines + some RG 2

>well-established cell lines with stated BBP contamination

>2.       Other non-BBP RG cell lines most RG 2 established cell lines

>Of note is that one of these clients makes gene therapy cancer vaccines

>using well established, RG-1 cell lines, which are injected into clinical

>study cancer patients.  Neither the FDA nor their IBC requires that they be

>considered or labeled as RG-2.

>- Rene Ricks, EH&S Consultant, rricks@pacbell.net

>

_________________________________________________________________
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Glenn

You make a very good point and this is what I tell well meaning PIs who want

to slap a biohazard symbol on a diagnostic specimen.  The shipping rules are

counterintuitive.

-         Rene Ricks, EH&S Consultant, rricks@pacbell.net

<mailto:rricks@pacbell.net>

-         -----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Glenn Funk

Sent: Monday, July 28, 2003 7:21 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Shipping Human Cells

I think it s important to remember that there has long been a (for us

biosafety-ers, HUGE) disconnect between Universal Precaution/common-sense

lab safety and the shipping industry.  The latter does not adhere to the UPs

and specifically defines  infectious agent  by a set of much tighter

criteria than we would normally use in identifying potentially infectious

materials.  When classifying materials for air shipment, I recommend setting

aside your intuitive knowledge and good intentions, and sticking rigorously

to the current IATA DGR/49 CFR definitions.  Even though your heart may be

in the right place, you can be as quickly and expensively cited for shipping

something as a Class 6.2 Dangerous Good when it isn t (according to the

formal definition) as the other way around.  In the opinion of the FAA,

either case indicates inadequate training and institutional monitoring.

According to an FAA attorney I spoke with, improper classification of a

dangerous good can lead to as many as 14 individual cited offences, nearly

all of them related to your institutional shipping training program.

The LAST regulator I ever want in my  house  is the FAA!  They re ruthless!

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biomedical Safety Consultant

===========================================================

On 7/28/03 6:56 AM, "Michael Wendeler" <wendeler@INCYTE.COM> wrote:

My 2 cents regarding human cell lines.   We are in the middle of relocating

our company's labs about 20 miles north of where we are at now.   The issue

came up about how to transport human cell lines. As a rule of thumb, we work

with all human cell lines at BSL 2.  Sometimes working at that level is

required because of the nature of the cell line, sometimes it is not

required, but we still use BSL 2 anyway  because it's really just good

laboratory practice.

That being said, when it comes to shipping these cells, we are taking a

careful look at the different lines because there is no way that we are

shipping all these cells as infectious substances.  The question we are

asking is: "What are the REAL hazards associated with some of theses well

established cells lines?"   While it is true that established human cell

lines could contain adventitious agents, I think one has to be realistic and

take a hard look at these established cell lines and look at the real risk.

Many of these lines have been used in research for many years with no

adverse effects to the researcher what so ever.

I guess I have a different philosophy than many other safety professionals

that assign risk based on speculation and worst case scenarios.  I try to

look at the "real" risk involved and then make a determination regarding the

proper safety procedures.

Just my 2 cents for what its worth.

Mike Wendeler

"Hauck, Philip" wrote:

Wow. It s so good, I bagged a copy on file for my future use. Good job, and

I think the Ladies and Gentlemen of the jury would concur that you have

argued your case admirably ..noe if you can get the PI s to buy into, you

have won hands down!

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Klenner, James [mailto:jklenner@IUPUI.EDU]

Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 5:45 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Human cells are BL2

Greetings all,

As promised I have the memo I just sent to our IBC. Time's running out on my

workweek and I tried to proof it as best I could - so I apologize in advance

for any errors someone uncovers.

Have a great weekend everybody and thank you all for your prior input!

Jim

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY-PURDUE UNIVERSITY INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158
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Dear Members,

I have a few questions that I'm hoping you can answer. I'm going to give you

a short scenario and then four questions. Here goes:

We have a research group that draws blood from human subjects on our campus

for various tests. Each human subject is treated as an anonymous case

(meaning, we don't take their names) and we don't prescreen the sample. The

blood is drawn and research is conducted with the blood. [The research is

approved by our IRB.]

While working in the lab, one of the researchers is stuck in the finger with

a syringe containing one of the anonymous human subject's blood. The

researcher is worried about possible HIV or HBV infection.

Questions:

1. Can we (or the researcher) have the blood tested for HIV or HBV?

2. Are there privacy issues?

3. Are there legal issues?

4. Can you direct me to any laws, regulations, etc. that address this topic?

Also, if you have any similar stories, incidents, or tales that you'd be

willing to share, I'm more than happy to listen.

Many thanks!

-David
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I'd like to clarify something regarding the new IATA and DOT regulations

for shipping dangerous goods.

According to the new regs, if a substance is a diagnostic specimen,

meaning:

-any human or animal material, including excreta, secreta, blood and its

components, tissue, and tissue fluids being transported for diagnostic or

investigational purposes, but excluding live infected humans or animals,

coming from a source patient or animal that has or may have an RG-4

pathogen, it is packed according to PI 602 (49CFR 173.134(a)(4).   But if

it is a diagnostic specimen with any RG1-3 pathogens,  it is packed

according to PI 650 49CFR 173.134(a)(4).

According to DOT:

-A diagnostic specimen is not assigned a UN identification number unless the source patient or animal has or may have a serious human or animal disease from a Risk Group 4 pathogen, in which case it must be classed as Division 6.2, described as an infectious substance, and assigned to UN 2814 or UN 2900, as

appropriate. Assignment to UN 2814 or UN 2900 is based on known medical

condition and history of the patient or animal, endemic local conditions,

symptoms of the source patient or animal, or professional judgement

concerning individual circumstances of the source patient or animal.

On the other hand, if what is being shipped is a biological product with RG 2-4 pathogens (a virus, therapeutic serum, toxin, antitoxin, vaccine, blood, blood component or derivative, allergenic product, or analogous product used in the prevention, diagnosis, treatment, or cure of diseases in humans or animals.), then it is packed according to PI 602-49CFR 173.134(a)(2) as you would any other infectious substance.

I'm assuming that this means that even if a clinical sample is known to

have BBPs (Hepatitis B, HIV), it is still shipped out as diagnostic PI

650, unless it contains a RG-4 pathogens (ebola infected blood for

example), in which case one would use PI 602.

So, I would imagine that established cell lines are shipped as diagnostic

specimens (PI 650).

Comments anyone?

Larry

***************************************************************************=

****

Larry Mendoza

Biosafety Inspector

Virginia Commonwealth University

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Chemical-Biological Safety Section

Voice: 804-827-0353

Fax: 804-828-6169

"Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@CWRU.EDU>

Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

07/28/2003 11:21 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        Re: Human cells are BL2

What you are doing here is changing regulations and agencies.  You are now 

dealing with DOT.  They have a different viewpoint about 180 degrees

different.  Read this carefully several times,  shake your head vigorously 

and then read it again.  It took me several years and a lot of questions.

OSHA-BBP uses universal precautions.  Human tissue and body fluids are

considered infectious because the source is a human being.  Common sense

biosafety.  OSHA requires that packages with BBP  be marked with the

biohazard symbol.

DOT-You can only declare a material a hazardous material for shipping

purposes if you know that you have a hazard.  Human tissue is only shipped 

as 6.2, infectious substances only if you have the tissue/fluid

contaminated with a known pathogen.  The biohazard symbol is NOT a DOT

shipping label or marking.

Please note: there was a proposed rule change that would allow one to guess and ship if they suspected the material was hazardous.  I do not remember if this was adopted.  I will be finding out in about two weeks.

Recent changes in IATA allow for many items normaly classified as Hazardous materials to be shipped as samples with virtualy no regulation.

Many people are shipping with this method who used shipped as 6.2.

Human tissue or body fluids/ no pathogens known:  Not regulated

Human tissue or body fluids/ no pathogens known shipped on dry ice:

regulated for the shipment of dry ice.

Human tissue or body fluids/ infected with a known pathogen:  Regulated as 

an infectious substance.  Infectious substance affecting human(insert pathogen), 6.2.

Human tissue or body fluids/ infected with a known pathogen and shipped on

dry ice:  Regulated as an infectious substance.  Infectious substance

affecting human(insert pathogen), 6.2., Subsidiary risk is dry ice.

How to ship all  Regulated or non-regulated use an infectious substance

shipper such as what CDC recommends.  Include the biohazard symbol on the

inner packaging.  Send a description of the materials as a packing slip. I 

recommend one inside and on the outside of the container.  If the material 

is regulated follow DOT/IATA for the outer packaging/markings and paper

work.  Make sure your CDC packaging complies with shipping rules.

Make sure that the person shipping has been trained to ship this.  An

untrained person who ships a regulated material is violating the rules.

Bob
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My 2 cents regarding human cell lines.   We are in the middle of

relocating our company's labs about 20 miles north of where we are at

now.   The issue came up about how to transport human cell lines.  As a

rule of thumb, we work with all human cell lines at BSL 2.  Sometimes

working at that level is required because of the nature of the cell

line, sometimes it is not required, but we still use BSL 2 anyway

because it's really just good laboratory practice.

That being said, when it comes to shipping these cells, we are taking a

careful look at the different lines because there is no way that we are

shipping all these cells as infectious substances.  The question we are

asking is: "What are the REAL hazards associated with some of theses

well established cells lines?"   While it is true that established human

cell lines could contain adventitious agents, I think one has to be

realistic and take a hard look at these established cell lines and look

at the real risk.  Many of these lines have been used in research for

many years with no adverse effects to the researcher what so ever.

I guess I have a different philosophy than many other safety

professionals that assign risk based on speculation and worst case

scenarios.  I try to look at the "real" risk involved and then make a

determination regarding the proper safety procedures.

Just my 2 cents for what its worth.

Mike Wendeler

"Hauck, Philip" wrote:

> Wow. It's so good, I bagged a copy on file for my future use.

> Good job, and I think the Ladies and Gentlemen of the jury would

> concur that you have argued your case admirably?..noe if you can get

> the PI's to buy into, you have won hands down!

>

> Phil Hauck

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Klenner, James [mailto:jklenner@IUPUI.EDU]

> Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 5:45 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Human cells are BL2

>

> Greetings all,

> As promised I have the memo I just sent to our IBC. Time's running out

> on my workweek and I tried to proof it as best I could - so I

> apologize in advance for any errors someone uncovers.

> Have a great weekend everybody and thank you all for your prior input!

> [Image]

> Jim

>           James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

>

> Biological Safety Manager

> INDIANA UNIVERSITY-PURDUE UNIVERSITY INDIANAPOLIS

> Department of Environmental Health & Safety

> 620 Union Drive, Room 043

> Indianapolis, IN 46202

> (317) 274-2830

> Fax (317) 278-2158

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 28 Jul 2003 16:11:35 -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: Shipping Human Cells

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I'm not so sure I view it as a disconnect between OSHA and DOT, so much as each regulatory agency is dealing with a different exposure potential and scenario.

OSHA goes to what sometimes seem illogical extremes in identifying potential hazards, because they're dealing with potential exposures under less controlled conditions, where the potentially exposed individuals may be working with the specific material over an entire working lifetime. One may reasonably expect that work to involve handling open containers of the material, performing transfers and other manipulations such that the potential for exposure is arguably greater. At least by comparison to . . .

DOT is a less concerned by comparison, because they are dealing with transportation of the material, where it is the shipper's intention that the material remain in a closed container that will reach its destination within a limited period of time, and unscathed. The potential for exposure of those involved in the materials transport therefore ought to be considerably less.

I'm sure I could state that more elegantly given time, but time is something of which I have far too little.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 28 Jul 2003 15:18:25 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Recordkeeping

In-Reply-To:  <D8C546376915BC4D8DC5BDBC050CC3D2C96AA0@hq-w2kexc-is01.bio2 k.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

How long does everybody keep IBC records?  I am not sure I see a retention

requirement anywhere.

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear
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All

Good points.  Another point is that since Feb. 2003, biological products

including an experimental product or component of a product, subject to

Federal (e.g., the FDA or USDA) approval, permit, or licensing requirements

are exempt from DOT regulations (as  Materials of Trade Exemption ).  This

includes many therapeutic vaccines. This means there is no packing

Instruction Code.  Attached is a table I threw together on this subject.

Feel free to use it.  Also, please feel free to offer input.  Thank you.

- Rene Ricks, EH&S Consultant, rricks@pacbell.net

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Laurence G Mendoza/HSC/VCU

Sent: Monday, July 28, 2003 1:06 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Human cells are BL2

I'd like to clarify something regarding the new IATA and DOT regulations for

shipping dangerous goods.

According to the new regs, if a substance is a diagnostic specimen, meaning:

-any human or animal material, including excreta, secreta, blood and its

components, tissue, and tissue fluids being transported for diagnostic or

investigational purposes, but excluding live infected humans or animals,

coming from a source patient or animal that has or may have an RG-4

pathogen, it is packed according to PI 602 (49CFR 173.134(a)(4).   But if it

is a diagnostic specimen with any RG1-3 pathogens,  it is packed according

to PI 650 49CFR 173.134(a)(4).

According to DOT:

-A diagnostic specimen is not assigned a UN identification number unless the

source patient or animal has or may have a serious human or animal disease

from a Risk Group 4 pathogen, in which case it must be classed as Division

6.2, described as an infectious substance, and assigned to UN 2814 or UN

2900, as appropriate. Assignment to UN 2814 or UN 2900 is based on known

medical condition and history of the patient or animal, endemic local

conditions, symptoms of the source patient or animal, or professional

judgement concerning individual circumstances of the source patient or

animal.

On the other hand, if what is being shipped is a biological product with RG

2-4 pathogens (a virus, therapeutic serum, toxin, antitoxin, vaccine, blood,

blood component or derivative, allergenic product, or analogous product used

in the prevention, diagnosis, treatment, or cure of diseases in humans or

animals.), then it is packed according to PI 602 -49CFR 173.134(a)(2) as you

would any other infectious substance.

I'm assuming that this means that even if a clinical sample is known to have

BBPs (Hepatitis B, HIV), it is still shipped out as diagnostic PI 650,

unless it contains a RG-4 pathogens (ebola infected blood for example), in

which case one would use PI 602.

So, I would imagine that established cell lines are shipped as diagnostic

specimens (PI 650).

Comments anyone?

Larry

****************************************************************************

***

Larry Mendoza

Biosafety Inspector

Virginia Commonwealth University

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Chemical-Biological Safety Section

Voice: 804-827-0353

Fax: 804-828-6169

"Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@CWRU.EDU>

Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

07/28/2003 11:21 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:        BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        Re: Human cells are BL2

What you are doing here is changing regulations and agencies.  You are now

dealing with DOT.  They have a different viewpoint about 180 degrees

different.  Read this carefully several times,  shake your head vigorously

and then read it again.  It took me several years and a lot of questions.

OSHA-BBP uses universal precautions.  Human tissue and body fluids are

considered infectious because the source is a human being.  Common sense

biosafety.  OSHA requires that packages with BBP  be marked with the

biohazard symbol.

DOT-You can only declare a material a hazardous material for shipping

purposes if you know that you have a hazard.  Human tissue is only shipped

as 6.2, infectious substances only if you have the tissue/fluid contaminated

with a known pathogen.  The biohazard symbol is NOT a DOT shipping label or

marking.

Please note: there was a proposed rule change that would allow one to guess

and ship if they suspected the material was hazardous.  I do not remember if

this was adopted.  I will be finding out in about two weeks.

Recent changes in IATA allow for many items normaly classified as Hazardous

materials to be shipped as samples with virtualy no regulation.  Many people

are shipping with this method who used shipped as 6.2.

Human tissue or body fluids/ no pathogens known:  Not regulated

Human tissue or body fluids/ no pathogens known shipped on dry ice:

regulated for the shipment of dry ice.

Human tissue or body fluids/ infected with a known pathogen:  Regulated as

an infectious substance.  Infectious substance affecting human(insert

pathogen), 6.2.

Human tissue or body fluids/ infected with a known pathogen and shipped on

dry ice:  Regulated as an infectious substance.  Infectious substance

affecting human(insert pathogen), 6.2., Subsidiary risk is dry ice.

How to ship all  Regulated or non-regulated use an infectious substance

shipper such as what CDC recommends.  Include the biohazard symbol on the

inner packaging.  Send a description of the materials as a packing slip.  I

recommend one inside and on the outside of the container.  If the material

is regulated follow DOT/IATA for the outer packaging/markings and paper

work.  Make sure your CDC packaging complies with shipping rules.

Make sure that the person shipping has been trained to ship this.  An

untrained person who ships a regulated material is violating the rules.

Bob

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

X-MIME-Autoconverted: from 8bit to quoted-printable by postal.incyte.com id

h6SDtY6a015040

My 2 cents regarding human cell lines.   We are in the middle of

relocating our company's labs about 20 miles north of where we are at

now.   The issue came up about how to transport human cell lines.  As a

rule of thumb, we work with all human cell lines at BSL 2.  Sometimes

working at that level is required because of the nature of the cell

line, sometimes it is not required, but we still use BSL 2 anyway

because it's really just good laboratory practice.

That being said, when it comes to shipping these cells, we are taking a

careful look at the different lines because there is no way that we are

shipping all these cells as infectious substances.  The question we are

asking is: "What are the REAL hazards associated with some of theses

well established cells lines?"   While it is true that established human

cell lines could contain adventitious agents, I think one has to be

realistic and take a hard look at these established cell lines and look

at the real risk.  Many of these lines have been used in research for

many years with no adverse effects to the researcher what so ever.

I guess I have a different philosophy than many other safety

professionals that assign risk based on speculation and worst case

scenarios.  I try to look at the "real" risk involved and then make a

determination regarding the proper safety procedures.

Just my 2 cents for what its worth.

Mike Wendeler

"Hauck, Philip" wrote:

> Wow. It's so good, I bagged a copy on file for my future use.

> Good job, and I think the Ladies and Gentlemen of the jury would

> concur that you have argued your case admirably ..noe if you can get

> the PI's to buy into, you have won hands down!

>

> Phil Hauck

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Klenner, James [mailto:jklenner@IUPUI.EDU]

> Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 5:45 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Human cells are BL2

>

> Greetings all,

> As promised I have the memo I just sent to our IBC. Time's running out

> on my workweek and I tried to proof it as best I could - so I

> apologize in advance for any errors someone uncovers.

> Have a great weekend everybody and thank you all for your prior input!

> [Image]

> Jim

>           James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

>

> Biological Safety Manager

> INDIANA UNIVERSITY-PURDUE UNIVERSITY INDIANAPOLIS

> Department of Environmental Health & Safety

> 620 Union Drive, Room 043

> Indianapolis, IN 46202

> (317) 274-2830

> Fax (317) 278-2158

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 29 Jul 2003 08:10:06 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Peace Out

                -----Original Message-----

                From:   Rene Ricks [mailto:rricks@PACBELL.NET]

                Sent:   Monday, July 28, 2003 5:47 PM

                To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                Subject:        Re: IATA & DOT & Biologicals

                 << Message:  >>  << File: Shipping Requirements for

Biological Materials-0603.doc >>

****************************************************************************

Legal Notice: This electronic mail and its attachments are intended solely

for the person (s) to whom they are addressed and contain information which

is confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure, except for the

purpose they are intended to.  Dissemination, distribution, or reproduction

by anyone other than their intended recipients is prohibited and may be

illegal.  If you are not an intended recipient, please immediately inform

the sender and send him/her back the present e-mail and its attachments and

destroy any copies which may be in your possession.
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From:         Sullivan Christine <Christine.Sullivan@UCB-GROUP.COM>

Subject:      Re: IATA & DOT & Biologicals
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Sorry about that - was intended for a friend...

                -----Original Message-----

                From:   Sullivan Christine

                Sent:   Tuesday, July 29, 2003 8:10 AM

                To:     'A Biosafety Discussion List'

                Subject:        RE: IATA & DOT & Biologicals

                Peace Out

                                -----Original Message-----

                                From:   Rene Ricks

[mailto:rricks@PACBELL.NET]

                                Sent:   Monday, July 28, 2003 5:47 PM

                                To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                                Subject:        Re: IATA & DOT & Biologicals

                                 << Message:  >>  << File: Shipping

Requirements for Biological Materials-0603.doc >>

****************************************************************************

Legal Notice: This electronic mail and its attachments are intended solely

for the person (s) to whom they are addressed and contain information which

is confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure, except for the

purpose they are intended to.  Dissemination, distribution, or reproduction

by anyone other than their intended recipients is prohibited and may be

illegal.  If you are not an intended recipient, please immediately inform

the sender and send him/her back the present e-mail and its attachments and

destroy any copies which may be in your possession.
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From:         Tina Charbonneau <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Blood and Privacy
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Content-Disposition: inline

Dave,

If you have a program at the campus with IRB approval there must be an informed consent for drawing the samples.  Therefore, the individual would know that should an accident occur their sample would be tested for transmissible diseases HIV and HEP.

For the individual that  was stuck,   in completing an  incident report, the Medical Director or designee should counsel accordingly and if necessary have the person tested as well with follow up testing as necessary.

The PI of the project could inform the department that drew the sample of the incident to get consent for the suspect sample individual to be tested.

It is for these reasons that I really frown on using what I call "in house" samples for testing.  We did this back in the  early 80's before HIV  but by 85' we definitely put an end to such practices.   This was when I worked in a clinical setting.    There are many ways to get "normal" samples for analysis.  Check with your local blood center.  They can draw up to 25mls after a donation ,  samples are anonymous and most donors are very willing to participate in research studies and readily give informed consent for the extra tube.   There may be not cost for this service and you WILL get test results from the center.  

Just my take on your inquiry.

Tina

Tina Charbonneau

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

100 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12983

518-891-3080 x 372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org
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Subject:      Re: Human cells are BL2
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I believe that if you KNOW a sample has a BBP in it, you'd be obligated

to ship as per 602-infectious substance.

Laurence G Mendoza/HSC/VCU wrote:

>

> I'd like to clarify something regarding the new IATA and DOT

> regulations for shipping dangerous goods.

>

> According to the new regs, if a substance is a diagnostic specimen,

> meaning:

> -any human or animal material, including excreta, secreta, blood and

  its components, tissue, and tissue fluids being transported for

  diagnostic or investigational purposes, but excluding live infected

  humans or animals,

>

> coming from a source patient or animal that has or may have an RG-4

> pathogen, it is packed according to PI 602 (49CFR 173.134(a)(4).   But

> if it is a diagnostic specimen with any RG1-3 pathogens,  it is packed

> according to PI 650 49CFR 173.134(a)(4).

>

> According to DOT:

> -A diagnostic specimen is not assigned a UN identification number

> unless the source patient or animal has or may have a serious human or

> animal disease from a Risk Group 4 pathogen, in which case it must be

> classed as Division 6.2, described as an infectious substance, and

> assigned to UN 2814 or UN 2900, as appropriate. Assignment to UN 2814

> or UN 2900 is based on known medical condition and history of the

> patient or animal, endemic local conditions, symptoms of the source

> patient or animal, or professional judgement concerning individual

> circumstances of the source patient or animal.

>

> On the other hand, if what is being shipped is a biological product

  with RG 2-4 pathogens (a virus, therapeutic serum, toxin, antitoxin,

  vaccine, blood, blood component or derivative, allergenic product, or

  analogous product used in the prevention, diagnosis, treatment, or

  cure of diseases in humans or animals.), then it is packed according

  to PI 602 -49CFR 173.134(a)(2) as you would any other infectious

  substance.

  I'm assuming that this means that even if a clinical sample is known

  to have BBPs (Hepatitis B, HIV), it is still shipped out as

  diagnostic PI 650, unless it contains a RG-4 pathogens (ebola

  infected blood for example), in which case one would use PI 602.

  So, I would imagine that established cell lines are shipped as

  diagnostic specimens (PI 650).

  Comments anyone?

  Larry

>

>

>

>

>

>

> *

> ***********************************************************************=

******

>

> Larry Mendoza

> Biosafety Inspector

> Virginia Commonwealth University

> Office of Environmental Health and Safety

> Chemical-Biological Safety Section

> Voice: 804-827-0353

> Fax: 804-828-6169

>

>

>

>

>

>  "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@CWRU.EDU>

   Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion              To:

   List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>       BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                                                cc:

   07/28/2003 11:21 AM                          Subject:        Re:

   Please respond to A Biosafety        Human cells are BL2

   Discussion List

>

>

>

> What you are doing here is changing regulations and agencies.  You are

> now dealing with DOT.  They have a different viewpoint about 180

> degrees different.  Read this carefully several times,  shake your

> head vigorously and then read it again.  It took me several years and

> a lot of questions.

>

> OSHA-BBP uses universal precautions.  Human tissue and body fluids are

> considered infectious because the source is a human being.  Common

> sense biosafety.  OSHA requires that packages with BBP  be marked with

> the biohazard symbol.

>

> DOT-You can only declare a material a hazardous material for shipping

> purposes if you know that you have a hazard.  Human tissue is only

> shipped as 6.2, infectious substances only if you have the

> tissue/fluid contaminated with a known pathogen.  The biohazard symbol

> is NOT a DOT shipping label or marking.

>

> Please note: there was a proposed rule change that would allow one to

> guess and ship if they suspected the material was hazardous.  I do not

> remember if this was adopted.  I will be finding out in about two

> weeks.

>

> Recent changes in IATA allow for many items normaly classified as

> Hazardous materials to be shipped as samples with virtualy no

> regulation.  Many people are shipping with this method who used

> shipped as 6.2.

>

> Human tissue or body fluids/ no pathogens known:  Not regulated

> Human tissue or body fluids/ no pathogens known shipped on dry ice:

> regulated for the shipment of dry ice.

> Human tissue or body fluids/ infected with a known pathogen:

> Regulated as an infectious substance.  Infectious substance affecting

> human(insert pathogen), 6.2.

> Human tissue or body fluids/ infected with a known pathogen and

> shipped on dry ice:  Regulated as an infectious substance.  Infectious

> substance affecting human(insert pathogen), 6.2., Subsidiary risk is

> dry ice.

>

> How to ship all  Regulated or non-regulated use an infectious

> substance shipper such as what CDC recommends.  Include the biohazard

> symbol on the inner packaging.  Send a description of the materials as

> a packing slip.  I recommend one inside and on the outside of the

> container.  If the material is regulated follow DOT/IATA for the outer

> packaging/markings and paper work.  Make sure your CDC packaging

> complies with shipping rules.

>

> Make sure that the person shipping has been trained to ship this.  An

> untrained person who ships a regulated material is violating the

> rules.

>

> Bob

>

> Content-Type: text/plain; charset=3Diso-8859-1

> X-MIME-Autoconverted: from 8bit to quoted-printable by

> postal.incyte.com id h6SDtY6a015040

>

> My 2 cents regarding human cell lines.   We are in the middle of

> relocating our company's labs about 20 miles north of where we are at

> now.   The issue came up about how to transport human cell lines.  As

> a

> rule of thumb, we work with all human cell lines at BSL 2.  Sometimes

> working at that level is required because of the nature of the cell

> line, sometimes it is not required, but we still use BSL 2 anyway

> because it's really just good laboratory practice.

> That being said, when it comes to shipping these cells, we are taking

> a

> careful look at the different lines because there is no way that we

> are

> shipping all these cells as infectious substances.  The question we

> are

> asking is: "What are the REAL hazards associated with some of theses

> well established cells lines?"   While it is true that established

> human

> cell lines could contain adventitious agents, I think one has to be

> realistic and take a hard look at these established cell lines and

> look

> at the real risk.  Many of these lines have been used in research for

> many years with no adverse effects to the researcher what so ever.

> I guess I have a different philosophy than many other safety

> professionals that assign risk based on speculation and worst case

> scenarios.  I try to look at the "real" risk involved and then make a

> determination regarding the proper safety procedures.

>

> Just my 2 cents for what its worth.

>

> Mike Wendeler

>

> "Hauck, Philip" wrote:

>

> > Wow. It's so good, I bagged a copy on file for my future use.

> > Good job, and I think the Ladies and Gentlemen of the jury would

> > concur that you have argued your case admirably=85..noe if you can ge=

t

>

> > the PI's to buy into, you have won hands down!

> >

> > Phil Hauck

> >

> > -----Original Message-----

> > From: Klenner, James [mailto:jklenner@IUPUI.EDU]

> > Sent: Friday, July 25, 2003 5:45 PM

> > To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> > Subject: Human cells are BL2

> >

> > Greetings all,

> > As promised I have the memo I just sent to our IBC. Time's running

> out

> > on my workweek and I tried to proof it as best I could - so I

> > apologize in advance for any errors someone uncovers.

> > Have a great weekend everybody and thank you all for your prior

> input!

> > [Image]

> > Jim

> >           James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

> >

> > Biological Safety Manager

> > INDIANA UNIVERSITY-PURDUE UNIVERSITY INDIANAPOLIS

> > Department of Environmental Health & Safety

> > 620 Union Drive, Room 043

> > Indianapolis, IN 46202

> > (317) 274-2830

> > Fax (317) 278-2158
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Hello All,

Do you at your respective institutions have specific policies regarding

open or closed lab doors?  Obviously at BSL 2 doors should be closed

when work is in progress.  However, I have a PI who works in a BSL 1 and

refuses to keep his door closed.  His claim is that he is Jewish and

cannot be in a room with a female student alone with the door closed.  I

am not Jewish and fairly new to the field and would appreciate any

comments from the biosafety community.  I am leaning towards

establishing a University policy in which any lab designated BSL 2 and

above would be required to keep their lab door closed.  Comments and or

suggestions.

Emilio

Emilio Rodriguez

Biological Safety Manager

The University of Texas at El Paso

Tel. 915-747-7124

Fax: 915-747-8126

E-mail: erodriguez22@utep.edu
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From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Lab Doors

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C355F3.20EE8EE3"

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_01C355F3.20EE8EE3

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

I don't worry about it from a biosafety perspective it's a no-no with State

fire regulations.  All corridor doors must be closed according to our State

Fire Marshall, that includes lab doors.

I confiscate wooden blocks all the time.  You should check with your State

Fire Marshall and see what the policy is.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Rodriguez, Emilio -22 [mailto:erodriguez22@UTEP.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2003 11:36 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Lab Doors

Hello All,

Do you at your respective institutions have specific policies regarding open

or closed lab doors?  Obviously at BSL 2 doors should be closed when work is

in progress.  However, I have a PI who works in a BSL 1 and refuses to keep

his door closed.  His claim is that he is Jewish and cannot be in a room

with a female student alone with the door closed.  I am not Jewish and

fairly new to the field and would appreciate any comments from the biosafety

community.  I am leaning towards establishing a University policy in which

any lab designated BSL 2 and above would be required to keep their lab door

closed.  Comments and or suggestions.

Emilio

Emilio Rodriguez

Biological Safety Manager

The University of Texas at El Paso

Tel. 915-747-7124

Fax: 915-747-8126

E-mail: erodriguez22@utep.edu
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Date: Tue, 29 Jul 2003 13:29:54 -0400 

Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List 

Sender: A Biosafety Discussion List 

From: "Hauck, Philip" 

Subject: Re: Vaccinia use and vaccinations 

MIME-version: 1.0 Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable 

The requirement was in the 3rd edition BMBL but later taken out in the 4th edition. I had a "discussion" with my vaccinia people about getting vaccinated, and they all declined. Since you can't force them to be vaccinated, I converted the BBP declination statement from HIV/HBV to vaccinia and made them all sign the declination statement. One thing that can be done is to have a titre done to see if there is any activity...but for most of us who got them in the 50's and 60's the titres are weak at best. Folks who were vaccinated late 60's to 70's should have some residual titre. Phil Hauck -----Original Message----- From: Tina Charbonneau [mailto:tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG] Sent: Monday, July 28, 2003 1:50 PM To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU Subject: Vaccinia use and vaccinations An investigator has submitted a protocol to the IBC for review that includes the use of vaccinia in a mouse model. The protocol contains all appropriate info along with safety precautions. The investigator further states that only staff who have been vaccinated for small pox will be allowed to work in the lab and animal facility. Yet he provides no means of documentation of prior vaccination for the staff . Questions: Is this standard practice for work with vaccinia that staff should be vaccinated? If so, do you carry out a vaccination program or do you rely on folks who have been vaccinated in the past? If you rely on past vaccinations, shouldn't there be some sort of documentation? What documentation would you require, since most folks would have been vaccinated as infants? Correct? My feeling is that if conditions are placed on the positions, than documentation must be maintained to show that staff meet these conditions. If indeed we do not follow these practices, that is , no vaccination program is made available, than the conditions may not be valid. Any thoughts anyone? Tina Charbonneau Safety Coordinator Trudeau Institute 100 Algonquin Ave Saranac Lake, NY 12983 518-891-3080 x 372 tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org ========================================================================= 

Date: Tue, 29 Jul 2003 12:38:49 -0500 

Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List 

Sender: A Biosafety Discussion List 

From: Kyle Boyett Subject: 

Re: Lab Doors 
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Would a door with a glass view panel solve the problem of keeping the door closed and still maintain the integrity of the person's religion? Just my thoughts. Kyle G. Boyett Asst. Director of Biosafety Safety Short Distribution List Administrator University of Alabama @ Birmingham Department of Occupational Health and Safety 933 South 19th Street Suite 445 Birmingham, Alabama 35294 Phone: 205.934.9181 Fax: 205.934.7487 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: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU] 

Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2003 12:02 PM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Re: Lab Doors 

I don't worry about it from a biosafety perspective it's a no-no with State fire regulations. All corridor doors must be closed according to our State Fire Marshall, that includes lab doors. I confiscate wooden blocks all the time. You should check with your State Fire Marshall and see what the policy is. 

Eric R. Jeppesen Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer 

KU-EHS Dept. 

785) 864-2857 phone 

785) 864-2852 fax 

jeppesen@ku.edu 

-----Original Message----- 

From: Rodriguez, Emilio -22 [mailto:erodriguez22@UTEP.EDU] 

Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2003 11:36 AM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Lab Doors Hello 

All, Do you at your respective institutions have specific policies regarding open or closed lab doors? Obviously at BSL 2 doors should be closed when work is in progress. However, I have a PI who works in a BSL 1 and refuses to keep his door closed. His claim is that he is Jewish and cannot be in a room with a female student alone with the door closed. I am not Jewish and fairly new to the field and would appreciate any comments from the biosafety community. I am leaning towards establishing a University policy in which any lab designated BSL 2 and above would be required to keep their lab door closed. Comments and or suggestions. Emilio 

Emilio Rodriguez Biological Safety Manager 

The University of Texas at El Paso 

Tel. 915-747-7124 

Fax: 915-747-8126 

E-mail: erodriguez22@utep.edu ------
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MIME-Version: 1.0 

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1" 
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If the fire codes do indeed back you up, then if he needs to have 

someone accompany him and the female student, let him make such special 

arrangements. In my opinion this is not a case where religious practice 

necessitates a compromise of safety - An acceptable alternative 

accommodation can be made.

Randy Norman 

Occupational Safety & Health Associate 

BioReliance Corporation 

Rockville, MD 20850 

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

-----Original Message----- 

From:   Rodriguez, Emilio -22 [SMTP:erodriguez22@UTEP.EDU] 

Sent:   Tuesday, July 29, 2003 12:36 PM 

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject:        Lab Doors

Hello All, 

Do you at your respective institutions have specific policies regarding 

open or closed lab doors?  Obviously at BSL 2 doors should be closed 

when work is in progress.  However, I have a PI who works in a BSL 1 and 

refuses to keep his door closed.  His claim is that he is Jewish and 

cannot be in a room with a female student alone with the door closed.  I 

am not Jewish and fairly new to the field and would appreciate any 

comments from the biosafety community.  I am leaning towards 

establishing a University policy in which any lab designated BSL 2 and 

above would be required to keep their lab door closed.  Comments and or 

suggestions. 

Emilio 

Emilio Rodriguez 

Biological Safety Manager 

The University of Texas at El Paso 

Tel. 915-747-7124 

Fax: 915-747-8126 

E-mail: erodriguez22@utep.edu 
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Possibly.  It would depend on what the fire codes have to say. 

You'd have to buy a new door that meets the fire rating (and they ain't 

cheap with a viewing panel).

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen 

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer 

KU-EHS Dept. 

(785) 864-2857 phone 

(785) 864-2852 fax 

jeppesen@ku.edu 

-----Original Message----- 

From: Kyle Boyett [mailto:KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU] 

Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2003 12:39 PM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Re: Lab Doors

Would a door with a glass view panel solve the problem of keeping the door 

closed and still maintain the integrity of the person's religion? Just my 

thoughts.

Kyle G. Boyett 

Asst. Director of Biosafety 

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator 

University of Alabama @ Birmingham 

Department of Occupational Health and Safety 

933 South 19th Street Suite 445 

Birmingham, Alabama 35294 

Phone: 205.934.9181 

Fax: 205.934.7487 

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: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU] 

Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2003 12:02 PM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Re: Lab Doors

I don't worry about it from a biosafety perspective it's a no-no with State 

fire regulations.  All corridor doors must be closed according to our State 

Fire Marshall, that includes lab doors. 

I confiscate wooden blocks all the time.  You should check with your State 

Fire Marshall and see what the policy is.

Eric 

Eric R. Jeppesen 

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer 

KU-EHS Dept. 

(785) 864-2857 phone 

(785) 864-2852 fax 

jeppesen@ku.edu

-----Original Message----- 

From: Rodriguez, Emilio -22 [mailto:erodriguez22@UTEP.EDU] 

Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2003 11:36 AM 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU 

Subject: Lab Doors

Hello All,

Do you at your respective institutions have specific policies regarding open 

or closed lab doors?  Obviously at BSL 2 doors should be closed when work is 

in progress.  However, I have a PI who works in a BSL 1 and refuses to keep 

his door closed.  His claim is that he is Jewish and cannot be in a room 

with a female student alone with the door closed.  I am not Jewish and 

fairly new to the field and would appreciate any comments from the biosafety 

community.  I am leaning towards establishing a University policy in which 

any lab designated BSL 2 and above would be required to keep their lab door 

closed.  Comments and or suggestions.

Emilio

Emilio Rodriguez 

Biological Safety Manager 

The University of Texas at El Paso 

Tel. 915-747-7124 

Fax: 915-747-8126 

E-mail: erodriguez22@utep.edu
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..."you can't force them to be vaccinated,"...

Interesting point for discussion.

Why can't you make vaccination a legitimate job requirement? Sure, in the Bloodborne Pathogens Standard, OSHA didn't want to take responsibility for making it mandatory in the case of Hep B vaccination, but does that necessarily mean an employer can't ever make vaccination a condition of employment if the job demands it?

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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This is off of University of Texas, Austin's EHS website, your sister

university.

"Fire Safety Reminders

Never use an elevator if the building fire alarm is activated.

Use stairwells to evacuate the building. Be aware of your primary and

secondary egress routes.

Keep designated fire doors closed - they are designed to protect occupants.

Never block open corridor/hallway doors in a building.

Check all appliances in your office before leaving. Turn them off.

Keep storage in all areas 18" or more below sprinkler heads.

Use electrical extension cords properly. Examine the cords periodically for

safe service."

The link is www.utexas.edu/safety/ehs/fire/

You might give them a call and see what their policies are.  Your board of

Regents might have a policy or statement enforcing certain fire codes.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Norman, Randy [mailto:RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2003 12:46 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Lab Doors

If the fire codes do indeed back you up, then if he needs to have someone

accompany him and the female student, let him make such special

arrangements. In my opinion this is not a case where religious practice

necessitates a compromise of safety - An acceptable alternative

accommodation can be made.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

-----Original Message-----

From:   Rodriguez, Emilio -22 [SMTP:erodriguez22@UTEP.EDU]

Sent:   Tuesday, July 29, 2003 12:36 PM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Lab Doors

Hello All,

Do you at your respective institutions have specific policies regarding open

or closed lab doors?  Obviously at BSL 2 doors should be closed when work is

in progress.  However, I have a PI who works in a BSL 1 and refuses to keep

his door closed.  His claim is that he is Jewish and cannot be in a room

with a female student alone with the door closed.  I am not Jewish and

fairly new to the field and would appreciate any comments from the biosafety

community.  I am leaning towards establishing a University policy in which

any lab designated BSL 2 and above would be required to keep their lab door

closed.  Comments and or suggestions.

Emilio

Emilio Rodriguez

Biological Safety Manager

The University of Texas at El Paso

Tel. 915-747-7124

Fax: 915-747-8126

E-mail: erodriguez22@utep.edu
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Subject:      Re: Vaccinia  use and vaccinations
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Phil,

I received responses on both sides of the vaccination issue.

 I, too was going to suggest  using some form of the BBP declination, but that would also mean that I would have to ensure that our Medical Director could  obtain the vaccine and would be willing to administer it.    I also received an interesting document  from another investigator who looked at the relative risk of receiving the vaccine versus the risk of acquiring an infection in the lab. 

It would seem to me that if we place conditions on the performance of a job i.e. "...only staff who have been vaccinated can work here..." we have the responsibility to maintain the appropriate documentation to show that they have been vaccinated or have been offered the vaccination and declined.   So now for those folks who were vaccinated at birth,  would their word be documentation or the presence of a scar when no actual medical document is available?

Thanks for your response/advice,

Tina

Tina Charbonneau

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

100 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12983

518-891-3080 x 372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org
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"It would depend on what the fire codes have to say. "

I would add - it also depends upon what his Rabbi has to say. Keeping in mind that the dictates of religious practice (my own included) are not always subject to human reason.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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You would have the same controversy that is happening now with

revaccination of health care workers re: smallpox. People are really

afraid of the adverse reactions, and some of them can be pretty

bad...but so is coming down with a lab-acquired vaccinia infection. You

could try to stipulate the condition of employment as requiring

vaccinations...CDC and NIH do, but you may have a problem if you make it

mandatory for employment in the private sector...some willing

schuy...lawyer would take the case for a discrimination suit.

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Norman, Randy [mailto:RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2003 1:56 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Vaccinia use and vaccinations

..."you can't force them to be vaccinated,"...

Interesting point for discussion.

Why can't you make vaccination a legitimate job requirement? Sure, in

the Bloodborne Pathogens Standard, OSHA didn't want to take

responsibility for making it mandatory in the case of Hep B vaccination,

but does that necessarily mean an employer can't ever make vaccination a

condition of employment if the job demands it?

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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Subject:      Re: Lab Doors

In-Reply-To:  <0FCA12826AB0C54B979639CD965A5293170C77@itdsrvmail03.utep.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_lbJwrEa8do4Mtwap7MAZXQ)"

--Boundary_(ID_lbJwrEa8do4Mtwap7MAZXQ)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Most lab rooms with doors are designed to be operated with the doors

shut.  To leave the door open will upset the air balance between the

room and the hallway as well as the other rooms in the corridor.

The rooms should be negative in relation to the corridor.  This way

if a release occurs then the released material will be contained in

the lab by the engineering control.

An open door may be neutral or even positive pressure, reversing this airflow.

If a threshold is calibrated for negative airflow with the door open,

the pressure differential with the door closed might be great enough

to prevent the door from opening.  At the very least it might make it

necessary for a worker to use two hands and a foot:)

BTW this can be caused by a pressure difference of only a few inches/mm Hg.

There might be a religious objection here.  I would suggest

consulting with a rabbi.  Although I kind of doubt that this is

nothing more than a smoke screen.  This man would have a stronger

argument if he is an obvious orthodox practitioner.  IE- facial hair,

yarmulke, prayer belt, ect.  But again, I believe the rabbi can find

a solution.

Bob

>Hello All,

>

>

>

>Do you at your respective institutions have specific policies

>regarding open or closed lab doors?  Obviously at BSL 2 doors should

>be closed when work is in progress.  However, I have a PI who works

>in a BSL 1 and refuses to keep his door closed.  His claim is that

>he is Jewish and cannot be in a room with a female student alone

>with the door closed.  I am not Jewish and fairly new to the field

>and would appreciate any comments from the biosafety community.  I

>am leaning towards establishing a University policy in which any lab

>designated BSL 2 and above would be required to keep their lab door

>closed.  Comments and or suggestions.

>

>

>

>Emilio

>

>

>

>Emilio Rodriguez

>

>Biological Safety Manager

>

>The University of Texas at El Paso

>

>Tel. 915-747-7124

>

>Fax: 915-747-8126

>

>E-mail: erodriguez22@utep.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
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From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Open Bay Labs
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Greetings and Salutations..

The plans are already drawn so it looks like there is no way to avoid

this.. but I've been asked to put together some thoughts on potential

bio-type issues in open bay labs..

I'd appreciate any comments on how such labs are managed elsewhere from

safety, security, and compliance standpoints,

and what the potential issues are related to working on benches in large labs?

Thanks..

Kath

PS -  We have about 40 people expressing interest in a Midwest Biosafety

Group thus far. Keep putting the word out.

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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Randy -

In California, I believe we can make vaccination mandatory for a specific

position if it is well justified, not medically contraindicated and spelled

out at the time of hire.  We can NOT take someone already on the staff and

levy a mandatory vaccination requirement ex post facto, even for a transfer

to another position involving exposure risk.  The best we can do is counsel

the individual carefully and have him or her sign a declination statement.

We usually leave the ultimate decision to the PI =AD if he or she feels

strongly that staff should be vaccinated before working with a particular

agent (usually a vaccinial vector), the PI has the option of assigning

decliners to other jobs in the lab that didn=B9t involve the risk of exposure

to the agent in question.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biomedical Safety Consultant

On 7/29/03 10:55 AM, "Norman, Randy" <RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM> wrote:

> ..."you can't force them to be vaccinated,"...

>

> Interesting point for discussion.

>

> Why can't you make vaccination a legitimate job requirement? Sure, in the

> Bloodborne Pathogens Standard, OSHA didn't want to take responsibility fo=

r

> making it mandatory in the case of Hep B vaccination, but does that

> necessarily mean an employer can't ever make vaccination a condition of

> employment if the job demands it?

>

> Randy Norman

> Occupational Safety & Health Associate

> BioReliance Corporation

> Rockville, MD 20850

> Rnorman@bioreliance.com

>

> "Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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Large open labs bring out the following problems:

1) difficulty in having a higher containment area

2) if there is a major spill (bio, chem, rad) one evacuates a lot of lab

personnel

3) the labs get messier - the question of who is responsible keeps cropping

up

4) equipment "migrates"

5) equipment magically breaks - arguments develop re: who pays for repair

6) temperature control issues

Richie Fink

>From: Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Open Bay Labs

>Date: Tue, 29 Jul 2003 13:31:38 -0500

>

>Greetings and Salutations..

>

>The plans are already drawn so it looks like there is no way to avoid

>this.. but I've been asked to put together some thoughts on potential

>bio-type issues in open bay labs..

>I'd appreciate any comments on how such labs are managed elsewhere from

>safety, security, and compliance standpoints,

>and what the potential issues are related to working on benches in large

>labs?

>

>Thanks..

>

>Kath

>

>PS -  We have about 40 people expressing interest in a Midwest Biosafety

>Group thus far. Keep putting the word out.

>

>

>

>

>**********************************************

>Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

>Biological Safety Professional

>Office of Research Safety

>Northwestern University

>NG-71 Technological Institute

>2145 Sheridan Road

>Evanston, IL 60208-3121

>Phone: (847) 491-4387

>Fax: (847) 467-2797

>Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

>**********************************************
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What an interesting question.  If he is an Orthodox Jew, then indeed it is

against religious tradition to be alone with a female not part of his

family.  Tradition in Orthodoxy has the force of law.  However, if the FIRE

codes state that the door must be closed, issues of life, in Judiasm, take

precedence over everthing else.  Since a door is kept closed to minimize

fire spread and possible loss of life this would make having the door closed

acceptable.  Another however, he would need to hear this from his rabbi (or

a rabbi that his rabbi respects) and not a Jewish biosafety officer.

Richie Fink

>From: "Rodriguez, Emilio -22" <erodriguez22@UTEP.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Lab Doors

>Date: Tue, 29 Jul 2003 10:36:23 -0600

>

>Hello All,

>

>Do you at your respective institutions have specific policies regarding

>open or closed lab doors?  Obviously at BSL 2 doors should be closed

>when work is in progress.  However, I have a PI who works in a BSL 1 and

>refuses to keep his door closed.  His claim is that he is Jewish and

>cannot be in a room with a female student alone with the door closed.  I

>am not Jewish and fairly new to the field and would appreciate any

>comments from the biosafety community.  I am leaning towards

>establishing a University policy in which any lab designated BSL 2 and

>above would be required to keep their lab door closed.  Comments and or

>suggestions.

>

>Emilio

>

>Emilio Rodriguez

>Biological Safety Manager

>The University of Texas at El Paso

>Tel. 915-747-7124

>Fax: 915-747-8126

>E-mail: erodriguez22@utep.edu

>
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Hi All,

Recombinant adeno-associated virus (rAAV) that does not code for toxic or

tumorigenic molecules can be used at BL1 as per NIH guidelines ( Appendix

B).  But it can also integrate into the host genome (animal as well as the

researcher) and continue to be expressed for years.  Does this make it a

BSL2 risk group agent?  In this particular case, the necessary adenoviral

DNA, required to "help" the packaging of recombinant AAV, is only in plasmid

form, therefore no live adenovirus was used in the preparation. Hence its a

helper free system.

Any comments would be appreciated.

Vinita Kumar

NYU-Medical Center

vinita.kumar@med.nyu.edu
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Hi All,

Recombinant adeno-associated virus (rAAV) that does not code for toxic =

or

tumorigenic molecules can be used at BL1 as per NIH guidelines ( =

Appendix

B).  But it can also integrate into the host genome (animal as well as =

the

researcher) and continue to be expressed for years.  Does this make it a

BSL2 risk group agent?  In this particular case, the necessary =

adenoviral

DNA, required to "help" the packaging of recombinant AAV, is only in =

plasmid

form, therefore no live adenovirus was used in the preparation.

Vinita Kumar

NYU-Medical Center

vinita.kumar@med.nyu.edu
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. . . "We can NOT take someone already on the staff and levy a mandatory =

vaccination requirement ex post facto, even for a transfer to another =

position involving exposure risk."

Interesting situation. So even if bringing e.g., Junin into a BSL3 lab =

and someone wanted to decline vaccination, you would be forced by law to =

let them in?

Leaving the ultimate decision to the PI is certainly one way to deal =

with it . . . unless you're the PI trying to establish an entry =

requirement and looking for the institution to back you up.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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Open labs have advantages as well as disadvantages

One issue is the attitude of the occupying scientists; those who have worked

only in closed rooms may have a lot of problems adjusting; others may

welcome the open space. You need to have good information sharing with the

users during the design stage to get their buy in for the concept. Safety,

Security, Fire Prevention, the lab managers and the Building Facility

Manager as well as maintenance and logistics staff also have to be involved

in the design and need to cooperate in the overall operation of the

faciulity.

Some disadvantages other than those previously mentioned

Acoustics - sound can travel and be annoying; the background sound levels

will be higher

Natural light control needs can require some spaces be enclosed; also light

switching locations and circuits must be considered well in advance

Light levels between labs and adjacent office desk work areas may differ

Security  / access control issues; adjacent users may have differing

attitudes / needs for security and access controls for the entire open lab.

Access for deliveries and visitors can be difficult  if not properly

considered in the design.

Securing radioactive materials becomes critical and must be provided for in

the design

Food and beverage use in an open lab becomes much more of an obvious and

critical issue; especially if open desk work areas are adjacent to the open

labs

Fume hood locations must be carefully considered in initial planning

Scientists can tend to encroach on the open aisles and potentially inhibit

or block exit pathways

Some advantages are:

Simpler and cheaper initial construction and renovation

Much higher net to gross efficiency due to eliminating dual corridors

permits more useable lab space in overall building design and construction

budget

Management has a lot more flexibility in assigning and reassigning space

without costly renovations

Spaces are more adaptable and flexible for changing uses of the scientists;

especially if they are designed with a reasonable amount of relocatable

cabinetry; utilities and equipment instead of all traditional fixed

Sharing equipment is easier

Collaboration is enhanced

We occupied a 300,000 open plan gsf lab facility with over 600 scientists;

The Louis Stokes Laboratories about two years ago and have had varying

success and results. You can see many of the details on our web site; the

address of which is

http://des.od.nih.gov/building_50

Frank M Kutlak R.A.

Architect  / Project Officer - National Institutes of Health

Office of Research Facilities Development & Operations

Division of Capital Project Management

Phone 301-402-3692

Pager 301-647-2887 - (enter phone number for call back)

email kutlakf@ors.od.nih.gov

web page http://des.od.nih.gov/building_50

home phone 301-482-1410

home email kutlakf@erols.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2003 4:06 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Open Bay Labs

Large open labs bring out the following problems:

1) difficulty in having a higher containment area

2) if there is a major spill (bio, chem, rad) one evacuates a lot of lab

personnel

3) the labs get messier - the question of who is responsible keeps cropping

up

4) equipment "migrates"

5) equipment magically breaks - arguments develop re: who pays for repair

6) temperature control issues

Richie Fink

>From: Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Open Bay Labs

>Date: Tue, 29 Jul 2003 13:31:38 -0500

>

>Greetings and Salutations..

>

>The plans are already drawn so it looks like there is no way to avoid

>this.. but I've been asked to put together some thoughts on potential

>bio-type issues in open bay labs..

>I'd appreciate any comments on how such labs are managed elsewhere from

>safety, security, and compliance standpoints,

>and what the potential issues are related to working on benches in large

>labs?

>

>Thanks..

>

>Kath

>

>PS -  We have about 40 people expressing interest in a Midwest Biosafety

>Group thus far. Keep putting the word out.

>

>

>

>

>**********************************************

>Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

>Biological Safety Professional

>Office of Research Safety

>Northwestern University

>NG-71 Technological Institute

>2145 Sheridan Road

>Evanston, IL 60208-3121

>Phone: (847) 491-4387

>Fax: (847) 467-2797

>Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

>**********************************************

_________________________________________________________________
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Subject:      Re: rAAV
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Vinita -

As per Biological Safety Principles and Practices (Fleming and Hunt), "If

one is producing AAV using a helper-free packaging system, AAV could be

considered as a Risk Group 1 agent.  As with all recombinant virus

expeirmentation, it is important to consider the gene product one is

attempting to express and other potential risk factors in deciding on an

appropriate BSL."

The book also mentions that AAV infection is common in the general

population (a majority of folks have serologic evidence of infection).

Although AAV has not been associated with human disease, since it can

integrate (even something as "benign" as GFP) into a host genome, I would

want people working with it at BL2.  The only green thumb I'd like to be

reknown for is my gardening skills!

Bob Koehler / Pfizer- St. Louis

-----Original Message-----

From: Vinita [mailto:kumarv01@MED.NYU.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2003 3:32 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: rAAV

Hi All,

Recombinant adeno-associated virus (rAAV) that does not code for toxic or

tumorigenic molecules can be used at BL1 as per NIH guidelines ( Appendix

B).  But it can also integrate into the host genome (animal as well as the

researcher) and continue to be expressed for years.  Does this make it a

BSL2 risk group agent?  In this particular case, the necessary adenoviral

DNA, required to "help" the packaging of recombinant AAV, is only in plasmid

form, therefore no live adenovirus was used in the preparation.

Vinita Kumar

NYU-Medical Center

vinita.kumar@med.nyu.edu <mailto:vinita.kumar@med.nyu.edu>

This communication is intended solely for the use of the addressee and may

contain information that is legally privileged, confidential or exempt from

disclosure.  If you are not the intended recipient, please note that any

dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly

prohibited.  Anyone who receives this message in error should notify the

sender immediately and delete it from his or her computer.
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Subject:      Re: Vaccinia  use and vaccinations
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"you may have a problem if you make it mandatory for employment in the =

private sector"

Actually I doubt it. Though ADA does make it tricky.

Consider my case. Nine years into my 17-year (and counting ) career, I =

was diagnosed with SLE. I take weekly Methotrexate injections =

(immunosuppressive chemo) in order to ensure a normal life expectancy. I =

cannot safely receive any "live agent" vaccines.

I wouldn't dream of allowing myself into our vaccinia labs, animal =

rooms, or manufacturing suites. There's plenty else to do, however so =

there's no threat to my continued employment. But I cannot see how I =

could get away with forcing my employer to allow me to place myself in =

danger by allowing me to enter areas, the entry requirements for which I =

simply don't meet.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

-----Original Message-----

From:   Hauck, Philip [SMTP:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent:   Tuesday, July 29, 2003 1:55 PM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: Vaccinia  use and vaccinations

You would have the same controversy that is happening now with

revaccination of health care workers re: smallpox. People are really

afraid of the adverse reactions, and some of them can be pretty

bad...but so is coming down with a lab-acquired vaccinia infection. You

could try to stipulate the condition of employment as requiring

vaccinations...CDC and NIH do, but...some willing

schuy...lawyer would take the case for a discrimination suit.

Phil
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Subject:      Re: Vaccinia  use and vaccinations
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As the discussion shows, these issues are complex. Resolution of particular situations depends not only on biosafety principles but also on applicable employment law, which include ADA and EEO issues, and perhaps public health laws dealing with transmissible and reportable diseases. Reassignment appears to be a reasonable course of action, but that isn't without its own (legal) risks, especially if the reassignment could be interpreted as denying opportunity for advancement.  

I'd review any proposed policies with HR staff and probably the legal department before implementation.

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 277-2462
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This is an interesting discussion and I've met with it before at least a

couple times.

Example 1:  A nurse who delivers antineoplastics to patients who has

become chemically sensitive to the drugs.  Solution: institute buys her

a PAPR respirator and gives her the option to transfer to another

equivalent position when one becomes available.  She wore it and

eventually did transfer.  Example 2:  An animal facility supervisor who

becomes so allergic to animal dander she cries and wheezes while in the

facility and eventually develops asthma.  Solution: Upgrade of air

handling system and relocation of the super's office as far away from

the animals as possible.  But it didn't work.  She would not constantly

wear a respirator and refused to give up her career, even though Occp

Health MD strongly advised her to switch to a less hazardous occupation

somewhere else in the institution.  She eventually took early

retirement.

I think you need to have a general policy on the topic (should be

through HR & legal) and then take these cases one-by-one, keeping the

employee's best interests in mind.

My 2 cents.

Judy Pointer, BSO, UNM

>>> RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM 07/29/03 03:18PM >>>

"you may have a problem if you make it mandatory for employment in the

private sector"

Actually I doubt it. Though ADA does make it tricky.

Consider my case. Nine years into my 17-year (and counting ) career, I

was diagnosed with SLE. I take weekly Methotrexate injections

(immunosuppressive chemo) in order to ensure a normal life expectancy. I

cannot safely receive any "live agent" vaccines.

I wouldn't dream of allowing myself into our vaccinia labs, animal

rooms, or manufacturing suites. There's plenty else to do, however so

there's no threat to my continued employment. But I cannot see how I

could get away with forcing my employer to allow me to place myself in

danger by allowing me to enter areas, the entry requirements for which I

simply don't meet.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

-----Original Message-----

From:   Hauck, Philip [SMTP:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent:   Tuesday, July 29, 2003 1:55 PM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: Vaccinia  use and vaccinations

You would have the same controversy that is happening now with

revaccination of health care workers re: smallpox. People are really

afraid of the adverse reactions, and some of them can be pretty

bad...but so is coming down with a lab-acquired vaccinia infection.

You

could try to stipulate the condition of employment as requiring

vaccinations...CDC and NIH do, but...some willing

schuy...lawyer would take the case for a discrimination suit.

Phil
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One other thing, despite what the BMBL says, I would not leave medical

best-interest decisions for employees, to the PI (their boss).  I think

it needs to be made by an MD (not all PIs are MDs) and by someone that

does not have a personal interest in the decision outcome.  Offer Emp

Occp Health Services but allow the employee to go with what their

personal physician thinks is best.  I find it easiest if you have an

Occp Health MD on staff that can/will communicate with the employee's

personal physician and explain the issues.

Judy

>>> RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM 07/29/03 02:37PM >>>

. . . "We can NOT take someone already on the staff and levy a

mandatory vaccination requirement ex post facto, even for a transfer to

another position involving exposure risk."

Interesting situation. So even if bringing e.g., Junin into a BSL3 lab

and someone wanted to decline vaccination, you would be forced by law to

let them in?

Leaving the ultimate decision to the PI is certainly one way to deal

with it . . . unless you're the PI trying to establish an entry

requirement and looking for the institution to back you up.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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Hello Biosafety List,

We *have* made vaccination a condition of employment for some

positions, specifically those which involve the potential

exposure to a very dangerous organism.  We notify potential

employees of this requirement during the interview process.

Something that came up recently is "what do you do when there

isn't a licensed vaccine available?"

Vaccination can only be mandatory (by our policy) when there is

an FDA-licensed vaccine available.  We don't want to mandate

someone taking an IND ("experimental") product, but we want to

be consistent with our vaccination policy.  Potential exposure

to really nasty bug vaccinate.

Does anyone have any policy on how much efficacy/safety data

needs to be available before requiring someone take an IND

vaccine as a prophylactic occupational measure?

Elizabeth

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________
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You should check out http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/EID/vol9no6/02-0732.htm  If

interested, I have 2 other scientific references on vaccinia

laboratory-acquired infections reported in 2003; 1 was in an unvaccinated

staff member and 1 was in an individual immunized in childhood. At this

Institution, the IBC is reviewing these and previous articles, in

conjunction with Occupational Health Services, and discussing how the

subject of vaccination is presented to staff.  Many previous listservers

have acknowledged how complex this issue is; so I won't even attempt to

re-address the issues of risk of immunization vs. risk of work with a

hazardous agent, freedom of choice, due diligence, etc.... Speaking from my

own viewpoint only, I'm thinking that vaccination declinations which did not

provide the MMWR advice below (so staff can review strain-specific advice)

as well as the new(and old) laboratory-acquired infection data are not

valid.  [This is not a position which has undergone review--this is just my

personal position on this difficult issue.]

http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/rr5010a1.htm

Your institution might also want to consider whether staff who cannot be

vaccinated for medical reasons should work with vaccinia. If receipt of the

vaccine is contraindicated, would the same medical factors increase the risk

to the individual in the event of an exposure?

On a personal note, when I took a tissue culture course at the University of

Maine back in 1971, (yes, it was invented then) there was a unit on

inoculating eggs with vaccinia. We were all sent to Student Health Services

to receive the vaccine as a precondition of starting the exercise. I had

exczema then, and I was told that I could not receive the vaccine. The next

day,I went to class prepared to argue for my rights to do the exercise with

the class ( I thought I would just be very careful), but the instructor told

me calmly that my presence in the laboratory during the exercise would not

be allowed, and that my absence would not affect my coursework grade. He

said that the year before, an unvaccinated student had sustained an eye

splash during the same exercise (we did everything ON THE BENCH in

1971--without eye protection). The instructor sent the student to health

services, and then called her parents to explain what had happened. They all

waited anxiously but, fortunately, she didn't develop an infection, and the

instructor vowed that he would never put himself or any other student

through a similar experience.  Once I realized that the vaccination

requirement was for my benefit, I stayed out of the lab until the infected

eggs were autoclaved and the benches disinfected.   For me, it was hearing

about a possible laboratory-acquired infection that altered my attitude, so

I'm working on developing the same approach here.

PS: more details about the laboratory-acquired infections will be in the

next "BiosafetyTips" column in Applied Biosafety.

Karen Byers, RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

-----Original Message-----

From: Tina Charbonneau [mailto:tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG]

Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2003 1:56 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Vaccinia use and vaccinations

Phil,

I received responses on both sides of the vaccination issue.

 I, too was going to suggest  using some form of the BBP declination, but

that would also mean that I would have to ensure that our Medical Director

could  obtain the vaccine and would be willing to administer it.    I also

received an interesting document  from another investigator who looked at

the relative risk of receiving the vaccine versus the risk of acquiring an

infection in the lab.

It would seem to me that if we place conditions on the performance of a job

i.e. "...only staff who have been vaccinated can work here..." we have the

responsibility to maintain the appropriate documentation to show that they

have been vaccinated or have been offered the vaccination and declined.   So

now for those folks who were vaccinated at birth,  would their word be

documentation or the presence of a scar when no actual medical document is

available?

Thanks for your response/advice,

Tina

Tina Charbonneau

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

100 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12983

518-891-3080 x 372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org
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Here is a different slant on the select agent issue.

Say that you have a researcher who is working at another institution

with a select agent.

Do you have to register the select agent?

Does the other institution have to register the select agent?

Who is responsible for  the site security?

What will we have to do if the researcher wants to do some work in

one facility and then walk his select agent over to the other

facility either to do other work or to store the select agent?

My thoughts:

Both entities will have to register.

The facility will have to be responsible for the security.

The workers will have to follow the security protocol.

We might have to document the transfers.

What do you think?

Bob
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Here is how I would look at it (it's a small, insignificant opinion).

The researcher works for my company/educational institution X.  They do

research on select agents at company/educational institution Y.

Company Y would have to register.  Company Y would have to worry about site

security.

Company Y would have to worry about making sure that the researcher is

authorized to work with select agents.

Researcher wants to bring it back to our place then we would have to become

registered with all that it entails.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert N. Latsch [mailto:rnl2@CWRU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2003 2:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Select Agents & Multiple Entities

Here is a different slant on the select agent issue.

Say that you have a researcher who is working at another institution

with a select agent.

Do you have to register the select agent?

Does the other institution have to register the select agent?

Who is responsible for  the site security?

What will we have to do if the researcher wants to do some work in

one facility and then walk his select agent over to the other

facility either to do other work or to store the select agent?

My thoughts:

Both entities will have to register.

The facility will have to be responsible for the security.

The workers will have to follow the security protocol.

We might have to document the transfers.

What do you think?

Bob
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Robert,

I concur with Robert's summation. The decision is based on which

institution has "management control". Since the SA permits are issued

by location, the facility in which the work being hosted must

register. Should the work be brought back to the PI's facility, then

the PI from institution X must register at institution x for the work

to be performed.

If the PI from institution X has a collaboration with another PI in

Insitution Y but does not participate in the research nor does

institution X have "management control" then institution Y has the

responsibility for everything.

AJin, BSO, CBSP, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

  (v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

  jin2@llnl.gov

>Here is how I would look at it (it's a small, insignificant opinion).

>

>The researcher works for my company/educational institution X.  They do

>research on select agents at company/educational institution Y.

>Company Y would have to register.  Company Y would have to worry about site

>security.

>Company Y would have to worry about making sure that the researcher is

>authorized to work with select agents.

>

>Researcher wants to bring it back to our place then we would have to become

>registered with all that it entails.

>

>Eric

>

>Eric R. Jeppesen

>Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

>KU-EHS Dept.

>(785) 864-2857 phone

>(785) 864-2852 fax

>jeppesen@ku.edu

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Robert N. Latsch [mailto:rnl2@CWRU.EDU]

>Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2003 2:49 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Select Agents & Multiple Entities

>

>

>Here is a different slant on the select agent issue.

>Say that you have a researcher who is working at another institution

>with a select agent.

>

>Do you have to register the select agent?

>Does the other institution have to register the select agent?

>Who is responsible for  the site security?

>What will we have to do if the researcher wants to do some work in

>one facility and then walk his select agent over to the other

>facility either to do other work or to store the select agent?

>

>My thoughts:

>Both entities will have to register.

>The facility will have to be responsible for the security.

>The workers will have to follow the security protocol.

>We might have to document the transfers.

>

>What do you think?

>

>Bob
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From:         Greg Merkle <greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Midwest Biosafety Group
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Kathryn,

I would be interested in a midwest biosafety group.  Economics do not always

allow for travel to a national biosafety session.

Greg Merkle

Senior Industrial Hygienist

Wright State University

Dept. Env. Health and Safety

Dayton OH  45435

Kathryn Harris wrote:

> Hello fellow Midwesterners..(and everyone else of course)

>

> There may already be one.. but if not..I'm just throwing this out to see if

> there is any interest in forming some kind of Midwest Biosafety Group..

>

> Kath Harris

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> **********************************************
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Subject:      Re: Select Agents & Multiple Entities

In-Reply-To:  <a05100300bb4dcc1e67ed@[129.22.182.215]>
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Howdy,

We've contemplated this.  My 2 cents:

1.  facility where the agent is located is registered

2.  facility where agent is located registeres the persons who

are using agent.

3.  facility where agent is located has the security plan, etc.

4.  doesn't matter who signs the pay-check for the person

working with the agent (facility who owns it, temp agency,

consultant, etc.) - the facility in possession of the agent has

the responsibility for all of the compliance.

So, if I were to require access to select agents at another

location of my employer (let's say I'm the corporate biosafety

officer and require access to labs where SA are in use in order

to do my job, like compliance audits) - then the facility where

the agent is located and in use needs to have me on their

facility registration as having access, and I need to be

approved for that facility separately from any other access I

may have.  If the faciltiy where my office is located does not

have SA, it doesn't register, because I'm already on the

registration of the facilty where the agent is in use/located,

and I have to follow all of their rules.

Peace,

Elizabeth

--- "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@CWRU.EDU> wrote:

> Here is a different slant on the select agent issue.

> Say that you have a researcher who is working at another

> institution

> with a select agent.

>

> Do you have to register the select agent?

> Does the other institution have to register the select agent?

> Who is responsible for  the site security?

> What will we have to do if the researcher wants to do some

> work in

> one facility and then walk his select agent over to the other

> facility either to do other work or to store the select agent?

>

> My thoughts:

> Both entities will have to register.

> The facility will have to be responsible for the security.

> The workers will have to follow the security protocol.

> We might have to document the transfers.

>

> What do you think?

>

> Bob

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! SiteBuilder - Free, easy-to-use web site design software

http://sitebuilder.yahoo.com
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Subject:      Toxin inactivation
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Good morning,

I need your collective assistance on what I thought was an easy question but I

can't seem to put my hands on the correct reference....

An investigator is proposing to use Diphtheria toxin in animals with aerosol

delivery.  Does anyone have a reference on the inactivation of diphtheria toxin

on surfaces?  It is a 62,000 molecular weight protein.  All our past uses of the

toxin directed autoclaving of all contaminated items and did not address surface

decon since it was all injected doses.

Thanks

Barb Ernisse

Children's Hospital Boston

617-355-3867
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From:         "McKinney, Patrick Mr USAMRIID"

              <Patrick.McKinney@DET.AMEDD.ARMY.MIL>

Subject:      Re: IND vaccinations
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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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Elizabeth,

Because the vaccine is in IND status, it is my understanding that the FDA rules and regs prohibit you from any type of mandatory administration of the IND product.  Bottom line, when dealing with the IND product, it is the employees choice to receive the IND product.  If they don't, then I believe a risk assessment has to be conducted and a plan devloped for implementing additional safety measures (such as increasing the engineering controls and when all else fails, PPE).

Patrick McKinney

USAMRIID

-----Original Message-----

From: Elizabeth Tobias [mailto:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2003 10:11 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: IND vaccinations

Hello Biosafety List,

We *have* made vaccination a condition of employment for some

positions, specifically those which involve the potential

exposure to a very dangerous organism.  We notify potential

employees of this requirement during the interview process.

Something that came up recently is "what do you do when there

isn't a licensed vaccine available?"

Vaccination can only be mandatory (by our policy) when there is

an FDA-licensed vaccine available.  We don't want to mandate

someone taking an IND ("experimental") product, but we want to

be consistent with our vaccination policy.  Potential exposure

to really nasty bug vaccinate.

Does anyone have any policy on how much efficacy/safety data

needs to be available before requiring someone take an IND

vaccine as a prophylactic occupational measure?

Elizabeth

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806
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An IND vaccine may be made a condition of employment if the potential

employee is notified prior to accepting employment.  Check with your General

Counsel for specific details with respect to your company.

Deborah E. Wilson, DrPH

Chief, Occupational Safety and Health

Division of Safety, ORS

National Institutes of Health

tele:  301 496-2960

fax:  301 402 0313

e-mail:  dw109u@nih.gov <mailto:dw109u@nih.gov>

-----Original Message-----

From: McKinney, Patrick Mr USAMRIID

[mailto:Patrick.McKinney@DET.AMEDD.ARMY.MIL]

Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2003 7:44 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: IND vaccinations

Elizabeth,

Because the vaccine is in IND status, it is my understanding that the FDA

rules and regs prohibit you from any type of mandatory administration of the

IND product.  Bottom line, when dealing with the IND product, it is the

employees choice to receive the IND product.  If they don't, then I believe

a risk assessment has to be conducted and a plan devloped for implementing

additional safety measures (such as increasing the engineering controls and

when all else fails, PPE).

Patrick McKinney

USAMRIID

-----Original Message-----

From: Elizabeth Tobias [ mailto:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM

<mailto:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM> ]

Sent: Wednesday, July 30, 2003 10:11 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: IND vaccinations

Hello Biosafety List,

We *have* made vaccination a condition of employment for some

positions, specifically those which involve the potential

exposure to a very dangerous organism.  We notify potential

employees of this requirement during the interview process.

Something that came up recently is "what do you do when there

isn't a licensed vaccine available?"

Vaccination can only be mandatory (by our policy) when there is

an FDA-licensed vaccine available.  We don't want to mandate

someone taking an IND ("experimental") product, but we want to

be consistent with our vaccination policy.  Potential exposure

to really nasty bug vaccinate.

Does anyone have any policy on how much efficacy/safety data

needs to be available before requiring someone take an IND

vaccine as a prophylactic occupational measure?

Elizabeth

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806
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From:         "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      BSL3 Public Information
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I'm interested in hearing about other universities experiences with

community reactions to opening up BSL3 facilities.  If anyone has anything

to share, please e-mail me directly.

Erin Dunn

erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>

Program Coordinator,  Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati

Phone: 558-5210

Fax: 558-5088

M.L.  0460
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From:         Glenn Funk <biosafety@COMCAST.NET>

Subject:      Re: BSL3 Public Information

In-Reply-To:  <9BA6DCC15456CC46894E77233173DD7C081F7580@UCMAIL5>
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--B_3142492242_2987523
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Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Erin -

If you haven=B9t done so already, check out the Sunshine Project web pages -

<http://www.sunshine-project.org/>

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biomedical Safety Consultant

On 7/31/03 10:18 AM, "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU> wrote:

> I'm interested in hearing about other universities experiences with commu=

nity

> reactions to opening up BSL3 facilities.  If anyone has anything to share,

> please e-mail me directly.

> 

> Erin Dunn

> erin.dunn@uc.edu

> Program Coordinator,  Biosafety Office

> University of Cincinnati

> Phone: 558-5210

> Fax: 558-5088

> M.L.  0460

>

>

> 

> <http://promos.hotbar.com/promos/promodll.dll?RunPromo&amp;El=3Dhotbar%5felement> %3bst%3b&amp;SG=3D&amp;RAND=3D18372>

>
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Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: BSL3 Public Information
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There is an article to today's Boston Herald related to some

protests by a small group of activists to the planned

facility at Boston University.

Regards,

Barry Cohen

TKT

"Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" wrote:

>  I'm interested in hearing about other universities

> experiences with community reactions to opening up BSL3

> facilities.  If anyone has anything to share, please

> e-mail me directly. Erin Dunnerin.dunn@uc.eduProgram

> Coordinator,  Biosafety OfficeUniversity of

> CincinnatiPhone: 558-5210Fax: 558-5088M.L.  0460

>

> -----------------------------------------------------------

> [Upgrade Your Email - Click here!]

>
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert P. Ellis" <Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Select Agents & Multiple Entities

In-Reply-To:  <20030731132018.20828.qmail@web41202.mail.yahoo.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0
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I agree that the instution (entity) in which the research is conducted

must be registered and the persons conducting the research at that

entity must be registered in that entity.

A related question is:  Assume that two entities are registered

(entities Y and Z), and both are registered for agents A, B, and C, and

investigators within each entity are registered for agents A, B, and

C. Collaborative research is to be conducted with one, two or all three

agents at each entity.  The investigators are CDC registered and FBI

cleareded at their respective home entity.  Will there be/is there a

mechanism of reciprosity so that when a registered investigator(s) from

entity X goes to entity Z to conduct collaborative research, the

investigator(s) approvals can be fast-tracked, and the previously

submitted registration materials and forms can be referenced to

facilitate reciprocal registration?  Definitely, the investigators will

need to be registered at each entity, but is there/will there be a

mechanism that will allow fast-track review and approval?

        If there are no answers currently for this scenario, I will

pursue it with CDC, since we will have several collaborators who will

be making repeat visits to our facilities to conduct collaborative

research.  Cheers, Bob Ellis

====================

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu

====================
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Bob,

You threw me off in talking about entities Y and Z by introducing entity X.

I hope it was just a typo so....

I think that in one of my conversations with CDC they mentioned that once

researchers have gone through the grinder and both entities are registered

then it just becomes a notification process.  They check their records and

make sure everything is hunky dory.

Now this conversation took place a couple of months back and it was only one

of the topics I was pestering them about so you should really double check.

Staying overnight in your neck of the woods as I head on vacation to Idaho

tomorrow.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert P. Ellis [mailto:Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2003 1:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Select Agents & Multiple Entities

I agree that the instution (entity) in which the research is conducted

must be registered and the persons conducting the research at that

entity must be registered in that entity.

A related question is:  Assume that two entities are registered

(entities Y and Z), and both are registered for agents A, B, and C, and

investigators within each entity are registered for agents A, B, and

C. Collaborative research is to be conducted with one, two or all three

agents at each entity.  The investigators are CDC registered and FBI

cleareded at their respective home entity.  Will there be/is there a

mechanism of reciprosity so that when a registered investigator(s) from

entity X goes to entity Z to conduct collaborative research, the

investigator(s) approvals can be fast-tracked, and the previously

submitted registration materials and forms can be referenced to

facilitate reciprocal registration?  Definitely, the investigators will

need to be registered at each entity, but is there/will there be a

mechanism that will allow fast-track review and approval?

        If there are no answers currently for this scenario, I will

pursue it with CDC, since we will have several collaborators who will

be making repeat visits to our facilities to conduct collaborative

research.  Cheers, Bob Ellis

====================

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu

====================
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Subject:      Re: Select Agents & Multiple Entities

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"
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It would seem logical for each investigator to be considered cleared in regards to any and all select agents and SA facilities, once cleared for one, because the clearance is for the purpose of determining that the person is not a "restricted person" as defined in the Act. The definition of "restricted person" in the act does not change from one agent to the next, or one facility to the next, so one clearance ought to serve.

However, when laws get translated into regulations, logic is all too often abandoned. So I look forward to reading what those who are still involved in SA work have to say. (We got out of that mess before the new regs took effect.)

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 31 Jul 2003 09:05:50 -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:      Bench Specs

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

List Members;

        We have run across a BioQuest 4' "Vertical Laminar Flow Recirculating

Clean Bench", Model A1302, Class 100.  I have the following questions:

-Does anyone have the manufacturers performance specifications for this bench?

-Does anyone know the dimensions of the HEPA filter(s) inside?

-Lastly, what is the difference between a vertical laminar flow

recirculating clean bench and a class II BSC (if any).

Thanks in advance for you assistance.

Tom Goob

****************************************

Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

Manager

Safety, Health & Environmental Affairs

DIAGNOSTIC LABORATORY SERVICES, INC.

650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

****************************************
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To answer the last question: A class II BSC prevents occupational exposure to the materials being handled, while a clean bench often increases occupational exposure to whatever is being handled. To put it another way, the class II BSC provides product, personal and environmental protection, while the clean bench at best provides only product protection.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

-----Original Message-----

From:   Thomas Goob [SMTP:tgoob@DLS.QUEENS.ORG]

Sent:   Thursday, July 31, 2003 3:06 PM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Bench Specs

List Members;

        We have run across a BioQuest 4' "Vertical Laminar Flow Recirculating

Clean Bench", Model A1302, Class 100.  I have the following questions:

-Does anyone have the manufacturers performance specifications for this bench?

-Does anyone know the dimensions of the HEPA filter(s) inside?

-Lastly, what is the difference between a vertical laminar flow

recirculating clean bench and a class II BSC (if any).

Thanks in advance for you assistance.

Tom Goob

****************************************

Thomas C. Goob, MPH, MBA, CSP

Manager

Safety, Health & Environmental Affairs

DIAGNOSTIC LABORATORY SERVICES, INC.

650 Iwilei Road, Suite 300

Honolulu, Hawaii  96817

(808) 589-5100  Fax:  (808) 593-8357

email:  tgoob@dls.queens.org

****************************************
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Hmmm . . .

Actually, the recirculating laminar flow clean benches seem to be similar to class II BSCs, but are being developed by the cleanroom products industry attempting to provide some degree of "operator protection" to their products. From what I saw of several of them during a quick web search, I wonder if the manufacturers of these recirculating clean benches are even aware of the existence of class II BSCs or the NSF standards.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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Here's a pic of a BioQuest Model A1302...looks old.

http://www.labx.com/web/rankin1/detail.cfm?type=3Ddetails&autonumber=3D88=

82

This one says it's "certified" but not to what standard. Nice little Radiation Symbol on it too.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

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:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: BSL3 Public Information
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The planned facility at BU is level 4 - guaranteed to generate more

"interest".

Richie Fink

Wyeth BioPharma

>From: "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: BSL3 Public Information

>Date: Thu, 31 Jul 2003 13:59:36 -0400

>

>There is an article to today's Boston Herald related to some

>protests by a small group of activists to the planned

>facility at Boston University.

>

>Regards,

>

>Barry Cohen

>TKT

>

>"Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" wrote:

>

> >  I'm interested in hearing about other universities

> > experiences with community reactions to opening up BSL3

> > facilities.  If anyone has anything to share, please

> > e-mail me directly. Erin Dunnerin.dunn@uc.eduProgram

> > Coordinator,  Biosafety OfficeUniversity of

> > CincinnatiPhone: 558-5210Fax: 558-5088M.L.  0460

> >

> > -----------------------------------------------------------

> > [Upgrade Your Email - Click here!]

> >

_________________________________________________________________
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL3 Public Information
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Maybe they can't count that high...and it will go unnoticed!

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM]

Sent: Friday, August 01, 2003 8:28 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL3 Public Information

The planned facility at BU is level 4 - guaranteed to generate more

"interest".

Richie Fink

Wyeth BioPharma

>From: "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: BSL3 Public Information

>Date: Thu, 31 Jul 2003 13:59:36 -0400

>

>There is an article to today's Boston Herald related to some

>protests by a small group of activists to the planned

>facility at Boston University.

>

>Regards,

>

>Barry Cohen

>TKT

>

>"Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" wrote:

>

> >  I'm interested in hearing about other universities

> > experiences with community reactions to opening up BSL3

> > facilities.  If anyone has anything to share, please

> > e-mail me directly. Erin Dunnerin.dunn@uc.eduProgram

> > Coordinator,  Biosafety OfficeUniversity of

> > CincinnatiPhone: 558-5210Fax: 558-5088M.L.  0460

> >

> > -----------------------------------------------------------

> > [Upgrade Your Email - Click here!]

> >

_________________________________________________________________
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Ulriksen, Christopher" <christopher.ulriksen@LAUREATEPHARMA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Deconning an ultra low freezer.
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Does anyone have any leads on an appropriate outside company who =

could/would handle a situation like this, I am keeping a small database =

of contractors in our area (Princeton and North New Jersey) for =

posterity.

Thanks,

Chris Ulriksen, ASP

-----Original Message-----

From: Elizabeth Tobias [mailto:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

Sent: Monday, July 21, 2003 10:39 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Deconning an ultra low freezer.

My former employer had a similar problem several years ago -

We used lots of bleach, chemical cartridges on the respirators,

tyvek coveralls, appropriate *chemical* gloves (not latex!).  We

handled everything glass with forceps between freezer and bag.

the freezer was indoors, in a small building.  We scheduled it

for after-hours to avoid fumigating the employees out like

roaches.

We autoclaved everything for a longer than normal time (maybe 30

or 60 min?), I think.

We checked the labels on everything, due to the very long

history of work at our facility and the really diverse organisms

which have been in use (as a public health facility, we had

everything from smallpox to Legionella here).  We didn't find

any really nasty items in this situation, thank heavens, but the

small vial labeled "Dowagiac virus" really intrigued me.

[Dowagiac is a very small town in the boondocks of Michigan]

One down side:  There was no scientific assessment prior to this

disposal project.  While I would bet that there might have been

something of interest, I would not bet more than $5. :) --

still, no one "owned" the unit and no one wanted to spend the

time doing an inventory, so it was all scrapped.

I would caution, similarly to our project:

If the situation is a complete unknown, and there exists a

potential for select agents, polio, smallpox, or other wonderful

tidbits of microbiology to be found, a thorough assessment

should be made to either prevent destroying something of

scientific value, or to ship it off to someone who should

destroy it for you.  I only suggest this if you are *truly*

looking at a complete unknown situation where there is even a

possiblity of these things being found.

Be cautious of people doing this in the Summer - our project was

in August and it was unbearably miserable.  We did it in the

evening (the freezer was immediately adjacent to people's

offices).  Make your people stop once per hour to take a break

from the respirator and cool down.  Drink extra water and

prevent heat-related health problems.

Also - don't let people do this without supervision from the

biosafety officer (or EH&S manager, or someone similar).  The

only think that we really should have done differently was have

a better reveiw of the planned project before we started.

Nothing went wrong, but it could have, with someone's head in a

big freezer full of lots of straight bleach.  Poor planning,

although the execution was okay.

Elizabeth

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

SBC Yahoo! DSL - Now only $29.95 per month!

http://sbc.yahoo.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:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Toxin inactivation
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Hi Barbara,

See attached MSDS - the recommendation is strong acid or strong base.  Also

Diphtheria is somewhat unstable in the environment, but could not find a

decay rate for it.

Richie Fink

>From: Barbara Ernisse <barbara.ernisse@TCH.HARVARD.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Toxin inactivation

>Date: Thu, 31 Jul 2003 09:23:33 -0400

>

>Good morning,

>I need your collective assistance on what I thought was an easy question

>but I

>can't seem to put my hands on the correct reference....

>

>An investigator is proposing to use Diphtheria toxin in animals with

>aerosol

>delivery.  Does anyone have a reference on the inactivation of diphtheria

>toxin

>on surfaces?  It is a 62,000 molecular weight protein.  All our past uses

>of the

>toxin directed autoclaving of all contaminated items and did not address

>surface

>decon since it was all injected doses.

>

>Thanks

>Barb Ernisse

>Children's Hospital Boston

>617-355-3867

_________________________________________________________________
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Deconning an ultra low freezer.
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Medical Repair Labs can do decon's.

-----Original Message-----

From: Ulriksen, Christopher

[mailto:christopher.ulriksen@LAUREATEPHARMA.COM]

Sent: Friday, August 01, 2003 9:53 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Deconning an ultra low freezer.

Does anyone have any leads on an appropriate outside company who

could/would handle a situation like this, I am keeping a small database

of contractors in our area (Princeton and North New Jersey) for

posterity.

Thanks,

Chris Ulriksen, ASP

-----Original Message-----

From: Elizabeth Tobias [mailto:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

Sent: Monday, July 21, 2003 10:39 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Deconning an ultra low freezer.

My former employer had a similar problem several years ago -

We used lots of bleach, chemical cartridges on the respirators,

tyvek coveralls, appropriate *chemical* gloves (not latex!).  We

handled everything glass with forceps between freezer and bag.

the freezer was indoors, in a small building.  We scheduled it

for after-hours to avoid fumigating the employees out like

roaches.

We autoclaved everything for a longer than normal time (maybe 30

or 60 min?), I think.

We checked the labels on everything, due to the very long

history of work at our facility and the really diverse organisms

which have been in use (as a public health facility, we had

everything from smallpox to Legionella here).  We didn't find

any really nasty items in this situation, thank heavens, but the

small vial labeled "Dowagiac virus" really intrigued me.

[Dowagiac is a very small town in the boondocks of Michigan]

One down side:  There was no scientific assessment prior to this

disposal project.  While I would bet that there might have been

something of interest, I would not bet more than $5. :) --

still, no one "owned" the unit and no one wanted to spend the

time doing an inventory, so it was all scrapped.

I would caution, similarly to our project:

If the situation is a complete unknown, and there exists a

potential for select agents, polio, smallpox, or other wonderful

tidbits of microbiology to be found, a thorough assessment

should be made to either prevent destroying something of

scientific value, or to ship it off to someone who should

destroy it for you.  I only suggest this if you are *truly*

looking at a complete unknown situation where there is even a

possiblity of these things being found.

Be cautious of people doing this in the Summer - our project was

in August and it was unbearably miserable.  We did it in the

evening (the freezer was immediately adjacent to people's

offices).  Make your people stop once per hour to take a break

from the respirator and cool down.  Drink extra water and

prevent heat-related health problems.

Also - don't let people do this without supervision from the

biosafety officer (or EH&S manager, or someone similar).  The

only think that we really should have done differently was have

a better reveiw of the planned project before we started.

Nothing went wrong, but it could have, with someone's head in a

big freezer full of lots of straight bleach.  Poor planning,

although the execution was okay.

Elizabeth

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

SBC Yahoo! DSL - Now only $29.95 per month!

http://sbc.yahoo.com
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Chemical protection gloves
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To all,

I have just come across some information I find highly disturbing.  I

wish to share this with I can determine if my conclusions are correct.

Please go to the following website and look around.  http://www.safeskin.com/

This website serves as a catalog for people to evaluate gloves that

they can order for their work.  The gloves are primarily latex rubber

and nitrile exam gloves.  This website gives the definite impression

that these golves can be used as ppe for chemicals.

Buried in the website is this url: http://www.safeskin.com/techinfo.asp

This appears to be a disclaimer page that says the gloves are not

chemical protection.  People will read this page about as often as

they read the consent agreements when installing new software.

Finally, within the webpage is this chart at:

http://www.safeskin.com/ChemResist/search.asp?o=1

I called them.  According to the Rep I talked to,  the information on

this chart is industry standard not specific for their gloves.  They

do not know what thickness the material is that was tested.  There is

nothing on the web page to indicate this.  I question the usefulness

of this chart since latex is heavily dependent on the thickness to

determine protection from chemicals.  There are 18 ml thick latex

rubber gloves that are rated for chemical protection.  Only bestglove

has tested their thinner gloves which are 5-6 ml.  Bestglove is only

willing to rate their gloves to protect personnel from five different

chemicals.

Draw your own conclusions.  I would appreciate your thoughts.

Bob

=========================================================================
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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 <schwarzenberggsd@EARTHLINK.NET>

Subject:      Re: Chemical protection gloves

In-Reply-To:  <a05100303bb504fc005d4@[129.22.182.215]>

Mime-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Bob,

I hate to say this, but I have been preaching about this issue for years to

my former university colleagues. What you have just learned is basically

true of the industry as a whole.

In industrial situations, there is a standard test battery of chemicals that

fabrics can be exposed to. But not every manufacturer does this. As well, as

you can imagine, many of the most commonly found reagents and toxic

chemicals used in biomedical research have never been tested at all.

So the conclusion is that each and every application should be carefully

studied. And yes, method of manufacture, even for the same glove fabric, can

also be just one more factor to consider, besides the mil thinkness.

--

Sharyn L. Baker

Former instructor for Health, Safety and Environmental issues

Email: schwarzenberggsd@earthlink.net

On 8/1/03 11:32 AM, "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@CWRU.EDU> wrote:

> To all,

>

> I have just come across some information I find highly disturbing.  I

> wish to share this with I can determine if my conclusions are correct.

>

> Please go to the following website and look around.  http://www.safeskin.com/

>

> This website serves as a catalog for people to evaluate gloves that

> they can order for their work.  The gloves are primarily latex rubber

> and nitrile exam gloves.  This website gives the definite impression

> that these golves can be used as ppe for chemicals.

>

> Buried in the website is this url: http://www.safeskin.com/techinfo.asp

> This appears to be a disclaimer page that says the gloves are not

> chemical protection.  People will read this page about as often as

> they read the consent agreements when installing new software.

>

> Finally, within the webpage is this chart at:

> http://www.safeskin.com/ChemResist/search.asp?o=1

> I called them.  According to the Rep I talked to,  the information on

> this chart is industry standard not specific for their gloves.  They

> do not know what thickness the material is that was tested.  There is

> nothing on the web page to indicate this.  I question the usefulness

> of this chart since latex is heavily dependent on the thickness to

> determine protection from chemicals.  There are 18 ml thick latex

> rubber gloves that are rated for chemical protection.  Only bestglove

> has tested their thinner gloves which are 5-6 ml.  Bestglove is only

> willing to rate their gloves to protect personnel from five different

> chemicals.

>

> Draw your own conclusions.  I would appreciate your thoughts.

>

> Bob
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Date:         Fri, 1 Aug 2003 14:49:09 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Suna A. Stone-McMasters" <sas12@HEALTH.STATE.NY.US>

Subject:      Re: Chemical protection gloves
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In 1999, I contacted Safeskin to request test data on the Safeskin gloves.

Suzanne Stark, the Project Testing Coordinator, provided laboratory results

for several challenge chemicals.  ASTM Tests were performed by Akron Ruber

Development Laboratory, Inc and Nelson Laboratories, Inc.   I don't know if

Ms. Stark still works for Safeskin, but you can try phoning the company at

800 462-9993.

Suna Stone-McMasters

Associate Industrial Hygienist

NYSDOH - Wadsworth Center

Room B940

Empire State Plaza

Albany, NY 12201-0509

518-474-5103

sas12@health.state.ny.us

                      Sharyn Baker

                      <schwarzenberggsd@EAR        To:      

BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                      THLINK.NET>                  cc:

                      Sent by: A Biosafety         Subject:  Re: Chemical

protection gloves

                      Discussion List

                      <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.

                      EDU>

                      08/01/2003 02:26 PM

                      Please respond to A

                      Biosafety Discussion

                      List

Bob,

I hate to say this, but I have been preaching about this issue for years to

my former university colleagues. What you have just learned is basically

true of the industry as a whole.

In industrial situations, there is a standard test battery of chemicals

that

fabrics can be exposed to. But not every manufacturer does this. As well,

as

you can imagine, many of the most commonly found reagents and toxic

chemicals used in biomedical research have never been tested at all.

So the conclusion is that each and every application should be carefully

studied. And yes, method of manufacture, even for the same glove fabric,

can

also be just one more factor to consider, besides the mil thinkness.

--

Sharyn L. Baker

Former instructor for Health, Safety and Environmental issues

Email: schwarzenberggsd@earthlink.net

On 8/1/03 11:32 AM, "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@CWRU.EDU> wrote:

> To all,

>

> I have just come across some information I find highly disturbing.  I

> wish to share this with I can determine if my conclusions are correct.

>

> Please go to the following website and look around.

http://www.safeskin.com/

>

> This website serves as a catalog for people to evaluate gloves that

> they can order for their work.  The gloves are primarily latex rubber

> and nitrile exam gloves.  This website gives the definite impression

> that these golves can be used as ppe for chemicals.

>

> Buried in the website is this url: http://www.safeskin.com/techinfo.asp

> This appears to be a disclaimer page that says the gloves are not

> chemical protection.  People will read this page about as often as

> they read the consent agreements when installing new software.

>

> Finally, within the webpage is this chart at:

> http://www.safeskin.com/ChemResist/search.asp?o=1

> I called them.  According to the Rep I talked to,  the information on

> this chart is industry standard not specific for their gloves.  They

> do not know what thickness the material is that was tested.  There is

> nothing on the web page to indicate this.  I question the usefulness

> of this chart since latex is heavily dependent on the thickness to

> determine protection from chemicals.  There are 18 ml thick latex

> rubber gloves that are rated for chemical protection.  Only bestglove

> has tested their thinner gloves which are 5-6 ml.  Bestglove is only

> willing to rate their gloves to protect personnel from five different

> chemicals.

>

> Draw your own conclusions.  I would appreciate your thoughts.

>

> Bob
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From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      New SEBSA website
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Happy Friday to all of you Biosafety Listers!  With all the recent talk =

about MWeBSA (or whatever the new Midwest Biosafety Group might end up =

being called), I thought I'd take the opportunity to launch SEBSA's new =

website, www.sebsa.net.  SEBSA is the Southeastern Biological Safety =

Association, a regional chapter of ABSA and still quite young as far as =

the chapters go (about 4 years "old").  Nonetheless, we've been lacking a =

significant presence on the web and we hope our new site will help promote =

our organization in our region and get more people involved.  We have a =

fairly strong presence in Georgia, but we would like to get other member =

states involved and we feel our new web site will greatly help with those =

efforts (in addition to potentially partnering with other regional =

chapters for various reasons).

Please visit the site and provide us with some feedback regarding content, =

usability, appearance, etc. and we would especially like to hear from =

folks from our member states.

Thanks so much!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University
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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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Chemical protection gloves

In-Reply-To:  <BB500CD9.A53C%schwarzenberggsd@earthlink.net>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Hi Shayn,

I to have been preaching this in my own little world.  I am a part of

your choir.

To Suna,

Contacting Ms. Stark my occur down the road.  Safe skin is under new

management.  They are now owned by Kimberly Clark.

What really bothers me is that it appears that safeskin is promoting

their glove for chemical protection.  This is contrary to what I know

of the problem.

Bob

>Bob,

>

>I hate to say this, but I have been preaching about this issue for years to

>my former university colleagues. What you have just learned is basically

>true of the industry as a whole.

>

>In industrial situations, there is a standard test battery of chemicals that

>fabrics can be exposed to. But not every manufacturer does this. As well, as

>you can imagine, many of the most commonly found reagents and toxic

>chemicals used in biomedical research have never been tested at all.

>

>So the conclusion is that each and every application should be carefully

>studied. And yes, method of manufacture, even for the same glove fabric, can

>also be just one more factor to consider, besides the mil thinkness.

>

>--

>Sharyn L. Baker

>Former instructor for Health, Safety and Environmental issues

>

>Email: schwarzenberggsd@earthlink.net

>

>

>On 8/1/03 11:32 AM, "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@CWRU.EDU> wrote:

>

>>  To all,

>>

>>  I have just come across some information I find highly disturbing.  I

>>  wish to share this with I can determine if my conclusions are correct.

>>

>>  Please go to the following website and look around.

>>http://www.safeskin.com/

>>

>>  This website serves as a catalog for people to evaluate gloves that

>>  they can order for their work.  The gloves are primarily latex rubber

>>  and nitrile exam gloves.  This website gives the definite impression

>>  that these golves can be used as ppe for chemicals.

>>

>>  Buried in the website is this url: http://www.safeskin.com/techinfo.asp

>>  This appears to be a disclaimer page that says the gloves are not

>>  chemical protection.  People will read this page about as often as

>>  they read the consent agreements when installing new software.

>>

>>  Finally, within the webpage is this chart at:

>>  http://www.safeskin.com/ChemResist/search.asp?o=1

>>  I called them.  According to the Rep I talked to,  the information on

>>  this chart is industry standard not specific for their gloves.  They

>>  do not know what thickness the material is that was tested.  There is

>>  nothing on the web page to indicate this.  I question the usefulness

>>  of this chart since latex is heavily dependent on the thickness to

>>  determine protection from chemicals.  There are 18 ml thick latex

>>  rubber gloves that are rated for chemical protection.  Only bestglove

>>  has tested their thinner gloves which are 5-6 ml.  Bestglove is only

>>  willing to rate their gloves to protect personnel from five different

>>  chemicals.

>>

>>  Draw your own conclusions.  I would appreciate your thoughts.

>>

>>  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
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>Greetings and Salutations..

>

>The plans are already drawn so it looks like there is no way to avoid

>this.. but I've been asked to put together some thoughts on potential

>bio-type issues in open bay labs..

>I'd appreciate any comments on how such labs are managed elsewhere from

>safety, security, and compliance standpoints,

>and what the potential issues are related to working on benches in large labs?

Dear Kathryn and Colleagues--This issue came up on the list this past

April.  Here is my response from 4/12/03.  Tom

Dear Colleagues--I have some very serious reservations about the

"open concept lab", especially in the academic R&D environment.

Aside from the already mentioned reasons, security, spills, flammable

liquid limits, space and turf issues, BL level containment, etc.,

there is another increasingly serious issue.  This is lab energy

conservation.  Labs are real energy hogs.  Our 10 largest lab

buildings use 50 percent of the energy on campus.  Mostly in the form

of heated and conditioned air moving out of the building in the

one-pass lab ventilation systems that are required for work with

hazardous agents of all kinds.   We can attain about a 30 percent

reduction in lab energy use by properly "tuning" HVAC systems and

using setbacks to cut air flows by 50 percent when no one is in the

room.  (I calculated recently that these measures would save Cornell

$ 1 billion over the next 100 years!!)  We have determined that the

only setback system that really works in our environment is motion

detection.  As we all know, many labs have specialized functions and

are occupied and used only infrequently during the course of the day

(or a week or a month).  The motion detection protocols work

especially well in this environment.  If a whole series of small

labs, many of which are empty most of the time and in the setback

mode, are opened up into one large lab this large lab will be

occupied most of the time and the setback will never go into effect,

especially since some proportion of our labs are occupied most of the

time......the city that never sleeps syndrome.   Even if the HVAC

system is zoned with multiple motion detection zones, all someone has

to do is walk the length of the lab to get a beaker off a shelf and

all of the motion detectors are tripped and the lab is in full flow.

So the open concept lab is seriously antithetical to lab energy

conservation and this defect alone makes this a non-functional

concept.  I realize there may be some good features of open concept

labs, but whenever the negative features of a concept override the

positive features it is time for the concept to be abandoned.  My

$.02.  Tom

--

*********************************************************

Tom Shelley,   Chemical Hygiene Officer, Cornell University   RETIRED!!

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.
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One thing you may have not considered in regards to energy conservation =

in unoccupied labs, is that many instruments run 24-7 or at least most =

weekends, are exhausted to hoods. Some of these instruments exhaust =

fairly nasty chemicals. Unless you have a dedicated exhaust that is not =

shut down during non-people times, these instruments can be exhausting =

nasty chemicals to hoods that are not working. It is conceivable that =

when the employee or student returns to the lab that the lab will be =

filled with nasty chemicals.

Just a thought to consider when instituting energy conservation for lab =

hoods, that is not to include them for weekend shutdowns or energy =

conservation.

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Thomas J. Shelley [mailto:tjs1@CORNELL.EDU]

Sent: Friday, August 01, 2003 10:37 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Open Bay Labs

Greetings and Salutations..

The plans are already drawn so it looks like there is no way to avoid

this.. but I've been asked to put together some thoughts on potential

bio-type issues in open bay labs..

I'd appreciate any comments on how such labs are managed elsewhere from

safety, security, and compliance standpoints,

and what the potential issues are related to working on benches in large =

labs?

Dear Kathryn and Colleagues--This issue came up on the list this past =

April.  Here is my response from 4/12/03.  Tom

Dear Colleagues--I have some very serious reservations about the "open =

concept lab", especially in the academic R&D environment.   Aside from =

the already mentioned reasons, security, spills, flammable liquid =

limits, space and turf issues, BL level containment, etc., there is =

another increasingly serious issue.  This is lab energy conservation.  =

Labs are real energy hogs.  Our 10 largest lab buildings use 50 percent =

of the energy on campus.  Mostly in the form of heated and conditioned =

air moving out of the building in the one-pass lab ventilation systems =

that are required for work with hazardous agents of all kinds.   We can =

attain about a 30 percent reduction in lab energy use by properly =

"tuning" HVAC systems and using setbacks to cut air flows by 50 percent =

when no one is in the room.  (I calculated recently that these measures =

would save Cornell $ 1 billion over the next 100 years!!)  We have =

determined that the only setback system that really works in our =

environment is motion detection.  As we all know, many labs have =

specialized functions and are occupied and used only infrequently during =

the course of the day (or a week or a month).  The motion detection =

protocols work especially well in this environment.  If a whole series =

of small labs, many of which are empty most of the time and in the =

setback mode, are opened up into one large lab this large lab will be =

occupied most of the time and the setback will never go into effect, =

especially since some proportion of our labs are occupied most of the =

time......the city that never sleeps syndrome.   Even if the HVAC system =

is zoned with multiple motion detection zones, all someone has to do is =

walk the length of the lab to get a beaker off a shelf and all of the =

motion detectors are tripped and the lab is in full flow.  So the open =

concept lab is seriously antithetical to lab energy conservation and =

this defect alone makes this a non-functional concept.  I realize there =

may be some good features of open concept labs, but whenever the =

negative features of a concept override the positive features it is time =

for the concept to be abandoned.  My $.02.  Tom

--

*********************************************************

Tom Shelley,   Chemical Hygiene Officer, Cornell University   RETIRED!!

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.
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The  University of Chicago is looking for a Biosafety Officer. Additional

information can be found at their web site:

https://jobopportunities.uchicago.edu/applicants/jsp/shared/frameset/Frameset.jsp?time=1060017668347

Job Summary: Develop, coordinate, implement, manage and supervise a

comprehensive campus biohazard control program and related services.

Identify, evaluate and control biological safety hazards and related

operational issues that may arise in the laboratories or other university

workplaces and living units. Work closely with the Director of Safety and

Environmental Affairs, Institutional Biological Safety Committee,

Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee, Select Agent Planning

Committee, faculty, staff, and students to coordinate services, review

facilities, and provide biological safety training and technical support as

necessary. Provide emergency response functions for campus biohazard

emergencies, and serve on the University of Chicago's emergency response

team for situations involving bio-hazardous agents and/or other hazardous

materials.

Qualifications: Bachelor's degree in microbiology, molecular biology,

cellular biology, genetics or related field required; master's degree

preferred; certification as a Biological Safety Professional preferred;

five years of professional experience in the management of biological

safety programs with emphasis on recombinant DNA techniques, infectious

agents, agent reservoirs, modes of transmission, susceptibility, control

and preventive methods, containment, decontamination, communicable

diseases, biomedical waste disposal, medical surveillance, injury

prevention, emergency response, disaster planning, and employee training

required; experience working in an academic or industrial health and

safety office, hospital, or research facility involving bio-hazardous

agents and their management preferred; working knowledge of health

education philosophy, goals and programs required; excellent written and

oral communication skills required; proficiency using business computer

programs (word processing, spreadsheets, database management packages,

communication software, desktop publishing, and web-based applications)

and technical computer programs (generation & operating macro commands,

manipulation of telecommunication parameters, operation of equipment

through computer programs, etc.) required.

Mary Cipriano

U of C Alum!
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This is open until August 18.

The USDA, ARS, Beltsville, Maryland, is seeking a Safety & Occupational =

Health Specialist, Microbiologist, or Biologist, GS-11/12 (salary $48,451 =

- $75,492 per year, commensurate with experience), to serve as Biosafety =

Officer for the Beltsville Agricultural Research Center.  Duties include =

administration of Biosafety Program, inspections, inventory, training, =

waste disposal, participation in committees, etc.  For a copy of the =

entire vacancy announcement (ARS-X3E-3290), which contains the requirements=

, call (301) 504-1482, or visit the websites www.afm.ars.gov/divisions/hrd/=

vacancy/X3E-3290.htm or www.USAJOBS.opm.gov.  Applications must be =

received by August 18, 2003.  U.S. Citizenship required.  For more =

information, call Sheree' McKnight, (301) 504-1332.  USDA is an equal =

opportunity provider and employer.

Thank you.

David A. Prevar

Beltsville Area Safety and Health Manager

Safety, Occupational Health and Environmental Staff

(301) 504-5557

B-003, Room 117

Beltsville Agricutural Research Center
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My take on this, and it is interesting that most AAV is found in labs

using AdV, - is to work with it at BSL-2. For most micro work, it just

improves the general safety of the lab and cuts down on contamination

for all micro work. BSL-2 is a sink, a BSC, an autoclave available

somewhere on the floor (or building) and GOOD MICROBIOLOGICAL TECHNIQUE.

-----Original Message-----

From: Vinita [mailto:kumarv01@MED.NYU.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, July 29, 2003 4:26 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: rAAV

Hi All,

Recombinant adeno-associated virus (rAAV) that does not code for toxic

or

tumorigenic molecules can be used at BL1 as per NIH guidelines (

Appendix

B).  But it can also integrate into the host genome (animal as well as

the

researcher) and continue to be expressed for years.  Does this make it a

BSL2 risk group agent?  In this particular case, the necessary

adenoviral

DNA, required to "help" the packaging of recombinant AAV, is only in

plasmid

form, therefore no live adenovirus was used in the preparation. Hence

its a

helper free system.

Any comments would be appreciated.

Vinita Kumar

NYU-Medical Center

vinita.kumar@med.nyu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 5 Aug 2003 09:07:07 -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: decommissioning/selling lab properties

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

So, we are starting down a new path here, and our current Health

Sciences Center campus will be on the market, as we move our functions

over the nest 3 to 5 years to all new buildings.

Aside from the radioactive materials issues and questions (to be handled

by the Rad Safety folks), what other issues should be addressed by the

Health and Safety folks, as we prepare the campus for sale?  Asbestos

and lead based paint issues are handled by others also.  What about the

potential for mercury in sink traps from days gone by?

We are to assemble our various documentation in one location for

developers to review.  Among other items, the VC has asked for licenses

and permits.  Would any of you include a Select Agents registration in

that?

Since we do not get licensed or receive a permit for working with

infectious or recombinant materials, have you thought about how you

address that?  I have historical data on who worked with what where, but

some of these were hospital buildings before they were converted to

labs.  What about areas where TB work may have been done (no fomites?)?

Live sheep studies with potential for Q fever exposure (and fomites).

I don't believe it is practical or feasible to paraformaldehyde decon

large expanses of lab space.  It may be necessary in a few select

locations.  On the other hand, the older buildings will likely be demo'd

by a wrecking ball--do we need to do anything in those?

Any and all advice, suggestions and ruminations are welcome.  It is the

dog days of summer, and I can use the diversion!

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:      303-315-8026
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Terri -

Begin by sitting down with your local Fire Department and going over their

building closure requirements.  They'll have a form for each building and

probably an SOP to follow and they'll most likely inspect against the SOP

before they sign off on the closure and allow you to proceed with demo or

turn-over.

Above and beyond that, you should try to learn as much as possible about

what went on in each building historically.  You're bound to have a local

hotbed of activists who will challenge the safety of the demolition so you

should be prepared to address abatement of things that may pose a hazard

from years ago.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biomedical Safety Consultant

=====================================

On 8/5/03 8:07 AM, "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU> wrote:

> So, we are starting down a new path here, and our current Health

> Sciences Center campus will be on the market, as we move our functions

> over the nest 3 to 5 years to all new buildings.

>

> Aside from the radioactive materials issues and questions (to be handled

> by the Rad Safety folks), what other issues should be addressed by the

> Health and Safety folks, as we prepare the campus for sale?  Asbestos

> and lead based paint issues are handled by others also.  What about the

> potential for mercury in sink traps from days gone by?

>

> We are to assemble our various documentation in one location for

> developers to review.  Among other items, the VC has asked for licenses

> and permits.  Would any of you include a Select Agents registration in

> that?

>

> Since we do not get licensed or receive a permit for working with

> infectious or recombinant materials, have you thought about how you

> address that?  I have historical data on who worked with what where, but

> some of these were hospital buildings before they were converted to

> labs.  What about areas where TB work may have been done (no fomites?)?

> Live sheep studies with potential for Q fever exposure (and fomites).

>

> I don't believe it is practical or feasible to paraformaldehyde decon

> large expanses of lab space.  It may be necessary in a few select

> locations.  On the other hand, the older buildings will likely be demo'd

> by a wrecking ball--do we need to do anything in those?

>

> Any and all advice, suggestions and ruminations are welcome.  It is the

> dog days of summer, and I can use the diversion!

>

> Therese M. Stinnett

> Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

> Office of the VC for Research

> UCHSC, Mailstop C275

> 4200 E. 9th Ave

> Denver CO  80262

> Voice:  303-315-6754

> Fax:      303-315-8026
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Dear all,

The University of Rochester has a new position open within Environmental

Health and Safety. Please feel free to forward this on to interested

parties. Many Thanks!

University of Rochester, Environmental Health & Safety                  Job

Code 34062

Position title: Industrial Hygienist

Full-time (40 hrs per week)

The University of Rochester Environmental Health and Safety has a new

opening to provide support to the University's Select Agent Program. This

position will assist with coordination of the select agent program, maintain

the University's registration, and assess new select agents, toxins, and lab

spaces for registration. The person holding this position must not be a

"restricted person" under the requirements necessary for Possession, Use and

Transfer of Select Agents and Toxins and will address compliance issues

associated with Select Agents.

Other job activities will include chemical monitoring, and

developing/implementing new health & safety programs including training

modules for mold and lead. Participation on the University's Emergency Spill

Response Squad and the ability to wear respiratory protection is required.

Other duties will be assigned at the discretion of supervisor.

Computer skills, with experience in Microsoft Word, Excel, Outlook and

PowerPoint, are required. Must be able to interact on a professional level

with the University community, including faculty, staff, and Principal

Investigators.  Must be comfortable speaking publicly and providing training

to large groups.

A successful candidate must be a motivated self-starter with excellent oral

and writing skills. A strong background in the biological sciences is

required for job success.  A MS degree is preferred (Industrial Hygiene,

Microbiology, Biology, other biological science, or safety discipline). A BS

degree in Biology, Microbiology, or related biological science, plus four

years professional experience may substitute for a MS. Experience with

regulatory/compliance programs in a medical research academic environment is

highly desirable.

Please submit a letter of application, resume, transcript, and list of three

references. Refer to Position 34062. Send complete application to Janet

Ives, University of Rochester, Environmental Health & Safety, RC Box 278878,

300 East River Road, Rochester, New York, 14623, or fax to 585-274-0001, or

email to jives@safety.rochester.edu <mailto:jives@safety.rochester.edu> .

8/5/03

Janet M. Ives

Industrial Hygienist

Biosafety Officer, IBC

University of Rochester

Environmental Health & Safety

300 East River Road

Rochester, New York 14623

Voice: (585) 275-3014 or -3241

Fax: (585) 274-0001

RC Box 278878
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Dear list,

While not a biosafety question, my guess is that some of you have pilot =

plant and production operations.

I am working with a biologics pilot plant/production facility.  The =

overhead hazards are the same as in a chemical facility.  While not all =

of the chemicals in the pipes are hazardous, they do have acids and =

caustics.  There is no problem getting chemical facilities to wear hard =

hats and yet the bio facility refuses.  They cite GMP requirements and =

the "lack" of hazard.  They also claim that no other company requires =

hard hats in a biologics facility.

Is this true?  Am I missing something?

Paul W. Tranchell RBP, CSP, CIH

President

        Soaring Eagle Safety Consultants, Inc.

Soaring Global View, Eagle Eye Attention to Detail

                          Is. 40:31

8274 Cottonwood Ct.

Liverpool, NY

(315)243-9079

sesc@twcny.rr.com

http://home.twcny.rr.com/sesc
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Paul

What they report is what I ve observed over the years with the exception of

the loading areas, but these are usually outside the clean areas.  As you

know, it should be based on the actual hazards and I ve never seen a

biologics plant/production facility with overhead hazards except during

construction and maintenance operations; however, facilities vary and yours

may be different.

Rene Ricks, MPH, CIH

EH&S Consultant, San Francisco Bay Area

rricks@pacbell.net

home office: (925) 370-1020

cell phone: (510) 912-1909

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Paul W. Tranchell RBP, CSP, CIH

Sent: Tuesday, August 05, 2003 4:33 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: PPE

Dear list,

While not a biosafety question, my guess is that some of you have pilot

plant and production operations.

I am working with a biologics pilot plant/production facility.  The overhead

hazards are the same as in a chemical facility.  While not all of the

chemicals in the pipes are hazardous, they do have acids and caustics.

There is no problem getting chemical facilities to wear hard hats and yet

the bio facility refuses.  They cite GMP requirements and the "lack" of

hazard.  They also claim that no other company requires hard hats in a

biologics facility.

Is this true?  Am I missing something?

Paul W. Tranchell RBP, CSP, CIH

President

        Soaring Eagle Safety Consultants, Inc.

Soaring Global View, Eagle Eye Attention to Detail

                          Is. 40:31

8274 Cottonwood Ct.

Liverpool, NY

(315)243-9079

sesc@twcny.rr.com <mailto:sesc@twcny.rr.com>

http://home.twcny.rr.com/sesc
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Hi Paul:

I have worked in biopharma for 12 years and in my last

position had EH&S oversight in a state-of-the-art

manufacturing facility.

The Quality folks have a tough job and are

well-intentioned.  Having said that, you cannot let them

throw up the "cGMP" road block.  You must challenge them to

show you where cGMP takes precedence over safety.  It never

does.  Once they get over the knee-jerk reaction, you can

usually have a rational discussion.

Hard Hats can be designated for in-plant use only.  They are

made of robust materials that do not shed particulates and

can be sprayed down with alcohol prior to entering "clean"

areas as to avoid microbial contamination.  Your challenge

is to elucidate the hazards.  I had manufacturing techs

wearing hard hats because there were definite hazards

related to low-hanging equipment and employees were whacking

there heads.  I had two contractors sent out for stitches

because they neglected to wear head protection.  We did not

require head protection due to overhead chemical piping.

That sort of thing existed in almost every area of the

plant.

Regards,

Barry

Barry D. Cohen, MPH, CBSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

700 Main Street  (E-216)

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4014

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

"Paul W. Tranchell RBP, CSP, CIH" wrote:

> Dear list, While not a biosafety question, my guess is

> that some of you have pilot plant and production

> operations. I am working with a biologics pilot

> plant/production facility.  The overhead hazards are the

> same as in a chemical facility.  While not all of the

> chemicals in the pipes are hazardous, they do have acids

> and caustics.  There is no problem getting chemical

> facilities to wear hard hats and yet the bio facility

> refuses.  They cite GMP requirements and the "lack" of

> hazard.  They also claim that no other company requires

> hard hats in a biologics facility. Is this true?  Am I

> missing something?  Paul W. Tranchell RBP, CSP, CIH

> President          Soaring Eagle Safety Consultants,

> Inc.Soaring Global View, Eagle Eye Attention to

> Detail                          Is. 40:31

> 8274 Cottonwood Ct.

> Liverpool, NY

> (315)243-9079

> sesc@twcny.rr.com

> http://home.twcny.rr.com/sesc
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We do not require hard hats in biological production or pilot plant

facilities.

Chris Thompson

Corporate Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly and Company

"Paul W. Tranchell RBP, CSP, CIH" <sesc@TWCNY.RR.COM>

Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

08/05/2003 06:32 PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        PPE

Dear list,

While not a biosafety question, my guess is that some of you have pilot

plant and production operations.

I am working with a biologics pilot plant/production facility.  The

overhead hazards are the same as in a chemical facility.  While not all of

the chemicals in the pipes are hazardous, they do have acids and caustics.

 There is no problem getting chemical facilities to wear hard hats and yet

the bio facility refuses.  They cite GMP requirements and the "lack" of

hazard.  They also claim that no other company requires hard hats in a

biologics facility.

Is this true?  Am I missing something?

Paul W. Tranchell RBP, CSP, CIH

President

        Soaring Eagle Safety Consultants, Inc.

Soaring Global View, Eagle Eye Attention to Detail

                          Is. 40:31

8274 Cottonwood Ct.

Liverpool, NY

(315)243-9079

sesc@twcny.rr.com

http://home.twcny.rr.com/sesc

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 6 Aug 2003 12:50:29 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Here's a challenge!

The goal:

Ship 2 chest freezers and one fairly large liquid nitrogen freezer FULL =

of stocks of many (dozens of) different human and animal infectious =

agents (LOTS of little vials) across the public roads, less than 1 mile =

to their new "home", with the least possible disruption of a very =

fast-paced commercial testing operation. (Thank goodness, there are no =

select agents involved!)

The Issues/Questions:

1.      Decades ago it might have been legal to securely lock the freezers, =

load them onto a truck, and drive them right quickly to the new =

location. Nowadays-? Is there any way to avoid having to unload the =

stocks into UN-approved shipping containers for shipment (with labeling, =

marking, shipping papers, etc., etc.)?

2.      If, as I expect, we've got to unload these stocks into UN-approved =

shippers, then can anyone please let me know who makes the biggest =

shipping container/system suitable for use with Infectious substances on =

Dry ice? How big is it? Who sells it?

3.      As in question 2 above, but for BIG liquid nitrogen + Infectious =

substance shippers?

4.      Does anyone know of a contractor in the Mont. Co. MD/D.C. Metro area =

who might be able to do the job for us?

5.      Has anyone out there done something similar and how long did it take, =

how much disruption did it cause? For example, I'm sure ATCC had to go =

through something similar when they moved from Rockville, MD a while =

back. Please share your horror or success stories.

Of course lab personnel state that they simply CANNOT have those stocks =

removed from the freezers for shipment because there are so many =

samples, stored "just so" (according to their special filing system), =

and they simply MUST NOT lose track of any of them. I have to admit =

that, as with most labs, their stocks do include numerous VERY precious =

ancient stocks that are truly irreplaceable. So this all has to be done =

with the utmost of care.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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-----Original Message-----

From: Norman, Randy [mailto:RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, August 06, 2003 12:50 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Shipping LOTS of Infectious Substances <1 mile

Here's a challenge!

The goal:

Ship 2 chest freezers and one fairly large liquid nitrogen freezer FULL =

of stocks of many (dozens of) different human and animal infectious =

agents (LOTS of little vials) across the public roads, less than 1 mile =

to their new "home", with the least possible disruption of a very =

fast-paced commercial testing operation. (Thank goodness, there are no =

select agents involved!)

The Issues/Questions:

1.      Decades ago it might have been legal to securely lock the =

freezers, load them onto a truck, and drive them right quickly to the =

new location. Nowadays-? Is there any way to avoid having to unload the =

stocks into UN-approved shipping containers for shipment (with labeling, =

marking, shipping papers, etc., etc.)?

2.      If, as I expect, we've got to unload these stocks into =

UN-approved shippers, then can anyone please let me know who makes the =

biggest shipping container/system suitable for use with Infectious =

substances on Dry ice? How big is it? Who sells it?

3.      As in question 2 above, but for BIG liquid nitrogen + Infectious =

substance shippers?

4.      Does anyone know of a contractor in the Mont. Co. MD/D.C. Metro =

area who might be able to do the job for us?

5.      Has anyone out there done something similar and how long did it =

take, how much disruption did it cause? For example, I'm sure ATCC had =

to go through something similar when they moved from Rockville, MD a =

while back. Please share your horror or success stories.

Of course lab personnel state that they simply CANNOT have those stocks =

removed from the freezers for shipment because there are so many =

samples, stored "just so" (according to their special filing system), =

and they simply MUST NOT lose track of any of them. I have to admit =

that, as with most labs, their stocks do include numerous VERY precious =

ancient stocks that are truly irreplaceable. So this all has to be done =

with the utmost of care.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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Randy,

I had to move my lab twice!!!   First across  what was essentially a =

driveway.   The staff packed the -80 freezer to insure that boxes would =

not move and I believe we added a little dry ice to insure that temps =

remained during the "down" period.

We did the same thing when the lab was moved about 10 miles away.

Both were done in the late 90's,   when I was working for NYSDOH in =

Albany, NY.

No problems,  all samples arrived intact and still frozen.

Tina Charbonneau,

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

100 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12980

518-891-3080 x372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org
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MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

I am taking a course in shipping infectious materials for the next

two days given by the RSPA(DOT's Research arm).

I do have a list of container manufacturers.  BUT, Why not lab pack

them in dry ice?  Use drums.  The ice will not melt going one mile

down the road.

I do not know about three.

Try Chemical Analytics out of Romulus, Michigan.  734-326-9400

They do almost anything East of the Mississippi.

We have used these guys whenever a lb is moving from point A to Point

B.  Often from place to place.  Last month we used them to send

specimens for a lab from CWRU(Cleveland, Ohio) to Emory

University(Atlanta, Georgia).

The cost was about $8,000.00 for two freezers full.  But the PI was happy.

BTW These guys are also our chemical waste brokers.

Bob

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Norman, Randy [mailto:RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM]

>Sent: Wednesday, August 06, 2003 12:50 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Shipping LOTS of Infectious Substances <1 mile

>

>

>Here's a challenge!

>

>The goal:

>

>Ship 2 chest freezers and one fairly large liquid nitrogen freezer

>FULL of stocks of many (dozens of) different human and animal

>infectious agents (LOTS of little vials) across the public roads,

>less than 1 mile to their new "home", with the least possible

>disruption of a very fast-paced commercial testing operation. (Thank

>goodness, there are no select agents involved!)

>

>The Issues/Questions:

>

>1.      Decades ago it might have been legal to securely lock the

>freezers, load them onto a truck, and drive them right quickly to

>the new location. Nowadays-? Is there any way to avoid having to

>unload the stocks into UN-approved shipping containers for shipment

>(with labeling, marking, shipping papers, etc., etc.)?

>

>2.      If, as I expect, we've got to unload these stocks into

>UN-approved shippers, then can anyone please let me know who makes

>the biggest shipping container/system suitable for use with

>Infectious substances on Dry ice? How big is it? Who sells it?

>

>3.      As in question 2 above, but for BIG liquid nitrogen +

>Infectious substance shippers?

>

>4.      Does anyone know of a contractor in the Mont. Co. MD/D.C.

>Metro area who might be able to do the job for us?

>

>5.      Has anyone out there done something similar and how long did

>it take, how much disruption did it cause? For example, I'm sure

>ATCC had to go through something similar when they moved from

>Rockville, MD a while back. Please share your horror or success

>stories.

>

>Of course lab personnel state that they simply CANNOT have those

>stocks removed from the freezers for shipment because there are so

>many samples, stored "just so" (according to their special filing

>system), and they simply MUST NOT lose track of any of them. I have

>to admit that, as with most labs, their stocks do include numerous

>VERY precious ancient stocks that are truly irreplaceable. So this

>all has to be done with the utmost of care.

>

>Randy Norman

>Occupational Safety & Health Associate

>BioReliance Corporation

>Rockville, MD 20850

>Rnorman@bioreliance.com

>

>"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

--

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________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
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I got lots of great responses, on- and off-list. For the benefit of all =

- it turns out there's a local company that specializes in exactly this. =

Apparently they have at least one DOT exemption that allows them to move =

freezers intact. There are probably similar companies elsewhere who =

offer the same service by virtue of similar exemption(s). Air and/or =

international shipment might have been another matter, however this was =

simple ground transport a very short distance.

Thanks to all who so quickly responded!

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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Thanks to those who've responded;

Q:  has anyone attempted or considered decon of a house vacuum system?

Are they copper piping and thus a high cost/highly recyclable (sp?) item

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:      303-315-8026
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From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>
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Can anybody exactly define what is meant by

"...quantities in excess of 10 liters of culture are involved in research

or production" (Appendix K of the NIH guidelines)?

Does this mean total in a laboratory?  or per organism?  (Could I have 5 L

of org A, 7 L of org B, etc.  If all different organisms, how many <10L

cultures would be reasonable for one laboratory at one time?

Would the "production quantities" recommendations  (section VI of the BMBL)

apply to RG-1 organisms or activities at BSL-1?

If you can comment, please reply directly back to me.  Thanks!

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear
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I have a copy of the original article that appeared in The Baltimore Sun in

April

of 1997 regarding the transfer of the ATCC collection from Rockville to

Manassas.

It's entitled "Deadly Germs Survive Midnight Ride on Beltway."  Here are a

few

choice excerpts:

        "The bubonic plague, anthrax and yellow fever sat in squat stainless

steel

vats, frozen in liquid nitrogen and padlocked in a truck that said "Office

Movers".

The germs whizzed down the Washington Beltway through miles of suburbs,

where an unknowing public slept soundly.

        Not one of it's 85,000 strains of microbes came up lost, missing, or

killed during the 45-mile trip, officials, say, though they concede this was

hardly a leisurely evening drive.

        "It was like moving Noah's Ark," says the chief executive of ATCC.

This sort of move had never been done before.  It was a logistics

nightmare."

        Moving wasn't always so complicated.  When microbe collections had

occasion to be relocated in the late 1800's, scientists would move them in

wicker baskets.  And when this Washington-area collection, started in 1925,

moved from Alexandria, VA to Rockville in 1964, the lore is that specimens

were carried in suitcases.

        In the 1980's, when the US and Iraq were on better terms, the

collection, legally and with US government approval, sold Iraq anthrax,

botulism and other dangerous agents.

        When tensions with Iraq re-ignited a few months ago, the planned

move became a public-relations nightmare.

        The folks overseeing its relocation openly acknowledge that they

hoped to move the warehouse in total darkness, when no one was around to see

or protest.

        The specimens were moved in their refrigerators and then packed on

about 15 trucks.  These were followed by a chase truck with engineers and a

generator on board in case the materials began to thaw.  The trucks went two

by two, throughout the night.

        (Their) main fear was not so much that a vial of anthrax would

somehow spring loose (though they made sure the freezer containing that

perilous bacteria was double-padlocked), but that the materials themselves

would get too hot and die or

mutate."

Connie Ward

Biosafety Officer

Research & Development

VA Puget Sound Health Care System

1660 S. Columbian Way

Seattle, Washington  98108

(206) 277-1238  Phone

(206) 768-5200  FAX

-----Original Message-----

From: Hanna, Michael [mailto:mhanna@BF.UMICH.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, August 06, 2003 10:53 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Shipping LOTS of Infectious Substances <1 mile

-----Original Message-----

From: Norman, Randy [mailto:RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, August 06, 2003 12:50 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Shipping LOTS of Infectious Substances <1 mile

Here's a challenge!

The goal:

Ship 2 chest freezers and one fairly large liquid nitrogen freezer FULL of

stocks of many (dozens of) different human and animal infectious agents

(LOTS of little vials) across the public roads, less than 1 mile to their

new "home", with the least possible disruption of a very fast-paced

commercial testing operation. (Thank goodness, there are no select agents

involved!)

The Issues/Questions:

1.      Decades ago it might have been legal to securely lock the freezers,

load them onto a truck, and drive them right quickly to the new location.

Nowadays-? Is there any way to avoid having to unload the stocks into

UN-approved shipping containers for shipment (with labeling, marking,

shipping papers, etc., etc.)?

2.      If, as I expect, we've got to unload these stocks into UN-approved

shippers, then can anyone please let me know who makes the biggest shipping

container/system suitable for use with Infectious substances on Dry ice? How

big is it? Who sells it?

3.      As in question 2 above, but for BIG liquid nitrogen + Infectious

substance shippers?

4.      Does anyone know of a contractor in the Mont. Co. MD/D.C. Metro area

who might be able to do the job for us?

5.      Has anyone out there done something similar and how long did it

take, how much disruption did it cause? For example, I'm sure ATCC had to go

through something similar when they moved from Rockville, MD a while back.

Please share your horror or success stories.

Of course lab personnel state that they simply CANNOT have those stocks

removed from the freezers for shipment because there are so many samples,

stored "just so" (according to their special filing system), and they simply

MUST NOT lose track of any of them. I have to admit that, as with most labs,

their stocks do include numerous VERY precious ancient stocks that are truly

irreplaceable. So this all has to be done with the utmost of care.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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Microbes in the night....exchanging glances...wondering through the

night...what were the chances....microbes would make it safe...before

the night was through????  Ala Frank Sinatra, 1966

-----Original Message-----

From: Ward, Connie B [mailto:Connie.Ward@MED.VA.GOV]

Sent: Wednesday, August 06, 2003 6:12 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Shipping LOTS of Infectious Substances <1 mile

I have a copy of the original article that appeared in The Baltimore Sun

in

April

of 1997 regarding the transfer of the ATCC collection from Rockville to

Manassas.

It's entitled "Deadly Germs Survive Midnight Ride on Beltway."  Here are

a

few

choice excerpts:

        "The bubonic plague, anthrax and yellow fever sat in squat

stainless

steel

vats, frozen in liquid nitrogen and padlocked in a truck that said

"Office

Movers".

The germs whizzed down the Washington Beltway through miles of suburbs,

where an unknowing public slept soundly.

        Not one of it's 85,000 strains of microbes came up lost,

missing, or

killed during the 45-mile trip, officials, say, though they concede this

was

hardly a leisurely evening drive.

        "It was like moving Noah's Ark," says the chief executive of

ATCC.

This sort of move had never been done before.  It was a logistics

nightmare."

        Moving wasn't always so complicated.  When microbe collections

had

occasion to be relocated in the late 1800's, scientists would move them

in

wicker baskets.  And when this Washington-area collection, started in

1925,

moved from Alexandria, VA to Rockville in 1964, the lore is that

specimens

were carried in suitcases.

        In the 1980's, when the US and Iraq were on better terms, the

collection, legally and with US government approval, sold Iraq anthrax,

botulism and other dangerous agents.

        When tensions with Iraq re-ignited a few months ago, the planned

move became a public-relations nightmare.

        The folks overseeing its relocation openly acknowledge that they

hoped to move the warehouse in total darkness, when no one was around to

see

or protest.

        The specimens were moved in their refrigerators and then packed

on

about 15 trucks.  These were followed by a chase truck with engineers

and a

generator on board in case the materials began to thaw.  The trucks went

two

by two, throughout the night.

        (Their) main fear was not so much that a vial of anthrax would

somehow spring loose (though they made sure the freezer containing that

perilous bacteria was double-padlocked), but that the materials

themselves

would get too hot and die or

mutate."

Connie Ward

Biosafety Officer

Research & Development

VA Puget Sound Health Care System

1660 S. Columbian Way

Seattle, Washington  98108

(206) 277-1238  Phone

(206) 768-5200  FAX

-----Original Message-----

From: Hanna, Michael [mailto:mhanna@BF.UMICH.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, August 06, 2003 10:53 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Shipping LOTS of Infectious Substances <1 mile

-----Original Message-----

From: Norman, Randy [mailto:RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, August 06, 2003 12:50 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Shipping LOTS of Infectious Substances <1 mile

Here's a challenge!

The goal:

Ship 2 chest freezers and one fairly large liquid nitrogen freezer FULL

of

stocks of many (dozens of) different human and animal infectious agents

(LOTS of little vials) across the public roads, less than 1 mile to

their

new "home", with the least possible disruption of a very fast-paced

commercial testing operation. (Thank goodness, there are no select

agents

involved!)

The Issues/Questions:

1.      Decades ago it might have been legal to securely lock the

freezers,

load them onto a truck, and drive them right quickly to the new

location.

Nowadays-? Is there any way to avoid having to unload the stocks into

UN-approved shipping containers for shipment (with labeling, marking,

shipping papers, etc., etc.)?

2.      If, as I expect, we've got to unload these stocks into

UN-approved

shippers, then can anyone please let me know who makes the biggest

shipping

container/system suitable for use with Infectious substances on Dry ice?

How

big is it? Who sells it?

3.      As in question 2 above, but for BIG liquid nitrogen + Infectious

substance shippers?

4.      Does anyone know of a contractor in the Mont. Co. MD/D.C. Metro

area

who might be able to do the job for us?

5.      Has anyone out there done something similar and how long did it

take, how much disruption did it cause? For example, I'm sure ATCC had

to go

through something similar when they moved from Rockville, MD a while

back.

Please share your horror or success stories.

Of course lab personnel state that they simply CANNOT have those stocks

removed from the freezers for shipment because there are so many

samples,

stored "just so" (according to their special filing system), and they

simply

MUST NOT lose track of any of them. I have to admit that, as with most

labs,

their stocks do include numerous VERY precious ancient stocks that are

truly

irreplaceable. So this all has to be done with the utmost of care.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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Date:         Thu, 7 Aug 2003 07:55:53 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Elizabeth Tobias <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Re: Shipping LOTS of Infectious Substances <1 mile

In-Reply-To: 

<D8C546376915BC4D8DC5BDBC050CC3D2023E7BB8@hq-w2kexc-is01.bio2k.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Just a suggestion, not a regulatory issue:

so many "precious" samples stored "just so" - images of Gollum

wearing a lab coat and petting a microfuge tube mumbling "my

precious" come to mind...

but, to the point:

Wouldn't this be an ideal time to tell the researchers they need

to get with a standardized inventory program, unload all the

freezers and put them into a system where it is no longer a

mystery of the ages about what's there?

I would recommend this is the absolutely ideal time for a TOTAL

inventory reconcilliation of your facility - draw a line in the

sand (or pavement):  it doesn't move without having a brand-new

verified inventory, which the PIs then provide a copy to you (or

whomever is in charge of keeping track of that stuff for your

facility).

I'll bet your new security and emergency management people would

be as happy to get this information as the biosafety and EH&S

staff.

Peace,

Elizabeth

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! SiteBuilder - Free, easy-to-use web site design software

http://sitebuilder.yahoo.com
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Date:         Thu, 7 Aug 2003 11:35:05 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Shipping LOTS of Infectious Substances <1 mile

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

You make it sound so simple....But after having cleaned out my share of

freezers after the PI headed for the hills....I can only hope that

people would do this! It makes sense but we all know what "sense" is

worth these days....

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Elizabeth Tobias [mailto:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

Sent: Thursday, August 07, 2003 10:56 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Shipping LOTS of Infectious Substances <1 mile

Just a suggestion, not a regulatory issue:

so many "precious" samples stored "just so" - images of Gollum

wearing a lab coat and petting a microfuge tube mumbling "my

precious" come to mind...

but, to the point:

Wouldn't this be an ideal time to tell the researchers they need

to get with a standardized inventory program, unload all the

freezers and put them into a system where it is no longer a

mystery of the ages about what's there?

I would recommend this is the absolutely ideal time for a TOTAL

inventory reconcilliation of your facility - draw a line in the

sand (or pavement):  it doesn't move without having a brand-new

verified inventory, which the PIs then provide a copy to you (or

whomever is in charge of keeping track of that stuff for your

facility).

I'll bet your new security and emergency management people would

be as happy to get this information as the biosafety and EH&S

staff.

Peace,

Elizabeth

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! SiteBuilder - Free, easy-to-use web site design software

http://sitebuilder.yahoo.com
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Date:         Thu, 7 Aug 2003 12:54:00 -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:      proprietary cells/constructs?  Documentation?  Liability?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="Windows-1252"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello All,

Has anyone had luck in finding information in the RAC guidelines, BMBL, =

or

elsewhere describing IBC oversight  of proprietary recombinant organisms =

come

to a lab from another organization?  We have a case pending approval for

scale-up (over 10 L fermentation).

Basically, our IBC is assured by our on-site PI that these are RG1 =

according

to the contracting organization, and will reveal only the host--Pichia

pastoris--with no other specifics about the genome or the product, =

except

that it's not toxic.  The IBC believes this to be true.  Is that enough?

Is documentation is required?  Which guideline makes that requirement?

(...as a reference...with details to chart the full extent of what we =

may

need to request from the originators)

Are assurances from their IBC to our IBC, in writing, acceptable?   =

(Most

likely stating that the organism/product is RG1 and operations should =

proceed

at BSL1 or BSL2.)

Any information or advice would be greatly appreciated.

P. Moravek, Biosafety Officer

WPI

Worcester, MA   U.S.A.

pmoravek@wpi.edu
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Date:         Thu, 7 Aug 2003 15:24:42 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Shipping LOTS of Infectious Substances <1 mile

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

But Elizabeth, doing it that way takes out the treasure hunt aspects and

will make the researchers day that much duller.  :))

Richie Fink

Wyeth BioPharma

Biosafety Officer

>From: Elizabeth Tobias <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Shipping LOTS of Infectious Substances <1 mile

>Date: Thu, 7 Aug 2003 07:55:53 -0700

>

>Just a suggestion, not a regulatory issue:

>

>so many "precious" samples stored "just so" - images of Gollum

>wearing a lab coat and petting a microfuge tube mumbling "my

>precious" come to mind...

>

>but, to the point:

>

>Wouldn't this be an ideal time to tell the researchers they need

>to get with a standardized inventory program, unload all the

>freezers and put them into a system where it is no longer a

>mystery of the ages about what's there?

>

>
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Date:         Thu, 7 Aug 2003 15:44:28 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: proprietary cells/constructs? Documentation? Liability?

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

>From: "Moravek, Paula" <pmoravek@WPI.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: proprietary cells/constructs?  Documentation?  Liability?

>Date: Thu, 7 Aug 2003 12:54:00 -0400

>

>Hello All,

>

>Has anyone had luck in finding information in the RAC guidelines, BMBL, or

>elsewhere describing IBC oversight  of proprietary recombinant organisms

>come

>to a lab from another organization?  We have a case pending approval for

>scale-up (over 10 L fermentation).

See Section IV-D of the rDNA Guidelines.

Richie Fink
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Date:         Thu, 7 Aug 2003 16:08:52 -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: proprietary cells/constructs? Documentation? Liability?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Our IBC performs its own review and oversight of the proposed activity, =

though it begins with a review of the general recommendations of the =

"other organization"'s IBC.

In practice, we usually go with what they recommend, but we hold our IBC =

responsible for oversight of all rDNA activites in our facilities, =

regardless whose rDNA material we're working with. We go through this =

fairly often  - "scale-up" is practically our middle name!

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

-----Original Message-----

From:   Richard Fink [SMTP:rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM]

Sent:   Thursday, August 07, 2003 3:44 PM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: proprietary cells/constructs? Documentation? Liability?

>From: "Moravek, Paula" <pmoravek@WPI.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: proprietary cells/constructs?  Documentation?  Liability?

>Date: Thu, 7 Aug 2003 12:54:00 -0400

>

>Hello All,

>

>Has anyone had luck in finding information in the RAC guidelines, BMBL, =

or

>elsewhere describing IBC oversight  of proprietary recombinant =

organisms

>come

>to a lab from another organization?  We have a case pending approval =

for

>scale-up (over 10 L fermentation).

See Section IV-D of the rDNA Guidelines.

Richie Fink
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Date:         Thu, 7 Aug 2003 16:55:04 -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: Shipping LOTS of Infectious Substances <1 mile

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

A female Gollum in this case. But she's got a much nicer disposition =

than Gollum so the comparison isn't very apt.

They've got an inventory system, but it's just that there are so many =

samples. I suppose in this case the concern was more for the amount of =

time it would take to unload everything and make sure each container was =

replaced after transport in exactly the right location. And the usual =

hesitancy to trust anyone else to do it right.

With the number of items they have stored, and the rapid pace of their =

operation, if the stuff wasn't fairly well-organized already they'd have =

a serious problem. It's going to be an interesting move, because this =

group cannot tolerate downtime due to the sheer volume of testing they =

perform with a very short turn-around time promised.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

-----Original Message-----

From:   Elizabeth Tobias [SMTP:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

Sent:   Thursday, August 07, 2003 10:56 AM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: Shipping LOTS of Infectious Substances <1 mile

Just a suggestion, not a regulatory issue:

so many "precious" samples stored "just so" - images of Gollum

wearing a lab coat and petting a microfuge tube mumbling "my

precious" come to mind...

but, to the point:

Wouldn't this be an ideal time to tell the researchers they need

to get with a standardized inventory program, unload all the

freezers and put them into a system where it is no longer a

mystery of the ages about what's there?

I would recommend this is the absolutely ideal time for a TOTAL

inventory reconcilliation of your facility - draw a line in the

sand (or pavement):  it doesn't move without having a brand-new

verified inventory, which the PIs then provide a copy to you (or

whomever is in charge of keeping track of that stuff for your

facility).

I'll bet your new security and emergency management people would

be as happy to get this information as the biosafety and EH&S

staff.

Peace,

Elizabeth

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Yahoo! SiteBuilder - Free, easy-to-use web site design software

http://sitebuilder.yahoo.com
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Date:         Thu, 7 Aug 2003 16:04:52 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <biosafety@COMCAST.NET>

Subject:      Re: Large Scale

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.1.5.2.20030806144103.01b883b0@esh-mail.lanl.gov>

Mime-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Dina -

It's my understanding that the ten-liter volume is an arbitrary or generally

agreed-upon breakpoint.  Culture volumes above 10 liters (of a given

microorganism) are considered to signal the lower limits of large volume

work and often involve the use of a bioreactor (or biofermenter, or

continuous culture vessel).  At UCSF, it was the minimum volume to qualify

for the use of the Fermentation Facility, a small biofermenter farm that did

"contract" work for PIs who needed large (>10L) culture volumes.  This added

some large-scale considerations to the risk assessment associated with the

approval process for the protocol.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biomedical Safety Consultant

=======================================

On 8/6/03 2:00 PM, "Dina Sassone" <dinas@LANL.GOV> wrote:

> Can anybody exactly define what is meant by

> "...quantities in excess of 10 liters of culture are involved in research

> or production" (Appendix K of the NIH guidelines)?

> Does this mean total in a laboratory?  or per organism?  (Could I have 5 L

> of org A, 7 L of org B, etc.  If all different organisms, how many <10L

> cultures would be reasonable for one laboratory at one time?

>

> Would the "production quantities" recommendations  (section VI of the BMBL)

> apply to RG-1 organisms or activities at BSL-1?

>

> If you can comment, please reply directly back to me.  Thanks!

>

>

> Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

> University of California

> Los Alamos National Laboratory

> HSR-5

> MS K486

> Los Alamos, NM 87545

> (505) 665-2977 (voice)

> ((505) 996-3807 (pager)

> "To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      Insect and Rodent Control

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

TGIF Listers!  It seems I always have an issue come across my desk on =

Friday afternoons.  Nonetheless, here it is:

What do you have in place for insect and rodent control plans in the labs, =

especially SA&T labs?

As always your feedback is greatly appreciated!

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 8 Aug 2003 14:33:20 -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:      FYI

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C35DF4.AFD919F0"

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_01C35DF4.AFD919F0

Content-Type: text/plain

Classification of Diagnostic Specimens for Air Shipment

According to IATA Dangerous Goods Regulations 3.6.2.1.4, diagnostic

specimens are defined as any human or animal material being transported for

diagnostic or investigational purposes.  Included are excreta, secreta,

blood and its components, tissue and tissue fluids.  Live infected animals

are not included in this definition.

Diagnostic specimens must be assigned to UN 3373 unless the source patient

or animal may have a serious human or animal disease which can be readily

transmitted from one individual to another, directly or indirectly, and for

which effective treatment and preventative measures are not usually

available, in which case they must be assigned to UN 2814 or UN 2900.

***

Questions or comments on today's Reg?  Need more information? Post your

questions or comments on Environmental Resource Center's Reg of the Day

discussion forum at http://www.ercweb.com/forum/toast.asp

<http://www.ercweb.com/forum/toast.asp>

For past issues of the Reg of the Day, visit

http://www.ercweb.com/news/regs.asp <http://www.ercweb.com/news/regs.asp>

***

Environmental Resource Center offers training on this and other hazardous

materials issues across the country. For details, visit

http://www.ercweb.com/train/index.htm#transport

<http://www.ercweb.com/train/index.htm#transport>  or call 800-537-2372.

Can't attend the training? Buy the course materials (in print and on a

searchable CD-ROM) for only $179. Visit

http://www.ercweb.net/go.mv?ID=rod041102

<http://www.ercweb.net/go.mv?ID=rod041102>  or call 800-537-2372 for details

or to order.

***iata

IATA Training Now Available On-Line

Are you shipping hazardous materials by air? Are you aware of the IATA

regulations, with which you must comply in addition to DOT regulations?

Register now for IATA Dangerous Goods Regulations Webcast, taught on-line on

August 27, 2003 from Noon to 5:00 p.m. Eastern Standard Time.

This course will introduce you to the requirements of preparing dangerous

goods for shipment by air using the International Air Transport Association

Dangerous Goods Regulations (IATA DGR). Topics include the basics of hazard

classification, utilizing the List of Dangerous Goods, and packaging and

communication requirements.

With an emphasis on how to use the international regulations within the

guidelines of the DOT Hazardous Materials Regulations, you will be able to

take the information learned and apply it to your specific dangerous goods.

To register or for more information, visit

<http://www.ercweb.com/train/index.htm#IATAWEB>

<http://www.ercweb.com/train/index.htm#IATAWEB>

http://www.ercweb.com/train/index.htm#IATAWEB

 or call 800-537-2372.

 <http://www.ercweb.com/train/index.htm#IATAWEB> ***

 <http://www.ercweb.com/train/index.htm#IATAWEB> Looking for a way to save

money and receive top-quality training? Need RCRA Hazardous Waste Management

or DOT Hazardous Materials refresher training but don't have time to travel?

Environmental Resource Center's online training is the answer. Receive your

mandatory refresher training on hazardous waste or hazardous materials

regulations at your own desk in only 4 hours. All you need is a computer

with an Internet connection and a telephone. Training is scheduled for the

following dates and times:

 <http://www.ercweb.com/train/index.htm#IATAWEB> RCRA Update (meets the

annual training requirement at 40 CFR 265.16(c))

1pm to 5pm EST - call or visit our web site

(http://www.ercweb.com/train/train2.asp#rcraweb) for additional dates

August 20, 2003

September 17, 2003

October 22, 2003

 <http://www.ercweb.com/train/index.htm#IATAWEB> DOT Update (meets the

recurrent training requirement at 49 CFR 172.704(a)(2)

Sam S. Snyder Ph.D. MPH

Risk Management Coordinator

Risk Management Services

Division of Business Operations

Los Angeles County Office of Education

Tel: (562) 803-8297

Fax: (562) 940-1898
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Robin Newberry <wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU>

Subject:      Animal handling PPE
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In a discussion I had with one of the University vets last week  she

was surprised to discover that we (EHS) state that minimum PPE for

handling mammals outside of a ventilated enclosure included at a

minimum a surgical mask, if not a respirator. I was in turn surprised

to discover they weren't wearing this (we had been through this some

years ago when they had an animal handler who became sensitized to

animal dander).

So I thought I would poll the group: what's your minimum PPE for

handling mammals outside of a ventilated enclosure?

--

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:         "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Shipping LOTS of Infectious Substances <1 mile
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<D8C546376915BC4D8DC5BDBC050CC3D2023E7BD0@hq-w2kexc-is01.bio2k.com>
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My two cents,

If any of these sample contain human or animal pathogens, they are

regulated by the DOT.  Pack them properly and ship them right.  Why

risk it?

Bob

>A female Gollum in this case. But she's got a much nicer disposition

>than Gollum so the comparison isn't very apt.

>

>They've got an inventory system, but it's just that there are so

>many samples. I suppose in this case the concern was more for the

>amount of time it would take to unload everything and make sure each

>container was replaced after transport in exactly the right

>location. And the usual hesitancy to trust anyone else to do it

>right.

>

>With the number of items they have stored, and the rapid pace of

>their operation, if the stuff wasn't fairly well-organized already

>they'd have a serious problem. It's going to be an interesting move,

>because this group cannot tolerate downtime due to the sheer volume

>of testing they perform with a very short turn-around time promised.

>

>Randy Norman

>Occupational Safety & Health Associate

>BioReliance Corporation

>Rockville, MD 20850

>Rnorman@bioreliance.com

>

>"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

>

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From:   Elizabeth Tobias [SMTP:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

>Sent:   Thursday, August 07, 2003 10:56 AM

>To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject:        Re: Shipping LOTS of Infectious Substances <1 mile

>

>Just a suggestion, not a regulatory issue:

>

>so many "precious" samples stored "just so" - images of Gollum

>wearing a lab coat and petting a microfuge tube mumbling "my

>precious" come to mind...

>

>but, to the point:

>

>Wouldn't this be an ideal time to tell the researchers they need

>to get with a standardized inventory program, unload all the

>freezers and put them into a system where it is no longer a

>mystery of the ages about what's there?

>

>I would recommend this is the absolutely ideal time for a TOTAL

>inventory reconcilliation of your facility - draw a line in the

>sand (or pavement):  it doesn't move without having a brand-new

>verified inventory, which the PIs then provide a copy to you (or

>whomever is in charge of keeping track of that stuff for your

>facility).

>

>I'll bet your new security and emergency management people would

>be as happy to get this information as the biosafety and EH&S

>staff.

>

>Peace,

>

>Elizabeth

>

>

>=====

>Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

>Biosafety Officer

>BioPort Corporation

>3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

>Lansing, MI 48906

>517-327-6806

>

>__________________________________

>Do you Yahoo!?

>Yahoo! SiteBuilder - Free, easy-to-use web site design software

>http://sitebuilder.yahoo.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
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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: Animal handling PPE
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Robin,

Please share your results with the list.

Thanks,

Patty Olinger

Pfizer, Kalamazoo PGRD/AH - EHS

Biosafety & Chemical Hygiene Officer

269-833-7931 office, 269-720-1608 cell

-----Original Message-----

From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]

Sent: Monday, August 11, 2003 9:41 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Animal handling PPE

In a discussion I had with one of the University vets last week  she

was surprised to discover that we (EHS) state that minimum PPE for

handling mammals outside of a ventilated enclosure included at a

minimum a surgical mask, if not a respirator. I was in turn surprised

to discover they weren't wearing this (we had been through this some

years ago when they had an animal handler who became sensitized to

animal dander).

So I thought I would poll the group: what's your minimum PPE for

handling mammals outside of a ventilated enclosure?

--

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/

This communication is intended solely for the use of the addressee and may

contain information that is legally privileged, confidential or exempt from

disclosure.  If you are not the intended recipient, please note that any

dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly

prohibited.  Anyone who receives this message in error should notify the

sender immediately and delete it from his or her computer.
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sue Pedrick <spedric@CLEMSON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Animal handling PPE

In-Reply-To:  <p05200f02bb5d4be9b912@[130.127.13.30]>
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Robin, I didn't know this until I just now read it on the

internet!!!!!   None of our farm personnel wear respirators for animal

care...   The only wildlife people who wear respirators are those trapping

small mammals and might have to empty mice/rats from traps (Hanta

precautionss).  Who was the animal handler?  I never heard about it....

Please enlighten me about all of this... Thanks, Sue

At 09:40 AM 8/11/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>In a discussion I had with one of the University vets last week  she

>was surprised to discover that we (EHS) state that minimum PPE for

>handling mammals outside of a ventilated enclosure included at a

>minimum a surgical mask, if not a respirator. I was in turn surprised

>to discover they weren't wearing this (we had been through this some

>years ago when they had an animal handler who became sensitized to

>animal dander).

>

>So I thought I would poll the group: what's your minimum PPE for

>handling mammals outside of a ventilated enclosure?

>--

>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/

Sue Pedrick, RN, COHN-S

Occupational Health Nurse/Lecturer

101 Edwards Hall

Clemson, SC  29634-0742

Office: (864) 656-5529/656-3076

Pager (864) 460-7728

Fax: (864) 656-7694

Email: spedric@clemson.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:         Sue Pedrick <spedric@CLEMSON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Animal handling PPE

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.1.5.2.20030811102441.04003bc0@mail.clemson.edu>
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whoops!  a slip of the finger!  Sue

At 10:32 AM 8/11/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>Robin, I didn't know this until I just now read it on the

>internet!!!!!   None of our farm personnel wear respirators for animal

>care...   The only wildlife people who wear respirators are those trapping

>small mammals and might have to empty mice/rats from traps (Hanta

>precautionss).  Who was the animal handler?  I never heard about it....

>Please enlighten me about all of this... Thanks, Sue

>

>

>

>At 09:40 AM 8/11/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>>In a discussion I had with one of the University vets last week  she

>>was surprised to discover that we (EHS) state that minimum PPE for

>>handling mammals outside of a ventilated enclosure included at a

>>minimum a surgical mask, if not a respirator. I was in turn surprised

>>to discover they weren't wearing this (we had been through this some

>>years ago when they had an animal handler who became sensitized to

>>animal dander).

>>

>>So I thought I would poll the group: what's your minimum PPE for

>>handling mammals outside of a ventilated enclosure?

>>--

>>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/

>

>Sue Pedrick, RN, COHN-S

>Occupational Health Nurse/Lecturer

>101 Edwards Hall

>Clemson, SC  29634-0742

>Office: (864) 656-5529/656-3076

>Pager (864) 460-7728

>Fax: (864) 656-7694

>Email: spedric@clemson.edu

Sue Pedrick, RN, COHN-S

Occupational Health Nurse/Lecturer

101 Edwards Hall

Clemson, SC  29634-0742

Office: (864) 656-5529/656-3076

Pager (864) 460-7728

Fax: (864) 656-7694

Email: spedric@clemson.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: Animal handling PPE
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Surgical masks are to protect the patient (or in this case an animal)

from germs from the care provider, not to protect the care provider or

researcher.

We do not impose PPE requirements, unless an individual shows signs of

sensitivity. Most of the work is with rodents, and most of the exposure

is proteins in the urine/bedding, which are only changed in ventilated

enclosures.  All of our animal handling staff (whether vet techs or

researchers) are enrolled in occupational health programs, to monitor

the potential for sensitivity and exposures.

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:      303-315-8026

-----Original Message-----

From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]

Sent: Monday, August 11, 2003 7:41 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Animal handling PPE

In a discussion I had with one of the University vets last week  she

was surprised to discover that we (EHS) state that minimum PPE for

handling mammals outside of a ventilated enclosure included at a

minimum a surgical mask, if not a respirator. I was in turn surprised

to discover they weren't wearing this (we had been through this some

years ago when they had an animal handler who became sensitized to

animal dander).

So I thought I would poll the group: what's your minimum PPE for

handling mammals outside of a ventilated enclosure?

--

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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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Guy Innocente <innocent1@MINDSPRING.COM>

Subject:      Re: Animal handling PPE
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Consideration must be given to the species.

Several years back, (after age 20 I became senile, and what an excuse I have

now), MMWR, published by CDC had some issues and precautions listed for

monkeys.  I don't remember which group they were.  I was doing some

volunteer work at a zoo at the time and the zoo keepers started wearing

N95's.  I'll guess around 1993 (+ or - a year)

There is also a good guideline published by the National Academy Press (Same

folks that published "Prudent Practices...")

"Occupational Health and Safety in the Care and Use of Research Animals"

Hope that helps.

Guy W. Innocente

----- Original Message -----

From: "Therese M. Stinnett" <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Monday, August 11, 2003 3:00 PM

Subject: Re: Animal handling PPE

Surgical masks are to protect the patient (or in this case an animal)

from germs from the care provider, not to protect the care provider or

researcher.

We do not impose PPE requirements, unless an individual shows signs of

sensitivity. Most of the work is with rodents, and most of the exposure

is proteins in the urine/bedding, which are only changed in ventilated

enclosures.  All of our animal handling staff (whether vet techs or

researchers) are enrolled in occupational health programs, to monitor

the potential for sensitivity and exposures.

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:      303-315-8026

-----Original Message-----

From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]

Sent: Monday, August 11, 2003 7:41 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Animal handling PPE

In a discussion I had with one of the University vets last week  she

was surprised to discover that we (EHS) state that minimum PPE for

handling mammals outside of a ventilated enclosure included at a

minimum a surgical mask, if not a respirator. I was in turn surprised

to discover they weren't wearing this (we had been through this some

years ago when they had an animal handler who became sensitized to

animal dander).

So I thought I would poll the group: what's your minimum PPE for

handling mammals outside of a ventilated enclosure?

--

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:         "Braun, Andrew George" <andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Private IBCs
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Does anyone have a list of commercial IBCs? Western IRB has such a

service. Are there any others? I vaguely recall a page somewhere on the

internet that listed about 20 commercial IBCs but can't find it again.

Thanks,

---------------------------------

Andrew Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School

Biosafety, Office for Research

Gordon Hall 411

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, Massachusetts 02115

617-432-4899, Fax: 617-432-6262
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Potts, Jeffrey M." <Potts@CUA.EDU>

Subject:      Laboratory Close-outs
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Our department is looking at strengthing and placing more responsibility

upon individual PI's during laboratory close-outs. We currently have a

set of rough guidelines for them to follow but would like something a

little more structured. Do any of you have policies or procedures in

place that you would be willing to share or to provide some ideas to

incorporate into new policies? (decontamination methods, equipment

cleaning, etc.) My thanks in advance.

Jeff Potts

Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

The Catholic University of America

Environmental Health & Safety

Cardinal Station, Marist Annex

Washington, DC 200064

P / 202-319-5865

F / 202-319-4446

potts@cua.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:         "Olinger, Patricia L [S&C/0216]"

              <patricia.l.olinger@PHARMACIA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Laboratory Close-outs
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I have a little experience in this recently.  We're in the process of

closing down several hundred labs in about 2 months time.  I've attached a

generic version of what we put in place.  The links to the SOPs will not

work for you.  If you decided to use this you would need to add your own

links to your sops.

There usually are many players in closing down a lab.  Everyone (facilities,

maintenance, supply services, safety, IT environmental, etc) have some stake

in the process.  This document was prepared for lab personnel to go through

and do the minimum for a lab to be "safe and compliant".  When they THINK

they are ready Safety personnel go out as "certify" that the lab is "safe

and compliant".  The lab is then handed over to facilities and

environmental/waste management.

We had very little time to put this together and we not sure if the lab

personnel exiting would do anything.  We were pleasantly surprised what they

completed before leaving.

This is only the first step in the process.  Depending on what the final

status of the lab is to be (re-occupied / completely decommissioned) there

may be more.

If you would like to go through the process give Grace Arnold a call @

269-833-1921, she has been leading the "Safe and Compliant Team" for me.

Thanks,

Patty Olinger

Pfizer, Kalamazoo PGRD

269-833-7931

-----Original Message-----

From: Potts, Jeffrey M. [mailto:Potts@CUA.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, August 12, 2003 10:23 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Laboratory Close-outs

Our department is looking at strengthing and placing more responsibility

upon individual PI's during laboratory close-outs. We currently have a

set of rough guidelines for them to follow but would like something a

little more structured. Do any of you have policies or procedures in

place that you would be willing to share or to provide some ideas to

incorporate into new policies? (decontamination methods, equipment

cleaning, etc.) My thanks in advance.

Jeff Potts

Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

The Catholic University of America

Environmental Health & Safety

Cardinal Station, Marist Annex

Washington, DC 200064

P / 202-319-5865

F / 202-319-4446

potts@cua.edu

This communication is intended solely for the use of the addressee and may

contain information that is legally privileged, confidential or exempt from

disclosure.  If you are not the intended recipient, please note that any

dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly

prohibited.  Anyone who receives this message in error should notify the

sender immediately and delete it from his or her computer.
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From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Diagnostic Specimen Transfers
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A word of caution regarding transfers of diagnostic specimens of animal =

tissues (including poultry). APHIS permits are required, according to an =

investigator who paid us a visit after a recent transfer. The =

requirement is in 9CFR 122 where the rule reads:

"122.2  Permits required.

   No organisms or vectors shall be imported into the United States or =

transported from one State or Territory or the District of Columbia to =

another State or Territory or the District of Columbia (emphasis added) =

without a permit issued by the Secretary and in compliance with the =

terms thereof: Provided, That no permit shall be required under this =

section for importation of organisms for which an import permit has been =

issued pursuant to part 102 of this subchapter or for transportation of =

organisms produced at establishments licensed under part 102 of this =

subchapter. As a condition of issuance of permits under this section, =

the permittee shall agree in writing to observe the safeguards =

prescribed by the Administrator for public protection with respect to =

the particular importation or transportation.

In the definitions section:

    (d) Organisms. All cultures or collections of organisms or their =

derivatives, which may introduce or disseminate any contagious or =

infectious disease of animals (including poultry).

    (e) Vectors. All animals (including poultry) such as mice, pigeons, =

guinea pigs, rats, ferrets, rabbits, chickens, dogs, and the like, which =

have been treated or inoculated with organisms, or which are diseased or =

infected with any contagious, infectious, or communicable disease of =

animals or poultry or which have been exposed to any such disease.

    (f) Permittee. A person who resides in the United States or operates =

a business establishment within the United States, to whom a permit to =

import or transport organisms or vectors has been issued under the =

regulations.

    (g) Person. Any individual, firm, partnership, corporation, company, =

society, association, or other organized group of any of the foregoing, =

or any agent, officer, or employee of any thereof."

This permit is in addition to the CDC EA101 and the APHIS Form 2041. Our =

Biosafety Manager has asked for a clarification from USDA on whether the =

sender or the recipient or both must obtain the permit. An investigator =

looking into a recent transfer of diagnostic samples here indicated that =

it was his opinion that both have to have a permit. I offer this info as =

a reminder to those who are just getting into this arena as I am, to =

help you avoid erring as we may have. When we get an answer to our =

query, I will post the info for the list.

Mike Durham

LSU
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From:         Millie Dizon <mdizon@MAIL.SDSU.EDU>

Subject:      direction of door swing leading into and out of a BSL 2 and BSL 3

              lab
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Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

To members of this listserve,

According to section D.5.5 of the NIH Research Laboratory Design Policy and

Guidelines, it specifies that " Laboratory doors shall be recessed and

swing outward in the direction of egress".  Would the same requirements

apply to doors leading into and out of a BSL 2 and BSL 3 laboratory?  Or

should the door leading into and out of a BSL 2 and BSL 3 swing inward so

as not to compromise the required negative air pressure?  If the door

should swing inward, wouldn't this compromise egress?  Would the fail-safe

maintenance of negative pressure be of primary concern over the direction

of the door swing?

Your guidance and clarification into this matter is greatly appreciated.

Millie Tran

Environmental Health and Safety Department

San Diego State University

(619) 594-2865
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         CURT SPEAKER <SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: direction of door swing leading into and out of a BSL 2 and

              BSL 3 lab

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Millie:

The requirement for doors to swing outward comes from NFPA Fire Code (I

believe?).  The thought process is that in the event of an emergency

(lights go out, smoke fills the lab), you want to be able to exit the

area as quickly as possible, which means just pushing on the door to go

out.  Air flow and pressure differentials aside, outward swinging doors

make good safety sense.

Just my $0.02

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Program Manager

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu
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Subject:      BSL-3 Lab Validation
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Dear All,

We have a new public health laboratory in Las Vegas that is nearing

completion of construction.  This facility will have a BSL-3 laboratory

and we are interested in an independent validation of facility

safety-related systems (including but not limited to biosafety), such as

general and local ventilation systems, alarms, autoclaves, etc.  Energy

Plus Scientific (Harrisburg, PA) has been recommended to the laboratory

manager for performance of such a validation.  Does anyone have

experience with Energy Plus Scientific in this capacity?  Also, does

anyone have recommendations for other companies (especially those

located in the western U.S.) that perform validation of BSL-3 labs?

Thanks in advance for your help.

Best Regards,

Ben

-----------------------------

Ben Owens

Chemical Hygiene Officer

University of Nevada, Reno

Environmental Health and Safety Dept., MS 328

Reno, NV 89557

775.327.5196 (phone)

775.784.4553 (fax)

e-mail: bowens@unr.edu
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Date:         Fri, 15 Aug 2003 12:04:49 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Andrews, John (andrejs)" <ANDREJS@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL-3 Lab Validation

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C36346.F49E2010"

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_01C36346.F49E2010

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

We've had great results with Castle Rock.

John Andrews

University of Cincinnati.

-----Original Message-----

From: Ben Owens [mailto:bowens@UNR.EDU]

Sent: Friday, August 15, 2003 11:52 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL-3 Lab Validation

Dear All,

We have a new public health laboratory in Las Vegas that is nearing

completion of construction.  This facility will have a BSL-3 laboratory and

we are interested in an independent validation of facility safety-related

systems (including but not limited to biosafety), such as general and local

ventilation systems, alarms, autoclaves, etc.  Energy Plus Scientific

(Harrisburg, PA) has been recommended to the laboratory manager for

performance of such a validation.  Does anyone have experience with Energy

Plus Scientific in this capacity?  Also, does anyone have recommendations

for other companies (especially those located in the western U.S.) that

perform validation of BSL-3 labs?  Thanks in advance for your help.

Best Regards,

Ben

-----------------------------

Ben Owens

Chemical Hygiene Officer

University of Nevada, Reno

Environmental Health and Safety Dept., MS 328

Reno, NV 89557

775.327.5196 (phone)

775.784.4553 (fax)

e-mail: bowens@unr.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 15 Aug 2003 13:06:19 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL-3 Lab Validation

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3634F.8B9E9D20"

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_01C3634F.8B9E9D20

Content-Type: text/plain

Our Pre-certification was done by a company in New Mexico:  Council Rock

Consulting, Inc.  Their number is (877) 425-8500.  This arrangement was made

through the architects office before the facility was "turned over" plus it

was before I joined the University so I can't relay any experience with the

process.

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, Ohio

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

-----Original Message-----

From: Ben Owens [mailto:bowens@UNR.EDU]

Sent: Friday, August 15, 2003 11:52 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL-3 Lab Validation

Dear All,

We have a new public health laboratory in Las Vegas that is nearing

completion of construction.  This facility will have a BSL-3 laboratory and

we are interested in an independent validation of facility safety-related

systems (including but not limited to biosafety), such as general and local

ventilation systems, alarms, autoclaves, etc.  Energy Plus Scientific

(Harrisburg, PA) has been recommended to the laboratory manager for

performance of such a validation.  Does anyone have experience with Energy

Plus Scientific in this capacity?  Also, does anyone have recommendations

for other companies (especially those located in the western U.S.) that

perform validation of BSL-3 labs?  Thanks in advance for your help.

Best Regards,

Ben

-----------------------------

Ben Owens

Chemical Hygiene Officer

University of Nevada, Reno

Environmental Health and Safety Dept., MS 328

Reno, NV 89557

775.327.5196 (phone)

775.784.4553 (fax)

e-mail: bowens@unr.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 15 Aug 2003 15:07:36 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      Power outage

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C36368.DF09C73B"

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_01C36368.DF09C73B

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Folks,

With most of us working on security plans and what not I thought about the

pumping stations that went down in Cleveland.

What were the emergency planning people thinking not have some of the

pumping capacity on emergency backup power?

I hope they have learned their lesson.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 15 Aug 2003 16:18:12 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      AAALAC and BSL3

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3636A.5A203810"

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_01C3636A.5A203810

Content-Type: text/plain

Has anyone had experience with a AAALAC audit and BSL3 animal facility, good

or bad?  I'm just curious.

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 15 Aug 2003 14:12:59 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Colombel, Craig" <Craig.Colombel@DOH.WA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: BSL-3 Lab Validation

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C36371.86D0A6C2"

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_01C36371.86D0A6C2

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

I know that Canada requires by law validation/certification of BSL-3 labs

and have a set of standards to go by.  Is there such a set of standards in

the States that companies use to certify a lab. If so were can one get a

copy?  We are planning to build a new BSL-3 lab and would like this info.

Thanks

Craig Colombel

Microbiology Supervisor

Washington State DOH Public Health Labs

-----Original Message-----

From: Ben Owens [mailto:bowens@UNR.EDU]

Sent: Friday, August 15, 2003 8:52 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL-3 Lab Validation

Dear All,

We have a new public health laboratory in Las Vegas that is nearing

completion of construction.  This facility will have a BSL-3 laboratory and

we are interested in an independent validation of facility safety-related

systems (including but not limited to biosafety), such as general and local

ventilation systems, alarms, autoclaves, etc.  Energy Plus Scientific

(Harrisburg, PA) has been recommended to the laboratory manager for

performance of such a validation.  Does anyone have experience with Energy

Plus Scientific in this capacity?  Also, does anyone have recommendations

for other companies (especially those located in the western U.S.) that

perform validation of BSL-3 labs?  Thanks in advance for your help.

Best Regards,

Ben

-----------------------------

Ben Owens

Chemical Hygiene Officer

University of Nevada, Reno

Environmental Health and Safety Dept., MS 328

Reno, NV 89557

775.327.5196 (phone)

775.784.4553 (fax)

e-mail: bowens@unr.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 15 Aug 2003 15:42:04 -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:      Animal Containment Facilities/Automated Watering Sytems/Floor

              Drains

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_C698C9CC.ABCAA00C"

--=_C698C9CC.ABCAA00C

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

We are in the programming phase of development of an animal containment =

facility and have been having discussions about whether floor drains are =

necessary.   The facility will be designed to house non-human primates =

infected with  agents requiring ABSL-2 and ABSL-3 and ABSL-3AG containment.=

We keep coming back to the issue of if we include an automated watering =

system we need somewhere for the water to go when the system fails/floods =

and this can be costly if we include an effluent containment tank setup.

We are looking for experiences with these types of issues(good or bad)

I also would like to hear opinions on the purpose of  a handwash sink in a =

ABSL-2 (or above) animal room.

Thank you

Melinda Young

Melinda Young

Health & Safety Coordinator

Wa National Primate Research Center

Box 357330

Phone: 206-543-8686

Cell: 206-423-4192

Fax:     206-685-0305

melinday@bart.rprc.washington.edu

biosafe@u.washington.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 15 Aug 2003 23:22:03 -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>

Subject:      Re: BSL-3 Lab Validation

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_YkWJJO9eMVGsV7kmxwlm+w)"

--Boundary_(ID_YkWJJO9eMVGsV7kmxwlm+w)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

How timely, I was asked to post a very simular question pertaining to

what criteria is used to verify a BSL3 lab on an annual basis.  My

understnding from past postings in this list that the BMBL is the

recommended minimum to meet for considering a lab as a level 3 facility,

but there is nothing in the book for inspections.  I would also be

interested in seeing a guideline or standard for verifying facility

operations.

Greg Merkle

Senior Industrial Hygienist

Wright State University

Dayton  OH

"Colombel, Craig" wrote:

> I know that Canada requires by law validation/certification of BSL-3

> labs and have a set of standards to go by.  Is there such a set of

> standards in the States that companies use to certify a lab. If so

> were can one get a copy?  We are planning to build a new BSL-3 lab and

> would like this info.ThanksCraig ColombelMicrobiology

> SupervisorWashington State DOH Public Health Labs

>

>      -----Original Message-----

>      From: Ben Owens [mailto:bowens@UNR.EDU]

>      Sent: Friday, August 15, 2003 8:52 AM

>      To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>      Subject: BSL-3 Lab Validation

>

>      Dear All,

>

>      We have a new public health laboratory in Las Vegas that is

>      nearing completion of construction.This facility will have a

>      BSL-3 laboratory and we are interested in an independent

>      validation of facility safety-related systems (including but

>      not limited to biosafety), such as general and local

>      ventilation systems, alarms, autoclaves, etc.Energy Plus

>      Scientific (Harrisburg, PA) has been recommended to the

>      laboratory manager for performance of such a validation.Does

>      anyone have experience with Energy Plus Scientific in this

>      capacity?Also, does anyone have recommendations for other

>      companies (especially those located in the western U.S.)

>      that perform validation of BSL-3 labs?Thanks in advance for

>      your help.

>

>      Best Regards,

>

>      Ben

>

>      -----------------------------

>

>      Ben Owens

>

>      Chemical Hygiene Officer

>

>      University of Nevada, Reno

>

>      Environmental Health and Safety Dept., MS 328

>

>      Reno, NV89557

>

>      775.327.5196 (phone)

>

>      775.784.4553 (fax)

>

>      e-mail: bowens@unr.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 18 Aug 2003 09:14:03 -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:      job description

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 004E30A005256D86_="

This is a multipart message in MIME format.

--=_alternative 004E30A005256D86_=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Dear Biosafety colleagues -

Do any of you have a job description for a biosafety officer handy?  I'd

sure appreciate any you could send1

Thanks,

Chris Thompson

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 18 Aug 2003 10:26:38 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: direction of door swing leading into and out of a BSL 2 and

              BSL 3 lab

In-Reply-To:  <sf3baf18.031@safety-1.safety.psu.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Curt is correct, this is a life safety code deal.  Look at this from

the egressors point of view and the logic becomes apparent.

If the doors swing out then the people cannot be jammed up against

the door. Everybody gets out.

If the doors swung in, then people would have to stop, pull the door

open and leave.  What happens if the pressure from the other people.

Prevents the door from being pulled open?  Maybe nobody gets out.

There was a school fire in the Collinwood area of Cleveland.  Where

all of the children in the school perished in the 1930's?  Although

in that case I believe the doors were chained shut.

Bob

>Millie:

>

>The requirement for doors to swing outward comes from NFPA Fire Code (I

>believe?).  The thought process is that in the event of an emergency

>(lights go out, smoke fills the lab), you want to be able to exit the

>area as quickly as possible, which means just pushing on the door to go

>out.  Air flow and pressure differentials aside, outward swinging doors

>make good safety sense.

>

>Just my $0.02

>

>Curt

>

>

>

>Curt Speaker

>Biosafety Officer

>Program Manager

>Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

>6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

>University Park, PA 16802

>(814) 865-6391

>http://www.ehs.psu.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

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 18 Aug 2003 10:28:45 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Power outage

In-Reply-To:  <AED295B4597E884A82081E567887C4F3098774@bluebird2.home.ku.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_1EgSioBuBDWvxJfDJodq/g)"

--Boundary_(ID_1EgSioBuBDWvxJfDJodq/g)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Do you want to hear about my water cooled backup generators that

failed due to a lack of water?

I lived here.

Bob

>Folks,

>

>With most of us working on security plans and what not I thought

>about the pumping stations that went down in Cleveland.

>What were the emergency planning people thinking not have some of

>the pumping capacity on emergency backup power?

>I hope they have learned their lesson.

>

>Eric

>

>

>Eric R. Jeppesen

>Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

>KU-EHS Dept.

>(785) 864-2857 phone

>(785) 864-2852 fax

>jeppesen@ku.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

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 18 Aug 2003 09:51:32 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Animal Containment Facilities/Automated Watering Sytems/Floor

              Drains

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C36598.36F6A69E"

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_01C36598.36F6A69E

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Correct me if I'm wrong, but there is no requirement for the waste water to

be treated in an ABSL-3 facility.  I talked with a couple of CDC inspectors

at our last inspection when our new facility was in the design phase.  They

indicated that they do not treat the waste water in their own ABSL-3

facility just the level 4.  Saved us a lot of money.  We did require the PI

to treat the waste before discharge but this is a procedure item.

As far as the handwashing sink in an ABSL-2 or above.  It's a requirement.

Look in the BMBL 4th edition and the NIH requirements for ABSL-3.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Melinda Young [mailto:melinday@BART.RPRC.WASHINGTON.EDU]

Sent: Friday, August 15, 2003 5:42 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Animal Containment Facilities/Automated Watering Sytems/Floor

Drains

We are in the programming phase of development of an animal containment

facility and have been having discussions about whether floor drains are

necessary.   The facility will be designed to house non-human primates

infected with  agents requiring ABSL-2 and ABSL-3 and ABSL-3AG containment.

We keep coming back to the issue of if we include an automated watering

system we need somewhere for the water to go when the system fails/floods

and this can be costly if we include an effluent containment tank setup.

We are looking for experiences with these types of issues(good or bad)

I also would like to hear opinions on the purpose of  a handwash sink in a

ABSL-2 (or above) animal room.

Thank you

Melinda Young

Melinda Young

Health & Safety Coordinator

Wa National Primate Research Center

Box 357330

Phone: 206-543-8686

Cell: 206-423-4192

Fax:     206-685-0305

melinday@bart.rprc.washington.edu <mailto:melinday@bart.rprc.washington.edu>

biosafe@u.washington.edu <mailto:biosafe@u.washington.edu>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 18 Aug 2003 09:53:02 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL-3 Lab Validation

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C36598.6C6283FE"

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_01C36598.6C6283FE

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

You can always reference the USDA facility requirements for validation.

It's quite involved but if you can afford it that would be the way to go.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Greg Merkle [mailto:greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU]

Sent: Friday, August 15, 2003 10:22 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL-3 Lab Validation

How timely, I was asked to post a very simular question pertaining to what

criteria is used to verify a BSL3 lab on an annual basis.  My understnding

from past postings in this list that the BMBL is the recommended minimum to

meet for considering a lab as a level 3 facility, but there is nothing in

the book for inspections.  I would also be interested in seeing a guideline

or standard for verifying facility operations.

Greg Merkle

Senior Industrial Hygienist

Wright State University

Dayton  OH

"Colombel, Craig" wrote:

I know that Canada requires by law validation/certification of BSL-3 labs

and have a set of standards to go by.  Is there such a set of standards in

the States that companies use to certify a lab. If so were can one get a

copy?  We are planning to build a new BSL-3 lab and would like this

info.ThanksCraig ColombelMicrobiology SupervisorWashington State DOH Public

Health Labs

-----Original Message-----

From: Ben Owens [ mailto:bowens@UNR.EDU <mailto:bowens@UNR.EDU> ]

Sent: Friday, August 15, 2003 8:52 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL-3 Lab Validation

Dear All,

We have a new public health laboratory in Las Vegas that is nearing

completion of construction.This facility will have a BSL-3 laboratory and we

are interested in an independent validation of facility safety-related

systems (including but not limited to biosafety), such as general and local

ventilation systems, alarms, autoclaves, etc.Energy Plus Scientific

(Harrisburg, PA) has been recommended to the laboratory manager for

performance of such a validation.Does anyone have experience with Energy

Plus Scientific in this capacity?Also, does anyone have recommendations for

other companies (especially those located in the western U.S.) that perform

validation of BSL-3 labs?Thanks in advance for your help.

Best Regards,

Ben

-----------------------------

Ben Owens

Chemical Hygiene Officer

University of Nevada, Reno

Environmental Health and Safety Dept., MS 328

Reno, NV89557

775.327.5196 (phone)

775.784.4553 (fax)

e-mail: bowens@unr.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 2 Sep 2003 09:53:00 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Amanda Wentzel <awentzel@RMWC.EDU>

Subject:      Contamination from Outdoor Air

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C37159.858A336B"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C37159.858A336B

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

We are having a problem with high levels of contamination in poured =

media and streaked plates.  Approximately half of everything handled is =

contaminated.  The problem is stemming from the fact that we take in =

100% outdoor air which is currently very rich in molds and mildews due =

to very wet, humid weather conditions.  We can not dehumidify or purify =

the air as it comes in.  Does anyone have any ideas what we could do to =

reduce the amount of contamination?  Would installing HEPA (or some =

other type) filters at the supply ducts to the lab help?

Any suggestions would be greatly appreciated!

Thanks,

Amanda Wentzel

Laboratory Technician

Randolph-Macon Woman's College

2500 Rivermont Ave.

Lynchburg, VA 24503

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 2 Sep 2003 10:17:52 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Contamination from Outdoor Air

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3715C.FEBAC9D0"

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_01C3715C.FEBAC9D0

Content-Type: text/plain

You need to do media prep and pouring, at the minimum, in a biological

safety cabinet. Another consideration would be to purchase pre-poured

plates.  If you're using standard media, there are a number of vendors who

sell pre-poured plates (e.g. BBL).  There are some vendors that will prepare

and pour specialty media depending on the frequency and volume that you will

purchase.  Cost is relative: how much $$ are you losing in time and material

to yield contaminated plates vs. the time saved and some degree of quality

assurance by purchasing them pre-poured.

Erin L. Dunn

University of Cininnati

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

-----Original Message-----

From: Amanda Wentzel [mailto:awentzel@RMWC.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, September 02, 2003 9:53 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Contamination from Outdoor Air

We are having a problem with high levels of contamination in poured media

and streaked plates.  Approximately half of everything handled is

contaminated.  The problem is stemming from the fact that we take in 100%

outdoor air which is currently very rich in molds and mildews due to very

wet, humid weather conditions.  We can not dehumidify or purify the air as

it comes in.  Does anyone have any ideas what we could do to reduce the

amount of contamination?  Would installing HEPA (or some other type) filters

at the supply ducts to the lab help?

Any suggestions would be greatly appreciated!

Thanks,

Amanda Wentzel

Laboratory Technician

Randolph-Macon Woman's College

2500 Rivermont Ave.

Lynchburg, VA 24503

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 2 Sep 2003 09:14:57 -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:      Re: Contamination from Outdoor Air

In-Reply-To:  <5C0892C7AED07941904AA8121A3992D62FC7F0@wildcat.rmwc.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_2977478==_.ALT"

--=====================_2977478==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Ms. Wentzel,

Do you have a biosafety cabinet or a clean bench that you can do the

pouring in?  That's the only thing I can think of.

Hope this helped,

Terry

At 09:53 AM 9/2/03 -0400, you wrote:

>We are having a problem with high levels of contamination in poured media

>and streaked plates.  Approximately half of everything handled is

>contaminated.  The problem is stemming from the fact that we take in 100%

>outdoor air which is currently very rich in molds and mildews due to very

>wet, humid weather conditions.  We can not dehumidify or purify the air as

>it comes in.  Does anyone have any ideas what we could do to reduce the

>amount of contamination?  Would installing HEPA (or some other type)

>filters at the supply ducts to the lab help?

>

>Any suggestions would be greatly appreciated!

>

>Thanks,

>Amanda Wentzel

>Laboratory Technician

>Randolph-Macon Woman's College

>2500 Rivermont Ave.

>Lynchburg, VA 24503

>

Terrance J. Lawrin, MT. (ASCP) SLS, CBSP (ABSA), REHS/RS

Biosafety Officer / Sanitarian

University of Illinois at Chicago

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Telephone: 312-413-3701

email: tlawrin@uic.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 2 Sep 2003 10:26:17 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Contamination from Outdoor Air

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3715E.2C131B20"

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_01C3715E.2C131B20

Content-Type: text/plain

Be careful with the use of clean benches for media prep.  The air blows

across the surface of the bench and into the face of the worker.  I have

heard of allergies developing due to this prolonged exposure to media

components.

Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Office of Management Systems

FDA/CFSAN

College Park, MD

Phone:  (301)436-1988

Fax:  (301)436-2629

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov

-----Original Message-----

From: Terry Lawrin [mailto:tlawrin@UIC.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, September 02, 2003 10:15 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Contamination from Outdoor Air

Ms. Wentzel,

Do you have a biosafety cabinet or a clean bench that you can do the pouring

in?  That's the only thing I can think of.

Hope this helped,

Terry

At 09:53 AM 9/2/03 -0400, you wrote:

We are having a problem with high levels of contamination in poured media

and streaked plates.  Approximately half of everything handled is

contaminated.  The problem is stemming from the fact that we take in 100%

outdoor air which is currently very rich in molds and mildews due to very

wet, humid weather conditions.  We can not dehumidify or purify the air as

it comes in.  Does anyone have any ideas what we could do to reduce the

amount of contamination?  Would installing HEPA (or some other type) filters

at the supply ducts to the lab help?

Any suggestions would be greatly appreciated!

Thanks,

Amanda Wentzel

Laboratory Technician

Randolph-Macon Woman's College

2500 Rivermont Ave.

Lynchburg, VA 24503

Terrance J. Lawrin, MT. (ASCP) SLS, CBSP (ABSA), REHS/RS

Biosafety Officer / Sanitarian

University of Illinois at Chicago

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Telephone: 312-413-3701

email: tlawrin@uic.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 2 Sep 2003 10:34:13 -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: Contamination from Outdoor Air

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3715F.477541FF"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C3715F.477541FF

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

There are many ways to pour plates and transfer bacteriological media

aseptically without a biological safety cabinet or HEPA filtered

air--although those are probably the best ways.

Please contact me separately if you want information.

Paula Moravek, Operations Manager

Department of Chemistry & Biochemistry

Worcester Polytechnic Institute 

EMAIL:    pmoravek@wpi.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Amanda Wentzel [mailto:awentzel@RMWC.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, September 02, 2003 9:53 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Contamination from Outdoor Air

We are having a problem with high levels of contamination in poured =

media and

streaked plates.  Approximately half of everything handled is =

contaminated.

The problem is stemming from the fact that we take in 100% outdoor air =

which

is currently very rich in molds and mildews due to very wet, humid =

weather

conditions.  We can not dehumidify or purify the air as it comes in.  =

Does

anyone have any ideas what we could do to reduce the amount of =

contamination?

Would installing HEPA (or some other type) filters at the supply ducts =

to the

lab help?

Any suggestions would be greatly appreciated!

Thanks,

Amanda Wentzel

Laboratory Technician

Randolph-Macon Woman's College

2500 Rivermont Ave.

Lynchburg, VA 24503

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 2 Sep 2003 10:55:47 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Contamination from Outdoor Air

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_Xazbil7Iun3W+QvW9pNNXQ)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_Xazbil7Iun3W+QvW9pNNXQ)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="US-ASCII"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            If you are preparing a large amount of plates for biotech or

med lab work, then it may be worth contacting someone like Cer-Tek and

see what is available for updating a lab into a media-pouring room, with

specialized HEPA filter units. $$$$better not be an issue, because

upgrading already-existant systems can be problematic.

 As others have stated, if it is a small quantity you need, then the BSC

is probably the best way to go...although I have poured Gazzillions of

plates "on the open bench" when I was in Kentucky (Mold-land, USA) and

my media was for yeast propagation, without ever having a case of

contamination (fruit-flies was a different story...those vapona strips

worked real good...right to the source of the flies heh..heh...heh!!). I

love applied Biology!

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Moravek, Paula [mailto:pmoravek@WPI.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, September 02, 2003 10:34 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Contamination from Outdoor Air

There are many ways to pour plates and transfer bacteriological media

aseptically without a biological safety cabinet or HEPA filtered

air--although those are probably the best ways.

Please contact me separately if you want information.

Paula Moravek, Operations Manager

Department of Chemistry & Biochemistry

Worcester Polytechnic Institute 

EMAIL:    pmoravek@wpi.edu

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Amanda Wentzel [mailto:awentzel@RMWC.EDU]

        Sent: Tuesday, September 02, 2003 9:53 AM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Contamination from Outdoor Air

        We are having a problem with high levels of contamination in

poured media and streaked plates.  Approximately half of everything

handled is contaminated.  The problem is stemming from the fact that we

take in 100% outdoor air which is currently very rich in molds and

mildews due to very wet, humid weather conditions.  We can not

dehumidify or purify the air as it comes in.  Does anyone have any ideas

what we could do to reduce the amount of contamination?  Would

installing HEPA (or some other type) filters at the supply ducts to the

lab help?

        Any suggestions would be greatly appreciated!

        Thanks,

        Amanda Wentzel

        Laboratory Technician

        Randolph-Macon Woman's College

        2500 Rivermont Ave.

        Lynchburg, VA 24503

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 2 Sep 2003 10:58:45 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stephen Dahl <sdahl@JHU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Contamination from Outdoor Air

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_003B_01C37141.2DFD6520"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_003B_01C37141.2DFD6520

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Contamination from Outdoor AirAmanda--

I won't guarantee 100% success, but you can reduce your contamination by =

a considerable amount by greater attention to sterile technique.  1) =

Find a "dead air" place to work if possible, could be an old Labconco =

cabinet, could be an area in a room that is away from drafts.  2) Get =

that Bunsen burner going and flame the lip of your master vessel every =

5-10 pours.  3) Treat the inside of your plates like gold.  If possible, =

lift the lid at an angle to pour--tough I know, but do-able.  If too =

tricky, then lift the lid straight up from the dish and hold the lid =

centered over the dish as you pour.  4) Never allow the master vessel to =

stand upright without a cap---always hold at an angle so nastys can't =

"fall" in. 5) Make sure your media was autoclaved enough--I've worked at =

some places where 40 minutes was ok and others that required 70...of =

course, volume is always an issue with the time you select.  6) Never =

cross your hands, sleeve, or anything else for that matter over an open =

plate or vessel that you wish to remain sterile.  7) Pour first thing in =

the morning if possible.  Scrub up well before working and don't pour =

immediately after lunch or after handling "bugs" (bacteria, yeast, etc).

Much of the same above should be applied to streaking and plating.  I'm =

not saying this is your problem, but I can't tell you how many people =

have complained to me about contamination which, upon observation of =

technique, could not be corrected with a few procedural changes.

A lot of this is easier to discuss than type.  Feel free to email with =

contact info if you want to discuss or, if any of the above works for =

you, thank Dr. Florence Farber for pounding it into my head  :o)

Regards,

Stephen Dahl, Ph.D.

Associate Biosafety Officer

Johns Hopkins University

sdahl@jhmi.edu

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Amanda Wentzel

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Tuesday, September 02, 2003 9:53 AM

  Subject: Contamination from Outdoor Air

  We are having a problem with high levels of contamination in poured =

media and streaked plates.  Approximately half of everything handled is =

contaminated.  The problem is stemming from the fact that we take in =

100% outdoor air which is currently very rich in molds and mildews due =

to very wet, humid weather conditions.  We can not dehumidify or purify =

the air as it comes in.  Does anyone have any ideas what we could do to =

reduce the amount of contamination?  Would installing HEPA (or some =

other type) filters at the supply ducts to the lab help?

  Any suggestions would be greatly appreciated!

  Thanks,

  Amanda Wentzel

  Laboratory Technician

  Randolph-Macon Woman's College

  2500 Rivermont Ave.

  Lynchburg, VA 24503

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 2 Sep 2003 11:21:43 -0400

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: Contamination from Outdoor Air

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Ditto Stephens message and all of his advice.   Good technique should eliminate

most of your problems.  We've never used a safety cabinet for pouring plates.

Standard procedure is pouring on bench tops and we rarely have contamination

problems. (Although I sneezed once and that was different story!)  It is almost

always a matter of technique.  It just takes practice.  Minimizing airflow

really helps, including that caused by other people walking around in the lab.

Lori Keen

Lab Manager, Biology

Calvin College

616-526-6080

"What a woman wants is not as a woman to act or rule,

but as a nature to grow, as an intellect to discern, as a soul

to live freely and unimpeded to unfold such powers as

[God has] given her."  Margaret Fuller

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 2 Sep 2003 08:47:04 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Alfred Jin <jin2@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Contamination from Outdoor Air

In-Reply-To:  <003e01c37162$b51b3a20$4e3581a2@win.ad.jhu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="============_-1149604870==_ma============"

--============_-1149604870==_ma============

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Amanda,

In addition to Stephen's helpful comments below, one also needs to

focus one's  personal hygiene. In addition to the outside source,

could an internal source compound the problem. I've done many IAQ

investigations which identified poor hygiene as a source of odor and

contamination problems.

We as professionals have always thought of ourselves as being

thorough and eliminating the obvious. Now it's time to think out of

the box and consider this as a possibility. One needs to ask the

following questions:

1. Can the source be internal?

2. Are the contaminants consistently thoughout the facility or just

in the media pouring area?

3. Are the proper PPE donned during this operation?

4. Are the contaminants yeast or mold?

5. What do co-workers feel about potential sources?

6. Have there been changes in personnel?

In closing, this was just thought as another potential source of your problem.

Al Jin, BSO, CBSP, IH, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore

CA 94550, (v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

jin2@llnl.gov

>Amanda--

>

>I won't guarantee 100% success, but you can reduce your

>contamination by a considerable amount by greater attention to

>sterile technique.  1) Find a "dead air" place to work if possible,

>could be an old Labconco cabinet, could be an area in a room that is

>away from drafts.  2) Get that Bunsen burner going and flame the lip

>of your master vessel every 5-10 pours.  3) Treat the inside of your

>plates like gold.  If possible, lift the lid at an angle to

>pour--tough I know, but do-able.  If too tricky, then lift the lid

>straight up from the dish and hold the lid centered over the dish as

>you pour.  4) Never allow the master vessel to stand upright without

>a cap---always hold at an angle so nastys can't "fall" in. 5) Make

>sure your media was autoclaved enough--I've worked at some places

>where 40 minutes was ok and others that required 70...of course,

>volume is always an issue with the time you select.  6) Never cross

>your hands, sleeve, or anything else for that matter over an open

>plate or vessel that you wish to remain sterile.  7) Pour first

>thing in the morning if possible.  Scrub up well before working and

>don't pour immediately after lunch or after handling "bugs"

>(bacteria, yeast, etc).

>

>Much of the same above should be applied to streaking and plating.

>I'm not saying this is your problem, but I can't tell you how many

>people have complained to me about contamination which, upon

>observation of technique, could not be corrected with a few

>procedural changes.

>

>A lot of this is easier to discuss than type.  Feel free to email

>with contact info if you want to discuss or, if any of the above

>works for you, thank Dr. Florence Farber for pounding it into my

>head  :o)

>

>Regards,

>

>Stephen Dahl, Ph.D.

>Associate Biosafety Officer

>Johns Hopkins University

><mailto:sdahl@jhmi.edu>sdahl@jhmi.edu

>

>

>

>----- Original Message -----

>From: <mailto:awentzel@RMWC.EDU>Amanda Wentzel

>To: <mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Sent: Tuesday, September 02, 2003 9:53 AM

>Subject: Contamination from Outdoor Air

>

>We are having a problem with high levels of contamination in poured

>media and streaked plates.  Approximately half of everything handled

>is contaminated.  The problem is stemming from the fact that we take

>in 100% outdoor air which is currently very rich in molds and

>mildews due to very wet, humid weather conditions.  We can not

>dehumidify or purify the air as it comes in.  Does anyone have any

>ideas what we could do to reduce the amount of contamination?  Would

>installing HEPA (or some other type) filters at the supply ducts to

>the lab help?

>

>Any suggestions would be greatly appreciated!

>

>Thanks,

>Amanda Wentzel

>Laboratory Technician

>Randolph-Macon Woman's College

>2500 Rivermont Ave.

>Lynchburg, VA 24503

>
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From:         "Klenner, James" <jklenner@IUPUI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Contamination from Outdoor Air
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Hi Amanda,

You've received some excellent responses, but thought I'd mention a few =

other points.

1. If you're using a pneumatic pump to mass produce plates or tubes, =

make sure the distribution line is routinely decontaminated or even =

replaced. Simply rinsing it out and letting it air dry can leave pools =

of media (and bacteria). Also consider the number of personnel that use =

media common equipment. Perhaps limiting to only a select few might =

help. Like anything else, there are multiple ways to do tasks and =

multiple users may have individualized ways of doing things that aren't =

truly aseptic.

2. When I was still in school I worked part time dispensing media at a =

micro lab. Some of the tubes involved slants of differential media. =

These could actually be filled with melted media, capped, and autoclaved =

as is. Once autoclaved, tilting the metal racks allowed for the slant to =

form as the media cooled. This also worked great for liquid media. =

Simply add the mixture, cap the tubes, and autoclave the lot.

3. We've seen some contamination problems here as a result of =

construction disturbing/breaching/interrupting the HVAC systems. =

Affected labs would take a household filter used for home HVAC systems =

and tape them in place over the vents. It didn't really limit air flow, =

but did wonders for trapping a lot of the larger contaminants, e.g. mold =

spores. Before attempting that, do check with your Campus Facilities =

Department. They might even be able to create a custom bracket to hold =

the filter in place.

Good luck,

Jim

P.S. Prior to moving out to the (now flooded) flatlands, my wife started =

her pharmacy career at the Ward's Road CVS. I must admit, I really do =

not miss all that red clay, but I do miss the Blue Ridge Mountains.

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gajdusek, Corinne M" <Corinne.Gajdusek@MED.VA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Plantpathogens

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Try spelling education with a "t" to get to this site!

-----Original Message-----

From: Esmeralda Prat [mailto:e-prat@TISCALI.BE]

Sent: Thursday, August 28, 2003 11:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Plantpathogens

In Principe de Classement et Guides Officiels de la Commission de Genie

Genetique, France you also find a classification list of plant =

pathogens

http://www.educaion.gouv.fr/rt/commis/genetique/principe/principe.htm

Esmeralda Prat

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Daniel Friederichs

Sent: Thursday, August 28, 2003 11:26 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Plantpathogens

Hello,

@Didier BREYER

***A list of plant pathogens and their corresponding biological risk =

(as

used in Belgium for risk assessment of contained use activities) is

available from the "Belgian Biosafety Server" at:

http://www.biosafety.be/CU/ArrRW02_FR/ArrRW02FR_A3d3.html***

That I was looking for.

@Verduin, Dick

> Information about plant pathogens and their effect on organisms and

environment can be found at one of your local sites in Germany.

> Tobacco mosaic virus is designated RG1

> Zentrale Kommission f=FCr die Biologische Sicherheit (ZKBS)

> http://www.rki.de/GENTEC/ZKBS/ZKBS.HTM

Although the ZKBS considers the effects on human, animals and

plants/environment, they still consider the human beeing as the most

protectable issue ;-)

Best regards,

Daniel Friederichs

****************

www.biogefahr.de

=========================================================================
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Contamination from Outdoor Air
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One more comment....if I may...

            -My floors were mopped daily (by me, personally) with a

Lysol solution

            -benches were wiped down with disinfectant before and after,

and yes a flaming bunsen burning was used to             sterilize the

mouth of the container. Pourings were done over Lysol-dampened towels.

            - Bottles of media were made up in 500 ml aliquots...easy to

pour quickly (used old Gibco and MA media bottles).            Big

Erlenmeyer flasks are clumsy and very hard to manipulate

            -Plates were opened and media poured under the plate top, so

that the mouth and plates were shielded from             settling mold.

            -Plates once poured were placed in "vegetable crisper" snap

seal containers...kept mold out and kept the plates             from

dessicating over time (didn't keep out those d-ned fruit flies,

though!).

            -pouring was not done under a "supply register"., and was

done far away from doorways and routine lab traffic.

            Phil (wow...I haven't remembered doing this stuff in

years....still can uncap and recap while holding the tube and

twisting the cap all with my left hand)

-----Original Message-----

From: Klenner, James [mailto:jklenner@IUPUI.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, September 02, 2003 12:24 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Contamination from Outdoor Air

Hi Amanda,

You've received some excellent responses, but thought I'd mention a few

other points.

1. If you're using a pneumatic pump to mass produce plates or tubes,

make sure the distribution line is routinely decontaminated or even

replaced. Simply rinsing it out and letting it air dry can leave pools

of media (and bacteria). Also consider the number of personnel that use

media common equipment. Perhaps limiting to only a select few might

help. Like anything else, there are multiple ways to do tasks and

multiple users may have individualized ways of doing things that aren't

truly aseptic.

2. When I was still in school I worked part time dispensing media at a

micro lab. Some of the tubes involved slants of differential media.

These could actually be filled with melted media, capped, and autoclaved

as is. Once autoclaved, tilting the metal racks allowed for the slant to

form as the media cooled. This also worked great for liquid media.

Simply add the mixture, cap the tubes, and autoclave the lot.

3. We've seen some contamination problems here as a result of

construction disturbing/breaching/interrupting the HVAC systems.

Affected labs would take a household filter used for home HVAC systems

and tape them in place over the vents. It didn't really limit air flow,

but did wonders for trapping a lot of the larger contaminants, e.g. mold

spores. Before attempting that, do check with your Campus Facilities

Department. They might even be able to create a custom bracket to hold

the filter in place.

Good luck,

Jim

P.S. Prior to moving out to the (now flooded) flatlands, my wife started

her pharmacy career at the Ward's Road CVS. I must admit, I really do

not miss all that red clay, but I do miss the Blue Ridge Mountains.

 James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158
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Subject:      Re: Contamination from Outdoor Air
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In all my years of pouring plates, usually 1 liter from a 2L flask, I've never

flamed the rim AND contamination is rare.  Opening the plates just enough to

pour the media under the top and keeping the flask always at a slant seem to be

part of the trick.

Lori Keen

Lab Manager, Biology

Calvin College

616-526-6080

"What a woman wants is not as a woman to act or rule,

but as a nature to grow, as an intellect to discern, as a soul

to live freely and unimpeded to unfold such powers as

[God has] given her."  Margaret Fuller
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From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Contamination from Outdoor Air
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Hi Amanda,

You have gotten excellent advice, thought I would put in my 2 cents.

Consider a plate pourer - I used one on the open bench for years and rarely

got a contaminated plate.  My set-up had the flask of media open, but the

operation is so quick that the likelihood of a contaminant falling into the

open flask (and surviving the elevated temp) is very, very small.  While the

upfront cost is high, you save on the speed and lower contamination rate.

New Brunswick Sci. makes a pourer and sterilizer/pourer combo.

Best of luck,

Richie Fink

Biosafety and Lab Safety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

>From: Amanda Wentzel <awentzel@RMWC.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Contamination from Outdoor Air

>Date: Tue, 2 Sep 2003 09:53:00 -0400

>

>We are having a problem with high levels of contamination in poured media

>and streaked plates.  Approximately half of everything handled is

>contaminated.  The problem is stemming from the fact that we take in 100%

>outdoor air which is currently very rich in molds and mildews due to very

>wet, humid weather conditions.  We can not dehumidify or purify the air as

>it comes in.  Does anyone have any ideas what we could do to reduce the

>amount of contamination?  Would installing HEPA (or some other type)

>filters at the supply ducts to the lab help?

>

>Any suggestions would be greatly appreciated!

>

>Thanks,

>Amanda Wentzel

>Laboratory Technician

>Randolph-Macon Woman's College

>2500 Rivermont Ave.

>Lynchburg, VA 24503

>

>
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From:         ryanr@BU.EDU

Subject:      Gas Lines in BSCs?
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Good afternoon Listservers:

Is there a specific regulation that prohibits gas lines in Biosafety

Cabinets, or are they discouraged due to the flammability and potential

damage of HEPA filter integrity?  We have some new lab construction in micro

labs that had planned to install them, but I was discouraging their use.

Thanks as always!

Rebecca Ryan
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From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      Dx samples and CITES permits
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Hello everyone!  I've got somewhat of an unusual request for info this =

afternoon:  does anyone do diagnostic testing on samples from endangered =

species?  I have a researcher who occasionally receives diagnostic samples =

(serum only) from endangered species (some macaque sp) associated with a =

potential human exposure to B Virus.  The CITES import permit for such =

samples takes quite a long time to process and since we have a potentially =

life threatening situation with a rapidly progressing infection, the =

researcher analyzes the samples without the permit.  And each time the =

researcher gets fined from FWS and she pays the fine out of pocket.  Our =

legal department does not like this little arrangement.

Is there a way to obtain a standing CITES import permit for diagnostic =

specimens only?  We have run into several brick walls trying to run this =

one down so any advice would be greatly appreciated.

Thanks so much!

Jeff
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Rebecca -

 IMHO, there's no reason for natural gas to be plumbed to a biosafety

cabinet.  No one should still be flaming lips and tips, and those occasional

other uses that generally involve a portable propane torch should, for the

most part, be done outside the BSC, not inside.  I'm not aware of any

regulation that prohibits plumbed gas in cabinets; in fact, there isn't even

a reg that I know of requiring that plumbing connections to cabinets in

California (where the Earth moves regularly) must be flex.

My three EHS requirements for new BSCs in my corporate setting were:

(1)  no cabinet was to be ordered with a built-in UV lamp;

(2)  no cabinet was to be plumbed with anything;

(3) all new cabinets were to be seismically stabilized at installation

These were all well accepted and we never had a hood fire or contaminated

vacuum system.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biomedical Safety Consultant

====================================================

On 9/3/03 12:00 PM, "ryanr@BU.EDU" <ryanr@BU.EDU> wrote:

> Good afternoon Listservers:

>

>

> Is there a specific regulation that prohibits gas lines in Biosafety

> Cabinets, or are they discouraged due to the flammability and potential

> damage of HEPA filter integrity?  We have some new lab construction in micro

> labs that had planned to install them, but I was discouraging their use.

>

> Thanks as always!

> Rebecca Ryan
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Gas Lines in BSCs?
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Rebecca,

Check out this NIH document:

http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bsc/bsc.htm (2nd edition)

http://www.nih.gov/od/ors/ds/pubs/bsc/ (1st edition)

http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/pdffiles/BSC-3.pdf (PDF version)

Look under Section III, "Biological Safety Cabinets." This information might

be useful:

"HEPA filters are effective at trapping particulates and infectious agents,

but not at capturing volatile chemicals or gases. Only BSCs that are

exhausted to the outside should be used when working with volatile toxic

chemicals (see Table 2). In certain cases a charcoal filter may be added to

prevent release of toxic chemicals into the atmosphere."

-David

-----Original Message-----

From: ryanr@BU.EDU [mailto:ryanr@BU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, September 03, 2003 3:01 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Gas Lines in BSCs?

Good afternoon Listservers:

Is there a specific regulation that prohibits gas lines in Biosafety

Cabinets, or are they discouraged due to the flammability and potential

damage of HEPA filter integrity?  We have some new lab construction in micro

labs that had planned to install them, but I was discouraging their use.

Thanks as always!

Rebecca Ryan
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Organization: Bristol-Myers Squibb

Subject:      Re: Gas Lines in BSCs?
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Rebecca,

A few years ago, we looked into this issue and decided to disconnect all gas

supplies to our BSCs -- except for a few to be used for specific FDA or other QC

protocols that absolutely require a "flaming" step.  The reasons for our action

may be summed up by a quote from the DHHS/CDC/NIH  publication entitled Primary

Containment for Biohazards:  Selection, Installation and Use of Biological

Safety Cabinets, September 1995.  The last paragraph on page 21 of this

publication reads as follows:  "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 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".

Regards,

Sheldon

ryanr@BU.EDU wrote:

> Good afternoon Listservers:

>

> Is there a specific regulation that prohibits gas lines in Biosafety

> Cabinets, or are they discouraged due to the flammability and potential

> damage of HEPA filter integrity?  We have some new lab construction in micro

> labs that had planned to install them, but I was discouraging their use.

>

> Thanks as always!

> Rebecca Ryan
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After having viewed responses from other, wiser individuals, let me

add a thought that has not been brought forward.

BSC's are not chemical fume hoods.  The aerodynamics and methods of

function are not the same.  BSC's do evacuate into the room unless

they are level 3?  I think.

BUT, they are designed to recirculate and hold airborne particles in.

should your busen burner flame go out or the unit/valve leak, one

could have a dangerous build up of an explosive material in the hood.

The next spark in that BSC could be catastrophic.

It happened here several years ago.  It wasn't pretty.

I have yet to see a BSC that can function as a chemical fume hood.

The newer models I have seen warn about using them as a chemical

protective engineering control.

Bob

>Good afternoon Listservers:

>

>

>Is there a specific regulation that prohibits gas lines in Biosafety

>Cabinets, or are they discouraged due to the flammability and potential

>damage of HEPA filter integrity?  We have some new lab construction in micro

>labs that had planned to install them, but I was discouraging their use.

>

>Thanks as always!

>Rebecca Ryan

--

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________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
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I want to thank all of you for your recommendations and suggestions.  We =

are working on the problem.

Just to give a little more information for those of you who asked...

We use a standard technique for pouring.  Pour under the lid, flame =

about every 2-3 plates, keep the flask slanted, etc.  The same employee =

has been doing this for years and this is the first time we've had this =

type of contamination level.  Our area has had rain since March at least =

60% of the days.  This is why we feel this is a temporary situation =

caused by our high humidity and mold levels. 

When our science building was renovated 10 years ago the architects =

decided we needed 100% outside air.  This building houses biology, =

chemistry, physics and math.  They also tried to save money by keeping =

us hooked into the campus wide boilers.  These boilers provide the heat =

needed to dehumidify the air properly and are not run unless the whole =

campus needs to be heated.  We are having humidity problems all over =

campus.  I have talked extensively over the years with our Buildings and =

Grounds department to learn all the nuances of the HVAC system and there =

really isn't anything that can be done to change it without major =

dollars being spent.

Our temporary solutions include pouring in our BSC, putting in some =

filters in the lab, buying prepoured media and keeping our fingers =

crossed that the weather will change soon.  Long term I will be making =

some recommendations to change the HVAC for the biology labs.

Thanks again for your help!

Amanda Wentzel

Laboratory Technician

Randolph-Macon Woman's College

2500 Rivermont Ave.

Lynchburg, VA 24503
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Hello,

I have a researcher who will be working with ear canals taken from

human heads obtained through an out-of-state donor agency.  We will have

ownership of 'hemi-heads' as well as the ear canal assembly.

Are there regulations promulgated by the Massachusetts Dept. of Public

Health regarding recordkeeping, final disposal practices, etc?  I am not

looking for BBP  requirements, but whether we need to track dates of

ownership and disposal (most likely incineration offsite), etc.

I would call DPH and ask but from their website it's hard to even tell

where to begin, so if it would be easier to give a contact and phone

#--even if it's a department--that would be wonderful.

Many thanks,

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786
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FYI...Regional Centers of Excellence announced.

Enjoy!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

--=_B3EDD6D5.F495F989
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To: <biodefense@sunshine-project.org>

Subject: [Biodefense] RCE's announced
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http://releases.usnewswire.com/GetRelease.asp?id109-09042003

HHS Announces New Regional Centers For Biodefense Research

9/4/03 10:33:00 AM

To: National Desk

Contact:  NIAID Press Office, 301-402-1663

WASHINGTON, Sept. 4 /U.S. Newswire/ -- Health and Human Services

Secretary Tommy G. Thompson today announced grants totaling

approximately $350 million spread over five years to establish eight

Regional Centers of Excellence for Biodefense and Emerging Infectious

Diseases Research (RCE). This nationwide group of multidisciplinary

centers is a key element in HHS' strategic plan for biodefense

research.

"We have moved with unprecedented speed and determination to prepare

for a bioterror attack or any other public health crisis since the

terrorist attacks of 2001," Secretary Thompson said. "These new

grants add to this effort and will not only better prepare us for a

bioterrorism attack, but will also enhance our ability to deal with

any public health crisis, such as SARS and West Nile virus."

The National Institute of Allergy and Infectious Diseases (NIAID), a

part of HHS' National Institutes of Health, is providing the grants

and will administer the RCE program.

"Since the terrorist attacks on American soil in 2001, NIAID has

moved rapidly to bolster basic biomedical research and the

development of countermeasures to defend the United States against

deliberately released agents of bioterrorism as well as naturally

occurring infectious diseases," said Anthony S. Fauci, M.D., NIAID

director. "The new RCE program provides a coordinated and

comprehensive mechanism to support the interdisciplinary research

that will lead to new and improved therapies, vaccines, diagnostics

and other tools to protect the citizens of our country and the world

against the threat of bioterrorism and other emerging and re-emerging

diseases."

The RCE program's primary role is to foster the physical and

intellectual environments in which wide-ranging research on

infectious diseases can proceed productively and safely. All RCEs

will:

-- Support investigator-directed research

-- Train researchers and other personnel for biodefense research activities=

-- Create and maintain supporting resources, including scientific

equipment and trained support personnel, for use by the RCEs and

other researchers in the region

-- Emphasize research focused on development and testing of vaccine,

therapeutic and diagnostic concepts

-- Make available core facilities to approved investigators from

academia, government, biotech companies and the pharmaceutical

industry

-- Provide facilities and scientific support to first responders in

the event of a national biodefense emergency

Each center comprises a lead institution and affiliated institutions

located primarily in the same geographical region. The eight

institutions receiving an RCE grant and the principal investigator at

each are:

-- Duke University, Barton Haynes, M.D.;    -- Harvard Medical

School, Dennis Kasper, M.D.;    -- New York State Department of

Health, Ian Lipkin, M.D.;    -- University of Chicago, Olaf

Schneewind, Ph.D.;    -- University of Maryland, Baltimore, Myron

Levine, M.D.;    -- University of Texas Medical Branch (Galveston),

David       Walker, M.D.;    -- University of Washington, Samuel

Miller, M.D.;    -- Washington University in St. Louis, Samuel

Stanley, M.D.

Research to be conducted in the RCE program includes:

-- Developing new approaches to blocking the action of anthrax,

botulinum and cholera toxins

-- Developing new vaccines against anthrax, plague, tularemia,

smallpox and Ebola

-- Developing new antibiotics and other therapeutic strategies

-- Studying bacterial and viral disease processes

-- Designing new advanced diagnostic approaches for biodefense and

for emerging diseases

-- Conducting immunological studies of diseases caused by potential

agents of bioterrorism

-- Developing computational and genomic approaches to combating disease =

agents

-- Creating new immunization strategies and delivery systems

In addition to the eight RCEs, NIAID is funding two Planning Grants

for Regional Centers of Excellence for Biodefense and Emerging

Infectious Diseases (P-RCEs). The P-RCEs will support training,

planning, research development and resource acquisition that could

lead to the future establishment of a regional center. The lead

institutions and principal investigators of the P-RCEs are:

-- University of Iowa, Bradley Britigan, M.D.

-- University of Minnesota, Patrick Schlievert, Ph.D.

Additional information on NIAID's biodefense program is available at

http://www.niaid.nih.gov/biodefense/ .

Note: All HHS press releases, fact sheets and other press materials

are available at http://www.hhs.gov/news .

http://www.usnewswire.com/
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Hi All,

Does anyone have any experience with the NCCLS videos:

Protection of Laboratory Workers from Occupationally Acquired

Infections=97Second Edition; Approved Guideline

Preventing Bloodborne Pathogen Infection: Improved Practice Means Protection

We are looking to expand out training resource collection for BBP.

We have the HHMI video and some older (very cheesy) ones.

We are particularly looking for resources (videos, CD's, commercial on-line=

training programs etc) which are relevant to the research lab in an

academic institute rather than the usual 'health care worker' type stuff.

I'd also like to hear if you've seen something but found it to be not much=

 use.

Any suggestions would be greatly appreciated. If I get enough info I will

compile a list of resources and post it.

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 4 Sep 2003 12:25:20 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Thanks for Contamination Suggestions

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_Nnt+qQGLDEm3AlNWLRMJ8g)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_Nnt+qQGLDEm3AlNWLRMJ8g)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="US-ASCII"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

How about renting several HEPA Microtraps ala Asbestos abaters use, and

scrub the air to eliminate any heavy spore loading. They also do it in

TB rooms, so this may help you out temporarily.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Amanda Wentzel [mailto:awentzel@RMWC.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, September 04, 2003 9:07 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Thanks for Contamination Suggestions

I want to thank all of you for your recommendations and suggestions.  We

are working on the problem.

Just to give a little more information for those of you who asked...

We use a standard technique for pouring.  Pour under the lid, flame

about every 2-3 plates, keep the flask slanted, etc.  The same employee

has been doing this for years and this is the first time we've had this

type of contamination level.  Our area has had rain since March at least

60% of the days.  This is why we feel this is a temporary situation

caused by our high humidity and mold levels. 

When our science building was renovated 10 years ago the architects

decided we needed 100% outside air.  This building houses biology,

chemistry, physics and math.  They also tried to save money by keeping

us hooked into the campus wide boilers.  These boilers provide the heat

needed to dehumidify the air properly and are not run unless the whole

campus needs to be heated.  We are having humidity problems all over

campus.  I have talked extensively over the years with our Buildings and

Grounds department to learn all the nuances of the HVAC system and there

really isn't anything that can be done to change it without major

dollars being spent.

Our temporary solutions include pouring in our BSC, putting in some

filters in the lab, buying prepoured media and keeping our fingers

crossed that the weather will change soon.  Long term I will be making

some recommendations to change the HVAC for the biology labs.

Thanks again for your help!

Amanda Wentzel

Laboratory Technician

Randolph-Macon Woman's College

2500 Rivermont Ave.

Lynchburg, VA 24503

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 4 Sep 2003 12:53:10 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: BBP resources

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

I have them.  Better than most.  Pratical setting.

Kathryn Harris wrote:

>  Hi All,

>

> Does anyone have any experience with the NCCLS videos:

>

> Protection of Laboratory Workers from Occupationally

> Acquired Infections=97Second Edition; Approved Guideline

> Preventing Bloodborne Pathogen Infection: Improved

> Practice Means Protection

>

> We are looking to expand out training resource collection

> for BBP.

>

> We have the HHMI video and some older (very cheesy) ones.

>

> We are particularly looking for resources (videos, CD's,

> commercial on-line training programs etc) which are

> relevant to the research lab in an academic institute

> rather than the usual 'health care worker' type stuff. I'd

> also like to hear if you've seen something but found it to

> be not much use.

>

> Any suggestions would be greatly appreciated. If I get

> enough info I will compile a list of resources and post

> it.

>

> Kath

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> **********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 4 Sep 2003 10:35:08 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Zuckerman, Mark" <Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM>

Subject:      Re: BBP resources

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Howard Hughes Medical Insitute has a full complement of videos including =

one on HIV that are OK and they were free for the asking. Unfortunately, =

I do not know what the contact information.

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Barry D. Cohen [mailto:bcohen@TKTX.COM]

Sent: Thursday, September 04, 2003 9:53 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BBP resources

I have them.  Better than most.  Pratical setting.

Kathryn Harris wrote:

>  Hi All,

>

> Does anyone have any experience with the NCCLS videos:

>

> Protection of Laboratory Workers from Occupationally

> Acquired Infections-Second Edition; Approved Guideline

> Preventing Bloodborne Pathogen Infection: Improved

> Practice Means Protection

>

> We are looking to expand out training resource collection

> for BBP.

>

> We have the HHMI video and some older (very cheesy) ones.

>

> We are particularly looking for resources (videos, CD's,

> commercial on-line training programs etc) which are

> relevant to the research lab in an academic institute

> rather than the usual 'health care worker' type stuff. I'd

> also like to hear if you've seen something but found it to

> be not much use.

>

> Any suggestions would be greatly appreciated. If I get

> enough info I will compile a list of resources and post

> it.

>

> Kath

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> **********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 4 Sep 2003 11:50:05 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU

Subject:      ATCC query

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3730C.F9633F42"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C3730C.F9633F42

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I've just been asked to review the CDC BMBL on Biosafety level 2

criteria and explain to the individual at ATCC just how a new lab meets

the CDC criteria before they will let the new PI open an account.

Anyone else going thru this line by line?

Thanks

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

UCHSC

Denver, CO

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 4 Sep 2003 14:22:30 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         CURT SPEAKER <SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: ATCC query

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Therese:

I have been doing this for a couple years.  I give the ATCC some

standard verbage:  Lab is an established BL2 facility, BSC  and

autoclave are available, standard BL2 work practices will be followed,

etc.

I then circle BL2 and sign off on the form - never had one rejected

yet.

After selling Yersinia pestis to Larry Wayne Harris, the ATCC had to

tighten up purchases of pathogens and potential pathogens, and adding

the section for the lab description and BSO sign-off was their way of

dealing with this issue (not the best way, mind you, but their way...)

just my $0.02

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Program Manager

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 4 Sep 2003 11:32:30 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hofherr, Leslie" <leslie@FACNET.UCLA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: ATCC query

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Yes we had to do this only for two labs so far at UCLA. I ended up copying from

the CDC website the BSL 2 containment criteria and putting it into an e-mail to

the ATCC person. I told them that the lab met these criteria. I'm not sure of

the purpose of these exercise by ATCC.

-----Original Message-----

From: Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, September 04, 2003 10:50 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: ATCC query

I've just been asked to review the CDC BMBL on Biosafety level 2 criteria and

explain to the individual at ATCC just how a new lab meets the CDC criteria

before they will let the new PI open an account.  Anyone else going thru this

line by line?

Thanks

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

UCHSC

Denver, CO

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 4 Sep 2003 11:41:19 -0700

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:      Re: ATCC query

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I was just broached by a researcher that needed to have a form signed by =

the biosafety officer to verify that the facility they are using meets =

BSL2 requirements. They were purchasing a cell line that was listed at =

having to work under BSL2 criteria. Since I had was already familiar =

with the researchers facility and it met the requirements, I had them =

put the exerpts from the BMBL in the paragraph for the facility =

description and I signed off on it.

Mimi Ton

---------------------------------------------

Mimi C. Ton, MPH

Safety Engineer/ Institute Biosafety Officer

California Institute of Technology

Environment, Health & Safety Office

M/C 25-6

1200 E. California Boulevard

Pasadena, CA 91125

Phone: 626.395.2430

Fax: 626.577.6028

E-mail: mimi.ton@caltech.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, September 04, 2003 10:50 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: ATCC query

I've just been asked to review the CDC BMBL on Biosafety level 2 =

criteria and explain to the individual at ATCC just how a new lab meets =

the CDC criteria before they will let the new PI open an account.  =

Anyone else going thru this line by line?

Thanks

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

UCHSC

Denver, CO

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 4 Sep 2003 13:43:39 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph H. Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., Professor"

              <jcoggin@JAGUAR1.USOUTHAL.EDU>

Organization: Department of Microbiology & Immunology,

              University of South Alabama, College of Medicine, Mobile,

              AL 36688   Phone (251) 460-6314; Fax  (251) 460-7269

Subject:      Re: BBP resources

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_p2DBP2umeZ7qN4Gvqo3gtw)"

--Boundary_(ID_p2DBP2umeZ7qN4Gvqo3gtw)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Kathryn:  Contact Mr. Mike Davidson of ComplyNow

<mdavidson@Complynow.com>  and he can arrange for you to review this CB

OSHA BBP on line training program in safe work with Human BBPs at your

office by Internet.  It does a great job for large and small R&D and

university R&D groups who must be trained by their employer.  It has

content for training both bench workers and for  lab supervisiors

24/7/365 on the lab computer and has many good side features: all

required forms, regisitration and re training records. record tracking,

exposure management  and follow up  requirements, hot line answering of

employee questions,  etc.

I did the biosafety content.  It has many outstanding teaching aids, but

is not intended as a general biosafety manual  and only provides what

OSHA requires for Standard based training of employers.  Many such CD or

other BBP programs train in everything but what OSHA specifie and

attempts being general biosafety training.

ComplyNow is a  competent, contemporary [on line, lab based, CB],

well-tested training venue, that saves employee and employer training

time lost to travel to training sites, employee travel time, Biosafety

trainer time and burnout, SOPs of the user group, a complete accessable

biosafety Library, and many other good features and is very reasonably

priced.  It provides uniform OSHA BBP training across all business group

lines in large companies and meets all OSHA BBP Training mandates and

Guidelines.  We have used it at our Medical School with a large R&D

component for two years with Zero complaints.

Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Barry D. Cohen wrote:

>I have them.  Better than most.  Pratical setting.

>

>

>

>Kathryn Harris wrote:

>

>

>

>> Hi All,

>>

>>Does anyone have any experience with the NCCLS videos:

>>

>>Protection of Laboratory Workers from Occupationally

>>Acquired Infections--Second Edition; Approved Guideline

>>Preventing Bloodborne Pathogen Infection: Improved

>>Practice Means Protection

>>

>>We are looking to expand out training resource collection

>>for BBP.

>>

>>We have the HHMI video and some older (very cheesy) ones.

>>

>>We are particularly looking for resources (videos, CD's,

>>commercial on-line training programs etc) which are

>>relevant to the research lab in an academic institute

>>rather than the usual 'health care worker' type stuff. I'd

>>also like to hear if you've seen something but found it to

>>be not much use.

>>

>>Any suggestions would be greatly appreciated. If I get

>>enough info I will compile a list of resources and post

>>it.

>>

>>Kath

>>

>>**********************************************

>>Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

>>Biological Safety Professional

>>Office of Research Safety

>>Northwestern University

>>NG-71 Technological Institute

>>2145 Sheridan Road

>>Evanston, IL 60208-3121

>>Phone: (847) 491-4387

>>Fax: (847) 467-2797

>>Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

>>**********************************************

>>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 4 Sep 2003 14:46:50 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Douglass, Diane" <ddouglass@TOWSON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BBP resources

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

http://www.hhmi.org/research/labsafe/training/videos.html  Here is the =

link for the videos that are offered for free from Howard Hughes Medical =

Institute.

-----Original Message-----

From: Zuckerman, Mark [mailto:Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM]

Sent: Thursday, September 04, 2003 1:35 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BBP resources

Howard Hughes Medical Insitute has a full complement of videos including =

one on HIV that are OK and they were free for the asking. Unfortunately, =

I do not know what the contact information.

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Barry D. Cohen [mailto:bcohen@TKTX.COM]

Sent: Thursday, September 04, 2003 9:53 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BBP resources

I have them.  Better than most.  Pratical setting.

Kathryn Harris wrote:

>  Hi All,

>

> Does anyone have any experience with the NCCLS videos:

>

> Protection of Laboratory Workers from Occupationally

> Acquired Infections-Second Edition; Approved Guideline

> Preventing Bloodborne Pathogen Infection: Improved

> Practice Means Protection

>

> We are looking to expand out training resource collection

> for BBP.

>

> We have the HHMI video and some older (very cheesy) ones.

>

> We are particularly looking for resources (videos, CD's,

> commercial on-line training programs etc) which are

> relevant to the research lab in an academic institute

> rather than the usual 'health care worker' type stuff. I'd

> also like to hear if you've seen something but found it to

> be not much use.

>

> Any suggestions would be greatly appreciated. If I get

> enough info I will compile a list of resources and post

> it.

>

> Kath

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> **********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 4 Sep 2003 15:34:34 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Children in the Laboratory

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Dear Group,

Does anyone have any policy statements (or protocols, procedures, etc.)

regarding children in the laboratory? I'm looking for whether or not you

allow children <18 years of age. What is your rationale? If you do allow

students, do you have age limits, such as, no one under 15 is permitted, and

those 16-18 must be supervised at all times.

Thank you in advance!

--

David R. Gillum, MS

Laboratory Safety Officer

University of New Hampshire

Environmental Health and Safety

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

Durham, NH  03824

Telephone #: 603-862-0197

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 4 Sep 2003 15:52:27 -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: Children in the Laboratory

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Children under the age of 18 are not permitted in our laboratories because

essentially all of our labs have carcinogens, reproductive hazards,

mutagens, etc.  The rationale is that children are more sensitive to these

materials as their enzyme systems are not mature.

For example, a child alcoholic will do more damage to their liver in one

year than an adult alcoholic will do in 20.

> -----Original Message-----

> From: David Gillum [SMTP:David.Gillum@unh.edu]

> Sent: Thursday, September 04, 2003 3:35 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@mitvma.mit.edu

> Subject:      Children in the Laboratory

>

> Dear Group,

>

> Does anyone have any policy statements (or protocols, procedures, etc.)

> regarding children in the laboratory? I'm looking for whether or not you

> allow children <18 years of age. What is your rationale? If you do allow

> students, do you have age limits, such as, no one under 15 is permitted,

> and

> those 16-18 must be supervised at all times.

>

> Thank you in advance!

>

> --

> David R. Gillum, MS

> Laboratory Safety Officer

>

> University of New Hampshire

> Environmental Health and Safety

> 11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

> Durham, NH  03824

> Telephone #: 603-862-0197

> Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 4 Sep 2003 14:20:58 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: ATCC query [PMX:#]

In-Reply-To:  <42162B3251A1B04FB5E45E0158E25A4C6E40A8@hscex5.uchsc.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_1385136609==.ALT"

--=====================_1385136609==.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

You want my inspection checklist?  It is based on the BMBL.

At 11:50 AM 9/4/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>I ve just been asked to review the CDC BMBL on Biosafety level 2 criteria

>and explain to the individual at ATCC just how a new lab meets the CDC

>criteria before they will let the new PI open an account.  Anyone else

>going thru this line by line?

>

>Thanks

>

>Therese M. Stinnett

>

>Biosafety Officer

>

>UCHSC

>

>Denver, CO

>

>

>

>

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 4 Sep 2003 15:46:33 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sonia Rosenberger <srosenberger@AE.UCDAVIS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: ATCC query

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C37336.63A82CE0"

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_01C37336.63A82CE0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Therese,

Two of our researchers had a applications rejected for BL2 cell lines

because my standard answer of "meets Biosafety Level 2 per the BMBL" with my

signature, title, and telephone number was insufficient.  The researchers

even provided their biological use authorizations that had been through our

institutional biosafety committee, and this was insufficient.  I phoned the

rep handling the account and left messages that the lab had a BSC, a medical

waste plan, a biological use authorization, etc. and requested guidance on

what information would suffice without repeating the BMBL, but did not

receive calls back.  The applications were approved at that point.

I imagine they're under pressures to validate who they're sending to and the

lab capabilities.  If you get any good guidance from them on what they want

with new applications, I'd appreciate knowing.

Thanks,

Sonia Rosenberger DVM

Biosafety Officer

University of California, Davis

-----Original Message-----

From: Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, September 04, 2003 10:50 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: ATCC query

I've just been asked to review the CDC BMBL on Biosafety level 2 criteria

and explain to the individual at ATCC just how a new lab meets the CDC

criteria before they will let the new PI open an account.  Anyone else going

thru this line by line?

Thanks

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Officer

UCHSC

Denver, CO

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 4 Sep 2003 16:05:27 -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:      Re: ATCC query

In-Reply-To:  <42162B3251A1B04FB5E45E0158E25A4C9E1436@hscex5.uchsc.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

Since new accounts require a Material Transfer Agreemnt to be signed off,

our Office of Contracts and Grants had placed a line item stating that all

laboaratories here at the University are compliant with the CDC-NIH

Guidelines.  As the BSO I had signed off as well as the DIrector of

Contracts and Grants.  They have not bother for me to sign any further

documents.

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Sonia Rosenberger [mailto:srosenberger@AE.UCDAVIS.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, September 04, 2003 4:47 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: ATCC query

>

> Therese,

>

> Two of our researchers had a applications rejected for BL2 cell lines

> because my standard answer of "meets Biosafety Level 2 per the BMBL"

> with my signature, title, and telephone number was insufficient.  The

> researchers even provided their biological use authorizations that had

> been through our institutional biosafety committee, and this was

> insufficient.  I phoned the rep handling the account and left messages

> that the lab had a BSC, a medical waste plan, a biological use

> authorization, etc. and requested guidance on what information would

> suffice without repeating the BMBL, but did not receive calls back.  The

> applications were approved at that point.

>

> I imagine they're under pressures to validate who they're sending to and

> the lab capabilities.  If you get any good guidance from them on what

> they want with new applications, I'd appreciate knowing.

>

> Thanks,

> Sonia Rosenberger DVM

> Biosafety Officer

> University of California, Davis

>         -----Original Message-----

>         From: Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU

> [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

>         Sent: Thursday, September 04, 2003 10:50 AM

>         To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>         Subject: ATCC query

>         I've just been asked to review the CDC BMBL on Biosafety level 2

> criteria and explain to the individual at ATCC just how a new lab meets

> the CDC criteria before they will let the new PI open an account.

> Anyone else going thru this line by line?

>         Thanks

>         Therese M. Stinnett

>         Biosafety Officer

>         UCHSC

>         Denver, CO

>

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 5 Sep 2003 07:54:44 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      Institutional Biosafety Committees-Procedures, By-laws, etc.

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C373A4.7F2D1E80"

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_01C373A4.7F2D1E80

Content-Type: text/plain

I'd like to establish direct contact with a few people who can share some

written procedures, by-laws, constitution, etc. on academic Institutional

Biosafety Committees - or point me in the direction of any that are reputed

to be really good.  I'm sure there are several institutions out there that

have reputations as having really efficient and effective IBC's.

I'm looking for a model so that we can re-think how we're doing some things.

Please e-mail me directly or call me at the number listed below.

Thank you.

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 5 Sep 2003 08:12:31 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sullivan Christine <Christine.Sullivan@UCB-GROUP.COM>

Subject:      Re: Human Cadaver Parts In Massachusetts

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C373A6.FB325110"

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_01C373A6.FB325110

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Hi,

I had an inspection with Michelle Vigeant at the DPH about 3 yrs. Ago.  She

was very helpful.  The DPH is located on 305 South Street Jamaica Plain, MA

02130 ph: 617-983-6723 fax: 617-524-8062.

Good Luck.

Christine

                -----Original Message-----

                From:   Margaret Rakas [mailto:mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU]

                Sent:   Thursday, September 04, 2003 11:48 AM

                To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                Subject:        Human Cadaver Parts In Massachusetts

                Hello,

                I have a researcher who will be working with ear canals

taken from

                human heads obtained through an out-of-state donor agency.

We will have

                ownership of 'hemi-heads' as well as the ear canal assembly.

                Are there regulations promulgated by the Massachusetts Dept.

of Public

                Health regarding recordkeeping, final disposal practices,

etc?  I am not

                looking for BBP  requirements, but whether we need to track

dates of

                ownership and disposal (most likely incineration offsite),

etc.

                I would call DPH and ask but from their website it's hard to

even tell

                where to begin, so if it would be easier to give a contact

and phone

                #--even if it's a department--that would be wonderful.

                Many thanks,

                Margaret

                Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

                Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

                Clark Science Center

                Smith College

                Northampton, MA. 01063

                p:  413-585-3877

                f:   413-585-3786

****************************************************************************

Legal Notice: This electronic mail and its attachments are intended solely

for the person (s) to whom they are addressed and contain information which

is confidential or otherwise protected from disclosure, except for the

purpose they are intended to.  Dissemination, distribution, or reproduction

by anyone other than their intended recipients is prohibited and may be

illegal.  If you are not an intended recipient, please immediately inform

the sender and send him/her back the present e-mail and its attachments and

destroy any copies which may be in your possession.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 5 Sep 2003 08:34:11 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ricardo Tappan <rsorxt@GWUMC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Children in the Laboratory

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Content-disposition: inline

I am also interested in information like that especially in regards to summer

high school internships outward bound programs etc.

Thanks

Rick T.

>>> David.Gillum@UNH.EDU 09/04/03 03:34PM >>>

Dear Group,

Does anyone have any policy statements (or protocols, procedures, etc.)

regarding children in the laboratory? I'm looking for whether or not you

allow children <18 years of age. What is your rationale? If you do allow

students, do you have age limits, such as, no one under 15 is permitted, and

those 16-18 must be supervised at all times.

Thank you in advance!

--

David R. Gillum, MS

Laboratory Safety Officer

University of New Hampshire

Environmental Health and Safety

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

Durham, NH  03824

Telephone #: 603-862-0197

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 5 Sep 2003 08:42:26 -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: ATCC query

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------B8832DB4EBB9F2B6FF7CC2D3"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------B8832DB4EBB9F2B6FF7CC2D3

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

This is how we do it at Columbia; it's also an excellent way to get staff

to come to the next BBP training if necessary.

Paul Rubock

CURT SPEAKER wrote:

> Therese:

>

> I have been doing this for a couple years.  I give the ATCC some

> standard verbage:  Lab is an established BL2 facility, BSC  and

> autoclave are available, standard BL2 work practices will be followed,

> etc.

>

> I then circle BL2 and sign off on the form - never had one rejected

> yet.

>

> After selling Yersinia pestis to Larry Wayne Harris, the ATCC had to

> tighten up purchases of pathogens and potential pathogens, and adding

> the section for the lab description and BSO sign-off was their way of

> dealing with this issue (not the best way, mind you, but their way...)

>

> just my $0.02

>

> Curt

>

> Curt Speaker

> Biosafety Officer

> Program Manager

> Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

> 6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

> University Park, PA 16802

> (814) 865-6391

> http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 5 Sep 2003 09:39:50 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         ryanr@BU.EDU

Subject:      DOT Security Plan

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C373B3.2DE10E10"

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_01C373B3.2DE10E10

Content-Type: text/plain

Morning Listservers!

Has anyone finished developing the DOT Security Plan for your university to

comply with September DOT regulations on shipping haz chemicals?

Did you include a security plan for select agents in this?  I attended a

recent DOT Security plan review meeting sponsored by Triumvirate

Environmental and the speaker suggested referencing the Security Plan

required under 42 CFR 73.0 would be sufficient for the "select agent"

portion of the DOT requirements.  Any thoughts?

Thanks as always,

Rebecca

Rebecca Ryan, MPH

Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Boston University Medical Center

715 Albany Street, M470

Boston, MA 02118

ph(617) 638-8842

fx (617) 638-8822

email: RyanR@BU.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 5 Sep 2003 09:52:45 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "McNulty, Hilary" <Hilary.McNulty@MPI.COM>

Subject:      Goat antibodies

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Good morning everyone - A researcher asked me this morning if we neede=

d

to have a license to bring in, from the UK, antibodies that were

produced in goats.

The person shipping them to us says this... "In order to transfer stoc=

ks

of antibodies over to the US, I need to know if you have a license to

work with goat derived products."

If we do, could you please tell me where I should go to get the licens=

e?

Thanks for your help.

Hilary R. McNulty

Senior Manager, Environmental Health & Safety

Millennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

75 Sidney Street

Cambridge, MA  02139

617-444-1368

fax 617-374-7677

mcnulty@mpi.com

This e-mail, including any attachments, is a confidential business com=

munication, and may contain information that is confidential, propriet=

ary and/or privileged.  This e-mail is intended only for the individua=

l(s) to whom it is addressed, and may not be saved, copied, printed, d=

isclosed or used by anyone else.  If you are not the(an) intended reci=

pient, please immediately delete this e-mail from your computer system=

 and notify the sender.  Thank you.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 5 Sep 2003 09:49:07 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Goat antibodies

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

My gut hunch is.....check with the USDA APHIS group and see if they have

any restrictions or license requirements for importing. Going the other

way, it would be the Department of Commerce. Goats + Sheep could  =

B.a.,

and a couple of prions tucked in like Scrapie.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: McNulty, Hilary [mailto:Hilary.McNulty@MPI.COM]

Sent: Friday, September 05, 2003 9:53 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Goat antibodies

Good morning everyone - A researcher asked me this morning if we needed

to have a license to bring in, from the UK, antibodies that were

produced in goats.

The person shipping them to us says this... "In order to transfer stocks

of antibodies over to the US, I need to know if you have a license to

work with goat derived products."

If we do, could you please tell me where I should go to get the license?

Thanks for your help.

Hilary R. McNulty

Senior Manager, Environmental Health & Safety

Millennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

75 Sidney Street

Cambridge, MA  02139

617-444-1368

fax 617-374-7677

mcnulty@mpi.com

This e-mail, including any attachments, is a confidential business

communication, and may contain information that is confidential,

proprietary and/or privileged.  This e-mail is intended only for the

individual(s) to whom it is addressed, and may not be saved, copied,

printed, disclosed or used by anyone else.  If you are not the(an)

intended recipient, please immediately delete this e-mail from your

computer system and notify the sender.  Thank you.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 5 Sep 2003 11:00:35 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <biosafety@COMCAST.NET>

Subject:      Re: Goat antibodies

In-Reply-To:  <1170D393454F5847A05D66E3F39B2091147C7A@US-VS1.corp.mpi.com>

Mime-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Hilary -

In the pre-9/11 days, we (UCSF) wanted to bring in sheep polyclonal

antibodies from Holland.  We were told by the USDA that they considered all

of Europe endemic for BSE and required import permits for all material

derived from ; livestock (cattle, goats, sheep, pigs, etc.).  The permit

request even drove a USDA inspection of the receiving lab to ensure BSL2

containment and preclusion of any opportunities for agent release into the

local agriculture.

My guess is that an import permit is still required.  I recommend you check

with APHIS.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biomedical Safety Consultant

===============================================

On 9/5/03 6:52 AM, "McNulty, Hilary" <Hilary.McNulty@MPI.COM> wrote:

> Good morning everyone - A researcher asked me this morning if we needed

> to have a license to bring in, from the UK, antibodies that were

> produced in goats.

>

> The person shipping them to us says this... "In order to transfer stocks

> of antibodies over to the US, I need to know if you have a license to

> work with goat derived products."

>

> If we do, could you please tell me where I should go to get the license?

>

> Thanks for your help.

>

> Hilary R. McNulty

> Senior Manager, Environmental Health & Safety

> Millennium Pharmaceuticals, Inc.

> 75 Sidney Street

> Cambridge, MA  02139

> 617-444-1368

> fax 617-374-7677

> mcnulty@mpi.com

>

>

>

>

> This e-mail, including any attachments, is a confidential business

> communication, and may contain information that is confidential, proprietary

> and/or privileged.  This e-mail is intended only for the individual(s) to whom

> it is addressed, and may not be saved, copied, printed, disclosed or used by

> anyone else.  If you are not the(an) intended recipient, please immediately

> delete this e-mail from your computer system and notify the sender.  Thank

> you.

================================================================================Date:         Fri, 5 Sep 2003 12:35:11 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU

Subject:      Re: Children in the Laboratory

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

We do have a policy, published on our website,

http://www.uchsc.edu/safety/Docs/saftissu.pdf

No one under the age of 18 is to be in a lab with RAM.

We do allow for some exceptions--properly scheduled and supervised

tours, being one of them.  A while back one of our faculty held a grant

from one of the NIH centers for encouraging youngsters in pursuing

science careers (I think).  That meant we had middle school to high

school aged children coming to campus.  We have a child (12 or 13) who

is pursuing an undergraduate degree at another campus, who applied for

permission to volunteer in a research lab this summer.  This can only

happen with a properly executed "consent" from the parents, and

assurances of proper supervision for the entire time the children are on

campus.

Balancing the desire to expose children to sciences in a real-world

setting with the exposure to potentially hazardous materials is a real

juggling act.  Work with Risk Management, your legal office, and the

faculty to come to the best resolution.

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:      303-315-8026

=========================================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 8 Sep 2003 16:05:53 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Silberman <david.silberman@STANFORD.EDU>

Subject:      Request for information on Biosecurity Issues

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="============_-1149060141==_ma============"

--============_-1149060141==_ma============

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Greetings,

I need some information from the listserv on Biosecurity issues that

I want to include in my talk at this year's ABSA meeting.  I am

interested in learning how your institution has approached and

implemented security arrangements, the rationale for sometimes going

beyond regulatory requirements and their impact on the conduct of

science and if any changes in the way and/or direction new biological

research will be carried out.  Please send responses directly to me

at:

silberman@stanford.edu

I will post a summary on the Biosafty listserv right after the ABSA meeting.

Thanks for your help.

David

--

David H. Silberman

Director, Health and Safety Programs

Stanford University School of Medicine

650/723-6336 (Direct)

650/723-0110 (Office)

650/725-7878 (FAX)

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Sep 2003 08:43:44 -0400

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:      Sigma's select agent products

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=_mixed 0045EC4B85256D9C_="

--=_mixed 0045EC4B85256D9C_=

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 0045EC4B85256D9C_="

--=_alternative 0045EC4B85256D9C_=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Good morning everyone.  Just received the attached list from a regional

manager of Sigma-Aldrich.  It supposedly is a comprehensive list of their

select agent products.  We're requesting similar lists from other vendors

to better allow us to flag all select agent purchases.

*********************************************************

Scott Alderman, MS

Manager, Laboratory Safety Program

Occupational and Environmental Safety Office

Duke University/Medical Center/Health System

Box 3149

Durham, NC 27710

Phone: 919.684.8822

Fax: 919.681.7509

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Sep 2003 09:12:46 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Braun, Andrew George" <andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      ABSA Human Gene Transfer Discussion Group?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C376D4.0FCE5909"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C376D4.0FCE5909

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Dear Biosafty Folks,

            Is there any interest in starting a small group devoted to

Human Gene Transfer (HGT) issues? As more and more institutions become

involved with HGT and more of these studies are carried out at several

sites some sort of cooperation may be in order.

            As things stand we rarely know all the other institutions

involved in a HGT trial. If we reject a trial for cause should we inform

other institutions and vice versa? Is this legal - confidentiality

issues? Should we discourage sponsors shopping around until they find a

careless IBC? Why is formal communication between OBA and Biosafety

officers always one way? Should Appendix M be changed?  And so on.

            If there is interest in discussing these issues and planning

for the future we can get together during ABSA. Mary Buckley can find us

a room on Monday afternoon where we can talk until the Biosafty dinner.

Please let us know a) whether you think this is a worthwhile effort, and

b) whether you can come on Monday. Please reply to the whole listserv so

others can know what's going on.

            Thanks

            Andy

---------------------------------

Andrew Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School

Biosafety, Office for Research Subject Protection

Gordon Hall 411

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, Massachusetts 02115

617-432-4899, Fax: 617-432-6262

http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Sep 2003 09:50:40 -0400

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: ABSA Human Gene Transfer Discussion Group?

In-Reply-To: 

<EC623946944F794F95C217659122B41A113893@MAILSERVER01.MED.HARVARD.EDU>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/related;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0003_01C376B7.D6FD40C0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0003_01C376B7.D6FD40C0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----=_NextPart_001_0004_01C376B7.D6FD40C0"

------=_NextPart_001_0004_01C376B7.D6FD40C0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Andy: I am interested. Perhaps you could ask Bob Hashimoto to help us

with his insight on these issues.

Thanks

Jairo

Jairo Betancourt, RBP

Laboratory Safety Specialist

(305) 243-3400 Fax : (305) 243-3272

E-mail: jairob@miami.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Braun, Andrew George

Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 9:13 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: ABSA Human Gene Transfer Discussion Group?

Dear Biosafty Folks,

            Is there any interest in starting a small group devoted to

Human Gene Transfer (HGT) issues? As more and more institutions become

involved with HGT and more of these studies are carried out at several

sites some sort of cooperation may be in order.

            As things stand we rarely know all the other institutions

involved in a HGT trial. If we reject a trial for cause should we inform

other institutions and vice versa? Is this legal - confidentiality

issues? Should we discourage sponsors shopping around until they find a

careless IBC? Why is formal communication between OBA and Biosafety

officers always one way? Should Appendix M be changed?  And so on.

            If there is interest in discussing these issues and planning

for the future we can get together during ABSA. Mary Buckley can find us

a room on Monday afternoon where we can talk until the Biosafty dinner.

Please let us know a) whether you think this is a worthwhile effort, and

b) whether you can come on Monday. Please reply to the whole listserv so

others can know what's going on.

            Thanks

            Andy

---------------------------------

Andrew Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School

Biosafety, Office for Research Subject Protection

Gordon Hall 411

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, Massachusetts 02115

617-432-4899, Fax: 617-432-6262

http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Sep 2003 09:36:51 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: ABSA Human Gene Transfer Discussion Group?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/related; type="multipart/alternative";

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_nVkBm9+Zt1cf14hT3YSWWQ)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_nVkBm9+Zt1cf14hT3YSWWQ)

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

 boundary="Boundary_(ID_/eyGpXnZ2hzPo2iZRVfqNQ)"

--Boundary_(ID_/eyGpXnZ2hzPo2iZRVfqNQ)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="US-ASCII"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

OOOOHH! Count me in!

Phil 212 241 1451

-----Original Message-----

From: Jairo Betancourt [mailto:jairob@MIAMI.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 9:51 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: ABSA Human Gene Transfer Discussion Group?

Andy: I am interested. Perhaps you could ask Bob Hashimoto to help us

with his insight on these issues.

Thanks

Jairo

Jairo Betancourt, RBP

Laboratory Safety Specialist

(305) 243-3400 Fax : (305) 243-3272

E-mail: jairob@miami.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Braun, Andrew George

Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 9:13 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: ABSA Human Gene Transfer Discussion Group?

Dear Biosafty Folks,

            Is there any interest in starting a small group devoted to

Human Gene Transfer (HGT) issues? As more and more institutions become

involved with HGT and more of these studies are carried out at several

sites some sort of cooperation may be in order.

            As things stand we rarely know all the other institutions

involved in a HGT trial. If we reject a trial for cause should we inform

other institutions and vice versa? Is this legal - confidentiality

issues? Should we discourage sponsors shopping around until they find a

careless IBC? Why is formal communication between OBA and Biosafety

officers always one way? Should Appendix M be changed?  And so on.

            If there is interest in discussing these issues and planning

for the future we can get together during ABSA. Mary Buckley can find us

a room on Monday afternoon where we can talk until the Biosafty dinner.

Please let us know a) whether you think this is a worthwhile effort, and

b) whether you can come on Monday. Please reply to the whole listserv so

others can know what's going on.

            Thanks

            Andy

---------------------------------

Andrew Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School

Biosafety, Office for Research Subject Protection

Gordon Hall 411

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, Massachusetts 02115

617-432-4899, Fax: 617-432-6262

http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         CURT SPEAKER <SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU>

Subject:      EtO use in animal facilities
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Content-Disposition: inline

Good morning:

I have a question for the collective wisdom...

We are building a new life sciences building here on campus, and I

found out yesterday that our lab animal facilities manager wants to put

a room in specifically to use Ethylene Oxide for

decontamination/sterilization.

Obviously EtO has some major shortcomings (toxicity, flammability,

reporting requirements for environmental releases), but I was wondering

if anyone else has a "room" in an animal facility designed for such a

use.

I also know that Steris has been pushing vapor-phase hydrogen peroxide

as an alternative to other types of of sterilants, and would be curious

to hear from other folks if VHP works as well as EtO in your animal

facilities.

In short, I want to have all my ducks in a row before I go to the

animal facility folks and tell them that EtO is a bad idea, is old

technology, and too dangerous to be accepted by EHS.

Any and all comments would be most welcome.

thanks in advance...

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Program Manager

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu
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Date:         Tue, 9 Sep 2003 10:23:31 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Help

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

Two helps:

1) Anyone know of good places (near the conf. hotel) for the Biosafty

Dinner??

2) While back I asked re: how are people treating (if at all) fermentation

wastes from cell culture fermentation.  While I heard from folks in the US,

would like to get responses from nonUS.

Thanks,

Richie Fink

Biosafty List Owner

Wyeth Biosafety officer

Wyeth BioPharma
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Date:         Tue, 9 Sep 2003 10:31:40 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: EtO use in animal facilities
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To the Biosafty List.

Please take this message only in the spirit it is given.

In the not too recent past, there have been some incidents involving animal

rights activists. Mostly limited to property damage.

These groups have been known to monitor lists such as Biosafty.

I would recommend that you reply in private to any issues regarding animal

housing, usage, etc.

Again, this is not spam or flame; just prudent advice.

Regards,

Barry Cohen

CURT SPEAKER wrote:

> Good morning:

>

> I have a question for the collective wisdom...

>

> We are building a new life sciences building here on campus, and I

> found out yesterday that our lab animal facilities manager wants to put

> a room in specifically to use Ethylene Oxide for

> decontamination/sterilization.

>

> Obviously EtO has some major shortcomings (toxicity, flammability,

> reporting requirements for environmental releases), but I was wondering

> if anyone else has a "room" in an animal facility designed for such a

> use.

>

> I also know that Steris has been pushing vapor-phase hydrogen peroxide

> as an alternative to other types of of sterilants, and would be curious

> to hear from other folks if VHP works as well as EtO in your animal

> facilities.

>

> In short, I want to have all my ducks in a row before I go to the

> animal facility folks and tell them that EtO is a bad idea, is old

> technology, and too dangerous to be accepted by EHS.

>

> Any and all comments would be most welcome.

>

> thanks in advance...

>

> Curt

>

> Curt Speaker

> Biosafety Officer

> Program Manager

> Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

> 6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

> University Park, PA 16802

> (814) 865-6391

> http://www.ehs.psu.edu
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Date:         Tue, 9 Sep 2003 09:46:50 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Klenner, James" <jklenner@IUPUI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: EtO use in animal facilities
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Barry makes an excellent point. Anyone can join a list and listen in =

anonymously. As an additional note, animal rights groups like ALF, ELF, =

SHAC, etc. closely monitor their web sites to see exactly who visits =

them. They have even been known to implement programs that attempt to =

create backdoors into the visiting system. Could you imagine what would =

happen if ELF suddenly gained access to your IACUC records (including =

personnel info)? As such, a memo was sent out here to all IACUC members =

instructing them not to visit any animal rights web sites from their =

office computer.

Jim Klenner

-----Original Message-----

From: Barry D. Cohen [mailto:bcohen@TKTX.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 9:32 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: EtO use in animal facilities

To the Biosafty List.

Please take this message only in the spirit it is given.

In the not too recent past, there have been some incidents involving =

animal

rights activists. Mostly limited to property damage.

These groups have been known to monitor lists such as Biosafty.

I would recommend that you reply in private to any issues regarding =

animal

housing, usage, etc.

Again, this is not spam or flame; just prudent advice.

Regards,

Barry Cohen

CURT SPEAKER wrote:

> Good morning:

>

> I have a question for the collective wisdom...

>

> We are building a new life sciences building here on campus, and I

> found out yesterday that our lab animal facilities manager wants to =

put

> a room in specifically to use Ethylene Oxide for

> decontamination/sterilization.

>

> Obviously EtO has some major shortcomings (toxicity, flammability,

> reporting requirements for environmental releases), but I was =

wondering

> if anyone else has a "room" in an animal facility designed for such a

> use.

>

> I also know that Steris has been pushing vapor-phase hydrogen peroxide

> as an alternative to other types of of sterilants, and would be =

curious

> to hear from other folks if VHP works as well as EtO in your animal

> facilities.

>

> In short, I want to have all my ducks in a row before I go to the

> animal facility folks and tell them that EtO is a bad idea, is old

> technology, and too dangerous to be accepted by EHS.

>

> Any and all comments would be most welcome.

>

> thanks in advance...

>

> Curt

>

> Curt Speaker

> Biosafety Officer

> Program Manager

> Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

> 6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

> University Park, PA 16802

> (814) 865-6391

> http://www.ehs.psu.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:         Elizabeth Tobias <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      USDA permitting help?

MIME-Version: 1.0
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I've never tried exporting things before.  And, I've ignored

much of the USDA permitting issues, since we don't do

plant/animal work.  Well, the ol' brain kicked in and said

"select agent overlap agent = USDA probably cares about exports

and shipping".

For exporting biological agents, which effect livestock,

1.  Do I need a USDA export permit?  If so, where do I get one?

2.  If an agency is outside of the U.S., is there any reason

they would need a Select Agent Permit?

3.  Is there anything beyond export permits from Commerce & USDA

to address, as far as permitting goes, to get something out of

the country legally?  (Thank God the INS a.k.a. BCIS isn't

involved!)

4.  Is any of a function of the country to which I'm exporting?

E.g. from the USA, do Canada & Mexico get special treatment?

5.  Does any of this apply to shipping around inside the USA?

Any help will be greatly appreciated.  If this is something the

list has addressed repeatedly, and I just didn't notice, please

feel free to respond directly to me at safety_queen@yahoo.com or

tobiase@bioport.com

Peace,

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806
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Date:         Tue, 9 Sep 2003 07:54:47 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gajdusek, Corinne M" <Corinne.Gajdusek@MED.VA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Sigma's select agent products

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C376E2.500D4800"

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_01C376E2.500D4800

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Check out www.cdc.gov/od/sap/exclusion.htm

<http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/exclusion.htm> . The C9915, according to this CDC

list, should be excluded from the SIGMA SA list. Hmmm. Maybe SIGMA reads out

listserve?

-----Original Message-----

From: Scott Alderman [mailto:alder002@MC.DUKE.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 5:44 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Sigma's select agent products

Good morning everyone.  Just received the attached list from a regional

manager of Sigma-Aldrich.  It supposedly is a comprehensive list of their

select agent products.  We're requesting similar lists from other vendors to

better allow us to flag all select agent purchases.

*********************************************************

Scott Alderman, MS

Manager, Laboratory Safety Program

Occupational and Environmental Safety Office

Duke University/Medical Center/Health System

Box 3149

Durham, NC 27710

Phone: 919.684.8822

Fax: 919.681.7509
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Margaret Rakas <mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU>

Subject:      Keeping it Private--EtO use in animal facilities
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Not to mention government regulators....

I belong to another listserv for RSO's (I wear a lot of hats here) and

in order to join this particular listserv, you MUST be recommended by a

current member.  It has a clear mission--only RSO's from academic and

medical employers--and this information has to be clearly indicated when

you join.  No government regulators are 'qualified'.  That listserv is

thus a more private one than some others...

Having a clear membership 'qualification' and sponsorship might be

something the BIOSAFTY list administrator and/or current members want to

consider.  I see a lot of advantages in having biosafety consultants and

corporate BSO's on the list, but it appears--from some phone calls I've

received--that a few firms who sell biosafety equipment monitor the list

as a way to generate sales leads.  No reason why various activists, DOJ

lawyers trolling for high profile cases, etc. couldn't do the same...

My two cents' worth....

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786

>>> jklenner@IUPUI.EDU 09/09/03 10:46AM >>>

Barry makes an excellent point. Anyone can join a list and listen in

anonymously. As an additional note, animal rights groups like ALF, ELF,

SHAC, etc. closely monitor their web sites to see exactly who visits

them. They have even been known to implement programs that attempt to

create backdoors into the visiting system. Could you imagine what would

happen if ELF suddenly gained access to your IACUC records (including

personnel info)? As such, a memo was sent out here to all IACUC members

instructing them not to visit any animal rights web sites from their

office computer.

Jim Klenner

-----Original Message-----

From: Barry D. Cohen [mailto:bcohen@TKTX.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 9:32 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: EtO use in animal facilities

To the Biosafty List.

Please take this message only in the spirit it is given.

In the not too recent past, there have been some incidents involving

animal

rights activists. Mostly limited to property damage.

These groups have been known to monitor lists such as Biosafty.

I would recommend that you reply in private to any issues regarding

animal

housing, usage, etc.

Again, this is not spam or flame; just prudent advice.

Regards,

Barry Cohen

CURT SPEAKER wrote:

> Good morning:

>

> I have a question for the collective wisdom...

>

> We are building a new life sciences building here on campus, and I

> found out yesterday that our lab animal facilities manager wants to

put

> a room in specifically to use Ethylene Oxide for

> decontamination/sterilization.

>

> Obviously EtO has some major shortcomings (toxicity, flammability,

> reporting requirements for environmental releases), but I was

wondering

> if anyone else has a "room" in an animal facility designed for such

a

> use.

>

> I also know that Steris has been pushing vapor-phase hydrogen

peroxide

> as an alternative to other types of of sterilants, and would be

curious

> to hear from other folks if VHP works as well as EtO in your animal

> facilities.

>

> In short, I want to have all my ducks in a row before I go to the

> animal facility folks and tell them that EtO is a bad idea, is old

> technology, and too dangerous to be accepted by EHS.

>

> Any and all comments would be most welcome.

>

> thanks in advance...

>

> Curt

>

> Curt Speaker

> Biosafety Officer

> Program Manager

> Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

> 6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

> University Park, PA 16802

> (814) 865-6391

> http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Sep 2003 11:40:15 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dave Reed <dave@EHRS.UPENN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Help

In-Reply-To:  <Sea1-F64hazgDOJa1ZU000104d5@hotmail.com>
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Philadelphia is full of great restaurants within walking distance of the

Wyndham hotel, but one of my favorites is Ludwig's Garten.  They have some

of the best German food I've ever had and a beer selection that will knock

your socks off.  Here's a link to a website that reviews their facility and

gives directions.

http://www.pubcrawler.com/Template/ReviewWC.cfm/flat/BrewerID=102516

David C. Reed

Biological Safety Officer

University of Pennsylvania

Environmental Health and Radiation Safety

(215) 746-6641

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Richard Fink

Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 10:24 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Help

Two helps:

1) Anyone know of good places (near the conf. hotel) for the Biosafty

Dinner??

2) While back I asked re: how are people treating (if at all) fermentation

wastes from cell culture fermentation.  While I heard from folks in the US,

would like to get responses from nonUS.

Thanks,

Richie Fink

Biosafty List Owner

Wyeth Biosafety officer

Wyeth BioPharma
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Help
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Hey...we'll be there in Oktober....That's as in... OKTOBERFEST!!!!

Prosst!

-----Original Message-----

From: Dave Reed [mailto:dave@EHRS.UPENN.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 11:40 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Help

Philadelphia is full of great restaurants within walking distance of the

Wyndham hotel, but one of my favorites is Ludwig's Garten.  They have

some

of the best German food I've ever had and a beer selection that will

knock

your socks off.  Here's a link to a website that reviews their facility

and

gives directions.

http://www.pubcrawler.com/Template/ReviewWC.cfm/flat/BrewerID102516

David C. Reed

Biological Safety Officer

University of Pennsylvania

Environmental Health and Radiation Safety

(215) 746-6641

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf

Of Richard Fink

Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 10:24 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Help

Two helps:

1) Anyone know of good places (near the conf. hotel) for the Biosafty

Dinner??

2) While back I asked re: how are people treating (if at all)

fermentation

wastes from cell culture fermentation.  While I heard from folks in the

US,

would like to get responses from nonUS.

Thanks,

Richie Fink

Biosafty List Owner

Wyeth Biosafety officer

Wyeth BioPharma
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ellyn Segal <esegal@STANFORD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: ABSA Human Gene Transfer Discussion Group?

In-Reply-To:  <EC623946944F794F95C217659122B41A113893@MAILSERVER01.MED.HA

              RVARD.EDU>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/enriched; charset="us-ascii"

Absolutely correct. As Andy is aware, I have been in contact with OBA and

FDA asking similar questions, especially concerning continuity between

multi-site studies. Count me in.

Ellyn Segal

At 09:12 AM 9/9/2003 -0400, Braun, Andrew George wrote:

>>>>

Dear Biosafty Folks,

            Is there any interest in starting a small group devoted to

Human Gene Transfer (HGT) issues? As more and more institutions become

involved with HGT and more of these studies are carried out at several

sites some sort of cooperation may be in order.

            As things stand we rarely know all the other institutions

involved in a HGT trial. If we reject a trial for cause should we inform

other institutions and vice versa? Is this legal   confidentiality

issues? Should we discourage sponsors shopping around until they find a

careless IBC? Why is formal communication between OBA and Biosafety

officers always one way? Should Appendix M be changed?  And so on.

            If there is interest in discussing these issues and planning

for the future we can get together during ABSA. Mary Buckley can find us

a room on Monday afternoon where we can talk until the Biosafty dinner.

Please let us know a) whether you think this is a worthwhile effort, and

b) whether you can come on Monday. Please reply to the whole listserv so

others can know what s going on.

            Thanks

            Andy

---------------------------------

Andrew Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School

Biosafety, Office for Research Subject Protection

Gordon Hall 411

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, Massachusetts 02115

617-432-4899, Fax: 617-432-6262

http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/

<<<<<<<<

Ellyn Segal, Ph.D.

Biosafety Manager

Stanford University

ph: 650.725.1473

fax: 650.725.3468
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Eddie Cartier <ecartier@COGNETIX.COM>

Subject:      Re: Sigma's select agent products

In-Reply-To:  <469283227067D51191580000F8058ADF04D36E96@VHAPUGEXC2>
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Content-Type: multipart/mixed;

              boundary="============_-1148997292==_============"

--============_-1148997292==_============

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Good Point.  As a matter of fact, several of the conotoxins on the

list have been excluded.  I have edited the spreadsheet to reflect

that here.

Eddie Cartier

>Check out

><http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/exclusion.htm>www.cdc.gov/od/sap/exclusion.htm.

>The C9915, according to this CDC list, should be excluded from the

>SIGMA SA list. Hmmm. Maybe SIGMA reads out listserve?

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Scott Alderman [mailto:alder002@MC.DUKE.EDU]

>Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 5:44 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Sigma's select agent products

>

>

>Good morning everyone.  Just received the attached list from a

>regional manager of Sigma-Aldrich.  It supposedly is a comprehensive

>list of their select agent products.  We're requesting similar lists

>from other vendors to better allow us to flag all select agent

>purchases.

>

*********************************************************

>Scott Alderman, MS

>Manager, Laboratory Safety Program

>Occupational and Environmental Safety Office

>Duke University/Medical Center/Health System

>Box 3149

>Durham, NC 27710

>Phone: 919.684.8822

>Fax: 919.681.7509

Eddie Cartier

Manager, Intellectual Property and Bioinformatics

Cognetix, Inc.

421 Wakara Way,

Suite 201,

Salt Lake City,

UT, USA, 84108

E-mail: ecartier@cognetix.com

http://www.cognetix.com

Tel. (801) 581-0400 extension 237

Fax. (801) 581-9555

Bradley's Bromide: "If computers get too powerful, we can organize

them into a committee; that will do them in."

  "If you're not part of the solution, you're part of the precipitate."

                                                     --Steven Wright

"Never ask a man what sort of computer he drives. If it's a Mac,

he'll tell you. If not, why embarrass him?"

                                                     -- Tom Clancy

"The iMac embodies a lot of the things I'm talking about [computers

designed as networking machines]. Sometimes what Apple does has an

electrifying effect on the rest of us."

                                                    -- Intel chairman

Andy Grove, October 1998
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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 Kiley <Michael.Kiley@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Help

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Bookbinders 15th Street Seafood House

"Philadelphia's First Family in Seafood Since 1893"

  Famous Snapper Turtle Soup.

Fresh Fish & Maine Lobster.

Family-owned since 1893.

In 1893 Samuel Bookbinder started an oyster saloon at 525 South 5th

Street. In 1898 he moved his Oyster Saloon to 125 Walnut Street with his

sons, Emanuel and Coleman. In 1935 Coleman's son, Samuel Bookbinder

moved Bookbinders Seafood House to its present location, 215 S. 15th

Street in Center City.

Bookbinders 15th Street now boasts ownership and operation by the 4th

and 5th generations of the Bookbinder family, with the addition of

Richard's daughter Gretchen joining the business. Longtime traditions

are preserved in conjunction with innovative menu changes. Richard and

Gretchen personally supervise the operation dedicated to your dining

pleasure. The family is proudly celebrating 110 years of offering only

the finest seafood to their patrons.

>>> philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU 09/09/03 11:30AM >>>

Hey...we'll be there in Oktober....That's as in... OKTOBERFEST!!!!

Prosst!

-----Original Message-----

From: Dave Reed [mailto:dave@EHRS.UPENN.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 11:40 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Help

Philadelphia is full of great restaurants within walking distance of

the

Wyndham hotel, but one of my favorites is Ludwig's Garten.  They have

some

of the best German food I've ever had and a beer selection that will

knock

your socks off.  Here's a link to a website that reviews their

facility

and

gives directions.

http://www.pubcrawler.com/Template/ReviewWC.cfm/flat/BrewerID=102516

David C. Reed

Biological Safety Officer

University of Pennsylvania

Environmental Health and Radiation Safety

(215) 746-6641

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf

Of Richard Fink

Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 10:24 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Help

Two helps:

1) Anyone know of good places (near the conf. hotel) for the Biosafty

Dinner??

2) While back I asked re: how are people treating (if at all)

fermentation

wastes from cell culture fermentation.  While I heard from folks in

the

US,

would like to get responses from nonUS.

Thanks,

Richie Fink

Biosafty List Owner

Wyeth Biosafety officer

Wyeth BioPharma

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Sep 2003 09:57:38 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ellyn Segal <esegal@STANFORD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Help

In-Reply-To:  <sf5dcbcd.010@mail.nps.ars.usda.gov>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

if it counts, i vote for this..speaking as a non-meat eater

ellyn

At 12:47 PM 9/9/2003 -0400, Michael Kiley wrote:

>Bookbinders 15th Street Seafood House

>"Philadelphia's First Family in Seafood Since 1893"

>

>  Famous Snapper Turtle Soup.

>Fresh Fish & Maine Lobster.

>Family-owned since 1893.

>

>In 1893 Samuel Bookbinder started an oyster saloon at 525 South 5th

>Street. In 1898 he moved his Oyster Saloon to 125 Walnut Street with his

>sons, Emanuel and Coleman. In 1935 Coleman's son, Samuel Bookbinder

>moved Bookbinders Seafood House to its present location, 215 S. 15th

>Street in Center City.

>

>Bookbinders 15th Street now boasts ownership and operation by the 4th

>and 5th generations of the Bookbinder family, with the addition of

>Richard's daughter Gretchen joining the business. Longtime traditions

>are preserved in conjunction with innovative menu changes. Richard and

>Gretchen personally supervise the operation dedicated to your dining

>pleasure. The family is proudly celebrating 110 years of offering only

>the finest seafood to their patrons.

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>>>> philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU 09/09/03 11:30AM >>>

>Hey...we'll be there in Oktober....That's as in... OKTOBERFEST!!!!

>Prosst!

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Dave Reed [mailto:dave@EHRS.UPENN.EDU]

>Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 11:40 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Help

>

>Philadelphia is full of great restaurants within walking distance of

>the

>Wyndham hotel, but one of my favorites is Ludwig's Garten.  They have

>some

>of the best German food I've ever had and a beer selection that will

>knock

>your socks off.  Here's a link to a website that reviews their

>facility

>and

>gives directions.

>

>http://www.pubcrawler.com/Template/ReviewWC.cfm/flat/BrewerID=102516

>

>David C. Reed

>Biological Safety Officer

>University of Pennsylvania

>Environmental Health and Radiation Safety

>(215) 746-6641

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

>Behalf

>Of Richard Fink

>Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 10:24 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Help

>

>Two helps:

>

>1) Anyone know of good places (near the conf. hotel) for the Biosafty

>Dinner??

>

>2) While back I asked re: how are people treating (if at all)

>fermentation

>wastes from cell culture fermentation.  While I heard from folks in

>the

>US,

>would like to get responses from nonUS.

>

>Thanks,

>Richie Fink

>Biosafty List Owner

>Wyeth Biosafety officer

>Wyeth BioPharma

>

Ellyn Segal, Ph.D.

Biosafety Manager

Stanford University

ph: 650.725.1473

fax: 650.725.3468

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Sep 2003 14:22:11 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Harriet Izenberg <harriet@EHRS.UPENN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Help

In-Reply-To:  <sf5dcbcd.010@mail.nps.ars.usda.gov>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Everyone;

My restaurant guru brother-in-law tells me Bookbinders on 15th St. is

temporarily closed due to a family squabble and may not re-open. Here is a

good web site for restaurants that will be participating in Restaurant Week

this month:

http://www.centercityphila.org/restaurantweek.html

Unfortunately there are not a lot of restaurants very close to the hotel.

Some favorites within walking distance from the hotel that you may want to

consider are:

Sansom Street Oyster House

Marathon Grille

Genji

Audrey Claire (BYOB)

Black Sheep (Irish pub-may have an in with the owner)

Alma di cuba (very expensive)

Barsserie Perrier (expensive dinner but great happy hour and bar food)

Rouge

Bleu

Jolly's

Devon's Seafood Grille

Tir Na Nog (Irish Pub)

Penang

And many more....

Hope this helps.

Harriet Izenberg, RBP

Institutional Biosafety Officer

EHRS/UPENN

3160 Chestnut Street, Suite 400

Philadelphia, PA 19104-6287

215.898.6236 (Phone)

215.898.0140 (FAX)

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Michael Kiley

Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 12:47 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Help

Bookbinders 15th Street Seafood House

"Philadelphia's First Family in Seafood Since 1893"

  Famous Snapper Turtle Soup.

Fresh Fish & Maine Lobster.

Family-owned since 1893.

In 1893 Samuel Bookbinder started an oyster saloon at 525 South 5th

Street. In 1898 he moved his Oyster Saloon to 125 Walnut Street with his

sons, Emanuel and Coleman. In 1935 Coleman's son, Samuel Bookbinder

moved Bookbinders Seafood House to its present location, 215 S. 15th

Street in Center City.

Bookbinders 15th Street now boasts ownership and operation by the 4th

and 5th generations of the Bookbinder family, with the addition of

Richard's daughter Gretchen joining the business. Longtime traditions

are preserved in conjunction with innovative menu changes. Richard and

Gretchen personally supervise the operation dedicated to your dining

pleasure. The family is proudly celebrating 110 years of offering only

the finest seafood to their patrons.

>>> philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU 09/09/03 11:30AM >>>

Hey...we'll be there in Oktober....That's as in... OKTOBERFEST!!!!

Prosst!

-----Original Message-----

From: Dave Reed [mailto:dave@EHRS.UPENN.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 11:40 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Help

Philadelphia is full of great restaurants within walking distance of

the

Wyndham hotel, but one of my favorites is Ludwig's Garten.  They have

some

of the best German food I've ever had and a beer selection that will

knock

your socks off.  Here's a link to a website that reviews their

facility

and

gives directions.

http://www.pubcrawler.com/Template/ReviewWC.cfm/flat/BrewerID=102516

David C. Reed

Biological Safety Officer

University of Pennsylvania

Environmental Health and Radiation Safety

(215) 746-6641

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf

Of Richard Fink

Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 10:24 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Help

Two helps:

1) Anyone know of good places (near the conf. hotel) for the Biosafty

Dinner??

2) While back I asked re: how are people treating (if at all)

fermentation

wastes from cell culture fermentation.  While I heard from folks in

the

US,

would like to get responses from nonUS.

Thanks,

Richie Fink

Biosafty List Owner

Wyeth Biosafety officer

Wyeth BioPharma

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Sep 2003 14:29:36 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         CURT SPEAKER <SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Help

Mime-Version: 1.0
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Harriet:

I have also heard the Bookbinders is a tourist trap and the most folks

that know good seafood will recommend scores of other Philly restaurants

BEFORE Bookbinders.

(It has been 13 years since I lived in center city Philly, but I

remember hearing this about Bookbinders too).

other ideas???

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Program Manager

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Sep 2003 13:32:58 -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: Help

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Turtle soup in Philly???????? Everyone knows good turtle soup can only be

had in Louisiana (Saia's in particular) ;-).

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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 <:>

 =========================================================================

This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

22-21-8, 34-24-58.

=================================================================

-----Original Message-----

From: CURT SPEAKER [mailto:SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 1:30 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Help

Harriet:

I have also heard the Bookbinders is a tourist trap and the most folks that

know good seafood will recommend scores of other Philly restaurants BEFORE

Bookbinders.

(It has been 13 years since I lived in center city Philly, but I remember

hearing this about Bookbinders too).

other ideas???

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Program Manager

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Sep 2003 14:52:48 -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:      Re: Help

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Kyle:

     Your the master, when it comes to food.

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)

-----Original Message-----

From: Kyle Boyett [mailto:KBoyett@HEALTHSAFE.UAB.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 2:33 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Help

Turtle soup in Philly???????? Everyone knows good turtle soup can only =

be

had in Louisiana (Saia's in particular) ;-).

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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 <:>

=

=

This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

22-21-8, 34-24-58.

=

=

-----Original Message-----

From: CURT SPEAKER [mailto:SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 1:30 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Help

Harriet:

I have also heard the Bookbinders is a tourist trap and the most folks =

that

know good seafood will recommend scores of other Philly restaurants =

BEFORE

Bookbinders.

(It has been 13 years since I lived in center city Philly, but I =

remember

hearing this about Bookbinders too).

other ideas???

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Program Manager

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Sep 2003 15:03:05 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Harriet Izenberg <harriet@EHRS.UPENN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Help

In-Reply-To:  <sf5de3ee.096@safety-1.safety.psu.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Sansom Street Oyster House is a casual place with moderately priced

seafood-not a bad choice overall. I also think they could accommodate a

large group.

-Harriet

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of CURT SPEAKER

Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 2:30 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Help

Harriet:

I have also heard the Bookbinders is a tourist trap and the most folks

that know good seafood will recommend scores of other Philly restaurants

BEFORE Bookbinders.

(It has been 13 years since I lived in center city Philly, but I

remember hearing this about Bookbinders too).

other ideas???

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Program Manager

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Sep 2003 13:54:36 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Alfred Jin <jin2@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: EtO use in animal facilities

In-Reply-To:  <sf5da97b.026@safety-1.safety.psu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Curt,

You must also consider the periodic personal air monitoring that

would be required when dealing with EtO. Any over-exposures would

then require follow-up air sampling along with medical surveillance

follow-up for the worker.

Al Jin, BSO, CBSP, IH, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

  (v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

jin2@llnl.gov

>Good morning:

>

>I have a question for the collective wisdom...

>

>We are building a new life sciences building here on campus, and I

>found out yesterday that our lab animal facilities manager wants to put

>a room in specifically to use Ethylene Oxide for

>decontamination/sterilization.

>

>Obviously EtO has some major shortcomings (toxicity, flammability,

>reporting requirements for environmental releases), but I was wondering

>if anyone else has a "room" in an animal facility designed for such a

>use.

>

>I also know that Steris has been pushing vapor-phase hydrogen peroxide

>as an alternative to other types of of sterilants, and would be curious

>to hear from other folks if VHP works as well as EtO in your animal

>facilities.

>

>In short, I want to have all my ducks in a row before I go to the

>animal facility folks and tell them that EtO is a bad idea, is old

>technology, and too dangerous to be accepted by EHS.

>

>Any and all comments would be most welcome.

>

>thanks in advance...

>

>Curt

>

>

>

>Curt Speaker

>Biosafety Officer

>Program Manager

>Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

>6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

>University Park, PA 16802

>(814) 865-6391

>http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Sep 2003 16:34:15 -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>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Hello all,

We are trying to follow in the footsteps of our other colleagues and form a

regional Biosafety interest group here in upstate NY (maybe a budding

chapter of ABSA?!?).  We have decided to attempt to have an informal

gathering of those interested in biosafety issues in coordination with our

annual Safety/Biosafety (training) Day to be held in the auditorium at the

VA Medical Center in Syracuse (RM CG43, VAMC, 800 Irving Ave, Syracuse, NY).

We are holding this training session on Tuesday September 30, 2003 from

10:00-11:30 am. Our special guest speaker is Paul Tranchell, RBP, CSP, CIH

who will cover the topics of chemical safety and ergonomics as they apply to

the research setting.  Immediately following (~12N) those interested in a

regional biosafety group will move to the Research wing.  Our initial goal

is to identify those in our region who are interested in biosafety in hopes

of developing a local network to share resources and expertise.

If you are interested in either attending the training session and/or

forming a regional biosafety group please notify me directly using the

contact information below.  Shortly thereafter I will then send you

additional information (including directions).  Please feel free to share

this information with others who may be interested.  Please excuse the cross

listing.

Hope to see you there,

Michelle

Michelle DeStefano, CBSP

Laboratory Supervisor

CNY Research Corp

800 Irving Ave

Syracuse, NY 13212

email: destefam@cnyrc.org

phone: (315) 425-4878 NEW!

fax: (315) 425-4871 NEW!

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Sep 2003 09:22:34 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Keeping it Private--EtO use in animal facilities

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

I would hate to limit the list.  We have gotten very good info from folks

associated with regulatory bodies.  The regulators have used this list to

fine tune aspects of regs and roll outs, so it has been mutually beneficial.

  Regarding animal right activists, yes I am sure that we have some here and

we could still have some even if membership was limited to recommended

folks.  The activists also read journal articles, so whether it is mentioned

on the list or not probably does not matter.  It would only matter IF your

institute had a facility and never published.

With that being said, always be aware that email is not secure and any list

is essentially email.

Richie Fink

Biosafty List Owner

>From: Margaret Rakas <mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Keeping it Private--EtO use in animal facilities

>Date: Tue, 9 Sep 2003 11:31:36 -0400

>

>Not to mention government regulators....

>

>I belong to another listserv for RSO's (I wear a lot of hats here) and

>in order to join this particular listserv, you MUST be recommended by a

>current member.  It has a clear mission--only RSO's from academic and

>medical employers--and this information has to be clearly indicated when

>you join.  No government regulators are 'qualified'.  That listserv is

>thus a more private one than some others...

>

>Having a clear membership 'qualification' and sponsorship might be

>something the BIOSAFTY list administrator and/or current members want to

>consider.  I see a lot of advantages in having biosafety consultants and

>corporate BSO's on the list, but it appears--from some phone calls I've

>received--that a few firms who sell biosafety equipment monitor the list

>as a way to generate sales leads.  No reason why various activists, DOJ

>lawyers trolling for high profile cases, etc. couldn't do the same...

>

>My two cents' worth....

>Margaret

>

>Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

>Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

>Clark Science Center

>Smith College

>Northampton, MA. 01063

>p:  413-585-3877

>f:   413-585-3786

>

> >>> jklenner@IUPUI.EDU 09/09/03 10:46AM >>>

>Barry makes an excellent point. Anyone can join a list and listen in

>anonymously. As an additional note, animal rights groups like ALF, ELF,

>SHAC, etc. closely monitor their web sites to see exactly who visits

>them. They have even been known to implement programs that attempt to

>create backdoors into the visiting system. Could you imagine what would

>happen if ELF suddenly gained access to your IACUC records (including

>personnel info)? As such, a memo was sent out here to all IACUC members

>instructing them not to visit any animal rights web sites from their

>office computer.

>

>Jim Klenner

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Barry D. Cohen [mailto:bcohen@TKTX.COM]

>Sent: Tuesday, September 09, 2003 9:32 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: EtO use in animal facilities

>

>

>To the Biosafty List.

>

>Please take this message only in the spirit it is given.

>

>In the not too recent past, there have been some incidents involving

>animal

>rights activists. Mostly limited to property damage.

>

>These groups have been known to monitor lists such as Biosafty.

>

>I would recommend that you reply in private to any issues regarding

>animal

>housing, usage, etc.

>

>Again, this is not spam or flame; just prudent advice.

>

>Regards,

>

>Barry Cohen

>

>

>

>

>

>CURT SPEAKER wrote:

>

> > Good morning:

> >

> > I have a question for the collective wisdom...

> >

> > We are building a new life sciences building here on campus, and I

> > found out yesterday that our lab animal facilities manager wants to

>put

> > a room in specifically to use Ethylene Oxide for

> > decontamination/sterilization.

> >

> > Obviously EtO has some major shortcomings (toxicity, flammability,

> > reporting requirements for environmental releases), but I was

>wondering

> > if anyone else has a "room" in an animal facility designed for such

>a

> > use.

> >

> > I also know that Steris has been pushing vapor-phase hydrogen

>peroxide

> > as an alternative to other types of of sterilants, and would be

>curious

> > to hear from other folks if VHP works as well as EtO in your animal

> > facilities.

> >

> > In short, I want to have all my ducks in a row before I go to the

> > animal facility folks and tell them that EtO is a bad idea, is old

> > technology, and too dangerous to be accepted by EHS.

> >

> > Any and all comments would be most welcome.

> >

> > thanks in advance...

> >

> > Curt

> >

> > Curt Speaker

> > Biosafety Officer

> > Program Manager

> > Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

> > 6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

> > University Park, PA 16802

> > (814) 865-6391

> > http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Sep 2003 10:25:09 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         ryanr@BU.EDU

Subject:      Standard Air Change per Hour in Labs?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C377A7.56CAC940"

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_01C377A7.56CAC940

Content-Type: text/plain

Morning Listservers:

We are upgrading the HVAC systems in two of our buildings and will be

adjusting the air change/hr rate down to 6 ach during off-peak working

hours.  My understanding is AAALAC standards recommend 10-15 ach for animal

rooms, and generally most labs are between 6-15 ach. We have 3 BL3 labs that

will remain at 12 ach.  Is there a reference book I can buy on this topic?

Are there any other concerns I should be thinking about?  What do you set

your labs at?  Feel free to email me directly and I will compile the

responses for the listserv.

Thanks!

Rebecca

Rebecca Ryan, MPH

Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Boston University Medical Center

715 Albany Street, M470

Boston, MA 02118

ph(617) 638-8842

fx (617) 638-8822

email: RyanR@BU.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Sep 2003 10:32:58 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: Standard Air Change per Hour in Labs?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

ASHRAE Standards.

Regards,

Barry

ryanr@BU.EDU wrote:

>  Morning Listservers:We are upgrading the HVAC systems in

> two of our buildings and will be adjusting the air

> change/hr rate down to 6 ach during off-peak working

> hours. My understanding is AAALAC standards recommend

> 10-15 ach for animal rooms, and generally most labs are

> between 6-15 ach. We have 3 BL3 labs that will remain at

> 12 ach. Is there a reference book I can buy on this

> topic? Are there any other concerns I should be thinking

> about?  What do you set your labs at?  Feel free to email

> me directly and I will compile the responses for the

> listserv.Thanks!Rebecca

>

> Rebecca Ryan, MPH

> Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

> Office of Environmental Health and Safety

> Boston University Medical Center

> 715 Albany Street, M470

> Boston, MA 02118

> ph(617) 638-8842

> fx (617) 638-8822

> email: RyanR@BU.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Sep 2003 14:24:22 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      USDA Inspection

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C377C8.C208D870"

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_01C377C8.C208D870

Content-Type: text/plain

I'm ashamed to admit that I've deleted the e-mail sent a month or two ago

with the survey regarding SAT inspections by the CDC/USDA.  Could someone

please forward me another copy or maybe post again so others who have

shamelessly deleted it can have a 2nd chance?

Thanks,

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Sep 2003 14:38:01 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Braun, Andrew George" <andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Standard Air Change per Hour in Labs?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Dear Biosaftiers,

        It appears there is sufficient interest to schedule a Human Gene

Transfer discussion at ABSA on Tuesday afternoon (NOT Monday, as it

would have conflicted with a Select Agent discussion).

        An OBA roundtable discussion is scheduled as a concurrent

session at 4:20 pm on Tuesday. It's over an hour later. We can continue

in the same room with the GT discussion for another hour. NOTE the ABSA

function at the Franklin Institute will start at 7 pm.

        Please e-mail me with issues and questions you would like to

bring up. I'll try to put your ideas into a hand out.

        Thanks

        Andy

---------------------------------

Andrew Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School

Biosafety, Office for Research Subject Protection

Gordon Hall 411

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, Massachusetts 02115

617-432-4899, Fax: 617-432-6262

http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/ 

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Sep 2003 13:39:31 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      MCE

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Anyone out there familiar with DOA MCE's?  Are they specifically outlined in

DOA regs or guidelines (what to include)?

Could I just handle it as a more intensive risk assessment?

Any help would be appreciated.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Sep 2003 12:41:19 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU

Subject:      Re: MCE

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Dept of Army? MCE (not MREs?)

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:      303-315-8026

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2003 12:40 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: MCE

Anyone out there familiar with DOA MCE's?  Are they specifically

outlined in

DOA regs or guidelines (what to include)?

Could I just handle it as a more intensive risk assessment?

Any help would be appreciated.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Sep 2003 13:53:07 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: MCE

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Sorry.  Too many acronyms sometimes.

DOA-Department of Army.

MCE-Maximum credible event.

Eric

-----Original Message-----

From: Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2003 1:41 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: MCE

Dept of Army? MCE (not MREs?)

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:      303-315-8026

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2003 12:40 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: MCE

Anyone out there familiar with DOA MCE's?  Are they specifically

outlined in

DOA regs or guidelines (what to include)?

Could I just handle it as a more intensive risk assessment?

Any help would be appreciated.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Sep 2003 15:09:48 -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: MCE

In-Reply-To:  <42162B3251A1B04FB5E45E0158E25A4C6E410A@hscex5.uchsc.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_23026437==_.ALT"

--=====================_23026437==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

the requirement for a Maximum Credible Event (MCE) may be found in 32 CFR

626.12  and if you are a Dept. of Army contractor relevant information for

MCE can be found at 32 CFR 626.16.

Hope this helps

At 12:41 PM 9/10/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Dept of Army? MCE (not MREs?)

>

>Therese M. Stinnett

>Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

>Office of the VC for Research

>UCHSC, Mailstop C275

>4200 E. 9th Ave

>Denver CO  80262

>Voice:  303-315-6754

>Fax:      303-315-8026

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

>Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2003 12:40 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: MCE

>

>Anyone out there familiar with DOA MCE's?  Are they specifically

>outlined in

>DOA regs or guidelines (what to include)?

>Could I just handle it as a more intensive risk assessment?

>Any help would be appreciated.

>

>Eric

>

>Eric R. Jeppesen

>Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

>KU-EHS Dept.

>(785) 864-2857 phone

>(785) 864-2852 fax

>jeppesen@ku.edu

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Environment, Health, Safety

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Sep 2003 15:38:58 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Harriet Izenberg <harriet@EHRS.UPENN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Standard Air Change per Hour in Labs?

In-Reply-To: 

<EC623946944F794F95C217659122B41A1138A5@MAILSERVER01.MED.HARVARD.EDU>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

John Stygar tells me the banquet will start at 6 PM.

Harriet Izenberg, RBP

Institutional Biosafety Officer

EHRS/UPENN

3160 Chestnut Street, Suite 400

Philadelphia, PA 19104-6287

215.898.6236 (Phone)

215.898.0140 (FAX)

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Braun, Andrew George

Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2003 2:38 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Standard Air Change per Hour in Labs?

Dear Biosaftiers,

        It appears there is sufficient interest to schedule a Human Gene

Transfer discussion at ABSA on Tuesday afternoon (NOT Monday, as it

would have conflicted with a Select Agent discussion).

        An OBA roundtable discussion is scheduled as a concurrent

session at 4:20 pm on Tuesday. It's over an hour later. We can continue

in the same room with the GT discussion for another hour. NOTE the ABSA

function at the Franklin Institute will start at 7 pm.

        Please e-mail me with issues and questions you would like to

bring up. I'll try to put your ideas into a hand out.

        Thanks

        Andy

---------------------------------

Andrew Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School

Biosafety, Office for Research Subject Protection

Gordon Hall 411

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, Massachusetts 02115

617-432-4899, Fax: 617-432-6262

http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Sep 2003 15:49:12 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      SAT Regs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C377D4.9B745390"

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_01C377D4.9B745390

Content-Type: text/plain

Does anyone have electronic copies of the full text of SAT regs: 7CFR331 and

9CFR121?  If so, please e-mail to me as attachments.

Thank you.

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>

========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Sep 2003 14:04:01 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Ward, Connie B" <Connie.Ward@MED.VA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: USDA Inspection

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_000_01C377DF.0F939B50"

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_01C377DF.0F939B50

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C377DF.0F939B50"

------_=_NextPart_001_01C377DF.0F939B50

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Here it is.

                    Connie Ward

Connie Ward

Biosafety Officer

Research & Development

VA Puget Sound Health Care System

Seattle,  Washington  98108

(206) 277-1238

connie.ward@med.va.gov

-----Original Message-----

From: Dunn, Erin (dunnel) [mailto:dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2003 11:24 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: USDA Inspection

Importance: High

I'm ashamed to admit that I've deleted the e-mail sent a month or two ago

with the survey regarding SAT inspections by the CDC/USDA.  Could someone

please forward me another copy or maybe post again so others who have

shamelessly deleted it can have a 2nd chance?

Thanks,

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Sep 2003 20:27:46 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Silberman <david.silberman@STANFORD.EDU>

Subject:      Chloramines and Tissue Culture

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Greetings,

In about five months, chloramine will be used to disinfect all

domestic water supplied to the Stanford campus.  I am well aware of

the effect chloramines have on aquatic life: fish, amphibians and

reptiles and we are taking steps to filter out the chloramines in

water that will come in contact with them.  I am not certain if

chloramines will have any deleterious effects on tissue culture

systems, hence this email to the listserv.

I am particularly interested in the rationale for putting in

filtration systems in front of, or after, deionized or RO water

supplies.  It's not particularly inexpensive to put the filters on

line and maintain them, but if it can be justified on a scientific

basis I will have an easier time convincing those that control the

purse strings that it is a wise and foresighted endeavor.

Thanks for your help.

David

--

David H. Silberman

Director, Health and Safety Programs

Stanford University School of Medicine

650/723-6336 (Direct)

650/723-0110 (Office)

650/725-7878 (FAX)

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Sep 2003 07:56:37 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      SAT Regs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3785B.C14C5C70"

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_01C3785B.C14C5C70

Content-Type: text/plain

For some reason only about half of the links to the electronic CFR would

work for me yesterday.  My BSO was having problems too and I needed to

deliver hard copies to the Sr. VP's office rather quickly. Thanks to

everyone who responded - I got what I needed.

Thanks,

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Sep 2003 07:57:14 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: USDA Inspection

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3785B.D77916A0"

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_01C3785B.D77916A0

Content-Type: text/plain

Thank you for the summary, as well.

Erin L. Dunn

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

-----Original Message-----

From: Ward, Connie B [mailto:Connie.Ward@MED.VA.GOV]

Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2003 5:04 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: USDA Inspection

Here it is.

                    Connie Ward

Connie Ward

Biosafety Officer

Research & Development

VA Puget Sound Health Care System

Seattle,  Washington  98108

(206) 277-1238

connie.ward@med.va.gov

-----Original Message-----

From: Dunn, Erin (dunnel) [mailto:dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2003 11:24 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: USDA Inspection

Importance: High

I'm ashamed to admit that I've deleted the e-mail sent a month or two ago

with the survey regarding SAT inspections by the CDC/USDA.  Could someone

please forward me another copy or maybe post again so others who have

shamelessly deleted it can have a 2nd chance?

Thanks,

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Sep 2003 08:25:06 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Chloramines and Tissue Culture

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

Hi David,

The question is how much chloramine will be left in the water that reaches

your campus.  Chloramine is frequently added to give a long lasting Cl

residual so that the water supply at the ends don't get coliform excursions.

  However, if you are at the tail end of the system the chloramine levels

will be very, very low.  A lot, of course, depends upon the pipes, old pipes

with lots of biofilm will soak up the Cl much faster then new pipes.  Your

RO system should take out the chloramine and perhaps the deionizing system

will too (check with the manufacturer).

See you in Philly,

Richie

Wyeth BioPharma

>From: David Silberman <david.silberman@STANFORD.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Chloramines and Tissue Culture

>Date: Wed, 10 Sep 2003 20:27:46 -0700

>

>Greetings,

>

>In about five months, chloramine will be used to disinfect all

>domestic water supplied to the Stanford campus.  I am well aware of

>the effect chloramines have on aquatic life: fish, amphibians and

>reptiles and we are taking steps to filter out the chloramines in

>water that will come in contact with them.  I am not certain if

>chloramines will have any deleterious effects on tissue culture

>systems, hence this email to the listserv.

>

>I am particularly interested in the rationale for putting in

>filtration systems in front of, or after, deionized or RO water

>supplies.  It's not particularly inexpensive to put the filters on

>line and maintain them, but if it can be justified on a scientific

>basis I will have an easier time convincing those that control the

>purse strings that it is a wise and foresighted endeavor.

>

>Thanks for your help.

>

>David

>--

>David H. Silberman

>Director, Health and Safety Programs

>Stanford University School of Medicine

>

>650/723-6336 (Direct)

>650/723-0110 (Office)

>650/725-7878 (FAX)

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Sep 2003 07:15:56 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: Chloramines and Tissue Culture

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Hi David:

A few years ago, the City of Cambridge (Mass) switched over to

chloramine. The biotechs here had the same concern.  I know of no

adverse effects as a result of this switchover.

Most, if not all, biotechs have been using some form of RO/DI water

filtration system before, during and after the switchover and it seems

that the systems have handled it well.

Regards,

Barry

Barry D. Cohen, MPH, CBSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

700 Main Street  (E-216)

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4014

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

David Silberman wrote:

> Greetings,

>

> In about five months, chloramine will be used to disinfect all

> domestic water supplied to the Stanford campus.  I am well aware of

> the effect chloramines have on aquatic life: fish, amphibians and

> reptiles and we are taking steps to filter out the chloramines in

> water that will come in contact with them.  I am not certain if

> chloramines will have any deleterious effects on tissue culture

> systems, hence this email to the listserv.

>

> I am particularly interested in the rationale for putting in

> filtration systems in front of, or after, deionized or RO water

> supplies.  It's not particularly inexpensive to put the filters on

> line and maintain them, but if it can be justified on a scientific

> basis I will have an easier time convincing those that control the

> purse strings that it is a wise and foresighted endeavor.

>

> Thanks for your help.

>

> David

> --

> David H. Silberman

> Director, Health and Safety Programs

> Stanford University School of Medicine

>

> 650/723-6336 (Direct)

> 650/723-0110 (Office)

> 650/725-7878 (FAX)
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Date:         Thu, 11 Sep 2003 09:33:19 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Chloramines and Tissue Culture
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Chloramine T is a very effective disinfectant... using similar

mechanisms as other halogenated disinfectants to affect surface

receptors and protein conformation in general. I can envision untoward

effects of residuals on tissue cultures, if glassware and equipment is

not rinsed well with deionized, chloramine free water.

-----Original Message-----

From: David Silberman [mailto:david.silberman@STANFORD.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, September 10, 2003 11:28 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Chloramines and Tissue Culture

Greetings,

In about five months, chloramine will be used to disinfect all

domestic water supplied to the Stanford campus.  I am well aware of

the effect chloramines have on aquatic life: fish, amphibians and

reptiles and we are taking steps to filter out the chloramines in

water that will come in contact with them.  I am not certain if

chloramines will have any deleterious effects on tissue culture

systems, hence this email to the listserv.

I am particularly interested in the rationale for putting in

filtration systems in front of, or after, deionized or RO water

supplies.  It's not particularly inexpensive to put the filters on

line and maintain them, but if it can be justified on a scientific

basis I will have an easier time convincing those that control the

purse strings that it is a wise and foresighted endeavor.

Thanks for your help.

David

--

David H. Silberman

Director, Health and Safety Programs

Stanford University School of Medicine

650/723-6336 (Direct)

650/723-0110 (Office)

650/725-7878 (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:         "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      More USDA Inspection stuff...................
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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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First of all, God bless the Biosafety Listserve!!

O.k.  If anyone is willing, would you mind responding to either of the =

first

two sets of questions and the third set of questions?

1.)    Have you been inspected by the USDA pursuant to 7CFR =A7 331 =

and/or

9CFR =A7 221 in the last 6 months? 

a.      If yes, when?

b.      Do you have a BSL3 facility?

2.)    Are you pending an inspection by the USDA pursuant to these

regulations, i.e. have you recently received your "Notification of =

Intent to

Inspect"? 

a.      If yes, when did you receive it?

b.      Date the inspection will occur?

c.      Do you have a BSL3 facility?

3.)    May I use this information including your name, title and the =

name of

your institution in a summary to my General Council's office? 

a.      If not your name, may I use your title (or department you =

represent)

and the name of your institution?

You may respond to me via the list serve or privately, although, due to

various conversations I've had in the past 24 hours, I think there may =

be

other people on the list serve who want to know also.  It's entirely up =

to

the individual but I would appreciate the information.  I will happily =

share

the results of our inspection with the group once we've completed the

process.

Thank you very much.

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Sep 2003 10:34:53 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Ruhl, Karen" <KarenR@GEN-PROBE.COM>

Subject:      Re: More USDA Inspection stuff...................
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-----Original Message-----

From: Dunn, Erin (dunnel) [mailto:dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 9:22 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: More USDA Inspection stuff...................

First of all, God bless the Biosafety Listserve!!

O.k.  If anyone is willing, would you mind responding to either of the =

first

two sets of questions and the third set of questions?

1.)    Have you been inspected by the USDA pursuant to 7CFR =A7 331 =

and/or

9CFR =A7 221 in the last 6 months? 

a.      If yes, when?

b.      Do you have a BSL3 facility?

2.)    Are you pending an inspection by the USDA pursuant to these

regulations, i.e. have you recently received your "Notification of =

Intent to

Inspect"? 

a.      If yes, when did you receive it?

b.      Date the inspection will occur?

c.      Do you have a BSL3 facility?

3.)    May I use this information including your name, title and the =

name of

your institution in a summary to my General Council's office? 

a.      If not your name, may I use your title (or department you =

represent)

and the name of your institution?

You may respond to me via the list serve or privately, although, due to

various conversations I've had in the past 24 hours, I think there may =

be

other people on the list serve who want to know also.  It's entirely up =

to

the individual but I would appreciate the information.  I will happily =

share

the results of our inspection with the group once we've completed the

process.

Thank you very much.

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>
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Date:         Thu, 11 Sep 2003 14:31:28 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bruce Kelly <brucek@CHASTAINSKILLMAN.COM>

Subject:      Re: And the winner is......
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Hello Phillip,

I am a lurker on the biosafety list. I've saved this message which you

posted back in July intending to write to you. I'm just now getting

around to it.

I was wondering, do you have a copy of the Science article that you

referenced? And if so, would you be willing to fax a copy to me? I've

checked the Science website and they don't have articles this old

archived for easy retrieval.

Thanks for your time.

Bruce

Bruce D. Kelly, CIH, CSP, CBSP, SM(NRM)

Senior Industrial Hygienist

Chastain Skillman, Inc.

2917 W. SR 434, Suite 111

Longwood, FL 32779

Office 407-862-5000

Mobile 321-331-1278

Fax 407-862-5007

bkelly@chastainskillman.com

>>> philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU 07/11/03 01:57PM >>>

All of you who responded...and are still digging through your files.

I have it, it is Science, volume 158, p.264-5, 13 October 1967. That

is

the definitive paper on the origins. Also, the actual dimensions are

contained in the old NIH Lab Safety Monograph which had a chart on the

actual design and dimensions. Even though all the newer shapes look

pretty...except the horrible "squashed spider" in the 29 CFR 1910.1030

BBP Reg (sorry, OSHA, it is horrible!)...there really is only one

authentic, approved Biosafety Symbol.

Phil Hauck
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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 Betlach <michael.betlach@PROMEGA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Chloramines and Tissue Culture
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Many RO and DI systems already include activated carbon beds to protect =

RO membranes and other elements of the system from hypochlorite. The =

carbon beds should remove the chloramines as well. It is quite likely =

that the central DI systems in your buildings already are so equipped.

Point of use systems to provide 'reagent grade' or 18 MOhm water (such =

as those from Millipore, Barnstead, US Filter) are designed to take into =

account the chemical composition of the supply water--e.g., well, =

municipal supply, RO or DI preconditioning. The vendors should be able =

to provide specific guidance on the need for additional conditioning =

based on changes in the feed water.

As Phil Hauck noted, chloramine is an effective disinfectant. Tissue =

culture cells should be at least as sensitive to chloramine as the =

bacteria and other microorganisms it is designed to control in the water =

distribution system.

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 277-2462

-----Original Message-----

From: Barry D. Cohen [mailto:bcohen@TKTX.COM]

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 6:16 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Chloramines and Tissue Culture

Hi David:

A few years ago, the City of Cambridge (Mass) switched over to

chloramine. The biotechs here had the same concern.  I know of no

adverse effects as a result of this switchover.

Most, if not all, biotechs have been using some form of RO/DI water

filtration system before, during and after the switchover and it seems

that the systems have handled it well.

Regards,

Barry

Barry D. Cohen, MPH, CBSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

700 Main Street  (E-216)

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4014

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

David Silberman wrote:

> Greetings,

>

> In about five months, chloramine will be used to disinfect all

> domestic water supplied to the Stanford campus.  I am well aware of

> the effect chloramines have on aquatic life: fish, amphibians and

> reptiles and we are taking steps to filter out the chloramines in

> water that will come in contact with them.  I am not certain if

> chloramines will have any deleterious effects on tissue culture

> systems, hence this email to the listserv.

>

> I am particularly interested in the rationale for putting in

> filtration systems in front of, or after, deionized or RO water

> supplies.  It's not particularly inexpensive to put the filters on

> line and maintain them, but if it can be justified on a scientific

> basis I will have an easier time convincing those that control the

> purse strings that it is a wise and foresighted endeavor.

>

> Thanks for your help.

>

> David

> --

> David H. Silberman

> Director, Health and Safety Programs

> Stanford University School of Medicine

>

> 650/723-6336 (Direct)

> 650/723-0110 (Office)

> 650/725-7878 (FAX)
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Date:         Thu, 11 Sep 2003 16:14:24 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: More USDA Inspection stuff...................
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I just got my "love letter" from the USDA...they be's a comin'...I will =

keep you Posted.

Also...I almost fell on the floor when a DOJ letter arrived with the FBI =

logo on it...I thought my prints didn't clear...hah..hah...the letter =

states:

"During the start-up phase of the FBI's assessment, only ROs, AROs and =

entity employees were processed.

At this time, processing of individuals who own or control the entity is =

set to begin."

There is a definition of who controls the entity, and apparently, a new =

change:

 " For an accredited academic institution, a person shall be deemed to =

control an entity if that person is a responsible official with regard =

to the select agent possessed, used, or transferred by the entity"

" An academic institution is considered accredited by purposes of this =

Act as follows: Postsecondary, language and vocational schools must be =

accredited by an accrediting agency recognized by the United States =

Department of Education. Proof that a school has been determined to be =

eligible under Title IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 is =

sufficient to establish that a school is properly accredited....."

It goes on to mention completing section 4B of CDC Form 0.1319/APHIS =

Form 2044. FD-961s should go to the FBI.

Just to spice up your...already "boring lives" and add some more meat to =

my presentation for ABSA (right, Karen??).

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Ruhl, Karen [mailto:KarenR@GEN-PROBE.COM]

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 1:35 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: More USDA Inspection stuff...................

-----Original Message-----

From: Dunn, Erin (dunnel) [mailto:dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 9:22 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: More USDA Inspection stuff...................

First of all, God bless the Biosafety Listserve!!

O.k.  If anyone is willing, would you mind responding to either of the =

first

two sets of questions and the third set of questions?

1.)    Have you been inspected by the USDA pursuant to 7CFR =A7 331 =

and/or

9CFR =A7 221 in the last 6 months? 

a.      If yes, when?

b.      Do you have a BSL3 facility?

2.)    Are you pending an inspection by the USDA pursuant to these

regulations, i.e. have you recently received your "Notification of =

Intent to

Inspect"? 

a.      If yes, when did you receive it?

b.      Date the inspection will occur?

c.      Do you have a BSL3 facility?

3.)    May I use this information including your name, title and the =

name of

your institution in a summary to my General Council's office? 

a.      If not your name, may I use your title (or department you =

represent)

and the name of your institution?

You may respond to me via the list serve or privately, although, due to

various conversations I've had in the past 24 hours, I think there may =

be

other people on the list serve who want to know also.  It's entirely up =

to

the individual but I would appreciate the information.  I will happily =

share

the results of our inspection with the group once we've completed the

process.

Thank you very much.

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>
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Date:         Thu, 11 Sep 2003 17:22:30 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Susan Souder <Susan.Souder@JEFFERSON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: More USDA Inspection stuff...................

MIME-Version: 1.0
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I thought that since we just received "our" letter from the USDA and the FBI

just like Phil, I would chime in on this.

We can't wait!

Sue

Susan Souder, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

Thomas Jefferson University

215-503-7422

----- Original Message -----

From: "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 4:14 PM

Subject: Re: More USDA Inspection stuff...................

I just got my "love letter" from the USDA...they be's a comin'...I will keep

you Posted.

Also...I almost fell on the floor when a DOJ letter arrived with the FBI

logo on it...I thought my prints didn't clear...hah..hah...the letter

states:

"During the start-up phase of the FBI's assessment, only ROs, AROs and

entity employees were processed.

At this time, processing of individuals who own or control the entity is set

to begin."

There is a definition of who controls the entity, and apparently, a new

change:

 " For an accredited academic institution, a person shall be deemed to

control an entity if that person is a responsible official with regard to

the select agent possessed, used, or transferred by the entity"

" An academic institution is considered accredited by purposes of this Act

as follows: Postsecondary, language and vocational schools must be

accredited by an accrediting agency recognized by the United States

Department of Education. Proof that a school has been determined to be

eligible under Title IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 is sufficient to

establish that a school is properly accredited....."

It goes on to mention completing section 4B of CDC Form 0.1319/APHIS Form

2044. FD-961s should go to the FBI.

Just to spice up your...already "boring lives" and add some more meat to my

presentation for ABSA (right, Karen??).

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Ruhl, Karen [mailto:KarenR@GEN-PROBE.COM]

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 1:35 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: More USDA Inspection stuff...................

-----Original Message-----

From: Dunn, Erin (dunnel) [mailto:dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 9:22 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: More USDA Inspection stuff...................

First of all, God bless the Biosafety Listserve!!

O.k.  If anyone is willing, would you mind responding to either of the first

two sets of questions and the third set of questions?

1.)    Have you been inspected by the USDA pursuant to 7CFR ' 331 and/or

9CFR ' 221 in the last 6 months?

a.      If yes, when?

b.      Do you have a BSL3 facility?

2.)    Are you pending an inspection by the USDA pursuant to these

regulations, i.e. have you recently received your "Notification of Intent to

Inspect"?

a.      If yes, when did you receive it?

b.      Date the inspection will occur?

c.      Do you have a BSL3 facility?

3.)    May I use this information including your name, title and the name of

your institution in a summary to my General Council's office?

a.      If not your name, may I use your title (or department you represent)

and the name of your institution?

You may respond to me via the list serve or privately, although, due to

various conversations I've had in the past 24 hours, I think there may be

other people on the list serve who want to know also.  It's entirely up to

the individual but I would appreciate the information.  I will happily share

the results of our inspection with the group once we've completed the

process.

Thank you very much.

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>
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Date:         Thu, 11 Sep 2003 16:38:17 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

Subject:      DoJ Letter

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

If you are not an academic institution who would you interpret as the

individuals who own or control the entity, the CEO?

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 3:14 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: More USDA Inspection stuff...................

I just got my "love letter" from the USDA...they be's a comin'...I will keep

you Posted.

Also...I almost fell on the floor when a DOJ letter arrived with the FBI

logo on it...I thought my prints didn't clear...hah..hah...the letter

states:

"During the start-up phase of the FBI's assessment, only ROs, AROs and

entity employees were processed.

At this time, processing of individuals who own or control the entity is set

to begin."

There is a definition of who controls the entity, and apparently, a new

change:  " For an accredited academic institution, a person shall be deemed

to control an entity if that person is a responsible official with regard to

the select agent possessed, used, or transferred by the entity"

" An academic institution is considered accredited by purposes of this Act

as follows: Postsecondary, language and vocational schools must be

accredited by an accrediting agency recognized by the United States

Department of Education. Proof that a school has been determined to be

eligible under Title IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 is sufficient to

establish that a school is properly accredited....."

It goes on to mention completing section 4B of CDC Form 0.1319/APHIS Form

2044. FD-961s should go to the FBI.

Just to spice up your...already "boring lives" and add some more meat to my

presentation for ABSA (right, Karen??).

Phil
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: DoJ Letter

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

I f you are NOT an academic institution...

That definition hasn't changed...

"A person shall be deemed to own or control an entity if that person is

a partner, officer, director, holder, or owner of 50 percent or more of

its voting stock and is in a managerial or executive capacity with

regard to select agent possessed, used or transferred by the entity..."

-----Original Message-----

From: Sharpe, Debra [mailto:sharpe@SRI.ORG]

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 5:38 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: DoJ Letter

If you are not an academic institution who would you interpret as the

individuals who own or control the entity, the CEO?

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 3:14 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: More USDA Inspection stuff...................

I just got my "love letter" from the USDA...they be's a comin'...I will

keep

you Posted.

Also...I almost fell on the floor when a DOJ letter arrived with the FBI

logo on it...I thought my prints didn't clear...hah..hah...the letter

states:

"During the start-up phase of the FBI's assessment, only ROs, AROs and

entity employees were processed.

At this time, processing of individuals who own or control the entity is

set

to begin."

There is a definition of who controls the entity, and apparently, a new

change:  " For an accredited academic institution, a person shall be

deemed

to control an entity if that person is a responsible official with

regard to

the select agent possessed, used, or transferred by the entity"

" An academic institution is considered accredited by purposes of this

Act

as follows: Postsecondary, language and vocational schools must be

accredited by an accrediting agency recognized by the United States

Department of Education. Proof that a school has been determined to be

eligible under Title IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 is

sufficient to

establish that a school is properly accredited....."

It goes on to mention completing section 4B of CDC Form 0.1319/APHIS

Form

2044. FD-961s should go to the FBI.

Just to spice up your...already "boring lives" and add some more meat to

my

presentation for ABSA (right, Karen??).

Phil
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Date:         Fri, 12 Sep 2003 12:17:49 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

Subject:      Re: DoJ Letter

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Well my question to list is, for the non-academic sites are you requiring

the CEO to fulfill this role or can an exec.VP do this?  We are a

not-for-profit research organization so the stock stuff does not apply.  Our

VP over our BSL-3 would be the more appropriate person in my mind. What are

the collective thoughts of the group?

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Friday, September 12, 2003 11:57 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: DoJ Letter

I f you are NOT an academic institution...

That definition hasn't changed...

"A person shall be deemed to own or control an entity if that person is a

partner, officer, director, holder, or owner of 50 percent or more of its

voting stock and is in a managerial or executive capacity with regard to

select agent possessed, used or transferred by the entity..."

-----Original Message-----

From: Sharpe, Debra [mailto:sharpe@SRI.ORG]

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 5:38 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: DoJ Letter

If you are not an academic institution who would you interpret as the

individuals who own or control the entity, the CEO?

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 3:14 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: More USDA Inspection stuff...................

I just got my "love letter" from the USDA...they be's a comin'...I will keep

you Posted.

Also...I almost fell on the floor when a DOJ letter arrived with the FBI

logo on it...I thought my prints didn't clear...hah..hah...the letter

states:

"During the start-up phase of the FBI's assessment, only ROs, AROs and

entity employees were processed.

At this time, processing of individuals who own or control the entity is set

to begin."

There is a definition of who controls the entity, and apparently, a new

change:  " For an accredited academic institution, a person shall be deemed

to control an entity if that person is a responsible official with regard to

the select agent possessed, used, or transferred by the entity"

" An academic institution is considered accredited by purposes of this Act

as follows: Postsecondary, language and vocational schools must be

accredited by an accrediting agency recognized by the United States

Department of Education. Proof that a school has been determined to be

eligible under Title IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 is sufficient to

establish that a school is properly accredited....."

It goes on to mention completing section 4B of CDC Form 0.1319/APHIS Form

2044. FD-961s should go to the FBI.

Just to spice up your...already "boring lives" and add some more meat to my

presentation for ABSA (right, Karen??).

Phil

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Sep 2003 11:37:23 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Eddie Cartier <ecartier@COGNETIX.COM>

Subject:      Re: DoJ Letter

In-Reply-To:  <03Sep12.121924cdt.119045@srisvr.sri.org>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Hi Debra:

Our company has interpreted this rule to apply to any and all

individuals who meet the language quoted by Philip that has authority

over those using the select agent.  So, our entire board of

directors, CEO, VPs in charg of research, etc. were all submitted for

clearance.  The rules suggest that they are not looking for the most

appropriate person, but instead want to investigate and clear all

individuals who may exert control over use of the select agents.  In

other words, it is not a single role to be played by one or more

individuals, but a requirement that all individuals that exercise

control/influence over the use of the select agents be cleared by the

FBI.

At least, this is how we interpret the regs.

Eddie

>Well my question to list is, for the non-academic sites are you requiring

>the CEO to fulfill this role or can an exec.VP do this?  We are a

>not-for-profit research organization so the stock stuff does not apply.  Our

>VP over our BSL-3 would be the more appropriate person in my mind. What are

>the collective thoughts of the group?

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

>Sent: Friday, September 12, 2003 11:57 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: DoJ Letter

>

>

>I f you are NOT an academic institution...

>

>

>That definition hasn't changed...

>"A person shall be deemed to own or control an entity if that person is a

>partner, officer, director, holder, or owner of 50 percent or more of its

>voting stock and is in a managerial or executive capacity with regard to

>select agent possessed, used or transferred by the entity..."

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Sharpe, Debra [mailto:sharpe@SRI.ORG]

>Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 5:38 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: DoJ Letter

>

>If you are not an academic institution who would you interpret as the

>individuals who own or control the entity, the CEO?

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

>Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 3:14 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: More USDA Inspection stuff...................

>

>

>I just got my "love letter" from the USDA...they be's a comin'...I will keep

>you Posted.

>

>Also...I almost fell on the floor when a DOJ letter arrived with the FBI

>logo on it...I thought my prints didn't clear...hah..hah...the letter

>states:

>

>"During the start-up phase of the FBI's assessment, only ROs, AROs and

>entity employees were processed.

>

>At this time, processing of individuals who own or control the entity is set

>to begin."

>

>There is a definition of who controls the entity, and apparently, a new

>change:  " For an accredited academic institution, a person shall be deemed

>to control an entity if that person is a responsible official with regard to

>the select agent possessed, used, or transferred by the entity"

>

>" An academic institution is considered accredited by purposes of this Act

>as follows: Postsecondary, language and vocational schools must be

>accredited by an accrediting agency recognized by the United States

>Department of Education. Proof that a school has been determined to be

>eligible under Title IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 is sufficient to

>establish that a school is properly accredited....."

>

>It goes on to mention completing section 4B of CDC Form 0.1319/APHIS Form

>2044. FD-961s should go to the FBI.

>

>Just to spice up your...already "boring lives" and add some more meat to my

>presentation for ABSA (right, Karen??).

>

>Phil

--

Eddie Cartier

Manager, Intellectual Property and Bioinformatics

Cognetix, Inc.

421 Wakara Way,

Suite 201,

Salt Lake City,

UT, USA, 84108

E-mail: ecartier@cognetix.com

http://www.cognetix.com

Tel. (801) 581-0400 extension 237

Fax. (801) 581-9555

Bradley's Bromide: "If computers get too powerful, we can organize

them into a committee; that will do them in."

  "If you're not part of the solution, you're part of the precipitate."

                                                     --Steven Wright

"Never ask a man what sort of computer he drives. If it's a Mac,

he'll tell you. If not, why embarrass him?"

                                                     -- Tom Clancy

"The iMac embodies a lot of the things I'm talking about [computers

designed as networking machines]. Sometimes what Apple does has an

electrifying effect on the rest of us."

                                                    -- Intel chairman

Andy Grove, October 1998

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Sep 2003 13:29:37 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: DoJ Letter

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Tag someone, say "you're it", fill out the FD-196 and send his/her

prints to the FBI...you will NOT get a special number for your CDC/USDA

transactions, and you WILL be out of the SA&T game until you do. Once

November comes, you would have to stop all of your activities, the way I

am reading this stuff.

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Sharpe, Debra [mailto:sharpe@SRI.ORG]

Sent: Friday, September 12, 2003 1:18 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: DoJ Letter

Well my question to list is, for the non-academic sites are you

requiring

the CEO to fulfill this role or can an exec.VP do this?  We are a

not-for-profit research organization so the stock stuff does not apply.

Our

VP over our BSL-3 would be the more appropriate person in my mind. What

are

the collective thoughts of the group?

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Friday, September 12, 2003 11:57 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: DoJ Letter

I f you are NOT an academic institution...

That definition hasn't changed...

"A person shall be deemed to own or control an entity if that person is

a

partner, officer, director, holder, or owner of 50 percent or more of

its

voting stock and is in a managerial or executive capacity with regard to

select agent possessed, used or transferred by the entity..."

-----Original Message-----

From: Sharpe, Debra [mailto:sharpe@SRI.ORG]

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 5:38 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: DoJ Letter

If you are not an academic institution who would you interpret as the

individuals who own or control the entity, the CEO?

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 3:14 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: More USDA Inspection stuff...................

I just got my "love letter" from the USDA...they be's a comin'...I will

keep

you Posted.

Also...I almost fell on the floor when a DOJ letter arrived with the FBI

logo on it...I thought my prints didn't clear...hah..hah...the letter

states:

"During the start-up phase of the FBI's assessment, only ROs, AROs and

entity employees were processed.

At this time, processing of individuals who own or control the entity is

set

to begin."

There is a definition of who controls the entity, and apparently, a new

change:  " For an accredited academic institution, a person shall be

deemed

to control an entity if that person is a responsible official with

regard to

the select agent possessed, used, or transferred by the entity"

" An academic institution is considered accredited by purposes of this

Act

as follows: Postsecondary, language and vocational schools must be

accredited by an accrediting agency recognized by the United States

Department of Education. Proof that a school has been determined to be

eligible under Title IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 is

sufficient to

establish that a school is properly accredited....."

It goes on to mention completing section 4B of CDC Form 0.1319/APHIS

Form

2044. FD-961s should go to the FBI.

Just to spice up your...already "boring lives" and add some more meat to

my

presentation for ABSA (right, Karen??).

Phil

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Sep 2003 15:03:13 -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:      Story from todays' the Scientist.

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

WHO to assess SARS risk in Singapore labs

New SARS case worked in containment lab that did work on SARS virus | By

Robert Walgate <mailto:walgate@scienceanalysed.com>

 Story at:

http://www.biomedcentral.com/news/20030912/04

Karen B. Byers, RBP, CBSP ABSA

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

http://research.dfci.harvard.edu/ehs

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Sep 2003 15:05:37 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carol McGhan <carol-mcghan@UIOWA.EDU>

Subject:      USDA inspections- CALL

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Dear Biosafety Folks:

If you've received a memo recently about USDA's "notice of intent to

inspect," you may want to contact the sender.  Apparently the memo was

computer generated and since the USDA doesn't have CDC's inspection list,

they are not aware of who's been scheduled for a CDC inspection.  If you

are contacted by the USDA to set up an inspection and are scheduled for a

CDC visit, you just need to inform them of such, as they will accept CDC's

inspections. Of course, if you have any USDA-only select agents, it's my

understanding, that will require a USDA inspection, separate from CDC's.

The person I talked to asked me to send her an email, stating who the

entity is, the date of the CDC inspection and that the Security plan would

be submitted to them (fax or mail).

Hope that helps someone else.  It's Friday and I desperately needed a

lift!!  :-)

Carol

Carol McGhan, SM(AAM), CBSP, RO

Biological Safety Professional

Health Protection Office

122 Grand Ave Ct

The University of Iowa

E-Mail:carol-mcghan@uiowa.edu

Tel:319-335-9553

Fax:319-335-7564

=========================================================================

Date:         Sat, 13 Sep 2003 14:06:20 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Elizabeth Tobias <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Re: DoJ Letter

In-Reply-To:  <03Sep11.163951cdt.119152@srisvr.sri.org>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

We interpreted it following CDC's regs "anyone who owns or

controls the entity" - we translated to Vice Presidents/CEO and

Board of Directors - those people who actually have the

power/authority to direct the corporate goals.

Shareholders, if we had them outside of our employees, would not

have the power to control the entity's actual immediate,

day-to-day business, nor have any authority to tell the company

"make weapons of mass destruction under the covert disguise as

biopharmaceuticals" - that would take the Vice Presidents and

CEO acting in conjunction.

Elizabeth

--- "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG> wrote:

> If you are not an academic institution who would you interpret

> as the

> individuals who own or control the entity, the CEO?

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 3:14 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: More USDA Inspection stuff...................

>

>

> I just got my "love letter" from the USDA...they be's a

> comin'...I will keep

> you Posted.

>

> Also...I almost fell on the floor when a DOJ letter arrived

> with the FBI

> logo on it...I thought my prints didn't clear...hah..hah...the

> letter

> states:

>

> "During the start-up phase of the FBI's assessment, only ROs,

> AROs and

> entity employees were processed.

>

> At this time, processing of individuals who own or control the

> entity is set

> to begin."

>

> There is a definition of who controls the entity, and

> apparently, a new

> change:  " For an accredited academic institution, a person

> shall be deemed

> to control an entity if that person is a responsible official

> with regard to

> the select agent possessed, used, or transferred by the

> entity"

>

> " An academic institution is considered accredited by purposes

> of this Act

> as follows: Postsecondary, language and vocational schools

> must be

> accredited by an accrediting agency recognized by the United

> States

> Department of Education. Proof that a school has been

> determined to be

> eligible under Title IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 is

> sufficient to

> establish that a school is properly accredited....."

>

> It goes on to mention completing section 4B of CDC Form

> 0.1319/APHIS Form

> 2044. FD-961s should go to the FBI.

>

> Just to spice up your...already "boring lives" and add some

> more meat to my

> presentation for ABSA (right, Karen??).

>

> Phil

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 15 Sep 2003 10:56:21 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      More stuff I should know but don't.......

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C37B99.86CCB040"

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_01C37B99.86CCB040

Content-Type: text/plain

Hello, Listserv-ers!

Can anyone point me to the written gospel regarding the FBI and security

clearance for SATs, BSL3, and whatever else they may be interested in when

it comes to the ooey, gooey bad stuff?

Thanks,

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 15 Sep 2003 15:42:47 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Ruhl, Karen" <KarenR@GEN-PROBE.COM>

Subject:      Re: DoJ Letter

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Good Day Everyone:

Just when I think I've got this Select Agent thing down pat.  I just

received a letter from the Department of Justice, FBI stating that any

individual owning or controlling the entity would be given a unique

identifying number by APHIS or CDC, and that the unique number would have to

be used on block 17 of form FD-961.  However when we completed the FD-961

forms originally we were told not to put anything in the block as a unique

number for the entity would be given.  Which I understood wouldn't be given

(the unique number) until the background checks etc were completed.  A catch

22-

The letter I received appears real, but there is no phone number on it!!!

Anyone have any information on unique numbers for entity owners?

Thanks

Karen

-----Original Message-----

From: Sharpe, Debra [mailto:sharpe@SRI.ORG]

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 2:38 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: DoJ Letter

If you are not an academic institution who would you interpret as the

individuals who own or control the entity, the CEO?

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 3:14 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: More USDA Inspection stuff...................

I just got my "love letter" from the USDA...they be's a comin'...I will keep

you Posted.

Also...I almost fell on the floor when a DOJ letter arrived with the FBI

logo on it...I thought my prints didn't clear...hah..hah...the letter

states:

"During the start-up phase of the FBI's assessment, only ROs, AROs and

entity employees were processed.

At this time, processing of individuals who own or control the entity is set

to begin."

There is a definition of who controls the entity, and apparently, a new

change:  " For an accredited academic institution, a person shall be deemed

to control an entity if that person is a responsible official with regard to

the select agent possessed, used, or transferred by the entity"

" An academic institution is considered accredited by purposes of this Act

as follows: Postsecondary, language and vocational schools must be

accredited by an accrediting agency recognized by the United States

Department of Education. Proof that a school has been determined to be

eligible under Title IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 is sufficient to

establish that a school is properly accredited....."

It goes on to mention completing section 4B of CDC Form 0.1319/APHIS Form

2044. FD-961s should go to the FBI.

Just to spice up your...already "boring lives" and add some more meat to my

presentation for ABSA (right, Karen??).

Phil

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 16 Sep 2003 09:20:55 -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: DoJ Letter

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------C647DA2EDB65553B04AFB5E4"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------C647DA2EDB65553B04AFB5E4

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Karen,

When I got the same  letter I contacted the USDA, where I had sent my earlier

submissions.  They must have been prepared, bacause shortly afterwards they

faxed (so much for SECURITY) me the identifiers.  I then added them to

previously completed FD-961s and sent it back to the FBI.

Your point about 'no phone numbers' is interesting; I notice that they are more

and more being replaced by web addresses.  Certainly does not too much for

follow up if someone has any questions.

Paul Rubock

"Ruhl, Karen" wrote:

> Good Day Everyone:

> Just when I think I've got this Select Agent thing down pat.  I just

> received a letter from the Department of Justice, FBI stating that any

> individual owning or controlling the entity would be given a unique

> identifying number by APHIS or CDC, and that the unique number would have to

> be used on block 17 of form FD-961.  However when we completed the FD-961

> forms originally we were told not to put anything in the block as a unique

> number for the entity would be given.  Which I understood wouldn't be given

> (the unique number) until the background checks etc were completed.  A catch

> 22-

> The letter I received appears real, but there is no phone number on it!!!

> Anyone have any information on unique numbers for entity owners?

> Thanks

> Karen

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Sharpe, Debra [mailto:sharpe@SRI.ORG]

> Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 2:38 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: DoJ Letter

>

> If you are not an academic institution who would you interpret as the

> individuals who own or control the entity, the CEO?

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, September 11, 2003 3:14 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: More USDA Inspection stuff...................

>

> I just got my "love letter" from the USDA...they be's a comin'...I will keep

> you Posted.

>

> Also...I almost fell on the floor when a DOJ letter arrived with the FBI

> logo on it...I thought my prints didn't clear...hah..hah...the letter

> states:

>

> "During the start-up phase of the FBI's assessment, only ROs, AROs and

> entity employees were processed.

>

> At this time, processing of individuals who own or control the entity is set

> to begin."

>

> There is a definition of who controls the entity, and apparently, a new

> change:  " For an accredited academic institution, a person shall be deemed

> to control an entity if that person is a responsible official with regard to

> the select agent possessed, used, or transferred by the entity"

>

> " An academic institution is considered accredited by purposes of this Act

> as follows: Postsecondary, language and vocational schools must be

> accredited by an accrediting agency recognized by the United States

> Department of Education. Proof that a school has been determined to be

> eligible under Title IV of the Higher Education Act of 1965 is sufficient to

> establish that a school is properly accredited....."

>

> It goes on to mention completing section 4B of CDC Form 0.1319/APHIS Form

> 2044. FD-961s should go to the FBI.

>

> Just to spice up your...already "boring lives" and add some more meat to my

> presentation for ABSA (right, Karen??).

>

> Phil

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 16 Sep 2003 16:46:36 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carol M Olson <colson@OKSTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: job description

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 0077A68486256DA3_="

This is a multipart message in MIME format.

--=_alternative 0077A68486256DA3_=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

My vice president has asked that I pose an urgent question to my

colleagues out there.  Can you please tell me what the salary is for your

institution for the biosafety officer (12 month rate). l also, please let

me know if these individuals have faculty appointments, too.  This is time

sensitive, so your prompt responses will make me look good  :)

I appreciate all the time any of you will take to help me with this.

Dr. Carol Olson

Director of University Research Compliance

Oklahoma State University

415 Whitehurst Hall

Stillwater, OK 74078-1020

405-744-1676

Fax 405-744-4335

Christina Thompson <THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM>

Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

08/18/2003 09:14 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:     (bcc: Carol M Olson/res/Okstate)

        Subject:        job description

Dear Biosafety colleagues -

Do any of you have a job description for a biosafety officer handy?  I'd

sure appreciate any you could send1

Thanks,

Chris Thompson

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 16 Sep 2003 15:18:40 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rene Ricks <rricks@PACBELL.NET>

Subject:      Re: job description

In-Reply-To:  <OF7A7F17C5.A067ABF9-ON86256DA3.007777BE@okstate.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0002_01C37C65.CF0A0F70"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0002_01C37C65.CF0A0F70

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, CA - no salary - faculty

position

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Carol M Olson

Sent: Tuesday, September 16, 2003 2:47 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: job description

My vice president has asked that I pose an urgent question to my colleagues

out there.  Can you please tell me what the salary is for your institution

for the biosafety officer (12 month rate). l also, please let me know if

these individuals have faculty appointments, too.  This is time sensitive,

so your prompt responses will make me look good  :)

I appreciate all the time any of you will take to help me with this.

Dr. Carol Olson

Director of University Research Compliance

Oklahoma State University

415 Whitehurst Hall

Stillwater, OK 74078-1020

405-744-1676

Fax 405-744-4335

Christina Thompson <THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM>

Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

08/18/2003 09:14 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:        BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:        (bcc: Carol M Olson/res/Okstate)

        Subject:        job description

Dear Biosafety colleagues -

Do any of you have a job description for a biosafety officer handy?  I'd

sure appreciate any you could send1

Thanks,

Chris Thompson

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 16 Sep 2003 17:19:22 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

Subject:      BSL3 employee health status

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C37C9E.DDFC4E73"

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_01C37C9E.DDFC4E73

Content-Type: text/plain

I have a question for the list.  Do any of you do post-offer, pre-employment

physical exams and is the offer contingent on the successful passing of the

exam?  Would you allow an insulin dependent diabetic to work in your BSL-3

or ABSL-3 as a research tech?  We have not developed these pre-employment

screening exams yet and did not find out until too late the employee had an

insulin pump.  We may have to find work elsewher for them but I am not

inclined to let them in the ABSL-3.  I am concerend about many issues that

could occur like dizzyness from not having insulin blood levels correct,

breaks in the skin etc, and the assoctaied risks for other employees as well

if this person has an episode.  BTW we have many select agents in our

facility that this person would have to work with.

Does anyone have written guidelines on this? Thanks so much for any info.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 17 Sep 2003 09:35:09 -0700

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:      Syringes and Needles

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi all,

Is anyone familar with a requirement that institutions need to have some =

type of permit to purchase needles and syringes. I was told this by =

someone in passing but have not been able to find a reference to this. =

Is it linked to having a DEA license? Or maybe its only required for =

hospitals or medical providers? There is no mention of such a creature =

under the Bloodborne Pathogens Standard.

Any input would be greatly appreciated!!

Best,

Mimi

---------------------------------------------

Mimi C. Ton, MPH

Safety Engineer/ Institute Biosafety Officer

California Institute of Technology

Environment, Health & Safety Office

M/C 25-6

1200 E. California Boulevard

Pasadena, CA 91125

Phone: 626.395.2430

Fax: 626.577.6028

E-mail: mimi.ton@caltech.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 17 Sep 2003 12:46:45 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: Syringes and Needles

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

The great and glorious Commonwealth of Massachusetts requires a "registration"

(a.k.a. permit, license) for the storage and use of needles and syringes.

Barry D. Cohen, MPH, CBSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

700 Main Street  (E-216)

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4014

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

"Ton, Mimi" wrote:

> Hi all,

>

> Is anyone familar with a requirement that institutions need to have some type

of permit to purchase needles and syringes. I was told this by someone in

passing but have not been able to find a reference to this. Is it linked to

having a DEA license? Or maybe its only required for hospitals or medical

providers? There is no mention of such a creature under the Bloodborne Pathogens

Standard.

>

> Any input would be greatly appreciated!!

>

> Best,

> Mimi

>

> ---------------------------------------------

> Mimi C. Ton, MPH

> Safety Engineer/ Institute Biosafety Officer

> California Institute of Technology

> Environment, Health & Safety Office

> M/C 25-6

> 1200 E. California Boulevard

> Pasadena, CA 91125

> Phone: 626.395.2430

> Fax: 626.577.6028

> E-mail: mimi.ton@caltech.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 17 Sep 2003 11:38:52 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      PAPRs

In-Reply-To:  <1FD3ED4E9281D1449572DB85B71CF42F01A639@SCRIPTOR.business.c

              altech.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

All:  For those of you using PAPRs, could you provide some information on

why and how you use them?

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 17 Sep 2003 12:56:34 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         William Coates <wcoates@HR.UMSMED.EDU>

Subject:      Re: PAPRs

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=_DA848045.C4A455C0"

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.

--=_DA848045.C4A455C0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_DA848045.C5A554C1"

--=_DA848045.C5A554C1

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Here at UMC, the investigators in the BL-3 TB lab use paprs.  This is done =

mainly to avoid having to comply with the respirartor standard.  Also, =

papr's are generally more comfortable to wear for extended periods of =

time.

We are purchasing enough paprs to equip the emergancy department decontamin=

ation team also.  BAsically, the same reasons apply.  I'm lazy and don't =

want to deal with the paperwork involved with a respiratory protection =

program.

Bill

William E. Coates, CBSP, CHSP

Biological/Chemical Safety Officer

Emergency Management Coordinator

Department of Risk Management

University of MS Medical Center

(601) 984-1981

(601) 984-1988 fax

>>> dinas@LANL.GOV 09/17/03 12:38PM >>>

All:  For those of you using PAPRs, could you provide some information on

why and how you use them?

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 17 Sep 2003 14:06:59 -0400

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: PAPRs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C37D46.7CC45450"

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_01C37D46.7CC45450

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Dina,

We use PAPRs for BSL-3 operations where there is an elevated risk to biological

aerosols, low infectious dose, where vaccines once were available (but no

longer), and where individuals need access to a BSL-3 suite and have not been

vaccinated.

Specific tasks that come to mind include when opening a centrifuge; handling

animals, working around NHPs to name a few.

Though I realize that a PAPR does not eliminate the need or benefits obtained

from an immunization, it does lower the risk allowing some individuals (again,

reviewed on a case by case basis) to still perform their research (albeit

modified slightly) at BSL-3.

K. Patrick McKinney

Safety and Occupational Health Specialist

U.S.A.M.R.I.I.D.

1425 Porter Street

Ft. Detrick, MD  21702

Com (301) 619-4565

Fax  (301) 619-4768

-----Original Message-----

From: Dina Sassone [mailto:dinas@LANL.GOV]

Sent: Wednesday, September 17, 2003 1:39 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: PAPRs

All:  For those of you using PAPRs, could you provide some information on

why and how you use them?

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 17 Sep 2003 14:15:30 -0400

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: PAPRs

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.1.5.2.20030917113214.01c058c8@esh-mail.lanl.gov>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 00644BF385256DA4_="

This is a multipart message in MIME format.

--=_alternative 00644BF385256DA4_=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Duke University Medical Center Department of Engineering and Operations

Two(2) of the four(4) members of the BSL-3 maintenance/operations team

wear PAPR's. One wears a PAPR because his face is too skinny to get a good

fit in a half-face or full-face. The other due to medical clearance

reasons.

We use the PAPR's in any situation calling for respirators; formaldehyde

decons, chlorine, acid gases and particulate protection (HEPA cartridges).

Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

09/17/2003 01:38 PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        PAPRs

All:  For those of you using PAPRs, could you provide some information on

why and how you use them?

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 17 Sep 2003 12:21:44 -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:      Re: PAPRs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C37D48.8CBA36FB"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C37D48.8CBA36FB

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

The way we read the regulations, use of PAPRs requires a respiratory =

protection program.

Do I need to have a talk with our Industrial Hygienist??

:-)

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: William Coates [mailto:wcoates@HR.UMSMED.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, September 17, 2003 11:57 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: PAPRs

Here at UMC, the investigators in the BL-3 TB lab use paprs.  This is =

done mainly to avoid having to comply with the respirartor standard.  =

Also, papr's are generally more comfortable to wear for extended periods =

of time.

We are purchasing enough paprs to equip the emergancy department =

decontamination team also.  BAsically, the same reasons apply.  I'm lazy =

and don't want to deal with the paperwork involved with a respiratory =

protection program.

Bill

William E. Coates, CBSP, CHSP

Biological/Chemical Safety Officer

Emergency Management Coordinator

Department of Risk Management

University of MS Medical Center

(601) 984-1981

(601) 984-1988 fax

>>> dinas@LANL.GOV 09/17/03 12:38PM >>>

All:  For those of you using PAPRs, could you provide some information =

on

why and how you use them?

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 17 Sep 2003 11:37:04 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hofherr, Leslie" <leslie@FACNET.UCLA.EDU>

Subject:      Overlap Select Agents

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

FYI...

Just received a letter from USDA requesting our Security Policy and Procedures.

We have overlap agents here and registered with CDC. We were recently inspected

by CDC and they reviewed our plans including the security plan during the

inspection.

It seems like a little duplication here in the Select Agent review process that

caught me by suprise. Both CDC and USDA want to review our security plan.

The woman I spoke with at USDA told me that they would probably accept the CDC

inspection and not send their USDA inspectors here ... we will see.

Leslie Hofherr

UCLA, Biosafety

(310) 206-3929 phone

leslie@admin.ucla.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 17 Sep 2003 14:41:44 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         mike miller <cih3@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: PAPRs

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

Before everyone starts to wear a PAPR and feel that they are protecting

their respiratory system, understand that PAPRs must be fit tested just like

any other tight fitting respirator that relies on a good face seal for

protection.  With that, a full respirator program is a must to include

medical clearance, training and annual fit tests.  Papers have been

published showing that, dependent upon effort of respiration, it is possible

to over breathe a PAPR - if you don't have a good seal, the air you are

breathing is not filtered.  The same is true in those instances when you

might run out of battery power.  In those instances, the PAPR then becomes a

regular APR.  Further, there is nothing in OSHA's 1910.134, Respiratory

Protection Standard to state that a full program is not warranted with the

use of a PAPR or SCBA for that matter.

Now...PAPR with a hood that does not rely on a seal for protection is a

different story.

Just some things to think about.

Michael E. Miller, MHS, CIH

Industrial Hygiene and Safety Manager

FBI Laboratory

2501 Investigation Parkway

Quantico, VA 22135

(703) 632-8288

>From: William Coates <wcoates@HR.UMSMED.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: PAPRs

>Date: Wed, 17 Sep 2003 12:56:34 -0500

>

>Here at UMC, the investigators in the BL-3 TB lab use paprs.  This is done

>mainly to avoid having to comply with the respirartor standard.  Also,

>papr's are generally more comfortable to wear for extended periods of time.

>We are purchasing enough paprs to equip the emergancy department

>decontamination team also.  BAsically, the same reasons apply.  I'm lazy

>and don't want to deal with the paperwork involved with a respiratory

>protection program.

>

>Bill

>

>

>William E. Coates, CBSP, CHSP

>Biological/Chemical Safety Officer

>Emergency Management Coordinator

>Department of Risk Management

>University of MS Medical Center

>(601) 984-1981

>(601) 984-1988 fax

>

> >>> dinas@LANL.GOV 09/17/03 12:38PM >>>

>All:  For those of you using PAPRs, could you provide some information on

>why and how you use them?

>

>

>

>Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

>University of California

>Los Alamos National Laboratory

>HSR-5

>MS K486

>Los Alamos, NM 87545

>(505) 665-2977 (voice)

>((505) 996-3807 (pager)

>"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

>

>

><< WilliamCoates.vcf >>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 17 Sep 2003 11:42:29 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <biosafety@COMCAST.NET>

Subject:      Re: PAPRs

In-Reply-To:  <ED88860B499FBB48A660B24135ECB08301704FC2@POSTOFFICE.uwyo.edu>

Mime-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative; boundary="B_3146643749_12125751"

> 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.

--B_3146643749_12125751

Content-type: text/plain; charset="ISO-8859-1"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Madeline -

PAPR usage for purposes of respiratory protection does require a Respirator=

y

Protection Program, with medical clearance.  Because PAPRs are typically

no-load devices (being positive pressure), many Occ Docs will accept the

questionnaire annual physical for an otherwise healthy person if they=B9ve

given a full respiratory protection clearance exam initially.  But you=B9re

correct =AD a formal RP program is required.

Ain=B9t no such thing as a free lunch ...

-- Glenn

On 9/17/03 11:21 AM, "Madeline J. Dalrymple" <Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU> wrote:

> The way we read the regulations, use of PAPRs requires a respiratory

> protection program.

> 

> Do I need to have a talk with our Industrial Hygienist??

> :-)

> 

> Madeline Dalrymple

> Biological Safety Officer

> Environmental Health and Safety

> University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

> 307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu

>>

>> -----Original Message-----

>> From: William Coates [mailto:wcoates@HR.UMSMED.EDU]

>> Sent: Wednesday, September 17, 2003 11:57 AM

>> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>> Subject: Re: PAPRs

>>

>> Here at UMC, the investigators in the BL-3 TB lab use paprs.  This is do=

ne

>> mainly to avoid having to comply with the respirartor standard.  Also, p=

apr's

>> are generally more comfortable to wear for extended periods of time.

>> We are purchasing enough paprs to equip the emergancy department

>> decontamination team also.  BAsically, the same reasons apply.  I'm lazy=

 and

>> don't want to deal with the paperwork involved with a respiratory protec=

tion

>> program.

>> 

>> Bill

>> 

>> 

>> William E. Coates, CBSP, CHSP

>> Biological/Chemical Safety Officer

>> Emergency Management Coordinator

>> Department of Risk Management

>> University of MS Medical Center

>> (601) 984-1981

>> (601) 984-1988 fax

>>

>>>>> >>> dinas@LANL.GOV 09/17/03 12:38PM >>>

>> All:  For those of you using PAPRs, could you provide some information o=

n

>> why and how you use them?

>>

>>

>>

>> Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

>> University of California

>> Los Alamos National Laboratory

>> HSR-5

>> MS K486

>> Los Alamos, NM 87545

>> (505) 665-2977 (voice)

>> ((505) 996-3807 (pager)

>> "To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 17 Sep 2003 13:06:03 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: PAPRs

In-Reply-To:  <BB8DF925.B17%biosafety@comcast.net>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_-1791111031==.ALT"

--=====================_-1791111031==.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

All:  Was also wondering:

How much you have them (PAPRs) in use...do you do a hazard assessment based

on specific work or research?  Do you require them routinely in BSL-3?  Do

you use them for spill cleanup?  Are yours loose fitting hoods?  Tight

fitting facepieces? Some of you did respond to this;  thanks!

At 11:42 AM 9/17/2003 -0700, you wrote:

>Madeline -

>

>PAPR usage for purposes of respiratory protection does require a

>Respiratory Protection Program, with medical clearance.  Because PAPRs are

>typically no-load devices (being positive pressure), many Occ Docs will

>accept the questionnaire annual physical for an otherwise healthy person

>if they ve given a full respiratory protection clearance exam

>initially.  But you re correct a formal RP program is required.

>

>Ain t no such thing as a free lunch ...

>

>-- Glenn

>

>=======================================

>

>On 9/17/03 11:21 AM, "Madeline J. Dalrymple" <Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU> wrote:

>The way we read the regulations, use of PAPRs requires a respiratory

>protection program.

>Do I need to have a talk with our Industrial Hygienist??

>:-)

>Madeline Dalrymple

>Biological Safety Officer

>Environmental Health and Safety

>University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

>307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu

>-----Original Message-----

>From: William Coates [mailto:wcoates@HR.UMSMED.EDU]

>Sent: Wednesday, September 17, 2003 11:57 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: PAPRs

>

>Here at UMC, the investigators in the BL-3 TB lab use paprs.  This is done

>mainly to avoid having to comply with the respirartor standard.  Also,

>papr's are generally more comfortable to wear for extended periods of time.

>We are purchasing enough paprs to equip the emergancy department

>decontamination team also.  BAsically, the same reasons apply.  I'm lazy

>and don't want to deal with the paperwork involved with a respiratory

>protection program.

>Bill

>

>William E. Coates, CBSP, CHSP

>Biological/Chemical Safety Officer

>Emergency Management Coordinator

>Department of Risk Management

>University of MS Medical Center

>(601) 984-1981

>(601) 984-1988 fax

>

> >>> dinas@LANL.GOV 09/17/03 12:38PM >>>

>All:  For those of you using PAPRs, could you provide some information on

>why and how you use them?

>

>

>

>

>

>Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

>University of California

>Los Alamos National Laboratory

>HSR-5

>MS K486

>Los Alamos, NM 87545

>(505) 665-2977 (voice)

>((505) 996-3807 (pager)

>"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

>

>

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 17 Sep 2003 16:43:31 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: PAPRs

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_h7lKevFK8MHssqB2CdZu5Q)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_h7lKevFK8MHssqB2CdZu5Q)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

            No. You have a CBSP that is also an IH here....PAPR's

require the same interactions and compliance as any other

respirator under 29 CFR 1910.134. You need a medical evaluation and the

overall maintenance/surveillance program for             using,handling

and storing respirators. See:

            http://www.osha.gov/SLTC/respiratoryprotection/index.html

            http://www.osha.gov/html/respirator.html

            After all, it is a Powered Air-Purifying RESPIRATOR.

            Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Madeline J. Dalrymple [mailto:Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, September 17, 2003 2:22 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: PAPRs

The way we read the regulations, use of PAPRs requires a respiratory

protection program.

Do I need to have a talk with our Industrial Hygienist??

:-)

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu

        -----Original Message-----

        From: William Coates [mailto:wcoates@HR.UMSMED.EDU]

        Sent: Wednesday, September 17, 2003 11:57 AM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Re: PAPRs

        Here at UMC, the investigators in the BL-3 TB lab use paprs.

This is done mainly to avoid having to comply with the respirartor

standard.  Also, papr's are generally more comfortable to wear for

extended periods of time.

        We are purchasing enough paprs to equip the emergancy department

decontamination team also.  BAsically, the same reasons apply.  I'm lazy

and don't want to deal with the paperwork involved with a respiratory

protection program.

        Bill

        William E. Coates, CBSP, CHSP

        Biological/Chemical Safety Officer

        Emergency Management Coordinator

        Department of Risk Management

        University of MS Medical Center

        (601) 984-1981

        (601) 984-1988 fax

        >>> dinas@LANL.GOV 09/17/03 12:38PM >>>

        All:  For those of you using PAPRs, could you provide some

information on

        why and how you use them?

        Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

        University of California

        Los Alamos National Laboratory

        HSR-5

        MS K486

        Los Alamos, NM 87545

        (505) 665-2977 (voice)

        ((505) 996-3807 (pager)

        "To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Sep 2003 08:56:30 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      RECEIVING Biological Material

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

Most of the talk surrounding the shipment of biological materials seems to =

place the onus on the shipper, but I have seen little in terms of the =

responsibilities of the receiver. Our select agent lab in particular does =

more receiving than shipping, probably 100:1 or more, and we have seen =

some VERY poorly and improperly shipped items (in a lot of cases this is =

unknown until you open the package...it's "like a box of chocolates, you =

never know what you're going to get..."). What is our responsibilities in =

cases such as these - do we notify the shipper, notify DOT or some other =

agency and what liability do we assume, if any, if we accept the package?? =

Any thoughts?

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Sep 2003 08:02:26 -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: RECEIVING Biological Material

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Jeff, Ultimately the shipper bears the fiduciary responsibility for the

shipment since they are the ones signing the bill of lading, however, I

think it would be incumbent on your receivers that they inform the shippers

of packages that you receive that do not meet the regs especially if the

shipment tends to be one source. In addition, the transporter also bears

some responsibility in making sure the package is properly constructed and

that paperwork is completed to the best of their knowledge. This is true for

basically all hazardous materials and not just those of biologic origin.

Hope this helps.

Kyle

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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 <:>

 =========================================================================

This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

22-21-8, 34-24-58.

=================================================================

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeffrey Owens [mailto:reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2003 7:57 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: RECEIVING Biological Material

Most of the talk surrounding the shipment of biological materials seems to

place the onus on the shipper, but I have seen little in terms of the

responsibilities of the receiver. Our select agent lab in particular does

more receiving than shipping, probably 100:1 or more, and we have seen some

VERY poorly and improperly shipped items (in a lot of cases this is unknown

until you open the package...it's "like a box of chocolates, you never know

what you're going to get..."). What is our responsibilities in cases such as

these - do we notify the shipper, notify DOT or some other agency and what

liability do we assume, if any, if we accept the package?? Any thoughts?

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Sep 2003 09:34:50 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Gaitree Tiwari <tiwariga@UMDNJ.EDU>

Subject:      Anthrax lethal toxin question

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_NRpaNUjh4+8gRTjZHsO0cA)"

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.

--Boundary_(ID_NRpaNUjh4+8gRTjZHsO0cA)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Dear Members,

I have a researcher who will be working with anthrax lethal toxin.

What biosafety level would you recommend?  Should he be working under a

BSC or a chemical fume hood.  What other issues should I be looking at?

Thank you.

Gaitree Tiwari-McNab

Lab Safety Specialist

University of Medicine & Dentistry of NJ

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Sep 2003 09:56:57 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         John_Bristol@ERI.EISAI.COM

Subject:      Re: PAPRs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed;

Boundary="0__=0ABBE736DFD878BF8f9e8a93df938690918c0ABBE736DFD878BF"

Content-Disposition: inline

--0__=0ABBE736DFD878BF8f9e8a93df938690918c0ABBE736DFD878BF

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Your assumption is wrong.  Even though you allow your employees to use

PAPR's, you still need to have a written respiratory protection program. Be

careful in how you read the regulations.  It is necessary to show that your

employees have been properly trained in the usage of the PAPR's and for the

employer to establish its worksite requirements and procedures for their

use.  PAPR's are a good alternative if you do not want to set-up a fit

testing program (in a lot of cases) but you still need to have a written

program.  According to the respiratory protection standard:

 1910.134(c)(1)

       "In any workplace where respirators are necessary to protect the

       health of the employee or whenever respirators are required by the

       employer, the employer shall establish and implement a written

       respiratory protection program with worksite-specific procedures  . .

       ."

John Bristol

Associate Director

Environmental Health and Safety

Eisai Research Institute

                      William Coates

                      <wcoates@HR.UMSME        To:       BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                      D.EDU>                   cc:

                      Sent by: A               Subject:  Re: PAPRs

                      Biosafety

                      Discussion List

                      <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.

                      MIT.EDU>

                      09/17/2003 01:56

                      PM

                      Please respond to

                      A Biosafety

                      Discussion List

Here at UMC, the investigators in the BL-3 TB lab use paprs.  This is done

mainly to avoid having to comply with the respirartor standard.  Also,

papr's are generally more comfortable to wear for extended periods of time.

We are purchasing enough paprs to equip the emergancy department

decontamination team also.  BAsically, the same reasons apply.  I'm lazy

and don't want to deal with the paperwork involved with a respiratory

protection program.

Bill

William E. Coates, CBSP, CHSP

Biological/Chemical Safety Officer

Emergency Management Coordinator

Department of Risk Management

University of MS Medical Center

(601) 984-1981

(601) 984-1988 fax

>>> dinas@LANL.GOV 09/17/03 12:38PM >>>

All:  For those of you using PAPRs, could you provide some information on

why and how you use them?

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear(See attached file: William

Coates.vcf)

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Sep 2003 08:10:13 -0600

Reply-To:     dcalhoun@affygility.com

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dean Calhoun <dcalhoun@AFFYGILITY.COM>

Organization: Affygility Solutions

Subject:      Re: PAPRs

In-Reply-To: 

<OFBA9B007A.EE671DB3-ON85256DA5.004BFE2F-85256DA5.004CA0AD@eisai.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Also from a training standpoint, PAPRs require that the person wearing

the unit knows how to verify adequate flow, check the hood and the

hoses, etc.   From  a cost standpoint, the units are fairly expensive to

buy and maintain properly.   I do agree that they are more comfortable

to wear over a extended period of time.

Best regards,

Dean M. Calhoun, CIH

Affygility Solutions, LLC

13498 Cascade Street

Broomfield, CO 80020

phone: 303-884-3028

fax: 303-469-3944

email: dcalhoun@affygility.com

Affygility Solutions, providing strategic environmental, health, and

safety solutions to the biotechnology, pharmaceutical, and medical

device industry.  Go to http://www.affygility.com to advance your

career.

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of John_Bristol@ERI.EISAI.COM

Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2003 7:57 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: PAPRs

Your assumption is wrong.  Even though you allow your employees to use

PAPR's, you still need to have a written respiratory protection program.

Be careful in how you read the regulations.  It is necessary to show

that your employees have been properly trained in the usage of the

PAPR's and for the employer to establish its worksite requirements and

procedures for their use.  PAPR's are a good alternative if you do not

want to set-up a fit testing program (in a lot of cases) but you still

need to have a written program.  According to the respiratory protection

standard:

 1910.134(c)(1)

       "In any workplace where respirators are necessary to protect the

       health of the employee or whenever respirators are required by

the

       employer, the employer shall establish and implement a written

       respiratory protection program with worksite-specific procedures

. .

       ."

John Bristol

Associate Director

Environmental Health and Safety

Eisai Research Institute

                      William Coates

                      <wcoates@HR.UMSME        To:

BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                      D.EDU>                   cc:

                      Sent by: A               Subject:  Re: PAPRs

                      Biosafety

                      Discussion List

                      <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.

                      MIT.EDU>

                      09/17/2003 01:56

                      PM

                      Please respond to

                      A Biosafety

                      Discussion List

Here at UMC, the investigators in the BL-3 TB lab use paprs.  This is

done mainly to avoid having to comply with the respirartor standard.

Also, papr's are generally more comfortable to wear for extended periods

of time. We are purchasing enough paprs to equip the emergancy

department decontamination team also.  BAsically, the same reasons

apply.  I'm lazy and don't want to deal with the paperwork involved with

a respiratory protection program.

Bill

William E. Coates, CBSP, CHSP

Biological/Chemical Safety Officer

Emergency Management Coordinator

Department of Risk Management

University of MS Medical Center

(601) 984-1981

(601) 984-1988 fax

>>> dinas@LANL.GOV 09/17/03 12:38PM >>>

All:  For those of you using PAPRs, could you provide some information

on why and how you use them?

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear(See attached file: William

Coates.vcf)

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Sep 2003 10:13:57 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: RECEIVING Biological Material

In-Reply-To:  <sf69733f.093@langate.gsu.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; format=flowed; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

The recipient is not a part of the transportation cycle and is not

regulated by DOT.

If you want to be nasty, you could complain to the DOT.

A better way would be to notify either the shipper or the carrier of

your concerns.

You have no liability under DOT.

OSHA would be a different story.  Take appropriate precautions.

Protect your people.

bob

>Most of the talk surrounding the shipment of biological materials

>seems to place the onus on the shipper, but I have seen little in

>terms of the responsibilities of the receiver. Our select agent lab

>in particular does more receiving than shipping, probably 100:1 or

>more, and we have seen some VERY poorly and improperly shipped items

>(in a lot of cases this is unknown until you open the package...it's

>"like a box of chocolates, you never know what you're going to

>get..."). What is our responsibilities in cases such as these - do

>we notify the shipper, notify DOT or some other agency and what

>liability do we assume, if any, if we accept the package?? Any

>thoughts?

>

>Jeff Owens

>Georgia State 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

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Sep 2003 10:44:42 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jay Johnson <Jay_Johnson@QINTL.COM>

Subject:      Re: RECEIVING Biological Material

In-Reply-To:  <sf69733f.093@langate.gsu.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit

The Quote of the Day...... "Life isn't like a box of chocolates...it's

more like a jar of jalapenos. What you do today, might burn your ass

tomorrow."

A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> writes:

>Most of the talk surrounding the shipment of biological materials seems

>to place the onus on the shipper, but I have seen little in terms of the

>responsibilities of the receiver. Our select agent lab in particular does

>more receiving than shipping, probably 100:1 or more, and we have seen

>some VERY poorly and improperly shipped items (in a lot of cases this is

>unknown until you open the package...it's "like a box of chocolates, you

>never know what you're going to get..."). What is our responsibilities in

>cases such as these - do we notify the shipper, notify DOT or some other

>agency and what liability do we assume, if any, if we accept the

>package?? Any thoughts?

>

>Jeff Owens

>Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Sep 2003 10:32:03 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Julie A [EH&S]" <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: RECEIVING Biological Material

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

One thing we have tried in an effort to be proactive in educating those =

who send things to our Veterinary Diagnostic Lab, we (EH&S) worked with =

them to develop an informational pamphlet that they send out to all of =

their customers.  The goal is to decrease the number of packages =

received that cause a hazard to the Diagnostic Lab staff, and to share =

knowledge we have about regulations that the shippers (often small =

veterinary clinics) may honestly not be aware of, in order to help them =

be in compliance as well.  We consider this to be an added customer =

service that also benefits the university staff in the long run.  In =

addition, we have coordinated with our university Extension department =

to present some ICN training on shipping regulations for field =

veterinarians and others. 

Because leaky package can pose a danger and effort for the Diagnostic =

Lab staff, they do also charge a leaky package fee as an additional =

deterrent for those who ignore the friendlier approach.

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

A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> writes:

>Most of the talk surrounding the shipment of biological materials seems

>to place the onus on the shipper, but I have seen little in terms of =

the

>responsibilities of the receiver. Our select agent lab in particular =

does

>more receiving than shipping, probably 100:1 or more, and we have seen

>some VERY poorly and improperly shipped items (in a lot of cases this =

is

>unknown until you open the package...it's "like a box of chocolates, =

you

>never know what you're going to get..."). What is our responsibilities =

in

>cases such as these - do we notify the shipper, notify DOT or some =

other

>agency and what liability do we assume, if any, if we accept the

>package?? Any thoughts?

>

>Jeff Owens

>Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Sep 2003 12:08:25 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andy Glode <andy.glode@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: RECEIVING Biological Material

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Julie, I would love to see a copy of the pamphlet you send out. Is it posted

on your website?

Andy Glode

University of New Hampshire

-----Original Message-----

From: Johnson, Julie A [EH&S] [mailto:jajohns@IASTATE.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2003 11:32 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: RECEIVING Biological Material

One thing we have tried in an effort to be proactive in educating those who

send things to our Veterinary Diagnostic Lab, we (EH&S) worked with them to

develop an informational pamphlet that they send out to all of their

customers.  The goal is to decrease the number of packages received that

cause a hazard to the Diagnostic Lab staff, and to share knowledge we have

about regulations that the shippers (often small veterinary clinics) may

honestly not be aware of, in order to help them be in compliance as well.

We consider this to be an added customer service that also benefits the

university staff in the long run.  In addition, we have coordinated with our

university Extension department to present some ICN training on shipping

regulations for field veterinarians and others.

Because leaky package can pose a danger and effort for the Diagnostic Lab

staff, they do also charge a leaky package fee as an additional deterrent

for those who ignore the friendlier approach.

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

A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> writes:

>Most of the talk surrounding the shipment of biological materials seems

>to place the onus on the shipper, but I have seen little in terms of the

>responsibilities of the receiver. Our select agent lab in particular does

>more receiving than shipping, probably 100:1 or more, and we have seen

>some VERY poorly and improperly shipped items (in a lot of cases this is

>unknown until you open the package...it's "like a box of chocolates, you

>never know what you're going to get..."). What is our responsibilities in

>cases such as these - do we notify the shipper, notify DOT or some other

>agency and what liability do we assume, if any, if we accept the

>package?? Any thoughts?

>

>Jeff Owens

>Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Sep 2003 09:15:16 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Alfred Jin <jin2@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Anthrax lethal toxin question

In-Reply-To:  <sf697c4c.084@smtpnpc.umdnj.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="============_-1148220779==_ma============"

--============_-1148220779==_ma============

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Gaitree,

As I pull out my dusty files, here is what we know about the lethal toxin:

Much is known about the virulence of this organism in that virulent

Bacillus anthracis contains 2 large plasmids that are responsible for

pathogenesis. These 2 plasmids have been identified as the pXO1 and

the pXO2 plasmids that codes for specific non-toxic proteins. The

pXO1 plasmid carries the protective antigen (pag), lethal edema

factor (lef), and adenylate cyclase (cya) toxin genes. The pXO2

carries the capsule genes (capA, capB, capC). Virulence occurs with

microbes that contain both these plasmids. The combination of these

toxin proteins will result in necrosis of tissue (2).

To make a proper assessment on this particular situation, an number

of factors are needed to be considered.

1. Is the researcher planning to work with toxin, plasmid, or both?

2. Will the plasmid or toxin be able to combine with other avirulent

strains or other toxic proteins to yield an active component?

3. Since Bacillus anthracis is a RG 2/ select agent, what BSL 2/

select agent controls will you be requiring?

4. Since the toxin is a chemical, what Chemical Hygiene Standard

Control will you be requiring?.

5. If both live agent and toxin is being handled, what BSL 2 and

Chemical Hygiene standard controls will you be requiring?

6. Most important, how are you planning to get rid of it???

The information above was taken from:

2. Keim, Paul, a Kalif, J. Schupp, K. Hill, S.Travis, K.Richmond, D.

Adair, M.Hugh-Jones, C.Kuske, P.Jackson. Molecular Evolution and

Diversity in Bacillus anthracis as detected by Amphlified Fragment

Length Polymorphism Markers. 1997. Journal of Bacteriology. Vol. 179:

pages 818-824

In closing, sorry, we don't have all the answers and I invite any

additional comments from the Listserve. I hope these questions are

food for thought. Additionally, I would highly recommend consulting

your EH&S personnel (BSO and CIH) for help on this issue. The

ramifications are too high if you don't.

Al Jin, BSO, CBSP, IH, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

(v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

jin2@llnl.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Sep 2003 12:18:25 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Labsafe@AOL.COM

Subject:      LSI Sales Representatives

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_b2.22560dcc.2c9b34d1_boundary"

--part1_b2.22560dcc.2c9b34d1_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="ISO-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

LSI would like to develop a team of representatives throughout the world to

help market and sell the Institute's services and products.=A0 Perhaps you k=

now

someone who might be interested.=A0 Please ask them to contact me directly.

LSI representatives would be responsible for a particular geographical area

and be paid a commission for sales and referrals The work (part-time or

full-time) could be done by phone, email, mail, and occasional personal visi=

ts/sales

calls.

Thanks for your help.

Regards, ...=A0 Jim

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      Field work-rodent trapping

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=__Part48161393.0__="

--=__Part48161393.0__=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi BS experts:

What precautions are people using these days to avoid hantavirus

exposure + other stuff when

trapping rodents in Hantavirus endemic areas?  This is a trap, tag and

release program.

Judy Pointer,

UNM, BSO

ABQ, New Mexico

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Sep 2003 10:16:54 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Alfred Jin <jin2@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: BSL3 employee health status

In-Reply-To:  <03Sep16.172101cdt.119130@srisvr.sri.org>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="============_-1148217081==_ma============"

--============_-1148217081==_ma============

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Debra,

I would like to respond to your posting. At our facility, we do

perform pre-employment physicals. Should a "work restriction" be

issued by the campus Occupational Physician that prohibits an

employee from performing their work, it may be sufficient grounds for

dismissal. Now it becomes a Human Resource problem. This would be

similar to the DOJ background check requirement.

One concept that is often used at federal facilities is the "status"

of employment. Employees can perform work as (1) "supplemental labor"

from an outside contractor, (2) as a term employee (ie 2 years), or

(3) as full time employee. The "supplemental labor" concept is no

more than an meat market where an agency supplies people for open

positions. These individuals are not your employees but you are

subject to labor contract agreements.

The term limit status applies to those employees that have fixed time

limits (ie. annual, 2yr) with renewable contracts. The advantage of

this concept is that people can be let go or added as the economy/

funding changes.

Regardless of whatever concept you choose, it winds up as a HR

problem. As a result, I would check with them first to see what

options exist for your facility.

Al Jin, BSO, CBSP, IH, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

(v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

jin2@llnl.gov

>I have a question for the list.  Do any of you do post-offer,

>pre-employment physical exams and is the offer contingent on the

>successful passing of the exam?  Would you allow an insulin

>dependent diabetic to work in your BSL-3 or ABSL-3 as a research

>tech?  We have not developed these pre-employment screening exams

>yet and did not find out until too late the employee had an insulin

>pump.  We may have to find work elsewher for them but I am not

>inclined to let them in the ABSL-3.  I am concerend about many

>issues that could occur like dizzyness from not having insulin blood

>levels correct, breaks in the skin etc, and the assoctaied risks for

>other employees as well if this person has an episode.  BTW we have

>many select agents in our facility that this person would have to

>work with.

>

>Does anyone have written guidelines on this? Thanks so much for any info.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Sep 2003 10:40:48 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Alfred Jin <jin2@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Field work-rodent trapping

In-Reply-To:  <sf699133.032@salud.unm.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed;

              boundary="============_-1148215647==_============"

--============_-1148215647==_============

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Judy,

I'm on a roll today. Enclosed was something I developed a while ago

(8 years or so) regarding Vector Control. I am planning to add it as

part of our Safety manual. This is FYI only, and I invite comments

off-line (because I can't take a public thrashing). I hope this will

give you a good start. The file has been saved as a Window's 95

format.

Al Jin, BSO, CBSP, IH, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

(v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

  jin2@llnl.gov

>Hi BS experts:

>

>What precautions are people using these days to avoid hantavirus

>exposure + other stuff when

>trapping rodents in Hantavirus endemic areas?  This is a trap, tag

>and release program.

>

>Judy Pointer,

>UNM, BSO

>ABQ, New Mexico
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bruce Hanley <bruce.hanley@EHS.UCSB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Field work-rodent trapping

In-Reply-To:  <sf699133.032@salud.unm.edu>
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Hi Judy,

HHS produced a document titled Methods for Trapping and Sampling Small

Mammals for Virologic Testing.  It's available for download somewhere on

the CDC site.  Since your folks are only doing tag and recapture work, you

only need the field safety section.  We have people working at field

stations who use PAPRs in areas with a lot of Peromyscus feces and dust.

Expensive, but the coolest option for field work.

Cheers, Bruce

--On Thursday, September 18, 2003 11:04 AM -0600 Judy Pointer

<JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU> wrote:

>

> Hi BS experts:

>

> What precautions are people using these days to avoid hantavirus exposure

> + other stuff when trapping rodents in Hantavirus endemic areas?  This is

> a trap, tag and release program.

> Judy Pointer,

> UNM, BSO

> ABQ, New Mexico

----------------------

Bruce Hanley

UCSB Biosafety Officer

Bruce.Hanley@ehs.ucsb.edu

(805) 893-8894
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Mime-Version: 1.0
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Boy that was quick!  What a great resource you all are.  I found the CDC

manual and Al's word.doc is good too.  Anyone else that wants the CDC's

manual Methods for Trapping and Sampling Small Mammals for Virologic

Testing can find it at:

http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/dvrd/spb/mnpages/rodentmanual.htm

Thanks and see ya in Oct. at the ABSA conf. I hope.

Judy

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 19 Sep 2003 13:49:30 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

Subject:      Re: BSL3 employee health status

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C37EDE.9FC073AA"

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_01C37EDE.9FC073AA

Content-Type: text/plain

Does anyone have a pre-employment physical form I can look at ? We need to

develop one ASAP am our Occ Doc would like to see what everyone is screening

for.  Thanks

-----Original Message-----

From: Alfred Jin [mailto:jin2@LLNL.GOV]

Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2003 12:17 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSL3 employee health status

Debra,

I would like to respond to your posting. At our facility, we do perform

pre-employment physicals. Should a "work restriction" be issued by the

campus Occupational Physician that prohibits an employee from performing

their work, it may be sufficient grounds for dismissal. Now it becomes a

Human Resource problem. This would be similar to the DOJ background check

requirement.

One concept that is often used at federal facilities is the "status" of

employment. Employees can perform work as (1) "supplemental labor" from an

outside contractor, (2) as a term employee (ie 2 years), or (3) as full time

employee. The "supplemental labor" concept is no more than an meat market

where an agency supplies people for open positions. These individuals are

not your employees but you are subject to labor contract agreements.

The term limit status applies to those employees that have fixed time limits

(ie. annual, 2yr) with renewable contracts. The advantage of this concept is

that people can be let go or added as the economy/ funding changes.

Regardless of whatever concept you choose, it winds up as a HR problem. As a

result, I would check with them first to see what options exist for your

facility.

Al Jin, BSO, CBSP, IH, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

(v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

jin2@llnl.gov

I have a question for the list.  Do any of you do post-offer, pre-employment

physical exams and is the offer contingent on the successful passing of the

exam?  Would you allow an insulin dependent diabetic to work in your BSL-3

or ABSL-3 as a research tech?  We have not developed these pre-employment

screening exams yet and did not find out until too late the employee had an

insulin pump.  We may have to find work elsewher for them but I am not

inclined to let them in the ABSL-3.  I am concerend about many issues that

could occur like dizzyness from not having insulin blood levels correct,

breaks in the skin etc, and the assoctaied risks for other employees as well

if this person has an episode.  BTW we have many select agents in our

facility that this person would have to work with.

Does anyone have written guidelines on this? Thanks so much for any info.
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Finucane, Marcia" <mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU>

Subject:      autoclaves & transgenic plants

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3810F.FAA9A2A2"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C3810F.FAA9A2A2

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello All:

I have a question from some folks working with transgenic plants.  They

are designing new greenhouses and wondered about the autoclave they

should use for inactivation of seeds and destruction of plants.  They

want to obtain a gravity displacement autoclave but wondered about "red

bag waste" disposal.  I can't imagine that any of their waste would need

incineration, which is what "red bag" indicates on our campus.

Autoclaving (with proper validation) in a clear or orange bag and

disposal in the usual trash should be sufficient.  Their concern is with

potential pharmaceuticals derived from plants.  They asked that I poll

some other institutions and some pharmaceutical companies to determine

the common practice.  Comments anyone?

Sincerely,

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787
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Date:         Mon, 22 Sep 2003 10:14:35 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      CDC Repository

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C38113.DA092520"

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_01C38113.DA092520

Content-Type: text/plain

Has anyone heard that the CDC has a repository where institutions can store

samples of SATs, if necessary, during the registration process?  If so,

please provide any details you have or name of a contact at the CDC.  Please

contact me directly via e-mail or by phone.

Thanks,

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.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:         "Verduin, Dick" <Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL>

Subject:      Re: autoclaves & transgenic plants

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C38114.3F9DDF8E"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C38114.3F9DDF8E

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Marcia,

Wageningen University (WU) deals mainly with plant pathogens/quarantine =

organisms (PP/QO) and/or biological agents (BA, genetically modified or =

not) in combination with plants (gentically modified or not) and we do =

autoclave plant material, soils and materials that have been in contact =

with PP/QA or BA.

Our counterparts in Wageningen University and Research center =

(Wageningen UR), the research institutes, working with the same =

organisms and plants incinerate plants and soil.

You have to make your own calculations to find which one is most cost =

effective for your institute. Autoclaving is quite an investment in =

equipment and man hours.

Hope this information is helpful. Otherwise contact me off list.

with regards

Dick Verduin

Biological Safety Officer

-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

Wageningen University (WU)

Laboratory of Virology

Binnenhaven 11

6709 PD Wageningen

The Netherlands

Building number 504

Telephone +31.317.483093

Facsimile +31.317.484820

E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

-------------------------------------------------------------------

-----Original Message-----

From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

Sent: maandag 22 september 2003 15:47

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: autoclaves & transgenic plants

Hello All:

I have a question from some folks working with transgenic plants.  They =

are designing new greenhouses and wondered about the autoclave they =

should use for inactivation of seeds and destruction of plants.  They =

want to obtain a gravity displacement autoclave but wondered about "red =

bag waste" disposal.  I can't imagine that any of their waste would need =

incineration, which is what "red bag" indicates on our campus.  =

Autoclaving (with proper validation) in a clear or orange bag and =

disposal in the usual trash should be sufficient.  Their concern is with =

potential pharmaceuticals derived from plants.  They asked that I poll =

some other institutions and some pharmaceutical companies to determine =

the common practice.  Comments anyone?

Sincerely,

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bruce Kelly <brucek@CHASTAINSKILLMAN.COM>

Subject:      Re: PAPRs

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Good Morning,

Madeline you're reading it correctly.

In any workplace where respirators are necessary or are required by the

employer, a written respiratory protection program is required. About

the only thing that using a PAPR gets you out of is the fit-testing

requirement and that's only if it's not a tight fitting facepiece, i.e.

a hood.

Bruce

Bruce D. Kelly, CIH, CSP, CBSP, SM(NRM)

Senior Industrial Hygienist

Chastain Skillman, Inc.

2917 W. SR 434, Suite 111

Longwood, FL 32779

Office 407-862-5000

Mobile 321-331-1278

Fax 407-862-5007

bkelly@chastainskillman.com

>>> Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU 09/17/03 02:21PM >>>

The way we read the regulations, use of PAPRs requires a respiratory

protection program.

Do I need to have a talk with our Industrial Hygienist??

:-)

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: William Coates [mailto:wcoates@HR.UMSMED.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, September 17, 2003 11:57 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: PAPRs

Here at UMC, the investigators in the BL-3 TB lab use paprs.  This is

done mainly to avoid having to comply with the respirartor standard.

Also, papr's are generally more comfortable to wear for extended periods

of time.

We are purchasing enough paprs to equip the emergancy department

decontamination team also.  BAsically, the same reasons apply.  I'm lazy

and don't want to deal with the paperwork involved with a respiratory

protection program.

Bill

William E. Coates, CBSP, CHSP

Biological/Chemical Safety Officer

Emergency Management Coordinator

Department of Risk Management

University of MS Medical Center

(601) 984-1981

(601) 984-1988 fax

>>> dinas@LANL.GOV 09/17/03 12:38PM >>>

All:  For those of you using PAPRs, could you provide some information

on

why and how you use them?

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear
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From:         Tina Charbonneau <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

Subject:      Infectious agents and 3H usage

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

An inquiry involving the use of 3H incorporation assays and potentially =

infectious cells.

We have a lab that is set up for 3H incorporation assays.   Typically the =

assays involve the use of non infectious cells.   An investigator would =

like to conduct studies  on mice who have experimentally induced infections=

 i.e influenza,  MHV68 or sendai?  

1)  The effluent from the harvester may now contain some virus,  if bleach =

or some similar disinfectant is added to the waste reservoir  will this be =

sufficient for decontamination and then the waste is treated only  as =

radioactive waste. 

2)  Also a disinfectant  run through the harvester would handle any =

residual cells/infectious particles. 

3)  If all staff who use this area follow standard safety protocols for =

working with isotopes and infectious agents,  could this arrangement =

work?

I am reluctant to set up another isotope area for what may be only a few =

studies.   Am I missing anything in this approach? 

If you have a similar set up or can comment on what may be other alternativ=

es,  I would appreciate the advice.

Tina Charbonneau,

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

100 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12980

518-891-3080 x372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.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:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hi All..

Has anyone perchance come up with a template/form/checklist for lab

security procedure planning/risk assessment?

I'm working on one now so any input would be greatly appreciated!

Thanks,

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 22 Sep 2003 13:03:23 -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:      IAQ question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Those involved with IAQ issues,

I am sending this note to see if any of the listserve members might have

some suggestions for the particular situation that is puzzeling us.

We have an historic house on campus that has been used for years as an

administrative building and in the past year or so, the occupants have

not been able to maintain plants in office spaces or hallways (either

personal plants or office-purchased plants) without them turning yellow

and/or drying up/wilting  in days after being placed in the building.

Our nursery personnel have looked repeatedly at the plants to ensure it

is not some infestation or that they are not being properly cared for.

There is actually a plant service that provides routine maintenance of

the plants and the service person has been very upset that she might be

perceived as not doing her job properly.  The possibility that it could

be a natural gas leak was dismissed because there is not gas to the

building and no lines (gas can affect plants in this way). The indoor

air has been checked for temperature, humidity,CO, CO2, hydrocarbons,

ozone levels and found to be not out of the ordinary.

The plant situation appeared to be better during the summer, but it has

become more evident again this fall.  The building is air-conditioned

and therefore was not more opened up during the summer than during the

rest of the year.

Plants placed in the building last Friday by our nursery personnel have

been affected already today (Mon).

No one is complaining about human symptoms, but there is somewhat of a

minor level of hysteria that if the plants are dying, how are the human

occupants being affected.

Have any of you had any similar situation or do you have any ideas about

what the source of the problem could be?  I would appreciate any ideas.

Thanks.

Don Robasser

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 22 Sep 2003 13:30:16 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

Subject:      Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

We just had our site CDC inspection and they really like ours send me an

email and I forward a copy to you.

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 11:52 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

Hi All..

Has anyone perchance come up with a template/form/checklist for lab security

procedure planning/risk assessment?

I'm working on one now so any input would be greatly appreciated!

Thanks,

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 22 Sep 2003 14:57:30 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hull, MC" <mchull@AQS.COM>

Subject:      Re: IAQ question
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YW4gaWFxIGlzc3VlIG9uIGJpb3NhZnR5IGxpc3Qgc2Vydi4gY2FuIHlvdSBpbWFnaW5lPw0KDQoJ

LS0tLS1PcmlnaW5hbCBNZXNzYWdlLS0tLS0gDQoJRnJvbTogQSBCaW9zYWZldHkgRGlzY3Vzc2lv

biBMaXN0IG9uIGJlaGFsZiBvZiBEb25hbGQgRy4gUm9iYXNzZXIgDQoJU2VudDogTW9uIDkvMjIv

MjAwMyAxOjAzIFBNIA0KCVRvOiBCSU9TQUZUWUBNSVRWTUEuTUlULkVEVSANCglDYzogDQoJU3Vi

amVjdDogSUFRIHF1ZXN0aW9uDQoJDQoJDQoJIA0KDQo=
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Date:         Mon, 22 Sep 2003 15:29:55 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: IAQ question
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Hi MC,

A tad more info may be helpfl. :)

Richie

Biosafty List Owner

>From: "Hull, MC" <mchull@AQS.COM>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: IAQ question

>Date: Mon, 22 Sep 2003 14:57:30 -0400

>

>an iaq issue on biosafty list serv. can you imagine?

>

>       -----Original Message-----

>       From: A Biosafety Discussion List on behalf of Donald G. Robasser

>       Sent: Mon 9/22/2003 1:03 PM

>       To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>       Cc:

>       Subject: IAQ question

>

>

>

>
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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 MacCormick <Robert.MacCormick@OLIN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IAQ question
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Water?

-----Original Message-----

From: Donald G. Robasser [mailto:robasser@PRINCETON.EDU]

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 1:03 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: IAQ question

Those involved with IAQ issues,

I am sending this note to see if any of the listserve members might have

some suggestions for the particular situation that is puzzeling us. We

have an historic house on campus that has been used for years as an

administrative building and in the past year or so, the occupants have

not been able to maintain plants in office spaces or hallways (either

personal plants or office-purchased plants) without them turning yellow

and/or drying up/wilting  in days after being placed in the building.

Our nursery personnel have looked repeatedly at the plants to ensure it

is not some infestation or that they are not being properly cared for.

There is actually a plant service that provides routine maintenance of

the plants and the service person has been very upset that she might be

perceived as not doing her job properly.  The possibility that it could

be a natural gas leak was dismissed because there is not gas to the

building and no lines (gas can affect plants in this way). The indoor

air has been checked for temperature, humidity,CO, CO2, hydrocarbons,

ozone levels and found to be not out of the ordinary. The plant

situation appeared to be better during the summer, but it has become

more evident again this fall.  The building is air-conditioned and

therefore was not more opened up during the summer than during the rest

of the year. Plants placed in the building last Friday by our nursery

personnel have been affected already today (Mon). No one is complaining

about human symptoms, but there is somewhat of a minor level of hysteria

that if the plants are dying, how are the human occupants being

affected. Have any of you had any similar situation or do you have any

ideas about what the source of the problem could be?  I would appreciate

any ideas. Thanks. Don Robasser
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IAQ question

In-Reply-To:  <3F6F2B5B.C7080F94@princeton.edu>
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Don,

We put our collective heads together in a lunch email discussion and while

we really have no clue.. here are some possible suggestions

It could be mites. They say they checked for infestation but it could be

hard to see. Paper mites that come in with reams of paper could potentially

inhabit plant niches. They are smaller than aphids. I did visit an office

once where the occupant's itching skin and allergies were due to handling

of paper with minute-size mites. And I once inspected a pizzeria where the

baker had itch from flour mites that could only be clearly seen with a

magnifying glass.

They say they checked temperature and RH but they do not mention what they

accepted. RH should be 30-60%.

Old historic home--any creosote residues from coal heating days? Some oily

mists used to be used as a insulation of the inner walls behind plaster. I

once visited an old apartment complex in Manhattan where they had minor

off-gasing of creosote-like vapors from insulation and it was enough to

drive the occupants nuts even though the levels were less than 1 ppm.

Lead paint on old radiators?

Blasting sunlight at this location? Old thick window panes with

amplification effect?

Excessive and stinky furniture polish on old panelled walls and stairs?

What cleaning products are used?

Maybe there is something wrong with the building's water and the watering

is causing the problem, not the air. What kind of old pipes?

At 01:03 PM 9/22/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>Those involved with IAQ issues,

>I am sending this note to see if any of the listserve members might have

>some suggestions for the particular situation that is puzzeling us.

>We have an historic house on campus that has been used for years as an

>administrative building and in the past year or so, the occupants have

>not been able to maintain plants in office spaces or hallways (either

>personal plants or office-purchased plants) without them turning yellow

>and/or drying up/wilting  in days after being placed in the building.

>Our nursery personnel have looked repeatedly at the plants to ensure it

>is not some infestation or that they are not being properly cared for.

>There is actually a plant service that provides routine maintenance of

>the plants and the service person has been very upset that she might be

>perceived as not doing her job properly.  The possibility that it could

>be a natural gas leak was dismissed because there is not gas to the

>building and no lines (gas can affect plants in this way). The indoor

>air has been checked for temperature, humidity,CO, CO2, hydrocarbons,

>ozone levels and found to be not out of the ordinary.

>The plant situation appeared to be better during the summer, but it has

>become more evident again this fall.  The building is air-conditioned

>and therefore was not more opened up during the summer than during the

>rest of the year.

>Plants placed in the building last Friday by our nursery personnel have

>been affected already today (Mon).

>No one is complaining about human symptoms, but there is somewhat of a

>minor level of hysteria that if the plants are dying, how are the human

>occupants being affected.

>Have any of you had any similar situation or do you have any ideas about

>what the source of the problem could be?  I would appreciate any ideas.

>Thanks.

>Don Robasser

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.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:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Fw: IAQ question
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A response from our IAQ expert.

Mike Durham

LSU

----- Original Message -----

From: "Tom Walsh" <twalsh@lsu.edu>

To: "Mike Durham" <mdurham@lsu.edu>

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 3:12 PM

Subject: RE: IAQ question

> My first thought is that they can't get things to grow and we can't seem

to

> stop things from growing indoors.

>

> Other than the normal variables associated with plant growth which appear

to

> have been adequately examined, the only routine variable not mentioned is

> "Light"--has anyone checked illumination? Are they dependent on

fluorescent

> lighting or natural sunlight?

>

> Assuming that all normal conditions are adequate for plant growth and

there

> is no disease, reason dictates that the problem would be another type of

> environmental factor.  Does the building receive regular treatment for

pest

> control? What is the frequency of treatment and how and where is it

applied?

> There are so many variables to consider it's hard to say where to start,

but

> I would closely examine anything related to this building that has changed

> over the past year starting with maintenance records.

>

>

>

>
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IAQ question
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Plants can be hard to interpret re: IAQ....for one thing they are very

sensitive to certain cleaners and rug shampoos, and off-gassing of

building materials. Another problem is light....one would think that

being in an illuminated office they would get enough light, but direct

sunlight for a short period is needed by many plants, which don't do as

well without sunlight. Humidity is the biggest factor I have

found...while doing IAQ's...good correlation between low humidity and

brown plants...especially in locations where you have 100 %in / 100%

out!!

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM]

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 3:30 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: IAQ question

Hi MC,

A tad more info may be helpfl. :)

Richie

Biosafty List Owner

>From: "Hull, MC" <mchull@AQS.COM>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: IAQ question

>Date: Mon, 22 Sep 2003 14:57:30 -0400

>

>an iaq issue on biosafty list serv. can you imagine?

>

>       -----Original Message-----

>       From: A Biosafety Discussion List on behalf of Donald G.

Robasser

>       Sent: Mon 9/22/2003 1:03 PM

>       To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>       Cc:

>       Subject: IAQ question

>

>

>

>
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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 Kiley <Michael.Kiley@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: BSL2 & BSL3 Large Animal Research Facilities Locations?
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Biosafety Group,

I am Dr. Kiley's assistant here at USDA, ARS, Homeland Security.  I am

looking for a list of BSL2 & BSL3 Large Animal Research Facilities

Locations.  Would any of you know where I could obtain this information.

The information is needed for possible consideration in future

collaborative research where we would not be using our facilities.

Thank you

Alice R. Frazier, Program Assistant

USDA, ARS, Homeland Security

Biosafety/Biocontainment Unit

5601 Sunnyside Ave.. 2-1110

Beltsville, MD 20705-5138

(301) 504-4764  fax: (301) 504-5002

Email:  arf@ars.usda.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 22 Sep 2003 16:09:41 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Mattox, Brent S" <bsmattox@TAMU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IAQ question
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We had a similar problem in one building at A&M, but the problem turned =

out to be strictly related to humidity. To keep the leaves from =

yellowing on a spathaphyllum (pardon the spelling) the plant required =

misting the leaves daily. It is doing fine, and in fact is now too large =

for the room. The occupant states that if misting stops for even a few =

days, the plant starts wilting and the leaves start turning brown on the =

end, yellowing, etc. You noted the problem was less severe in the =

summer, which could be due to higher moisture content in the air. When =

the heat kicks on in the winter the air becomes drier. Apparently, at =

least in the case of our plant, the 40% humidity was insufficient for it =

to survive without leaf misting. In the winter, humidity in some =

buildings will drop to 20%, desert conditions.

This may not be your problem, but thought this might help. This useless =

trivia brought to you by a CIH with an undergraduate degree in Botany.

Sincerely,

Brent S. Mattox, CIH

Texas A&M University

-----Original Message-----

From: Donald G. Robasser [mailto:robasser@PRINCETON.EDU]

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 12:03 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: IAQ question

Those involved with IAQ issues,

I am sending this note to see if any of the listserve members might have

some suggestions for the particular situation that is puzzeling us.

We have an historic house on campus that has been used for years as an

administrative building and in the past year or so, the occupants have

not been able to maintain plants in office spaces or hallways (either

personal plants or office-purchased plants) without them turning yellow

and/or drying up/wilting  in days after being placed in the building.

Our nursery personnel have looked repeatedly at the plants to ensure it

is not some infestation or that they are not being properly cared for.

There is actually a plant service that provides routine maintenance of

the plants and the service person has been very upset that she might be

perceived as not doing her job properly.  The possibility that it could

be a natural gas leak was dismissed because there is not gas to the

building and no lines (gas can affect plants in this way). The indoor

air has been checked for temperature, humidity,CO, CO2, hydrocarbons,

ozone levels and found to be not out of the ordinary.

The plant situation appeared to be better during the summer, but it has

become more evident again this fall.  The building is air-conditioned

and therefore was not more opened up during the summer than during the

rest of the year.

Plants placed in the building last Friday by our nursery personnel have

been affected already today (Mon).

No one is complaining about human symptoms, but there is somewhat of a

minor level of hysteria that if the plants are dying, how are the human

occupants being affected.

Have any of you had any similar situation or do you have any ideas about

what the source of the problem could be?  I would appreciate any ideas.

Thanks.

Don Robasser

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 22 Sep 2003 14:32:07 -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: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)
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I you would send me the checklist, I would appreciate it.

Yours in safety,

Mark J. Grushka, M.S., CSP

Biosafety Officer

University of Arizona

Office of the Vice President for Research and Graduate Studies

1230 North Park, #205

P.O. Box 210420

Tucson, Arizona 85721-0420

(520) 621-5279 office

(520) 621-6159 fax

mgrushka@u.arizona.edu

http://www.ibc.arizona.edu

----- Original Message -----

From: "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 11:30 AM

Subject: Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

> We just had our site CDC inspection and they really like ours send me an

> email and I forward a copy to you.

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

> Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 11:52 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

>

>

> Hi All..

>

> Has anyone perchance come up with a template/form/checklist for lab

security

> procedure planning/risk assessment?

>

> I'm working on one now so any input would be greatly appreciated!

>

> Thanks,

>

> Kath

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.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:         "Zuckerman, Mark" <Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM>

Subject:      Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Please send a template. Thanks

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Sharpe, Debra [mailto:sharpe@SRI.ORG]

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 11:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

We just had our site CDC inspection and they really like ours send me an

email and I forward a copy to you.

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 11:52 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

Hi All..

Has anyone perchance come up with a template/form/checklist for lab =

security

procedure planning/risk assessment?

I'm working on one now so any input would be greatly appreciated!

Thanks,

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 23 Sep 2003 06:52:57 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

MIME-version: 1.0
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Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Maybe this could be sent out to the list.

Regards,

Barry Cohen TKT

Mark Grushka wrote:

> I you would send me the checklist, I would appreciate it.

>

> Yours in safety,

>

> Mark J. Grushka, M.S., CSP

> Biosafety Officer

> University of Arizona

> Office of the Vice President for Research and Graduate Studies

> 1230 North Park, #205

> P.O. Box 210420

> Tucson, Arizona 85721-0420

> (520) 621-5279 office

> (520) 621-6159 fax

> mgrushka@u.arizona.edu

> http://www.ibc.arizona.edu

> ----- Original Message -----

> From: "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

> To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 11:30 AM

> Subject: Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

>

> > We just had our site CDC inspection and they really like ours send me an

> > email and I forward a copy to you.

> >

> > -----Original Message-----

> > From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

> > Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 11:52 AM

> > To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> > Subject: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

> >

> >

> > Hi All..

> >

> > Has anyone perchance come up with a template/form/checklist for lab

> security

> > procedure planning/risk assessment?

> >

> > I'm working on one now so any input would be greatly appreciated!

> >

> > Thanks,

> >

> > Kath

> >

> > **********************************************

> > Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> > Biological Safety Professional

> > Office of Research Safety

> > Northwestern University

> > NG-71 Technological Institute

> > 2145 Sheridan Road

> > Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> > Phone: (847) 491-4387

> > Fax: (847) 467-2797

> > Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> > **********************************************
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Date:         Tue, 23 Sep 2003 07:18:04 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

Subject:      Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)
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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_01C381CC.BAD427C2

Content-Type: text/plain

-----Original Message-----

From: Mark Grushka [mailto:mgrushka@U.ARIZONA.EDU]

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 4:32 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

I you would send me the checklist, I would appreciate it.

Yours in safety,

Mark J. Grushka, M.S., CSP

Biosafety Officer

University of Arizona

Office of the Vice President for Research and Graduate Studies 1230 North

Park, #205 P.O. Box 210420 Tucson, Arizona 85721-0420

(520) 621-5279 office

(520) 621-6159 fax

mgrushka@u.arizona.edu

http://www.ibc.arizona.edu

----- Original Message -----

From: "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 11:30 AM

Subject: Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

> We just had our site CDC inspection and they really like ours send me

> an email and I forward a copy to you.

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

> Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 11:52 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

>

>

> Hi All..

>

> Has anyone perchance come up with a template/form/checklist for lab

security

> procedure planning/risk assessment?

>

> I'm working on one now so any input would be greatly appreciated!

>

> Thanks,

>

> Kath

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> **********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 23 Sep 2003 07:19:13 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

Subject:      Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_000_01C381CC.E439A85D"

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_01C381CC.E439A85D

Content-Type: text/plain

-----Original Message-----

From: Zuckerman, Mark [mailto:Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM]

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 5:28 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

Please send a template. Thanks

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Sharpe, Debra [mailto:sharpe@SRI.ORG]

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 11:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

We just had our site CDC inspection and they really like ours send me an

email and I forward a copy to you.

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 11:52 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

Hi All..

Has anyone perchance come up with a template/form/checklist for lab security

procedure planning/risk assessment?

I'm working on one now so any input would be greatly appreciated!

Thanks,

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 23 Sep 2003 08:21:27 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Daryl Rowe <drowe@ESD.UGA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Please send a checklist.  Thanks.  Have a biologically safe day

Daryl E. Rowe, DrPH

Office of Biosafety

Environmental Safety Division

The University of Georgia

Athens, GA 30602-8002

(706) 542-0112

-----Original Message-----

From: Sharpe, Debra [mailto:sharpe@SRI.ORG]

Sent: Tuesday, September 23, 2003 8:18 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

-----Original Message-----

From: Mark Grushka [mailto:mgrushka@U.ARIZONA.EDU]

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 4:32 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

I you would send me the checklist, I would appreciate it.

Yours in safety,

Mark J. Grushka, M.S., CSP

Biosafety Officer

University of Arizona

Office of the Vice President for Research and Graduate Studies 1230 =

North

Park, #205 P.O. Box 210420 Tucson, Arizona 85721-0420

(520) 621-5279 office

(520) 621-6159 fax

mgrushka@u.arizona.edu

http://www.ibc.arizona.edu

----- Original Message -----

From: "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 11:30 AM

Subject: Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

> We just had our site CDC inspection and they really like ours send me

> an email and I forward a copy to you.

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

> Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 11:52 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

>

>

> Hi All..

>

> Has anyone perchance come up with a template/form/checklist for lab

security

> procedure planning/risk assessment?

>

> I'm working on one now so any input would be greatly appreciated!

>

> Thanks,

>

> Kath

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> **********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 23 Sep 2003 08:07:18 -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:      Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

In-Reply-To:  <002901c38150$f9061cc0$d25ac480@ibc.arizona.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

I'd like a copy as well.

--

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:         Tue, 23 Sep 2003 07:57:53 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Wei Weng Leong <wwleong@SINGAPORE.COM>

Subject:      SARS Investigation Report

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Disposition: inline

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

MIME-Version: 1.0

The report by the Expert Panel on the Lab acquired SARS is now out in the

Singapore government website:

http://www.sars.gov.sg/index.html

Latest on the new Sars case (23 Sep)

A 11-member Review Panel led by Dr Anthony Della-Porta, a WHO biosafety expert,

has completed its investigation on (a) epidemiologic data on the SARS case and

(b) biosafety requirements and practices at laboratories in Singapore.

For more details, please read:

Press Release from the Ministry of Health (23 Sep)

Investigation Report (pdf file)

--

__________________________________________________________

Sign-up for your own personalized E-mail at Mail.com

http://www.mail.com/?sr=signup

CareerBuilder.com has over 400,000 jobs. Be smarter about your job search

http://corp.mail.com/careers

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 23 Sep 2003 09:16:48 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

Debra,  I'm sure I'm not alone here in saying a big THANK YOU for sharing =

your biosecurity plan.  That demonstrates what this list is all about.

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

>>> sharpe@SRI.ORG 09/23/03 08:19AM >>>

-----Original Message-----

From: Zuckerman, Mark [mailto:Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM]

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 5:28 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

Please send a template. Thanks

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Sharpe, Debra [mailto:sharpe@SRI.ORG]

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 11:30 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

We just had our site CDC inspection and they really like ours send me an

email and I forward a copy to you.

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Monday, September 22, 2003 11:52 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

Hi All..

Has anyone perchance come up with a template/form/checklist for lab =

security

procedure planning/risk assessment?

I'm working on one now so any input would be greatly appreciated!

Thanks,

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 23 Sep 2003 09:31:49 -0400

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: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

In-Reply-To:  <p06002006bb95e7ea49c5@[130.127.13.30]>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

Meeee too!

Jairo Betancourt, RBP

Laboratory Safety Specialist

(305) 243-3400 Fax : (305) 243-3272

E-mail: jairob@miami.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Robin Newberry

Sent: Tuesday, September 23, 2003 8:07 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

I'd like a copy as well.

--

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:         Tue, 23 Sep 2003 08:46:09 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

In-Reply-To:  <p06002006bb95e7ea49c5@[130.127.13.30]>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hi All..

I received a few checklists from people (thanks so much!) which pretty much

matched my own.. hopefully I will finish up by the end of the week and when

I have a final product I will post to the list

Kath

At 08:07 AM 9/23/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>I'd like a copy as well.

>--

>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/

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 23 Sep 2003 09:51:02 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      FW: SA lab security (section 73.11 of 42 CFR)

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_oIvw+jZKtqoBSFalJ4ohSw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_oIvw+jZKtqoBSFalJ4ohSw)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Give this a try...I have sent only one submission to the USDA so I have

no input to date. Since we only will have three to four active labs, I

elected to do it case by case.

Phil

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 23 Sep 2003 09:03:27 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Wei Weng Leong <wwleong@SINGAPORE.COM>

Subject:      SARS Investigation Report

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Disposition: inline

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

MIME-Version: 1.0

The report by the Expert Panel on a case of Lab acquired SARS is now out in the

Singapore government website:

http://www.sars.gov.sg/index.html

Latest on the new Sars case (23 Sep)

A 11-member Review Panel led by Dr Anthony Della-Porta, a WHO

biosafety expert, has completed its investigation on (a)

epidemiologic data on the SARS case and (b) biosafety requirements

and practices at laboratories in Singapore.

For more details, please read:

Press Release from the Ministry of Health (23 Sep)

Investigation Report (pdf file)

--

__________________________________________________________

Sign-up for your own personalized E-mail at Mail.com

http://www.mail.com/?sr=signup

CareerBuilder.com has over 400,000 jobs. Be smarter about your job search

http://corp.mail.com/careers

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 23 Sep 2003 09:39:42 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Robert Hashimoto <bobhash@GENE.COM>

Organization: Genentech, Inc.

Subject:      Re: IAQ question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------DAE340E8FDD5BFD57A7732BE"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------DAE340E8FDD5BFD57A7732BE

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Here are the slides:

"Hull, MC" wrote:

> an iaq issue on biosafty list serv. can you imagine?

>

>         -----Original Message-----

>         From: A Biosafety Discussion List on behalf of Donald G. Robasser

>         Sent: Mon 9/22/2003 1:03 PM

>         To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>         Cc:

>         Subject: IAQ question

>

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 23 Sep 2003 16:07:44 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Julie A [EH&S]" <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: RECEIVING Biological Material

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

It will be posted on our web site in the next week or so =

(http://www.ehs.iastate.edu/)

-----Original Message-----

From: Andy Glode [mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2003 11:08 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: RECEIVING Biological Material

Julie, I would love to see a copy of the pamphlet you send out. Is it =

posted

on your website?

Andy Glode

University of New Hampshire

-----Original Message-----

From: Johnson, Julie A [EH&S] [mailto:jajohns@IASTATE.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2003 11:32 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: RECEIVING Biological Material

One thing we have tried in an effort to be proactive in educating those =

who

send things to our Veterinary Diagnostic Lab, we (EH&S) worked with them =

to

develop an informational pamphlet that they send out to all of their

customers.  The goal is to decrease the number of packages received that

cause a hazard to the Diagnostic Lab staff, and to share knowledge we =

have

about regulations that the shippers (often small veterinary clinics) may

honestly not be aware of, in order to help them be in compliance as =

well.

We consider this to be an added customer service that also benefits the

university staff in the long run.  In addition, we have coordinated with =

our

university Extension department to present some ICN training on shipping

regulations for field veterinarians and others.

Because leaky package can pose a danger and effort for the Diagnostic =

Lab

staff, they do also charge a leaky package fee as an additional =

deterrent

for those who ignore the friendlier approach.

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

A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> writes:

>Most of the talk surrounding the shipment of biological materials seems

>to place the onus on the shipper, but I have seen little in terms of =

the

>responsibilities of the receiver. Our select agent lab in particular =

does

>more receiving than shipping, probably 100:1 or more, and we have seen

>some VERY poorly and improperly shipped items (in a lot of cases this =

is

>unknown until you open the package...it's "like a box of chocolates, =

you

>never know what you're going to get..."). What is our responsibilities =

in

>cases such as these - do we notify the shipper, notify DOT or some =

other

>agency and what liability do we assume, if any, if we accept the

>package?? Any thoughts?

>

>Jeff Owens

>Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 24 Sep 2003 15:25:15 -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:      Interesting article

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Thought some might find this article interesting:

http://www.biomedcentral.com/news/20030924/02

Mark C.

Saint Louis University

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 25 Sep 2003 11:45:10 +1000

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>

Subject:      Ethidium bromide permeation of 'latex' gloves

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Does anyone have any information /advice on which type of glove affords

the best protection in a bio lab? Much of the work involves running gels

with ethidium bromide as a stain. Non aqueous solvents are rarely

handled - if they are then appropriate non-rubber gloves are used.

There is conflicting advice as to whether ethidium bromide is permeable

through the rubber ('latex') gloves or not. Many university safety

web-sites recommend rubber gloves rather than alternatives such as

nitrile or PVC. Even the Ansell glove Chemical Resistance Guide does not

give recommendation for rubber/ 10% EtBr soln.

What do you recommend? Do you just avoid rubber because of the allergy

risk?

Thanks for your help.

--

 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

UTS CRICOS Provider Code:  00099F

DISCLAIMER

 =======================================================================

This email message and any accompanying attachments may contain

confidential information.  If you are not the intended recipient, do not

read, use, disseminate, distribute or copy this message or attachments.

If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender

immediately and delete this message. Any views expressed in this message

are those of the individual sender, except where the sender expressly,

and with authority, states them to be the views the University of

Technology Sydney. Before opening any attachments, please check them for

viruses and defects.

 =======================================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 25 Sep 2003 09:10:31 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Dinner attachment

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

Strange, I have gotten various emails from you - restaurant suggestions and

a previous RSVP.  Hotmail is a bit flakey but it is free (you get what you

pay for).

Richie

>From: CURT SPEAKER <SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Dinner attachment

>Date: Wed, 24 Sep 2003 15:33:06 -0400

>

>Richie:

>

>I know that you said to respond directly to you, but I have sent 4-5

>emails to your address and they keep coming back "mailbox unavailable".

>

>Please add me to the list of folks for the Biosafty dinner.

>

>thanks

>

>Curt

>

>

>

>Curt Speaker

>Biosafety Officer

>Program Manager

>Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

>6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

>University Park, PA 16802

>(814) 865-6391

>http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 25 Sep 2003 09:19:01 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Ethidium bromide permeation of 'latex' gloves

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

According to the Best Glove website, their N-Dex gloves (thin nitrile) will

provide excellent protection against aqueous solutions of ethidium bromide.

Richie Fink

Wyeth BioPharma

Biosafety Officer & Lab Safety Mngr.

978-247-2233

>From: David Lloyd-Jones <David.Lloyd-Jones@UTS.EDU.AU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Ethidium bromide permeation of 'latex' gloves

>Date: Thu, 25 Sep 2003 11:45:10 +1000

>

>Does anyone have any information /advice on which type of glove affords

>the best protection in a bio lab? Much of the work involves running gels

>with ethidium bromide as a stain. Non aqueous solvents are rarely

>handled - if they are then appropriate non-rubber gloves are used.

>

>There is conflicting advice as to whether ethidium bromide is permeable

>through the rubber ('latex') gloves or not. Many university safety

>web-sites recommend rubber gloves rather than alternatives such as

>nitrile or PVC. Even the Ansell glove Chemical Resistance Guide does not

>give recommendation for rubber/ 10% EtBr soln.

>

>What do you recommend? Do you just avoid rubber because of the allergy

>risk?

>

>Thanks for your help.

>

>--

>  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

>

>

>

>

>UTS CRICOS Provider Code:  00099F

>

>DISCLAIMER

>========================================================================

>This email message and any accompanying attachments may contain

>confidential information.  If you are not the intended recipient, do not

>read, use, disseminate, distribute or copy this message or attachments.

>If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender

>immediately and delete this message. Any views expressed in this message

>are those of the individual sender, except where the sender expressly,

>and with authority, states them to be the views the University of

>Technology Sydney. Before opening any attachments, please check them for

>viruses and defects.

>========================================================================

=========================================================================
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Since there is a discussion of ethidium bromide use...

How are folks disposing of their gels?     We have a difference of opinion =

here and I would  like to know what others are doing.

Please feel free to reply off the list.

Thanks, Tina

Tina Charbonneau,

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

100 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12980

518-891-3080 x372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org
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Robin, here's another posting I ran across...  If "human cell lines" are

included in our Exposure Control Plan, then I guess we need to use it for

all applications.... If it's not in the ECP, it should be added, don't you

think?  That would make this all black and white so we dn't have to keep

pulling our hair out.  thanks

At 03:50 PM 7/24/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>I agree&on the similar considerations that others have profered earlier in

>this discussion. In my training sessions, I tell everyone to treat even

>urine and feces the same as all other OPIM, human body fluids. It is

>consistent with the Universal Practices concept and takes decision-making

>out of people s hands.

>

>Some folks will argue, but as was pointed out, unless you test for every

>known BBP&there may be one there! And the regulation covers all BBP s not

>just HIV, HBV. Somebody could have picked up malaria on a trip, visit a

>dentist and the dentist delivering a block can come down with it after

>unsuccessfully recapping his needle (happened:MMWR).

>

>Simian foamy virus has been found hitch-hiking along with HIV, HTLV, and

>how many of us have SV-40 in us as a result of our polio shots? We don t

>know everything and the condition of everything.

>

>And since everyone uses a BSC for tissue culture anyhow (sound

>familiar??), let s be consistent in our practices&at least in Academic

>Research labs. This approach may be more problematic in BT /

>Pharmaceutical / Production labs and operations. But at least in academic

>labs, researchers should not be whining about the undo rigors of using

>BSL-2! After all it s an autoclave, a sink, a BSC but above all&good

>standard microbiological practice.

>

>I keep quiet, now&..

>

>

>

>Phil Hauck

>

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Mullen, Seth [mailto:smullen@UCSD.EDU]

>Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 3:43 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Established Human Cell Lines

>

>

>

>It is absurd to except feces and urine and not except HeLa cells from the

>Standard.

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

>Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 12:29 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Established Human Cell Lines

>Ask them if they are willing to inject these cells into themselves. When

>OSHA says that with the exception of feces and urine, (and then included

>when contaminated with blood), everything from a human be he live or be he

>dead is considered under the 29 CFR 1910.1030 Bloodborne Pathogens

>Standard to be BloodBorne or OPIM, it has stated that everything from a

>human then is regulated. Not ATCC, not the individual PI can argue that it

>is not regulated. Since BSL-2 is the actual level that OSHA sites in their

>practices section&.most people think it is for only HIV, HBV research&.it

>is for ALL OPIM, and  BloodBorne Agents, then it stands to reason that

>HeLa cells, Daudi, or any other cell line must be handled as OPIM, under

>BSL-2 conditions.

>I hope this helps you. I didn t pull this rabbit out of thin air&this was

>from combing through the Preamble to the BBP Standard, going through the

>interpretive letters etc., and just plain common sense&which isn t common!

>On second thought, don t ask the PI s if they would inject the cells into

>themselves. Remember the European Congress where the discoverers of Vibrio

>presented it as the cause of Cholera?    Hint: Bottoms Up!!

>

>Phil Hauck

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Klenner, James [mailto:jklenner@IUPUI.EDU]

>Sent: Thursday, July 24, 2003 1:42 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Established Human Cell Lines

>

>I would appreciate some input from the group regarding the inclusion or

>exclusion of established human cell cultures from the Bloodborne Pathogen

>Standard. The most recent correspondence on the OSHA website dates back to

>1994. Does anyone have a list of excluded human cell lines or cultures?

>Have you performed verification of exclusion on-site or used verification

>from vendors like ATCC? I just spoke with OSHA Compliance and was told

>they do not recognize vendor verification and would want to see

>institutional verification during an inspection. This came up this morning

>at an IBC meeting. I stated that a protocol using HeLa cells should be BL2

>unless the culture can be documented not to harbor any BBPs. A PI

>countered that ATCC declares them to be BL1. My parry was that cell

>culture is typically performed under BL2 conditions anyway for sterility.

>The PI countered with the "undo" burden of completing a BL2 application

>vs.. a BL1 application. Before inciting yet another fire and pitchfork

>mob, I would really appreciate hearing from others.

>Thanks,

>Jim

>4b9127.gif4b9137.gifJames W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

>Biological Safety Manager

>INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

>Department of Environmental Health & Safety

>620 Union Drive, Room 043

>Indianapolis, IN 46202

>(317) 274-2830

>Fax (317) 278-2158

>

Sue Pedrick, RN, COHN-S

Occupational Health Nurse/Lecturer

101 Edwards Hall

Clemson, SC  29634-0742

Office: (864) 656-5529/656-3076

Pager (864) 460-7728

Fax: (864) 656-7694

Email: spedric@clemson.edu
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I wanted to know if anyone has had any success cryogenically freezing books

or papers for decontamination purposes?

Apparently we have books in the library that were potentially contaminated

with raw sewage after a recent flood incident, and they are not replacable.

There is no noticable mold damage at this time and our Industrial Hygienist

is trying to find an appropriate solution. There is a company is Boston, I

believe called Service Master (?) that claims to complete this process

without damaging the material.

Thanks!

Rebecca Ryan

BU

email: RyanR@BU.edu
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>My apologies to the list --I didn't mean to re-open the thread -- was just

>using archived info from valued colleagues to make a decsion.        (In

>the process it snuck away and went to everyone! )  As you see, everyone's

>input is valued -- and sometimes kept for future reference when

>needed.  My thanks to everyone on the list for the wonderful information

>that you take the time and effort to share with us all.  Sue

Sue Pedrick, RN, COHN-S

Occupational Health Nurse/Lecturer

101 Edwards Hall

Clemson, SC  29634-0742

Office: (864) 656-5529/656-3076

Pager (864) 460-7728

Fax: (864) 656-7694

Email: spedric@clemson.edu
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In a message dated 9/25/03 9:32:19 AM Pacific Daylight Time, ryanr@BU.EDU

writes:

> I wanted to know if anyone has had any success cryogenically freezing books

> or papers for decontamination purposes?

>

> Apparently we have books in the library that were potentially contaminated

> with raw sewage after a recent flood incident, and they are not replacable.

> There is no noticable mold damage at this time and our Industrial Hygienist is

> trying to find an appropriate solution. There is a company is Boston, I

> believe called Service Master (?) that claims to complete this process without

> damaging the material.

>

> Thanks!

>

> Rebecca Ryan

>  BU

>  email: RyanR@BU.edu

>

>

The Getty Institute, among others as I remember, investigated lypholization

of books.  The goal was to sublime water to vapor to preserve papers that had

been wetted.  Water, of course, is needed by moulds and bacteria to grow.  As

far as actually killing the organisms, realize that they are routinely

preserved by cryogenics.  Chances are, lypholization would fit your needs.  If

the

goal really is to kill the organisms, you have lots of options ranging from

alcohol or formaldehyde vapor to irradiation.

-- Jay L. Stern

Applied Biogenics, Inc.
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Rebecca,

Another option might be to use ethylene oxide gas.  Last year we

discovered quite a few lab notebooks that were contaminated with

Minute Virus of Mice (MVM).  We contracted with a local NJ vendor

who loaded an entire pallet load of notebooks (closed and

packaged in open cardboard boxes) in a large chamber into which

EtO was introduced under pressure.  The notebooks were deconed

without any apparent damage done.

Sheldon

ABINC@AOL.COM wrote:

> In a message dated 9/25/03 9:32:19 AM Pacific Daylight Time,

> ryanr@BU.EDU writes:

>

>

>> I wanted to know if anyone has had any success cryogenically

>> freezing books or papers for decontamination purposes?

>>

>> Apparently we have books in the library that were potentially

>> contaminated with raw sewage after a recent flood incident,

>> and they are not replacable. There is no noticable mold

>> damage at this time and our Industrial Hygienist is trying to

>> find an appropriate solution. There is a company is Boston, I

>> believe called Service Master (?) that claims to complete

>> this process without damaging the material.

>>

>> Thanks!

>>

>> Rebecca Ryan

>> BU

>> email: RyanR@BU.edu

>>

>

> The Getty Institute, among others as I remember, investigated

> lypholization of books.  The goal was to sublime water to vapor

> to preserve papers that had been wetted.  Water, of course, is

> needed by moulds and bacteria to grow.  As far as actually

> killing the organisms, realize that they are routinely

> preserved by cryogenics.  Chances are, lypholization would fit

> your needs.  If the goal really is to kill the organisms, you

> have lots of options ranging from alcohol or formaldehyde vapor

> to irradiation.

>

> -- Jay L. Stern

> Applied Biogenics, Inc.
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That would be my advice, since a lot of commercial paper products are

also ETo sterilized, and air washed well.

Phil

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Sheldon Cooper [mailto:sheldon.cooper@BMS.COM]

        Sent: Thursday, September 25, 2003 1:13 PM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Re: Cryogenic Freezing of Papers

        Rebecca,

        Another option might be to use ethylene oxide gas.  Last year we

discovered quite a few lab notebooks that were contaminated with Minute

Virus of Mice (MVM).  We contracted with a local NJ vendor who loaded an

entire pallet load of notebooks (closed and packaged in open cardboard

boxes) in a large chamber into which EtO was introduced under pressure.

The notebooks were deconed without any apparent damage done.

        Sheldon

        ABINC@AOL.COM wrote:

                In a message dated 9/25/03 9:32:19 AM Pacific Daylight

Time, ryanr@BU.EDU writes:

                        I wanted to know if anyone has had any success

cryogenically freezing books or papers for decontamination purposes?

                        Apparently we have books in the library that

were potentially contaminated with raw sewage after a recent flood

incident, and they are not replacable. There is no noticable mold damage

at this time and our Industrial Hygienist is trying to find an

appropriate solution. There is a company is Boston, I believe called

Service Master (?) that claims to complete this process without damaging

the material.

                        Thanks!

                        Rebecca Ryan

                        BU

                        email: RyanR@BU.edu

                The Getty Institute, among others as I remember,

investigated lypholization of books.  The goal was to sublime water to

vapor to preserve papers that had been wetted.  Water, of course, is

needed by moulds and bacteria to grow.  As far as actually killing the

organisms, realize that they are routinely preserved by cryogenics.

Chances are, lypholization would fit your needs.  If the goal really is

to kill the organisms, you have lots of options ranging from alcohol or

formaldehyde vapor to irradiation.

                -- Jay L. Stern

                Applied Biogenics, Inc.
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Hi all,

We have been getting complaints from one office regarding the smell of

animal odors as carts are being removed from one facility to

another.  These are clean mice with no infectious or chemical hazards.  The

office has stated that the smell has made the employees sick.  I haven't

been able to find any regulations regarding animal odors...have any of you

come across any regulations regarding this subject.   Any help would be

greatly appreciated.  Feel free to email me off list.

Delia M. Vieira-Cruz

Lab Safety Officer

Albert Einstein College of Medicine

1300 Morris Park Avenue, Forch 800

Bronx, NY 10461

(718)430-3560

vieira@aecom.yu.edu
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Dear all:

I have an investigator that would like to have Simliki Forest Virus

(SFV) Helper -2 system shipped from another country into the United

States.  I am unfamiliar with this vector system.  Is someone familiar

with the bug?  I've been through the BMBL and Biological Safety,

Principles and Practices and have found that wild-type SFV requires

BSL-3 containment and the commercially available recombinant viral

vector systems based on SFV are considered BSL-2, in general.  I guess

were looking at a PHS permit also?  Getting ready to pull some papers

from the library also.

Thanks for your help!

Mark C.

-----------------------------------------------

Mark J. Cambpell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608    Phone

(314) 268-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu
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Delia:

They're complaining about mice odors?  Try billy goats during breeding

season!  Seriously, though, animal odors are offensive to quite a few

people.  We treat them as IAQ complaints (similar to folks wearing

strong perfumes or colognes or who eat lots of garlic or onions) and try

to eliminate or reduce the odor spreading to the offices.

Would it be possible for the folks to move the animals during times when

the office people are absent (lunch, before or after work)?

For mice, move them immediately after changing the bedding in the cages;

that generally is when odor is at the lowest.  Don't let carts stack up

in the hall.

Check that the HVAC is operating properly.  It's possible that the

office air is recirculated hallway air, thus intensifying the animal

odor.  Perhaps adjust the air balance in the office to positive to

prevent odors from entering from the hall (if the air being provided is

not recirculated hall air).

Then there's always the old tried & true trick of putting a dab of

Vick's VapoRub under the nose; you smell that and nothing else (worked

great when cleaning out chicken coops as a kid).

Terrie

++++All opinions expressed above are my own and not those of USDA, ARS.++++

Delia Vieira-Cruz wrote:

> Hi all,

>

> We have been getting complaints from one office regarding the smell of

> animal odors as carts are being removed from one facility to another.

> These are clean mice with no infectious or chemical hazards.  The

> office has stated that the smell has made the employees sick.  I

> haven't been able to find any regulations regarding animal

> odors...have any of you come across any regulations regarding this

> subject.   Any help would be greatly appreciated.  Feel free to email

> me off list.

>

>

> Delia M. Vieira-Cruz

> Lab Safety Officer

> Albert Einstein College of Medicine

> 1300 Morris Park Avenue, Forch 800

> Bronx, NY 10461

> (718)430-3560

>

> vieira@aecom.yu.edu

>

--

* * * * * *

Terrie Wierenga, CDSO, BSO

USDA-ARS Poisonous Plant Research Laboratory

1150 East 1400 North

Logan, Utah 84341

v:  435-752-2941

f:  435-753-5681

e:  terrie@cc.usu.edu

Visit our websites:  http://www.pprl.usu.edu

PPRL Safety Site:  http://www.usu.edu/pprlsaft

* * * * * *
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Mark;

This system is sold by Invitrogen and is used to express cloned genes in

eucaryotic cells (at BSL2).

Go to www.Invitrogen.com and search the US catalog for it.

Be careful with investigator "sharing". This product was originally marketed

by GIBCO/BRL, now part of Invitrogen. The company used to have some very

stringent patent rules that prevented sharing of this kit outside of the

purchaser/principal investigator's laboratory. I don't know how this relates

to shipping from abroad. I suggest you contact Invitrogen for more up to

date details.

Harriet Izenberg, RBP

Institutional Biosafety Officer

EHRS/UPENN

3160 Chestnut Street, Suite 400

Philadelphia, PA 19104-6287

215.898.6236 (Phone)

215.898.0140 (FAX)

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Mark Campbell

Sent: Thursday, September 25, 2003 2:57 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Simliki Forest Virus??

Dear all:

I have an investigator that would like to have Simliki Forest Virus

(SFV) Helper -2 system shipped from another country into the United

States.  I am unfamiliar with this vector system.  Is someone familiar

with the bug?  I've been through the BMBL and Biological Safety,

Principles and Practices and have found that wild-type SFV requires

BSL-3 containment and the commercially available recombinant viral

vector systems based on SFV are considered BSL-2, in general.  I guess

were looking at a PHS permit also?  Getting ready to pull some papers

from the library also.

Thanks for your help!

Mark C.

-----------------------------------------------

Mark J. Cambpell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608    Phone

(314) 268-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu
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Semliki Forest virus expression system: production of conditionally

infectious recombinant particles.

Berglund P, Sjoberg M, Garoff H, Atkins GJ, Sheahan BJ, Liljestrom P.

Department of Molecular Biology, Karolinska Institute, Novum, Huddinge,

Sweden.

In the recently developed Semliki Forest virus (SFV) DNA expression system,

recombinant RNA encoding the viral replicase, and helper RNA molecules

encoding the structural proteins needed for virus assembly are cotransfected

into cells. Since the helper RNA lacks the sequence needed for its packaging

into nucleocapsids, only recombinant RNAs should be packaged. We have found,

however, that small amounts of replication-proficient SFV particles can

still be produced. Here we describe the construction of a helper variant

with a mutation in the gene encoding the viral spike protein such that its

product cannot undergo normal proteolytic processing to activate viral entry

functions. Hence, the recombinant stock is noninfectious, but may be

activated by cleavage with chymotrypsin. When recombinant virus produced

with the new helper was examined in a variety of assays, including sensitive

animal tests, we were unable to detect any replication-competent SFV

particles. We therefore conclude that this conditional expression system

meets extremely stringent biosafety requirements.

PMID: 7688971 [PubMed - indexed for MEDLINE]

The use of Semliki Forest virus as a viral vector

Description:

Semliki Forest virus (SFV) is a positive-stranded RNA virus of the genus

Alphavirus of the family Togaviridae. Following construction of the first

full-length infectious clone of SFV, a vector system was developed which

induces high-level transient expression of cloned genes in transfected

cells. During the multiplication of SFV, a subgenomic 26S RNA species is

formed which encodes the structural proteins of the virus only, and is a

gene amplification mechanism. In the vector, a foreign gene is inserted into

the infectious clone in this region. Using a vector construct and a helper

clone constructed by deletion of the packaging signal, dual transfection

results in packaging of vector RNA into particles and their subsequent

release from the cell. Packaged particles are infectious and contain RNA

encoding the cloned gene. Although the RNA will be expressed on infection,

progeny particles will not be produced because the packaged vector RNA lacks

the viral structural protein genes. A split helper system has been developed

which increases biosafety by preventing the formation of wild-type virus by

recombination between helper and vector.

SFV vectors have several advantages, including a broad host range, as

vectors to construct new prototype vaccines. Louping ill virus infection of

mice and sheep is being developed as a model to test the efficacy and

biosafety of SFV-based vaccines.

-----Original Message-----

From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, September 25, 2003 11:57 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Simliki Forest Virus??

Dear all:

I have an investigator that would like to have Simliki Forest Virus

(SFV) Helper -2 system shipped from another country into the United

States.  I am unfamiliar with this vector system.  Is someone familiar

with the bug?  I've been through the BMBL and Biological Safety,

Principles and Practices and have found that wild-type SFV requires

BSL-3 containment and the commercially available recombinant viral

vector systems based on SFV are considered BSL-2, in general.  I guess

were looking at a PHS permit also?  Getting ready to pull some papers

from the library also.

Thanks for your help!

Mark C.

-----------------------------------------------

Mark J. Cambpell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608    Phone

(314) 268-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 25 Sep 2003 15:54:45 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Potts, Jeffrey M." <Potts@CUA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Simliki Forest Virus??

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I would recommend taking a look at the USDA website. The organism may =

need a permit from APHIS.

Jeff

-----Original Message-----

From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, September 25, 2003 2:57 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Simliki Forest Virus??

Dear all:

I have an investigator that would like to have Simliki Forest Virus

(SFV) Helper -2 system shipped from another country into the United

States.  I am unfamiliar with this vector system.  Is someone familiar

with the bug?  I've been through the BMBL and Biological Safety,

Principles and Practices and have found that wild-type SFV requires

BSL-3 containment and the commercially available recombinant viral

vector systems based on SFV are considered BSL-2, in general.  I guess

were looking at a PHS permit also?  Getting ready to pull some papers

from the library also.

Thanks for your help!

Mark C.

-----------------------------------------------

Mark J. Cambpell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608    Phone

(314) 268-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 25 Sep 2003 16:33:22 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Cryogenic Freezing of Papers

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

The cyrogenic process is to rid the papers of water, if the materials have

growth, the freeze drying will not necessarily kill the fungi (after all,

freeze-drying is used to preserve many organisms).  Contact the Northeast

Document Conservation Service up in Andover for info regarding recovery of

water damaged paper.  Cargocaire Engineering Corp. of Amesbury, Mass has

mobile freeze dry trucks (they worked on the Boston Library disaster a

number of years ago).

Richie

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: ABINC@AOL.COM

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Cryogenic Freezing of Papers

>Date: Thu, 25 Sep 2003 12:47:43 EDT

>

>In a message dated 9/25/03 9:32:19 AM Pacific Daylight Time, ryanr@BU.EDU

>writes:

>

> > I wanted to know if anyone has had any success cryogenically freezing

>books

> > or papers for decontamination purposes?

> >

> > Apparently we have books in the library that were potentially

>contaminated

> > with raw sewage after a recent flood incident, and they are not

>replacable.

> > There is no noticable mold damage at this time and our Industrial

>Hygienist is

> > trying to find an appropriate solution. There is a company is Boston, I

> > believe called Service Master (?) that claims to complete this process

>without

> > damaging the material.

> >

> > Thanks!

> >

> > Rebecca Ryan

> >  BU

> >  email: RyanR@BU.edu

> >

> >

>

>The Getty Institute, among others as I remember, investigated lypholization

>of books.  The goal was to sublime water to vapor to preserve papers that

>had

>been wetted.  Water, of course, is needed by moulds and bacteria to grow.

>As

>far as actually killing the organisms, realize that they are routinely

>preserved by cryogenics.  Chances are, lypholization would fit your needs.

>If the

>goal really is to kill the organisms, you have lots of options ranging from

>alcohol or formaldehyde vapor to irradiation.

>

>-- Jay L. Stern

>Applied Biogenics, Inc.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 25 Sep 2003 15:54:33 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jill Hyslop-Bohling <jhyslop@UNLNOTES.UNL.EDU>

Subject:      Bubbles

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

I have some questions about the "bio-bubbles" that can be used for BSL3

work.  I know this was discussed earlier, but at the time I didn't think we

would ever consider using these units-so I didn't save the discussions

threads.  My luck.

Are any of you using this type of unit and are you confident with their

containment properties?  Would you recommend a specific manufacturer? I'd

welcome any and all pros and cons.

Thank you,

Jill

Jill Hyslop Bohling

Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

472-5488,  http://ehs.unl.edu

3630 East Campus Loop

Lincoln, NE 68583-0842

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 25 Sep 2003 21:49:04 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Guy Innocente <innocent1@MINDSPRING.COM>

Subject:      Re: Cryogenic Freezing of Papers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_005F_01C383AE.D68822A0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_005F_01C383AE.D68822A0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

MessageHi,

Try calling oout to LA.  You may be able to get some niformatin from the =

fire department.  I went to a seminar several years ago about an office =

building fire in LA, where there was a lot of water damage.  At teh =

seminar they said the process would be to freeze dry the paper article.

Hope this helps.

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: ryanr@BU.EDU

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Thursday, September 25, 2003 12:29 PM

  Subject: Cryogenic Freezing of Papers

  I wanted to know if anyone has had any success cryogenically freezing =

books or papers for decontamination purposes?

  Apparently we have books in the library that were potentially =

contaminated with raw sewage after a recent flood incident, and they are =

not replacable. There is no noticable mold damage at this time and our =

Industrial Hygienist is trying to find an appropriate solution. There is =

a company is Boston, I believe called Service Master (?) that claims to =

complete this process without damaging the material.

  Thanks!

  Rebecca Ryan

  BU

  email: RyanR@BU.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 26 Sep 2003 10:08:19 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Verduin, Dick" <Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL>

Subject:      Re: Cryogenic Freezing of Papers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C38405.58F111F2"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C38405.58F111F2

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Rebecca,

I am not sure whether you just want to freeze/thaw the material to =

kill/reduce the micro-organisms or use freeze-drying technique to remove =

the water.

Freezing effect.

We have an herbarium which a collection of dried plant material, that =

since 1983 is frozen/thawed with a frequency of once per 1,5 year.

Part of the collection is taken from the herbarium,  frozen for 3 days =

at minus 25 C in a special unit/room and then thawed for 3-4 days back =

to room temperature.

Collection is stored at 18 C without extra measures to control humidity.

Although the primary goal is to kill insects, we have never observed any =

fungal or bacterial growth in these past 20 years.

with regards

Dick Verduin

Biological Safety Officer

-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

Wageningen University (WU)

Laboratory of Virology

Binnenhaven 11

6709 PD Wageningen

The Netherlands

Building number 504

Telephone +31.317.483093

Facsimile +31.317.484820

E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

-------------------------------------------------------------------

 -----Original Message-----

From: ryanr@BU.EDU [mailto:ryanr@BU.EDU]

Sent: donderdag 25 september 2003 18:30

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Cryogenic Freezing of Papers

I wanted to know if anyone has had any success cryogenically freezing =

books or papers for decontamination purposes?

Apparently we have books in the library that were potentially =

contaminated with raw sewage after a recent flood incident, and they are =

not replacable. There is no noticable mold damage at this time and our =

Industrial Hygienist is trying to find an appropriate solution. There is =

a company is Boston, I believe called Service Master (?) that claims to =

complete this process without damaging the material.

Thanks!

Rebecca Ryan

BU

email: RyanR@BU.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 26 Sep 2003 08:01:39 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Ives, Janet" <jives@SAFETY.ROCHESTER.EDU>

Subject:      non-human primate handling precautions

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Good morning!

We are in the process of reviewing and updating our non-human primate

handling requirements. Currently we have a policy that requires a certain

rather stringent set of safety precautions for macaques and very few

employee safety precautions for other non-human primates. One suggestion for

improvement was to abolish the differences in employee safety precautions

used for the different groups of non-human primates. Essentially all users

would be required to rise to the most stringent set of precautions currently

in use for macaques. Please note that these precautions are modified to

address any administered experimental agent on a case-by-case basis.

I guess my question is do you have one set of precautions for all your

non-human primates or do you set your baseline handling precautions on the

type of non-human primate?

If anyone would feel comfortable responding off list to me directly, I would

greatly appreciate your input.

Many thanks and Happy Friday!

Janet

Janet M. Ives

Industrial Hygienist

Biosafety Officer, IBC

University of Rochester

Environmental Health & Safety

300 East River Road, room 23

Rochester, New York 14623

Voice: (585) 275-3014 or -3241

Fax: (585) 274-0001

RC Box 278878

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 26 Sep 2003 10:51:17 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Kiley <Michael.Kiley@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Bubbles

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_144A5265.1C7D11E8"

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.

--=_144A5265.1C7D11E8

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Biosafety Group,

We have a Biosafety Officer here at USDA Agriculture Research Service

(contact info listed below) who would like to join the server list.  Can

you provide directions?

Thank You,

Alice Frazier, Program Assistant

ARS, Homeland Security/Biosafety-Biocontainment Unit

Douglas E. Cosby, Biosafety Officer

Richard Russel Research Center

Athens Georgia

dcosby@saa.ars.usda.gov

Tel: (706) 546-3430

>>> jhyslop@UNLNOTES.UNL.EDU 09/25/03 04:54PM >>>

I have some questions about the "bio-bubbles" that can be used for BSL3

work.  I know this was discussed earlier, but at the time I didn't think

we

would ever consider using these units-so I didn't save the discussions

threads.  My luck.

Are any of you using this type of unit and are you confident with their

containment properties?  Would you recommend a specific manufacturer?

I'd

welcome any and all pros and cons.

Thank you,

Jill

Jill Hyslop Bohling

Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

472-5488,  http://ehs.unl.edu

3630 East Campus Loop

Lincoln, NE 68583-0842

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 26 Sep 2003 09:21:59 -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:      PAPRs/HEPA -- filter reuse

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C38441.EE07241E"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C38441.EE07241E

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello

I have a PAPRs 101 question (beginning level)! 

Actually I guess this applies to reusable HEPA filters on any type of =

respirator.

After use in a potentially infectious environment (like working with =

potentially hanta virus infected mice in the field), what do you do with =

the HEPA filter.  It is not clogged so could be re-used, but would =

infectious particles get loose from the filter?  I was once told to =

cover canisters in use with duct tape in-between uses.  Would that do =

anything useful?

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 26 Sep 2003 11:37:36 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: PAPRs/HEPA -- filter reuse

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

Do to the nature of how the HEPA captures particles, it is very unlikely, in

the absence of vigorous mechanical force, for the trapped particles to get

loose.  The only reason that I can think of for covering canisters with duct

tape is to prevent particles from entering the filters and shortening their

life span.

Richie Fink

>From: "Madeline J. Dalrymple" <Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: PAPRs/HEPA -- filter reuse

>Date: Fri, 26 Sep 2003 09:21:59 -0600

>

>Hello

>I have a PAPRs 101 question (beginning level)!

>Actually I guess this applies to reusable HEPA filters on any type of

>respirator.

>

>After use in a potentially infectious environment (like working with

>potentially hanta virus infected mice in the field), what do you do with

>the HEPA filter.  It is not clogged so could be re-used, but would

>infectious particles get loose from the filter?  I was once told to cover

>canisters in use with duct tape in-between uses.  Would that do anything

>useful?

>

>Madeline Dalrymple

>Biological Safety Officer

>Environmental Health and Safety

>University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

>307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 26 Sep 2003 11:45:52 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         CURT SPEAKER <SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: PAPRs/HEPA -- filter reuse

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Madeline:

When I worked in the asbestos abatement field many years ago, that is

what we did --- simply place a piece of duct tape over the air inlet to

the filter.  It works just fine and gets you much more milage out of the

HEPA filter.

hope this helps...

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Program Manager

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 26 Sep 2003 08:51:10 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <funk20@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      New Contact Info

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

I apologize to my fellow BIOSAFTYers for using the list like this but

I can't think of a more effective way to let my friends and

associates know that I am once again gainfully employed (what Kalynn

would call "out of the way") and have new contact numbers.  I can

always be reached at 408-772-4118 and biosafety@comcast.net (home

email) but the following may be more effective:

phone:  925-422-8255

fax:    925-422-5176

email:  funk20@llnl.gov   (Good grief!  Were there really 19 "Funks"

here before me?!)

I'm working as a Biosafety Specialist for the Lawrence Livermore

National Laboratory and will be transitioning into the role of

Institutional Biosafety Officer over the next month or two.

I look forward to seeing you all in Philly and especially at the Oyster House!

-- Glenn

--

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

IH/Biosafety Specialist

Hazards control Department

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 26 Sep 2003 12:13:02 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kim Heard <Kimberly.Heard@YALE.EDU>

Organization: Yale University - Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Subject:      Re: Cryogenic Freezing of Papers

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary=------------7A3DD9BABE84E310BF898BEB

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------7A3DD9BABE84E310BF898BEB

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

 boundary="------------6681C813AC485359A20A0684"

--------------6681C813AC485359A20A0684

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi Rebecca,

Try calling the Beinecke Rare Book and Manuscript Library at Yale

(203-432-2972).  They did some preservation work on water damaged books

after the bomb went off at the Law School this year.  They have a staff

that regularly preserves books and manuscripts in many different states

of disrepair!  Feel free to contact me off-line if you need more info.

Good luck!

Kim

ryanr@BU.EDU wrote:

>  I wanted to know if anyone has had any success cryogenically freezing

> books or papers for decontamination purposes?Apparently we have books

> in the library that were potentially contaminated with raw sewage

> after a recent flood incident, and they are not replacable. There is

> no noticable mold damage at this time and our Industrial Hygienist is

> trying to find an appropriate solution. There is a company is Boston,

> I believe called Service Master (?) that claims to complete this

> process without damaging the material.Thanks!Rebecca RyanBUemail:

> RyanR@BU.edu

=========================================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 26 Sep 2003 12:24:35 -0400

Reply-To:     tleonard@virginia.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "R. Thomas Leonard" <rtl5p@VIRGINIA.EDU>

Organization: Universit;y of Virginia

Subject:      Effluent Tank Limitations

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------29CB64C62456F32969F4E157"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------29CB64C62456F32969F4E157

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

 boundary="------------D42C6000805A38F38E71E93B"

--------------D42C6000805A38F38E71E93B

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Here's an unusual one...

We're in the midst of designing a vivarium that will be used to host

research involving a number of RG3 agents.

NIH Recombinant DNA Guidelines (Appendix Q-II-C-2-h) state the

following: Liquid effluent from containment equipment, sinks, biological

safety cabinets, animal rooms, primary barriers, floor drains, and

sterilizers shall be decontaminated by heat treatment before being

released into the sanitary system.

Accordingly, an effluent treatment tank has been incorporated into the

building's design. The capacity of the tank is suitable for liquids

discharged from the vivarium during normal operations. An astute

observer noted that if the fire suppression system were to activate

(even in an isolated manner), the tank would quickly (e.g. ~15 minutes)

become filled and overflow. Then what? In the current design, the

overflow would eventually upswell into the building via floor drains. We

discussed the risks and considered a variety of options in response to

this "what if" scenario. Overflow could be routed into the sanitary

sewer, or the tank size could be expanded. There are pros and cons to

each.

I volunteered to seek comments from the biosafety community. I'm curious

to learn if others have considered this scenario. And if so, what

measures--if any, were taken.

Thanks in advance,

Tom Leonard

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 26 Sep 2003 11:14:05 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hofherr, Leslie" <leslie@FACNET.UCLA.EDU>

Subject:      FAA Inspection

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

FYI, We were just visited by an FAA inspector. She told us that the FAA is now

gearing inspections toward people who package hazardous materials for

transportation. She visited several clinical sites on campus that ship

diagnostics specimens and visited UCLA Radiation Safety.

She stated that it is OK for me to train/certify the people who ship biological

materials without having to take a class such as the Saf T Pak class unless I

sign the Shippers Declaration for Dangerous Goods. Any one who signs this

document has to have proof of current training.

Leslie Hofherr

UCLA Biosafety

=========================================================================

Date:         Sat, 27 Sep 2003 12:37:23 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Labsafe@AOL.COM

Subject:      Seeking EHS Director Position

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_11b.2875b942.2ca716c3_boundary"

--part1_11b.2875b942.2ca716c3_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Does anyone know of any EHS Director or Manager positions available in

industry, government, or academia?  I've got a superb candidate to whom I would

like

to forward your suggestions.  Please respond directly to me.  Thanks. ... Jim

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 29 Sep 2003 10:52:44 -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:      I have questions about facilty design and operation of a BSL3

              facility

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

I am looking for someone at a university or other academic institution

in the midwest U.S. who would be willing to share information on design

and operation of a BSL3 laboratory at their institution.  What I am

looking for is information on the type of construction and extent at

which the lab was designed to meet the recommendations of the BMBL 4th

ed.  Was the BSL3 lab initially inspected by someone from outside your

insitution to declare that the lab met the BMBL or other criteria?  Is

there a "certification" process for BSL3 lab or are we talking more of a

"meets the recommendations" process?

My email address is "greg.merkle@wright.edu".  I appreciate your help

and willingness to share information.

Greg Merkle

Senior Industrial Hygienist

Wright State University

Dept. Env. Health and Safety

Dayton  OH  45435
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      The Collection of Human Samples in a Laboratory

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Dear Group:

I have a professor who wants to have students collect a small sample of

cells from a few students' inner cheek and then isolate human DNA for the

class to study. The process will be done with a swab that collects saliva

and loose outer cells in a human mouth. The samples will be collected from

five students. The samples will be handled by all of the students in the

class (~15), two teaching assistants, and one professor during the entire

process (from collection to PCR amplification of the DNA, analysis, etc.)

The students do not fall under the OSHA Bloodborne Pathogen Standard but the

two TAs and one professor do (from an employment point of view).

My questions are:

1. What safety/environmental issues should be considered?

2. What recommendations would you offer the professor, students and teaching

assistants in terms of PPE, collection, disposal, etc.?

3. Do you have any other recommendations?

Thanks in advance!

--

David R. Gillum, MS

Laboratory Safety Officer

University of New Hampshire

Environmental Health and Safety

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

Durham, NH  03824

Telephone #: 603-862-0197

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047
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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 <funk20@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: The Collection of Human Samples in a Laboratory

In-Reply-To:  <4F44C51ED1C9D311B761009027DC721818537F63@exch1.unh.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0
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David -

Sounds like an ideal opportunity to begin teaching the concept of

Universal Precautions and establishing a foundation for the safe

handling of human source materials that is based on intelligence and

common sense rather than regulations.  Buccal smears should be

handled as OPIM and discarded appropriately.  The staff is

regulation-bound but the students shouldn't be allowed to think they

can ignore or short-cut safety just because they're not regulated.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

IH/Biosafety Specialist

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

=============================================

>Dear Group:

>

>I have a professor who wants to have students collect a small sample of

>cells from a few students' inner cheek and then isolate human DNA for the

>class to study. The process will be done with a swab that collects saliva

>and loose outer cells in a human mouth. The samples will be collected from

>five students. The samples will be handled by all of the students in the

>class (~15), two teaching assistants, and one professor during the entire

>process (from collection to PCR amplification of the DNA, analysis, etc.)

>

>The students do not fall under the OSHA Bloodborne Pathogen Standard but the

>two TAs and one professor do (from an employment point of view).

>

>

>My questions are:

>

>1. What safety/environmental issues should be considered?

>

>2. What recommendations would you offer the professor, students and teaching

>assistants in terms of PPE, collection, disposal, etc.?

>

>3. Do you have any other recommendations?

>

>

>Thanks in advance!

>

>--

>David R. Gillum, MS

>Laboratory Safety Officer

>

>University of New Hampshire

>Environmental Health and Safety

>11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

>Durham, NH  03824

>Telephone #: 603-862-0197

>Facsimile #: 603-862-0047
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tina Charbonneau <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

Subject:      Re: The Collection of Human Samples in a Laboratory
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I will assume that you will be looking for something generic like =

betaglobin...

Remember to consider the source material if there is  ANY possibility that =

what you might be looking for would have ANY clinical implications make =

certain that the volunteers have been informed and make certain that =

samples have been coded so that no one knows the identity of the DNA.

Just my thoughts...

Tina Charbonneau,

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

100 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12980

518-891-3080 x372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.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:         "Verduin, Dick" <Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL>

Subject:      use of wide biosafety cabinet

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello liste(ne)rs,

This morning we discussed in our biosafety working group in The =

Netherlands the use of a wide biosafety cabinet (1.80 meter) by two =

persons at the same time.

Although we all agreed that this is not acceptable because of possible =

cross-contamination, we like to hear about possible practices in the US =

and if so why it is done.

Are there any labs where they do use double-occupancy and why?

Does anybody know about documented research on cross contamination?

with regards

Dick Verduin

Biological Safety Officer

-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

Wageningen University (WU)

Laboratory of Virology

Binnenhaven 11

6709 PD Wageningen

The Netherlands

Building number 504

Telephone +31.317.483093

Facsimile +31.317.484820

E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

-------------------------------------------------------------------
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Laurence G Mendoza/HSC/VCU <lgmendoz@VCU.EDU>

Subject:      Monkey B PPE

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 004E7DB485256DB1_="

This is a multipart message in MIME format.

--=_alternative 004E7DB485256DB1_=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Good day to all.

I have a question regarding proper gloves needed for handling monkeys that

have been tested positive for Herpesvirus simiae.  Are nitrile gloves good

enough? Or do animal caretakers need something more (ie puncture proof

gloves)?

The CDC Guidelines for Prevention of Herpesvirus Simiae (B virus)

Infection in Monkey Handlers (MMWR, 1987) only states that leather gloves

should be used when restraining  the monkeys.  What about animal

caretakers that don't handle the monkeys but come in reaching distance

from the cages (when they're feeding or cleaning waste), should they be

required to wear puncture proof gloves, or are nitrile (puncture

resistant) gloves good enough?

Also, what about actual animal handlers, people who give injections for

example?  What kind of gloves are recommended that do not impede the

dexterity of the hand, but that also give proper protection when giving an

injection?

Thanks

Larry

*******************************************************************************

Larry Mendoza

Biosafety Inspector

Virginia Commonwealth University

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Chemical-Biological Safety Section

Voice: 804-827-0353

Fax: 804-828-6169

Cell: 804-4004988
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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 <funk20@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: use of wide biosafety cabinet

In-Reply-To:  <808A7A30B87374419772E0403A57DE92B5A51C@scomp0010>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Dick -

I've worked with companies that encourage two people to work

independently and simultaneously in a six-foot biosafety cabinet.  I

always discourage the practice unless the two individuals are working

together on a single operation that requires (or benefits from) more

than two hands.  My main problem with two independent workers is that

it encourages them to use carts and tables placed between them or to

their sides to hold supplies, waste containers, reagents, etc.  This

in turn encourages constant in-and-out arm motions that defeat the

laminarity of the working face airflow, encourage introduction of

contaminants into the cabinet work volume and increase the

possibility of spills or dropped materials.  Since they have "extra"

space available, the operators often blow off the responsibility for

carefully planning the work to be done and the required materials for

that work, all of which should be decontaminated and placed within

the work volume (if possible) prior to the start of the tasks.

And then they grouse about how hard it is to control contamination ...

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biosafety Specialist

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

=====================================

>Hello liste(ne)rs,

>

>This morning we discussed in our biosafety working group in The

>Netherlands the use of a wide biosafety cabinet (1.80 meter) by two

>persons at the same time.

>Although we all agreed that this is not acceptable because of

>possible cross-contamination, we like to hear about possible

>practices in the US and if so why it is done.

>

>Are there any labs where they do use double-occupancy and why?

>Does anybody know about documented research on cross contamination?

>

>with regards

>

>Dick Verduin

>Biological Safety Officer

>

>-------------------------------------------------------------------

>Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

>

>Wageningen University (WU)

>Laboratory of Virology

>Binnenhaven 11

>6709 PD Wageningen

>The Netherlands

>Building number 504

>Telephone +31.317.483093

>Facsimile +31.317.484820

>E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

>-------------------------------------------------------------------
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Byers, Karen B." <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: use of wide biosafety cabinet

MIME-Version: 1.0
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The American Type Culture Collection has done research on cross

contamination, and some helpful information is on their website.

-----Original Message-----

From: Verduin, Dick [mailto:Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL]

Sent: Tuesday, September 30, 2003 9:50 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: use of wide biosafety cabinet

Hello liste(ne)rs,

This morning we discussed in our biosafety working group in The Netherlands

the use of a wide biosafety cabinet (1.80 meter) by two persons at the same

time.

Although we all agreed that this is not acceptable because of possible

cross-contamination, we like to hear about possible practices in the US and

if so why it is done.

Are there any labs where they do use double-occupancy and why?

Does anybody know about documented research on cross contamination?

with regards

Dick Verduin

Biological Safety Officer

-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

Wageningen University (WU)

Laboratory of Virology

Binnenhaven 11

6709 PD Wageningen

The Netherlands

Building number 504

Telephone +31.317.483093

Facsimile +31.317.484820

E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

-------------------------------------------------------------------

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 30 Sep 2003 13:27:24 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: use of wide biosafety cabinet

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

I do know of companies and university labs that do have 2 people working in

a 1.8 meter cabinet at the same time.  It is not recommended as two sets of

hands moving degrades containment quite a bit.  The Baker Co. did a study on

this a while back - contact them.

Richie Fink

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: "Byers, Karen B." <Karen_Byers@DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: use of wide biosafety cabinet

>Date: Tue, 30 Sep 2003 10:49:54 -0400

>

>The American Type Culture Collection has done research on cross

>contamination, and some helpful information is on their website.

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Verduin, Dick [mailto:Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL]

>Sent: Tuesday, September 30, 2003 9:50 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: use of wide biosafety cabinet

>

>

>Hello liste(ne)rs,

>

>This morning we discussed in our biosafety working group in The Netherlands

>the use of a wide biosafety cabinet (1.80 meter) by two persons at the same

>time.

>Although we all agreed that this is not acceptable because of possible

>cross-contamination, we like to hear about possible practices in the US and

>if so why it is done.

>

>Are there any labs where they do use double-occupancy and why?

>Does anybody know about documented research on cross contamination?

>

>with regards

>

>Dick Verduin

>Biological Safety Officer

>

>-------------------------------------------------------------------

>Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

>

>Wageningen University (WU)

>Laboratory of Virology

>Binnenhaven 11

>6709 PD Wageningen

>The Netherlands

>Building number 504

>Telephone +31.317.483093

>Facsimile +31.317.484820

>E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

>-------------------------------------------------------------------
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      Fwd: biodefense lab awards

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=_BDE3F641.82E38C2E"

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.

--=_BDE3F641.82E38C2E

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

FYI...

>>> Edward Hammond <hammond@sunshine-project.org> 09/30/03 02:38PM >>>

National Biocontainment Labs (BSL-4)

Boston University

University of Texas Medical Branch at Galveston

Regional Biocontainment Labs (BSL-3)

University of Alabama at Birmingham

University of Chicago

Colorado State University (Fort Collins)

Duke University (Durham, NC)

University of Tennessee Health Science Center (Memphis)

University of Medicine and Dentistry of New Jersey  (Newark)

University of Missouri in Columbia

University of Pittsburgh

Tulane University (New Orleans, LA)

--=_BDE3F641.82E38C2E

Content-Type: application/octet-stream; name="Header"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: base64

Content-Disposition: attachment; filename="Header"

UmVjZWl2ZWQ6IGZyb20gdW5kZXJkb2cwMi51bmRlcmRvZ2hvc3RpbmcuY29tIFs2Ni45OC4xMzQu

NDFdDQoJYnkgbGFuZ2F0ZS5nc3UuZWR1OyBUdWUsIDMwIFNlcCAyMDAzIDE0OjQyOjEzIC0wNDAw

DQpSZWNlaXZlZDogZnJvbSBsb2NhbGhvc3QgKFsxMjcuMC4wLjFdIGhlbG89dW5kZXJkb2cwMi51

bmRlcmRvZ2hvc3RpbmcuY29tKQ0KCWJ5IHVuZGVyZG9nMDIudW5kZXJkb2dob3N0aW5nLmNvbSB3

aXRoIGVzbXRwIChFeGltIDQuMjApDQoJaWQgMUE0UFEwLTAwMDRoSi1UMTsgVHVlLCAzMCBTZXAg

MjAwMyAxNDo0MDoxNiAtMDQwMA0KUmVjZWl2ZWQ6IGZyb20gWzIwNy4xMTUuNjMuMTAxXSAoaGVs

bz1waW1vdXQyLWV4dC5wcm9kaWd5Lm5ldCkNCglieSB1bmRlcmRvZzAyLnVuZGVyZG9naG9zdGlu

Zy5jb20gd2l0aCBlc210cCAoRXhpbSA0LjIwKQ0KCWlkIDFBNFBQeS0wMDA0aEUtTG0NCglmb3Ig

YmlvZGVmZW5zZUBzdW5zaGluZS1wcm9qZWN0Lm9yZzsgVHVlLCAzMCBTZXAgMjAwMyAxNDo0MDox

NCAtMDQwMA0KUmVjZWl2ZWQ6IGZyb20gWzEuMS4xLjNdIChhZHNsLTY1LTY1LTk4LTIxNS5kc2wu

YXVzdHR4LnN3YmVsbC5uZXQNCglbNjUuNjUuOTguMjE1XSkNCglieSBwaW1vdXQyLWV4dC5wcm9k

aWd5Lm5ldCAoOC4xMi45LzguMTIuMykgd2l0aCBFU01UUCBpZCBoOFVJZUdJTzI1OTgwOA0KCWZv

ciA8YmlvZGVmZW5zZUBzdW5zaGluZS1wcm9qZWN0Lm9yZz47IFR1ZSwgMzAgU2VwIDIwMDMgMTQ6

NDA6MTcgLTA0MDANCk1pbWUtVmVyc2lvbjogMS4wDQpNZXNzYWdlLUlkOiA8cDA1MTExYjA2YmI5

ZjdkM2NlMTRlQFsxLjEuMS4zXT4NCkRhdGU6IFR1ZSwgMzAgU2VwIDIwMDMgMTM6Mzg6MDAgLTA1

MDANClRvOiBiaW9kZWZlbnNlQHN1bnNoaW5lLXByb2plY3Qub3JnDQpGcm9tOiBFZHdhcmQgSGFt

bW9uZCA8aGFtbW9uZEBzdW5zaGluZS1wcm9qZWN0Lm9yZz4NCkNvbnRlbnQtVHlwZTogdGV4dC9w

bGFpbjsgY2hhcnNldD0idXMtYXNjaWkiIDsgZm9ybWF0PSJmbG93ZWQiDQpDYzogDQpTdWJqZWN0

OiBbQmlvZGVmZW5zZV0gYmlvZGVmZW5zZSBsYWIgYXdhcmRzDQpYLUJlZW5UaGVyZTogQmlvZGVm

ZW5zZUBzdW5zaGluZS1wcm9qZWN0Lm9yZw0KWC1NYWlsbWFuLVZlcnNpb246IDIuMS4yDQpQcmVj

ZWRlbmNlOiBsaXN0DQpMaXN0LUlkOiBOZXdzIGFuZCBEaXNjdXNzaW9uIG9uIHRoZSBVUyBCaW9k

ZWZlbnNlIFByb2dyYW0NCgk8YmlvZGVmZW5zZV9zdW5zaGluZS1wcm9qZWN0Lm9yZy5zdW5zaGlu

ZS1wcm9qZWN0Lm9yZz4NCkxpc3QtVW5zdWJzY3JpYmU6IDxodHRwOi8vc3Vuc2hpbmUtcHJvamVj

dC5vcmcvbWFpbG1hbi9saXN0aW5mby9iaW9kZWZlbnNlX3N1bnNoaW5lLXByb2plY3Qub3JnPiwN

Cgk8bWFpbHRvOkJpb2RlZmVuc2UtcmVxdWVzdEBzdW5zaGluZS1wcm9qZWN0Lm9yZz9zdWJqZWN0

PXVuc3Vic2NyaWJlPg0KTGlzdC1BcmNoaXZlOiA8aHR0cDovL3VuZGVyZG9nMDIudW5kZXJkb2do

b3N0aW5nLmNvbS9waXBlcm1haWwvYmlvZGVmZW5zZV9zdW5zaGluZS1wcm9qZWN0Lm9yZz4NCkxp

c3QtUG9zdDogPG1haWx0bzpCaW9kZWZlbnNlQHN1bnNoaW5lLXByb2plY3Qub3JnPg0KTGlzdC1I

ZWxwOiA8bWFpbHRvOkJpb2RlZmVuc2UtcmVxdWVzdEBzdW5zaGluZS1wcm9qZWN0Lm9yZz9zdWJq

ZWN0PWhlbHA+DQpMaXN0LVN1YnNjcmliZTogPGh0dHA6Ly9zdW5zaGluZS1wcm9qZWN0Lm9yZy9t

YWlsbWFuL2xpc3RpbmZvL2Jpb2RlZmVuc2Vfc3Vuc2hpbmUtcHJvamVjdC5vcmc+LA0KCTxtYWls

dG86QmlvZGVmZW5zZS1yZXF1ZXN0QHN1bnNoaW5lLXByb2plY3Qub3JnP3N1YmplY3Q9c3Vic2Ny

aWJlPg0KU2VuZGVyOiBCaW9kZWZlbnNlLWJvdW5jZXNAc3Vuc2hpbmUtcHJvamVjdC5vcmcNCkVy

cm9ycy1UbzogQmlvZGVmZW5zZS1ib3VuY2VzQHN1bnNoaW5lLXByb2plY3Qub3JnDQpYLUFudGlB

YnVzZTogVGhpcyBoZWFkZXIgd2FzIGFkZGVkIHRvIHRyYWNrIGFidXNlLCBwbGVhc2UgaW5jbHVk

ZSBpdCB3aXRoIGFueSBhYnVzZSByZXBvcnQNClgtQW50aUFidXNlOiBQcmltYXJ5IEhvc3RuYW1l

IC0gdW5kZXJkb2cwMi51bmRlcmRvZ2hvc3RpbmcuY29tDQpYLUFudGlBYnVzZTogT3JpZ2luYWwg

RG9tYWluIC0gbGFuZ2F0ZS5nc3UuZWR1DQpYLUFudGlBYnVzZTogT3JpZ2luYXRvci9DYWxsZXIg

VUlEL0dJRCAtIFs0NyAxMl0gLyBbNDcgMTJdDQpYLUFudGlBYnVzZTogU2VuZGVyIEFkZHJlc3Mg

RG9tYWluIC0gc3Vuc2hpbmUtcHJvamVjdC5vcmcNClgtU3BhbS1TdGF0dXM6IE5vLCBoaXRzPTIu

NCByZXF1aXJlZD03LjANCgl0ZXN0cz1YX0FOVElBQlVTRQ0KCXZlcnNpb249Mi4zMQ0K

--=_BDE3F641.82E38C2E--
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: Fwd: biodefense lab awards

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

From a local perspective, congratulations to Rebecca Ryan at Boston

University.

Regards,

Barry

Barry D. Cohen, MPH, CBSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

700 Main Street  (E-216)

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4014

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

Jeffrey Owens wrote:

> FYI...

>

> >>> Edward Hammond <hammond@sunshine-project.org> 09/30/03 02:38PM >>>

>

> National Biocontainment Labs (BSL-4)

>

> Boston University

> University of Texas Medical Branch at Galveston

>

> Regional Biocontainment Labs (BSL-3)

>

> University of Alabama at Birmingham

> University of Chicago

> Colorado State University (Fort Collins)

> Duke University (Durham, NC)

> University of Tennessee Health Science Center (Memphis)

> University of Medicine and Dentistry of New Jersey  (Newark)

> University of Missouri in Columbia

> University of Pittsburgh

> Tulane University (New Orleans, LA)

>

>   ------------------------------------------------------------

>              Name: Header

>    Header    Type: unspecified type (application/octet-stream)

>          Encoding: base64
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Date:         Tue, 30 Sep 2003 15:28:14 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Subject:      Dermatome

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Hi all.  Is anyone out there familiar with the use of a Dermatome?  A sort

of "saw" used to shave off thin layers of skin.  If so, what kinds of PPE

and safety practices do you use to protect your staff during the use of this

apparatus?  Thanks in advance.  Amy

Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Office of Management Systems

FDA/CFSAN

College Park, MD

Phone:  (301)436-1988

Fax:  (301)436-2629

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov
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Date:         Wed, 1 Oct 2003 11:29:14 +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.A-STAR.EDU.SG>

Subject:      Re: Ethidium bromide permeation of 'latex' gloves

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi,

Think I'm kind of late in replying. You can dry the gel by placing them

in the fume cupboard for a couple of days. It'll become quite a thin

piece. We then pack all the dried gels and get approved waste disposal

companies to collect them for incineration.

Regards, 

Jong Teck Keong

Safety Officer

Institute of Molecular and Cell Biology

30 Medical Drive Singapore 117609

Tel: 6874 8067      Fax: 6779 1117

DISCLAIMER:

This email is confidential and may be privileged. If you are not the

intended recipient, please delete it and notify us immediately. Please

do not copy or use it for any purpose, or disclose its contents to any

other person as it may be an offence under the Official Secrets Act.

Thank you.

-----Original Message-----

From: Tina Charbonneau [mailto:tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG]

Sent: Thursday, September 25, 2003 10:43 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Ethidium bromide permeation of 'latex' gloves

Since there is a discussion of ethidium bromide use...

How are folks disposing of their gels?     We have a difference of

opinion here and I would  like to know what others are doing.

Please feel free to reply off the list.

Thanks, Tina

Tina Charbonneau,

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

100 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12980

518-891-3080 x372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

DISCLAIMER:

This email is confidential and may be privileged. If you are not the =

intended recipient, please delete it and notify us immediately. Please =

do not copy or use it for any purpose, or disclose its contents to any =

other person as it may be an offence under the Official Secrets Act. =

Thank you.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 1 Oct 2003 08:43:27 -0500

Reply-To:     campbem@slu.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         campbem <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Ethidium bromide permeation of 'latex' gloves

>According to the Department of Natural Resources (DNR), the

practice of evaporating in the fume hood is not cool.  Can

result in fines, at least in Missouri.

Mark C.

Saint Louis University

 Hi,

>

> Think I'm kind of late in replying. You can dry the gel by

> placing them

> in the fume cupboard for a couple of days. It'll become

> quite a thin

> piece. We then pack all the dried gels and get approved

> waste disposal

> companies to collect them for incineration.

>

> Regards,

>

> Jong Teck Keong

> Safety Officer

> Institute of Molecular and Cell Biology

> 30 Medical Drive Singapore 117609

> Tel: 6874 8067      Fax: 6779 1117

>

> DISCLAIMER:

> This email is confidential and may be privileged. If you

> are not the

> intended recipient, please delete it and notify us

> immediately. Please

> do not copy or use it for any purpose, or disclose its

> contents to any

> other person as it may be an offence under the Official

> Secrets Act.

> Thank you.

>

>

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Tina Charbonneau

> [mailto:tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG]

> Sent: Thursday, September 25, 2003 10:43 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Ethidium bromide permeation of 'latex' gloves

>

> Since there is a discussion of ethidium bromide use...

>

> How are folks disposing of their gels?     We have a

> difference of

> opinion here and I would  like to know what others are

> doing.

>

> Please feel free to reply off the list.

>

> Thanks, Tina

>

> Tina Charbonneau,

> Safety Coordinator

> Trudeau Institute

> 100 Algonquin Ave

> Saranac Lake, NY  12980

> 518-891-3080 x372

> tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

>

>

> DISCLAIMER:

> This email is confidential and may be privileged. If you

> are not the intended recipient, please delete it and

> notify us immediately. Please do not copy or use it for

> any purpose, or disclose its contents to any other person

> as it may be an offence under the Official Secrets Act.

> Thank you.
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Date:         Wed, 1 Oct 2003 10:34:08 -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: use of wide biosafety cabinet

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Others may have replied already about the disruptions created when two

operators are working in a bsc at the same time.

We have come across applications where two people are necessary because of a

process which is continuous and requires a "hand-off". I feel that the best

solution is to separate the two people's work space with a wall and a pass

thru/opening between. We have done this with combining two bscs (4ft and/or

6ft cabinets) which haelps to make for a more complete separation of

activity. We have also built a plastic partition for the same bsc to act as

this type of separation, so it becomes a partial barrier. I believe both of

these solutions to help prevent cross contamination/minimize effect of

turbulence from one work area to the other.

We have done side-by-side testing with duplicate set ups per the NSF type

biological testing with good results but this was NOT done with any activity

going on, a much worse and less controllable condition. Best of luck.

-----Original Message-----

From: Verduin, Dick [mailto:Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL]

Sent: Tuesday, September 30, 2003 9:50 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: use of wide biosafety cabinet

Hello liste(ne)rs,

This morning we discussed in our biosafety working group in The Netherlands

the use of a wide biosafety cabinet (1.80 meter) by two persons at the same

time.

Although we all agreed that this is not acceptable because of possible

cross-contamination, we like to hear about possible practices in the US and

if so why it is done.

Are there any labs where they do use double-occupancy and why?

Does anybody know about documented research on cross contamination?

with regards

Dick Verduin

Biological Safety Officer

-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

Wageningen University (WU)

Laboratory of Virology

Binnenhaven 11

6709 PD Wageningen

The Netherlands

Building number 504

Telephone +31.317.483093

Facsimile +31.317.484820

E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

-------------------------------------------------------------------

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 1 Oct 2003 09:16:25 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Karen Shaw <kesshaw@UCDAVIS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Ethidium bromide agarose gel disposal

In-Reply-To:  <3f7ad9ff.493f.1804289383@slu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Our lab also evaporates the gels in the fume hood (colander over a plastic

container), then we bag them for disposal as "dry" waste.  If the gels

aren't dried before they are picked up, then the wet gels exude liquid in

the bag.  "Dry waste" is not longer "dry" if liquid is sitting in the

bottom of the bag and solidified agarose is not liquid waste.

Any suggestions to improve this system would be appreciated.  Thanks, Karen

At 08:43 AM 10/1/03 -0500, you wrote:

>>According to the Department of Natural Resources (DNR), the

>practice of evaporating in the fume hood is not cool.  Can

>result in fines, at least in Missouri.

>

>Mark C.

>Saint Louis University

>

> Hi,

>>

>> Think I'm kind of late in replying. You can dry the gel by

>> placing them

>> in the fume cupboard for a couple of days. It'll become

>> quite a thin

>> piece. We then pack all the dried gels and get approved

>> waste disposal

>> companies to collect them for incineration.

>>

>> Regards,

>>

>> Jong Teck Keong

>> Safety Officer

>> Institute of Molecular and Cell Biology

>> 30 Medical Drive Singapore 117609

>> Tel: 6874 8067      Fax: 6779 1117

>>

>> DISCLAIMER:

>> This email is confidential and may be privileged. If you

>> are not the

>> intended recipient, please delete it and notify us

>> immediately. Please

>> do not copy or use it for any purpose, or disclose its

>> contents to any

>> other person as it may be an offence under the Official

>> Secrets Act.

>> Thank you.

>>

>>

>>

>>

>> -----Original Message-----

>> From: Tina Charbonneau

>> [mailto:tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG]

>> Sent: Thursday, September 25, 2003 10:43 PM

>> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>> Subject: Re: Ethidium bromide permeation of 'latex' gloves

>>

>> Since there is a discussion of ethidium bromide use...

>>

>> How are folks disposing of their gels?     We have a

>> difference of

>> opinion here and I would  like to know what others are

>> doing.

>>

>> Please feel free to reply off the list.

>>

>> Thanks, Tina

>>

>> Tina Charbonneau,

>> Safety Coordinator

>> Trudeau Institute

>> 100 Algonquin Ave

>> Saranac Lake, NY  12980

>> 518-891-3080 x372

>> tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

>>

>>

>> DISCLAIMER:

>> This email is confidential and may be privileged. If you

>> are not the intended recipient, please delete it and

>> notify us immediately. Please do not copy or use it for

>> any purpose, or disclose its contents to any other person

>> as it may be an offence under the Official Secrets Act.

>> Thank you.

*******************************

Karen E.S. Shaw

Center for Comparative Medicine

County Rd 98 and Hutchison Dr

University of California, Davis

Davis, CA 95616

(530) 752-1561

(530) 752-7914 fax

Facilities Coordinator

kesshaw@ucdavis.edu
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Date:         Wed, 1 Oct 2003 16:25:24 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tina Charbonneau <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

Subject:      EtBr disposal

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

I received several responses to my inquiry on the disposal of EtBr and was

asked to provide the info to the other members.

What I found out is that the geography plays a big part in the disposal. 

It seems as if in some states   EtBr is not considered a hazardous

chemical and can be disposed of in the local land fill as "special" solid

waste.   In other  states it is considered a hazardous substance  and

handled accordingly.

Most folks dispose of the gels, gloves , pipet tips and other solids as

hazardous waste.  This disposal usually involves an outside contractor.  

Gels are "saved" ,  in a fume hood and allowed to dry to reduce the volume

of solid waste.     Some labs will accumulate this waste and have H&S pick

up for disposal. 

Most liquids are disposed of in the sanitary sewer but treatment with

charcoal can also be done through filters which are then discarded as

hazardous waste while the filtered liquid  goes down the drain.  

One response handled the gel as infectious waste for incineration on site.

Three cautionary statements were also shared...

1) Incineration of EtBr generates HBr which is neutralized by caustic soda

in the incinerator scrubber.  

2) The method used to neutralize liquids or pieces of gels that uses

hypophosphorous acid  may present a problem as  the hypophosphorous acid

is considered a controlled chemical ( used in the production of methampheta=

mine).

3) Using bleach to oxidize the EtBr may produce other harmful chemicals

and is not recommended.

Thanks to all who provided the information to me directly.  

Again this demonstrates the huge benefit of this forum for discussion and

information sharing.    Thanks to all who maintain it !!!

Tina Charbonneau,

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

100 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12980

518-891-3080 x372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 1 Oct 2003 16:33:07 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Fwd: biodefense lab awards

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

This is such great news for all of us in New England!

Rebecca Ryan, friend and fellow UMASS Amherst alum, worked very hard for

this bid. Great work Rebecca (it's so hard for me not to say Becky...)!

Cheers!

-David

-----Original Message-----

From: Barry D. Cohen [mailto:bcohen@TKTX.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, September 30, 2003 3:22 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Fwd: biodefense lab awards

From a local perspective, congratulations to Rebecca Ryan at Boston

University.

Regards,

Barry

Barry D. Cohen, MPH, CBSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

700 Main Street  (E-216)

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4014

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

Jeffrey Owens wrote:

> FYI...

>

> >>> Edward Hammond <hammond@sunshine-project.org> 09/30/03 02:38PM >>>

>

> National Biocontainment Labs (BSL-4)

>

> Boston University

> University of Texas Medical Branch at Galveston

>

> Regional Biocontainment Labs (BSL-3)

>

> University of Alabama at Birmingham

> University of Chicago

> Colorado State University (Fort Collins)

> Duke University (Durham, NC)

> University of Tennessee Health Science Center (Memphis)

> University of Medicine and Dentistry of New Jersey  (Newark)

> University of Missouri in Columbia

> University of Pittsburgh

> Tulane University (New Orleans, LA)

>

>   ------------------------------------------------------------

>              Name: Header

>    Header    Type: unspecified type (application/octet-stream)

>          Encoding: base64
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Date:         Wed, 1 Oct 2003 16:35:39 -0700

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:      USAMRMC Facility Safety Plan

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Dear all,

Hope all is well for everyone on the first day of October. A researcher

at our campus is applying for funding from the US Army Medical Research

and Materiel Command (USAMRMC). One of the requirements involves the

submission of a facility safety plan. This facility safety plan is

approved for 5 years with annual updates. Has anyone out there dealt

with this or had to put one together? I would really appreciate it, if

someone has one that they are willing to share. The plan appears to be

quite extensive requiring a description of Research Operations/Standard

Operating Procedures, Facility Equipment and Description, Radioactive

Materials, and a Hazard Analysis for each hazard identified that is

related to the research environment. Its the last section that I

particulary have issue with (it could be quite an extensive list)

Additionally, it states that periodic site visits may be conducted. What

types of experiences have people found from these sight visits?

Thank you in advance for your assistance in this manner!

Best,

Mimi Ton

---------------------------------------------

Mimi C. Ton, MPH

Safety Engineer/ Institute Biosafety Officer

California Institute of Technology

Environment, Health & Safety Office

M/C 25-6

1200 E. California Boulevard

Pasadena, CA 91125

Phone: 626.395.2430

Fax: 626.577.6028

E-mail: mimi.ton@caltech.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 2 Oct 2003 08:43:42 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Finucane, Marcia" <mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU>

Subject:      autoclave validation

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I am interested in what validation systems other institutions use in BL3

containment suites with small animal facilities within them.  We have a

discussion between the "biological indicators in each and every load"

folks and the "BI once a week/ chemical integrator (3 parameters) in

every load" folks. 

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 2 Oct 2003 10:09:49 -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: autoclave validation

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Hi Marcia,

In our BL3 work we use a Comply intergrator (used to be sterigage) strip

with every load.  These indicate that both the correct temp and pressure

were reached during the cycle (not perfect, since it doesn't indicate time

maintained).  We also use autoclave tape which we leave on every item until

used.  Once a week we use a Biosign EZ-VU test pack for the biological

indicator.  We have used this system for ~8 years without incident and have

always been able to pick up an autoclave "failure" with the sterigage strip

ahead of seeing it on the read-out from the autoclave.

Hope that this helps!

Michelle

At 08:43 AM 10/2/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>I am interested in what validation systems other institutions use in BL3

>containment suites with small animal facilities within them.  We have a

>discussion between the "biological indicators in each and every load"

>folks and the "BI once a week/ chemical integrator (3 parameters) in

>every load" folks.

>

>Marcia Finucane

>Biological Safety Officer

>Environmental Health and Safety

>University of Kentucky

>252 E. Maxwell St.

>Lexington, KY  40506-0314

>Office Phone: 859-257-1049

>Fax: 859-257-8787

>

Michelle DeStefano, CBSP

Laboratory Supervisor

CNY Research Corp

800 Irving Ave

Syracuse, NY 13212

email: destefam@cnyrc.org

phone: (315) 425-4878 NEW!

fax: (315) 425-4871 NEW!
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Date:         Thu, 2 Oct 2003 09:43:27 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

Subject:      Re: USAMRMC Facility Safety Plan

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

We just received a request for one also from a researcher who is doing the

same, this was the first I had seen it.  It has very extensive health and

safety requirements. If anyone has done this please respond.  I am also

wondering what their inspection process is like. If anyone has gone through

one, how was it?

-----Original Message-----

From: Ton, Mimi [mailto:Mimi.Ton@CALTECH.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, October 01, 2003 7:36 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: USAMRMC Facility Safety Plan

Dear all,

Hope all is well for everyone on the first day of October. A researcher at

our campus is applying for funding from the US Army Medical Research and

Materiel Command (USAMRMC). One of the requirements involves the submission

of a facility safety plan. This facility safety plan is approved for 5 years

with annual updates. Has anyone out there dealt with this or had to put one

together? I would really appreciate it, if someone has one that they are

willing to share. The plan appears to be quite extensive requiring a

description of Research Operations/Standard Operating Procedures, Facility

Equipment and Description, Radioactive Materials, and a Hazard Analysis for

each hazard identified that is related to the research environment. Its the

last section that I particulary have issue with (it could be quite an

extensive list)

Additionally, it states that periodic site visits may be conducted. What

types of experiences have people found from these sight visits?

Thank you in advance for your assistance in this manner!

Best,

Mimi Ton

---------------------------------------------

Mimi C. Ton, MPH

Safety Engineer/ Institute Biosafety Officer

California Institute of Technology

Environment, Health & Safety Office

M/C 25-6

1200 E. California Boulevard

Pasadena, CA 91125

Phone: 626.395.2430

Fax: 626.577.6028

E-mail: mimi.ton@caltech.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 2 Oct 2003 11:02:50 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jaeger, James" <jjaeger@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: USAMRMC Facility Safety Plan

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_000_01C388F6.3FB58960"

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_01C388F6.3FB58960

Content-Type: text/plain

UMB submitted the attached plan in 2001 and it was accepted. We have

submitted one annual update and are about to do another. We have never been

inspected. The attached plan is not as detailed as it could be. All I can

tell you is that it was accepted.

Jim

James J. Jaeger, Ph.D.

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

University of Maryland Baltimore

714 W. Lombard St.

Baltimore, MD 21201-1010

v: 410-706-7055  f: 410-706-1520

jjaeger@ehs.umaryland.edu

www.ehs.umaryland.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Sharpe, Debra [mailto:sharpe@SRI.ORG]

Sent: Thursday, October 02, 2003 10:43 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: USAMRMC Facility Safety Plan

We just received a request for one also from a researcher who is doing the

same, this was the first I had seen it.  It has very extensive health and

safety requirements. If anyone has done this please respond.  I am also

wondering what their inspection process is like. If anyone has gone through

one, how was it?

-----Original Message-----

From: Ton, Mimi [mailto:Mimi.Ton@CALTECH.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, October 01, 2003 7:36 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: USAMRMC Facility Safety Plan

Dear all,

Hope all is well for everyone on the first day of October. A researcher at

our campus is applying for funding from the US Army Medical Research and

Materiel Command (USAMRMC). One of the requirements involves the submission

of a facility safety plan. This facility safety plan is approved for 5 years

with annual updates. Has anyone out there dealt with this or had to put one

together? I would really appreciate it, if someone has one that they are

willing to share. The plan appears to be quite extensive requiring a

description of Research Operations/Standard Operating Procedures, Facility

Equipment and Description, Radioactive Materials, and a Hazard Analysis for

each hazard identified that is related to the research environment. Its the

last section that I particulary have issue with (it could be quite an

extensive list)

Additionally, it states that periodic site visits may be conducted. What

types of experiences have people found from these sight visits?

Thank you in advance for your assistance in this manner!

Best,

Mimi Ton

---------------------------------------------

Mimi C. Ton, MPH

Safety Engineer/ Institute Biosafety Officer

California Institute of Technology

Environment, Health & Safety Office

M/C 25-6

1200 E. California Boulevard

Pasadena, CA 91125

Phone: 626.395.2430

Fax: 626.577.6028

E-mail: mimi.ton@caltech.edu
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Date:         Thu, 2 Oct 2003 13:58:40 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: EtBr disposal
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Here is something for everyone to think on. I'm surprised I didn't think

of it before, but how about pulling all the moisture out of the gels

using a buchner funnel. The liquid drawn off can be disposed of as Haz

Waste, and gels should dessicate much quicker than sitting under the

hood fo a week at a time.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Tina Charbonneau [mailto:tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG]

Sent: Wednesday, October 01, 2003 4:25 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: EtBr disposal

I received several responses to my inquiry on the disposal of EtBr and

was asked to provide the info to the other members.

What I found out is that the geography plays a big part in the disposal.

It seems as if in some states   EtBr is not considered a hazardous

chemical and can be disposed of in the local land fill as "special"

solid waste.   In other  states it is considered a hazardous substance

and handled accordingly.

Most folks dispose of the gels, gloves , pipet tips and other solids as

hazardous waste.  This disposal usually involves an outside contractor.

Gels are "saved" ,  in a fume hood and allowed to dry to reduce the

volume of solid waste.     Some labs will accumulate this waste and have

H&S pick up for disposal. 

Most liquids are disposed of in the sanitary sewer but treatment with

charcoal can also be done through filters which are then discarded as

hazardous waste while the filtered liquid  goes down the drain.  

One response handled the gel as infectious waste for incineration on

site.

Three cautionary statements were also shared...

1) Incineration of EtBr generates HBr which is neutralized by caustic

soda in the incinerator scrubber.  

2) The method used to neutralize liquids or pieces of gels that uses

hypophosphorous acid  may present a problem as  the hypophosphorous acid

is considered a controlled chemical ( used in the production of

methamphetamine).

3) Using bleach to oxidize the EtBr may produce other harmful chemicals

and is not recommended.

Thanks to all who provided the information to me directly.  

Again this demonstrates the huge benefit of this forum for discussion

and information sharing.    Thanks to all who maintain it !!!

Tina Charbonneau,

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

100 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12980

518-891-3080 x372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 2 Oct 2003 12:35:50 -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:      Re: USAMRMC Facility Safety Plan

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C38914.01357920"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C38914.01357920

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----_=_NextPart_002_01C38914.01357920"

------_=_NextPart_002_01C38914.01357920

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

 <<Safety Program Appendix L  Whole thing.doc>>

The researcher and I sat down and within an hour drafted the main points

for the hazard analysis part.  It took a little longer to write it up. 

The rest of the document is cut and paste or follow the directions.  

The researcher and I split the task and got it done fairly straight

forwardly.

The plan was accepted after we submitted the Radiation Safety Manual for

the University (even though no radioactive materials are involved). 

We have not been inspected. 

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 2 Oct 2003 17:07:22 -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:      Additional Questions about BSL3 facility design and operation

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-transfer-encoding: 7bit

I have received several responses to my original questions on how other

academic institutions accept/approve a laboratory as a BSL3 facility.  I

appreciate the sharing of information, thank you.  Comments that have

been made would indicate that there is no one best way to consider a lab

to be a BSL3.  I have several follow up questions to anyone that

previously responded or to anyone else that would like to comment about

the processes that were used to approve/accept a laboratory as a BSL3 lab.

1. Was an outside contractor used to draft plans, review drawings,

inspect construction or to review the final product and say that you had

a BSL3 lab?  Why or why not?

2. What was the standard that was used to finalize construction or

remodeling?  What extent did the university go to say that enough had

been done for the facility and the remainder was up to the operations?

3. Are there concerns about the BSL3 lab being inspected by CDC, NIH,

FDA or other agency to be funded for research?

4. To what extent is the constructed BSL3 laboratory space sealable for

possible fumigation to decontaminate or is this not an issue.

5. Who has the final approval to accept the lab as a BSL3 facility?

6. Does the institution have concerns with possible public relations or

rumors dealing with proposed or current research being conducted in a

BSL3 laboratory?

I am asking these questions because I will be at the ABSA Conference

when the BSL3 lab acceptance issue will be discussed by the university

IBC.

Again, thank you for sharing information.

Greg Merkle

Greg Merkle wrote:

> I am looking for someone at a university or other academic institution

> in the midwest U.S. who would be willing to share information on

> design and operation of a BSL3 laboratory at their institution.  What

> I am looking for is information on the type of construction and extent

> at which the lab was designed to meet the recommendations of the BMBL

> 4th ed.  Was the BSL3 lab initially inspected by someone from outside

> your insitution to declare that the lab met the BMBL or other

> criteria?  Is there a "certification" process for BSL3 lab or are we

> talking more of a "meets the recommendations" process?

>

> My email address is "greg.merkle@wright.edu".  I appreciate your help

> and willingness to share information.

>

> Greg Merkle

> Senior Industrial Hygienist

> Wright State University

> Dept. Env. Health and Safety

> Dayton  OH  45435

>

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 2 Oct 2003 15:25:24 -0700

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:      Re: USAMRMC Facility Safety Plan

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C38934.132DB838"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C38934.132DB838

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi all, Thanks to all that responded!!! Your assistance is sooo greatly

appreciated!!!

Best wishes,

Mimi

-----Original Message-----

From: Madeline J. Dalrymple [mailto:Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, October 02, 2003 11:36 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: USAMRMC Facility Safety Plan

<<Safety Program Appendix L Whole thing.doc>>

The researcher and I sat down and within an hour drafted the main points

for the hazard analysis part.  It took a little longer to write it up. 

The rest of the document is cut and paste or follow the directions.  

The researcher and I split the task and got it done fairly straight

forwardly.

The plan was accepted after we submitted the Radiation Safety Manual for

the University (even though no radioactive materials are involved). 

We have not been inspected. 

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 3 Oct 2003 10:07:12 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Darlene Ward <dward@FAU.EDU>

Subject:      More ATCC query

In-Reply-To:  <1E919348C04CD7118AD5000476EFA108563EB9@suamail.plantlan.fau.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0014_01C38996.1D823C80"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0014_01C38996.1D823C80

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Has anyone dealt with the oyster pathogen Perkinsus marinus? ATCC has it

as

BL2 but the PI insists that it should have no classification or at

minimum

BL1. He will be generating aerosols and does not have a BSC.  Are there

human health implications such as with Pfiesteria?  Of course using BL2

containment will take care of this unknown, product contamination, and

control environmental release/ecological concerns.  Any feedback would

be

appreciated. TGIF!

Thank you,

Darlene Ward

Biological Safety/Public Health Coordinator

Florida Atlantic University

Environmental Health & Safety

777 Glades Rd 112 CO

Boca Raton, FL 33431

P: (561) 297-0028

F: (561) 297-2210

dward@fau.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf

Of CURT SPEAKER

Sent: Thursday, September 04, 2003 2:23 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: ATCC query

Therese:

I have been doing this for a couple years.  I give the ATCC some

standard verbage:  Lab is an established BL2 facility, BSC  and

autoclave are available, standard BL2 work practices will be followed,

etc.

I then circle BL2 and sign off on the form - never had one rejected

yet.

After selling Yersinia pestis to Larry Wayne Harris, the ATCC had to

tighten up purchases of pathogens and potential pathogens, and adding

the section for the lab description and BSO sign-off was their way of

dealing with this issue (not the best way, mind you, but their way...)

just my $0.02

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Program Manager

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 3 Oct 2003 10:46:53 -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: More ATCC query

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Hi Darlene,

Sorry that I can't respond to the oyster pathogen portion of your question,

but you might try contacting the EPA since it appears to be a problem of

some magnitude.  I would like to say something about your comment that the

ATCC has it listed as a BSL2.  While I don't want to diminish the service

that the ATCC provides, I have also had an issue with their level listings

in the past.  They currently have almost all of their BCG isolates listed as

BSL3, while every other source that you can reference has it listed as a

BSL2 (and everyone in that field handles it as such).  When I called to

inquire, I was told that it was brought to their attention that it was a M.

bovis, which is a BSL3, so they changed the classification. I countered with

the argument that it was an attenuated strain and had been recognised as

such for many years (and they themselves had it as a BSL2 for many years).

While I made my best attempt to persuade them to change, it all seemed to

come down to a liability issue (better to be over than under?!?)  While I am

not insinuating that this is the issue in your case, you might be better

served checking with others in that field and using other references.

Good luck!

Michelle

At 10:07 AM 10/3/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>Has anyone dealt with the oyster pathogen Perkinsus marinus? ATCC has it as

>BL2 but the PI insists that it should have no classification or at minimum

>BL1. He will be generating aerosols and does not have a BSC.  Are there

>human health implications such as with Pfiesteria?  Of course using BL2

>containment will take care of this unknown, product contamination, and

>control environmental release/ecological concerns.  Any feedback would be

>appreciated. TGIF!

>

>

>

>Thank you,

>

>

>

>Darlene Ward

>

>Biological Safety/Public Health Coordinator

>

>Florida Atlantic University

>

>Environmental Health & Safety

>

>777 Glades Rd 112 CO

>

>Boca Raton, FL 33431

>

>P: (561) 297-0028

>

>F: (561) 297-2210

>

>dward@fau.edu

>

>

>

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On Behalf

>Of CURT SPEAKER

>Sent: Thursday, September 04, 2003 2:23 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: ATCC query

>

>

>

>Therese:

>

>

>

>I have been doing this for a couple years.  I give the ATCC some

>

>standard verbage:  Lab is an established BL2 facility, BSC  and

>

>autoclave are available, standard BL2 work practices will be followed,

>

>etc.

>

>

>

>I then circle BL2 and sign off on the form - never had one rejected

>

>yet.

>

>

>

>After selling Yersinia pestis to Larry Wayne Harris, the ATCC had to

>

>tighten up purchases of pathogens and potential pathogens, and adding

>

>the section for the lab description and BSO sign-off was their way of

>

>dealing with this issue (not the best way, mind you, but their way...)

>

>

>

>just my $0.02

>

>

>

>Curt

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>Curt Speaker

>

>Biosafety Officer

>

>Program Manager

>

>Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

>

>6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

>

>University Park, PA 16802

>

>(814) 865-6391

>

>http://www.ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 3 Oct 2003 09:18:14 -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:      Hantavirus Disinfectant

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C389C1.90A99E12"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C389C1.90A99E12

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Happy Friday All!

        Some geologists here at U of Wyo have found rodent poop and a rodent

nest in 3 cardboard boxes holding rock samples.  I advised wetting with

dilute bleach and removing the rocks, double bagging the boxes and

disposing the boxes.

They don't want to use dilute bleach if possible. 

I have been researching hantavirus -- "dilute bleach or other commercial

disinfectant" is recommended.  Our researchers are proposing alcohol.  I

am thinking 70% to 85% ethyl or isopropyl.  Anyone of you in biosafty

land know reasons not to use this for disinfecting rocks? Or other

preferred disinfectants?

In advance -- thank you very much for your advice

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 3 Oct 2003 08:22:06 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Zuckerman, Mark" <Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM>

Subject:      Re: Hantavirus Disinfectant

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C389C2.1ADFA141"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C389C2.1ADFA141

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I like the bleach. I doubt that 70% alcohol will have enough residence

time to kill hantavirus. You might try Vesphene 2. Unfortunately, I

cannot remember if it will work for hanta virus. Hey you can always boil

the rocks

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Madeline J. Dalrymple [mailto:Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU]

Sent: Friday, October 03, 2003 8:18 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Hantavirus Disinfectant

Happy Friday All!

        Some geologists here at U of Wyo have found rodent poop and a

rodent nest in 3 cardboard boxes holding rock samples.  I advised

wetting with dilute bleach and removing the rocks, double bagging the

boxes and disposing the boxes.

They don't want to use dilute bleach if possible. 

I have been researching hantavirus -- "dilute bleach or other commercial

disinfectant" is recommended.  Our researchers are proposing alcohol.  I

am thinking 70% to 85% ethyl or isopropyl.  Anyone of you in biosafty

land know reasons not to use this for disinfecting rocks? Or other

preferred disinfectants?

In advance -- thank you very much for your advice

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 3 Oct 2003 11:29:46 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Hantavirus Disinfectant

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

Why not pop the rocks into an autoclave?

Richie Fink

>From: "Madeline J. Dalrymple" <Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Hantavirus Disinfectant

>Date: Fri, 3 Oct 2003 09:18:14 -0600

>

>Happy Friday All!

>

>         Some geologists here at U of Wyo have found rodent poop and a

>rodent nest in 3 cardboard boxes holding rock samples.  I advised wetting

>with dilute bleach and removing the rocks, double bagging the boxes and

>disposing the boxes.

>

>They don't want to use dilute bleach if possible.

>

>I have been researching hantavirus -- "dilute bleach or other commercial

>disinfectant" is recommended.  Our researchers are proposing alcohol.  I am

>thinking 70% to 85% ethyl or isopropyl.  Anyone of you in biosafty land

>know reasons not to use this for disinfecting rocks? Or other preferred

>disinfectants?

>

>In advance -- thank you very much for your advice

>

>Madeline Dalrymple

>Biological Safety Officer

>Environmental Health and Safety

>University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

>307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 3 Oct 2003 10:32:25 -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: Hantavirus Disinfectant

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C389C3.8BE49FB0"

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_01C389C3.8BE49FB0

Content-Type: text/plain

I think that we are compelled to think in terms of preserving the rock

samples as well as disinfecting them. Boiling or autoclaving may or may not

be a suitable method. for example, if the rock body has a high clay content

you will kill any microbe but also destroy the sample. The geology lab I

worked in at LSU had samples that were very valuable and were collected from

all over the world and spanned close to 100 years. Ask the geologists if

heat and hot water will react with the rock. Just my opinions on the matter.

Have a great day all.

Kyle

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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 <:>

========================================================================

This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

22-21-8, 34-24-58.

=================================================================

-----Original Message-----

From: Zuckerman, Mark [mailto:Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM]

Sent: Friday, October 03, 2003 10:22 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Hantavirus Disinfectant

I like the bleach. I doubt that 70% alcohol will have enough residence time

to kill hantavirus. You might try Vesphene 2. Unfortunately, I cannot

remember if it will work for hanta virus. Hey you can always boil the rocks

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Madeline J. Dalrymple [mailto:Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU]

Sent: Friday, October 03, 2003 8:18 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Hantavirus Disinfectant

Happy Friday All!

        Some geologists here at U of Wyo have found rodent poop and a rodent

nest in 3 cardboard boxes holding rock samples.  I advised wetting with

dilute bleach and removing the rocks, double bagging the boxes and disposing

the boxes.

They don't want to use dilute bleach if possible.

I have been researching hantavirus -- "dilute bleach or other commercial

disinfectant" is recommended.  Our researchers are proposing alcohol.  I am

thinking 70% to 85% ethyl or isopropyl.  Anyone of you in biosafty land know

reasons not to use this for disinfecting rocks? Or other preferred

disinfectants?

In advance -- thank you very much for your advice

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 3 Oct 2003 10:08:47 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Alfred Jin <jin2@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Hantavirus Disinfectant

In-Reply-To:  <ED88860B499FBB48A660B24135ECB08301705054@POSTOFFICE.uwyo.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="============_-1146921567==_ma============"

--============_-1146921567==_ma============

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Madeline,

Have you thought of heat (both wet or dry)?? All sample boxes can be

place in appropriate containers for transport using proper PPE. Place

the material and it's container in the autoclave or Oven for the

appropriate time necessary to kill the virus.

Literature search (Seymor Block) indicates that at 80 C,(Steam)

decontamination of VEE SEB and Ricin occurs after 30 minutes. At 121

C (Steam) sterilization occurs for all bacteria, lipoviruses, protein

based toxins, and viruses after 15 minutes. At 500 C, decontamination

of T2 mycotoxins occurs after 30 minutes.

Al Jin, CBSP, IH, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

  7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

(v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

jin2@llnl.gov

>Happy Friday All!

>

>         Some geologists here at U of Wyo have found rodent poop and

>a rodent nest in 3 cardboard boxes holding rock samples.  I advised

>wetting with dilute bleach and removing the rocks, double bagging

>the boxes and disposing the boxes.

>

>They don't want to use dilute bleach if possible.

>

>I have been researching hantavirus -- "dilute bleach or other

>commercial disinfectant" is recommended.  Our researchers are

>proposing alcohol.  I am thinking 70% to 85% ethyl or isopropyl.

>Anyone of you in biosafty land know reasons not to use this for

>disinfecting rocks? Or other preferred disinfectants?

>

>In advance -- thank you very much for your advice

>

>Madeline Dalrymple

>Biological Safety Officer

>Environmental Health and Safety

>University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

>307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 3 Oct 2003 12:23:00 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Darlene Ward <dward@FAU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: More ATCC query

In-Reply-To:  <1E919348C04CD7118AD5000476EFA108564539@suamail.plantlan.fau.edu>
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Hi Michelle,

I did make some calls and hopefully will get some answers. I think this

is

also the same situation as you encountered with ATCC (better safe than

sorry). The main concern is with disposal because of the detrimental

effects

to the fishing industry (although I think the damage is done). Spending

energy persuading ATCC to change their classification may be better

spent on

getting the lab up to BL2. With the information I gather, the IBC may

determine that BL1 will be OK, and then the PI will get the strain from

another source. I hope you have a great weekend!

Darlene

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf

Of Michelle DeStefano

Sent: Friday, October 03, 2003 10:47 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: More ATCC query

Hi Darlene,

Sorry that I can't respond to the oyster pathogen portion of your

question,

but you might try contacting the EPA since it appears to be a problem of

some magnitude.  I would like to say something about your comment that

the

ATCC has it listed as a BSL2.  While I don't want to diminish the

service

that the ATCC provides, I have also had an issue with their level

listings

in the past.  They currently have almost all of their BCG isolates

listed as

BSL3, while every other source that you can reference has it listed as a

BSL2 (and everyone in that field handles it as such).  When I called to

inquire, I was told that it was brought to their attention that it was a

M.

bovis, which is a BSL3, so they changed the classification. I countered

with

the argument that it was an attenuated strain and had been recognised as

such for many years (and they themselves had it as a BSL2 for many

years).

While I made my best attempt to persuade them to change, it all seemed

to

come down to a liability issue (better to be over than under?!?)  While

I am

not insinuating that this is the issue in your case, you might be better

served checking with others in that field and using other references.

Good luck!

Michelle

At 10:07 AM 10/3/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>Has anyone dealt with the oyster pathogen Perkinsus marinus? ATCC has

it as

>BL2 but the PI insists that it should have no classification or at

minimum

>BL1. He will be generating aerosols and does not have a BSC.  Are there

>human health implications such as with Pfiesteria?  Of course using BL2

>containment will take care of this unknown, product contamination, and

>control environmental release/ecological concerns.  Any feedback would

be

>appreciated. TGIF!

>

>

>

>Thank you,

>

>

>

>Darlene Ward

>

>Biological Safety/Public Health Coordinator

>

>Florida Atlantic University

>

>Environmental Health & Safety

>

>777 Glades Rd 112 CO

>

>Boca Raton, FL 33431

>

>P: (561) 297-0028

>

>F: (561) 297-2210

>

>dward@fau.edu

>

>

>

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf

>Of CURT SPEAKER

>Sent: Thursday, September 04, 2003 2:23 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: ATCC query

>

>

>

>Therese:

>

>

>

>I have been doing this for a couple years.  I give the ATCC some

>

>standard verbage:  Lab is an established BL2 facility, BSC  and

>

>autoclave are available, standard BL2 work practices will be followed,

>

>etc.

>

>

>

>I then circle BL2 and sign off on the form - never had one rejected

>

>yet.

>

>

>

>After selling Yersinia pestis to Larry Wayne Harris, the ATCC had to

>

>tighten up purchases of pathogens and potential pathogens, and adding

>

>the section for the lab description and BSO sign-off was their way of

>

>dealing with this issue (not the best way, mind you, but their way...)

>

>

>

>just my $0.02

>

>

>

>Curt

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>Curt Speaker

>

>Biosafety Officer

>

>Program Manager

>

>Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

>

>6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

>

>University Park, PA 16802

>

>(814) 865-6391

>

>http://www.ehs.psu.edu
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Madeline,

Briefly, I think the commercial disinfectant they meant is Lysol.  We

recommend this in our HPS policy for trapping small animals, following the=

guidelines of CDC mammalogist Dr. Jim Mills at CDC (the main resources for=

our policy).  I'm sorry I don't have tiime to pull out the info you need,

but here are the resources:

=B7      93Methods for Trapping and Sampling Small Mammals for Virologic=

Testing=94:    http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/dvrd/spb/mnpages/rodentmanual.htm

=B7      93Guidelines for Removing Organs or Obtaining Blood from Rodents=

Potentially Infected with Hantavirus=94 at:

http://www.wsu.edu/~larc/Hanta.htm#Guidelines_for_Removing

At 09:18 AM 10/3/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Happy Friday All!

>

>         Some geologists here at U of Wyo have found rodent poop and a

> rodent nest in 3 cardboard boxes holding rock samples.  I advised wetting=

> with dilute bleach and removing the rocks, double bagging the boxes and

> disposing the boxes.

>

>They don't want to use dilute bleach if possible.

>

>I have been researching hantavirus -- "dilute bleach or other commercial

>disinfectant" is recommended.  Our researchers are proposing alcohol.  I

>am thinking 70% to 85% ethyl or isopropyl.  Anyone of you in biosafty land=

>know reasons not to use this for disinfecting rocks? Or other preferred

>disinfectants?

>

>In advance -- thank you very much for your advice

>

>Madeline Dalrymple

>Biological Safety Officer

>Environmental Health and Safety

>University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

>307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu

Sue Pedrick, RN, COHN-S

Occupational Health Nurse/Lecturer

101 Edwards Hall

Clemson, SC  29634-0742

Office: (864) 656-5529/656-3076

Pager (864) 460-7728

Fax: (864) 656-7694

Email: spedric@clemson.edu
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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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Hi All..

Does anyone have any experience with this virus? BMBL states BSL2 however

the Canadian MSDS indicates BSL3 for neurotropic strains (which I believe

this may be) and for work in animals (which is what will be occurring).

Apparently there have been 46 cases of lab acquired infections resulting in

5 deaths. If anyone has any experience working with this virus

(particularly the Armstrong strain) I'd like to hear about it..

thanks,

Kath

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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Madeline,

Eureka!

 From the organ removal document:  "Suitable disinfectants include 1%

household bleach, 5% hospital type bulk Lysol=AE (National Laboratories,=

 Lehn

and Fink Industrial Products Division, Montvale, NJ 07645), or any EPA

approved hospital grade disinfectant, used according to the manufacturer's=

instructions. 1% household bleach is an adequate surface disinfectant but

10% bleach is more effective for heavily soiled items or areas contaminated=

with rodent feces or nesting materials.] Hands should be thoroughly washed=

with soap and water immediately after removing gloves. "

Did you see "Tips For Preventing HPS: Clean Up Infested Areas, Using Safety=

Precautions" at

http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/diseases/hanta/hps/noframes/prevent3.htm

Happy Friday to all, from me too! Sue

At 09:18 AM 10/3/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Happy Friday All!

>

>         Some geologists here at U of Wyo have found rodent poop and a

> rodent nest in 3 cardboard boxes holding rock samples.  I advised wetting=

> with dilute bleach and removing the rocks, double bagging the boxes and

> disposing the boxes.

>

>They don't want to use dilute bleach if possible.

>

>I have been researching hantavirus -- "dilute bleach or other commercial

>disinfectant" is recommended.  Our researchers are proposing alcohol.  I

>am thinking 70% to 85% ethyl or isopropyl.  Anyone of you in biosafty land=

>know reasons not to use this for disinfecting rocks? Or other preferred

>disinfectants?

>

>In advance -- thank you very much for your advice

>

>Madeline Dalrymple

>Biological Safety Officer

>Environmental Health and Safety

>University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

>307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu

Sue Pedrick, RN, COHN-S

Occupational Health Nurse/Lecturer

101 Edwards Hall

Clemson, SC  29634-0742

Office: (864) 656-5529/656-3076

Pager (864) 460-7728

Fax: (864) 656-7694

Email: spedric@clemson.edu
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Kath,

     After reading your e-mail, I re-read the BMBL I did not see just BSL2

recommended for LCMV, but a whole series of potential options based on the

strain used, the animal host and whether the procedures are expected to create

aerosols.. Mouse passaged strains can be handled at BSL2 when used in adult mice.

The recommendation for use of human derived strains in hamsters is BSL3. The

onus is on you and the lab director to do the risk assessment. Part of the

registration of work with a biohazardous agents is to ask the user about the

strain not just the name (Armstrong) but the source and an evaluation of virulence>

The user should also tell you the animals to be used , the procedures to be

done, and their assessment of the containment to be used. If that information

is not forthcoming, you could revise your registration form. From your e-mail,

you have really concluded that there are some reasons for using BSL3

containment. Don't be reluctant to ask the user for more information. No BSO that I

know of is psychic !

See you at ABSA?

Diane Fleming
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathy Joseph <kjoseph@VISION.ERI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: USAMRMC Facility Safety Plan
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Dear Group,

I also want to thank you for your help.  The Director of Research

Administration here did have a sample plan but the other ones posted gave

me a few ideas to tailor for my facility.

Have a great weekend, Kathy

Kathleen Joseph

Health and Safety Coordinator

Schepens Eye Research Institute

an affiliated of Harvard Medical School

20 Staniford Street

Boston, MA 02114

p 617-912-0244

f 617-912-0139
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BMBL gives a fair collection of recommendations. Generally, lab-adapted

mouse brain-passaged strains are just fine at BSL 2 / ABSL 2. Hamsters

shed MUCH MUCH more virus than mice, so absolutely require ABSL 3.

The Armstrong strain is generally considered to pose much less of a

hazard than others. Adult mice infected with the Armstrong strain

develop protective immunity and rapidly clear the virus, while certain

other strains of LCM lead to persistent infections and thus can present

an ongoing risk of infection. Source:

http://www.scripps.edu/research/sr2000/np19.html

That said, we currently work with the Armstrong strain of LCM in rooms

designated as ABSL 2, but we house the animals in microisolator cages,

which are opened only in Class II BSCs and autoclaved before bedding is

removed and the cages subsequently cleaned. No open vessel operations

with LCM or brain homogenates outside of a class II BSC - but that's our

choice for all BSL 2 work here - we routinely exceed the minimum

standards presented in BMBL.

P.S. - Interesting history: the President/CEO of our company for the

majority of its history, Dr. John C. Parker, presented a "Discussion of

Indigenous Murine Virus Infections and Epidemiology of an LCM Epizootic"

during Panel I. at what is referred to by many as "the Asilomar

conference" and "the birthplace of modern biological safety", January

22-24, 1973. Hey, I was in 5th grade at the time, but I hear from one of

our "old-timers" that it can give you a NASTY headache! P.P.S. - We used

to be known as "Microbiological Associates".

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance

Rockville, MD

rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Kathryn Harris [SMTP:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

> Sent: Friday, October 03, 2003 1:57 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Lymphocytic Choriomeningitis Virus (Armstrong Strain)

>

> Hi All..

>

> Does anyone have any experience with this virus? BMBL states BSL2

however

> the Canadian MSDS indicates BSL3 for neurotropic strains (which I

believe

> this may be) and for work in animals (which is what will be

occurring).

> Apparently there have been 46 cases of lab acquired infections

resulting in

> 5 deaths. If anyone has any experience working with this virus

> (particularly the Armstrong strain) I'd like to hear about it..

>

> thanks,

>

> Kath

>

> **********************************************

> Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> Biological Safety Professional

> Office of Research Safety

> Northwestern University

> NG-71 Technological Institute

> 2145 Sheridan Road

> Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> Phone: (847) 491-4387

> Fax: (847) 467-2797

> Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> **********************************************

>
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Subject:      Re: Hantavirus Disinfectant
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A good Friday to all,

A quick comment on "Lysol". Be very cautious with this brand name

description of a disinfectant in a protocol. I grew up (I'm 61) with the

yellow and red/orange labeled phenolic product, that often is meant when the

term "Lysol" is used, particularly in older literature. This product is no

longer manufactured in the original formulation. The active ingredients of

the various Lysol products vary. For example the "Professional Brand" Spray

contains 79% ethanol, the "Hospital Brand II" has a 0.1% quaternary ammonium

compound in addition to the 79% ethanol, while the disinfectant cleaner

Lysol IC contains about 15& quaternary ammonium compounds, 1-3% NaOH and

1-3% ethanol (MSDS info can be obtained at www.acilss.com

<http://www.acilss.com/>   ) These products will therefore vary in their

effectiveness depending on use, and of course the sensitivity of the target

organism. I am not saying that these products are not effective, but with

the breadth of choices, and formulations for these and other products

("Cidex" for example)

We often need to take a look at our protocol specs.

Interestingly, when the company changed the formulation to the less

hazardous materials from the creosol based phenolics and introduced a new

"fresh" scent in a more modern bottle (Still a bottled concentrate at that

time), sales plummeted. The product did not smell like the good germ killer

that their parents used. So the company's marketing group responded by

returning to the basic label and packaging look of the original product and

adding an odorant that smelled like phenol while retaining the new product

formulation. Sure enough consumer use began to climb.

Len

Leonard J. Borzynski,

Biosafety Officer

University at Buffalo

Occupational & Environmental Safety

220 Winspear Ave.

Buffalo, NY 14215-1034

Ph (716) 829-3301

Fx (716) 829-2704

lborzyns@facilities.buffalo.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Sue Pedrick [mailto:spedric@CLEMSON.EDU]

Sent: Friday, October 03, 2003 1:51 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Hantavirus Disinfectant

Madeline,

Briefly, I think the commercial disinfectant they meant is Lysol.  We

recommend this in our HPS policy for trapping small animals, following the

guidelines of CDC mammalogist Dr. Jim Mills at CDC (the main resources for

our policy).  I'm sorry I don't have tiime to pull out the info you need,

but here are the resources:

********"Methods for Trapping and Sampling Small Mammals for Virologic

Testing":     <http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/dvrd/spb/mnpages/rodentmanual.htm>

http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/dvrd/spb/mnpages/rodentmanual.htm

********"Guidelines for Removing Organs or Obtaining Blood from Rodents

Potentially Infected with Hantavirus" at:

<http://www.wsu.edu/~larc/Hanta.htm#Guidelines_for_Removing>

http://www.wsu.edu/~larc/Hanta.htm#Guidelines_for_Removing

At 09:18 AM 10/3/2003 -0600, you wrote:

Happy Friday All!

        Some geologists here at U of Wyo have found rodent poop and a rodent

nest in 3 cardboard boxes holding rock samples.  I advised wetting with

dilute bleach and removing the rocks, double bagging the boxes and disposing

the boxes.

They don't want to use dilute bleach if possible.

I have been researching hantavirus -- "dilute bleach or other commercial

disinfectant" is recommended.  Our researchers are proposing alcohol.  I am

thinking 70% to 85% ethyl or isopropyl.  Anyone of you in biosafty land know

reasons not to use this for disinfecting rocks? Or other preferred

disinfectants?

In advance -- thank you very much for your advice

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu

Sue Pedrick, RN, COHN-S

Occupational Health Nurse/Lecturer

101 Edwards Hall

Clemson, SC  29634-0742

Office: (864) 656-5529/656-3076

Pager (864) 460-7728

Fax: (864) 656-7694

Email: spedric@clemson.edu
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Hi Diane,

Thank for your note, the assessment is underway, but I just wanted to have

all my ducks lined up to present a report to our safety committee. It

appears that this is an attenuated strain but I'm waiting on detailed info

from the PI (and you know how that goes)..

I will be at ABSA - see you there!

Kath

At 03:54 PM 10/3/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>Kath,

>      After reading your e-mail, I re-read the BMBL I did not see just BSL2

>recommended for LCMV, but a whole series of potential options based on the

>strain used, the animal host and whether the procedures are expected to create

>aerosols.. Mouse passaged strains can be handled at BSL2 when used in

>adult mice.

>The recommendation for use of human derived strains in hamsters is BSL3. The

>onus is on you and the lab director to do the risk assessment. Part of the

>registration of work with a biohazardous agents is to ask the user about the

>strain not just the name (Armstrong) but the source and an evaluation of

>virulence>

>The user should also tell you the animals to be used , the procedures to be

>done, and their assessment of the containment to be used. If that information

>is not forthcoming, you could revise your registration form. From your e-mail,

>you have really concluded that there are some reasons for using BSL3

>containment. Don't be reluctant to ask the user for more information. No

>BSO that I

>know of is psychic !

>See you at ABSA?

>Diane Fleming

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************
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Hi Randy..

Thanks for the note, I'd already talked to Scripps (they are getting the

virus from there). I just wanted to have my ducks all lined up before going

to the safety committee.. I've asked for more detailed info from the PI to

do a risk assessment (but you know how that goes...)

See you at ABSA?

Kath

At 04:07 PM 10/3/2003 -0400, you wrote:

>BMBL gives a fair collection of recommendations. Generally, lab-adapted

>mouse brain-passaged strains are just fine at BSL 2 / ABSL 2. Hamsters

>shed MUCH MUCH more virus than mice, so absolutely require ABSL 3.

>

>The Armstrong strain is generally considered to pose much less of a hazard

>than others. Adult mice infected with the Armstrong strain develop

>protective immunity and rapidly clear the virus, while certain other

>strains of LCM lead to persistent infections and thus can present an

>ongoing risk of infection. Source:

>http://www.scripps.edu/research/sr2000/np19.html

>

>That said, we currently work with the Armstrong strain of LCM in rooms

>designated as ABSL 2, but we house the animals in microisolator cages,

>which are opened only in Class II BSCs and autoclaved before bedding is

>removed and the cages subsequently cleaned. No open vessel operations with

>LCM or brain homogenates outside of a class II BSC - but that's our choice

>for all BSL 2 work here - we routinely exceed the minimum standards

>presented in BMBL.

>

>P.S. - Interesting history: the President/CEO of our company for the

>majority of its history, Dr. John C. Parker, presented a "Discussion of

>Indigenous Murine Virus Infections and Epidemiology of an LCM Epizootic"

>during Panel I. at what is referred to by many as "the Asilomar

>conference" and "the birthplace of modern biological safety", January

>22-24, 1973. Hey, I was in 5th grade at the time, but I hear from one of

>our "old-timers" that it can give you a NASTY headache! P.P.S. - We used

>to be known as "Microbiological Associates".

>

>Randy Norman

>Occupational Safety & Health Associate

>BioReliance

>Rockville, MD

>rnorman@bioreliance.com

>

>"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

>

> > -----Original Message-----

> > From: Kathryn Harris [SMTP:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

> > Sent: Friday, October 03, 2003 1:57 PM

> > To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> > Subject:      Lymphocytic Choriomeningitis Virus (Armstrong Strain)

> >

> > Hi All..

> >

> > Does anyone have any experience with this virus? BMBL states BSL2 however

> > the Canadian MSDS indicates BSL3 for neurotropic strains (which I believe

> > this may be) and for work in animals (which is what will be occurring).

> > Apparently there have been 46 cases of lab acquired infections resulting in

> > 5 deaths. If anyone has any experience working with this virus

> > (particularly the Armstrong strain) I'd like to hear about it..

> >

> > thanks,

> >

> > Kath

> >

> > **********************************************

> > Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

> > Biological Safety Professional

> > Office of Research Safety

> > Northwestern University

> > NG-71 Technological Institute

> > 2145 Sheridan Road

> > Evanston, IL 60208-3121

> > Phone: (847) 491-4387

> > Fax: (847) 467-2797

> > Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

> > **********************************************

> >

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 3 Oct 2003 16:48:46 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      This just in!!

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_JYM/DyleeTJk9r7lRL7YYA)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_JYM/DyleeTJk9r7lRL7YYA)

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

 boundary="Boundary_(ID_QM5TVm/dmGnnNZgCUzMN2w)"

--Boundary_(ID_QM5TVm/dmGnnNZgCUzMN2w)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

I just got my hands on this...I hope it helps someone...all of you...It

came from USDA with love

<http://skins.hotbar.com/skins/mailskins/em/033102/033102biglove_1_prv.g

if>

Phil Hauck*

Look what day and Time it is...of course I'm punchy!!!*

  _____ 

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 3 Oct 2003 16:15:14 -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: This just in!!

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="------------4DD8C7ACAFB44198B608A313"

--------------4DD8C7ACAFB44198B608A313

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hey Phil,

We just had our USDA inspection.....where's the other 25 pages of

questions :)  Our inpsection was uneventful and I like it that way.  One

word of caution to those who have not been inspected thus far.....The

inspector has a 26 page questionnaire and 7 pages of this are dedicated

to cyber security with many questions referenced from draft USDA

documents....oh fun!

Mark C.

"Hauck, Philip" wrote:

>  I just got my hands on this...I hope it helps someone...all of

> you...It came from USDA with love[Image]Phil Hauck*Look what day and

> Time it is...of course I'm punchy!!!*

>

> -----------------------------------------------------------------------

> [Upgrade Your Email - Click here!]

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 6 Oct 2003 07:56:44 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: This just in!!

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C38C00.E9DFE900"

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_01C38C00.E9DFE900

Content-Type: text/plain

Phil,

Thank you for placing this document on the list-serve. We are having the

USDA here for an inspection very soon.

-David

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Friday, October 03, 2003 4:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: This just in!!

I just got my hands on this...I hope it helps someone...all of you...It came

from USDA with love

<http://skins.hotbar.com/skins/mailskins/em/033102/033102biglove_1_prv.gif>

Phil Hauck*

Look what day and Time it is...of course I'm punchy!!!*

  _____

<http://promos.hotbar.com/promos/promodll.dll?RunPromo&El=em%3b&SG=&RAND=618

30> Upgrade Your Email - Click here!

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 6 Oct 2003 08:41:45 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Braun, Andrew George" <andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      ABSA - IBC Colaboration

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C38C07.33B56650"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C38C07.33B56650

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Those interested in getting together at ABSA to discuss IBC

collaboration when reviewing human gene transfer protocols will be able

to meet during lunch on Monday, the 13th (Columbus Day) in Salons 2 & 3.

Ellyn Segal, Brenda Wong and I will try to stimulate discussion and make

a synthesis for the benefit of those who could not attend.  Bring you

lunch up to the Salons and lets chat.

Andy

---------------------------------

Andrew Braun (Andy)

Harvard Medical School

Biosafety, Office for Research Subject Protection

Gordon Hall 411

25 Shattuck Street

Boston, Massachusetts 02115

617-432-4899, Fax: 617-432-6262

http://www.hms.harvard.edu/orsp/coms/

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 6 Oct 2003 11:51:55 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Select Agents & Multiple Entities

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeppesen, Eric R [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2003 3:17 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Select Agents & Multiple Entities

Bob,

You threw me off in talking about entities Y and Z by introducing entity

X. I hope it was just a typo so....

I think that in one of my conversations with CDC they mentioned that

once researchers have gone through the grinder and both entities are

registered then it just becomes a notification process.  They check

their records and make sure everything is hunky dory.

Now this conversation took place a couple of months back and it was only

one of the topics I was pestering them about so you should really double

check.

Staying overnight in your neck of the woods as I head on vacation to

Idaho tomorrow.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Robert P. Ellis [mailto:Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, July 31, 2003 1:49 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Select Agents & Multiple Entities

I agree that the instution (entity) in which the research is conducted

must be registered and the persons conducting the research at that

entity must be registered in that entity. A related question is:  Assume

that two entities are registered (entities Y and Z), and both are

registered for agents A, B, and C, and investigators within each entity

are registered for agents A, B, and C. Collaborative research is to be

conducted with one, two or all three agents at each entity.  The

investigators are CDC registered and FBI cleareded at their respective

home entity.  Will there be/is there a mechanism of reciprosity so that

when a registered investigator(s) from entity X goes to entity Z to

conduct collaborative research, the

investigator(s) approvals can be fast-tracked, and the previously

submitted registration materials and forms can be referenced to

facilitate reciprocal registration?  Definitely, the investigators will

need to be registered at each entity, but is there/will there be a

mechanism that will allow fast-track review and approval?

        If there are no answers currently for this scenario, I will

pursue it with CDC, since we will have several collaborators who will be

making repeat visits to our facilities to conduct collaborative

research.  Cheers, Bob Ellis

 Robert P.

Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM) Professor,

Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology College of

Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 6 Oct 2003 15:02:44 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Anne HawkinsBadge <Anne.HawkinsBadge@DAVENPORT.EDU>

Subject:      Maximum Credible Event

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

I saw this question on the site but can not seem to find if anyone gave an

answer.

Has anyone written a MCE? If so do you mind sharing an outline of what you

included in this document.

I am writing a report for a Loss Prevention class on the DoD and their cont=

ract requirements.

Thanks in advance for your help.

Anne

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 7 Oct 2003 10:54:48 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         ryanr@BU.EDU

Subject:      Haemophilus influenza PPE and BSL-2 practices

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C38CE2.F41CEDE0"

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_01C38CE2.F41CEDE0

Content-Type: text/plain

Good morning Listservers!

We have a researcher about to start work with chinchillas, first injecting

adenovirus into them, then 7 days later injecting

Haemophilus influenza into each animal, and observing them for 30 days. I

just discovered this morning that a biosafety cabinet doesnt exist in the

animal holding or procedure room. (and we are particularly tight on space

due to some lab construction in our animal facility for the next few

months).  I have spoken to several of you regarding your adenovirus policies

with animal injections,

and our IBC has decided that BU's policy will be 72 hours at ABSL-2 housing,

then moving the animals to ABSL-1, with proper cage decontamination, etc.

Due to droplet exposure concerns with both the adenovirus and influenza, I

was thinking of recommending

eye protection and N95 respirators during the injection procedure (due to

the lack of a BSC) for influenza and adenovirus.  Then, recommending the use

of a face shield for droplet protection in the animal room in the days

following the procedure.  I was wondering if anyone had any other thoughts

regarding PPE and their own experience with influenza work in animals?

Thanks for your replies!

Rebecca

Rebecca Ryan, MPH

Lab Safety Manager and Biosafety Officer

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Boston University Medical Center

715 Albany Street, M470

Boston, MA 02118

ph(617) 638-8842

fx (617) 638-8822

email: RyanR@BU.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 7 Oct 2003 11:30:19 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Laurence G Mendoza/HSC/VCU <lgmendoz@VCU.EDU>

Subject:      Killed B. pertussis bacteria as adjuvant

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 0055240F85256DB8_="

This is a multipart message in MIME format.

--=_alternative 0055240F85256DB8_=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Good day to all.

Does anyone have any literature on health effects or written guidelines on

how killed Bordetella pertussis (as an adjuvant) should be handled in the

laboratory?

Thanks in advance.

Larry

*******************************************************************************

Larry Mendoza

Biosafety Inspector

Virginia Commonwealth University

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Chemical-Biological Safety Section

Voice: 804-827-0353

Fax: 804-828-6169

Cell: 804-4004988

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 7 Oct 2003 11:41:13 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Laboratory Check-In/Check-Out Forms

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Dear Group,

Does anyone have a laboratory check-in and check-out form that they use for

new laboratory folks and one for those that are leaving? If you don't mind

sharing, I'd love to see it. :)

Thanks!

-David

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 7 Oct 2003 10:53:30 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Matthew S Philpott <mphilp1@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Haemophilus influenza PPE and BSL-2 practices

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Rebecca,

Hemophilus influenzae, a bacterium, is not the same as influenza, which is

a disease caused by various orthomyxoviruses.  Unlike human strains and a

few animal strains of influenza viruses, H. influenzae is not normally a

pathogen of healthy adult humans, and surveys indicate that 80% of adults

are carriers of this organism in the upper respiratory tract.  Neither are

adenoviruses normally pathogenic for healthy adult humans.  My

recommendation is that respirators are only necessary for immune

compromised individuals.

Matthew Philpott, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Manager

Louisiana State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 7 Oct 2003 11:55:50 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      Sodium azide disposal

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

What is the general consensus for disposal of samples preserved with

sodium azide??  Preliminary research on the internet has resulted in a

good bit of disparity.  Very interesting...

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 8 Oct 2003 07:27:40 -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:      Mold

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Like many facilities in the South we've had a very wet humid summer.

Mold has been very prominent on walls. Lots of flooded areas. The

potential for mold growth this year has been the worst I've seen in 20

years.

With all the publicity on mold, litigation, and growing concern about

the health effects of mold, there are now numerous companies producing

kits for the public to use.

There are some kits that use a dip stick method to determine the

presence of Stachybotrys and Aspergillus. It is a 5 min. kit and you

have an answer as whether either or both of these fungi are present.

I have not seen any documentation on the validity of these test kits.

Nor whether what is detected is at any significant level.

Has any of the group had experience with these kits? Are they really

reliable? Are the detection levels set by any standard you're aware of

or by any controlling agency?

I'm not a believer in these kits, yet I do want to stay opened to new

developments. I just don't want to get sucked into something that has

very little scientific validity.

Thoughts?

P.S. I'm trying to help educate our campus community on what is on the

market and how it stacks up in $ vs. useful information. I want them to

be able to use this if they have problems at home also.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 8 Oct 2003 08:35:09 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Mold

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

I think that these kits, even if accurate are a waste of money.  1) If you

can see mold growth, it does not need ID'ing, it needs to be removed.  There

should not be visible mold in an occupied space.  2) There are no standards

re: what is an acceptable level of mold, hence even if the kits are accurate

what does it mean. 3) Many reviews of the literature regarding Stachy. have

concluded that there is no basis for its terrible reputation -- the

published papers purporting ill effects all have errors which invalidate

their conclusions.  4) Aspergillus is everywhere and since it does fairly

well under "dry" conditions, it is frequently present in higher

concentrations indoors vs. outdoors.

That's my 5 cents (inflation)

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: Bruce MacDonald <blmacdon@GW.FIS.NCSU.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Mold

>Date: Wed, 8 Oct 2003 07:27:40 -0400

>

>Like many facilities in the South we've had a very wet humid summer.

>Mold has been very prominent on walls. Lots of flooded areas. The

>potential for mold growth this year has been the worst I've seen in 20

>years.

>

>With all the publicity on mold, litigation, and growing concern about

>the health effects of mold, there are now numerous companies producing

>kits for the public to use.

>

>There are some kits that use a dip stick method to determine the

>presence of Stachybotrys and Aspergillus. It is a 5 min. kit and you

>have an answer as whether either or both of these fungi are present.

>

>I have not seen any documentation on the validity of these test kits.

>Nor whether what is detected is at any significant level.

>

>Has any of the group had experience with these kits? Are they really

>reliable? Are the detection levels set by any standard you're aware of

>or by any controlling agency?

>

>I'm not a believer in these kits, yet I do want to stay opened to new

>developments. I just don't want to get sucked into something that has

>very little scientific validity.

>

>Thoughts?

>

>P.S. I'm trying to help educate our campus community on what is on the

>market and how it stacks up in $ vs. useful information. I want them to

>be able to use this if they have problems at home also.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 8 Oct 2003 08:40:46 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Mold

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

Amen.

>>> rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM 10/08/03 08:35AM >>>

I think that these kits, even if accurate are a waste of money.  1) If you

can see mold growth, it does not need ID'ing, it needs to be removed. 

There

should not be visible mold in an occupied space.  2) There are no

standards

re: what is an acceptable level of mold, hence even if the kits are

accurate

what does it mean. 3) Many reviews of the literature regarding Stachy.

have

concluded that there is no basis for its terrible reputation -- the

published papers purporting ill effects all have errors which invalidate

their conclusions.  4) Aspergillus is everywhere and since it does fairly

well under "dry" conditions, it is frequently present in higher

concentrations indoors vs. outdoors.

That's my 5 cents (inflation)

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: Bruce MacDonald <blmacdon@GW.FIS.NCSU.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Mold

>Date: Wed, 8 Oct 2003 07:27:40 -0400

>

>Like many facilities in the South we've had a very wet humid summer.

>Mold has been very prominent on walls. Lots of flooded areas. The

>potential for mold growth this year has been the worst I've seen in 20

>years.

>

>With all the publicity on mold, litigation, and growing concern about

>the health effects of mold, there are now numerous companies producing

>kits for the public to use.

>

>There are some kits that use a dip stick method to determine the

>presence of Stachybotrys and Aspergillus. It is a 5 min. kit and you

>have an answer as whether either or both of these fungi are present.

>

>I have not seen any documentation on the validity of these test kits.

>Nor whether what is detected is at any significant level.

>

>Has any of the group had experience with these kits? Are they really

>reliable? Are the detection levels set by any standard you're aware of

>or by any controlling agency?

>

>I'm not a believer in these kits, yet I do want to stay opened to new

>developments. I just don't want to get sucked into something that has

>very little scientific validity.

>

>Thoughts?

>

>P.S. I'm trying to help educate our campus community on what is on the

>market and how it stacks up in $ vs. useful information. I want them to

>be able to use this if they have problems at home also.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 8 Oct 2003 09:04:35 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carol Whetstone <carol.whetstone@LOUISVILLE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Mold

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Good morning All!

Previously investigators using Streptozotocin (STZ) have provided no

documentation with their research protocols as to whether or not an

animal would excrete STZ into the cage bedding.  Therefore, the

investigators were required to write a Special Safety Animal Protocol

(SASP) which designated the bedding be dumped in a HEPA filtered dump

station.

Recently, an investigator has challenged this practice based on a

reference he provided.  The reference from Cancer Chemotherapy Reports

states "of the major urine metabolites of STZ, only 2 are biologically

active and 75% are excreted  in the first 4 hours.  These rapidly

breakdown at room temperature and become inactive after 2 hours.  STZ is

not excreted in the feces."  This reference is from 1974.  The

investigator says there are other articles written in the 80's and early

90's that reference this 1974 paper.

Before we decide to change our policy for handling STZ, we are curious

what others are requiring for health and safety precautions from their

investigators handling STZ and particularly, the precautions and

requirements for those personnel changing the animal cages.

Thanks so much for your input!

Carol

Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

Biological Safety Officer

Administrator, Institutional Biosafety Committee

University of Louisville

Environmental Health and Safety

1800 Arthur Street

Louisville, KY 40208-2729

Direct: (502) 852-2959

DEHS: (502) 852-6670

FAX: (502) 852-0880

ctwhet01@gwise.louisville.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 8 Oct 2003 09:07:16 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carol Whetstone <carol.whetstone@LOUISVILLE.EDU>
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Good morning All!

Previously investigators using Streptozotocin (STZ) have provided no

documentation with their research protocols as to whether or not an

animal would excrete STZ into the cage bedding.  Therefore, the

investigators were required to write a Special Safety Animal Protocol

(SASP) which designated the bedding be dumped in a HEPA filtered dump

station.

Recently, an investigator has challenged this practice based on a

reference he provided.  The reference from Cancer Chemotherapy Reports

states "of the major urine metabolites of STZ, only 2 are biologically

active and 75% are excreted  in the first 4 hours.  These rapidly

breakdown at room temperature and become inactive after 2 hours.  STZ is

not excreted in the feces."  This reference is from 1974.  The

investigator says there are other articles written in the 80's and early

90's that reference this 1974 paper.

Before we decide to change our policy for handling STZ, we are curious

what others are requiring for health and safety precautions from their

investigators handling STZ and particularly, the precautions and

requirements for those personnel changing the animal cages.

Thanks so much for your input!

Carol

Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

Biological Safety Officer

Administrator, Institutional Biosafety Committee

University of Louisville

Environmental Health and Safety

1800 Arthur Street

Louisville, KY 40208-2729

Direct: (502) 852-2959

DEHS: (502) 852-6670

FAX: (502) 852-0880

ctwhet01@gwise.louisville.edu
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    Oh....My........Gawd!!!! (Say it like Chandler's Girlfriend on

Friends).

    The USDA Security Checklist took two hours.....yes.....120 minutes

to complete!!!! And then there was the inspection....took eight hours in

entirety. Everything is scrutinized.....we were looking at a potential

BSL-3 area (future use) and everything from floor materials to ceiling

penetrations were looked at. I am not at liberty (yet) to divulge

anything, but it is definitely an experience!!!!

Phil
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Phil,

Thanks for the heads-up. Was the lengthy inspection due to the lack

of experience inspectors or over zealous ones???

Al Jin, CBSP, IH, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

(v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

jin2@llnl.gov

>     Oh....My........Gawd!!!! (Say it like Chandler's Girlfriend on Friends).

>

>     The USDA Security Checklist took two hours.....yes.....120

>minutes to complete!!!! And then there was the inspection....took

>eight hours in entirety. Everything is scrutinized.....we were

>looking at a potential BSL-3 area (future use) and everything from

>floor materials to ceiling penetrations were looked at. I am not at

>liberty (yet) to divulge anything, but it is definitely an

>experience!!!!

>

>Phil
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     Neither....we had to cover 10 labs.....in detail....and trying to

pin down scurrying researchers who tried to play "Artful Dodgers" made

things more difficult.

    My advice to everyone is to go over the forms I posted...especially

the cyber stuff..get with your IT people and nail that stuff down, with

your Security people...etc. Make sure you have training materials for

instructing your researchers on BioSecurity...yes we are wearing

"badges" now...if you as the RO have the duty assigned or defaulted to

you!! Make sure there are inventories for everything....sign in logs for

any areas where SBAT's (Select Biological Agents and Toxins) are

handled, used, stored..and that these are available....blank staresd and

astounded looks do not win points with USDA inspectors. Even though the

material has been on site since 1983!!!! Yes the forms are

incomplete....they didn't end me one section, so the error is NOT

mine...I gave you what I had at the time.

Phil

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Alfred Jin [mailto:jin2@LLNL.GOV]

        Sent: Wednesday, October 08, 2003 12:42 PM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject:

        Phil,

        Thanks for the heads-up. Was the lengthy inspection due to the

lack of experience inspectors or over zealous ones???

        Al Jin, CBSP, IH, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

        Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

        7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

        (v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

        jin2@llnl.gov

                    Oh....My........Gawd!!!! (Say it like Chandler's

Girlfriend on Friends).

                    The USDA Security Checklist took two

hours.....yes.....120 minutes to complete!!!! And then there was the

inspection....took eight hours in entirety. Everything is

scrutinized.....we were looking at a potential BSL-3 area (future use)

and everything from floor materials to ceiling penetrations were looked

at. I am not at liberty (yet) to divulge anything, but it is definitely

an experience!!!!

                Phil
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In a message dated 10/8/03 5:37:55 AM Pacific Daylight Time,

rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM writes:

> I think that these kits, even if accurate are a waste of money.  1) If you

> can see mold growth, it does not need ID'ing, it needs to be removed.  There

> should not be visible mold in an occupied space.  2) There are no standards

> re: what is an acceptable level of mold, hence even if the kits are accurate

> what does it mean. 3) Many reviews of the literature regarding Stachy. have

> concluded that there is no basis for its terrible reputation -- the

> published papers purporting ill effects all have errors which invalidate

> their conclusions.  4) Aspergillus is everywhere and since it does fairly

> well under "dry" conditions, it is frequently present in higher

> concentrations indoors vs. outdoors.

>

> That's my 5 cents (inflation)

> Richie Fink

> Biosafety Officer

> Wyeth BioPharma

> Andover, MA

>

> >From: Bruce MacDonald <blmacdon@GW.FIS.NCSU.EDU>

> >Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> >To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> >Subject: Mold

> >Date: Wed, 8 Oct 2003 07:27:40 -0400

> >

> >Like many facilities in the South we've had a very wet humid summer.

> >Mold has been very prominent on walls. Lots of flooded areas. The

> >potential for mold growth this year has been the worst I've seen in 20

> >years.

> >

> >With all the publicity on mold, litigation, and growing concern about

> >the health effects of mold, there are now numerous companies producing

> >kits for the public to use.

> >

> >There are some kits that use a dip stick method to determine the

> >presence of Stachybotrys and Aspergillus. It is a 5 min. kit and you

> >have an answer as whether either or both of these fungi are present.

> >

> >I have not seen any documentation on the validity of these test kits.

> >Nor whether what is detected is at any significant level.

> >

> >Has any of the group had experience with these kits? Are they really

> >reliable? Are the detection levels set by any standard you're aware of

> >or by any controlling agency?

> >

> >I'm not a believer in these kits, yet I do want to stay opened to new

> >developments. I just don't want to get sucked into something that has

> >very little scientific validity.

> >

> >Thoughts?

> >

> >P.S. I'm trying to help educate our campus community on what is on the

> >market and how it stacks up in $ vs. useful information. I want them to

> >be able to use this if they have problems at home also.

ABI developed test kits using agar selective for mould in response to a need

to know the types and relative concentation of organisms in an indoor

environment.  Documentation of the condition with issuance of a report of findings

permits the client to know whether they need to consider a legal action, or need

to respond to a potentially hazardous condition.  Our methods allow the source

of contamination to be identified, or if the concentration may be uniform

throughout a space.  We can then tailor remedial strategies to fit the

conditions, and we do.  Our kits are intended for passive air sampling.  They are

qualatative by intent but CAN be semiquantative as well.  We have taken heat from

industrial hygenists who arrogantly sniff that only active air sampling is

useful.  They leave out the part that it is more expensive and they make more

profit.  Our kit costs $180 for ten samples, complete and total.

By the way, despite several million possible exceptions, this class of fungi

is spelled "mould."  Mold is something used to form a shape as a "plastic

mold."  If you rely on an expert, at least use someone who can spell the word

correctly.

-- Jay L. Stern
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We are doing your present practice, too. I wouldn't change anything

unless I had a recently written journal article on the bio half-life and

excretion metabolites of STZ firmly in hand...

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Carol Whetstone [mailto:carol.whetstone@LOUISVILLE.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, October 08, 2003 9:07 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: STZ

Good morning All!

Previously investigators using Streptozotocin (STZ) have provided no

documentation with their research protocols as to whether or not an

animal would excrete STZ into the cage bedding.  Therefore, the

investigators were required to write a Special Safety Animal Protocol

(SASP) which designated the bedding be dumped in a HEPA filtered dump

station.

Recently, an investigator has challenged this practice based on a

reference he provided.  The reference from Cancer Chemotherapy Reports

states "of the major urine metabolites of STZ, only 2 are biologically

active and 75% are excreted  in the first 4 hours.  These rapidly

breakdown at room temperature and become inactive after 2 hours.  STZ is

not excreted in the feces."  This reference is from 1974.  The

investigator says there are other articles written in the 80's and early

90's that reference this 1974 paper.

Before we decide to change our policy for handling STZ, we are curious

what others are requiring for health and safety precautions from their

investigators handling STZ and particularly, the precautions and

requirements for those personnel changing the animal cages.

Thanks so much for your input!

Carol

Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

Biological Safety Officer

Administrator, Institutional Biosafety Committee

University of Louisville

Environmental Health and Safety

1800 Arthur Street

Louisville, KY 40208-2729

Direct: (502) 852-2959

DEHS: (502) 852-6670

FAX: (502) 852-0880

ctwhet01@gwise.louisville.edu
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As an illiterate Biosafety person I looked up the definition of mold in

Merriam Webster: Lots of definitions but here is an example:

bread mold

Function: noun

Date: 1914

: any of various molds found especially on bread; especially : a

rhizopus (Rhizopus nigricans syn. R. stolonifer)

Bottom of Form

 When you look up Mould you get:

mould

Pronunciation: 'mOld

variant of MOLD

<http://www.m-w.com/cgi-bin/dictionary?bookDictionary&vamold> 

Andy

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of ABINC@AOL.COM

Sent: Wednesday, October 08, 2003 12:18 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Mold

In a message dated 10/8/03 5:37:55 AM Pacific Daylight Time,

rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM writes:

I think that these kits, even if accurate are a waste of money.  1) If

you

can see mold growth, it does not need ID'ing, it needs to be removed.

There

should not be visible mold in an occupied space.  2) There are no

standards

re: what is an acceptable level of mold, hence even if the kits are

accurate

what does it mean. 3) Many reviews of the literature regarding Stachy.

have

concluded that there is no basis for its terrible reputation -- the

published papers purporting ill effects all have errors which invalidate

their conclusions.  4) Aspergillus is everywhere and since it does

fairly

well under "dry" conditions, it is frequently present in higher

concentrations indoors vs. outdoors.

That's my 5 cents (inflation)

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: Bruce MacDonald <blmacdon@GW.FIS.NCSU.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Mold

>Date: Wed, 8 Oct 2003 07:27:40 -0400

>

>Like many facilities in the South we've had a very wet humid summer.

>Mold has been very prominent on walls. Lots of flooded areas. The

>potential for mold growth this year has been the worst I've seen in 20

>years.

>

>With all the publicity on mold, litigation, and growing concern about

>the health effects of mold, there are now numerous companies producing

>kits for the public to use.

>

>There are some kits that use a dip stick method to determine the

>presence of Stachybotrys and Aspergillus. It is a 5 min. kit and you

>have an answer as whether either or both of these fungi are present.

>

>I have not seen any documentation on the validity of these test kits.

>Nor whether what is detected is at any significant level.

>

>Has any of the group had experience with these kits? Are they really

>reliable? Are the detection levels set by any standard you're aware of

>or by any controlling agency?

>

>I'm not a believer in these kits, yet I do want to stay opened to new

>developments. I just don't want to get sucked into something that has

>very little scientific validity.

>

>Thoughts?

>

>P.S. I'm trying to help educate our campus community on what is on the

>market and how it stacks up in $ vs. useful information. I want them to

>be able to use this if they have problems at home also.

ABI developed test kits using agar selective for mould in response to a

need to know the types and relative concentation of organisms in an

indoor environment.  Documentation of the condition with issuance of a

report of findings permits the client to know whether they need to

consider a legal action, or need to respond to a potentially hazardous

condition.  Our methods allow the source of contamination to be

identified, or if the concentration may be uniform throughout a space.

We can then tailor remedial strategies to fit the conditions, and we do.

Our kits are intended for passive air sampling.  They are qualatative by

intent but CAN be semiquantative as well.  We have taken heat from

industrial hygenists who arrogantly sniff that only active air sampling

is useful.  They leave out the part that it is more expensive and they

make more profit.  Our kit costs $180 for ten samples, complete and

total. 

By the way, despite several million possible exceptions, this class of

fungi is spelled "mould."  Mold is something used to form a shape as a

"plastic mold."  If you rely on an expert, at least use someone who can

spell the word correctly.

-- Jay L. Stern  
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In a message dated 10/8/03 9:27:59 AM Pacific Daylight Time,

andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU writes:

> As an illiterate Biosafety person I looked up the definition of mold in

> Merriam Webster: Lots of definitions but here is an example:

>

>  bread mold

> Function: noun

> Date: 1914

> : any of various molds found especially on bread; especially : a rhizopus (

> Rhizopus nigricans syn. R. stolonifer)

>

> Bottom of Form

>

>

>   When you look up Mould you get:

>

>  mould

>

> Pronunciation: 'mOld

> variant of <A HREF="http://www.m-w.com/cgi-bin/dictionary?book=Dictionary&va=mold">MOLD</A>

>

>

>

> Andy

>

>

I can understand how you were misled.

-- Jay
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"Let the spam begin"     :)    :)    :)

See you all in Philly

--bdc

ABINC@AOL.COM wrote:

> In a message dated 10/8/03 9:27:59 AM Pacific Daylight

> Time, andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU writes:

>

>

>> As an illiterate Biosafety person I looked up the

>> definition of mold in Merriam Webster: Lots of

>> definitions but here is an example:

>>

>> bread mold

>> Function: noun

>> Date: 1914

>> : any of various molds found especially on bread;

>> especially : a rhizopus (Rhizopus nigricans syn. R.

>> stolonifer)

>>

>>

>>

>>                       Bottom of Form

>>

>>

>>

>>

>>

>>   When you look up Mould you get:

>>

>> mould

>>

>> Pronunciation: 'mOld

>> variant of MOLD

>>

>>

>>

>> Andy

>>

>

>

> I can understand how you were misled.

>

> -- Jay

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 8 Oct 2003 12:55:05 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>
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Fear not Andrew, my young committee mate.  You are neither

illiterate nor ill-informed.

Mould is a British variant of mold.  Many words used in both

the UK and the US have these variations.  Both spellings are

correct and accepted.

So all of us biosafety professionals, who for a moment,

thought we were spelling the word incorrectly for all these

years, can rest easy and enjoy the sunshine (at least here

in Boston).

"Braun, Andrew George" wrote:

> As an illiterate Biosafety person I looked up the

> definition of mold in Merriam Webster: Lots of definitions

> but here is an example:

>

> bread mold

> Function: noun

> Date: 1914

> :any of various molds found especially on

> bread; especially: a rhizopus

> (Rhizopusnigricanssyn. R. stolonifer)

>                       Bottom of Form

> When you look up Mould you get:

>

> mould

>

> Pronunciation: 'mOld

> variant of MOLD

>

> Andy

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List

> [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On Behalf OfABINC@AOL.COM

>

> Sent:Wednesday, October 08, 200312:18 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Mold

>

> In a message dated 10/8/03 5:37:55 AM Pacific Daylight

> Time, rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM writes:

>

>

> I think that these kits, even if accurate are a waste of

> money.  1) If you

> can see mold growth, it does not need ID'ing, it needs to

> be removed.  There

> should not be visible mold in an occupied space.  2) There

> are no standards

> re: what is an acceptable level of mold, hence even if the

> kits are accurate

> what does it mean. 3) Many reviews of the literature

> regarding Stachy. have

> concluded that there is no basis for its terrible

> reputation -- the

> published papers purporting ill effects all have errors

> which invalidate

> their conclusions.  4) Aspergillus is everywhere and since

> it does fairly

> well under "dry" conditions, it is frequently present in

> higher

> concentrations indoors vs. outdoors.

>

> That's my 5 cents (inflation)

> Richie Fink

> Biosafety Officer

> Wyeth BioPharma

> Andover, MA

>

> >From: Bruce MacDonald <blmacdon@GW.FIS.NCSU.EDU>

> >Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List

> <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> >To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> >Subject: Mold

> >Date: Wed, 8 Oct 200307:27:40 -0400

> >

> >Like many facilities in the South we've had a very wet

> humid summer.

> >Mold has been very prominent on walls. Lots of flooded

> areas. The

> >potential for mold growth this year has been the worst

> I've seen in 20

> >years.

> >

> >With all the publicity on mold, litigation, and growing

> concern about

> >the health effects of mold, there are now numerous

> companies producing

> >kits for the public to use.

> >

> >There are some kits that use a dip stick method to

> determine the

> >presence of Stachybotrys and Aspergillus. It is a 5 min.

> kit and you

> >have an answer as whether either or both of these fungi

> are present.

> >

> >I have not seen any documentation on the validity of

> these test kits.

> >Nor whether what is detected is at any significant level.

>

> >

> >Has any of the group had experience with these kits? Are

> they really

> >reliable? Are the detection levels set by any standard

> you're aware of

> >or by any controlling agency?

> >

> >I'm not a believer in these kits, yet I do want to stay

> opened to new

> >developments. I just don't want to get sucked into

> something that has

> >very little scientific validity.

> >

> >Thoughts?

> >

> >P.S. I'm trying to help educate our campus community on

> what is on the

> >market and how it stacks up in $ vs. useful information.

> I want them to

> >be able to use this if they have problems at home also.

>

>

>

> ABI developed test kits using agar selective for mould in

> response to a need to know the types and relative

> concentation of organisms in an indoor environment.

> Documentation of the condition with issuance of a report

> of findings permits the client to know whether they need

> to consider a legal action, or need to respond to a

> potentially hazardous condition.  Our methods allow the

> source of contamination to be identified, or if the

> concentration may be uniform throughout a space.  We can

> then tailor remedial strategies to fit the conditions, and

> we do.  Our kits are intended for passive air sampling.

> They are qualatative by intent but CAN be semiquantative

> as well.  We have taken heat from industrial hygenists who

> arrogantly sniff that only active air sampling is useful.

> They leave out the part that it is more expensive and they

> make more profit.  Our kit costs $180 for ten samples,

> complete and total.

>

> By the way, despite several million possible exceptions,

> this class of fungi is spelled "mould."  Mold is something

> used to form a shape as a "plastic mold."  If you rely on

> an expert, at least use someone who can spell the word

> correctly.

>

> -- Jay L. Stern

>
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Mold
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I prefer my bread (mold) with peanut butter (a dose of aflatoxin a day keeps

the liver awake).

Richie

>From: "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Mold

>Date: Wed, 8 Oct 2003 12:38:45 -0400

>

>"Let the spam begin"     :)    :)    :)

>

>See you all in Philly

>

>--bdc

>

>

>ABINC@AOL.COM wrote:

>

> > In a message dated 10/8/03 9:27:59 AM Pacific Daylight

> > Time, andrew_braun@HMS.HARVARD.EDU writes:

> >

> >

> >> As an illiterate Biosafety person I looked up the

> >> definition of mold in Merriam Webster: Lots of

> >> definitions but here is an example:

> >>

> >> bread mold

> >> Function: noun

> >> Date: 1914

> >> : any of various molds found especially on bread;

> >> especially : a rhizopus (Rhizopus nigricans syn. R.

> >> stolonifer)

> >>

> >>

> >>

> >>                       Bottom of Form

> >>

> >>

> >>

> >>

> >>

> >>   When you look up Mould you get:

> >>

> >> mould

> >>

> >> Pronunciation: 'mOld

> >> variant of MOLD

> >>

> >>

> >>

> >> Andy

> >>

> >

> >

> > I can understand how you were misled.

> >

> > -- Jay
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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 <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Mold
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>-- Jay L. Stern wrote:

>By the way, despite several million possible exceptions, this class of

>fungi

>is spelled "mould."

It is in the UK but in the US, Daniel Webster got rid of the "u" a couple of

centuries ago.  He set out to write a dictionary of American English and to

simplify spelling.

>Mold is something used to form a shape as a "plastic

>mold."

That is, of course, another meaning of mold and if you are in the UK you

would be referring to a plastic mould.

If you rely on an expert, at least use someone who can spell the word

>correctly.

So sorry, mold is correct for US and mould for the UK.

Richie Fink
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         ABINC@AOL.COM

Subject:      Re: Mold
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In a message dated 10/8/03 10:14:51 AM Pacific Daylight Time,

rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM writes:

> I prefer my bread (mold) with peanut butter (a dose of aflatoxin a day

> keeps

> the liver awake).

>

> Richie

Actually, you touch on a topic that I still wonder about.  Once, a candy

importer brought in a sugar and penut confection from Mexico that had been held up

by the FDA.  They felt the peanuts were contaminated with aflatoxin.  The

AOAC procedure for aflatoxin testing was perscribed for analysis.  While it may

be appropriate for raw peanuts, the presence of the sugar prevented the test

from working property.  Specifically, I couldn't get the aqueous and solvent

layers to separate other than by prolonged standing.  Centrifugation didn't even

do it.  Upon analysis, there was no aflatoxin.  The FDA rejected our data

saying it had degraded due to the long period we had allowed the product to stand.

 Attempts to discuss the matter, to find a better protocol, or to see if they

had analyzed the product themselves and how were fruitless.  Dealing with

these people was like wrestling with shadows.  Eventually --- months later -- the

shipment of product went back to its place of origin.

So, was there aflatoxin or not?  Is there aflatoxin in peanut butter?  Any

better ways to test it, especially if sugar is present?

-- Jay
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Date:         Wed, 8 Oct 2003 13:46:07 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         ABINC@AOL.COM

Subject:      Re: Mold
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In a message dated 10/8/03 10:31:17 AM Pacific Daylight Time,

rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM writes:

> So sorry, mold is correct for US and mould for the UK.

>

> Richie Fink

Please review at the "Dr. Fungus" website.  Look at "definitions."

-- Jay
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Subject:      Re: Mold
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Jay- There is no "Official" method for this type of sample. The methods

have been developed for corn, cottonseed, peanuts and various other

commidities.  The methods available now that have the broadest range of

approved uses are the Elisa procedures.  The one I am familiar with uses

70% methanol/water so the emulsion problem should not be that bad.

Scott

-----Original Message-----

From: ABINC@AOL.COM [mailto:ABINC@AOL.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, October 08, 2003 12:44 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Mold

        In a message dated 10/8/03 10:14:51 AM Pacific Daylight Time,

rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM writes:

                I prefer my bread (mold) with peanut butter (a dose of

aflatoxin a day keeps

                the liver awake).

                Richie

        Actually, you touch on a topic that I still wonder about.  Once,

a candy importer brought in a sugar and penut confection from Mexico

that had been held up by the FDA.  They felt the peanuts were

contaminated with aflatoxin.  The AOAC procedure for aflatoxin testing

was perscribed for analysis.  While it may be appropriate for raw

peanuts, the presence of the sugar prevented the test from working

property.  Specifically, I couldn't get the aqueous and solvent layers

to separate other than by prolonged standing.  Centrifugation didn't

even do it.  Upon analysis, there was no aflatoxin.  The FDA rejected

our data saying it had degraded due to the long period we had allowed

the product to stand.  Attempts to discuss the matter, to find a better

protocol, or to see if they had analyzed the product themselves and how

were fruitless.  Dealing with these people was like wrestling with

shadows.  Eventually --- months later -- the shipment of product went

back to its place of origin. 

        So, was there aflatoxin or not?  Is there aflatoxin in peanut

butter?  Any better ways to test it, especially if sugar is present?

        -- Jay
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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 <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Mold
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Not to belabor this, while I have great respect for Dr. Fungus website, for

language usage I have greater respect for dictionaries, both U.S. and U.K.

(readily available on the web) editions.  Please note that Dr. Fungus board

is made up of an international assortment, so the person(s) writing the

glossary may very well have been brought up on the Queen's English.

Richie

>From: ABINC@AOL.COM

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Mold

>Date: Wed, 8 Oct 2003 13:46:07 EDT

>

>In a message dated 10/8/03 10:31:17 AM Pacific Daylight Time,

>rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM writes:

>

> > So sorry, mold is correct for US and mould for the UK.

> >

> > Richie Fink

>

>Please review at the "Dr. Fungus" website.  Look at "definitions."

>

>-- Jay
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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:      Today's press release on NAS report  on Biotechnology Research in

              an Age of Terrorism
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Dr. Ron Atlas ( former Am. Society of Microbiology) is in DC today for a

press conference to announce the just released National Academy of

Sciences report entitled " Biotechnology Research in an Age of

Terrorism: Confronting the "Dual Use" Dilemma ". Along with Ron,

Emmettt Barkley of HHMI  was also on the committee that issude the

report.  Here is the press release which includes details of how you can

order it.. Thanks, Cheri

http://www4.nationalacademies.org/news.nsf/isbn/0309089778?OpenDocument

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:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Mold

In-Reply-To:  <Sea1-F110nOeEMxzGPI00015730@hotmail.com>
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Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Enough already! I'm British but have lived in America for the last 10 years

so I feel reasonably qualified to say BOTH are equally acceptable.  You

simply have to use the appropriate lingo for the natives you are

communicating with. See below for the problem I have getting stuff mixed up!

"I had a dialog with my honourable neighbor about the colour of the mold on

his donut which he ordered from his favourite catalog"

For those of you who need translations - see

http://www.scit.wlv.ac.uk/~jphb/american.html

HRH Dr. Kath  (eat your heart out Dr. Fungus!)

PS.. is it time for Philly yet?

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.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:         ABINC@AOL.COM

Subject:      Re: Mold
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In a message dated 10/8/03 11:33:40 AM Pacific Daylight Time,

sbonney@IASTATE.EDU writes:

> Jay- There is no "Official" method for this type of sample. The methods

> have been developed for corn, cottonseed, peanuts and various other commidities.

>  The methods available now that have the broadest range of approved uses are

> the Elisa procedures.  The one I am familiar with uses 70% methanol/water so

> the emulsion problem should not be that bad.  Scott

Thanks for the note.  I appreciate it.  The analysis was a long time ago, and

I think your comment finally gives me closure.  I've chaffed for a long time

over the way the FDA handled this.  The thing is, their "guidance" consisted

of nonresponsiveness, unless it was to say "not accepted" months later.

-- Jay

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 8 Oct 2003 16:49:32 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         ABINC@AOL.COM

Subject:      Re: Mold

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

In a message dated 10/8/03 12:13:56 PM Pacific Daylight Time,

rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM writes:

> Not to belabor this, while I have great respect for Dr. Fungus website, for

> language usage I have greater respect for dictionaries, both U.S. and U.K.

> (readily available on the web) editions.  Please note that Dr. Fungus board

> is made up of an international assortment, so the person(s) writing the

> glossary may very well have been brought up on the Queen's English.

>

> Richie

As I said, there are several million exceptions.  Nevertheless, to prevent

mould from growing on your fruit salad mold, you should wash it thoroughly after

each use.

-- Jay

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 8 Oct 2003 16:52:52 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         ABINC@AOL.COM

Subject:      Re: Mold
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In a message dated 10/8/03 12:50:46 PM Pacific Daylight Time,

kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU writes:

> Enough already! I'm British but have lived in America for the last 10 years

You see?  We corrupted you.  Tsk-tsk!

By the way, I would expect mould to be a significant concern in the old

English houses, especially along the coasts.  Is this so, to the best of your

(fading) rememberance?  :-)

-- Jay
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Question re pressure differentials

Mime-Version: 1.0
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Hey, listserve:  Could anyone tell me a requirement for an actual offset

number for pressure differentials?  Thanks! Please reply directly to me.

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear
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Subject:      STZ Guidance
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Hi!

I know the following issue that I posted yesterday is technically aside

from biosafety, but our Lab Safety Coordinator could really use some

help with this.  I would appreciate if anyone can share your experience

and procedures with STZ.

Thanks and have a good day!

Carol

Good morning All!

Previously investigators using Streptozotocin (STZ) have provided no

documentation with their research protocols as to whether or not an

animal would excrete STZ into the cage bedding.  Therefore, the

investigators were required to write a Special Safety Animal Protocol

(SASP) which designated the bedding be dumped in a HEPA filtered dump

station.

Recently, an investigator has challenged this practice based on a

reference he provided.  The reference from Cancer Chemotherapy Reports

states "of the major urine metabolites of STZ, only 2 are biologically

active and 75% are excreted  in the first 4 hours.  These rapidly

breakdown at room temperature and become inactive after 2 hours.  STZ is

not excreted in the feces."  This reference is from 1974.  The

investigator says there are other articles written in the 80's and early

90's that reference this 1974 paper.

Before we decide to change our policy for handling STZ, we are curious

what others are requiring for health and safety precautions from their

investigators handling STZ and particularly, the precautions and

requirements for those personnel changing the animal cages.

Thanks so much for your input!

Carol

Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

Biological Safety Officer

Administrator, Institutional Biosafety Committee

University of Louisville

Environmental Health and Safety

1800 Arthur Street

Louisville, KY 40208-2729

Direct: (502) 852-2959

DEHS: (502) 852-6670

FAX: (502) 852-0880

ctwhet01@gwise.louisville.edu
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      Narcotics
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Does anyone out there in Listland have responsibility of providing, or

involved with oversight to research involving DEA-controlled narcotics? 

If so, I would be very interested to hear what procedures, in accordance

with and above and beyond DEA requirements, are followed at your institutio=

n.

As always, thanks so much for your feedback!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

Subject:      NHP housing question
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Content-Type: text/plain

I have an urgent question for the list. For those of you who do work with

NHP, Macaques especially. Do you house your animals in ABSL 1 or ABSL 2

facilities? Does it make a difference if your company policy requires the

purchase of B-free monkeys only? How are you handling blood samples from

these animals (B-free) in BSL-2 or 1 ?  Thanks so much for the info in short

notice!!

Debra Sharpe, MPH, CCHO

Manager, EH&S

Southern Research Institute

2000 9th Ave S.

Birmingham, Al. 35205

P (205) 581-2126

F (205) 581-2726

 Confidentiality Notice The information contained in this communication and

its attachments is intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is

addressed and may contain information that is legally privileged,

confidential, or exempt from disclosure. If the reader of this message is

not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,

distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If

you have received this communication in error, please notify

postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and delete the communication without

retaining any copies.
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In-Reply-To:  <sf85427e.081@gwise.louisville.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Carol -

From the FDA 2003

(http://www.accessdata.fda.gov/scripts/cder/onctools/labels.cfm?GN=streptozo

cin):

The metabolism and the chemical dissociation of streptozocin that occurs

under physiologic conditions has not been extensively studied. When

administered intravenously to a variety of experimental animals,

streptozocin disappears from the blood very rapidly. In all species tested,

it was found to concentrate in the liver and kidney. As much as 20% of the

drug (or metabolites containing an N-nitrosourea group) is metabolized

and/or excreted by the kidney.

Not very specific, but also see:

http://www.bccancer.bc.ca/HPI/DrugDatabase/DrugIndexALPro/Streptozocin.htm

with reference articles that might help:

PHARMACOKINETICS: [2,3,4,5,6]

Distribution - liver, kidney and pancreas

Metabolism - liver and kidneys; spontaneously degrades to methylcarbonium

ion

Active metabolite(s) -  methylated metabolite, methylcarbonium ion

Inactive metabolite(s) - yes

Excretion - predominantly in kidneys; 5% in expired air; 1% in feces,

urine -

60-72% in 24 hours (10-20% as unchanged drug)

Rene Ricks

EH&S Consultant

rricks@pacbell.net

home office: (925) 370-1020

cell phone: (510) 912-1909

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Carol Whetstone

Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2003 8:11 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: STZ Guidance

Hi!

I know the following issue that I posted yesterday is technically aside

from biosafety, but our Lab Safety Coordinator could really use some

help with this.  I would appreciate if anyone can share your experience

and procedures with STZ.

Thanks and have a good day!

Carol

Good morning All!

Previously investigators using Streptozotocin (STZ) have provided no

documentation with their research protocols as to whether or not an

animal would excrete STZ into the cage bedding.  Therefore, the

investigators were required to write a Special Safety Animal Protocol

(SASP) which designated the bedding be dumped in a HEPA filtered dump

station.

Recently, an investigator has challenged this practice based on a

reference he provided.  The reference from Cancer Chemotherapy Reports

states "of the major urine metabolites of STZ, only 2 are biologically

active and 75% are excreted  in the first 4 hours.  These rapidly

breakdown at room temperature and become inactive after 2 hours.  STZ is

not excreted in the feces."  This reference is from 1974.  The

investigator says there are other articles written in the 80's and early

90's that reference this 1974 paper.

Before we decide to change our policy for handling STZ, we are curious

what others are requiring for health and safety precautions from their

investigators handling STZ and particularly, the precautions and

requirements for those personnel changing the animal cages.

Thanks so much for your input!

Carol

Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

Biological Safety Officer

Administrator, Institutional Biosafety Committee

University of Louisville

Environmental Health and Safety

1800 Arthur Street

Louisville, KY 40208-2729

Direct: (502) 852-2959

DEHS: (502) 852-6670

FAX: (502) 852-0880

ctwhet01@gwise.louisville.edu
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Subject:      Re: NHP housing question

In-Reply-To:  <03Oct9.131033cdt.119076@srisvr.sri.org>
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        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

NHP housing questionOur NHPs are housed at ABSL2.  We treat all of our

macaques as if they are B-Virus positive because of the possibility of

delayed antibody response.   We do have a B-Free section of our colony, but

do not take our chances anyway.  All body fluid samples (including urine and

saliva) are handled according to the bloodborne pathogens standard, which

corresponds to BSL2.

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL-Lafayette, New Iberia Research Center

4401 W. Admiral Doyle Dr.

New Iberia, LA  70560

(337)482-0306

fax (337)373-0057

hah8377@louisiana.edu

  -----Original Message-----

  From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Sharpe, Debra

  Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2003 1:08 PM

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Subject: NHP housing question

  Importance: High

  I have an urgent question for the list. For those of you who do work with

NHP, Macaques especially. Do you house your animals in ABSL 1 or ABSL 2

facilities? Does it make a difference if your company policy requires the

purchase of B-free monkeys only? How are you handling blood samples from

these animals (B-free) in BSL-2 or 1 ?  Thanks so much for the info in short

notice!!

  Debra Sharpe, MPH, CCHO

  Manager, EH&S

  Southern Research Institute

  2000 9th Ave S.

  Birmingham, Al. 35205

  P (205) 581-2126

  F (205) 581-2726

   Confidentiality Notice The information contained in this communication

and its attachments is intended only for the use of the individual to whom

it is addressed and may contain information that is legally privileged,

confidential, or exempt from disclosure. If the reader of this message is

not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,

distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If

you have received this communication in error, please notify

postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and delete the communication without

retaining any copies.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 9 Oct 2003 15:18:14 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Labsafe@AOL.COM

Subject:      Lab Safety Program Review

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_e6.3fd21aec.2cb70e76_boundary"

--part1_e6.3fd21aec.2cb70e76_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="ISO-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

The Laboratory Safety Institute has established a new benefit for it's

organizational members.=A0 LSI is offering a complimentary Lab Safety Progra=

m Review.

The 60-90 minute teleconference reviews more than thirty lab safety program

components.=A0 The components are scored on a scale of zero to three.=A0 Max=

imum

score is 100.

Participants in the Lab Safety Program Review have found it to be an

effective way to evaluate their current program and discover simple, inexpen=

sive, and

practical ways to achieve improvement.

For more information about this new member service, contact the Laboratory

Safety Institute at info@labsafety.org.

Regards, ... Jim Kaufman

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 9 Oct 2003 15:43:54 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Cockburn <acockbur@MAIL.WVU.EDU>

Subject:      Microbiological waste

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_F3AD449B.A9C8A87F"

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.

--=_F3AD449B.A9C8A87F

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

The West Virginia Department of Health has issued a rule regarding

infectious medical waste, which they define anything with human pathogens

in it. That covers most of the waste coming out of our micro labs. We are

being told that if we autoclave plates and other things like that we are

an "infectious medical waste treatment facility". This is new territory to

all of us- WVU is probably the only institution in the state doing

microbiology research, so the regulations are directed at hospitals and

clinics only. The DoH is not being unreasonable, but they don't have any

idea of what we do or the standards for research (BMBL? What's that?).

I was wondering how this is handled in other states. Are research labs

(not clinical micro labs) considered to be generating infectious medical

waste? Does the state health department oversee decontamination of waste?

Thanks,

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Associate Director of Research Compliance

309 K Chesnut Ridge Research Bldg

Box 6845

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-6845

telephone: 304-293-7157

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 9 Oct 2003 16:34:51 -0400

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: Microbiological waste

In-Reply-To:  <sf85824b.057@WVUGW01.wvu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

In Massachusetts, the State Sanitary Code (105 CMR 480) regulates the storage, treatment, transport and disposal of infectious physically dangerous medical or biological waste. The agency in charge is the Mass. Dept. of Public Health. As far as who/what is regulated, among a number of things included is cultures and stocks of infectious agents and associated biologicals which includes biotech by-product effluents, cultures or specimens from medical and pathological labs, cultures and stocks of infectious agents from research labs, wastes from the production of biologicals, etc.

Yes the Mass DOH oversees the treatment of the waste. In addition to requiring logs and records of all waste treatment, we have to run a program where every autoclave on campus used to treat waste is regularly validated using a Geobacillus stearothermophilus spore vials. We have over sixty autoclaves on campus that we track validations on every month. In addition, once treated, tags must be applied to each bag of waste indicating when the treatment was perfomed and by whom and clearly identified as noninfectious medical or biological waste.

All of this to comply with 105 CMR.

Eric

At 03:43 PM 10/9/2003 -0400, you wrote:

The West Virginia Department of Health has issued a rule regarding infectious medical waste, which they define anything with human pathogens in it. That covers most of the waste coming out of our micro labs. We are being told that if we autoclave plates and other things like that we are an "infectious medical waste treatment facility". This is new territory to all of us- WVU is probably the only institution in the state doing microbiology research, so the regulations are directed at hospitals and clinics only. The DoH is not being unreasonable, but they don't have any idea of what we do or the standards for research (BMBL? What's that?). 

I was wondering how this is handled in other states. Are research labs (not clinical micro labs) considered to be generating infectious medical waste? Does the state health department oversee decontamination of waste?

Thanks,

Andrew Cockburn, PhD

Associate Director of Research Compliance

309 K Chesnut Ridge Research Bldg

Box 6845

West Virginia University

Morgantown, WV 26506-6845

telephone: 304-293-7157

  _=====_

=======

 | |  | |  | |  | |

=======

  MIT BSP

Eric Cook, Asst. Biosafety Officer

Massachusetts Institute of Technology

Biosafety Program, N52-496

77 Massachusetts Avenue

Cambridge, MA 02139-4307

(Voice) 617-258-5648

(Fax)   617-258-6831

(E-mail)ecook@mit.edu

http://web.mit.edu/environment

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 9 Oct 2003 16:32:16 -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: STZ Guidance

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Forget about STZ: It's my understanding that practically all dumping of

used animal bedding and excreta should be done in a HEPA-filtered cage

dump station anyway - to reduce exposure to airborne animal allergens.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance

Rockville, MD

rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 9 Oct 2003 14:41:57 -0600

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: Microbiological waste

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C38EA5.C7DBA2CA"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C38EA5.C7DBA2CA

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

In Utah, the Division of Solid and Hazardous Waste regulates "infectious

waste".  The regulatory group is most familiar with chemical waste and

not very conversant with infectious agents.  They make the definition

for infectious waste fairly explicit and inclusive.  However, we are not

considered to be in the treatment business unless we claim to have

rendered our waste non-infectious.  Example:  In the BSL-3 facility all

waste is autoclaved before it can come out of the lab, but that waste is

still packaged and shipped to an off site medical waste treatment

facility. The regulatory agency does not consider that treatment.  On

the other hand, if we want to autoclave waste then ship it to the

landfill, we would have to follow all of the guidelines for a treatment

facility.  In our case, those regulations are pretty reasonable.  They

include things like keeping logs of all autoclave loads along with

verification of temperature, pressure, and autoclave function (heat

sensitive tape).  We are also required to check the autoclave with a

biological indicator at least once per week. All things that I would

recommend anyway.

Edwin Jackson

Telephone: 801-378-5779

FAX: 801-422-0711

Email: edwin_jackson@byu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 9 Oct 2003 17:02:34 -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: Microbiological waste

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I don't know a thing about WV's regs. But here in MD, we have an

exception from most of the requirements for "special medical waste" once

we "sterilize" it by one of the methods specifically prescribed in the

regulations. Research labs, commercial non-clinical testing labs,

Biotech companies, etc are covered. There's also an exception for small

quantity generators (less than 50 lbs a month).

Several of us testifying at the public hearing advised against the use

of the word "sterilize", on the basis that it suggests an unreasonably

strict standard, to no avail, but what we did get has proven to be

fairly reasonable.

You can find the MD regulations, COMAR 10.06.06 and COMAR 26.13.11, .12

and .13. online, starting at the table of contents here:

http://www.dsd.state.md.us/comar/subtitle_chapters/Titles.htm

There was once talk about the State passing additional regulations for

facilities doing their own sterilization - regarding their sterilization

equipment and procedures - but nothing seems to have come of that in the

approximately 15 years since the first regs were promulgated.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance

Rockville, MD

rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Andrew Cockburn [SMTP:acockbur@MAIL.WVU.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, October 09, 2003 3:44 PM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject:      Microbiological waste

>

> The West Virginia Department of Health has issued a rule regarding

infectious medical waste, which they define anything with human

pathogens in it. That covers most of the waste coming out of our micro

labs. We are being told that if we autoclave plates and other things

like that we are an "infectious medical waste treatment facility". This

is new territory to all of us- WVU is probably the only institution in

the state doing microbiology research, so the regulations are directed

at hospitals and clinics only. The DoH is not being unreasonable, but

they don't have any idea of what we do or the standards for research

(BMBL? What's that?).

> 

> I was wondering how this is handled in other states. Are research labs

(not clinical micro labs) considered to be generating infectious medical

waste? Does the state health department oversee decontamination of

waste?

> 

> Thanks,

> 

> 

> Andrew Cockburn, PhD

> Associate Director of Research Compliance

> 309 K Chesnut Ridge Research Bldg

> Box 6845

> West Virginia University

> Morgantown, WV 26506-6845

> 

> telephone: 304-293-7157

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 10 Oct 2003 14:34:14 -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:      [Fwd: Gross anatomy lab]

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------AC1BFA0774B2C10A97D484D5"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------AC1BFA0774B2C10A97D484D5

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Kyle Boyett, University of Alabama at Birmingham, asked me to forward

this message to the ABSA Listserv.

Thanks,

Mark C.

---------------------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 577-8608    Phone

(314) 268-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu

--------------AC1BFA0774B2C10A97D484D5

Content-Type: message/rfc822

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Return-path: <kboyett@uab.edu>

Received: from slu.edu (mailgateway2.slu.edu [165.134.246.10])

 by SLU.EDU (PMDF V6.2 #30812) with ESMTP id <01L1O0VKFEEM9EDAXN@SLU.EDU> for

 campbem@SLU.EDU (ORCPT campbem@slu.edu); Fri, 10 Oct 2003 14:30:46 -0500 (CDT)

Received: from ([138.26.5.241]) by mailgateway2.slu.edu with ESMTP ; Fri,

 10 Oct 2003 14:29:58 -0500 (CDT)

Date: Fri, 10 Oct 2003 14:29:58 -0500

From: Kyle G Boyett <kboyett@uab.edu>

Subject: Gross anatomy lab

To: Mark Campbell <campbem@SLU.EDU>

Message-id: <9988F937F72AB3438C19BFC30D30C966D190F1@UABEXMB1.ad.uab.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

X-MIMEOLE: Produced By Microsoft Exchange V6.0.6249.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

 boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C38F64.E4304A9C"

Thread-Topic: Gross anatomy lab

Thread-Index: AcOPZOTM3+VL0+6vRRuXFGmHPThKeQ==

content-class: urn:content-classes:message

X-MS-Has-Attach:

X-MS-TNEF-Correlator:

Original-recipient: rfc822;campbem@slu.edu

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C38F64.E4304A9C

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Mark, Could you please send this out over the biosafety list.

I have a question for the collective wisdom of the group. We have an

formaldehyde exposure problem in our gross anatomy lab. There are

approximately 60-70 cadavers in this room. Has there been any success

stories lowering exposure levels using: 1) changes in the formulation of

the embalming fluid, 2) more air changes/hour i.e. dilution ventilation,

3) local ventilation -down draft A/P tables, 4) recirculation scrubbers

in the lab, if so what filtration bank was used, 5) any other

suggestions will not only be welcomed but valued highly. Although this

is not particularly a biosafety question but I felt like some may have

encountered this problem before and resolved it. Since our e mail is

going through growing pains here and the list serve is not recognizing

my account, please respond directly to me at kboyett@uab.edu. Thanks in

advance for the info.

Kyle

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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 <:>

=

=

This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

22-21-8, 34-24-58.

=========================================================================

Date:         Sat, 11 Oct 2003 01:51:02 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         ABINC@AOL.COM

Subject:      Re: [Fwd: Gross anatomy lab]

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_30.486fcac6.2cb8f446_boundary"

--part1_30.486fcac6.2cb8f446_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

In a message dated 10/10/03 12:36:26 PM Pacific Daylight Time,

campbem@SLU.EDU writes:

> I have a question for the collective wisdom of the group. We have an

> formaldehyde exposure problem in our gross anatomy lab. There are approximately

> 60-70 cadavers in this room. Has there been any success stories lowering

> exposure levels using: 1) changes in the formulation of the embalming fluid, 2) more

> air changes/hour i.e. dilution ventilation, 3) local ventilation -down draft

> A/P tables, 4) recirculation scrubbers in the lab, if so what filtration

> bank was used, 5) any other suggestions will not only be welcomed but valued

> highly

 The 8-hr time-weighted exposure limit according to OSHA is 0.75 ppm.  The

short-term exposure limit is 2 ppm.  Since embalming fluid is measured in

"percent," you'll have to lower the concentration of HCHO an awful lot, or blow a

hurricane through your lab if you expect to reduce exposure that way.  Your

ideas of local or down-draft ventilation and scubbers are good ideas.  You can

pass the vapor throgh peroxide to get rid of it.  If budget constraints weigh

against this, you might consider respirators equipped  with carbon filters for

your personnel.  Of course, they do become very uncomfortable very quickly.

How did we deal with fomaldehyde back in anatomy or other disection classes?  As

I recall, we just got used to it.

-- Jay

=========================================================================

Date:         Sun, 12 Oct 2003 10:09:18 +0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "YK WAN at CUHK, HONG KONG" <ulsoykwan@CUHK.EDU.HK>

Subject:      Re: [Fwd: Gross anatomy lab]

In-Reply-To:  <30.486fcac6.2cb8f446@aol.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="------------000004090506020709080004"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------000004090506020709080004

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

We had measured the level of formaldedyde in anatomy lab in which there

was 120 students doing the dissection on 12 cadavers.  The concentration

was 1 to 5 ppm.  We had installed two down-draft tables for the

embalming of cadaver.   The exposure to formaldehyde was reduced.

However, if the students dissected the abdomen, the down-draft table did

not work to capture the formaldedyde.  I would suggest to study the

concept of cleanroom.  We can raise the floor and the air is exhausted

beneath the raised floor.  The supply air at the ceiling will then

create the downflow in the room.

Regards,

Y. K. Wan

Safety Officer &

NSF Accredited Biohazard Cabinet Field Certifier

University Safety and Environment Office

The Chinese University of Hong Kong, Shatin, NT, Hong Kong

Tel: 852-2609 7953

Fax: 852-2603 6862

Email: ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk

ABINC@AOL.COM wrote:

> In a message dated 10/10/03 12:36:26 PM Pacific Daylight Time,

> campbem@SLU.EDU writes:

>

>> I have a question for the collective wisdom of the group. We have an

>> formaldehyde exposure problem in our gross anatomy lab. There are

>> approximately 60-70 cadavers in this room. Has there been any success

>> stories lowering exposure levels using: 1) changes in the formulation

>> of the embalming fluid, 2) more air changes/hour i.e. dilution

>> ventilation, 3) local ventilation -down draft A/P tables, 4)

>> recirculation scrubbers in the lab, if so what filtration bank was

>> used, 5) any other suggestions will not only be welcomed but valued

>> highly

>

>

>

> The 8-hr time-weighted exposure limit according to OSHA is 0.75 ppm.

> The short-term exposure limit is 2 ppm.  Since embalming fluid is

> measured in "percent," you'll have to lower the concentration of HCHO

> an awful lot, or blow a hurricane through your lab if you expect to

> reduce exposure that way.  Your ideas of local or down-draft

> ventilation and scubbers are good ideas.  You can pass the vapor

> throgh peroxide to get rid of it.  If budget constraints weigh against

> this, you might consider respirators equipped  with carbon filters for

> your personnel.  Of course, they do become very uncomfortable very

> quickly.   How did we deal with fomaldehyde back in anatomy or other

> disection classes?  As I recall, we just got used to it.

>

> -- Jay

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 13 Oct 2003 16:34:34 -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:      Shelf life of sodium hypochlorite solution

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I know that this question has been answered in the past but please can

someone refresh my memory?

How frequently should a 10% sodium hypochlorite solution be replaced,  or is

a better method to test the solution weekly to assure it has a ph of 6.1 or

so?

Thank you,

Nicole M. Bernholc, CIH

Brookhaven National Laboratory

Safety and Health Services Division

Bld 120

Upton, NY 11973

Phone(631)344-2027

Fax(631)344-7497

Beeper 631)453-5864

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 14 Oct 2003 05:11:15 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Labsafe@AOL.COM

Subject:      Re: ASK LSI form output email

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_12c.3336d6fb.2cbd17b3_boundary"

--part1_12c.3336d6fb.2cbd17b3_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

In a message dated 10/13/2003 11:49:36 PM Eastern Daylight Time,

webmaster@labsafety.org writes:

>

> *******************************************************************************

> WholeName:       dennis crane

> Affiliation:

> email:         denisBigDcrane@webtv.net

> SendToListVerbatimOK: Yes

> Submit:         Submit

> Date:          13 Oct 2003

> Time:          23:27:10

>

> Question:

>

> Hi. I am a reverse osmosis water plant operator. We draw water from the

> Casle Hayne aquafier.And this raw water has Gross Alpha and Beta. And Potassium

> 40. Along with Hydrogen Sulfide and ammonium. I am concerned about my safety

> running process control test. I have been doing this for about 1.5 years. And

> now seem to be having some health problems. Such as sinus,kidney,joint pain

> and mild hypertention.I would like to know what safety gear I need to use if

> any ?. And what precautions I should use. I test samples every 2 hours, for an

> 9 hour day. My gut feeling is that something here is causing my health

> problems. I just want to do my job as safe and as best I can.Thanks and have a

> blessed day, Dennis.

Dennis,

I'm sending your question to the labsafety-l and biosafty discussion list to

ask them to respond directly to you if they can help answer your question. ...

Jim

              ************************************

                      James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., 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:         Tue, 14 Oct 2003 11:03:02 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

Organization: Incyte Corporation

Subject:      Human cell lines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company currently

leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co.

We have some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human

cell lines into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines

bought from ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for

shipping purposes.

The animal room where the injections are done does not have a bisafety

cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing appropriate personal

protective equipment to prevent exposure to any aerosols  and use BSL-2

practices.

The issue is that the company we lease from requires all human cell work

to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that this means that the room where

the work is occuring must be under negative pressure, even though the

CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly require this.  The room is under

positive pressure for the protection of  nude mice.

I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished cell lines,

this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized room.  I

believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I believe

that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the room that

no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease.

How do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

Mike Wendeler

EH&S Engineer

Incyte Corp.
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Subject:      Re: Human cell lines
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Mark, Since changing the pressure relationship in an existing facility

can be quite costly you may want to entertain the idea of performing all

injections in a BSC. Write up your protocol and SOP and submit that as a

compromise to the requirements landlord. Hope this helps.

Kyle

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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 <:>

=

=

This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

22-21-8, 34-24-58.

=

=

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2003 10:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Human cell lines

I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company currently

leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co. We have

some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human cell lines

into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines bought from

ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for shipping

purposes. The animal room where the injections are done does not have a

bisafety cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing appropriate

personal protective equipment to prevent exposure to any aerosols  and

use BSL-2 practices. The issue is that the company we lease from

requires all human cell work to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that

this means that the room where the work is occuring must be under

negative pressure, even though the CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly

require this.  The room is under positive pressure for the protection of

nude mice. I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished

cell lines, this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized

room.  I believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I

believe that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the

room that no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease. How

do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

Mike Wendeler

EH&S Engineer

Incyte Corp.
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Kyle,

We cannot install a BSC in that room.  I guess the point that I want to make

to our landlord is that these well-established cell lines have very little

risk.  I know it is "politically correct" in the biosafety field to say, "

all human cell lines must be BSL-2", but in reality, the majority of these

cell lines have been inexsistance for more than 20 years and are most likely

very safe to work with at BSL-1.   I know many of you may disagree, but I

believe that risk of 20-30 year old cell lines, that have been passaged

innumerable times and probably haven't see a lick of human serum in many

many years, harboring infectious viruses or other organisms is extremely low

and nobody is going to become ill if these lines are worked with in a

positively pressurized room.

That's my opinion.  If anyone disagrees , please tell me where I am going

wrong with this.

Mike Wendeler

Kyle G Boyett wrote:

> Mark, Since changing the pressure relationship in an existing facility

> can be quite costly you may want to entertain the idea of performing all

> injections in a BSC. Write up your protocol and SOP and submit that as a

> compromise to the requirements landlord. Hope this helps.

>

> Kyle

>

> Kyle G. Boyett

> Asst. Director of Biosafety

> Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

> University of Alabama @ Birmingham

> Department of Occupational Health and Safety

> 933 South 19th Street Suite 445

> Birmingham, Alabama 35294

> Phone: 205.934.9181

> Fax: 205.934.7487

> 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 <:>

>

>=======================================================================

>=

>

>

> This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

> assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

> 22-21-8, 34-24-58.

>

>================================================================

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

> Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2003 10:03 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Human cell lines

>

> I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company currently

> leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co. We have

> some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human cell lines

> into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines bought from

> ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for shipping

> purposes. The animal room where the injections are done does not have a

> bisafety cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing appropriate

> personal protective equipment to prevent exposure to any aerosols  and

> use BSL-2 practices. The issue is that the company we lease from

> requires all human cell work to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that

> this means that the room where the work is occuring must be under

> negative pressure, even though the CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly

> require this.  The room is under positive pressure for the protection of

> nude mice. I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished

> cell lines, this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized

> room.  I believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I

> believe that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the

> room that no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease. How

> do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

>

> Mike Wendeler

> EH&S Engineer

> Incyte Corp.
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Date:         Tue, 14 Oct 2003 11:19:02 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "KENNAN, Wendy" <WKENNAN@FPM.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      FW: Human cell lines

Mike,

Don't know if this will make your situation easier or more difficult, but

the question of what to do with immuno-deficient mice and human cell lines

has come up at my institution enough that I finally asked someone I thought

was in a position to know, Jackson Labs tech folks (specifically Jennifer

Merriam).  The response was as follows:

"It is my opinion that work involving animals injected with human material

should be done with the highest containment possible without making the

rules so cumbersome that nobody would want to do the work.  Consideration

should be given to housing the mice in isolators.  If that sort of

containment is not available, then static micro-isolator cages could be used

ONLY if the mice are handled and husbanded within a class II biological

safety cabinet."

Good luck,

Wendy

Wendy S. Kennan

Biosafety Specialist

Office of Biological Safety

University of Wisconsin-Madison

608/262-6670

wkennan@fpm.wisc.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2003 10:03 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Human cell lines

I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company currently

leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co. We have some

researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human cell lines into

rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines bought from ATCC and

ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for shipping purposes. The

animal room where the injections are done does not have a bisafety cabinet.

Our researches however are wearing appropriate personal protective equipment

to prevent exposure to any aerosols  and use BSL-2 practices. The issue is

that the company we lease from requires all human cell work to be done at

BSL-2 and they insist that this means that the room where the work is

occuring must be under negative pressure, even though the CDC/NIH guidelines

do not strictly require this.  The room is under positive pressure for the

protection of  nude mice. I believe that do to the nature of these well

estabilished cell lines, this work can be done safety in a positively

pressurized room.  I believe that the risk is extermely low if not

non-existant.  I believe that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines

escapes from the room that no one would be in any danger of contracting any

disease. How do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

Mike Wendeler

EH&S Engineer

Incyte Corp.
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph H. Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., Professor"

              <jcoggin@JAGUAR1.USOUTHAL.EDU>

Organization: Department of Microbiology & Immunology,

              University of South Alabama, College of Medicine, Mobile,

              AL 36688   Phone (251) 460-6314; Fax  (251) 460-7269

Subject:      Re: Human cell lines
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Mike:  Remember that the reason we have had no significant exposure

incidents to pathogens that could be in these cell lines is because they

have been handled under BSL-2 containment for 20 years.  Cell lines are

passed  around  God knows where.  I once got a mouse cell line with HIV

contamination from a post-doc that was subsequently reported to contain

HIV latent virus.  HeLa cells are often not even HeLa cells in many

cultures.  We also can't measure what infections early workers not using

BSL-2  contracted as many agents are cryptic like poloma/ SV40 or human

leukemiaassociated viruses where the long range disease is not notable

nor connected to exposures that occurred in the old days.  More

importantly perhaps is that BSL-2 is good practice in handling cell

culture to simply preserve good quality practices to protect the

integrity of the cells used.-- forget the safety issue.  If I had a

researcher in my department publishing papers on cell lines carried on

the desk top I would worry about the reproducibility of his results.

Joe Coggin

Michael Wendeler wrote:

>Kyle,

>We cannot install a BSC in that room.  I guess the point that I want to make

>to our landlord is that these well-established cell lines have very little

>risk.  I know it is "politically correct" in the biosafety field to say, "

>all human cell lines must be BSL-2", but in reality, the majority of these

>cell lines have been inexsistance for more than 20 years and are most likely

>very safe to work with at BSL-1.   I know many of you may disagree, but I

>believe that risk of 20-30 year old cell lines, that have been passaged

>innumerable times and probably haven't see a lick of human serum in many

>many years, harboring infectious viruses or other organisms is extremely low

>and nobody is going to become ill if these lines are worked with in a

>positively pressurized room.

>That's my opinion.  If anyone disagrees , please tell me where I am going

>wrong with this.

>

>Mike Wendeler

>

>Kyle G Boyett wrote:

>

>

>

>>Mark, Since changing the pressure relationship in an existing facility

>>can be quite costly you may want to entertain the idea of performing all

>>injections in a BSC. Write up your protocol and SOP and submit that as a

>>compromise to the requirements landlord. Hope this helps.

>>

>>Kyle

>>

>>Kyle G. Boyett

>>Asst. Director of Biosafety

>>Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

>>University of Alabama @ Birmingham

>>Department of Occupational Health and Safety

>>933 South 19th Street Suite 445

>>Birmingham, Alabama 35294

>>Phone: 205.934.9181

>>Fax: 205.934.7487

>>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 <:>

>>

>>========================================================================

>>==

>>

>>

>>This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

>>assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

>>22-21-8, 34-24-58.

>>

>>=================================================================

>>

>>-----Original Message-----

>>From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

>>Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2003 10:03 AM

>>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>Subject: Human cell lines

>>

>>I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company currently

>>leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co. We have

>>some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human cell lines

>>into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines bought from

>>ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for shipping

>>purposes. The animal room where the injections are done does not have a

>>bisafety cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing appropriate

>>personal protective equipment to prevent exposure to any aerosols  and

>>use BSL-2 practices. The issue is that the company we lease from

>>requires all human cell work to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that

>>this means that the room where the work is occuring must be under

>>negative pressure, even though the CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly

>>require this.  The room is under positive pressure for the protection of

>>nude mice. I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished

>>cell lines, this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized

>>room.  I believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I

>>believe that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the

>>room that no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease. How

>>do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

>>

>>Mike Wendeler

>>EH&S Engineer

>>Incyte Corp.

>>

>>
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Subject:      Re: RG-1 Human cell line injections
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Michael -

When I stated something similar to what you just did (about the real risks

of many well established cell lines) a few months ago I was lambasted by

many regulars in the Biosafty List Serve.  However, several persons emailed

me directly that they and their IBCs agree with me (and you), and I know

many San Francisco Bay Area biotechnology and pharmaceutical companies who

also agree. There are two common beliefs ("misconceptions" from my point of

view) in the world of biosafety:

1. That all human cell lines are Risk Group 2 / BSL-2.  This totally ignores

risk assessment practices, the concept of infectious dose, etc.  E.g.: The

reason OSHA exempts certain human fluids and tissues (e.g., saliva, intact

skin, urine) from the list of OPIM in the OSHA BBP Standard is NOT because

BBPs have never been detected in these materials ever - but because BBPs

usually are not detected OR are not detected in significant titers to

present risk (in the absence of visible blood). Regarding cell lines: There

are ongoing FDA-approved gene therapy clinical trials injecting ATCC RG 1

cell lines into humans.  The clinical sites do not inject the patients

inside biosafety cabinets or specially ventilated rooms.

2. That all work with RG-2 agents must be handled in a biosafety cabinet.

BSL-2 does NOT require this.  It only requires this if there is a potential

for aerosol production.  I've worked with many, many RG-2 agents on the open

bench, as do all clinical microbiologists.  Only aerosol-generating

procedures were conducted in the biosafety cabinet.  I have clients who even

inject mice and rats with viral vectors outside a biosafety cabinet because

they've found that they have better control of the animal if it is nearer

their own body  -- and therefore, have less risk of an accidental needle

stick.  They tried the cabinet but had more risks.  Sometimes it is a

tradeoff.  Think about it: Nurses don't inject flu shots or TB skin tests

inside of biosafety cabinets.  Phlebotomists don't draw your blood

(definitely RG 2) inside biosafety cabinets.

There are many who agree with you. Hope this helps.

- Rene

Rene Ricks

EH&S Consultant, MPH, CIH (& fomer clinical microbiologist)

rricks@pacbell.net

home office: (925) 370-1020

cell phone: (510) 912-1909

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Michael Wendeler

Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2003 9:32 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Human cell lines

Kyle,

We cannot install a BSC in that room.  I guess the point that I want to make

to our landlord is that these well-established cell lines have very little

risk.  I know it is "politically correct" in the biosafety field to say, "

all human cell lines must be BSL-2", but in reality, the majority of these

cell lines have been inexsistance for more than 20 years and are most likely

very safe to work with at BSL-1.   I know many of you may disagree, but I

believe that risk of 20-30 year old cell lines, that have been passaged

innumerable times and probably haven't see a lick of human serum in many

many years, harboring infectious viruses or other organisms is extremely low

and nobody is going to become ill if these lines are worked with in a

positively pressurized room.

That's my opinion.  If anyone disagrees , please tell me where I am going

wrong with this.

Mike Wendeler

Kyle G Boyett wrote:

> Mark, Since changing the pressure relationship in an existing facility

> can be quite costly you may want to entertain the idea of performing all

> injections in a BSC. Write up your protocol and SOP and submit that as a

> compromise to the requirements landlord. Hope this helps.

>

> Kyle

>

> Kyle G. Boyett

> Asst. Director of Biosafety

> Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

> University of Alabama @ Birmingham

> Department of Occupational Health and Safety

> 933 South 19th Street Suite 445

> Birmingham, Alabama 35294

> Phone: 205.934.9181

> Fax: 205.934.7487

> 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 <:>

>

>=======================================================================

>=

>

>

> This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

> assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

> 22-21-8, 34-24-58.

>

>================================================================

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

> Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2003 10:03 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Human cell lines

>

> I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company currently

> leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co. We have

> some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human cell lines

> into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines bought from

> ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for shipping

> purposes. The animal room where the injections are done does not have a

> bisafety cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing appropriate

> personal protective equipment to prevent exposure to any aerosols  and

> use BSL-2 practices. The issue is that the company we lease from

> requires all human cell work to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that

> this means that the room where the work is occuring must be under

> negative pressure, even though the CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly

> require this.  The room is under positive pressure for the protection of

> nude mice. I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished

> cell lines, this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized

> room.  I believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I

> believe that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the

> room that no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease. How

> do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

>

> Mike Wendeler

> EH&S Engineer

> Incyte Corp.
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Subject:      Re: Human cell lines
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Mike, Why can't you all install a BSC? I'm sorry but am I missing

something? Thanks.

Kyle

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2003 11:32 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Human cell lines

Kyle,

We cannot install a BSC in that room.  I guess the point that I want to

make to our landlord is that these well-established cell lines have very

little risk.  I know it is "politically correct" in the biosafety field

to say, " all human cell lines must be BSL-2", but in reality, the

majority of these cell lines have been inexsistance for more than 20

years and are most likely

very safe to work with at BSL-1.   I know many of you may disagree, but

I

believe that risk of 20-30 year old cell lines, that have been passaged

innumerable times and probably haven't see a lick of human serum in many

many years, harboring infectious viruses or other organisms is extremely

low and nobody is going to become ill if these lines are worked with in

a positively pressurized room. That's my opinion.  If anyone disagrees ,

please tell me where I am going wrong with this.

Mike Wendeler

Kyle G Boyett wrote:

> Mark, Since changing the pressure relationship in an existing facility

> can be quite costly you may want to entertain the idea of performing

> all injections in a BSC. Write up your protocol and SOP and submit

> that as a compromise to the requirements landlord. Hope this helps.

>

> Kyle

>

> Kyle G. Boyett

> Asst. Director of Biosafety

> Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

> University of Alabama @ Birmingham

> Department of Occupational Health and Safety

> 933 South 19th Street Suite 445

> Birmingham, Alabama 35294

> Phone: 205.934.9181

> Fax: 205.934.7487

> 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 <:>

>

>

=

=

> 

> 

>

>

> This document may contain confidential information prepared for

> quality assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections

> 6-5-333, 22-21-8, 34-24-58.

>

>

=

=

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

> Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2003 10:03 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Human cell lines

>

> I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company

currently

> leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co. We

> have some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human cell

> lines into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines

> bought from ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for

> shipping purposes. The animal room where the injections are done does

> not have a bisafety cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing

> appropriate personal protective equipment to prevent exposure to any

> aerosols  and use BSL-2 practices. The issue is that the company we

> lease from requires all human cell work to be done at BSL-2 and they

> insist that this means that the room where the work is occuring must

> be under negative pressure, even though the CDC/NIH guidelines do not

> strictly require this.  The room is under positive pressure for the

> protection of nude mice. I believe that do to the nature of these well

> estabilished cell lines, this work can be done safety in a positively

> pressurized room.  I believe that the risk is extermely low if not

> non-existant.  I believe that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines

> escapes from the room that no one would be in any danger of

> contracting any disease. How do I deal with these people that won't

> listen to reason?

>

> Mike Wendeler

> EH&S Engineer

> Incyte Corp.
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Periodically, I get requested to assure that disinfectants used in

ambulatory clinics are appropriate.  Our Infection Control Policy states

that these disinfectants must be on the B List of EPA Registered

Tuberculocide Products.  Products have been given to me that have a matching

EPA registration number with the company extension (11725-8-XXXX) however

the product is sold as a concentrate to be diluted 256 to 1.  To me this is

equivalent to putting a quart of gasoline into a 55 gallon drum and filling

with water and expecting your vehicle to run on this mixture.  Am I missing

something, or is "glorified water" routinely being sold to health care

facilities as disinfecting agents?  At this dilution the active ingredients

typically range from 0.01 to 0.09% by weight.  Have any of you dealt with

this issue, and what are your comments?  This may not be applicable to the

list, so please e-mail me directly with any comments.

Nick S. Millis, RBP

Nick.millis@ttuhsc.edu
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In a message dated 10/14/03 5:42:03 PM Pacific Daylight Time,

Nick.Millis@TTUHSC.EDU writes:

>  To me this is equivalent to putting a quart of gasoline into a 55 gallon

> drum and filling with water and expecting your vehicle to run on this mixture.

>  Am I missing something, or is "glorified water" routinely being sold to

> health care facilities as disinfecting agents?  At this dilution the active

> ingredients typically range from 0.01 to 0.09% by weight.  Have any of you dealt

> with this issue, and what are your comments?  This may not be applicable to

> the list, so please e-mail me directly with any comments.

>

>

>

> Nick S. Millis, RBP

>

>  Nick.millis@ttuhsc.edu

>

>

Efficacy of pesticides is pretty well studied.  In your case, the diluent

(water) facilitates even appliation of an amount of biocide that (I must pesume)

is lethal to an overwhelming number of target organisms.  Does the label call

for complete wetting of surfaces, or just misting?  The distinction may be

important to assure that the proper dose has been delivered.   On the other hand,

too much can leave a residue.  If the residue is hazardous to humans and

organisms other than the target, leaving too much around is just what you DON'T

want to do.

-- Jay Stern
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Nick,

    Almost all disinfectants are sold as a concentrate to be diluted

according to the manufacturer's instructions. If sold in use-dilution we would be

paying freight costs for a lot of water and it would be more expensive.We even

dilute bleach when we use it.

Diane Fleming
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We have no experience with ductless hoods. Truthfully, I would like to

continue that tradition. However, for reasons of economy and minimizing

construction impact to a lab, I have been asked to get some hands on

experience.

We will working with limited quantities of several chemicals i.e.

5-10mls of phenol and chloroform. From my limited reading of 

information on ductless hoods, it appears that the carbon filters would

work with these chemicals in the limits that I have stated.

Need any feed back that you may have working with such hoods.

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com
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Subject:      Re: Shelf life of sodium hypochlorite solution

In-Reply-To:  <D869CC4782D3D41182CB0002B30A362B0B56F973@exchange01.bnl.go v>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

From Clorox regarding Clorox liquid bleach shelf life (both diluted and :

------------------------------

Thank you for asking about the shelf life of Ultra regular CLOROX liquid bleach.

When bleach and water are mixed together to create a cleaning or disinfecting solution, the solution is only good for 24 hours. The temperature of the water does not affect the cleaning or disinfecting abilities of the solution. After the 24 hours, the solution begins to lose needed disinfecting properties. Therefore, it is recommended that for disinfecting purposes, the solution is made fresh daily.

Our bottles do not have an expiration date, however, they do have a production date. Once you understand how to read the production date, you can decipher the shelf life of the bottle. Please look below for a chart explaining our production codes. 

CODE PLANT YEAR DATE 

MD21002 MD2 1= 2001 002nd day of year  

A90288 A9 0= 2000 288th day of year 

We recommend storing our bleach at room temperatures. It can be stored for about 6 months at temperatures between 50 and 70 degrees Fahrenheit. After this time, bleach will be begin to degrade at a rate of 20% each year until totally degraded to salt and water. Storing at temperatures much higher than 70 degrees Fahrenheit could cause the bleach to lose its effectiveness and degrade more rapidly. However, if you require 6% sodium hypochlorite, you should change your supply every 3 months. 

I hope this information is helpful. Again, thank you for giving me this opportunity to discuss our product. 

Sincerely,

Mary Brylinski Product Specialist 

MEB/cl

3463673A

At 04:34 PM 10/13/2003 -0400, you wrote:

I know that this question has been answered in the past but please can

someone refresh my memory?

How frequently should a 10% sodium hypochlorite solution be replaced,  or is

a better method to test the solution weekly to assure it has a ph of 6.1 or

so?

Thank you,

Nicole M. Bernholc, CIH

Brookhaven National Laboratory

Safety and Health Services Division

Bld 120

Upton, NY 11973

Phone(631)344-2027

Fax(631)344-7497

Beeper 631)453-5864 

___________________________________

Erik A. Talley, Director

Environmental Health and Safety

Weill Medical College of Cornell University

418 East 71st Street, Suite 62

New York, NY 10021

212-746-6201

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

http://www.med.cornell.edu/ehs 
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My experience with older models of ductless hoods were that they did not

provide protection.  They leaked.  Also you have no warning as to when the

carbon filter will become saturated and no longer capture.  Lastly, carbon

does not capture all chemicals.

Richie Fink

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: "Zuckerman, Mark" <Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Experience with ductless hoods working with phenol and chloroform

>in small quantitities

>Date: Wed, 15 Oct 2003 10:10:54 -0700

>

>We have no experience with ductless hoods. Truthfully, I would like to

>continue that tradition. However, for reasons of economy and minimizing

>construction impact to a lab, I have been asked to get some hands on

>experience.

>

>We will working with limited quantities of several chemicals i.e. 5-10mls

>of phenol and chloroform. From my limited reading of  information on

>ductless hoods, it appears that the carbon filters would work with these

>chemicals in the limits that I have stated.

>

>Need any feed back that you may have working with such hoods.

>

>Mark Zuckerman

>Environmental, Health & Safety Director

>Maxygen

>515 Galveston Drive

>Redwood City, CA 94063

>(650)298-5854

>mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com
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I have to agree with Rene and Michael on this.  In assessing risk from

established cell lines it should be remembered that one of Louis Pasteur's

most important discoveries in the late 19th century was that if you take an

animal pathogen (he originally did this with Pasteurella multocida, then

later with Bacillus anthracis and rabies virus) and grow it repeatedly in

vitro it becomes attenuated.  This discovery allowed the devlopment of the

Sabin polio vaccine, the current vaccines used for measles, mumps, rubella,

the new flu vaccine and many livestock and pet animal vaccines in use.  It

seems likely that if pathogens were present in long-established,

high-passage cell lines, they too would be attenuated.

I believe the procedures described can be safely done with appropriate PPE

and careful technique in the open and under positive pressure air flow.

Matt Philpott, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Manager

Louisiana State University

Baton Rouge, LA

Rene Ricks <rricks@PACBELL.NET>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 10/14/2003 12:39:06 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:     (bcc: Matthew S Philpott/mphilp1/LSU)

Subject:    Re: RG-1 Human cell line injections

Michael -

When I stated something similar to what you just did (about the real risks

of many well established cell lines) a few months ago I was lambasted by

many regulars in the Biosafty List Serve.  However, several persons emailed

me directly that they and their IBCs agree with me (and you), and I know

many San Francisco Bay Area biotechnology and pharmaceutical companies who

also agree. There are two common beliefs ("misconceptions" from my point of

view) in the world of biosafety:

1. That all human cell lines are Risk Group 2 / BSL-2.  This totally

ignores

risk assessment practices, the concept of infectious dose, etc.  E.g.: The

reason OSHA exempts certain human fluids and tissues (e.g., saliva, intact

skin, urine) from the list of OPIM in the OSHA BBP Standard is NOT because

BBPs have never been detected in these materials ever - but because BBPs

usually are not detected OR are not detected in significant titers to

present risk (in the absence of visible blood). Regarding cell lines: There

are ongoing FDA-approved gene therapy clinical trials injecting ATCC RG 1

cell lines into humans.  The clinical sites do not inject the patients

inside biosafety cabinets or specially ventilated rooms.

2. That all work with RG-2 agents must be handled in a biosafety cabinet.

BSL-2 does NOT require this.  It only requires this if there is a potential

for aerosol production.  I've worked with many, many RG-2 agents on the

open

bench, as do all clinical microbiologists.  Only aerosol-generating

procedures were conducted in the biosafety cabinet.  I have clients who

even

inject mice and rats with viral vectors outside a biosafety cabinet because

they've found that they have better control of the animal if it is nearer

their own body  -- and therefore, have less risk of an accidental needle

stick.  They tried the cabinet but had more risks.  Sometimes it is a

tradeoff.  Think about it: Nurses don't inject flu shots or TB skin tests

inside of biosafety cabinets.  Phlebotomists don't draw your blood

(definitely RG 2) inside biosafety cabinets.

There are many who agree with you. Hope this helps.

- Rene

Rene Ricks

EH&S Consultant, MPH, CIH (& fomer clinical microbiologist)

rricks@pacbell.net

home office: (925) 370-1020

cell phone: (510) 912-1909

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Michael Wendeler

Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2003 9:32 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Human cell lines

Kyle,

We cannot install a BSC in that room.  I guess the point that I want to

make

to our landlord is that these well-established cell lines have very little

risk.  I know it is "politically correct" in the biosafety field to say, "

all human cell lines must be BSL-2", but in reality, the majority of these

cell lines have been inexsistance for more than 20 years and are most

likely

very safe to work with at BSL-1.   I know many of you may disagree, but I

believe that risk of 20-30 year old cell lines, that have been passaged

innumerable times and probably haven't see a lick of human serum in many

many years, harboring infectious viruses or other organisms is extremely

low

and nobody is going to become ill if these lines are worked with in a

positively pressurized room.

That's my opinion.  If anyone disagrees , please tell me where I am going

wrong with this.

Mike Wendeler

Kyle G Boyett wrote:

> Mark, Since changing the pressure relationship in an existing facility

> can be quite costly you may want to entertain the idea of performing all

> injections in a BSC. Write up your protocol and SOP and submit that as a

> compromise to the requirements landlord. Hope this helps.

>

> Kyle

>

> Kyle G. Boyett

> Asst. Director of Biosafety

> Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

> University of Alabama @ Birmingham

> Department of Occupational Health and Safety

> 933 South 19th Street Suite 445

> Birmingham, Alabama 35294

> Phone: 205.934.9181

> Fax: 205.934.7487

> 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 <:>

>

>=======================================================================

>=

>

>

> This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

> assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

> 22-21-8, 34-24-58.

>

>================================================================

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

> Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2003 10:03 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Human cell lines

>

> I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company currently

> leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co. We have

> some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human cell lines

> into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines bought from

> ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for shipping

> purposes. The animal room where the injections are done does not have a

> bisafety cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing appropriate

> personal protective equipment to prevent exposure to any aerosols  and

> use BSL-2 practices. The issue is that the company we lease from

> requires all human cell work to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that

> this means that the room where the work is occuring must be under

> negative pressure, even though the CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly

> require this.  The room is under positive pressure for the protection of

> nude mice. I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished

> cell lines, this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized

> room.  I believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I

> believe that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the

> room that no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease. How

> do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

>

> Mike Wendeler

> EH&S Engineer

 > Incyte Corp.
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Hi Mike,

You sent a hot topic while many where away at the ABSA conference - bad

timing :)

I think many are forgetting that BL2 does not require negative pressure,

does not require use of a BSC or a fume hood (unless one is generating a

significant aerosol).  Why is this? Because RG2 organisms do not normally

have an aerosol route of infection.  Significant aerosol is not defined, but

look at as an aerosol containing enough of a pathogen that it may cause an

infection via inhalation and subsequent ingestion.

Using established human cell lines is very low risk.  You will not be

generating a significant aerosol, so performing the work on the open bench

is perfectly acceptable.  Once the cells are in the nude mice, there is a

possibility of amplification of any pathogen that is present in the

implanted cells, hence stricter control for the mice would be wise.

I do not know if any words of wisdom will convince the landlord, good luck.

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: Michael Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Human cell lines

>Date: Tue, 14 Oct 2003 11:03:02 -0400

>

>I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company currently

>leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co.

>We have some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human

>cell lines into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines

>bought from ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for

>shipping purposes.

>The animal room where the injections are done does not have a bisafety

>cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing appropriate personal

>protective equipment to prevent exposure to any aerosols  and use BSL-2

>practices.

>The issue is that the company we lease from requires all human cell work

>to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that this means that the room where

>the work is occuring must be under negative pressure, even though the

>CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly require this.  The room is under

>positive pressure for the protection of  nude mice.

>I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished cell lines,

>this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized room.  I

>believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I believe

>that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the room that

>no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease.

>How do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

>

>Mike Wendeler

>EH&S Engineer

>Incyte Corp.
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Richie,

A point of clarification on the issue negative pressure environments

for BSL2 facilities. In accordance to page 28, item 10 Section 10 of

the BMBL, 4th edition, it states:

"There are no specific ventilation requirements. However, planning of

new facilities should consider mechanical ventilation systems that

provide an inward flow of air without re-circulation to spaces

outside of the laboratory. If the laboratory has windows that open to

the exterior, they are fitted with fly screens."

It's a minor point, but I didn't want the young pups to get the wrong

impression about the importance of ventilation.

Al Jin, CBSP, IH, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

(v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

jin2@llnl.gov

>Hi Mike,

>

>You sent a hot topic while many where away at the ABSA conference - bad

>timing :)

>

>I think many are forgetting that BL2 does not require negative pressure,

>does not require use of a BSC or a fume hood (unless one is generating a

>significant aerosol).  Why is this? Because RG2 organisms do not normally

>have an aerosol route of infection.  Significant aerosol is not defined, but

>look at as an aerosol containing enough of a pathogen that it may cause an

>infection via inhalation and subsequent ingestion.

>

>Using established human cell lines is very low risk.  You will not be

>generating a significant aerosol, so performing the work on the open bench

>is perfectly acceptable.  Once the cells are in the nude mice, there is a

>possibility of amplification of any pathogen that is present in the

>implanted cells, hence stricter control for the mice would be wise.

>

>I do not know if any words of wisdom will convince the landlord, good luck.

>

>Richie Fink

>Biosafety Officer

>Wyeth BioPharma

>Andover, MA

>

>>From: Michael Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

>>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>Subject: Human cell lines

>>Date: Tue, 14 Oct 2003 11:03:02 -0400

>>

>>I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company currently

>>leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co.

>>We have some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human

>>cell lines into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines

>>bought from ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for

>>shipping purposes.

>>The animal room where the injections are done does not have a bisafety

>>cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing appropriate personal

>>protective equipment to prevent exposure to any aerosols  and use BSL-2

>>practices.

>>The issue is that the company we lease from requires all human cell work

>>to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that this means that the room where

>>the work is occuring must be under negative pressure, even though the

>>CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly require this.  The room is under

>>positive pressure for the protection of  nude mice.

>>I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished cell lines,

>>this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized room.  I

>>believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I believe

>>that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the room that

>>no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease.

>>How do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

>>

>>Mike Wendeler

>>EH&S Engineer

>>Incyte Corp.

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 16 Oct 2003 12:06:11 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

Organization: Incyte Corporation

Subject:      Re: Human cell lines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Thanks for all the input on this issue.  I just wanted to clarify why I think

our landlord is being unreasonable.

1. We are in reality working with these cell lines at BSL-2.  While it is true

we are not injecting mice with cell lines in a BSC, as Richie pointed out this

is not a requirement in the BMBL.  The technician injecting the cells wears a

Tyvek jump suit, double gloves, safety glasses, N95 respirator and face shield.

2. The ONLY issue our landlord has is that the room is not under negative

pressure.  Again as Richie pointed out, according to the BMBL, this is not a

strict requirement.

3. Less than 1 ml is being injected.  The total volume of material in the room

is less that 20 ml.

I truly believe that to prohibit this operation just because the room is not

under negative pressure is ludicris, especially in light of the safety

precautions we are already taking.

If we always implement the most extreme safety measures for all operations

without regard to actual risk, then what are safety professionals for?

Mike Wendeler

Incyte Corp.

Wimington, DE

Richard Fink wrote:

> Hi Mike,

>

> You sent a hot topic while many where away at the ABSA conference - bad

> timing :)

>

> I think many are forgetting that BL2 does not require negative pressure,

> does not require use of a BSC or a fume hood (unless one is generating a

> significant aerosol).  Why is this? Because RG2 organisms do not normally

> have an aerosol route of infection.  Significant aerosol is not defined, but

> look at as an aerosol containing enough of a pathogen that it may cause an

> infection via inhalation and subsequent ingestion.

>

> Using established human cell lines is very low risk.  You will not be

> generating a significant aerosol, so performing the work on the open bench

> is perfectly acceptable.  Once the cells are in the nude mice, there is a

> possibility of amplification of any pathogen that is present in the

> implanted cells, hence stricter control for the mice would be wise.

>

> I do not know if any words of wisdom will convince the landlord, good luck.

>

> Richie Fink

> Biosafety Officer

> Wyeth BioPharma

> Andover, MA

>

> >From: Michael Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

> >Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> >To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> >Subject: Human cell lines

> >Date: Tue, 14 Oct 2003 11:03:02 -0400

> >

> >I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company currently

> >leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co.

> >We have some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human

> >cell lines into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines

> >bought from ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for

> >shipping purposes.

> >The animal room where the injections are done does not have a bisafety

> >cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing appropriate personal

> >protective equipment to prevent exposure to any aerosols  and use BSL-2

> >practices.

> >The issue is that the company we lease from requires all human cell work

> >to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that this means that the room where

> >the work is occuring must be under negative pressure, even though the

> >CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly require this.  The room is under

> >positive pressure for the protection of  nude mice.

> >I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished cell lines,

> >this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized room.  I

> >believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I believe

> >that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the room that

> >no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease.

> >How do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

> >

> >Mike Wendeler

> >EH&S Engineer

> >Incyte Corp.
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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 G Boyett <kboyett@UAB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Human cell lines
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Mike and Richie, The fact that the employee is using Tyvek, gloves, N95,

and face shield serves to protect just that individual or any others in

the area wearing the same PPE. The PPE these folks are wearing does

nothing to protect others in the building. As Al pointed out, although

the BMBL does not specifically address the BSC or pressure relationship

issue, I think we all agree the flavor of the caveat in the BMBL would

tend to indicate that a BSC or negative pressure relationship is

beneficial and some would even argue necessary. Looking at this

situation from the eyes of the landlord I would be hard pressed to allow

any activity to go on in my building with even the slightest hint of

risk to others in the building, albeit remote. Further, the BMBL are

minimum recommendations and certain situations may call for handling

materials in a manner that increases containment from what the BMBL

indicates. In this particular case, if there are tenants in the building

who are not part of your company and in particular part of the specific

research, it would seem to me that making sure all materials are

contained in your space (to the best of your ability) is not only

practical but may be legally necessary. If I were you I think I would

have a good talk with a risk management professional and/or attorney to

see just what the rights of the landlord are as well as what your rights

as a tenant is. My opinions only. Have a good day.

Kyle

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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 <:>

=

=

This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

22-21-8, 34-24-58.

=

=

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

Sent: Thursday, October 16, 2003 11:06 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Human cell lines

Thanks for all the input on this issue.  I just wanted to clarify why I

think our landlord is being unreasonable.

1. We are in reality working with these cell lines at BSL-2.  While it

is true we are not injecting mice with cell lines in a BSC, as Richie

pointed out this is not a requirement in the BMBL.  The technician

injecting the cells wears a Tyvek jump suit, double gloves, safety

glasses, N95 respirator and face shield.

2. The ONLY issue our landlord has is that the room is not under

negative pressure.  Again as Richie pointed out, according to the BMBL,

this is not a strict requirement.

3. Less than 1 ml is being injected.  The total volume of material in

the room is less that 20 ml.

I truly believe that to prohibit this operation just because the room is

not under negative pressure is ludicris, especially in light of the

safety precautions we are already taking.

If we always implement the most extreme safety measures for all

operations without regard to actual risk, then what are safety

professionals for?

Mike Wendeler

Incyte Corp.

Wimington, DE

Richard Fink wrote:

> Hi Mike,

>

> You sent a hot topic while many where away at the ABSA conference -

> bad timing :)

>

> I think many are forgetting that BL2 does not require negative

> pressure, does not require use of a BSC or a fume hood (unless one is

> generating a significant aerosol).  Why is this? Because RG2 organisms

> do not normally have an aerosol route of infection.  Significant

> aerosol is not defined, but look at as an aerosol containing enough of

> a pathogen that it may cause an infection via inhalation and

> subsequent ingestion.

>

> Using established human cell lines is very low risk.  You will not be

> generating a significant aerosol, so performing the work on the open

> bench is perfectly acceptable.  Once the cells are in the nude mice,

> there is a possibility of amplification of any pathogen that is

> present in the implanted cells, hence stricter control for the mice

> would be wise.

>

> I do not know if any words of wisdom will convince the landlord, good

> luck.

>

> Richie Fink

> Biosafety Officer

> Wyeth BioPharma

> Andover, MA

>

> >From: Michael Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

> >Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> >To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> >Subject: Human cell lines

> >Date: Tue, 14 Oct 2003 11:03:02 -0400

> >

> >I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company

currently

> >leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co. We

> >have some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human

> >cell lines into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines

> >bought from ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for

> >shipping purposes. The animal room where the injections are done does

> >not have a bisafety cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing

> >appropriate personal protective equipment to prevent exposure to any

> >aerosols  and use BSL-2 practices.

> >The issue is that the company we lease from requires all human cell

work

> >to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that this means that the room

where

> >the work is occuring must be under negative pressure, even though the

> >CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly require this.  The room is under

> >positive pressure for the protection of  nude mice.

> >I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished cell

lines,

> >this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized room.  I

> >believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I

believe

> >that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the room

that

> >no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease.

> >How do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

> >

> >Mike Wendeler

> >EH&S Engineer

> >Incyte Corp.
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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:      USDA inspection checklist

Mime-Version: 1.0
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Good afternoon everyone,

I learned a lot in Philly and had an enjoyable time, but now its' back to

the grind (I guess I'm a poet).  I thought or heard that there was a copy

of the USDA/CDC site inspection check list.  Does anyone have a copy of

this list?

Let me know and thanks,

Terry

Terrance J. Lawrin, MT. (ASCP) SLS, CBSP (ABSA), REHS/RS

Biosafety Officer / Sanitarian

University of Illinois at Chicago

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Telephone: 312-413-3701

email: tlawrin@uic.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 16 Oct 2003 14:14:29 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Ruhl, Karen" <KarenR@GEN-PROBE.COM>

Subject:      Re: USDA inspection checklist

-----Original Message-----

From: Terry Lawrin [mailto:tlawrin@UIC.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, October 16, 2003 1:56 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: USDA inspection checklist

Good afternoon everyone,

I learned a lot in Philly and had an enjoyable time, but now its' back to

the grind (I guess I'm a poet).  I thought or heard that there was a copy

of the USDA/CDC site inspection check list.  Does anyone have a copy of

this list?

Let me know and thanks,

Terry

Terrance J. Lawrin, MT. (ASCP) SLS, CBSP (ABSA), REHS/RS

Biosafety Officer / Sanitarian

University of Illinois at Chicago

Environmental Health and Safety Office

Telephone: 312-413-3701

email: tlawrin@uic.edu

*** The following attachments were deleted from the log due to their size ***

        name="insp_Selagent_03.pdf"

        name="Personnel_SA_.pdf"
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Date:         Thu, 16 Oct 2003 17:14:59 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ed Gaunt <egaunt@CONSTELLAGROUP.COM>

Subject:      Re: USDA inspection checklist

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/related;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_000_01C3942A.8E9B5E30";

              type="multipart/alternative"

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_01C3942A.8E9B5E30

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3942A.8E9B5E30"

------_=_NextPart_001_01C3942A.8E9B5E30

Content-Type: text/plain

Attached is the list that was posted on the Biosafty Listserve by Phil Hauck

on October 3rd..

As I may have indicated in our discussion, this checklist was modified

considerably from one we put together back in the spring and shared with

USDA.  USDA has added many items that may or may not have a regulatory

basis.

Ed

Edward E. Gaunt, Ph.D.

Constella Group Program Manager

Contractor for the CDC Select Agent Program

1600 Clifton Rd, NE., Mail stop E-79

Atlanta GA 30333

Tel: 404-273-3423; Fax: 404-498-2265

This message is intended for the exclusive use of the recipient(s) name

above. It may contain sensitive information that is protected, privileged,

or sensitive and it should not be disseminated, distributed, or copied to

persons not authorized to receive such information.  If you are not the

intended recipient(s) any dissemination, distribution, or copying is

strictly prohibited.  If you think you have received this message in error,

please notify the sender immediately and delete the original.

-----Original Message-----

From: Terry Lawrin [mailto:tlawrin@UIC.EDU <mailto:tlawrin@UIC.EDU> ]

Sent: Thursday, October 16, 2003 4:56 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: USDA inspection checklist

Good afternoon everyone,

I learned a lot in Philly and had an enjoyable time, but now its' back to

the grind (I guess I'm a poet).  I thought or heard that there was a copy of

the USDA/CDC site inspection check list.  Does anyone have a copy of this

list?

Let me know and thanks,

Terry

Terrance J. Lawrin, MT. (ASCP) SLS, CBSP (ABSA), REHS/RS Biosafety Officer /

Sanitarian University of Illinois at Chicago Environmental Health and Safety

Office

Telephone: 312-413-3701

email: tlawrin@uic.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 <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Human cell lines
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True, but the NIH "Guidelines" (which can have the force of law) does not

specify any ventilation requirements till BL3.  While it is a good idea for

new labs to be designed to be negative, there may be exceptions, especially

with TC where a positive envelop may be preferable.  Depending upon what is

worked with the positive may be within a negative to public spaces.  Bottom

line for new and old: always do your homework and perform a risk assessment.

Richie

>From: Alfred Jin <jin2@LLNL.GOV>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Human cell lines

>Date: Thu, 16 Oct 2003 09:49:04 -0700

>

>Richie,

>

>A point of clarification on the issue negative pressure environments

>for BSL2 facilities. In accordance to page 28, item 10 Section 10 of

>the BMBL, 4th edition, it states:

>

>"There are no specific ventilation requirements. However, planning of

>new facilities should consider mechanical ventilation systems that

>provide an inward flow of air without re-circulation to spaces

>outside of the laboratory. If the laboratory has windows that open to

>the exterior, they are fitted with fly screens."

>

>It's a minor point, but I didn't want the young pups to get the wrong

>impression about the importance of ventilation.

>

>

>

>Al Jin, CBSP, IH, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

>Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

>7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

>(v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

>jin2@llnl.gov

>

>

>

>>Hi Mike,

>>

>>You sent a hot topic while many where away at the ABSA conference - bad

>>timing :)

>>

>>I think many are forgetting that BL2 does not require negative pressure,

>>does not require use of a BSC or a fume hood (unless one is generating a

>>significant aerosol).  Why is this? Because RG2 organisms do not normally

>>have an aerosol route of infection.  Significant aerosol is not defined,

>>but

>>look at as an aerosol containing enough of a pathogen that it may cause an

>>infection via inhalation and subsequent ingestion.

>>

>>Using established human cell lines is very low risk.  You will not be

>>generating a significant aerosol, so performing the work on the open bench

>>is perfectly acceptable.  Once the cells are in the nude mice, there is a

>>possibility of amplification of any pathogen that is present in the

>>implanted cells, hence stricter control for the mice would be wise.

>>

>>I do not know if any words of wisdom will convince the landlord, good

>>luck.

>>

>>Richie Fink

>>Biosafety Officer

>>Wyeth BioPharma

>>Andover, MA

>>

>>>From: Michael Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

>>>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>>>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>>Subject: Human cell lines

>>>Date: Tue, 14 Oct 2003 11:03:02 -0400

>>>

>>>I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company currently

>>>leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co.

>>>We have some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human

>>>cell lines into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines

>>>bought from ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for

>>>shipping purposes.

>>>The animal room where the injections are done does not have a bisafety

>>>cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing appropriate personal

>>>protective equipment to prevent exposure to any aerosols  and use BSL-2

>>>practices.

>>>The issue is that the company we lease from requires all human cell work

>>>to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that this means that the room where

>>>the work is occuring must be under negative pressure, even though the

>>>CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly require this.  The room is under

>>>positive pressure for the protection of  nude mice.

>>>I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished cell lines,

>>>this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized room.  I

>>>believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I believe

>>>that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the room that

>>>no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease.

>>>How do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

>>>

>>>Mike Wendeler

>>>EH&S Engineer

>>>Incyte Corp.
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Date:         Fri, 17 Oct 2003 09:28:39 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

Organization: Incyte Corporation

Subject:      Re: Human cell lines
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Kyle,

I have to respectfully disaggree with you on this.  First of all everyone is

wearing the same PPE.  Second of all, perhaps you did not read my previeous

email that states that the injections are less than 1 ml of cells and the

TOTAL QUANTITY OF MATERIAL IN THE ROOM IS LESS THAN 20ML.  The only issue

here is that the room is positively pressurized and  I can't believe that a

competant safety professional would say that there is a risk of disease to

people because that room is positively pressurized.  Come on folks this is

not rocket science, these are cell lines have been used for years, it's not

like we are working with TB or Ebola.

Mike Wendeler

Kyle G Boyett wrote:

> Mike and Richie, The fact that the employee is using Tyvek, gloves, N95,

> and face shield serves to protect just that individual or any others in

> the area wearing the same PPE. The PPE these folks are wearing does

> nothing to protect others in the building. As Al pointed out, although

> the BMBL does not specifically address the BSC or pressure relationship

> issue, I think we all agree the flavor of the caveat in the BMBL would

> tend to indicate that a BSC or negative pressure relationship is

> beneficial and some would even argue necessary. Looking at this

> situation from the eyes of the landlord I would be hard pressed to allow

> any activity to go on in my building with even the slightest hint of

> risk to others in the building, albeit remote. Further, the BMBL are

> minimum recommendations and certain situations may call for handling

> materials in a manner that increases containment from what the BMBL

> indicates. In this particular case, if there are tenants in the building

> who are not part of your company and in particular part of the specific

> research, it would seem to me that making sure all materials are

> contained in your space (to the best of your ability) is not only

> practical but may be legally necessary. If I were you I think I would

> have a good talk with a risk management professional and/or attorney to

> see just what the rights of the landlord are as well as what your rights

> as a tenant is. My opinions only. Have a good day.

>

> Kyle

>

> Kyle G. Boyett

> Asst. Director of Biosafety

> Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

> University of Alabama @ Birmingham

> Department of Occupational Health and Safety

> 933 South 19th Street Suite 445

> Birmingham, Alabama 35294

> Phone: 205.934.9181

> Fax: 205.934.7487

> 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 <:>

>

>=======================================================================

>=

>

>

> This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

> assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

> 22-21-8, 34-24-58.

>

>================================================================

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

> Sent: Thursday, October 16, 2003 11:06 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Human cell lines

>

> Thanks for all the input on this issue.  I just wanted to clarify why I

> think our landlord is being unreasonable.

>

> 1. We are in reality working with these cell lines at BSL-2.  While it

> is true we are not injecting mice with cell lines in a BSC, as Richie

> pointed out this is not a requirement in the BMBL.  The technician

> injecting the cells wears a Tyvek jump suit, double gloves, safety

> glasses, N95 respirator and face shield.

>

> 2. The ONLY issue our landlord has is that the room is not under

> negative pressure.  Again as Richie pointed out, according to the BMBL,

> this is not a strict requirement.

>

> 3. Less than 1 ml is being injected.  The total volume of material in

> the room is less that 20 ml.

>

> I truly believe that to prohibit this operation just because the room is

> not under negative pressure is ludicris, especially in light of the

> safety precautions we are already taking.

>

> If we always implement the most extreme safety measures for all

> operations without regard to actual risk, then what are safety

> professionals for?

>

> Mike Wendeler

> Incyte Corp.

> Wimington, DE

>

> Richard Fink wrote:

>

> > Hi Mike,

> >

> > You sent a hot topic while many where away at the ABSA conference -

> > bad timing :)

> >

> > I think many are forgetting that BL2 does not require negative

> > pressure, does not require use of a BSC or a fume hood (unless one is

> > generating a significant aerosol).  Why is this? Because RG2 organisms

>

> > do not normally have an aerosol route of infection.  Significant

> > aerosol is not defined, but look at as an aerosol containing enough of

>

> > a pathogen that it may cause an infection via inhalation and

> > subsequent ingestion.

> >

> > Using established human cell lines is very low risk.  You will not be

> > generating a significant aerosol, so performing the work on the open

> > bench is perfectly acceptable.  Once the cells are in the nude mice,

> > there is a possibility of amplification of any pathogen that is

> > present in the implanted cells, hence stricter control for the mice

> > would be wise.

> >

> > I do not know if any words of wisdom will convince the landlord, good

> > luck.

> >

> > Richie Fink

> > Biosafety Officer

> > Wyeth BioPharma

> > Andover, MA

> >

> > >From: Michael Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

> > >Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> > >To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> > >Subject: Human cell lines

> > >Date: Tue, 14 Oct 2003 11:03:02 -0400

> > >

> > >I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company

> currently

> > >leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co. We

> > >have some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human

> > >cell lines into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines

>

> > >bought from ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for

> > >shipping purposes. The animal room where the injections are done does

>

> > >not have a bisafety cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing

> > >appropriate personal protective equipment to prevent exposure to any

> > >aerosols  and use BSL-2 practices.

> > >The issue is that the company we lease from requires all human cell

> work

> > >to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that this means that the room

> where

> > >the work is occuring must be under negative pressure, even though the

> > >CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly require this.  The room is under

> > >positive pressure for the protection of  nude mice.

> > >I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished cell

> lines,

> > >this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized room.  I

> > >believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I

> believe

> > >that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the room

> that

> > >no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease.

> > >How do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

> > >

> > >Mike Wendeler

> > >EH&S Engineer

> > >Incyte Corp.
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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, Randy" <RNorman@BIORELIANCE.COM>

Subject:      Re: Human cell lines
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Perhaps it bears mentioning that the NIH Guidelines only apply to

Recombinant DNA materials. They can have the force of law, but don't

necessarily apply to human cell lines absent rDNA. BMBL (the CDC/NIH

guidelines) are historically primarily for the use of specific

infectious agents, and they are guidelines, not strict standards. Thanks

to OSHA's Bloodborne Pathogens Standard (BBP), BMBL has expanded in

scope to include materials essentially covered by the OSHA standard in

the Agent Summary Statement for Retroviruses.

Technically in regards to human cell lines, at least in the U.S., I

think one ought to look most directly at BBP. That's where you find what

are unquestionably legal requirements. If you need to get into the nitty

gritty details, check out the preamble and letters of interpretation

related thereto (a daunting, admittedly painful task). I think you'll

agree that they don't get into much of the details, so there is a degree

of flexibility.

That said, most do indeed follow BMBLs recommendations for human tissues

when handling human cell lines. One can debate the relative safety of

various cell lines, and it's good to be mindful that being

"well-established" is not a guarantee of safety. But I would also

underscore the points made by others in regards to the minimum standards

for BSL 2. I dare say that  most of us do a lot more than the minimum as

a rule, but it's not mandatory. That's why risk assessment is so

important - the recommendations in the agent summary statements are only

one factor to be considered.

The tough part is going to be convincing the landlord to accept your

professional opinion. As the landlord, there's not necessarily any

requirement that their demands be reasonable, and they may simply choose

to say "it's my way or the highway". But hopefully you can come to a

reasonable agreement by getting them to look at the minimum standards

for BSL 2, and apply reason without denying the hazard (though it may

seem nearly negligible to you).

It's been a while since we last dealt with nude mice in open caging, but

we used to use a HEPA-filtered positive pressure tent over the animal

rack(s). But those rooms were kept negative because we were dosing with

various potential carcinogens.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance

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:         "Joseph H. Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., Professor"

              <jcoggin@JAGUAR1.USOUTHAL.EDU>

Organization: Department of Microbiology & Immunology,

              University of South Alabama, College of Medicine, Mobile,

              AL 36688   Phone (251) 460-6314; Fax  (251) 460-7269

Subject:      Re: Human cell lines

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Mike:  Whoh!  It isn't rocket science until you get sued by an

individual who claims that she got some virus infection that casued her

to have chronic fatigue syndrome .She was working in the lab as a dish

washer.  Her lawyer gave a presentation in a court hearing to rule if a

this suit should go to trial because the laboratorians in her lab area

were working with "some human stuff" on the table top and not using that

"Safety Machine" to handle human tissues as required by OSHA.  She had

engaged an ambulance chaser contingency lawyer who filed suit on the

basis that the company  was technically required by OSHA to use a

biosafety cabinet to do this work.  The employee had been treated for

four veneral diseases "she got from her boy friends" by medical in the

company, but guess what?  That was not admissible evidence.  The cell

 "stuff" in use in that lab was Human Embyronic Kidney cells [HEK]

obtained from NIH that have been studied for 35 years in dozens of labs.

 Clearly she had no case!  Result.  Two biosafety consultants, five

safety people, two physicians and four lawyers representing the employer

later, the insurance carrier decided that rather than taking $200,000 in

depositions and go before a jury, they would rather settle out for

$171,000  as a cost saving measure.

Had they been handling the human HEK cell "strain" [not a cell line] in

the biosafety cabinet-- they would have not settled and gone to trial

and possibly won, but who knows what Juries will do?

Mike;  USE a Biosafety Cabinet!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!

Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D.

Biosafety Consultant

Michael Wendeler wrote:

>Kyle,

>I have to respectfully disaggree with you on this.  First of all everyone is

>wearing the same PPE.  Second of all, perhaps you did not read my previeous

>email that states that the injections are less than 1 ml of cells and the

>TOTAL QUANTITY OF MATERIAL IN THE ROOM IS LESS THAN 20ML.  The only issue

>here is that the room is positively pressurized and  I can't believe that a

>competant safety professional would say that there is a risk of disease to

>people because that room is positively pressurized.  Come on folks this is

>not rocket science, these are cell lines have been used for years, it's not

>like we are working with TB or Ebola.

>

>Mike Wendeler

>

>Kyle G Boyett wrote:

>

>

>

>>Mike and Richie, The fact that the employee is using Tyvek, gloves, N95,

>>and face shield serves to protect just that individual or any others in

>>the area wearing the same PPE. The PPE these folks are wearing does

>>nothing to protect others in the building. As Al pointed out, although

>>the BMBL does not specifically address the BSC or pressure relationship

>>issue, I think we all agree the flavor of the caveat in the BMBL would

>>tend to indicate that a BSC or negative pressure relationship is

>>beneficial and some would even argue necessary. Looking at this

>>situation from the eyes of the landlord I would be hard pressed to allow

>>any activity to go on in my building with even the slightest hint of

>>risk to others in the building, albeit remote. Further, the BMBL are

>>minimum recommendations and certain situations may call for handling

>>materials in a manner that increases containment from what the BMBL

>>indicates. In this particular case, if there are tenants in the building

>>who are not part of your company and in particular part of the specific

>>research, it would seem to me that making sure all materials are

>>contained in your space (to the best of your ability) is not only

>>practical but may be legally necessary. If I were you I think I would

>>have a good talk with a risk management professional and/or attorney to

>>see just what the rights of the landlord are as well as what your rights

>>as a tenant is. My opinions only. Have a good day.

>>

>>Kyle

>>

>>Kyle G. Boyett

>>Asst. Director of Biosafety

>>Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

>>University of Alabama @ Birmingham

>>Department of Occupational Health and Safety

>>933 South 19th Street Suite 445

>>Birmingham, Alabama 35294

>>Phone: 205.934.9181

>>Fax: 205.934.7487

>>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 <:>

>>

>>========================================================================

>>==

>>

>>

>>This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

>>assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

>>22-21-8, 34-24-58.

>>

>>=================================================================

>>

>>-----Original Message-----

>>From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

>>Sent: Thursday, October 16, 2003 11:06 AM

>>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>Subject: Re: Human cell lines

>>

>>Thanks for all the input on this issue.  I just wanted to clarify why I

>>think our landlord is being unreasonable.

>>

>>1. We are in reality working with these cell lines at BSL-2.  While it

>>is true we are not injecting mice with cell lines in a BSC, as Richie

>>pointed out this is not a requirement in the BMBL.  The technician

>>injecting the cells wears a Tyvek jump suit, double gloves, safety

>>glasses, N95 respirator and face shield.

>>

>>2. The ONLY issue our landlord has is that the room is not under

>>negative pressure.  Again as Richie pointed out, according to the BMBL,

>>this is not a strict requirement.

>>

>>3. Less than 1 ml is being injected.  The total volume of material in

>>the room is less that 20 ml.

>>

>>I truly believe that to prohibit this operation just because the room is

>>not under negative pressure is ludicris, especially in light of the

>>safety precautions we are already taking.

>>

>>If we always implement the most extreme safety measures for all

>>operations without regard to actual risk, then what are safety

>>professionals for?

>>

>>Mike Wendeler

>>Incyte Corp.

>>Wimington, DE

>>

>>Richard Fink wrote:

>>

>>

>>

>>>Hi Mike,

>>>

>>>You sent a hot topic while many where away at the ABSA conference -

>>>bad timing :)

>>>

>>>I think many are forgetting that BL2 does not require negative

>>>pressure, does not require use of a BSC or a fume hood (unless one is

>>>generating a significant aerosol).  Why is this? Because RG2 organisms

>>>

>>>

>>>do not normally have an aerosol route of infection.  Significant

>>>aerosol is not defined, but look at as an aerosol containing enough of

>>>

>>>

>>>a pathogen that it may cause an infection via inhalation and

>>>subsequent ingestion.

>>>

>>>Using established human cell lines is very low risk.  You will not be

>>>generating a significant aerosol, so performing the work on the open

>>>bench is perfectly acceptable.  Once the cells are in the nude mice,

>>>there is a possibility of amplification of any pathogen that is

>>>present in the implanted cells, hence stricter control for the mice

>>>would be wise.

>>>

>>>I do not know if any words of wisdom will convince the landlord, good

>>>luck.

>>>

>>>Richie Fink

>>>Biosafety Officer

>>>Wyeth BioPharma

>>>Andover, MA

>>>

>>>

>>>

>>>>From: Michael Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

>>>>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>>>>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>>>Subject: Human cell lines

>>>>Date: Tue, 14 Oct 2003 11:03:02 -0400

>>>>

>>>>I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company

>>>>

>>>>

>>currently

>>

>>

>>>>leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co. We

>>>>have some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human

>>>>cell lines into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines

>>>>

>>>>

>>>>bought from ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for

>>>>shipping purposes. The animal room where the injections are done does

>>>>

>>>>

>>>>not have a bisafety cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing

>>>>appropriate personal protective equipment to prevent exposure to any

>>>>aerosols  and use BSL-2 practices.

>>>>The issue is that the company we lease from requires all human cell

>>>>

>>>>

>>work

>>

>>

>>>>to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that this means that the room

>>>>

>>>>

>>where

>>

>>

>>>>the work is occuring must be under negative pressure, even though the

>>>>CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly require this.  The room is under

>>>>positive pressure for the protection of  nude mice.

>>>>I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished cell

>>>>

>>>>

>>lines,

>>

>>

>>>>this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized room.  I

>>>>believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I

>>>>

>>>>

>>believe

>>

>>

>>>>that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the room

>>>>

>>>>

>>that

>>

>>

>>>>no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease.

>>>>How do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

>>>>

>>>>Mike Wendeler

>>>>EH&S Engineer

>>>>Incyte Corp.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Oct 2003 13:19:10 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Experience with ductless hoods working with phenol and

              chloroform in  small quantitities

In-Reply-To:  <FF5E5E04B9950C4ABB3A086B15BFC4CD31D3B8@rc-ga-ex-1.mxygn.com>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; format=flowed; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Since I assume these are chemical fume hoods, I want you to consider

two thoughts.

If you use carbon filtration, you are depending on absorption.  You

will have to monitor so that you know when break through has

occurred.  When break through occurs, everybody in the lab will be

exposed to that chemical at that time unless you have a dual filter

system.  In which case monitoring will still be required.

Most chemical fume hoods are designed to fit the space you have for

the hood.  Little or no consideration is given to the fluid dyanamics

and stability of the air flow.

The result is that most hoods work.  The question is how well?  I

learned this from an engineer who designed and holds patents for

several hood designs.

BTW, he does not care if you buy his hood.  He wants you to admit he

is right.  He can accurate predict what a given hood will do using

the ASHRAE 110 method and a smoke test for effect.

I would never recommend a hood that exhausts into a room.  And I want

the hood that has been designed to do the job.

Bob

>We have no experience with ductless hoods. Truthfully, I would like

>to continue that tradition. However, for reasons of economy and

>minimizing construction impact to a lab, I have been asked to get

>some hands on experience.

>

>We will working with limited quantities of several chemicals i.e.

>5-10mls of phenol and chloroform. From my limited reading of

>information on ductless hoods, it appears that the carbon filters

>would work with these chemicals in the limits that I have stated.

>

>Need any feed back that you may have working with such hoods.

>

>Mark Zuckerman

>Environmental, Health & Safety Director

>Maxygen

>515 Galveston Drive

>Redwood City, CA 94063

>(650)298-5854

>mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

--

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

  \ \  / / 27610 Tremaine Dr.   USSF Assessor 7         Occupational &

   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor     Environmental Safety

    \__/                U.S.A.         RA Member

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Oct 2003 13:21:07 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Human cell lines

In-Reply-To:  <3F8C24FC.362E7C61@incyte.com>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; format=flowed; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

I know that this is a little late.  I have been kind of busy.  But

let me point out why this question is even raised.

OSHA classifies all human tissue and fluids(almost anyway) as

bloodborne pathogens.  This includes HeLa cell lines.  Now we must

evaluate and protect.

As to why they classify HeLa cell lines.  Normally when you see

something like this you will ask what were they smoking:)  The answer

is they are being careful because it has happened.  In this case

there are two factors considered.

1)  They are applying universal precautions.  We go BLS2 because of aerosols.

2)  It can be documented that this has happened.  I stumbled across

this while researching something else years ago.  When OSHA wrote the

BBP Standard, they were referencing and actual incident.

The lab group was working with a HeLa cell line that became

contaminated with Epstein Barr.  The whole lab group contracted the

disease.

Doesn't say much for the labs techniques does it?:)

Bob

>Kyle,

>We cannot install a BSC in that room.  I guess the point that I want to make

>to our landlord is that these well-established cell lines have very little

>risk.  I know it is "politically correct" in the biosafety field to say, "

>all human cell lines must be BSL-2", but in reality, the majority of these

>cell lines have been inexsistance for more than 20 years and are most likely

>very safe to work with at BSL-1.   I know many of you may disagree, but I

>believe that risk of 20-30 year old cell lines, that have been passaged

>innumerable times and probably haven't see a lick of human serum in many

>many years, harboring infectious viruses or other organisms is extremely low

>and nobody is going to become ill if these lines are worked with in a

>positively pressurized room.

>That's my opinion.  If anyone disagrees , please tell me where I am going

>wrong with this.

>

>Mike Wendeler

>

>Kyle G Boyett wrote:

>

>>  Mark, Since changing the pressure relationship in an existing facility

>>  can be quite costly you may want to entertain the idea of performing all

>>  injections in a BSC. Write up your protocol and SOP and submit that as a

>>  compromise to the requirements landlord. Hope this helps.

>>

>>  Kyle

>>

>>  Kyle G. Boyett

>>  Asst. Director of Biosafety

>>  Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

>>  University of Alabama @ Birmingham

>>  Department of Occupational Health and Safety

>>  933 South 19th Street Suite 445

>>  Birmingham, Alabama 35294

>>  Phone: 205.934.9181

>>  Fax: 205.934.7487

>>  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 <:>

>>

>> =======================================================================

>> =

>>

>>

>>  This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

>>  assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

>>  22-21-8, 34-24-58.

>>

>> ================================================================

>>

>>  -----Original Message-----

>>  From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

>>  Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2003 10:03 AM

>>  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>  Subject: Human cell lines

>>

>>  I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company currently

>>  leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co. We have

>>  some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human cell lines

>>  into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines bought from

>>  ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for shipping

>>  purposes. The animal room where the injections are done does not have a

>>  bisafety cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing appropriate

>>  personal protective equipment to prevent exposure to any aerosols  and

>>  use BSL-2 practices. The issue is that the company we lease from

>>  requires all human cell work to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that

>>  this means that the room where the work is occuring must be under

>>  negative pressure, even though the CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly

>  > require this.  The room is under positive pressure for the protection of

>>  nude mice. I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished

>>  cell lines, this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized

>>  room.  I believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I

>>  believe that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the

>>  room that no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease. How

>>  do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

>>

>>  Mike Wendeler

>>  EH&S Engineer

>>  Incyte Corp.

--

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

  \ \  / / 27610 Tremaine Dr.   USSF Assessor 7         Occupational &

   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor     Environmental Safety

    \__/                U.S.A.         RA Member

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Oct 2003 13:54:31 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Human cell lines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

I have to agree with Kyle on this.  You have to look at his perspective in

an academic setting. It is often better to have clearly delineated

requirements for certain classes of agents when you deal with Researchers

and Students that come and go constantly. Yes, we are supposed to do a risk

assessment and develop our polices and practices from that standpoint but

when you have an academic setting where you give researchers latitude and

try to treat them like professionals you find them cutting corners, taking

short cuts and justifying that based on "their" risk assessment that

includes rationale like, "I've worked with this agent for 15 years on the

bench top and no one in my lab ever got exposed". If you have a policy that

has clear cut requirements, even though they might take a more conservative

approach it makes it much easier to manage from a programmatic point of

view, than to have to provide the babysitting that is often is necessary

when you allow work to be done on the bench or outside of containment, and

face it we all have more work than we can manage than to have to deal with

that.

Now in an industrial setting with a more controlled environment (no

students, little turn over), and more repetitiveve work and processes you

may be able to do what Richie Fink suggests. The bottom line is our

decisions have to support our individual workplaces and our programmatic

goals, we have to be able to live with our decisions.

Debra Sharpe

-----Original Message-----

From: Kyle G Boyett [mailto:kboyett@UAB.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, October 16, 2003 3:34 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Human cell lines

Mike and Richie, The fact that the employee is using Tyvek, gloves, N95, and

face shield serves to protect just that individual or any others in the area

wearing the same PPE. The PPE these folks are wearing does nothing to

protect others in the building. As Al pointed out, although the BMBL does

not specifically address the BSC or pressure relationship issue, I think we

all agree the flavor of the caveat in the BMBL would tend to indicate that a

BSC or negative pressure relationship is beneficial and some would even

argue necessary. Looking at this situation from the eyes of the landlord I

would be hard pressed to allow any activity to go on in my building with

even the slightest hint of risk to others in the building, albeit remote.

Further, the BMBL are minimum recommendations and certain situations may

call for handling materials in a manner that increases containment from what

the BMBL indicates. In this particular case, if there are tenants in the

building who are not part of your company and in particular part of the

specific research, it would seem to me that making sure all materials are

contained in your space (to the best of your ability) is not only practical

but may be legally necessary. If I were you I think I would have a good talk

with a risk management professional and/or attorney to see just what the

rights of the landlord are as well as what your rights as a tenant is. My

opinions only. Have a good day.

Kyle

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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 <:>

======================================================================

==

This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

22-21-8, 34-24-58.

=================================================================

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

Sent: Thursday, October 16, 2003 11:06 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Human cell lines

Thanks for all the input on this issue.  I just wanted to clarify why I

think our landlord is being unreasonable.

1. We are in reality working with these cell lines at BSL-2.  While it is

true we are not injecting mice with cell lines in a BSC, as Richie pointed

out this is not a requirement in the BMBL.  The technician injecting the

cells wears a Tyvek jump suit, double gloves, safety glasses, N95 respirator

and face shield.

2. The ONLY issue our landlord has is that the room is not under negative

pressure.  Again as Richie pointed out, according to the BMBL, this is not a

strict requirement.

3. Less than 1 ml is being injected.  The total volume of material in the

room is less that 20 ml.

I truly believe that to prohibit this operation just because the room is not

under negative pressure is ludicris, especially in light of the safety

precautions we are already taking.

If we always implement the most extreme safety measures for all operations

without regard to actual risk, then what are safety professionals for?

Mike Wendeler

Incyte Corp.

Wimington, DE

Richard Fink wrote:

> Hi Mike,

>

> You sent a hot topic while many where away at the ABSA conference -

> bad timing :)

>

> I think many are forgetting that BL2 does not require negative

> pressure, does not require use of a BSC or a fume hood (unless one is

> generating a significant aerosol).  Why is this? Because RG2 organisms

> do not normally have an aerosol route of infection.  Significant

> aerosol is not defined, but look at as an aerosol containing enough of

> a pathogen that it may cause an infection via inhalation and

> subsequent ingestion.

>

> Using established human cell lines is very low risk.  You will not be

> generating a significant aerosol, so performing the work on the open

> bench is perfectly acceptable.  Once the cells are in the nude mice,

> there is a possibility of amplification of any pathogen that is

> present in the implanted cells, hence stricter control for the mice

> would be wise.

>

> I do not know if any words of wisdom will convince the landlord, good

> luck.

>

> Richie Fink

> Biosafety Officer

> Wyeth BioPharma

> Andover, MA

>

> >From: Michael Wendeler <wendeler@INCYTE.COM>

> >Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

> >To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> >Subject: Human cell lines

> >Date: Tue, 14 Oct 2003 11:03:02 -0400

> >

> >I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company

currently

> >leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co. We

> >have some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human

> >cell lines into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines

> >bought from ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for

> >shipping purposes. The animal room where the injections are done does

> >not have a bisafety cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing

> >appropriate personal protective equipment to prevent exposure to any

> >aerosols  and use BSL-2 practices.

> >The issue is that the company we lease from requires all human cell

work

> >to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that this means that the room

where

> >the work is occuring must be under negative pressure, even though the

> >CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly require this.  The room is under

> >positive pressure for the protection of  nude mice. I believe that do

> >to the nature of these well estabilished cell

lines,

> >this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized room.  I

> >believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I

believe

> >that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the room

that

> >no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease. How do I

> >deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

> >

> >Mike Wendeler

> >EH&S Engineer

> >Incyte Corp.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Oct 2003 15:21:06 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Alain Garnier <Alain.Garnier@GCH.ULAVAL.CA>

Subject:      Research on wastewater treatment

In-Reply-To:  <78C21185A8FDD611B4E300508B093DE1C34F0B@phsexch4.partners.org>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi group,

I have been asked to give an advice on the biorisk level of a research

activity on municipal wastewater bioprocessing. Does anyone in this

group as

an opinion on such a matter?

Thanks in advance,

Alain

*************************************************

Alain Garnier

Prof. agr=E9g=E9 et Directeur de programmes 2=E8me et 3=E8me cycles

D=E9partement de G=E9nie chimique

Centre de Recherche sur la fonction, la structure et l'ing=E9nierie des

prot=E9ines

Universit=E9 Laval

Qu=E9bec, Canada, G1K 7P4

tel: 418-656-3106

fax: 418-656-5993

courriel: alain.garnier@gch.ulaval.ca

*************************************************

-----Message d'origine-----

De=A0: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] De

la part

de Byers, Karen B

Envoy=E9=A0: 7 mai 2003 14:26

=C0=A0: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Objet=A0: Re: Lentiviral Vectors

Applied Biosafety Vol.7,No.4, 2002 had an article on how the IBC here

reviewed work with lentiviral vectors and then explained the concerns to

researchers.

References cited:

        Kost, T.A. et al.(2000). Viral gene transfer vectors,

pp.584-585. In

D. O. Fleming&D.L.Hunt  (Eds), Biological Safety: Principles and

Practices

(3rd ed.)

        Trono, D. (ed). (2002) Lentiviral vectors.Current topics in

Microbiology and Immunology,    vol 261. Berlin: Spring-Verlag, p.258.

Karen B. Byers, MS,  RBP, CBSP-ABSA

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

Phone: 617-632-3890

Fax: 617-632-1932

NOTE: for walking (not mailing) office location is 454 Brookline, suite

4.

Visit EH&S on the web at http://research.dfci.harvard.edu/ehs

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2003 10:12 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Lentiviral Vectors

Some researchers here want to start working with replication incompetant

Lentivirus.  I don't have any experience with this vector.  Could anyone

point me to some good reference material and let me know at what

biosafety level it should be handled.  One of my researcher's worked

with it briefly at another company and said they handled it at BSL 2+.

Any info would be appreciated.

Thanks,

Mike Wendeler

EH&S Engineer

Incyte Corp.

Newark, DE

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Oct 2003 15:29:27 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      42 Part 73.8 - Illegal Drug Use

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Dear Biosafety Members:

Let me start this email by saying that I really enjoyed my first ABSA

conference. It was also my first trip to Philadelphia and it was wonderful.

I learned quite a bit and met some very kind individuals along the way.

Now, for the real reason I'm writing...

I have a question about select agents and drug testing. How are you handling

the drug testing requirements for individuals that have access to select

agents? I know a lot of private companies, such as the Midwest Research

Institute and Southern Research Institute, have drug testing programs but

what about everyone else (especially colleges and universities)? Are you

changing your drug and alcohol policies to include individuals with access

to select agents? Do you make it part of the application process? How about

random drug testing after hiring or for existing employees? What about

students? Do you make individuals sign a sworn affidavit stating that they

do not and will not use illegal drugs? Any information is appreciated.

For reference sake, I'm including the text of the regulation:

According to 42 Part 73.8:

"The Act states that "restricted persons," as defined in 18 U.S.C. 175b, may

not be granted access to select agents and toxins (42 U.S.C. 262a(e)). A

restricted person is a person who: ... "Is an unlawful user of any

controlled substance (as defined in section 102 if the Controlled Substances

Act (21 U.S.C. 802)."

Thank you in advance!

--

David R. Gillum, MS

Laboratory Safety Officer

University of New Hampshire

Environmental Health and Safety

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

Durham, NH  03824

Telephone #: 603-862-0197

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Oct 2003 15:43:16 -0400

Reply-To:     pr18@columbia.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

Organization: EH&S, CUHSD, Box 8

Subject:      Re: Human cell lines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------CE28B26444F0035A5F2DF113"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------CE28B26444F0035A5F2DF113

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Bob,

Do you have the reference for the EBV case. I, like many others on this list-serve

often face the skepticism researchers when noting the "all human cell lines"

inclusion and a documented case carries a lot more weight than a hypothetical

scenario, even if it is a strong one.

Thank you,

Paul Rubock

"Robert N. Latsch" wrote:

> I know that this is a little late.  I have been kind of busy.  But

> let me point out why this question is even raised.

>

> OSHA classifies all human tissue and fluids(almost anyway) as

> bloodborne pathogens.  This includes HeLa cell lines.  Now we must

> evaluate and protect.

>

> As to why they classify HeLa cell lines.  Normally when you see

> something like this you will ask what were they smoking:)  The answer

> is they are being careful because it has happened.  In this case

> there are two factors considered.

>

> 1)  They are applying universal precautions.  We go BLS2 because of aerosols.

>

> 2)  It can be documented that this has happened.  I stumbled across

> this while researching something else years ago.  When OSHA wrote the

> BBP Standard, they were referencing and actual incident.

>

> The lab group was working with a HeLa cell line that became

> contaminated with Epstein Barr.  The whole lab group contracted the

> disease.

>

> Doesn't say much for the labs techniques does it?:)

>

> Bob

>

> >Kyle,

> >We cannot install a BSC in that room.  I guess the point that I want to make

> >to our landlord is that these well-established cell lines have very little

> >risk.  I know it is "politically correct" in the biosafety field to say, "

> >all human cell lines must be BSL-2", but in reality, the majority of these

> >cell lines have been inexsistance for more than 20 years and are most likely

> >very safe to work with at BSL-1.   I know many of you may disagree, but I

> >believe that risk of 20-30 year old cell lines, that have been passaged

> >innumerable times and probably haven't see a lick of human serum in many

> >many years, harboring infectious viruses or other organisms is extremely low

> >and nobody is going to become ill if these lines are worked with in a

> >positively pressurized room.

> >That's my opinion.  If anyone disagrees , please tell me where I am going

> >wrong with this.

> >

> >Mike Wendeler

> >

> >Kyle G Boyett wrote:

> >

> >>  Mark, Since changing the pressure relationship in an existing facility

> >>  can be quite costly you may want to entertain the idea of performing all

> >>  injections in a BSC. Write up your protocol and SOP and submit that as a

> >>  compromise to the requirements landlord. Hope this helps.

> >>

> >>  Kyle

> >>

> >>  Kyle G. Boyett

> >>  Asst. Director of Biosafety

> >>  Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

> >>  University of Alabama @ Birmingham

> >>  Department of Occupational Health and Safety

> >>  933 South 19th Street Suite 445

> >>  Birmingham, Alabama 35294

> >>  Phone: 205.934.9181

> >>  Fax: 205.934.7487

> >>  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 <:>

> >>

> >> =======================================================================

> >> =

> >>

> >>

> >>  This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

> >>  assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

> >>  22-21-8, 34-24-58.

> >>

> >> ================================================================

> >>

> >>  -----Original Message-----

> >>  From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

> >>  Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2003 10:03 AM

> >>  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> >>  Subject: Human cell lines

> >>

> >>  I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company currently

> >>  leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co. We have

> >>  some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human cell lines

> >>  into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines bought from

> >>  ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for shipping

> >>  purposes. The animal room where the injections are done does not have a

> >>  bisafety cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing appropriate

> >>  personal protective equipment to prevent exposure to any aerosols  and

> >>  use BSL-2 practices. The issue is that the company we lease from

> >>  requires all human cell work to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that

> >>  this means that the room where the work is occuring must be under

> >>  negative pressure, even though the CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly

> >  > require this.  The room is under positive pressure for the protection of

> >>  nude mice. I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished

> >>  cell lines, this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized

> >>  room.  I believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I

> >>  believe that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the

> >>  room that no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease. How

> >>  do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

> >>

> >>  Mike Wendeler

> >>  EH&S Engineer

> >>  Incyte Corp.

>

> --

>

> _____________________________________________________________________

> __      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

> _ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>   \ \  / / 27610 Tremaine Dr.   USSF Assessor 7         Occupational &

>    \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor     Environmental Safety

>     \__/                U.S.A.         RA Member

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Oct 2003 15:45:28 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: 42 Part 73.8 - Illegal Drug Use

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

42 Part 73.8 does not place the burden of proof on the entity to show that

an individual is not "an unlawful user of any controlled substance."

Rather, I think this applies to someone with a documented history - e.g. a

criminal record involving drug use, a documented medical history of drug

use/abuse or a drug related charge that required the individual to serve

more than 12 months in jail.

As a State institution, The University of Cincinnati cannot perform drug

testing on employees without probable cause (see 4th amendment).  Private

entities can - but are not required to by the SAT regulations.

Erin L. Dunn

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

-----Original Message-----

From: David Gillum [mailto:David.Gillum@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2003 3:29 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: 42 Part 73.8 - Illegal Drug Use

Dear Biosafety Members:

Let me start this email by saying that I really enjoyed my first ABSA

conference. It was also my first trip to Philadelphia and it was wonderful.

I learned quite a bit and met some very kind individuals along the way.

Now, for the real reason I'm writing...

I have a question about select agents and drug testing. How are you handling

the drug testing requirements for individuals that have access to select

agents? I know a lot of private companies, such as the Midwest Research

Institute and Southern Research Institute, have drug testing programs but

what about everyone else (especially colleges and universities)? Are you

changing your drug and alcohol policies to include individuals with access

to select agents? Do you make it part of the application process? How about

random drug testing after hiring or for existing employees? What about

students? Do you make individuals sign a sworn affidavit stating that they

do not and will not use illegal drugs? Any information is appreciated.

For reference sake, I'm including the text of the regulation:

According to 42 Part 73.8:

"The Act states that "restricted persons," as defined in 18 U.S.C. 175b, may

not be granted access to select agents and toxins (42 U.S.C. 262a(e)). A

restricted person is a person who: ... "Is an unlawful user of any

controlled substance (as defined in section 102 if the Controlled Substances

Act (21 U.S.C. 802)."

Thank you in advance!

--

David R. Gillum, MS

Laboratory Safety Officer

University of New Hampshire

Environmental Health and Safety

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

Durham, NH  03824

Telephone #: 603-862-0197

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Oct 2003 12:41:13 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <funk20@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Human cell lines

In-Reply-To:  <a05100305bbb5cd9289ea@[129.22.182.215]>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

I was at ABSA and disconnected from BIOSAFTY when this query hit the

list, but it sure sounds like a familiar thread.  Bear with me while

I sing my song again ...

HeLa cells may be "the distilled water of molecular biology" (as J.

Michael Bishop once said), but:

(1)  They've been around long enough to have been contaminated and

cross-contaminated many times over, and many HeLa cell cultures

certainly have.

(2)  All HeLa cells carry the full genome of human papilloma virus-18

(HPV-18), a known human tumor virus associated with cervical cancer.

(3) About half of HeLa cultures tested have been shown to contain the

genome of the Mason-Pfizer monkey virus, associated with tumors in

primates.  Have we demonstrated an etiologic role for MPMV in humans?

I don't believe so but I never fool around with primate viruses - a

little more hair and I'd be right there!

(4)  We continue to "uncover" (de-repress??, induce??) adventitious

agents in established human cell lines we didn't know were there,

such as HHV-8 (the human herpesvirus associated with Kaposi's

sarcoma) from the previously "innocent" BCBL-1 cell line.

(5) What would be the consequences of accidentally injecting some

human tumor cells (like HeLa) into someone who is immunosuppressed,

immunocompromised, anergic or simply carrying a fairly similar set of

histocompatability antigens?  I don't have an answer to that but i

don't like some of the possibilities.

In my personal opinion, there is plenty of justification for

requiring not only BSL-2 containment for all human cell culture work,

but also compliance with the BBP Standard.  The OSHA interpretation

letter to ABSA did not require BBP compliance for human cell lines

(versus human cell strains and primary/secondary explant cultures)

but the letter did imply that as the conservative safety approach.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

IH/Biosafety Specialist

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

==================================================

>I know that this is a little late.  I have been kind of busy.  But

>let me point out why this question is even raised.

>

>OSHA classifies all human tissue and fluids(almost anyway) as

>bloodborne pathogens.  This includes HeLa cell lines.  Now we must

>evaluate and protect.

>

>As to why they classify HeLa cell lines.  Normally when you see

>something like this you will ask what were they smoking:)  The answer

>is they are being careful because it has happened.  In this case

>there are two factors considered.

>

>1)  They are applying universal precautions.  We go BLS2 because of aerosols.

>

>2)  It can be documented that this has happened.  I stumbled across

>this while researching something else years ago.  When OSHA wrote the

>BBP Standard, they were referencing and actual incident.

>

>The lab group was working with a HeLa cell line that became

>contaminated with Epstein Barr.  The whole lab group contracted the

>disease.

>

>Doesn't say much for the labs techniques does it?:)

>

>Bob

>

>>Kyle,

>>We cannot install a BSC in that room.  I guess the point that I want to make

>>to our landlord is that these well-established cell lines have very little

>>risk.  I know it is "politically correct" in the biosafety field to say, "

>>all human cell lines must be BSL-2", but in reality, the majority of these

>>cell lines have been inexsistance for more than 20 years and are most likely

>>very safe to work with at BSL-1.   I know many of you may disagree, but I

>>believe that risk of 20-30 year old cell lines, that have been passaged

>>innumerable times and probably haven't see a lick of human serum in many

>>many years, harboring infectious viruses or other organisms is extremely low

>>and nobody is going to become ill if these lines are worked with in a

>>positively pressurized room.

>>That's my opinion.  If anyone disagrees , please tell me where I am going

>>wrong with this.

>>

>>Mike Wendeler

>>

>>Kyle G Boyett wrote:

>>

>>>  Mark, Since changing the pressure relationship in an existing facility

>>>  can be quite costly you may want to entertain the idea of performing all

>>>  injections in a BSC. Write up your protocol and SOP and submit that as a

>>>  compromise to the requirements landlord. Hope this helps.

>>>

>>>  Kyle

>>>

>>>  Kyle G. Boyett

>>>  Asst. Director of Biosafety

>>>  Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

>>>  University of Alabama @ Birmingham

>>>  Department of Occupational Health and Safety

>>>  933 South 19th Street Suite 445

>>>  Birmingham, Alabama 35294

>>>  Phone: 205.934.9181

>>>  Fax: 205.934.7487

>>>  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 <:>

>>>

>>> =======================================================================

>>> =

>>>

>>>

>>>  This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

>>>  assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

>>>  22-21-8, 34-24-58.

>>>

>>> ================================================================

>>>

>>>  -----Original Message-----

>>>  From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

>>>  Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2003 10:03 AM

>>>  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>>  Subject: Human cell lines

>>>

>>>  I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company currently

>>>  leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co. We have

>>>  some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human cell lines

>>>  into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines bought from

>>>  ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for shipping

>>>  purposes. The animal room where the injections are done does not have a

>>>  bisafety cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing appropriate

>>>  personal protective equipment to prevent exposure to any aerosols  and

>>>  use BSL-2 practices. The issue is that the company we lease from

>>>  requires all human cell work to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that

>>>  this means that the room where the work is occuring must be under

>>>  negative pressure, even though the CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly

>>  > require this.  The room is under positive pressure for the protection of

>>>  nude mice. I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished

>>>  cell lines, this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized

>>>  room.  I believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I

>>>  believe that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the

>>>  room that no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease. How

>>>  do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

>>>

>>>  Mike Wendeler

>>>  EH&S Engineer

>>>  Incyte Corp.

>

>

>--

>

>_____________________________________________________________________

>__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

>_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>  \ \  / / 27610 Tremaine Dr.   USSF Assessor 7         Occupational &

>   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor     Environmental Safety

>    \__/                U.S.A.         RA Member

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Oct 2003 13:26:01 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rene Ricks <rricks@PACBELL.NET>

Subject:      Re: Human cell lines

In-Reply-To:  <p05210609bbb5ddc58047@[128.115.81.60]>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Glenn -

Not to get into the whole subject, but just one thing:

While I agree that HeLa cells are BSL-2 due to papilloma virus, I don't

understand (despite that one OSHA interpretation letter) why papilloma virus

is considered a BBP.  All my microbiology and epidemiology instructors and

text books (even the current ones, because yes, I am old) list papilloma

virus as a "direct contact" route of exposure, not bloodborne.  Just about

anything could be passed by the blood to certain individuals, but does that

make them BBPs.  If I went on my experience culturing hundreds of human

blood samples, I'd say Staph aureus is a bloodborne pathogen  -- but it's

not.  It's just one of the more common bacteria isolated form human blood

samples due to transient bacteremia and full-blown septicemias (e.g. drug

addicts with abscessed veins); but, that does not make it a true bloodborne

pathogen because that is not the route of transmission for the patient.

Please enlighten me.  Thanks.

Rene Ricks

EH&S Consultant

rricks@pacbell.net

home office: (925) 370-1020

cell phone: (510) 912-1909

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Glenn Funk

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2003 12:41 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Human cell lines

I was at ABSA and disconnected from BIOSAFTY when this query hit the

list, but it sure sounds like a familiar thread.  Bear with me while

I sing my song again ...

HeLa cells may be "the distilled water of molecular biology" (as J.

Michael Bishop once said), but:

(1)  They've been around long enough to have been contaminated and

cross-contaminated many times over, and many HeLa cell cultures

certainly have.

(2)  All HeLa cells carry the full genome of human papilloma virus-18

(HPV-18), a known human tumor virus associated with cervical cancer.

(3) About half of HeLa cultures tested have been shown to contain the

genome of the Mason-Pfizer monkey virus, associated with tumors in

primates.  Have we demonstrated an etiologic role for MPMV in humans?

I don't believe so but I never fool around with primate viruses - a

little more hair and I'd be right there!

(4)  We continue to "uncover" (de-repress??, induce??) adventitious

agents in established human cell lines we didn't know were there,

such as HHV-8 (the human herpesvirus associated with Kaposi's

sarcoma) from the previously "innocent" BCBL-1 cell line.

(5) What would be the consequences of accidentally injecting some

human tumor cells (like HeLa) into someone who is immunosuppressed,

immunocompromised, anergic or simply carrying a fairly similar set of

histocompatability antigens?  I don't have an answer to that but i

don't like some of the possibilities.

In my personal opinion, there is plenty of justification for

requiring not only BSL-2 containment for all human cell culture work,

but also compliance with the BBP Standard.  The OSHA interpretation

letter to ABSA did not require BBP compliance for human cell lines

(versus human cell strains and primary/secondary explant cultures)

but the letter did imply that as the conservative safety approach.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

IH/Biosafety Specialist

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

==================================================

>I know that this is a little late.  I have been kind of busy.  But

>let me point out why this question is even raised.

>

>OSHA classifies all human tissue and fluids(almost anyway) as

>bloodborne pathogens.  This includes HeLa cell lines.  Now we must

>evaluate and protect.

>

>As to why they classify HeLa cell lines.  Normally when you see

>something like this you will ask what were they smoking:)  The answer

>is they are being careful because it has happened.  In this case

>there are two factors considered.

>

>1)  They are applying universal precautions.  We go BLS2 because of

aerosols.

>

>2)  It can be documented that this has happened.  I stumbled across

>this while researching something else years ago.  When OSHA wrote the

>BBP Standard, they were referencing and actual incident.

>

>The lab group was working with a HeLa cell line that became

>contaminated with Epstein Barr.  The whole lab group contracted the

>disease.

>

>Doesn't say much for the labs techniques does it?:)

>

>Bob

>

>>Kyle,

>>We cannot install a BSC in that room.  I guess the point that I want to

make

>>to our landlord is that these well-established cell lines have very little

>>risk.  I know it is "politically correct" in the biosafety field to say, "

>>all human cell lines must be BSL-2", but in reality, the majority of these

>>cell lines have been inexsistance for more than 20 years and are most

likely

>>very safe to work with at BSL-1.   I know many of you may disagree, but I

>>believe that risk of 20-30 year old cell lines, that have been passaged

>>innumerable times and probably haven't see a lick of human serum in many

>>many years, harboring infectious viruses or other organisms is extremely

low

>>and nobody is going to become ill if these lines are worked with in a

>>positively pressurized room.

>>That's my opinion.  If anyone disagrees , please tell me where I am going

>>wrong with this.

>>

>>Mike Wendeler

>>

>>Kyle G Boyett wrote:

>>

>>>  Mark, Since changing the pressure relationship in an existing facility

>>>  can be quite costly you may want to entertain the idea of performing

all

>>>  injections in a BSC. Write up your protocol and SOP and submit that as

a

>>>  compromise to the requirements landlord. Hope this helps.

>>>

>>>  Kyle

>>>

>>>  Kyle G. Boyett

>>>  Asst. Director of Biosafety

>>>  Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

>>>  University of Alabama @ Birmingham

>>>  Department of Occupational Health and Safety

>>>  933 South 19th Street Suite 445

>>>  Birmingham, Alabama 35294

>>>  Phone: 205.934.9181

>>>  Fax: 205.934.7487

>>>  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 <:>

>>>

>>>

======================================================================

>>> =

>>>

>>>

>>>  This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

>>>  assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

>>>  22-21-8, 34-24-58.

>>>

>>> ================================================================

>>>

>>>  -----Original Message-----

>>>  From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

>>>  Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2003 10:03 AM

>>>  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>>  Subject: Human cell lines

>>>

>>>  I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company currently

>>>  leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co. We have

>>>  some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human cell lines

>>>  into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines bought from

>>>  ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for shipping

>>>  purposes. The animal room where the injections are done does not have a

>>>  bisafety cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing appropriate

>>>  personal protective equipment to prevent exposure to any aerosols  and

>>>  use BSL-2 practices. The issue is that the company we lease from

>>>  requires all human cell work to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that

>>>  this means that the room where the work is occuring must be under

>>>  negative pressure, even though the CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly

>>  > require this.  The room is under positive pressure for the protection

of

>>>  nude mice. I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished

>>>  cell lines, this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized

>>>  room.  I believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I

>>>  believe that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the

>>>  room that no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease. How

>>>  do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

>>>

>>>  Mike Wendeler

>>>  EH&S Engineer

>>>  Incyte Corp.

>

>

>--

>

>_____________________________________________________________________

>__      /

_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

>_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>  \ \  / / 27610 Tremaine Dr.   USSF Assessor 7         Occupational &

>   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor     Environmental

Safety

>    \__/                U.S.A.         RA Member
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Rene -

Actually, at the time that OSHA letter of interpretation was written,

I'm not sure we even knew about the papilloma genome in HeLa cells.

However, in my opinion, the definition of a bloodborne pathogen

should be "any pathogenic or potentially pathogenic agent that can be

found in the blood or tissues of a human and could be transferred

therein to another human."  This definition does not include

consideration of when, how often or to what levels such an agent is

present.  Thus, I would consider Staph aureus a likely BBP because it

may be present in the rare septicemia or more commonly in a tissue

infection, or even on the skin, from where it can hitchhike on the

outer needle surface to the unfortunate stickee.   "Direct contact"

routes of exposure can, in a sense, be mimiced by needlesticks or

cuts with contaminated sharps; the direct route simply becomes an

indirect route with the needle or blade as in inanimate "bridge"

between the two direct contact sites.

You're absolutely correct - just about anything could be passed by

the blood to certain individuals.  In fact, in my BBP training

module, I tell folks that almost every virus that causes a system

infection (and that's most of them) can be considered a BBP because

at one or more points in the replication and amplification cycle, the

virus will be present in the bloodstream.  Whether or not that makes

them BBPs is a question of definition.  I believe the purpose of the

BBP Std is to recognize and minimize or control the opportunities for

any of these agents (whether you call them BBPs or not) to be

transferred from one individual to another through the medium of

blood or OPIM and cause disease.  If we subscribe to your assertion

that there must be a zillion agents that could be transferred that

way (and I do), we have more than adequate justification for taking

the most conservative interpretation of the definition of a BBP and

applying it to the intent of the standard to the max.  If, on the

other hand, we feel that only those agents transmitted by blood or

tissue as part of the natural spread of the disease should be called

BBPs, then our list of agents grows much shorter.  However, our risk

assessment for developing exposure control approaches must still take

into account all possible sources and routes of exposure involving

human blood or OPIM, and we may need to define exposure control

methodologies outside of the "classical" BBP Std concepts to ensure

protection of the worker.

Obviously, a lot of the foregoing is philosophical palaver.  I could

read this tomorrow morning and say "What was I thinking?".  However,

I believe this represents my own personal approach to BBP

interpretation, based on a perhaps naive belief in the good

intentions of the reg.  Were I on the receiving end of a BBP

transmission device (say, a needle), I'd be pretty comfortable

knowing that whoever wrote the Exposure Control Plan for that

organization had taken the broadest interpretation of the Standard.

Please pardon my rambling - I get this way on Friday afternoons until

well after i've had my evening glass of pinot noir ...

-- Glenn

=========================================

>Glenn -

>

>Not to get into the whole subject, but just one thing:

>

>While I agree that HeLa cells are BSL-2 due to papilloma virus, I don't

>understand (despite that one OSHA interpretation letter) why papilloma virus

>is considered a BBP.  All my microbiology and epidemiology instructors and

>text books (even the current ones, because yes, I am old) list papilloma

>virus as a "direct contact" route of exposure, not bloodborne.  Just about

>anything could be passed by the blood to certain individuals, but does that

>make them BBPs.  If I went on my experience culturing hundreds of human

>blood samples, I'd say Staph aureus is a bloodborne pathogen  -- but it's

>not.  It's just one of the more common bacteria isolated form human blood

>samples due to transient bacteremia and full-blown septicemias (e.g. drug

>addicts with abscessed veins); but, that does not make it a true bloodborne

>pathogen because that is not the route of transmission for the patient.

>

>Please enlighten me.  Thanks.

>

>Rene Ricks

>EH&S Consultant

>rricks@pacbell.net

>home office: (925) 370-1020

>cell phone: (510) 912-1909

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

>Of Glenn Funk

>Sent: Friday, October 17, 2003 12:41 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Human cell lines

>

>I was at ABSA and disconnected from BIOSAFTY when this query hit the

>list, but it sure sounds like a familiar thread.  Bear with me while

>I sing my song again ...

>

>HeLa cells may be "the distilled water of molecular biology" (as J.

>Michael Bishop once said), but:

>

>(1)  They've been around long enough to have been contaminated and

>cross-contaminated many times over, and many HeLa cell cultures

>certainly have.

>

>(2)  All HeLa cells carry the full genome of human papilloma virus-18

>(HPV-18), a known human tumor virus associated with cervical cancer.

>

>(3) About half of HeLa cultures tested have been shown to contain the

>genome of the Mason-Pfizer monkey virus, associated with tumors in

>primates.  Have we demonstrated an etiologic role for MPMV in humans?

>I don't believe so but I never fool around with primate viruses - a

>little more hair and I'd be right there!

>

>(4)  We continue to "uncover" (de-repress??, induce??) adventitious

>agents in established human cell lines we didn't know were there,

>such as HHV-8 (the human herpesvirus associated with Kaposi's

>sarcoma) from the previously "innocent" BCBL-1 cell line.

>

>(5) What would be the consequences of accidentally injecting some

>human tumor cells (like HeLa) into someone who is immunosuppressed,

>immunocompromised, anergic or simply carrying a fairly similar set of

>histocompatability antigens?  I don't have an answer to that but i

>don't like some of the possibilities.

>

>In my personal opinion, there is plenty of justification for

>requiring not only BSL-2 containment for all human cell culture work,

>but also compliance with the BBP Standard.  The OSHA interpretation

>letter to ABSA did not require BBP compliance for human cell lines

>(versus human cell strains and primary/secondary explant cultures)

>but the letter did imply that as the conservative safety approach.

>

>-- Glenn

>

>

>Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

>IH/Biosafety Specialist

>Lawrence Livermore National Lab

>925-422-8255

>funk20@llnl.gov

>

>==================================================

>

>>I know that this is a little late.  I have been kind of busy.  But

>>let me point out why this question is even raised.

>>

>>OSHA classifies all human tissue and fluids(almost anyway) as

>>bloodborne pathogens.  This includes HeLa cell lines.  Now we must

>>evaluate and protect.

>>

>>As to why they classify HeLa cell lines.  Normally when you see

>>something like this you will ask what were they smoking:)  The answer

>  >is they are being careful because it has happened.  In this case

>>there are two factors considered.

>>

>>1)  They are applying universal precautions.  We go BLS2 because of

>aerosols.

>>

>>2)  It can be documented that this has happened.  I stumbled across

>>this while researching something else years ago.  When OSHA wrote the

>>BBP Standard, they were referencing and actual incident.

>>

>>The lab group was working with a HeLa cell line that became

>>contaminated with Epstein Barr.  The whole lab group contracted the

>>disease.

>>

>>Doesn't say much for the labs techniques does it?:)

>>

>>Bob

>>

>>>Kyle,

>>>We cannot install a BSC in that room.  I guess the point that I want to

>make

>>>to our landlord is that these well-established cell lines have very little

>>>risk.  I know it is "politically correct" in the biosafety field to say, "

>>>all human cell lines must be BSL-2", but in reality, the majority of these

>>>cell lines have been inexsistance for more than 20 years and are most

>likely

>>>very safe to work with at BSL-1.   I know many of you may disagree, but I

>>>believe that risk of 20-30 year old cell lines, that have been passaged

>>>innumerable times and probably haven't see a lick of human serum in many

>  >>many years, harboring infectious viruses or other organisms is extremely

>low

>>>and nobody is going to become ill if these lines are worked with in a

>>>positively pressurized room.

>>>That's my opinion.  If anyone disagrees , please tell me where I am going

>>>wrong with this.

>>>

>>>Mike Wendeler

>>>

>>>Kyle G Boyett wrote:

>>>

>>>>   Mark, Since changing the pressure relationship in an existing facility

>>>>   can be quite costly you may want to entertain the idea of performing

>all

>>>>   injections in a BSC. Write up your protocol and SOP and submit that as

>a

>>>>   compromise to the requirements landlord. Hope this helps.

>>>>

>>>>   Kyle

>>>>

>>>>   Kyle G. Boyett

>>>>   Asst. Director of Biosafety

>>>>   Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

>>>>   University of Alabama @ Birmingham

>>>>   Department of Occupational Health and Safety

>>>>   933 South 19th Street Suite 445

>>>>   Birmingham, Alabama 35294

>>>>   Phone: 205.934.9181

>>>>   Fax: 205.934.7487

>>>>   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 <:>

>>>>

>>>>

>========================================================================

>>>>  =

>>>>

>>>>

>>>>   This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

>>>>   assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

>>>>   22-21-8, 34-24-58.

>>>>

>>>>  ================================================================

>>>>

>>>>   -----Original Message-----

>>>>   From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

>>>>   Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2003 10:03 AM

>>>>   To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>>>   Subject: Human cell lines

>>>>

>>>>   I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company currently

>>>>   leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co. We have

>>>>   some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human cell lines

>>>>   into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines bought from

>>>>   ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for shipping

>>>>   purposes. The animal room where the injections are done does not have a

>>>>   bisafety cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing appropriate

>>>>   personal protective equipment to prevent exposure to any aerosols  and

>>>>   use BSL-2 practices. The issue is that the company we lease from

>>>>   requires all human cell work to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that

>>>>   this means that the room where the work is occuring must be under

>>>>   negative pressure, even though the CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly

>>>   > require this.  The room is under positive pressure for the protection

>of

>>>>   nude mice. I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished

>>>>   cell lines, this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized

>>>>   room.  I believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I

>>>>   believe that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the

>  >>>  room that no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease. How

>>>>   do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

>>>>

>>>>   Mike Wendeler

>>>>   EH&S Engineer

>>>>   Incyte Corp.

>>

>>

>>--

>>

>>_____________________________________________________________________

>>__      /

>_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

>>_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>>   \ \  / / 27610 Tremaine Dr.   USSF Assessor 7         Occupational &

>>    \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor     Environmental

>Safety

>>     \__/                U.S.A.         RA Member
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Dear David,

The Interim Final Rule on Possession, Use, and Transfer of Select

Agents and Toxins designates the Attorney General to determine who

among us are restricted persons.  Following is the full text of the

section of 42 Part 72.8 to which I believe you are referring:

(d) The Attorney General will conduct

a security risk assessment on entities

and individuals whose identifying

information is properly submitted.

Based on the security risk assessment,

the Attorney General will notify the

HHS Secretary if the Attorney General

identifies any entity, individual who

owns or controls the entity, or any other

individual who is:

(1) A restricted person under 18

U.S.C. 175b; or

(2) Reasonably suspected by any

Federal law enforcement or intelligence

agency of:

(i) Committing a crime specified in 18

U.S.C. 2332b(g)(5);

(ii) Having a knowing involvement

with an organization that engages in

domestic or international terrorism (as

defined in 18 U.S.C. 2331) or with any

other organization that engages in

intentional crimes of violence; or

(iii) Being an agent of a foreign power

(as defined in 50 U.S.C. 1801).

There are no drug testing requirements (before, during or after) that

need be done by the institution, unless contractual arrangements with

another party require it.   Some institutions (e.g., MRI), for

example, contract with Department of Defense (DOD), and the DOD has a

drug testing requirement.   In this case the entity is required, as

part of their contractual obligations, to implement a drug program

that adheres to DOD policy.   It is also possible for an institution

to require a drug testing program as part of its internal policy, but

that is up to the institution.

I would be interested to learn of any colleges or universities that

have set up a drug testing program whether or not they possess select

agents.

Glad you had an enjoyable time at ABSA and Philadelphia.

Regards,

David

>Dear Biosafety Members:

>

>Let me start this email by saying that I really enjoyed my first ABSA

>conference. It was also my first trip to Philadelphia and it was wonderful.

>I learned quite a bit and met some very kind individuals along the way.

>

>Now, for the real reason I'm writing...

>

>I have a question about select agents and drug testing. How are you handling

>the drug testing requirements for individuals that have access to select

>agents? I know a lot of private companies, such as the Midwest Research

>Institute and Southern Research Institute, have drug testing programs but

>what about everyone else (especially colleges and universities)? Are you

>changing your drug and alcohol policies to include individuals with access

>to select agents? Do you make it part of the application process? How about

>random drug testing after hiring or for existing employees? What about

>students? Do you make individuals sign a sworn affidavit stating that they

>do not and will not use illegal drugs? Any information is appreciated.

>

>For reference sake, I'm including the text of the regulation:

>

>According to 42 Part 73.8:

>

>"The Act states that "restricted persons," as defined in 18 U.S.C. 175b, may

>not be granted access to select agents and toxins (42 U.S.C. 262a(e)). A

>restricted person is a person who: ... "Is an unlawful user of any

>controlled substance (as defined in section 102 if the Controlled Substances

>Act (21 U.S.C. 802)."

>

>Thank you in advance!

>

>--

>David R. Gillum, MS

>Laboratory Safety Officer

>

>University of New Hampshire

>Environmental Health and Safety

>11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

>Durham, NH  03824

>Telephone #: 603-862-0197

>Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

--

David H. Silberman

Director, Health and Safety Programs

Stanford University School of Medicine

650/723-6336 (Direct)

650/723-0110 (Office)

650/725-7878 (FAX)
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Glenn -

Thanks for the explanation.  Basically, we agree in what we teach

researchers to do in terms of work practices; it's just the interpretation

of the BBP Standard that we disagree on.  I feel that the BBP standard is

fairly specific and only applies to a subset of all Risk Group 2 agents.  I

teach that the work requirements are the same for all BSL-2 agents but that

those subject to the BBP Standard have 4 additional requirements: annual

refresher training; HBV vaccinations available to applicable workers; an

additional written ECP; and, required use of safety needles when working

with BBPs.

However, I teach that all persons working with biological materials should

have at least one General Biosafety Course, have written procedures

regarding BSL-2 work practices, and NOT use sharps with these materials if

at all possible (and if necessary, to use safety needles). So, the outcome

of our influence is actually very much the same.

Just to add some fodder for thought (and no need to respond) -

If we go by the all-encompassing definition of BBPs:

*       Why would BBPs be confined to RG 2 agents?  I've cultured TB from human

blood, too, but this is RG 3 and NOT considered a BBP.

*       Why do the CDC, NIOSH, and OSHA (even the preamble to the standard) never

list any example BBPs other than the ones we all recognize as almost always

transmitted by the blood route?  See 3 excerpts:

1.

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention <http://www.cdc.gov/>

  <http://www.cdc.gov/>

  <http://www.cdc.gov/>

CDC Home <http://www.cdc.gov/>

Search <http://www.cdc.gov/search.htm>

Health Topics A-Z <http://www.cdc.gov/health/default.htm>

 CDC's Issues in Healthcare Settings Link to DHQP Home Page

<http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip/default.htm>  Link to Issues in Healthcare

Settings Index <http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip/a_z.htm>

Published 1987

UNIVERSAL PRECAUTIONS FOR PREVENTION OF TRANSMISSION OF HIV AND OTHER

BLOODBORNE INFECTIONS

"Universal precautions," as defined by CDC, are a set of precautions

designed to prevent transmission of human immunodeficiency virus (HIV),

hepatitis B virus (HBV), and other bloodborne pathogens when providing first

aid or health care. Under universal precautions, blood and certain body

fluids of all patients are considered potentially infectious for HIV, HBV

and other bloodborne pathogens.

Universal precautions took the place of and eliminated the need for the

isolation category "Blood and Body Fluid Precautions" in the 1983 CDC

Guidelines for Isolation Precautions in Hospitals. However, implementing

universal precautions does not eliminate the need for other isolation

precautions, such as droplet precautions for influenza, airborne isolation

for pulmonary tuberculosis, or contact isolation for methicillin-resistant

Staphylococcus aureus.

2.  From the BBP Standard Preamble: 56 FR 64004, Dec, 6, 1991; 57 FR 29206,

July 1, 1992:

Certain pathogenic microorganisms can be found in the blood of infected

individuals. For the purposes of this standard, OSHA is referring to these

microorganisms as "bloodborne pathogens" and to the diseases that they cause

as "bloodborne diseases."  AND:

As described in the health effects discussions, there are other bloodborne

pathogens, such as syphilis and malaria, which are present in blood during

certain phases of infection. During these phases, the blood of infected

individuals poses a risk to exposed workers. Although the risk of these

infections has not been quantified, it does exist and will be minimized or

eliminated by preventing occupational exposure to blood. [NOTE: All provided

examples of BBPs were agents having a significant infectious dose in the

blood and not present as blood contaminants.]

3.  From the OSHA Compliance Directive for OSHA Officers:

On December 6, 1991, the agency issued its final regulation on occupational

exposure to bloodborne pathogens (29 CFR 1910.1030). Based on a review of

the information in the rulemaking record, OSHA determined that employees

face a significant health risk as the result of occupational exposure to

blood and other potentially infectious materials (OPIM) because they may

contain bloodborne pathogens. These pathogens include but are not limited to

HBV, which causes hepatitis B; HIV, which causes acquired immunodeficiency

syndrome (AIDS); hepatitis C virus; human T-lymphotrophic virus Type 1; and

pathogens causing malaria, syphilis, babesiosis, brucellosis, leptospirosis,

arboviral infections, relapsing fever, Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease, and viral

hemorrhagic fever.

*         Foodborne pathogens (Shigella, Salmonella, etc.) can also be

cultured from human blood but they are NEVER listed as examples of BBPs.

*        The testing of human blood and tissue-based biological products for

human is risk-based, focusing on bloodborne routes of transmission. The BBPs

presently tested for are: HIV-1, HIV-2, HTLV, HBV, HBC, syphilis, and West

Nile Virus CMV testing is performed on some units of blood only if the

patient requires CMV- negative blood (e.g., low-weight neonates and

immuno-compromised persons).  EBV is NOT tested, and no one would attempt to

identify papilloma virus from a blood sample because it grows in skin tissue

only.  Of course, donors are screened by medical history, but NOT tested for

any other specific agents.  West Nile Virus was only recently added due to

established transmission data. I have to believe they'd add other tests if

other agents were determined to be BBPs. In this case, like it or not, we

have real guinea pigs and real experience in identifying BBPs.

It's been a fascinating discussion topic but I must get some real work done!

I promise to be silent for at least one week.

Best regards,

- Rene

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Glenn Funk

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2003 2:13 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Human cell lines

Rene -

Actually, at the time that OSHA letter of interpretation was written, I'm

not sure we even knew about the papilloma genome in HeLa cells.  However, in

my opinion, the definition of a bloodborne pathogen should be "any

pathogenic or potentially pathogenic agent that can be found in the blood or

tissues of a human and could be transferred therein to another human."  This

definition does not include consideration of when, how often or to what

levels such an agent is present.  Thus, I would consider Staph aureus a

likely BBP because it may be present in the rare septicemia or more commonly

in a tissue infection, or even on the skin, from where it can hitchhike on

the outer needle surface to the unfortunate stickee.   "Direct contact"

routes of exposure can, in a sense, be mimiced by needlesticks or cuts with

contaminated sharps; the direct route simply becomes an indirect route with

the needle or blade as in inanimate "bridge" between the two direct contact

sites.

You're absolutely correct - just about anything could be passed by the blood

to certain individuals.  In fact, in my BBP training module, I tell folks

that almost every virus that causes a system infection (and that's most of

them) can be considered a BBP because at one or more points in the

replication and amplification cycle, the virus will be present in the

bloodstream.  Whether or not that makes them BBPs is a question of

definition.  I believe the purpose of the BBP Std is to recognize and

minimize or control the opportunities for any of these agents (whether you

call them BBPs or not) to be transferred from one individual to another

through the medium of blood or OPIM and cause disease.  If we subscribe to

your assertion that there must be a zillion agents that could be transferred

that way (and I do), we have more than adequate justification for taking the

most conservative interpretation of the definition of a BBP and applying it

to the intent of the standard to the max.  If, on the other hand, we feel

that only those agents transmitted by blood or tissue as part of the natural

spread of the disease should be called BBPs, then our list of agents grows

much shorter.  However, our risk assessment for developing exposure control

approaches must still take into account all possible sources and routes of

exposure involving human blood or OPIM, and we may need to define exposure

control methodologies outside of the "classical" BBP Std concepts to ensure

protection of the worker.

Obviously, a lot of the foregoing is philosophical palaver.  I could read

this tomorrow morning and say "What was I thinking?".  However, I believe

this represents my own personal approach to BBP interpretation, based on a

perhaps naive belief in the good intentions of the reg.  Were I on the

receiving end of a BBP transmission device (say, a needle), I'd be pretty

comfortable knowing that whoever wrote the Exposure Control Plan for that

organization had taken the broadest interpretation of the Standard.

Please pardon my rambling - I get this way on Friday afternoons until well

after i've had my evening glass of pinot noir ...

-- Glenn

=========================================

Glenn -

Not to get into the whole subject, but just one thing:

While I agree that HeLa cells are BSL-2 due to papilloma virus, I don't

understand (despite that one OSHA interpretation letter) why papilloma virus

is considered a BBP.  All my microbiology and epidemiology instructors and

text books (even the current ones, because yes, I am old) list papilloma

virus as a "direct contact" route of exposure, not bloodborne.  Just about

anything could be passed by the blood to certain individuals, but does that

make them BBPs.  If I went on my experience culturing hundreds of human

blood samples, I'd say Staph aureus is a bloodborne pathogen  -- but it's

not.  It's just one of the more common bacteria isolated form human blood

samples due to transient bacteremia and full-blown septicemias (e.g. drug

addicts with abscessed veins); but, that does not make it a true bloodborne

pathogen because that is not the route of transmission for the patient.

Please enlighten me.  Thanks.

Rene Ricks

EH&S Consultant

rricks@pacbell.net

home office: (925) 370-1020

cell phone: (510) 912-1909

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Glenn Funk

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2003 12:41 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Human cell lines

I was at ABSA and disconnected from BIOSAFTY when this query hit the

list, but it sure sounds like a familiar thread.  Bear with me while

I sing my song again ...

HeLa cells may be "the distilled water of molecular biology" (as J.

Michael Bishop once said), but:

(1)  They've been around long enough to have been contaminated and

cross-contaminated many times over, and many HeLa cell cultures

certainly have.

(2)  All HeLa cells carry the full genome of human papilloma virus-18

(HPV-18), a known human tumor virus associated with cervical cancer.

(3) About half of HeLa cultures tested have been shown to contain the

genome of the Mason-Pfizer monkey virus, associated with tumors in

primates.  Have we demonstrated an etiologic role for MPMV in humans?

I don't believe so but I never fool around with primate viruses - a

little more hair and I'd be right there!

(4)  We continue to "uncover" (de-repress??, induce??) adventitious

agents in established human cell lines we didn't know were there,

such as HHV-8 (the human herpesvirus associated with Kaposi's

sarcoma) from the previously "innocent" BCBL-1 cell line.

(5) What would be the consequences of accidentally injecting some

human tumor cells (like HeLa) into someone who is immunosuppressed,

immunocompromised, anergic or simply carrying a fairly similar set of

histocompatability antigens?  I don't have an answer to that but i

don't like some of the possibilities.

In my personal opinion, there is plenty of justification for

requiring not only BSL-2 containment for all human cell culture work,

but also compliance with the BBP Standard.  The OSHA interpretation

letter to ABSA did not require BBP compliance for human cell lines

(versus human cell strains and primary/secondary explant cultures)

but the letter did imply that as the conservative safety approach.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

IH/Biosafety Specialist

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

==================================================

>I know that this is a little late.  I have been kind of busy.  But

>let me point out why this question is even raised.

>

>OSHA classifies all human tissue and fluids(almost anyway) as

>bloodborne pathogens.  This includes HeLa cell lines.  Now we must

>evaluate and protect.

>

>As to why they classify HeLa cell lines.  Normally when you see

>something like this you will ask what were they smoking:)  The answer

>is they are being careful because it has happened.  In this case

>there are two factors considered.

>

>1)  They are applying universal precautions.  We go BLS2 because of

aerosols.

>

>2)  It can be documented that this has happened.  I stumbled across

>this while researching something else years ago.  When OSHA wrote the

>BBP Standard, they were referencing and actual incident.

>

>The lab group was working with a HeLa cell line that became

>contaminated with Epstein Barr.  The whole lab group contracted the

>disease.

>

>Doesn't say much for the labs techniques does it?:)

>

>Bob

>

>>Kyle,

>>We cannot install a BSC in that room.  I guess the point that I want to

make

>>to our landlord is that these well-established cell lines have very little

>>risk.  I know it is "politically correct" in the biosafety field to say, "

>>all human cell lines must be BSL-2", but in reality, the majority of these

>>cell lines have been inexsistance for more than 20 years and are most

likely

>>very safe to work with at BSL-1.   I know many of you may disagree, but I

>>believe that risk of 20-30 year old cell lines, that have been passaged

>>innumerable times and probably haven't see a lick of human serum in many

>>many years, harboring infectious viruses or other organisms is extremely

low

>>and nobody is going to become ill if these lines are worked with in a

>>positively pressurized room.

>>That's my opinion.  If anyone disagrees , please tell me where I am going

>>wrong with this.

>>

>>Mike Wendeler

>>

>>Kyle G Boyett wrote:

>>

>>>  Mark, Since changing the pressure relationship in an existing facility

>>>  can be quite costly you may want to entertain the idea of performing

all

>>>  injections in a BSC. Write up your protocol and SOP and submit that as

a

>>>  compromise to the requirements landlord. Hope this helps.

>>>

>>>  Kyle

>>>

>>>  Kyle G. Boyett

>>>  Asst. Director of Biosafety

>>>  Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

>>>  University of Alabama @ Birmingham

>>>  Department of Occupational Health and Safety

>>>  933 South 19th Street Suite 445

>>>  Birmingham, Alabama 35294

>>>  Phone: 205.934.9181

>>>  Fax: 205.934.7487

>>>  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 <:>

>>>

>>>

======================================================================

>>> =

>>>

>>>

>>>  This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

>>>  assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

>>>  22-21-8, 34-24-58.

>>>

>>> ================================================================

>>>

>>>  -----Original Message-----

>>>  From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

>>>  Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2003 10:03 AM

>>>  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>>  Subject: Human cell lines

>>>

>>>  I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company currently

>>>  leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co. We have

>>>  some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human cell lines

>>>  into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines bought from

>>>  ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for shipping

>>>  purposes. The animal room where the injections are done does not have a

>>>  bisafety cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing appropriate

>>>  personal protective equipment to prevent exposure to any aerosols  and

>>>  use BSL-2 practices. The issue is that the company we lease from

>>>  requires all human cell work to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that

>>>  this means that the room where the work is occuring must be under

>>>  negative pressure, even though the CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly

>>  > require this.  The room is under positive pressure for the protection

of

>>>  nude mice. I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished

>>>  cell lines, this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized

>>>  room.  I believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I

>>>  believe that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the

>>>  room that no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease. How

>>>  do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

>>>

>>>  Mike Wendeler

>>>  EH&S Engineer

>>>  Incyte Corp.

>

>

>--

>

>_____________________________________________________________________

>__      /

_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

>_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>  \ \  / / 27610 Tremaine Dr.   USSF Assessor 7         Occupational &

>   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor     Environmental

Safety

>    \__/                U.S.A.         RA Member

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Oct 2003 22:08:51 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Research on wastewater treatment
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Assuming that you will be using raw, untreated wastewater (sewage) minimum

level I would recommend is level 2.  Sewage contains a whole host of "yummy"

RG2 bacteria and viruses.  When I was at MIT we had a group working with

sewage - they used strict level 2 containment.  Be particularly wary of

procedures that generate aerosols and isolate them in a fume hood/biosafety

cabinet/local exhaust.  The risk is face contamination from the aerosol and

subsequent ingestion.  Minor risk of aerosol route of infection.

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: Alain Garnier <Alain.Garnier@GCH.ULAVAL.CA>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Research on wastewater treatment

>Date: Fri, 17 Oct 2003 15:21:06 -0400

>

>Hi group,

>

>I have been asked to give an advice on the biorisk level of a research

>activity on municipal wastewater bioprocessing. Does anyone in this group

>as

>an opinion on such a matter?

>

>Thanks in advance,

>

>Alain

>

>*************************************************

>Alain Garnier

>Prof. agrigi et Directeur de programmes 2hme et 3hme cycles

>Dipartement de Ginie chimique

>Centre de Recherche sur la fonction, la structure et l'inginierie des

>protiines

>Universiti Laval

>Quibec, Canada, G1K 7P4

>tel: 418-656-3106

>fax: 418-656-5993

>courriel: alain.garnier@gch.ulaval.ca

>*************************************************

>

>

>-----Message d'origine-----

>De : A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] De la

>part

>de Byers, Karen B

>Envoyi : 7 mai 2003 14:26

>@ : BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Objet : Re: Lentiviral Vectors

>

>Applied Biosafety Vol.7,No.4, 2002 had an article on how the IBC here

>reviewed work with lentiviral vectors and then explained the concerns to

>researchers.

>References cited:

>         Kost, T.A. et al.(2000). Viral gene transfer vectors, pp.584-585.

>In

>D. O. Fleming&D.L.Hunt  (Eds), Biological Safety: Principles and Practices

>(3rd ed.)

>         Trono, D. (ed). (2002) Lentiviral vectors.Current topics in

>Microbiology and Immunology,    vol 261. Berlin: Spring-Verlag, p.258.

>

>Karen B. Byers, MS,  RBP, CBSP-ABSA

>Biosafety Officer

>Dana Farber Cancer Institute

>44 Binney Street

>Boston, MA 02115

>Phone: 617-632-3890

>Fax: 617-632-1932

>NOTE: for walking (not mailing) office location is 454 Brookline, suite 4.

>Visit EH&S on the web at http://research.dfci.harvard.edu/ehs

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

>Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2003 10:12 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Lentiviral Vectors

>

>

>Some researchers here want to start working with replication incompetant

>Lentivirus.  I don't have any experience with this vector.  Could anyone

>point me to some good reference material and let me know at what

>biosafety level it should be handled.  One of my researcher's worked

>with it briefly at another company and said they handled it at BSL 2+.

>Any info would be appreciated.

>

>Thanks,

>Mike Wendeler

>EH&S Engineer

>Incyte Corp.

>Newark, DE

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Oct 2003 22:16:08 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Human cell lines
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To add a bit to what Glenn has written-- OSHA assumes (under Universal

Precautions) that almost any human material is potentially infectious (ie.

contaminated with a bloodborne pathogen).  Thus, to get a cell line or

whatever out of the std., the user must demonstrate that it is free of all

potential bloodborne pathogens.  This is good infection control principle -

assume the worse unless shown not to be.

I hope the person who wrote about an outbreak of EBV sends in the

documentation.  I find this rather hard to believe as must adults (around

90%) in the developed world have EBV.

Richie Fink

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 17 Oct 2003 22:17:48 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Fwd: Job posting
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From my ex-coworker who left MIT for sunny, hot Dallas:

>From: "Esequiel Barrera" <Esequiel.Barrera@UTSouthwestern.edu>

>To: <rfink978@hotmail.com>

>CC: "Jose Lopez" <Jose.Lopez@UTSouthwestern.edu>

>Subject: Job posting

>Date: Fri, 17 Oct 2003 17:48:44 -0500

>

>Hello Richie,

>

>It was nice having the opportunity to converse with my New England

>friends.  Richie would you do me the favor and post the following job

>position on the BIOSAFTY Listserv.

>

>Zeke

>

>The University of Texas Southwestern Medical Center at Dallas has a job

>opening for a Safety Specialist IV (SSIV).  The position involves

>running the biosafety program (medical surveillance, research safety

>plan oversight, laboratory inspections, emergency response, autoclave

>validation, Texas Hazard Communication training, etc).  In addition, the

>individual is required to assist the environmental management program

>(regulated medical waste, permit compliance, etc).  Qualification

>sought:  Bachelors in toxicology, biology, chemistry or related field,

>preference given to Masters degree graduate.  Professional certification

>or 5 years experience in one of the following disciplines found in

>academia: biosafety, environmental management or industrial hygiene.

>Proven skills in database management, communication and writing will be

>asked during interview.  Individual reports to the Assistant Director of

>EHS, Biol/Chem Safety.  Salary open for discussion.  Send resumes to

>email address:  esequiel.barrera@utsouthwestern.edu

>

>--------------------------------------------------------------------------

>Esequiel "Zeke" Barrera, SM

>Assistant Director

>Biological and Chemical Safety Officer

>Environmental Health and Safety

>5323 Harry Hines Blvd./ Dallas, Tx 75390-9053

>(214)648-2494  (fax) (214)648-3997

>email esequiel.barrera@utsouthwestern.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Sat, 18 Oct 2003 08:51:58 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Elizabeth Tobias <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Re: 42 Part 73.8 - Illegal Drug Use

In-Reply-To:  <p05210601bbb6280868ac@[171.65.30.176]>
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As a private entity, and one which is involved with government

contracts, we have a drug screening program in place as a

pre-hire.  Don't pass, we won't hire.  We were doing random drug

tests on a few people per year (can't speak to specifics, as I'm

not responsible for this, and never got asked to do it).

I also point out, before the rest of my response, that Michigan

is a state where the labor laws allow termination with or

without cause on either the employer or employee's part.  Sort

of like our 'no fault auto insurance'.

As part of our copmliance effort with the Select Agent rule, we

discussed the issue of the DoJ performing the risk assessment,

including illegal drug use.  Can you say "unfunded federal

mandate"?  Yeah, like FBI is actually going to do drug testing

on our employees... We decided they wouldn't do it, so how are

we going to demonstrate complinace with this?  Well, we decided

that we would do the testing ourselves.

Ultimately, we expected someone to ask "how are you complying

with 42.8(d)?" - and we wanted to have an answer other than "we

aren't required to do that".

We included the group of people with access to select agents

into a small sub-set of employee and require annual drug tests -

I guess they're no so random, as I know I will need to get it

done once per year.  However, it is not scheduled, so the

testing time or frequency is random.

Testing results are private, and are included in employee's

medical records to protect confidentiality.  No one from outside

would be allowed to look at them.  Neither is the R.O.  Only the

end result of negative or positive is available, and that to a

very limited number of people, as directed by our

confidentiality rules regarding other sensitive information.

Before leaping into this, each organization should consider

their state laws, previously negotiated labor contracts with

unions, and other laws regarding their employee's rights or

employer's rights.  And make sure your legal counsel approves of

whatever course of action you choose - not to make DoJ happy,

but to protect you from lawsuits.  And, of course, if you do

drug screening, consider the new medical confidentiality rules.

Elizabeth

--- David Silberman <david.silberman@STANFORD.EDU> wrote:

> Dear David,

>

> The Interim Final Rule on Possession, Use, and Transfer of

> Select

> Agents and Toxins designates the Attorney General to determine

> who

> among us are restricted persons.  Following is the full text

> of the

> section of 42 Part 72.8 to which I believe you are referring:

>

> (d) The Attorney General will conduct

> a security risk assessment on entities

> and individuals whose identifying

> information is properly submitted.

> Based on the security risk assessment,

> the Attorney General will notify the

> HHS Secretary if the Attorney General

> identifies any entity, individual who

> owns or controls the entity, or any other

> individual who is:

> (1) A restricted person under 18

> U.S.C. 175b; or

> (2) Reasonably suspected by any

> Federal law enforcement or intelligence

> agency of:

> (i) Committing a crime specified in 18

> U.S.C. 2332b(g)(5);

> (ii) Having a knowing involvement

> with an organization that engages in

> domestic or international terrorism (as

> defined in 18 U.S.C. 2331) or with any

> other organization that engages in

> intentional crimes of violence; or

> (iii) Being an agent of a foreign power

> (as defined in 50 U.S.C. 1801).

>

> There are no drug testing requirements (before, during or

> after) that

> need be done by the institution, unless contractual

> arrangements with

> another party require it.   Some institutions (e.g., MRI), for

> example, contract with Department of Defense (DOD), and the

> DOD has a

> drug testing requirement.   In this case the entity is

> required, as

> part of their contractual obligations, to implement a drug

> program

> that adheres to DOD policy.   It is also possible for an

> institution

> to require a drug testing program as part of its internal

> policy, but

> that is up to the institution.

>

> I would be interested to learn of any colleges or universities

> that

> have set up a drug testing program whether or not they possess

> select

> agents.

>

> Glad you had an enjoyable time at ABSA and Philadelphia.

>

> Regards,

>

> David

>

> >Dear Biosafety Members:

> >

> >Let me start this email by saying that I really enjoyed my

> first ABSA

> >conference. It was also my first trip to Philadelphia and it

> was wonderful.

> >I learned quite a bit and met some very kind individuals

> along the way.

> >

> >Now, for the real reason I'm writing...

> >

> >I have a question about select agents and drug testing. How

> are you handling

> >the drug testing requirements for individuals that have

> access to select

> >agents? I know a lot of private companies, such as the

> Midwest Research

> >Institute and Southern Research Institute, have drug testing

> programs but

> >what about everyone else (especially colleges and

> universities)? Are you

> >changing your drug and alcohol policies to include

> individuals with access

> >to select agents? Do you make it part of the application

> process? How about

> >random drug testing after hiring or for existing employees?

> What about

> >students? Do you make individuals sign a sworn affidavit

> stating that they

> >do not and will not use illegal drugs? Any information is

> appreciated.

> >

> >For reference sake, I'm including the text of the regulation:

> >

> >According to 42 Part 73.8:

> >

> >"The Act states that "restricted persons," as defined in 18

> U.S.C. 175b, may

> >not be granted access to select agents and toxins (42 U.S.C.

> 262a(e)). A

> >restricted person is a person who: ... "Is an unlawful user

> of any

> >controlled substance (as defined in section 102 if the

> Controlled Substances

> >Act (21 U.S.C. 802)."

> >

> >Thank you in advance!

> >

> >--

> >David R. Gillum, MS

> >Laboratory Safety Officer

> >

> >University of New Hampshire

> >Environmental Health and Safety

> >11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

> >Durham, NH  03824

> >Telephone #: 603-862-0197

> >Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

>

>

> --

> David H. Silberman

> Director, Health and Safety Programs

> Stanford University School of Medicine

>

> 650/723-6336 (Direct)

> 650/723-0110 (Office)

> 650/725-7878 (FAX)

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806
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Date:         Sat, 18 Oct 2003 12:04:54 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Silberman <david.silberman@STANFORD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: 42 Part 73.8 - Illegal Drug Use

In-Reply-To:  <20031018155158.72014.qmail@web41214.mail.yahoo.com>
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Although I would be surprised that "wrongful termination" laws do not

exist in Michigan ("... labor laws allow termination with or without

cause"),  I agree with Elizabeth with regard to "looking before you

leap".

Privacy laws vary as do institutional policies that can go beyond

those that are required by local or federal statutes.   As Elizabeth

suggests, do make sure you know what you are doing before you do it.

As far as illegal drug goes, no one is expecting the FBI to perform

drug testing, but I do look to them to perform background checks that

would indicate any previous criminal indictments for drug related

activity.   I am not a lawyer, but if asked how we are complying

42.8(d), would not an appropriate reply be: "John is doing it for

us"?  I still do not see a directive that requires anyone other than

the DOJ to do the kind of checking that is described in that section.

Please enlighten me if this assumption is incorrect.

Instituting even a modest drug testing program where one does not

exist can be costly, time consuming, bureaucratic, fraught with legal

entanglements, privacy issues (how is everyone doing with HIPAA, by

the way), and so on.   Are there not other methods for determining

inappropriate behavior in labs (and I do not mean working without

proper PPE) that might be related to drug use (including alcohol,

abuse of which does not seem to be included in the statute)?

>As a private entity, and one which is involved with government

>contracts, we have a drug screening program in place as a

>pre-hire.  Don't pass, we won't hire.  We were doing random drug

>tests on a few people per year (can't speak to specifics, as I'm

>not responsible for this, and never got asked to do it).

>

>I also point out, before the rest of my response, that Michigan

>is a state where the labor laws allow termination with or

>without cause on either the employer or employee's part.  Sort

>of like our 'no fault auto insurance'.

>

>As part of our copmliance effort with the Select Agent rule, we

>discussed the issue of the DoJ performing the risk assessment,

>including illegal drug use.  Can you say "unfunded federal

>mandate"?  Yeah, like FBI is actually going to do drug testing

>on our employees... We decided they wouldn't do it, so how are

>we going to demonstrate complinace with this?  Well, we decided

>that we would do the testing ourselves.

>

>Ultimately, we expected someone to ask "how are you complying

>with 42.8(d)?" - and we wanted to have an answer other than "we

>aren't required to do that".

>

>We included the group of people with access to select agents

>into a small sub-set of employee and require annual drug tests -

>I guess they're no so random, as I know I will need to get it

>done once per year.  However, it is not scheduled, so the

>testing time or frequency is random.

>

>Testing results are private, and are included in employee's

>medical records to protect confidentiality.  No one from outside

>would be allowed to look at them.  Neither is the R.O.  Only the

>end result of negative or positive is available, and that to a

>very limited number of people, as directed by our

>confidentiality rules regarding other sensitive information.

>

>Before leaping into this, each organization should consider

>their state laws, previously negotiated labor contracts with

>unions, and other laws regarding their employee's rights or

>employer's rights.  And make sure your legal counsel approves of

>whatever course of action you choose - not to make DoJ happy,

>but to protect you from lawsuits.  And, of course, if you do

>drug screening, consider the new medical confidentiality rules.

>

>Elizabeth

>

>

>

>

>--- David Silberman <david.silberman@STANFORD.EDU> wrote:

>>  Dear David,

>>

>>  The Interim Final Rule on Possession, Use, and Transfer of

>>  Select

>>  Agents and Toxins designates the Attorney General to determine

>>  who

>>  among us are restricted persons.  Following is the full text

>>  of the

>>  section of 42 Part 72.8 to which I believe you are referring:

>  >

>>  (d) The Attorney General will conduct

>>  a security risk assessment on entities

>  > and individuals whose identifying

>  > information is properly submitted.

>  > Based on the security risk assessment,

>  > the Attorney General will notify the

>  > HHS Secretary if the Attorney General

>>  identifies any entity, individual who

>>  owns or controls the entity, or any other

>>  individual who is:

>>  (1) A restricted person under 18

>>  U.S.C. 175b; or

>>  (2) Reasonably suspected by any

>>  Federal law enforcement or intelligence

>>  agency of:

>>  (i) Committing a crime specified in 18

>>  U.S.C. 2332b(g)(5);

>>  (ii) Having a knowing involvement

>>  with an organization that engages in

>>  domestic or international terrorism (as

>>  defined in 18 U.S.C. 2331) or with any

>>  other organization that engages in

>>  intentional crimes of violence; or

>>  (iii) Being an agent of a foreign power

>>  (as defined in 50 U.S.C. 1801).

>>

>>  There are no drug testing requirements (before, during or

>>  after) that

>>  need be done by the institution, unless contractual

>>  arrangements with

>>  another party require it.   Some institutions (e.g., MRI), for

>>  example, contract with Department of Defense (DOD), and the

>>  DOD has a

>>  drug testing requirement.   In this case the entity is

>>  required, as

>>  part of their contractual obligations, to implement a drug

>>  program

>>  that adheres to DOD policy.   It is also possible for an

>>  institution

>>  to require a drug testing program as part of its internal

>>  policy, but

>>  that is up to the institution.

>>

>>  I would be interested to learn of any colleges or universities

>>  that

>>  have set up a drug testing program whether or not they possess

>>  select

>>  agents.

>>

>>  Glad you had an enjoyable time at ABSA and Philadelphia.

>>

>>  Regards,

>>

>>  David

>>

>>  >Dear Biosafety Members:

>>  >

>>  >Let me start this email by saying that I really enjoyed my

>>  first ABSA

>>  >conference. It was also my first trip to Philadelphia and it

>>  was wonderful.

>>  >I learned quite a bit and met some very kind individuals

>>  along the way.

>>  >

>>  >Now, for the real reason I'm writing...

>>  >

>>  >I have a question about select agents and drug testing. How

>>  are you handling

>>  >the drug testing requirements for individuals that have

>>  access to select

>>  >agents? I know a lot of private companies, such as the

>>  Midwest Research

>>  >Institute and Southern Research Institute, have drug testing

>>  programs but

>>  >what about everyone else (especially colleges and

>>  universities)? Are you

>>  >changing your drug and alcohol policies to include

>>  individuals with access

>>  >to select agents? Do you make it part of the application

>>  process? How about

>>  >random drug testing after hiring or for existing employees?

>>  What about

>>  >students? Do you make individuals sign a sworn affidavit

>>  stating that they

>>  >do not and will not use illegal drugs? Any information is

>>  appreciated.

>>  >

>>  >For reference sake, I'm including the text of the regulation:

>>  >

>>  >According to 42 Part 73.8:

>>  >

>>  >"The Act states that "restricted persons," as defined in 18

>>  U.S.C. 175b, may

>>  >not be granted access to select agents and toxins (42 U.S.C.

>>  262a(e)). A

>>  >restricted person is a person who: ... "Is an unlawful user

>>  of any

>>  >controlled substance (as defined in section 102 if the

>>  Controlled Substances

>>  >Act (21 U.S.C. 802)."

>>  >

>>  >Thank you in advance!

>>  >

>>  >--

>>  >David R. Gillum, MS

>>  >Laboratory Safety Officer

>>  >

>>  >University of New Hampshire

>>  >Environmental Health and Safety

>>  >11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

>>  >Durham, NH  03824

>>  >Telephone #: 603-862-0197

>>  >Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

>>

>>

>>  --

>>  David H. Silberman

>>  Director, Health and Safety Programs

>>  Stanford University School of Medicine

>>

>>  650/723-6336 (Direct)

>>  650/723-0110 (Office)

>>  650/725-7878 (FAX)

>

>

>=====

>Ms. Elizabeth Tobias (formerly Smith)

>Biosafety Officer

>BioPort Corporation

>3500 N. Martin L. King Blvd.

>Lansing, MI 48906

>517-327-6806

--

David H. Silberman

Director, Health and Safety Programs

Stanford University School of Medicine

650/723-6336 (Direct)

650/723-0110 (Office)

650/725-7878 (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:         "Verduin, Dick" <Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL>

Subject:      Re: Research on wastewater treatment

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Alain,

We have a bioprocessing research unit working with untreated waste water

(sewage) and aerosol formation is in our opinion the main risk.

Since they are working with different types of fermenters for their

research we have installed many local exhaust ventilation systems around

and near these fermenters.

The "BSL-2" designated area is separated from the other working areas

and a strict application of wearing labcoats and gloves in that BSL-2

area and handwashing when leaving that area has been efficient over the

past years in preventing infections.

There is no specific vaccination schedule other than for the general

public: polio, tetanus, diftheria and whooping-cough. Hepatitis A

vaccination is momentarily considered by the government as is the

initiation of research on the effect of endotoxins in the aerosols.

with regards

Dick Verduin

Biological Safety Officer

-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

Wageningen University (WU)

Laboratory of Virology

Binnenhaven 11

6709 PD Wageningen

The Netherlands

Building number 504

Telephone +31.317.483093

Facsimile +31.317.484820

E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

-------------------------------------------------------------------

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Alain Garnier

Sent: vrijdag 17 oktober 2003 21:21

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Research on wastewater treatment

Hi group,

I have been asked to give an advice on the biorisk level of a research

activity on municipal wastewater bioprocessing. Does anyone in this

group as

an opinion on such a matter?

Thanks in advance,

Alain

*************************************************

Alain Garnier

Prof. agr=E9g=E9 et Directeur de programmes 2=E8me et 3=E8me cycles

D=E9partement de G=E9nie chimique

Centre de Recherche sur la fonction, la structure et l'ing=E9nierie des

prot=E9ines

Universit=E9 Laval

Qu=E9bec, Canada, G1K 7P4

tel: 418-656-3106

fax: 418-656-5993

courriel: alain.garnier@gch.ulaval.ca

*************************************************
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Date:         Mon, 20 Oct 2003 09:46:02 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Kuchera, Mary" <mkuchera@WELLSTATTHERAPEUTICS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Human cell lines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM]

Sent: Friday, October 17, 2003 10:16 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Human cell lines

To add a bit to what Glenn has written-- OSHA assumes (under Universal

Precautions) that almost any human material is potentially infectious (ie.

contaminated with a bloodborne pathogen).  Thus, to get a cell line or

whatever out of the std., the user must demonstrate that it is free of all

potential bloodborne pathogens.  This is good infection control principle -

assume the worse unless shown not to be.

I hope the person who wrote about an outbreak of EBV sends in the

documentation.  I find this rather hard to believe as must adults (around

90%) in the developed world have EBV.

Richie Fink

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 20 Oct 2003 07:51:33 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <funk20@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Human cell lines

In-Reply-To:  <ODEFIDLNBMCBKBPNFNNIMEKGCGAA.rricks@pacbell.net>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/Related;

              boundary="============_-1145460999==_mr============" ;

              type="text/html"

--============_-1145460999==_mr============

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="============_-1145460999==_ma============"

--============_-1145460999==_ma============

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1" ; format="flowed"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Silent for a week!!??  Rene, you're no fun at all!

You do raise some good points.  However, I'm not sure the BBP

Standard refers only to RG2 agents.  Look at your reference 3 below -

These pathogens include but are not limited to HBV, which causes

hepatitis B; HIV, which causes acquired immunodeficiency syndrome

(AIDS); hepatitis C virus; human T-lymphotrophic virus Type 1; and

pathogens causing malaria, syphilis, babesiosis, brucellosis,

leptospirosis, arboviral infections, relapsing fever,

Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease, and viral hemorrhagic fever

The ones I've bolded are or contain RG3 agents, and some of the viral

hemorrhagic fevers are caused by RG4 agents.  I'm not sure the intent

of the Standard was ever to leave out agents above RG2 but I agree -

the focus has to be on the more common ones.  I actually questioned

one of the Cal-OSHA guys about why they leave human prions on the BBP

list when the argument for blood-borne transmission is so weak.

Basically, they're waiting for proof of the null hypothesis - how

many times does it have to NOT happen before you can say with

statistical certainty that it WON'T happen?  It's gonna be a long

wait!  In my classes, I try to encourage scientists think beyond the

confines of the box.  For example, i preach Universal Precaution as a

protective behavior that should be adopted for all potentially

infectious or toxic materials, not just human source materials.  I

urge the use of safe sharps for all tasks requiring such tools, not

just where there is a risk of exposure in the BBP sense.  It sounds

as though you do the same.

So yeah, I think we're on the same wavelength.  Now it's my turn to shut up

=2E..

-- Glenn

=

>Glenn -

>

>

>

>Thanks for the explanation.  Basically, we agree in what we teach

>researchers to do in terms of work practices; it's just the

>interpretation of the BBP Standard that we disagree on.  I feel that

>the BBP standard is fairly specific and only applies to a subset of

>all Risk Group 2 agents.  I teach that the work requirements are the

>same for all BSL-2 agents but that those subject to the BBP Standard

>have 4 additional requirements: annual refresher training; HBV

>vaccinations available to applicable workers; an additional written

>ECP; and, required use of safety needles when working with BBPs.

>

>

>

>However, I teach that all persons working with biological materials

>should have at least one General Biosafety Course, have written

>procedures regarding BSL-2 work practices, and NOT use sharps with

>these materials if at all possible (and if necessary, to use safety

>needles). So, the outcome of our influence is actually very much the

>same.

>

>

>

>Just to add some fodder for thought (and no need to respond) -

>

>

>

>If we go by the all-encompassing definition of BBPs:

>

>Why would BBPs be confined to RG 2 agents?  I've cultured TB from

>human blood, too, but this is RG 3 and NOT considered a BBP.

>Why do the CDC, NIOSH, and OSHA (even the preamble to the standard)

>never list any example BBPs other than the ones we all recognize as

>almost always transmitted by the blood route?  See 3 excerpts:

>1.

>

><http://www.cdc.gov/>

>

>

><http://www.cdc.gov/>

><http://www.cdc.gov/>

><http://www.cdc.gov/>

><http://www.cdc.gov/search.htm>

><http://www.cdc.gov/health/default.htm>

>

>

>   <http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip/default.htm>

><http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip/a_z.htm>

>

>

>

>Published 1987

>

>UNIVERSAL PRECAUTIONS FOR PREVENTION OF TRANSMISSION OF HIV AND

>OTHER BLOODBORNE INFECTIONS

>

>"Universal precautions," as defined by CDC, are a set of precautions

>designed to prevent transmission of human immunodeficiency virus

>(HIV), hepatitis B virus (HBV), and other bloodborne pathogens when

>providing first aid or health care. Under universal precautions,

>blood and certain body fluids of all patients are considered

>potentially infectious for HIV, HBV and other bloodborne pathogens.

>

>Universal precautions took the place of and eliminated the need for

>the isolation category "Blood and Body Fluid Precautions" in the

>1983 CDC Guidelines for Isolation Precautions in Hospitals. However,

>implementing universal precautions does not eliminate the need for

>other isolation precautions, such as droplet precautions for

>influenza, airborne isolation for pulmonary tuberculosis, or contact

>isolation for methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus.

>

>

>

>2.  From the BBP Standard Preamble: 56 FR 64004, Dec, 6, 1991; 57 FR

>29206, July 1, 1992:

>

>Certain pathogenic microorganisms can be found in the blood of

>infected individuals. For the purposes of this standard, OSHA is

>referring to these microorganisms as "bloodborne pathogens" and to

>the diseases that they cause as "bloodborne diseases."  AND:

>

>As described in the health effects discussions, there are other

>bloodborne pathogens, such as syphilis and malaria, which are

>present in blood during certain phases of infection. During these

>phases, the blood of infected individuals poses a risk to exposed

>workers. Although the risk of these infections has not been

>quantified, it does exist and will be minimized or eliminated by

>preventing occupational exposure to blood. [NOTE: All provided

>examples of BBPs were agents having a significant infectious dose in

>the blood and not present as blood contaminants.]

>

>

>

>3.  From the OSHA Compliance Directive for OSHA Officers:

>

>On December 6, 1991, the agency issued its final regulation on

>occupational exposure to bloodborne pathogens (29 CFR 1910.1030).

>Based on a review of the information in the rulemaking record, OSHA

>determined that employees face a significant health risk as the

>result of occupational exposure to blood and other potentially

>infectious materials (OPIM) because they may contain bloodborne

>pathogens. These pathogens include but are not limited to HBV, which

>causes hepatitis B; HIV, which causes acquired immunodeficiency

>syndrome (AIDS); hepatitis C virus; human T-lymphotrophic virus Type

>1; and pathogens causing malaria, syphilis, babesiosis, brucellosis,

>leptospirosis, arboviral infections, relapsing fever,

>Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease, and viral hemorrhagic fever.

>

>

>

>=B7         Foodborne pathogens (Shigella, Salmonella, etc.) can also

>be cultured from human blood but they are NEVER listed as examples

>of BBPs.

>

>

>

>=B7        The testing of human blood and tissue-based biological

>products for human is risk-based, focusing on bloodborne routes of

>transmission. The BBPs presently tested for are: HIV-1, HIV-2, HTLV,

>HBV, HBC, syphilis, and West Nile Virus CMV testing is performed on

>some units of blood only if the patient requires CMV- negative blood

>(e.g., low-weight neonates and immuno-compromised persons).  EBV is

>NOT tested, and no one would attempt to identify papilloma virus

>from a blood sample because it grows in skin tissue only.  Of

>course, donors are screened by medical history, but NOT tested for

>any other specific agents.  West Nile Virus was only recently added

>due to established transmission data. I have to believe they'd add

>other tests if other agents were determined to be BBPs. In this

>case, like it or not, we have real guinea pigs and real experience

>in identifying BBPs.

>

>

>

>It's been a fascinating discussion topic but I must get some real

>work done!  I promise to be silent for at least one week.

>

>

>

>Best regards,

>

>

>

>- Rene

>

>

>

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

>Behalf Of Glenn Funk

>Sent: Friday, October 17, 2003 2:13 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Human cell lines

>

>

>

>Rene -

>

>

>

>Actually, at the time that OSHA letter of interpretation was

>written, I'm not sure we even knew about the papilloma genome in

>HeLa cells.  However, in my opinion, the definition of a bloodborne

>pathogen should be "any pathogenic or potentially pathogenic agent

>that can be found in the blood or tissues of a human and could be

>transferred therein to another human."  This definition does not

>include consideration of when, how often or to what levels such an

>agent is present.  Thus, I would consider Staph aureus a likely BBP

>because it may be present in the rare septicemia or more commonly in

>a tissue infection, or even on the skin, from where it can hitchhike

>on the outer needle surface to the unfortunate stickee.   "Direct

>contact" routes of exposure can, in a sense, be mimiced by

>needlesticks or cuts with contaminated sharps; the direct route

>simply becomes an indirect route with the needle or blade as in

>inanimate "bridge" between the two direct contact sites.

>

>

>

>You're absolutely correct - just about anything could be passed by

>the blood to certain individuals.  In fact, in my BBP training

>module, I tell folks that almost every virus that causes a system

>infection (and that's most of them) can be considered a BBP because

>at one or more points in the replication and amplification cycle,

>the virus will be present in the bloodstream.  Whether or not that

>makes them BBPs is a question of definition.  I believe the purpose

>of the BBP Std is to recognize and minimize or control the

>opportunities for any of these agents (whether you call them BBPs or

>not) to be transferred from one individual to another through the

>medium of blood or OPIM and cause disease.  If we subscribe to your

>assertion that there must be a zillion agents that could be

>transferred that way (and I do), we have more than adequate

>justification for taking the most conservative interpretation of the

>definition of a BBP and applying it to the intent of the standard to

>the max.  If, on the other hand, we feel that only those agents

>transmitted by blood or tissue as part of the natural spread of the

>disease should be called BBPs, then our list of agents grows much

>shorter.  However, our risk assessment for developing exposure

>control approaches must still take into account all possible sources

>and routes of exposure involving human blood or OPIM, and we may

>need to define exposure control methodologies outside of the

>"classical" BBP Std concepts to ensure protection of the worker.

>

>

>

>Obviously, a lot of the foregoing is philosophical palaver.  I could

>read this tomorrow morning and say "What was I thinking?".  However,

>I believe this represents my own personal approach to BBP

>interpretation, based on a perhaps naive belief in the good

>intentions of the reg.  Were I on the receiving end of a BBP

>transmission device (say, a needle), I'd be pretty comfortable

>knowing that whoever wrote the Exposure Control Plan for that

>organization had taken the broadest interpretation of the Standard.

>

>

>

>Please pardon my rambling - I get this way on Friday afternoons

>until well after i've had my evening glass of pinot noir ...

>

>

>

>-- Glenn

>

>

>

>=

>

>

>

>Glenn -

>

>Not to get into the whole subject, but just one thing:

>

>While I agree that HeLa cells are BSL-2 due to papilloma virus, I don't

>understand (despite that one OSHA interpretation letter) why papilloma viru=

s

>is considered a BBP.  All my microbiology and epidemiology instructors and

>text books (even the current ones, because yes, I am old) list papilloma

>virus as a "direct contact" route of exposure, not bloodborne.  Just about

>anything could be passed by the blood to certain individuals, but does that

>make them BBPs.  If I went on my experience culturing hundreds of human

>blood samples, I'd say Staph aureus is a bloodborne pathogen  -- but it's

>not.  It's just one of the more common bacteria isolated form human blood

>samples due to transient bacteremia and full-blown septicemias (e.g. drug

>

>addicts with abscessed veins); but, that does not make it a true bloodborne

>pathogen because that is not the route of transmission for the patient.

>

>Please enlighten me.  Thanks.

>

>Rene Ricks

>EH&S Consultant

>rricks@pacbell.net

>home office: (925) 370-1020

>cell phone: (510) 912-1909

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

>Of Glenn Funk

>Sent: Friday, October 17, 2003 12:41 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Human cell lines

>

>I was at ABSA and disconnected from BIOSAFTY when this query hit the

>list, but it sure sounds like a familiar thread.  Bear with me while

>I sing my song again ...

>

>HeLa cells may be "the distilled water of molecular biology" (as J.

>Michael Bishop once said), but:

>

>(1)  They've been around long enough to have been contaminated and

>cross-contaminated many times over, and many HeLa cell cultures

>certainly have.

>

>(2)  All HeLa cells carry the full genome of human papilloma virus-18

>(HPV-18), a known human tumor virus associated with cervical cancer.

>

>(3) About half of HeLa cultures tested have been shown to contain the

>genome of the Mason-Pfizer monkey virus, associated with tumors in

>primates.  Have we demonstrated an etiologic role for MPMV in humans?

>I don't believe so but I never fool around with primate viruses - a

>little more hair and I'd be right there!

>

>(4)  We continue to "uncover" (de-repress??, induce??) adventitious

>agents in established human cell lines we didn't know were there,

>such as HHV-8 (the human herpesvirus associated with Kaposi's

>sarcoma) from the previously "innocent" BCBL-1 cell line.

>

>(5) What would be the consequences of accidentally injecting some

>human tumor cells (like HeLa) into someone who is immunosuppressed,

>immunocompromised, anergic or simply carrying a fairly similar set of

>histocompatability antigens?  I don't have an answer to that but i

>don't like some of the possibilities.

>

>In my personal opinion, there is plenty of justification for

>requiring not only BSL-2 containment for all human cell culture work,

>but also compliance with the BBP Standard.  The OSHA interpretation

>letter to ABSA did not require BBP compliance for human cell lines

>(versus human cell strains and primary/secondary explant cultures)

>but the letter did imply that as the conservative safety approach.

>

>-- Glenn

>

>

>Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

>IH/Biosafety Specialist

>Lawrence Livermore National Lab

>925-422-8255

>funk20@llnl.gov

>

>=

>

>>I know that this is a little late.  I have been kind of busy.  But

>>let me point out why this question is even raised.

>>

>>OSHA classifies all human tissue and fluids(almost anyway) as

>>bloodborne pathogens.  This includes HeLa cell lines.  Now we must

>>evaluate and protect.

>>

>>As to why they classify HeLa cell lines.  Normally when you see

>>something like this you will ask what were they smoking:)  The answer

>

>  >is they are being careful because it has happened.  In this case

>>there are two factors considered.

>>

>>1)  They are applying universal precautions.  We go BLS2 because of

>aerosols.

>>

>>2)  It can be documented that this has happened.  I stumbled across

>>this while researching something else years ago.  When OSHA wrote the

>>BBP Standard, they were referencing and actual incident.

>>

>>The lab group was working with a HeLa cell line that became

>>contaminated with Epstein Barr.  The whole lab group contracted the

>>disease.

>>

>>Doesn't say much for the labs techniques does it?:)

>>

>>Bob

>>

>>>Kyle,

>>>We cannot install a BSC in that room.  I guess the point that I want to

>make

>>>to our landlord is that these well-established cell lines have very littl=

e

>>>risk.  I know it is "politically correct" in the biosafety field to say,

"

>>>all human cell lines must be BSL-2", but in reality, the majority of thes=

e

>>>cell lines have been inexsistance for more than 20 years and are most

>likely

>>>very safe to work with at BSL-1.   I know many of you may disagree, but I

>>>believe that risk of 20-30 year old cell lines, that have been passaged

>>>innumerable times and probably haven't see a lick of human serum in many

>

>  >>many years, harboring infectious viruses or other organisms is extremel=

y

>low

>>>and nobody is going to become ill if these lines are worked with in a

>>>positively pressurized room.

>>>That's my opinion.  If anyone disagrees , please tell me where I am going

>>>wrong with this.

>>>

>>>Mike Wendeler

>>>

>>>Kyle G Boyett wrote:

>>>

>>>>   Mark, Since changing the pressure relationship in an existing facilit=

y

>>>>   can be quite costly you may want to entertain the idea of performing

>all

>>>>   injections in a BSC. Write up your protocol and SOP and submit that a=

s

>a

>>>>   compromise to the requirements landlord. Hope this helps.

>>>>

>>>>   Kyle

>>>>

>>>>   Kyle G. Boyett

>>>>   Asst. Director of Biosafety

>>>>   Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

>>>>   University of Alabama @ Birmingham

>>>>   Department of Occupational Health and Safety

>>>>   933 South 19th Street Suite 445

>>>>   Birmingham, Alabama 35294

>>>>   Phone: 205.934.9181

>>>>   Fax: 205.934.7487

>>>>   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 <:>

>  >>>

>>>>

>=

=

>>>>   

>>>>

>>>>

>>>>   This document may contain confidential information prepared for quali=

ty

>>>>   assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

>>>>   22-21-8, 34-24-58.

>>>>

>>>>  

=

>>>>

>>>>   -----Original Message-----

>>>>   From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

>>>>   Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2003 10:03 AM

>>>>   To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>>>   Subject: Human cell lines

>>>>

>>>>   I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company current=

ly

>>>>   leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co. We ha=

ve

>>>>   some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human cell lin=

es

>>>>   into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines bought fro=

m

>>>>   ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for shipping

>>>>   purposes. The animal room where the injections are done does not have=

 a

>>>>   bisafety cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing appropriate

>>>>   personal protective equipment to prevent exposure to any aerosols  an=

d

>>>>   use BSL-2 practices. The issue is that the company we lease from

>>>>   requires all human cell work to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that

>>>>   this means that the room where the work is occuring must be under

>>>>   negative pressure, even though the CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly

>>>   > require this.  The room is under positive pressure for the protectio=

n

>of

>>>>   nude mice. I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished

>>>>   cell lines, this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized

>>>>   room.  I believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.

 I

>>>>   believe that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from th=

e

>

>  >>>  room that no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease.

How

>>>>   do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

>>>>

>>>>   Mike Wendeler

>>>>   EH&S Engineer

>>>>   Incyte Corp.

>>

>>

>>--

>>

>>_____________________________________________________________________

>>__      /

>_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

>>_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>>   \ \  / / 27610 Tremaine Dr.   USSF Assessor 7         Occupational &

>>    \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor     Environmental

>Safety

>>     \__/                U.S.A.         RA Member

>

>
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Date:         Mon, 20 Oct 2003 12:14:58 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Alain Garnier <Alain.Garnier@GCH.ULAVAL.CA>

Subject:      RE : Research on wastewater treatment

In-Reply-To:  <808A7A30B87374419772E0403A57DE92B5A52F@scomp0010>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Thanks Dick,

Your feedback is very helpful.

Bye,

Alain

*************************************************

Alain Garnier

Prof. agr=E9g=E9 et Directeur de programmes 2=E8me et 3=E8me cycles

D=E9partement de G=E9nie chimique

Centre de Recherche sur la fonction, la structure et l'ing=E9nierie des

prot=E9ines

Universit=E9 Laval

Qu=E9bec, Canada, G1K 7P4

tel: 418-656-3106

fax: 418-656-5993

courriel: alain.garnier@gch.ulaval.ca

*************************************************

-----Message d'origine-----

De=A0: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] De

la part

de Verduin, Dick

Envoy=E9=A0: 20 octobre 2003 09:11

=C0=A0: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Objet=A0: Re: Research on wastewater treatment

Alain,

We have a bioprocessing research unit working with untreated waste water

(sewage) and aerosol formation is in our opinion the main risk.

Since they are working with different types of fermenters for their

research

we have installed many local exhaust ventilation systems around and near

these fermenters.

The "BSL-2" designated area is separated from the other working areas

and a

strict application of wearing labcoats and gloves in that BSL-2 area and

handwashing when leaving that area has been efficient over the past

years in

preventing infections.

There is no specific vaccination schedule other than for the general

public:

polio, tetanus, diftheria and whooping-cough. Hepatitis A vaccination is

momentarily considered by the government as is the initiation of

research on

the effect of endotoxins in the aerosols.

with regards

Dick Verduin

Biological Safety Officer

-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

Wageningen University (WU)

Laboratory of Virology

Binnenhaven 11

6709 PD Wageningen

The Netherlands

Building number 504

Telephone +31.317.483093

Facsimile +31.317.484820

E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

-------------------------------------------------------------------

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Alain Garnier

Sent: vrijdag 17 oktober 2003 21:21

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Research on wastewater treatment

Hi group,

I have been asked to give an advice on the biorisk level of a research

activity on municipal wastewater bioprocessing. Does anyone in this

group as

an opinion on such a matter?

Thanks in advance,

Alain

*************************************************

Alain Garnier

Prof. agr=E9g=E9 et Directeur de programmes 2=E8me et 3=E8me cycles

D=E9partement de G=E9nie chimique

Centre de Recherche sur la fonction, la structure et l'ing=E9nierie des

prot=E9ines

Universit=E9 Laval

Qu=E9bec, Canada, G1K 7P4

tel: 418-656-3106

fax: 418-656-5993

courriel: alain.garnier@gch.ulaval.ca

*************************************************
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Date:         Mon, 20 Oct 2003 12:34:40 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Alain Garnier <Alain.Garnier@GCH.ULAVAL.CA>

Subject:      RE : Research on wastewater treatment

In-Reply-To:  <Sea1-F173YOFIVWpZmT0000643d@hotmail.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Thanks for your feedback Richard,

Alain

-----Message d'origine-----

De=A0: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] De

la part

de Richard Fink

Envoy=E9=A0: 17 octobre 2003 22:09

=C0=A0: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Objet=A0: Re: Research on wastewater treatment

Assuming that you will be using raw, untreated wastewater (sewage)

minimum

level I would recommend is level 2.  Sewage contains a whole host of

"yummy"

RG2 bacteria and viruses.  When I was at MIT we had a group working with

sewage - they used strict level 2 containment.  Be particularly wary of

procedures that generate aerosols and isolate them in a fume

hood/biosafety

cabinet/local exhaust.  The risk is face contamination from the aerosol

and

subsequent ingestion.  Minor risk of aerosol route of infection.

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: Alain Garnier <Alain.Garnier@GCH.ULAVAL.CA>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Research on wastewater treatment

>Date: Fri, 17 Oct 2003 15:21:06 -0400

>

>Hi group,

>

>I have been asked to give an advice on the biorisk level of a research

>activity on municipal wastewater bioprocessing. Does anyone in this

group

>as

>an opinion on such a matter?

>

>Thanks in advance,

>

>Alain

>

>*************************************************

>Alain Garnier

>Prof. agrigi et Directeur de programmes 2hme et 3hme cycles

>Dipartement de Ginie chimique

>Centre de Recherche sur la fonction, la structure et l'inginierie des

>protiines

>Universiti Laval

>Quibec, Canada, G1K 7P4

>tel: 418-656-3106

>fax: 418-656-5993

>courriel: alain.garnier@gch.ulaval.ca

>*************************************************

>

>

>-----Message d'origine-----

>De : A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] De la

>part

>de Byers, Karen B

>Envoyi : 7 mai 2003 14:26

>@ : BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Objet : Re: Lentiviral Vectors

>

>Applied Biosafety Vol.7,No.4, 2002 had an article on how the IBC here

>reviewed work with lentiviral vectors and then explained the concerns

to

>researchers.

>References cited:

>         Kost, T.A. et al.(2000). Viral gene transfer vectors,

pp.584-585.

>In

>D. O. Fleming&D.L.Hunt  (Eds), Biological Safety: Principles and

Practices

>(3rd ed.)

>         Trono, D. (ed). (2002) Lentiviral vectors.Current topics in

>Microbiology and Immunology,    vol 261. Berlin: Spring-Verlag, p.258.

>

>Karen B. Byers, MS,  RBP, CBSP-ABSA

>Biosafety Officer

>Dana Farber Cancer Institute

>44 Binney Street

>Boston, MA 02115

>Phone: 617-632-3890

>Fax: 617-632-1932

>NOTE: for walking (not mailing) office location is 454 Brookline, suite

4.

>Visit EH&S on the web at http://research.dfci.harvard.edu/ehs

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

>Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2003 10:12 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Lentiviral Vectors

>

>

>Some researchers here want to start working with replication

incompetant

>Lentivirus.  I don't have any experience with this vector.  Could

anyone

>point me to some good reference material and let me know at what

>biosafety level it should be handled.  One of my researcher's worked

>with it briefly at another company and said they handled it at BSL 2+.

>Any info would be appreciated.

>

>Thanks,

>Mike Wendeler

>EH&S Engineer

>Incyte Corp.

>Newark, DE
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Date:         Mon, 20 Oct 2003 11:42:24 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Reeves, Beth A" <bereeves@INDIANA.EDU>

Subject:      OSHA Inspection
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This is a multi-part message in MIME format.
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        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello All!

I really enjoyed my first ABSA conference and gathered invaluable

information.  Now I need some help with Hepatits B vaccines and titers.

When are they drawn, etc.  I spoke with someone in the CBSP exam review

course about this, but I have forgotten his name.  He said that at a

recent OSHA  inspection documentation of titers drawn post two years

vaccination was required.  Does anyone out there have more information

on this topic?  We are currently developing a policy concerning these

requirements, and I would like to have references to back me up.

Thanks in advance for all your help.

Beth Reeves

Indiana University

Biosafety Officer

Research Park, Rm 109 Suite B

Bloomington, Indiana  47404

(812) 855-9333

bereeves@indiana.edu

========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 20 Oct 2003 09:55:45 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <funk20@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: OSHA Inspection

In-Reply-To:  <6044944ACF123944AF79AADBA249400FD5A9FF@iu-mssg-mbx06.exchange.iu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/Related;

              boundary="============_-1145453549==_mr============" ;

              type="text/html"

--============_-1145453549==_mr============

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="============_-1145453549==_ma============"

--============_-1145453549==_ma============

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Beth -

In California (under Cal-OSHA), I've been told anecdotally of a

requirement to have documented evidence of successful vaccination

(seroconversion) for all hep B vaccinees.  It's no longer enough to

show that we've offered the vaccine.  Now, if an at-risk CA employee

accepts the vaccine, we must show that the series was completed AND

successful, or that the individual who rejects the vaccine offer

because of pre-existing seroconversion has a demonstrable titer.

I don't know if the Feds or other state OSHAs have a similar requirement.

Now, if we could only get vaccinated against governors ...

-- Glenn

========================================

>Hello All!

>

>I really enjoyed my first ABSA conference and gathered invaluable

>information.  Now I need some help with Hepatits B vaccines and

>titers.  When are they drawn, etc.  I spoke with someone in the CBSP

>exam review course about this, but I have forgotten his name.  He

>said that at a recent OSHA  inspection documentation of titers drawn

>post two years vaccination was required.  Does anyone out there have

>more information on this topic?  We are currently developing a

>policy concerning these requirements, and I would like to have

>references to back me up.

>

>Thanks in advance for all your help.

>

>Beth Reeves

>Indiana University

>Biosafety Officer

>Research Park, Rm 109 Suite B

>Bloomington, Indiana  47404

>(812) 855-9333

>bereeves@indiana.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 20 Oct 2003 10:17:07 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Williams, Jeffery" <Jeffery.Williams@CSHS.ORG>

Subject:      Pregnancy Policies

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Good Morning All

I've got a pregnant lab investigator who will be working with Adeno and

Retro viruses.  My question to the group is do any of you have policies or

recommendations that would restrict a pregnant employee from doing work with

these materials?

Thanks in Advance,

Jeffery Williams

Manager, Environmental Safety

Environmental Health & Safety

Cedars-Sinai Medical Center

8700 Beverly Blvd.

Los Angeles, CA  90048

(310) 423-4336

williamsje@cshs.org

Important Warning: This message is intended for the use of the person or

entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is

privileged and confidential, the disclosure of which is governed by

applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended

recipient, or the employee or agent responsible to deliver it is the

intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,

distribution or copy of this information is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.  If you

have received this message by error, please notify us immediately by calling

(310) 423-6428 and destroy the related message.  Thank you for your

cooperation.

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 20 Oct 2003 10:31:29 -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: OSHA Inspection

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3972F.FF230C90"

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_01C3972F.FF230C90

Content-Type: text/plain

Did you find it in the regulations?  When they first passed them they said

that it was not statically warranted.  If you are going to do it you need to

do it within 6 months of the last shot.  After that, the antibodies may fall

below detectable levels but the person is still immune.

Sam S. Snyder Ph.D.

Risk Management Coordinator

Risk Management Services

Division of Business Operations

Los Angeles County Office of Education

Tel: (562) 803-8297

Fax: (562) 940-1898

-----Original Message-----

From: Glenn Funk [mailto:funk20@LLNL.GOV]

Sent: Monday, October 20, 2003 9:56 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: OSHA Inspection

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 20 Oct 2003 14:00:40 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: OSHA Inspection

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

The newest compliance directive that I could find was 11/01 which states:

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

employers to follow 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 Updated U.S. Public Health

Service Guidelines for the Management of Occupational Exposures to HBV, HCV,

and HIV and Recommendations for Postexposure Prophylaxis published in

Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report Vol 50, No. RR-11, June 29, 2001.

(Attached as Appendix E) It states that employees who have ongoing contact

with patients or blood and are at ongoing risk for percutaneous injuries are

to 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, unless they are

HbsAg-positive (infected). Non-responders must be medically evaluated.

INSPECTION GUIDELINES: It is important that the compliance officer

investigate thoroughly whether the employer knows of the contents of the CDC

guidelines. Evidence may include statements from supervisors or managers

that they were aware of the guidelines; an interview with the employer,

employer's attendance at conferences or seminars where in- service training

about the CDC guidelines was provided; knowledge of interactive webpages

associated with the CDC guidelines; or actual copies of the MMWR.

CITATION GUIDELINES: Paragraph (f)(1)(ii)(D) should be cited if the employer

failed to provide vaccinations, evaluations, or follow-up procedures for

Hepatitis B in accordance with the CDC recommendations that were current at

the time these procedures took place. Any additional requirements (such as

obtaining a written healthcare professional's opinion) specified in

paragraph (f) must also be met.

Current USPHS states: "periodic serologic testing to monitor antibody

concentration after completion fo the vaccine series is not recommended."

They do suggest testing right after (within 6 months) of the vaccination

series to ensure that the person has seroconverted (but recommend that only

for those in higher risk of exposure situations).

According to my friend and hep. expert - HBV titers decilne very rapidly and

it is fairly useless to test after 6 - 12 months as they become

undetectable.

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: "Reeves, Beth A" <bereeves@INDIANA.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: OSHA Inspection

>Date: Mon, 20 Oct 2003 11:42:24 -0500

>

>Hello All!

>

>I really enjoyed my first ABSA conference and gathered invaluable

>information.  Now I need some help with Hepatits B vaccines and titers.

>When are they drawn, etc.  I spoke with someone in the CBSP exam review

>course about this, but I have forgotten his name.  He said that at a

>recent OSHA  inspection documentation of titers drawn post two years

>vaccination was required.  Does anyone out there have more information

>on this topic?  We are currently developing a policy concerning these

>requirements, and I would like to have references to back me up.

>

>Thanks in advance for all your help.

>

>Beth Reeves

>Indiana University

>Biosafety Officer

>Research Park, Rm 109 Suite B

>Bloomington, Indiana  47404

>(812) 855-9333

>bereeves@indiana.edu
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Date:         Mon, 20 Oct 2003 13:57:51 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathy Joseph <kjoseph@VISION.ERI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: OSHA Inspection

In-Reply-To:  <6044944ACF123944AF79AADBA249400FD5A9FF@iu-mssg-mbx06.excha

              nge.iu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/related; type="multipart/alternative";
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--=====================_23006743==.REL

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
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--=====================_23006746==.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hello,

I believe the requirement can be traced to paragraph (f) (1) (ii) (D) of

the standard which states:

Provided according to recommendations of the U.S. Public Health Service

current at the time these evaluations and procedures take place, except as

specified by this paragraph (f).

Current recommendations are in the MMWR of 6/29/01 vol 50/#RR-11 in part

which states:

HCP who have contact with patients or blood and are at ongoing risk for

percutaneous injuries should be tested 1-2 months after completion of the

3-dose vaccination series for anti-HBs.

Hope this is what you are looking for.  Kathy

At 11:42 AM 10/20/03 -0500, you wrote:

>Hello All!

>

>I really enjoyed my first ABSA conference and gathered invaluable

>information.  Now I need some help with Hepatits B vaccines and

>titers.  When are they drawn, etc.  I spoke with someone in the CBSP exam

>review course about this, but I have forgotten his name.  He said that at

>a recent OSHA  inspection documentation of titers drawn post two years

>vaccination was required.  Does anyone out there have more information on

>this topic?  We are currently developing a policy concerning these

>requirements, and I would like to have references to back me up.

>

>Thanks in advance for all your help.

>

>Beth Reeves

>Indiana University

>Biosafety Officer

>Research Park, Rm 109 Suite B

>Bloomington, Indiana  47404

>(812) 855-9333

>bereeves@indiana.edu

>anabnr2.gif

>

>

Kathleen Joseph

Health and Safety Coordinator

Schepens Eye Research Institute

an affiliate of Harvard Medical School

20 Staniford Street

Boston, MA 02114

p 617-912-0244

f 617-912-0139
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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 <funk20@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: OSHA Inspection

In-Reply-To:  <A1F4836938FCD3118577005004675D2313339BF0@ecmail1.lacoe.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="============_-1145449178==_ma============"

--============_-1145449178==_ma============

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Nope, but then I never looked for it.  We had already required a copy

of the post-vaccination results as part of our vaccine monitoring

program.  I have been told that 60% of people who were vaccinated 12

years ago will test as non-immune in the current protocol but most

are still protected, as you say.  The only problem now is that, since

post-vaccination testing wasn't required until a couple of years ago,

what does it mean if your test is negative - that you are one of the

60% below the threshold but still protected, or one of the 10-20% who

were not successfully vaccinated in the first place?

===================================

>Did you find it in the regulations?  When they first passed them

>they said that it was not statically warranted.  If you are going to

>do it you need to do it within 6 months of the last shot.  After

>that, the antibodies may fall below detectable levels but the person

>is still immune.

>

>

>

>

>

>Sam S. Snyder Ph.D.

>

>Risk Management Coordinator

>

>Risk Management Services

>

>Division of Business Operations

>

>Los Angeles County Office of Education

>

>Tel: (562) 803-8297

>

>Fax: (562) 940-1898

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Glenn Funk [mailto:funk20@LLNL.GOV]

>Sent: Monday, October 20, 2003 9:56 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: OSHA Inspection

>

>

>

>
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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: Pregnancy Policies

MIME-Version: 1.0
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this format, some or all of this message may not be legible.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C39734.57279010

Content-Type: text/plain

It would be prudent not to have this employee exposed to the possibility of

an accident, considering her condition. The developing fetus is particularly

sensitive to exposure to toxic substances, including these viruses.

Remember, the first three months of pregnancy are the most crucial for the

developing fetus.

It is the policy__________ of to comply with all applicable requirements of

the Laboratory Standard by addressing the unique exposure conditions under

which laboratory work is performed, and to protect laboratory workers from

adverse health effects that may result from their work in laboratories,

regardless of what hazardous substances are used. It is also the policy of

the ___________ to fully comply with all other statutes and regulations that

pertain to laboratory operations and facilities.

I certainly wouldn't want to have the possible liability exposure that might

occur.

Sam S. Snyder Ph.D. MPH PE

Risk Management Coordinator

Risk Management Services

Division of Business Operations

Los Angeles County Office of Education

Tel: (562) 803-8297

Fax: (562) 940-1898

-----Original Message-----

From: Williams, Jeffery [mailto:Jeffery.Williams@CSHS.ORG]

Sent: Monday, October 20, 2003 10:17 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Pregnancy Policies

Good Morning All

I've got a pregnant lab investigator who will be working with Adeno and

Retro viruses.  My question to the group is do any of you have policies or

recommendations that would restrict a pregnant employee from doing work with

these materials?

Thanks in Advance,

Jeffery Williams

Manager, Environmental Safety

Environmental Health & Safety

Cedars-Sinai Medical Center

8700 Beverly Blvd.

Los Angeles, CA  90048

(310) 423-4336

williamsje@cshs.org

Important Warning: This message is intended for the use of the person or

entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is

privileged and confidential, the disclosure of which is governed by

applicable law.  If the reader of this message is not the intended

recipient, or the employee or agent responsible to deliver it is the

intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,

distribution or copy of this information is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.  If you

have received this message by error, please notify us immediately by calling

(310) 423-6428 and destroy the related message.  Thank you for your

cooperation.

=========================================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 20 Oct 2003 14:42:22 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Matthew S Philpott <mphilp1@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Pregnancy Policies

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

I would agree if the agent were rubella or Toxoplasma gondii or some ot=

her

organism known to cross the placenta and attack the developing fetus. 

Risk

assessments should be based on data.  Only a few retroviruses have been=

documented to cross the placenta, and do so only inefficiently, probabl=

y

because they rarely are found in the blood in high titers.  I guess I'd=

have to consider what retrovirus is being used in these studies.  To my=

knowledge, there is no evidence for trans-placental transmission of

adenoviruses.  It would also be useful to know if these viruses are bei=

ng

used as vectors for gene delivery.  If so, they are severely attenuated=

 by

deletion of critical functions compared with their wild type counterpar=

ts.

I don't believe there is any a priori scientific reason to forbid this

person from continuing with her experiments.  Legal arguments might be

a

different story.  The approach I would take is to sit down with the

investigator and her supervisor to discuss the risks of the particular

experiments they are conducting.  I would also emphasize the necessity

of

strict adherence to BSL-2 practices and appropriate PPE.  I would then

probably let the individual decide whether to proceed with her studies.=

Matt Philpott

Louisiana State University

Snyder_Sam <Snyder_Sam@LACOE.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 10/20/2003 01:02:3=

5 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:     (bcc: Matthew S Philpott/mphilp1/LSU)

Subject:    Re: Pregnancy Policies

It would be prudent not to have this employee exposed to the possibilit=

y of

an accident, considering her condition. The developing fetus is

particularly sensitive to exposure to toxic substances, including these=

viruses.=A0 Remember, the first three months of pregnancy are the most

crucial for the developing fetus.

It is the policy__________ of to comply with all applicable requirement=

s of

the Laboratory Standard by addressing the unique exposure conditions un=

der

which laboratory work is performed, and to protect laboratory workers f=

rom

adverse health effects that may result from their work in laboratories,=

regardless of what hazardous substances are used. It is also the policy=

 of

the ___________ to fully comply with all other statutes and regulations=

that pertain to laboratory operations and facilities.

I certainly wouldn't want to have the possible liability exposure that

might occur.

Sam S. Snyder Ph.D. MPH PE

Risk Management Coordinator

Risk Management Services

Division of Business Operations

Los Angeles County Office of Education

Tel: (562) 803-8297

Fax: (562) 940-1898

-----Original Message-----

From: Williams, Jeffery [mailto:Jeffery.Williams@CSHS.ORG]

Sent: Monday, October 20, 2003 10:17 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Pregnancy Policies

Good Morning All

I've got a pregnant lab investigator who will be working with Adeno and=

Retro viruses.=A0 My question to the group is do any of you have polici=

es or

recommendations that would restrict a pregnant employee from doing work=

with

these materials?

Thanks in Advance,

Jeffery Williams

Manager, Environmental Safety

Environmental Health & Safety

Cedars-Sinai Medical Center

8700 Beverly Blvd.

Los Angeles, CA=A0 90048

(310) 423-4336

williamsje@cshs.org

Important Warning: This message is intended for the use of the person o=

r

entity to which it is addressed and may contain information that is

privileged and confidential, the disclosure of which is governed by

applicable law.=A0 If the reader of this message is not the intended

recipient, or the employee or agent responsible to deliver it is the

intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,

distribution or copy of this information is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.=A0 If

you

have received this message by error, please notify us immediately by

calling

(310) 423-6428 and destroy the related message.=A0 Thank you for your

cooperation.

=

=========================================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 20 Oct 2003 16:30:37 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Vic D'Amato <vdamato@MASIMAX.COM>

Subject:      M. tuberculosis in Environmental Media

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I've had a request from a client to sample for M. tuberculosis in air

and on surfaces.  Aside from the basis for the request and other

technical implications associated with conducting such testing, is

anyone familiar with a commercial (or any) laboratory capable of

conducting PCR analysis for M. tuberculosis in air samples (collected on

Teflon filters) and surface wipe samples (collected on gauze)?  The

National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH) has a

published method for collecting air samples for M. tuberculosis for

analysis by PCR (NIOSH Method 0900); finding a laboratory capable of

analyzing the samples is a different story. 

Any advice would be helpful.  An off-line response to my e-mail address

(below) would be appreciated

Victor J. D'Amato, CIH, CSP

Deputy Director, Environmental Health and Safety Services

MasiMax Resources, Inc.

11417 Sunset Hills Road, Suite 225

Reston, Virginia  20190

(o) 571-203-7766 ext. 109

(f)  571-203-7911

vdamato@masimax.com

www.masimax.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 20 Oct 2003 16:59:28 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         jeppesen@KU.EDU

Subject:      Export number

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C39755.6EB9E4B7"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C39755.6EB9E4B7

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Folks,

Anyone out there have a number that I can call about getting an export

permit for a Risk group 2 item?

I've been wading through the Commerce Department website, making phone

calls, and getting no-where.

Any help would be appreciated.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 20 Oct 2003 18:02:03 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Paul W. Tranchell" <sesc@TWCNY.RR.COM>

Organization: Soaring Eagle Safety Consultants, Inc

Subject:      Re: RE : Research on wastewater treatment

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="------------010109090804020702080107"

--------------010109090804020702080107

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1; format=flowed

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

X-MIME-Autoconverted: from 8bit to quoted-printable by ms-smtp-03.nyroc.rr.com id h9KM1vgq027287

All,

Assuming that BL 2 is appropriate for lab scale, are you recommending

that the material be handled at BL 2 LS?  Lots of aerosols created at

those waste treatment plants and all in the open!

Paul

Sincerely,

Paul W. Tranchell RBP, CSP, CIH

President

       Soaring Eagle Safety Consultants, Inc.

Soaring Global View, Eagle Eye Attention to Detail

                          Is. 40:31

8274 Cottonwood Ct.

Liverpool, NY

(315)243-9079

sesc@twcny.rr.com

http://home.twcny.rr.com/sesc

Alain Garnier wrote:

>Thanks for your feedback Richard,

>

>Alain

>

>-----Message d'origine-----

>De : A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] De la

part

>de Richard Fink

>Envoy=E9 : 17 octobre 2003 22:09

>=C0 : BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Objet : Re: Research on wastewater treatment

>

>Assuming that you will be using raw, untreated wastewater (sewage) minim=

um

>level I would recommend is level 2.  Sewage contains a whole host of "yu=

mmy"

>RG2 bacteria and viruses.  When I was at MIT we had a group working with

>sewage - they used strict level 2 containment.  Be particularly wary of

>procedures that generate aerosols and isolate them in a fume hood/biosaf=

ety

>cabinet/local exhaust.  The risk is face contamination from the aerosol

and

>subsequent ingestion.  Minor risk of aerosol route of infection.

>

>Richie Fink

>Biosafety Officer

>Wyeth BioPharma

>Andover, MA

>

>

>>From: Alain Garnier <Alain.Garnier@GCH.ULAVAL.CA>

>>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>Subject: Research on wastewater treatment

>>Date: Fri, 17 Oct 2003 15:21:06 -0400

>>

>>Hi group,

>>

>>I have been asked to give an advice on the biorisk level of a research

>>activity on municipal wastewater bioprocessing. Does anyone in this gro=

up

>>as

>>an opinion on such a matter?

>>

>>Thanks in advance,

>>

>>Alain

>>

>>*************************************************

>>Alain Garnier

>>Prof. agrigi et Directeur de programmes 2hme et 3hme cycles

>>Dipartement de Ginie chimique

>>Centre de Recherche sur la fonction, la structure et l'inginierie des

>>protiines

>>Universiti Laval

>>Quibec, Canada, G1K 7P4

>>tel: 418-656-3106

>>fax: 418-656-5993

>>courriel: alain.garnier@gch.ulaval.ca

>>*************************************************

>>

>>

>>-----Message d'origine-----

>>De : A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] De la

>>part

>>de Byers, Karen B

>>Envoyi : 7 mai 2003 14:26

>>@ : BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>Objet : Re: Lentiviral Vectors

>>

>>Applied Biosafety Vol.7,No.4, 2002 had an article on how the IBC here

>>reviewed work with lentiviral vectors and then explained the concerns t=

o

>>researchers.

>>References cited:

>>        Kost, T.A. et al.(2000). Viral gene transfer vectors, pp.584-58=

5.

>>In

>>D. O. Fleming&D.L.Hunt  (Eds), Biological Safety: Principles and Practi=

ces

>>(3rd ed.)

>>        Trono, D. (ed). (2002) Lentiviral vectors.Current topics in

>>Microbiology and Immunology,    vol 261. Berlin: Spring-Verlag, p.258.

>>

>>Karen B. Byers, MS,  RBP, CBSP-ABSA

>>Biosafety Officer

>>Dana Farber Cancer Institute

>>44 Binney Street

>>Boston, MA 02115

>>Phone: 617-632-3890

>>Fax: 617-632-1932

>>NOTE: for walking (not mailing) office location is 454 Brookline, suite=

 4.

>>Visit EH&S on the web at http://research.dfci.harvard.edu/ehs

>>

>>

>>-----Original Message-----

>>From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

>>Sent: Wednesday, May 07, 2003 10:12 AM

>>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>Subject: Lentiviral Vectors

>>

>>

>>Some researchers here want to start working with replication incompetan=

t

>>Lentivirus.  I don't have any experience with this vector.  Could anyon=

e

>>point me to some good reference material and let me know at what

>>biosafety level it should be handled.  One of my researcher's worked

>>with it briefly at another company and said they handled it at BSL 2+.

>>Any info would be appreciated.

>>

>>Thanks,

>>Mike Wendeler

>>EH&S Engineer

>>Incyte Corp.

>>Newark, DE

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 20 Oct 2003 17:17:22 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Betlach <michael.betlach@PROMEGA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Export number

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C39757.EEC3A969"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C39757.EEC3A969

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Presumably you've tried the phone number recommended at the CDC site

describing IMPORT of infectious agents/materials:

The export of infectious material may require a license from the

Department of Commerce. Call (202) 501-7900 for further information

I'd make sure that the person or lab the material was being sent to had

the appropriate import permit first. My (naive) understanding was that

Commerce was concerned with export of US technology and items that might

be diverted for illicit purposes, e.g., select agents useful in

bioweapons programs. The Commerce Control Lists describe such items and

microorganisms. The list is relatively small, as is the list of

countries to which exports of any kind are banned. The Commerce Dept.

Bureau of Industry and Security (formerly Export Administration) has

additional information that may help. http://www.bxa.doc.gov/ The web

site lists additional phone numbers, including an office in California

that may help.

If the item is an animal pathogen as well, your local USDA Veterinary

Service office may be able to point you in the right direction. Good

luck.

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 277-2462

-----Original Message-----

From: jeppesen@KU.EDU [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

Sent: Monday, October 20, 2003 4:59 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Export number

Folks,

Anyone out there have a number that I can call about getting an export

permit for a Risk group 2 item?

I've been wading through the Commerce Department website, making phone

calls, and getting no-where.

Any help would be appreciated.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 20 Oct 2003 17:29:11 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Betlach <michael.betlach@PROMEGA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Export number

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C39759.95E04CB6"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C39759.95E04CB6

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Eric,

Also check out the CCL (commerce control list) itself. There is a link

on the web site I previously referenced, but see pages 50 and following

of this pdf for lists of microorganisms and genetic elements, sections

1C351 through 1C354:

http://w3.access.gpo.gov/bis/ear/pdf/ccl1.pdf 

Michael Betlach

-----Original Message-----

From: jeppesen@KU.EDU [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

Sent: Monday, October 20, 2003 4:59 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Export number

Folks,

Anyone out there have a number that I can call about getting an export

permit for a Risk group 2 item?

I've been wading through the Commerce Department website, making phone

calls, and getting no-where.

Any help would be appreciated.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 20 Oct 2003 15:31:49 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Domenico Luongo <luongo@OAKLAND.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Experience with ductless hoods working with phenol and

              chloroform in small quantitities

In-Reply-To:  <FF5E5E04B9950C4ABB3A086B15BFC4CD31D3B8@rc-ga-ex-1.mxygn.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Mark,

Did anyone mention these three drawbacks?

1. Carbon filters saturated with flammable solvents have been reported

to

catch on fire. Manufacturers claim that the new filters are fire proof,

I

would look into this.

2. Mixing unapproved chemicals could result in eluting a chemical from

the

filter media.

3. Administrative controls such as end of service life and verification

that

only approved chemicals are used.

I cringe whenever a researcher suggests that they would like to use one.

Might be OK for industries where the chemical use is limited, but not

for

academic research labs.

______________________________________________

Domenico Luongo, Laboratory Compliance Manager

Oakland University

Environmental Health and Safety

Graham Health Center-Apt

Rochester, MI  48309-4401

Tel:  (248) 370-4314

Fax:  (248) 370-4376

www.oakland.edu

______________________________________________

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf

Of Zuckerman, Mark

Sent: Wednesday, October 15, 2003 1:11 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Experience with ductless hoods working with phenol and

chloroform

in small quantitities

We have no experience with ductless hoods. Truthfully, I would like to

continue that tradition. However, for reasons of economy and minimizing

construction impact to a lab, I have been asked to get some hands on

experience.

We will working with limited quantities of several chemicals i.e.

5-10mls of

phenol and chloroform. From my limited reading of  information on

ductless

hoods, it appears that the carbon filters would work with these

chemicals in

the limits that I have stated.

Need any feed back that you may have working with such hoods.

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 21 Oct 2003 11:06:18 -0400

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:      Re: Export number

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C397E4.E18037C0"

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_01C397E4.E18037C0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Betlach [mailto:michael.betlach@PROMEGA.COM]

Sent: Monday, October 20, 2003 6:17 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Export number

Presumably you've tried the phone number recommended at the CDC site

describing IMPORT of infectious agents/materials:

The export of infectious material may require a license from the Department

of Commerce. Call (202) 501-7900 for further information

I'd make sure that the person or lab the material was being sent to had the

appropriate import permit first. My (naive) understanding was that Commerce

was concerned with export of US technology and items that might be diverted

for illicit purposes, e.g., select agents useful in bioweapons programs. The

Commerce Control Lists describe such items and microorganisms. The list is

relatively small, as is the list of countries to which exports of any kind

are banned. The Commerce Dept. Bureau of Industry and Security (formerly

Export Administration) has additional information that may help.

http://www.bxa.doc.gov/ <http://www.bxa.doc.gov/>  The web site lists

additional phone numbers, including an office in California that may help.

If the item is an animal pathogen as well, your local USDA Veterinary

Service office may be able to point you in the right direction. Good luck.

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 277-2462

-----Original Message-----

From: jeppesen@KU.EDU [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

Sent: Monday, October 20, 2003 4:59 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Export number

Folks,

Anyone out there have a number that I can call about getting an export

permit for a Risk group 2 item?

I've been wading through the Commerce Department website, making phone

calls, and getting no-where.

Any help would be appreciated.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 21 Oct 2003 10:25:36 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         jeppesen@KU.EDU

Subject:      Re: Export number

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C397E7.939D4D92"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C397E7.939D4D92

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Just to let everyone know.  The number listed (202-501-7900) is out of

service and has been for a while.

Eric

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Betlach [mailto:michael.betlach@PROMEGA.COM]

Sent: Monday, October 20, 2003 5:17 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Export number

Presumably you've tried the phone number recommended at the CDC site

describing IMPORT of infectious agents/materials:

The export of infectious material may require a license from the

Department of Commerce. Call (202) 501-7900 for further information

I'd make sure that the person or lab the material was being sent to had

the appropriate import permit first. My (naive) understanding was that

Commerce was concerned with export of US technology and items that might

be diverted for illicit purposes, e.g., select agents useful in

bioweapons programs. The Commerce Control Lists describe such items and

microorganisms. The list is relatively small, as is the list of

countries to which exports of any kind are banned. The Commerce Dept.

Bureau of Industry and Security (formerly Export Administration) has

additional information that may help. http://www.bxa.doc.gov/ The web

site lists additional phone numbers, including an office in California

that may help.

If the item is an animal pathogen as well, your local USDA Veterinary

Service office may be able to point you in the right direction. Good

luck.

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 277-2462

-----Original Message-----

From: jeppesen@KU.EDU [mailto:jeppesen@KU.EDU]

Sent: Monday, October 20, 2003 4:59 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Export number

Folks,

Anyone out there have a number that I can call about getting an export

permit for a Risk group 2 item?

I've been wading through the Commerce Department website, making phone

calls, and getting no-where.

Any help would be appreciated.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU

Subject:      Re: 42 Part 73.8 - Illegal Drug Use

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Sorry if this seems like overkill; however, any institution receiving

federal grant dollars, must determine how they will comply with federal

grant policies including, but not limited to the requirement to comply

with the "Drug-Free Workplace" objective.  How your institution chooses

to accomplish this requirement vis a vis accepting federal grants and/or

work with SA materials is likely up to your lawyers.

Quote from NIH Grants Policy

"Drug-Free Workplace

The Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988 (Public Law 100-690, Title V,

Subtitle D, as amended) requires that all organizations receiving grants

from any Federal agency agree to maintain a drug-free workplace. By

signing the application, the authorized organizational official agrees

that the grantee will provide a drug-free workplace and will comply with

requirements to notify NIH in the event that an employee is convicted of

violating a criminal drug statute. Failure to comply with these

requirements may be cause for debarment. HHS implementing regulations

are set forth in 45 CFR Part 76, "Government-wide Debarment and

Suspension (Nonprocurement) and Government-wide Requirements for

Drug-Free Workplace (Grants)."

For NIH grants, the Office of Extramural Grants policy link is

http://grants1.nih.gov/grants/policy/nihgps_2001/

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:      303-315-8026
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: M. tuberculosis in Environmental Media
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Check with either PathCon or P-K Microbiological....they would be about

the best bet.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Vic D'Amato [mailto:vdamato@MASIMAX.COM]

Sent: Monday, October 20, 2003 4:31 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: M. tuberculosis in Environmental Media

I've had a request from a client to sample for M. tuberculosis in air

and on surfaces.  Aside from the basis for the request and other

technical implications associated with conducting such testing, is

anyone familiar with a commercial (or any) laboratory capable of

conducting PCR analysis for M. tuberculosis in air samples (collected on

Teflon filters) and surface wipe samples (collected on gauze)?  The

National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH) has a

published method for collecting air samples for M. tuberculosis for

analysis by PCR (NIOSH Method 0900); finding a laboratory capable of

analyzing the samples is a different story. 

Any advice would be helpful.  An off-line response to my e-mail address

(below) would be appreciated

Victor J. D'Amato, CIH, CSP

Deputy Director, Environmental Health and Safety Services MasiMax

Resources, Inc. 11417 Sunset Hills Road, Suite 225 Reston, Virginia

20190

(o) 571-203-7766 ext. 109

(f)  571-203-7911

vdamato@masimax.com

www.masimax.com
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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:      CDC Draft - Public Health Guidance - SARS
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Draft

Public Health Guidance for Community-Level Preparedness and Response to

Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome (SARS)

October 20, 2003

http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/sars/sarsprepplan.htm

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

USA

Phone 860-675-1217

Fax 860-675-1311

Mobile - 860-944-2373

e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 21 Oct 2003 12:04:44 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Human cell lines

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/related; type="multipart/alternative";

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_B1k8j35IZL5KimG2jmF+Og)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_B1k8j35IZL5KimG2jmF+Og)

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

 boundary="Boundary_(ID_nfLahHz1PyefqQcodkYxpw)"

--Boundary_(ID_nfLahHz1PyefqQcodkYxpw)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

     Just as an aside......with respect to the BBP Research

Laboratory....most people think that it is only HIV, HBV that are

regulated by the BBP Standard...they may even say HCV....but my read is,

any known, BloodBorne Pathogen and/or human source material should be

worked in the research lab with a minimum of BSL-2 , if not higher, i.e

RG-3 and 4 agents. This is where you have to compare both the RG-list

and the BSL-requirements and develop the best fit. As Glenn noted, there

are some real nasty BBPs out there, not just HIV and HBV....they were

the models..."prototypes", if you will for the OSHA standard.

Now I too,  will shut up!

Phil Hauck

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Glenn Funk [mailto:funk20@LLNL.GOV]

        Sent: Monday, October 20, 2003 10:52 AM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Re: Human cell lines

        Silent for a week!!??  Rene, you're no fun at all!

        You do raise some good points.  However, I'm not sure the BBP

Standard refers only to RG2 agents.  Look at your reference 3 below -

        These pathogens include but are not limited to HBV, which causes

hepatitis B; HIV, which causes acquired immunodeficiency syndrome

(AIDS); hepatitis C virus; human T-lymphotrophic virus Type 1; and

pathogens causing malaria, syphilis, babesiosis, brucellosis,

leptospirosis, arboviral infections, relapsing fever, Creutzfeldt-Jakob

disease, and viral hemorrhagic fever

        The ones I've bolded are or contain RG3 agents, and some of the

viral hemorrhagic fevers are caused by RG4 agents.  I'm not sure the

intent of the Standard was ever to leave out agents above RG2 but I

agree - the focus has to be on the more common ones.  I actually

questioned one of the Cal-OSHA guys about why they leave human prions on

the BBP list when the argument for blood-borne transmission is so weak.

Basically, they're waiting for proof of the null hypothesis - how many

times does it have to NOT happen before you can say with statistical

certainty that it WON'T happen?  It's gonna be a long wait!  In my

classes, I try to encourage scientists think beyond the confines of the

box.  For example, i preach Universal Precaution as a protective

behavior that should be adopted for all potentially infectious or toxic

materials, not just human source materials.  I urge the use of safe

sharps for all tasks requiring such tools, not just where there is a

risk of exposure in the BBP sense.  It sounds as though you do the same.

        So yeah, I think we're on the same wavelength.  Now it's my turn

to shut up ...

        -- Glenn

=

                Glenn -

                Thanks for the explanation.  Basically, we agree in what

we teach researchers to do in terms of work practices; it's just the

interpretation of the BBP Standard that we disagree on.  I feel that the

BBP standard is fairly specific and only applies to a subset of all Risk

Group 2 agents.  I teach that the work requirements are the same for all

BSL-2 agents but that those subject to the BBP Standard have 4

additional requirements: annual refresher training; HBV vaccinations

available to applicable workers; an additional written ECP; and,

required use of safety needles when working with BBPs.

                However, I teach that all persons working with

biological materials should have at least one General Biosafety Course,

have written procedures regarding BSL-2 work practices, and NOT use

sharps with these materials if at all possible (and if necessary, to use

safety needles). So, the outcome of our influence is actually very much

the same.

                Just to add some fodder for thought (and no need to

respond) -

                If we go by the all-encompassing definition of BBPs:

                *       Why would BBPs be confined to RG 2 agents?  I've

cultured TB from human blood, too, but this is RG 3 and NOT considered a

BBP.

                *       Why do the CDC, NIOSH, and OSHA (even the

preamble to the standard) never list any example BBPs other than the

ones we all recognize as almost always transmitted by the blood route?

See 3 excerpts:

                1.

                  <http://www.cdc.gov/>

                  <http://www.cdc.gov/>

                  <http://www.cdc.gov/>

                  <http://www.cdc.gov/>

                  <http://www.cdc.gov/search.htm>

                  <http://www.cdc.gov/health/default.htm>

                    <http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip/default.htm> 

<http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip/a_z.htm>

                Published 1987

                UNIVERSAL PRECAUTIONS FOR PREVENTION OF TRANSMISSION OF

HIV AND OTHER BLOODBORNE INFECTIONS

                "Universal precautions," as defined by CDC, are a set of

precautions designed to prevent transmission of human immunodeficiency

virus (HIV), hepatitis B virus (HBV), and other bloodborne pathogens

when providing first aid or health care. Under universal precautions,

blood and certain body fluids of all patients are considered potentially

infectious for HIV, HBV and other bloodborne pathogens.

                Universal precautions took the place of and eliminated

the need for the isolation category "Blood and Body Fluid Precautions"

in the 1983 CDC Guidelines for Isolation Precautions in Hospitals.

However, implementing universal precautions does not eliminate the need

for other isolation precautions, such as droplet precautions for

influenza, airborne isolation for pulmonary tuberculosis, or contact

isolation for methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus.

                2.  From the BBP Standard Preamble: 56 FR 64004, Dec, 6,

1991; 57 FR 29206, July 1, 1992:

                Certain pathogenic microorganisms can be found in the

blood of infected individuals. For the purposes of this standard, OSHA

is referring to these microorganisms as "bloodborne pathogens" and to

the diseases that they cause as "bloodborne diseases."  AND:

                As described in the health effects discussions, there

are other bloodborne pathogens, such as syphilis and malaria, which are

present in blood during certain phases of infection. During these

phases, the blood of infected individuals poses a risk to exposed

workers. Although the risk of these infections has not been quantified,

it does exist and will be minimized or eliminated by preventing

occupational exposure to blood. [NOTE: All provided examples of BBPs

were agents having a significant infectious dose in the blood and not

present as blood contaminants.]

                3.  From the OSHA Compliance Directive for OSHA

Officers:

                On December 6, 1991, the agency issued its final

regulation on occupational exposure to bloodborne pathogens (29 CFR

1910.1030). Based on a review of the information in the rulemaking

record, OSHA determined that employees face a significant health risk as

the result of occupational exposure to blood and other potentially

infectious materials (OPIM) because they may contain bloodborne

pathogens. These pathogens include but are not limited to HBV, which

causes hepatitis B; HIV, which causes acquired immunodeficiency syndrome

(AIDS); hepatitis C virus; human T-lymphotrophic virus Type 1; and

pathogens causing malaria, syphilis, babesiosis, brucellosis,

leptospirosis, arboviral infections, relapsing fever, Creutzfeldt-Jakob

disease, and viral hemorrhagic fever.

                *         Foodborne pathogens (Shigella, Salmonella,

etc.) can also be cultured from human blood but they are NEVER listed as

examples of BBPs.

                *        The testing of human blood and tissue-based

biological products for human is risk-based, focusing on bloodborne

routes of transmission. The BBPs presently tested for are: HIV-1, HIV-2,

HTLV, HBV, HBC, syphilis, and West Nile Virus CMV testing is performed

on some units of blood only if the patient requires CMV- negative blood

(e.g., low-weight neonates and immuno-compromised persons).  EBV is NOT

tested, and no one would attempt to identify papilloma virus from a

blood sample because it grows in skin tissue only.  Of course, donors

are screened by medical history, but NOT tested for any other specific

agents.  West Nile Virus was only recently added due to established

transmission data. I have to believe they'd add other tests if other

agents were determined to be BBPs. In this case, like it or not, we have

real guinea pigs and real experience in identifying BBPs.

                It's been a fascinating discussion topic but I must get

some real work done!  I promise to be silent for at least one week.

                Best regards,

                - Rene

                -----Original Message-----

                From: A Biosafety Discussion List

[mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf Of Glenn Funk

                Sent: Friday, October 17, 2003 2:13 PM

                To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                Subject: Re: Human cell lines

                Rene -

                Actually, at the time that OSHA letter of interpretation

was written, I'm not sure we even knew about the papilloma genome in

HeLa cells.  However, in my opinion, the definition of a bloodborne

pathogen should be "any pathogenic or potentially pathogenic agent that

can be found in the blood or tissues of a human and could be transferred

therein to another human."  This definition does not include

consideration of when, how often or to what levels such an agent is

present.  Thus, I would consider Staph aureus a likely BBP because it

may be present in the rare septicemia or more commonly in a tissue

infection, or even on the skin, from where it can hitchhike on the outer

needle surface to the unfortunate stickee.   "Direct contact" routes of

exposure can, in a sense, be mimiced by needlesticks or cuts with

contaminated sharps; the direct route simply becomes an indirect route

with the needle or blade as in inanimate "bridge" between the two direct

contact sites.

                You're absolutely correct - just about anything could be

passed by the blood to certain individuals.  In fact, in my BBP training

module, I tell folks that almost every virus that causes a system

infection (and that's most of them) can be considered a BBP because at

one or more points in the replication and amplification cycle, the virus

will be present in the bloodstream.  Whether or not that makes them BBPs

is a question of definition.  I believe the purpose of the BBP Std is to

recognize and minimize or control the opportunities for any of these

agents (whether you call them BBPs or not) to be transferred from one

individual to another through the medium of blood or OPIM and cause

disease.  If we subscribe to your assertion that there must be a zillion

agents that could be transferred that way (and I do), we have more than

adequate justification for taking the most conservative interpretation

of the definition of a BBP and applying it to the intent of the standard

to the max.  If, on the other hand, we feel that only those agents

transmitted by blood or tissue as part of the natural spread of the

disease should be called BBPs, then our list of agents grows much

shorter.  However, our risk assessment for developing exposure control

approaches must still take into account all possible sources and routes

of exposure involving human blood or OPIM, and we may need to define

exposure control methodologies outside of the "classical" BBP Std

concepts to ensure protection of the worker.

                Obviously, a lot of the foregoing is philosophical

palaver.  I could read this tomorrow morning and say "What was I

thinking?".  However, I believe this represents my own personal approach

to BBP interpretation, based on a perhaps naive belief in the good

intentions of the reg.  Were I on the receiving end of a BBP

transmission device (say, a needle), I'd be pretty comfortable knowing

that whoever wrote the Exposure Control Plan for that organization had

taken the broadest interpretation of the Standard.

                Please pardon my rambling - I get this way on Friday

afternoons until well after i've had my evening glass of pinot noir ...

                -- Glenn

=

                Glenn -

                Not to get into the whole subject, but just one thing:

                While I agree that HeLa cells are BSL-2 due to papilloma

virus, I don't

                understand (despite that one OSHA interpretation letter)

why papilloma virus

                is considered a BBP.  All my microbiology and

epidemiology instructors and

                text books (even the current ones, because yes, I am

old) list papilloma

                virus as a "direct contact" route of exposure, not

bloodborne.  Just about

                anything could be passed by the blood to certain

individuals, but does that

                make them BBPs.  If I went on my experience culturing

hundreds of human

                blood samples, I'd say Staph aureus is a bloodborne

pathogen  -- but it's

                not.  It's just one of the more common bacteria isolated

form human blood

                samples due to transient bacteremia and full-blown

septicemias (e.g. drug

                addicts with abscessed veins); but, that does not make

it a true bloodborne

                pathogen because that is not the route of transmission

for the patient.

                Please enlighten me.  Thanks.

                Rene Ricks

                EH&S Consultant

                rricks@pacbell.net

                home office: (925) 370-1020

                cell phone: (510) 912-1909

                -----Original Message-----

                From: A Biosafety Discussion List

[mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

                Of Glenn Funk

                Sent: Friday, October 17, 2003 12:41 PM

                To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                Subject: Re: Human cell lines

                I was at ABSA and disconnected from BIOSAFTY when this

query hit the

                list, but it sure sounds like a familiar thread.  Bear

with me while

                I sing my song again ...

                HeLa cells may be "the distilled water of molecular

biology" (as J.

                Michael Bishop once said), but:

                (1)  They've been around long enough to have been

contaminated and

                cross-contaminated many times over, and many HeLa cell

cultures

                certainly have.

                (2)  All HeLa cells carry the full genome of human

papilloma virus-18

                (HPV-18), a known human tumor virus associated with

cervical cancer.

                (3) About half of HeLa cultures tested have been shown

to contain the

                genome of the Mason-Pfizer monkey virus, associated with

tumors in

                primates.  Have we demonstrated an etiologic role for

MPMV in humans?

                I don't believe so but I never fool around with primate

viruses - a

                little more hair and I'd be right there!

                (4)  We continue to "uncover" (de-repress??, induce??)

adventitious

                agents in established human cell lines we didn't know

were there,

                such as HHV-8 (the human herpesvirus associated with

Kaposi's

                sarcoma) from the previously "innocent" BCBL-1 cell

line.

                (5) What would be the consequences of accidentally

injecting some

                human tumor cells (like HeLa) into someone who is

immunosuppressed,

                immunocompromised, anergic or simply carrying a fairly

similar set of

                histocompatability antigens?  I don't have an answer to

that but i

                don't like some of the possibilities.

                In my personal opinion, there is plenty of justification

for

                requiring not only BSL-2 containment for all human cell

culture work,

                but also compliance with the BBP Standard.  The OSHA

interpretation

                letter to ABSA did not require BBP compliance for human

cell lines

                (versus human cell strains and primary/secondary explant

cultures)

                but the letter did imply that as the conservative safety

approach.

                -- Glenn

                Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

                IH/Biosafety Specialist

                Lawrence Livermore National Lab

                925-422-8255

                funk20@llnl.gov

=

=

                >I know that this is a little late.  I have been kind of

busy.  But

                >let me point out why this question is even raised.

                >

                >OSHA classifies all human tissue and fluids(almost

anyway) as

                >bloodborne pathogens.  This includes HeLa cell lines.

Now we must

                >evaluate and protect.

                >

                >As to why they classify HeLa cell lines.  Normally when

you see

                >something like this you will ask what were they

smoking:)  The answer

                >is they are being careful because it has happened.  In

this case

                >there are two factors considered.

                >

                >1)  They are applying universal precautions.  We go

BLS2 because of

                aerosols.

                >

                >2)  It can be documented that this has happened.  I

stumbled across

                >this while researching something else years ago.  When

OSHA wrote the

                >BBP Standard, they were referencing and actual

incident.

                >

                >The lab group was working with a HeLa cell line that

became

                >contaminated with Epstein Barr.  The whole lab group

contracted the

                >disease.

                >

                >Doesn't say much for the labs techniques does it?:)

                >

                >Bob

                >

                >>Kyle,

                >>We cannot install a BSC in that room.  I guess the

point that I want to

                make

                >>to our landlord is that these well-established cell

lines have very little

                >>risk.  I know it is "politically correct" in the

biosafety field to say, "

                >>all human cell lines must be BSL-2", but in reality,

the majority of these

                >>cell lines have been inexsistance for more than 20

years and are most

                likely

                >>very safe to work with at BSL-1.   I know many of you

may disagree, but I

                >>believe that risk of 20-30 year old cell lines, that

have been passaged

                >>innumerable times and probably haven't see a lick of

human serum in many

                >>many years, harboring infectious viruses or other

organisms is extremely

                low

                >>and nobody is going to become ill if these lines are

worked with in a

                >>positively pressurized room.

                >>That's my opinion.  If anyone disagrees , please tell

me where I am going

                >>wrong with this.

                >>

                >>Mike Wendeler

                >>

                >>Kyle G Boyett wrote:

                >>

                >>>  Mark, Since changing the pressure relationship in

an existing facility

                >>>  can be quite costly you may want to entertain the

idea of performing

                all

                >>>  injections in a BSC. Write up your protocol and SOP

and submit that as

                a

                >>>  compromise to the requirements landlord. Hope this

helps.

                >>>

                >>>  Kyle

                >>>

                >>>  Kyle G. Boyett

                >>>  Asst. Director of Biosafety

                >>>  Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

                >>>  University of Alabama @ Birmingham

                >>>  Department of Occupational Health and Safety

                >>>  933 South 19th Street Suite 445

                >>>  Birmingham, Alabama 35294

                >>>  Phone: 205.934.9181

                >>>  Fax: 205.934.7487

                >>>  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 <:>

                >>>

                >>>

=

=

                >>>  

                >>>

                >>>

                >>>  This document may contain confidential information

prepared for quality

                >>>  assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama

Sections 6-5-333,

                >>>  22-21-8, 34-24-58.

                >>>

                >>>

=

=

                >>>

                >>>  -----Original Message-----

                >>>  From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

                >>>  Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2003 10:03 AM

                >>>  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                >>>  Subject: Human cell lines

                >>>

                >>>  I have a situation that I need some advice for.

Our company currently

                >>>  leases space at an animal facilty of a large

pharmaceutical co. We have

                >>>  some researchers that need to make sub-q injections

of human cell lines

                >>>  into rodents.  These cell lines are well

established lines bought from

                >>>  ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines

BSL-1 for shipping

                >>>  purposes. The animal room where the injections are

done does not have a

                >>>  bisafety cabinet.  Our researches however are

wearing appropriate

                >>>  personal protective equipment to prevent exposure

to any aerosols  and

                >>>  use BSL-2 practices. The issue is that the company

we lease from

                >>>  requires all human cell work to be done at BSL-2

and they insist that

                >>>  this means that the room where the work is occuring

must be under

                >>>  negative pressure, even though the CDC/NIH

guidelines do not strictly

                >>  > require this.  The room is under positive pressure

for the protection

                of

                >>>  nude mice. I believe that do to the nature of these

well estabilished

                >>>  cell lines, this work can be done safety in a

positively pressurized

                >>>  room.  I believe that the risk is extermely low if

not non-existant.  I

                >>>  believe that if an aerosol of any of these cell

lines escapes from the

                >>>  room that no one would be in any danger of

contracting any disease. How

                >>>  do I deal with these people that won't listen to

reason?

                >>>

                >>>  Mike Wendeler

                >>>  EH&S Engineer

                >>>  Incyte Corp.

                >

                >

                >--

                >

>_____________________________________________________________________

                >__      /

_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

                >_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6

CWRU

                >  \ \  / / 27610 Tremaine Dr.   USSF Assessor 7

Occupational &

                >   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor

Environmental

                Safety

                >    \__/                U.S.A.         RA Member
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I have question for the group.  We have a study where we are

(intratracheally) giving NHP SARS. They are not in Primary Containment. I

have some concerns because we have no exhaust fan redundancy in our ABSL3.

If the fan goes down for any reason we may be in a situation where we have

no exhaust from the room.

I have explained my concerns to the researchers and indicated this process

(of infecting animals with live agents) is similar in biohazard assessment

category to aerosolizing live agent and it should not be done unless we have

them in primary containment, like a bioisolator. He disagrees and thinks it

is impossible to get SARS from monkeys and thinks it should be based on the

animal and the agent involved (some animals do not transmit disease like

guinea pigs and anthrax)  Other than the BMBL is there any other

documentation about infecting animals with agents and the requirement for

primary containment.

This discussion with my researchers began because I want them to try to

conduct research that is appropriate for the facility and I think they

believe because they have a BSL-3 they can do anything.  Along those lines

how many of you have BSL-3's with no exhaust redundancy (since there is no

requirement for it that I can find) and what have you done to try to limit

which studies you'll do to keep your research safe?

Debra Sharpe, MPH, CCHO

Manager, EH&S

Southern Research Institute

2000 9th Ave S.

Birmingham, Al. 35205

P (205) 581-2126

F (205) 581-2726

 Confidentiality Notice The information contained in this communication and

its attachments is intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is

addressed and may contain information that is legally privileged,

confidential, or exempt from disclosure. If the reader of this message is

not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,

distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If

you have received this communication in error, please notify

postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and delete the communication without

retaining any copies.
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Date:         Tue, 21 Oct 2003 09:47:08 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrea Maki <Andrea.Maki@CELLGENESYS.COM>

Subject:      HIV Exposure procedures

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/related;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C397F2.F7771BB4";

              type="multipart/alternative"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C397F2.F7771BB4

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----_=_NextPart_002_01C397F2.F7771BB4"

------_=_NextPart_002_01C397F2.F7771BB4

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

All:  we have several scientists who are working with HIV. Does anyone

have an HIV exposure protocol they would be willing to share?  We have

the antiretroviral on sight for immediate administration then they will

be sent to the hospital/doctor for immediate attention. Any assistance

is greatly appreciated.

-P.S.  It was great meeting all of you last week in Philadelphia.  Now

that I know who everyone is I can poke fun at those who deserve it-Phil!

Cheers,

Andrea

Andrea Maki

Director, EH&S

Cell Genesys, Inc.

650.266.2929

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 21 Oct 2003 12:50:29 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      FYI

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_3KGM6hYdoubqy6Dcn7Tg+A)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_3KGM6hYdoubqy6Dcn7Tg+A)

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

 boundary="Boundary_(ID_8bB/SDT7p7XTvHWqUYjeMQ)"

--Boundary_(ID_8bB/SDT7p7XTvHWqUYjeMQ)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

    A couple of folks asked..."...here it is... come and get it, but you

better not wait 'cause it's going fast......"(Badfinger??? Some rotten

60's band!!). Enjoyed saying hello to old friends and making some new

ones.....Susan Cummings....did you ever get back to South Street???

Phil Hauck

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 21 Oct 2003 11:15:35 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU

Subject:      Re: familial TSE/prion diseases--standard precautions and waste

              disposal?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C397F6.F0FBF88B"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C397F6.F0FBF88B

Content-Type: text/plain;

 charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

For anyone out there with prion experience, there are familial TSEs

transmitted genetically.  I have been contacted by a party wishing to

know how to advise family caregivers for precautions.  This is not CJD,

but another TSE only very rarely seen.  Presumably the prion proteins

are going to be shed at some level in blood, urine, etc and would be

present in some (all?) tissues.  The patients would be warned against

donating blood and tissues and organs.  But what else should be

considered?

Colorado has very little in the way of biomedical waste regulations, and

addresses wastes from households and institutions such as ours as

"special" solid wastes.

Thanks in advance

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:      303-315-8026

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 21 Oct 2003 10:20:05 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Rene Ricks <rricks@PACBELL.NET>

Subject:      Re: HIV Exposure procedures

In-Reply-To:  <8C897533E9D1A8478FE109A1379E348503E7E7@hqsvr01mail.cgi.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/related;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_001C_01C397BC.E5475910"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_001C_01C397BC.E5475910

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----=_NextPart_001_001D_01C397BC.E5475910"

------=_NextPart_001_001D_01C397BC.E5475910

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit

The latest information on post-exposure prophylaxis may be found at: Updated

U. S. Public Health Service Guidelines for the Management of Occupational

Exposures to HBV, HCV, and HIV and Recommendations for Post-Exposure

Prophylaxis <http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/rr5011a1.htm> .

  A Quick Guide to Postexposure Prophylaxis in the Healthcare Setting  is

available at: http://www.uchsc.edu/sm/aids/images/PEP%20web.pdf.

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Andrea Maki

Sent: Tuesday, October 21, 2003 9:47 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: HIV Exposure procedures

All:  we have several scientists who are working with HIV. Does anyone have

an HIV exposure protocol they would be willing to share?  We have the

antiretroviral on sight for immediate administration then they will be sent

to the hospital/doctor for immediate attention. Any assistance is greatly

appreciated.

-P.S.  It was great meeting all of you last week in Philadelphia.  Now that

I know who everyone is I can poke fun at those who deserve it-Phil!

Cheers,

Andrea

Andrea Maki

Director, EH&S

Cell Genesys, Inc.

650.266.2929

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 21 Oct 2003 11:30:59 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Primary containment for infected animals

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=__PartECB24B43.0__="

--=__PartECB24B43.0__=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Both of our BSL3 labs (one of them ABSL3 - rodents) have exhaust

redundancy capacity with HEPA filtration.  We also keep ABSL3 rodents in

negative pressure primary isolators within the ABSL3 lab and all workers

wear HEPA full face PAPRs routinely.  Monkeys cough.  Mice don't.  SARS

jumped from civit cat to man.  I think it risky to assume it could not

jump from monkey to man.

Judy Pointer, BSO, U of New Mexico, Albuquerque

>>> sharpe@SRI.ORG 10/21/2003 10:39:34 AM >>>

I have question for the group.  We have a study where we are

(intratracheally) giving NHP SARS. They are not in Primary Containment.

I have some concerns because we have no exhaust fan redundancy in our

ABSL3.  If the fan goes down for any reason we may be in a situation

where we have no exhaust from the room.

I have explained my concerns to the researchers and indicated this

process (of infecting animals with live agents) is similar in biohazard

assessment category to aerosolizing live agent and it should not be done

unless we have them in primary containment, like a bioisolator. He

disagrees and thinks it is impossible to get SARS from monkeys and

thinks it should be based on the animal and the agent involved (some

animals do not transmit disease like guinea pigs and anthrax)  Other

than the BMBL is there any other documentation about infecting animals

with agents and the requirement for primary containment.

This discussion with my researchers began because I want them to try to

conduct research that is appropriate for the facility and I think they

believe because they have a BSL-3 they can do anything.  Along those

lines how many of you have BSL-3's with no exhaust redundancy (since

there is no requirement for it that I can find) and what have you done

to try to limit which studies you'll do to keep your research safe?

Debra Sharpe, MPH, CCHO

Manager, EH&S

Southern Research Institute

2000 9th Ave S.

Birmingham, Al. 35205

P (205) 581-2126

F (205) 581-2726

 Confidentiality Notice The information contained in this communication

and its attachments is intended only for the use of the individual to

whom it is addressed and may contain information that is legally

privileged, confidential, or exempt from disclosure. If the reader of

this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that

any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is

strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error,

please notify postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and delete the

communication without retaining any copies.
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Date:         Tue, 21 Oct 2003 11:15:43 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <funk20@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Primary containment for infected animals

In-Reply-To:  <sf9518f9.087@salud.unm.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="============_-1145362350==_ma============"

--============_-1145362350==_ma============

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

I second Judy's comments.  My group at NASA did a lot of

miscellaneous testing with squirrel monkeys, under both full and

microgravity conditions, before we flew them on SpaceLab-3, and we

were convinced the only thing they didn't do basically the same as

humans is projectile vomit (they don't!).  I'd expect NHPs to be fine

spreaders of SARS and I'd recommend tight exposure control.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

IH/Biosafety Specialist

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

======================================

>Both of our BSL3 labs (one of them ABSL3 - rodents) have exhaust

>redundancy capacity with HEPA filtration.  We also keep ABSL3

>rodents in negative pressure primary isolators within the ABSL3 lab

>and all workers wear HEPA full face PAPRs routinely.  Monkeys cough.

>Mice don't.  SARS jumped from civit cat to man.  I think it risky to

>assume it could not jump from monkey to man.

>Judy Pointer, BSO, U of New Mexico, Albuquerque

>

>

>>>>  sharpe@SRI.ORG 10/21/2003 10:39:34 AM >>>

>

>

>I have question for the group.  We have a study where we are

>(intratracheally) giving NHP SARS. They are not in Primary

>Containment. I have some concerns because we have no exhaust fan

>redundancy in our ABSL3.  If the fan goes down for any reason we may

>be in a situation where we have no exhaust from the room.

>

>I have explained my concerns to the researchers and indicated this

>process (of infecting animals with live agents) is similar in

>biohazard assessment category to aerosolizing live agent and it

>should not be done unless we have them in primary containment, like

>a bioisolator. He disagrees and thinks it is impossible to get SARS

>from monkeys and thinks it should be based on the animal and the

>agent involved (some animals do not transmit disease like guinea

>pigs and anthrax)  Other than the BMBL is there any other

>documentation about infecting animals with agents and the

>requirement for primary containment.

>

>This discussion with my researchers began because I want them to try

>to conduct research that is appropriate for the facility and I think

>they believe because they have a BSL-3 they can do anything.  Along

>those lines how many of you have BSL-3's with no exhaust redundancy

>(since there is no requirement for it that I can find) and what have

>you done to try to limit which studies you'll do to keep your

>research safe?

>

>Debra Sharpe, MPH, CCHO

>

>

>Manager, EH&S

>Southern Research Institute

>2000 9th Ave S.

>Birmingham, Al. 35205

>P (205) 581-2126

>F (205) 581-2726

>

>  Confidentiality Notice The information contained in this

>communication and its attachments is intended only for the use of

>the individual to whom it is addressed and may contain information

>that is legally privileged, confidential, or exempt from disclosure.

>If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are

>hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of

>this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this

>communication in error, please notify postmaster@sri.org

>(205-581-2999) and delete the communication without retaining any

>copies.
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Date:         Tue, 21 Oct 2003 11:34:46 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <funk20@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: familial TSE/prion diseases--standard precautions and waste

              disposal?

In-Reply-To:  <42162B3251A1B04FB5E45E0158E25A4C6E42C0@hscex5.uchsc.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="============_-1145361207==_ma============"

--============_-1145361207==_ma============

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Terri -

To the best of my (limited) knowledge, only ingestion and iatrogenic

(mainly by transplantation of previously infected tissues) have been

shown as effective ways to transmit prion diseases among humans.

Thus, your warning about donating tissues and organs is wise.  Kuru,

the prototypical human prion disease, was transmitted among the Fore

of New Guinea only by ritual cannabalism following the deaath of

infected individuals.  i don't believe the disease was ever

identified in one who had not partaken, even under what must have

been relatively primitive hygienic conditions.  Thus, I would think

good personal hygiene practices combined with a basic knowledge of

prion transmission experience would suffice.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

IH/Biosafety Specialist

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

======================================

>For anyone out there with prion experience, there are familial TSEs

>transmitted genetically.  I have been contacted by a party wishing

>to know how to advise family caregivers for precautions.  This is

>not CJD, but another TSE only very rarely seen.  Presumably the

>prion proteins are going to be shed at some level in blood, urine,

>etc and would be present in some (all?) tissues.  The patients would

>be warned against donating blood and tissues and organs.  But what

>else should be considered?

>

>Colorado has very little in the way of biomedical waste regulations,

>and addresses wastes from households and institutions such as ours

>as "special" solid wastes.

>

>Thanks in advance

>

>

>Therese M. Stinnett

>

>Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

>

>Office of the VC for Research

>

>UCHSC, Mailstop C275

>

>4200 E. 9th Ave

>

>Denver CO  80262

>

>Voice:  303-315-6754

>

>Fax:      303-315-8026

>

>

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 21 Oct 2003 14:23:38 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Human cell lines

In-Reply-To:  <Sea1-F43L1uGqVsc4o600016d2a@hotmail.com>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; format=flowed; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Hi Richie,

I came across the EBV story while researching a question about HeLa

cell lines for a PI.  I found it in a journal, I did not keep copies,

I just noted the information while passing by.

I found the information interesting But I did not deem it worth

retaining at the time.

Bob

>To add a bit to what Glenn has written-- OSHA assumes (under Universal

>Precautions) that almost any human material is potentially infectious (ie.

>contaminated with a bloodborne pathogen).  Thus, to get a cell line or

>whatever out of the std., the user must demonstrate that it is free of all

>potential bloodborne pathogens.  This is good infection control principle -

>assume the worse unless shown not to be.

>

>I hope the person who wrote about an outbreak of EBV sends in the

>documentation.  I find this rather hard to believe as must adults (around

>90%) in the developed world have EBV.

>

>Richie Fink

--

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

  \ \  / / 27610 Tremaine Dr.   USSF Assessor 7         Occupational &

   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor     Environmental Safety

    \__/                U.S.A.         RA Member

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 21 Oct 2003 13:45:59 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert P. Ellis" <Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: familial TSE/prion diseases--standard precautions and waste

              disposal?

In-Reply-To:  <42162B3251A1B04FB5E45E0158E25A4C6E42C0@hscex5.uchsc.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: Text/Plain; charset="us-ascii"

Terry, the following link will take you to the

National Prion Disease Pathology Surveillance Center.

http://www.cjdsurveillance.com/

I think you can find the information you need on their web pages.

Cheers, Bob

On Tue, 21 Oct 2003 11:15:35 -0600 Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU wrote:

> For anyone out there with prion experience, there are familial TSEs

> transmitted genetically.  I have been contacted by a party wishing to

> know how to advise family caregivers for precautions.  This is not CJD,

> but another TSE only very rarely seen.  Presumably the prion proteins

> are going to be shed at some level in blood, urine, etc and would be

> present in some (all?) tissues.  The patients would be warned against

> donating blood and tissues and organs.  But what else should be

> considered?

>

> Colorado has very little in the way of biomedical waste regulations, and

> addresses wastes from households and institutions such as ours as

> "special" solid wastes.

>

> Thanks in advance

>

>

> Therese M. Stinnett

>

> Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

>

> Office of the VC for Research

>

> UCHSC, Mailstop C275

>

> 4200 E. 9th Ave

>

> Denver CO  80262

>

> Voice:  303-315-6754

>

> Fax:      303-315-8026

>

>

>

====================

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu

====================
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Date:         Tue, 21 Oct 2003 15:51:03 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Primary containment for infected animals

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

Since so much is NOT known about the SARS virus, it is really difficult to

understand how a scientist can state (with a straight face) that monkeys

will not transmit the virus to humans.  It is know that people to people

transmission is via aerosol in addition to fomite contact.  It has a fairly

high mortality rate, has no drug treatment.  This all adds up to RG3.

Unless your investigator has peer review articles showing that NHP are not

infectious I would stick with BL3.

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Primary containment for infected animals

>Date: Tue, 21 Oct 2003 11:39:34 -0500

>

>

>I have question for the group.  We have a study where we are

>(intratracheally) giving NHP SARS. They are not in Primary Containment. I

>have some concerns because we have no exhaust fan redundancy in our ABSL3.

>If the fan goes down for any reason we may be in a situation where we have

>no exhaust from the room.

>

>I have explained my concerns to the researchers and indicated this process

>(of infecting animals with live agents) is similar in biohazard assessment

>category to aerosolizing live agent and it should not be done unless we

>have

>them in primary containment, like a bioisolator. He disagrees and thinks it

>is impossible to get SARS from monkeys and thinks it should be based on the

>animal and the agent involved (some animals do not transmit disease like

>guinea pigs and anthrax)  Other than the BMBL is there any other

>documentation about infecting animals with agents and the requirement for

>primary containment.

>

>This discussion with my researchers began because I want them to try to

>conduct research that is appropriate for the facility and I think they

>believe because they have a BSL-3 they can do anything.  Along those lines

>how many of you have BSL-3's with no exhaust redundancy (since there is no

>requirement for it that I can find) and what have you done to try to limit

>which studies you'll do to keep your research safe?

>

>Debra Sharpe, MPH, CCHO

>

>

>Manager, EH&S

>Southern Research Institute

>2000 9th Ave S.

>Birmingham, Al. 35205

>P (205) 581-2126

>F (205) 581-2726

>

>  Confidentiality Notice The information contained in this communication

>and

>its attachments is intended only for the use of the individual to whom it

>is

>addressed and may contain information that is legally privileged,

>confidential, or exempt from disclosure. If the reader of this message is

>not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,

>distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If

>you have received this communication in error, please notify

>postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and delete the communication without

>retaining any copies.

>

_________________________________________________________________

Want to check if your PC is virus-infected?  Get a FREE computer virus scan

online from McAfee.

http://clinic.mcafee.com/clinic/ibuy/campaign.asp?cid=3963
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Date:         Tue, 21 Oct 2003 16:01:13 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Human cell lines

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

Too bad, it would have been interesting to have had and read the reference.

Richie

>From: "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@CWRU.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Human cell lines

>Date: Tue, 21 Oct 2003 14:23:38 -0400

>

>Hi Richie,

>

>I came across the EBV story while researching a question about HeLa

>cell lines for a PI.  I found it in a journal, I did not keep copies,

>I just noted the information while passing by.

>

>I found the information interesting But I did not deem it worth

>retaining at the time.

>

>Bob

>

>>To add a bit to what Glenn has written-- OSHA assumes (under Universal

>>Precautions) that almost any human material is potentially infectious (ie.

>>contaminated with a bloodborne pathogen).  Thus, to get a cell line or

>>whatever out of the std., the user must demonstrate that it is free of all

>>potential bloodborne pathogens.  This is good infection control principle

>>-

>>assume the worse unless shown not to be.

>>

>>I hope the person who wrote about an outbreak of EBV sends in the

>>documentation.  I find this rather hard to believe as must adults (around

>>90%) in the developed world have EBV.

>>

>>Richie Fink

>__      /

>_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

>_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>  \ \  / / 27610 Tremaine Dr.   USSF Assessor 7         Occupational &

>   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor     Environmental

>Safety

>    \__/                U.S.A.         RA Member

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 21 Oct 2003 15:05:46 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Primary containment for infected animals

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

We all agree it is a BL3 what I need is info on the need for primary

containment within the room, instead of having infected monkeys in your

typical monkey racks in an open room in your BSL3.  Has any one found

primary containment large enough (and sturdy enough) for 2 racks of monkey

cages?

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink978@hotmail.com]

Sent: Tuesday, October 21, 2003 2:51 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Primary containment for infected animals

Since so much is NOT known about the SARS virus, it is really difficult to

understand how a scientist can state (with a straight face) that monkeys

will not transmit the virus to humans.  It is know that people to people

transmission is via aerosol in addition to fomite contact.  It has a fairly

high mortality rate, has no drug treatment.  This all adds up to RG3. Unless

your investigator has peer review articles showing that NHP are not

infectious I would stick with BL3.

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Primary containment for infected animals

>Date: Tue, 21 Oct 2003 11:39:34 -0500

>

>

>I have question for the group.  We have a study where we are

>(intratracheally) giving NHP SARS. They are not in Primary Containment.

>I have some concerns because we have no exhaust fan redundancy in our

>ABSL3. If the fan goes down for any reason we may be in a situation

>where we have no exhaust from the room.

>

>I have explained my concerns to the researchers and indicated this

>process (of infecting animals with live agents) is similar in biohazard

>assessment category to aerosolizing live agent and it should not be

>done unless we have them in primary containment, like a bioisolator. He

>disagrees and thinks it is impossible to get SARS from monkeys and

>thinks it should be based on the animal and the agent involved (some

>animals do not transmit disease like guinea pigs and anthrax)  Other

>than the BMBL is there any other documentation about infecting animals

>with agents and the requirement for primary containment.

>

>This discussion with my researchers began because I want them to try to

>conduct research that is appropriate for the facility and I think they

>believe because they have a BSL-3 they can do anything.  Along those

>lines how many of you have BSL-3's with no exhaust redundancy (since

>there is no requirement for it that I can find) and what have you done

>to try to limit which studies you'll do to keep your research safe?

>

>Debra Sharpe, MPH, CCHO

>

>

>Manager, EH&S

>Southern Research Institute

>2000 9th Ave S.

>Birmingham, Al. 35205

>P (205) 581-2126

>F (205) 581-2726

>

>  Confidentiality Notice The information contained in this

>communication and its attachments is intended only for the use of the

>individual to whom it is

>addressed and may contain information that is legally privileged,

>confidential, or exempt from disclosure. If the reader of this message is

>not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,

>distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If

>you have received this communication in error, please notify

>postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and delete the communication without

>retaining any copies.

>

_________________________________________________________________

Want to check if your PC is virus-infected?  Get a FREE computer virus scan

online from McAfee.

http://clinic.mcafee.com/clinic/ibuy/campaign.asp?cid=3963

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 21 Oct 2003 15:18:26 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Matthew S Philpott <mphilp1@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Human cell lines

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

I find it hard to believe that EBV can even infect HeLa cells, as it has a

very limited host range.  There are only a couple of cell lines that will

support the growth of EBV and most everyone cultivates it in primary human

B-cells or nasopharyngeal epithelial cells.

Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 10/21/2003 03:01:13

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:     (bcc: Matthew S Philpott/mphilp1/LSU)

Subject:    Re: Human cell lines

Too bad, it would have been interesting to have had and read the reference.

Richie

>From: "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@CWRU.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Human cell lines

>Date: Tue, 21 Oct 2003 14:23:38 -0400

>

>Hi Richie,

>

>I came across the EBV story while researching a question about HeLa

>cell lines for a PI.  I found it in a journal, I did not keep copies,

>I just noted the information while passing by.

>

>I found the information interesting But I did not deem it worth

>retaining at the time.

>

>Bob

>

>>To add a bit to what Glenn has written-- OSHA assumes (under Universal

>>Precautions) that almost any human material is potentially infectious

(ie.

>>contaminated with a bloodborne pathogen).  Thus, to get a cell line or

>>whatever out of the std., the user must demonstrate that it is free of

all

>>potential bloodborne pathogens.  This is good infection control principle

>>-

>>assume the worse unless shown not to be.

>>

>>I hope the person who wrote about an outbreak of EBV sends in the

>>documentation.  I find this rather hard to believe as must adults (around

>>90%) in the developed world have EBV.

>>

>>Richie Fink

>__      /

>_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

>_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>  \ \  / / 27610 Tremaine Dr.   USSF Assessor 7         Occupational &

>   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor     Environmental

>Safety

>    \__/                U.S.A.         RA Member

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 21 Oct 2003 15:13:16 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <funk20@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Primary containment for infected animals

In-Reply-To:  <03Oct21.150805cdt.119212@srisvr.sri.org>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Try the guys at Bio-Bubble in Fort Collins, CO.

==================================================

>We all agree it is a BL3 what I need is info on the need for primary

>containment within the room, instead of having infected monkeys in your

>typical monkey racks in an open room in your BSL3.  Has any one found

>primary containment large enough (and sturdy enough) for 2 racks of monkey

>cages?

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink978@hotmail.com]

>Sent: Tuesday, October 21, 2003 2:51 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Primary containment for infected animals

>

>

>Since so much is NOT known about the SARS virus, it is really difficult to

>understand how a scientist can state (with a straight face) that monkeys

>will not transmit the virus to humans.  It is know that people to people

>transmission is via aerosol in addition to fomite contact.  It has a fairly

>high mortality rate, has no drug treatment.  This all adds up to RG3. Unless

>your investigator has peer review articles showing that NHP are not

>infectious I would stick with BL3.

>

>Richie Fink

>Biosafety Officer

>Wyeth BioPharma

>Andover, MA

>

>

>>From: "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

>>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>Subject: Primary containment for infected animals

>>Date: Tue, 21 Oct 2003 11:39:34 -0500

>>

>>

>>I have question for the group.  We have a study where we are

>>(intratracheally) giving NHP SARS. They are not in Primary Containment.

>>I have some concerns because we have no exhaust fan redundancy in our

>>ABSL3. If the fan goes down for any reason we may be in a situation

>>where we have no exhaust from the room.

>>

>>I have explained my concerns to the researchers and indicated this

>>process (of infecting animals with live agents) is similar in biohazard

>>assessment category to aerosolizing live agent and it should not be

>>done unless we have them in primary containment, like a bioisolator. He

>>disagrees and thinks it is impossible to get SARS from monkeys and

>>thinks it should be based on the animal and the agent involved (some

>>animals do not transmit disease like guinea pigs and anthrax)  Other

>>than the BMBL is there any other documentation about infecting animals

>>with agents and the requirement for primary containment.

>>

>>This discussion with my researchers began because I want them to try to

>>conduct research that is appropriate for the facility and I think they

>>believe because they have a BSL-3 they can do anything.  Along those

>>lines how many of you have BSL-3's with no exhaust redundancy (since

>>there is no requirement for it that I can find) and what have you done

>>to try to limit which studies you'll do to keep your research safe?

>>

>>Debra Sharpe, MPH, CCHO

>>

>>

>>Manager, EH&S

>>Southern Research Institute

>>2000 9th Ave S.

>>Birmingham, Al. 35205

>>P (205) 581-2126

>>F (205) 581-2726

>>

>>   Confidentiality Notice The information contained in this

>>communication and its attachments is intended only for the use of the

>>individual to whom it is

>>addressed and may contain information that is legally privileged,

>>confidential, or exempt from disclosure. If the reader of this message is

>>not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,

>>distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If

>>you have received this communication in error, please notify

>>postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and delete the communication without

>>retaining any copies.

>>

>

>_________________________________________________________________

>Want to check if your PC is virus-infected?  Get a FREE computer virus scan

>online from McAfee.

>http://clinic.mcafee.com/clinic/ibuy/campaign.asp?cid=3963
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Date:         Tue, 21 Oct 2003 15:34:39 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Donald Mosier <dmosier@SCRIPPS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Human cell lines

In-Reply-To:  <a05100305bbb5cd9289ea@[129.22.182.215]>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="============_-1145346815==_ma============"

--============_-1145346815==_ma============

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

EBV can infect HeLa cells, although I  was unable to document the

infection event described below.  Although 90% of adults are already

infected, the remaining 10% remain susceptible.  Because we work with

EBV, we test all new employees for EBV antibody, and keep

seronegatives away from EBV-positive cell  lines.

1:  Jalanko A, Pirhonen J, Pohl G, Hansson L.

  Production of human tissue-type plasminogen activator in different mammalian

cell lines using an Epstein-Barr virus vector.

J Biotechnol. 1990 Jul;15(1-2):155-68.

PMID: 1369273

2:  Birkenbach M, Tong X, Bradbury LE, Tedder TF, Kieff E.

  Characterization of an Epstein-Barr virus receptor on human epithelial cells.

J Exp Med. 1992 Nov 1;176(5):1405-14.

PMID: 1383386

Don Mosier

>I know that this is a little late.  I have been kind of busy.  But

>let me point out why this question is even raised.

>

>OSHA classifies all human tissue and fluids(almost anyway) as

>bloodborne pathogens.  This includes HeLa cell lines.  Now we must

>evaluate and protect.

>

>As to why they classify HeLa cell lines.  Normally when you see

>something like this you will ask what were they smoking:)  The answer

>is they are being careful because it has happened.  In this case

>there are two factors considered.

>

>1)  They are applying universal precautions.  We go BLS2 because of aerosols.

>

>2)  It can be documented that this has happened.  I stumbled across

>this while researching something else years ago.  When OSHA wrote the

>BBP Standard, they were referencing and actual incident.

>

>The lab group was working with a HeLa cell line that became

>contaminated with Epstein Barr.  The whole lab group contracted the

>disease.

>

>Doesn't say much for the labs techniques does it?:)

>

>Bob

>

>>Kyle,

>>We cannot install a BSC in that room.  I guess the point that I want to make

>>to our landlord is that these well-established cell lines have very little

>>risk.  I know it is "politically correct" in the biosafety field to say, "

>>all human cell lines must be BSL-2", but in reality, the majority of these

>>cell lines have been inexsistance for more than 20 years and are most likely

>>very safe to work with at BSL-1.   I know many of you may disagree, but I

>>believe that risk of 20-30 year old cell lines, that have been passaged

>>innumerable times and probably haven't see a lick of human serum in many

>>many years, harboring infectious viruses or other organisms is extremely low

>>and nobody is going to become ill if these lines are worked with in a

>>positively pressurized room.

>>That's my opinion.  If anyone disagrees , please tell me where I am going

>>wrong with this.

>>

>>Mike Wendeler

>>

>>Kyle G Boyett wrote:

>>

>>>  Mark, Since changing the pressure relationship in an existing facility

>>>  can be quite costly you may want to entertain the idea of performing all

>>>  injections in a BSC. Write up your protocol and SOP and submit that as a

>>>  compromise to the requirements landlord. Hope this helps.

>>>

>>>  Kyle

>>>

>>>  Kyle G. Boyett

>>>  Asst. Director of Biosafety

>>>  Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

>>>  University of Alabama @ Birmingham

>>>  Department of Occupational Health and Safety

>>>  933 South 19th Street Suite 445

>>>  Birmingham, Alabama 35294

>>>  Phone: 205.934.9181

>>>  Fax: 205.934.7487

>>>  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 <:>

>>>

>>> =======================================================================

>>> =

>>>

>>>

>>>  This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

>>>  assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

>>>  22-21-8, 34-24-58.

>>>

>>> ================================================================

>>>

>>>  -----Original Message-----

>>>  From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

>>>  Sent: Tuesday, October 14, 2003 10:03 AM

>>>  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>>  Subject: Human cell lines

>>>

>>>  I have a situation that I need some advice for.   Our company currently

>>>  leases space at an animal facilty of a large pharmaceutical co. We have

>>>  some researchers that need to make sub-q injections of human cell lines

>>>  into rodents.  These cell lines are well established lines bought from

>>>  ATCC and ATCC has classified many of the lines BSL-1 for shipping

>>>  purposes. The animal room where the injections are done does not have a

>>>  bisafety cabinet.  Our researches however are wearing appropriate

>>>  personal protective equipment to prevent exposure to any aerosols  and

>>>  use BSL-2 practices. The issue is that the company we lease from

>>>  requires all human cell work to be done at BSL-2 and they insist that

>>>  this means that the room where the work is occuring must be under

>>>  negative pressure, even though the CDC/NIH guidelines do not strictly

>>  > require this.  The room is under positive pressure for the protection of

>>>  nude mice. I believe that do to the nature of these well estabilished

>>>  cell lines, this work can be done safety in a positively pressurized

>>>  room.  I believe that the risk is extermely low if not non-existant.  I

>>>  believe that if an aerosol of any of these cell lines escapes from the

>>>  room that no one would be in any danger of contracting any disease. How

>>>  do I deal with these people that won't listen to reason?

>>>

>>>  Mike Wendeler

>>>  EH&S Engineer

>>>  Incyte Corp.

>

>

>--

>

>_____________________________________________________________________

>__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

>_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>  \ \  / / 27610 Tremaine Dr.   USSF Assessor 7         Occupational &

>   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor     Environmental Safety

>    \__/                U.S.A.         RA Member

--

_______________________________________________________________________________

Donald E. Mosier, PhD, MD

Professor

Department of Immunology, IMM-7

The Scripps Research Institute

10550 North Torrey Pines Road

La Jolla, CA 92037, USA

858 784-9121 phone

858 784-9190 fax

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and

intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they

are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify

Dr. Mosier by telephone or fax.
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Date:         Wed, 22 Oct 2003 08:38:17 -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:      Summary of Informal Discussion of Select Agent Oversight at ABSA

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_000_01C398A1.C0127EA0"

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_01C398A1.C0127EA0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C398A1.C0127EA0"

------_=_NextPart_001_01C398A1.C0127EA0

Content-Type: text/plain

Dear Biosafety Folks,

The attached document is a compilation of notes from the discussion groups.

Jan

//

Jan Klein

 <<InformalDisc_ABSA.doc>>
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Date:         Wed, 22 Oct 2003 15:46:39 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathrin Bernard <Kathrin.Bernard@IVI.ADMIN.CH>

Subject:      Housing of sheep infected with scrapie

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed;

              boundary="----=_NextPartTM-000-b2cbb54b-973d-4629-8639-ed9afdfa5d1c"

------=_NextPartTM-000-b2cbb54b-973d-4629-8639-ed9afdfa5d1c

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

         boundary="------------69083AF90AB47CEBCA8D7A36"

--------------69083AF90AB47CEBCA8D7A36

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Dear Biosafety people

does anybody have experience with sheep infected with scrapie? What are

the housing conditions, what happens to the waste? It would be very

helpful to me if I could get some advice on this issues.

Best regards

Kathrin

--

Kathrin Bernard, PhD

Head of Biosafety

Institute of Virology and Immunoprophylaxis

Sensemattstrasse 293

3147  Mittelh=E4usern

Switzerland

Phone: ++41 (0)31 848 92 34

Fax: ++41 (0)31 848 92 22

kathrin.bernard@ivi.admin.ch

http://www.admin.ch/IVIweb/

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 22 Oct 2003 16:12:05 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Daniel Friederichs <idf@BIOGEFAHR.DE>

Subject:      Re: Housing of sheep infected with scrapie

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello,

> does anybody have experience with sheep infected with scrapie? What

are

> the housing conditions, what happens to the waste? It would be very

> helpful to me if I could get some advice on this issues.

Just kill and burn it ;-)

For some information in German please have a look at:

www.biogefahr.de -> Quellen -> Regeln/Merkbl=E4tter

Beschluss des Ausschusses f=FCr Biologische Arbeitsstoffe (ABAS) 

(Beschluss 602): Spezielle Ma=DFnahmen zum Schutz der Besch=E4ftigten vor=

Infektionen durch BSE/TSE-Erreger - 4. Aktualisierung

Beschluss des Ausschusses f=FCr Biologische Arbeitsstoffe (ABAS) 

(Beschluss 603): Schutzma=DFnahmen bei T=E4tigkeiten mit Transmissibler

Spongiformer Enzephalopathie (TSE) assozierter Agenzien in TSE-

Laboratorien

Furthermore:

http://www.bmu.de/files/leitf.pdf

Technische Anforderungen und allgemeine Empfehlungen f=FCr die Entsorgung=

von Tiermehl und Tierfett in Verbrennungsanlagen

Regards,

Mit freundlichem Gru=DFe

Daniel Friederichs

****************

www.biogefahr.de

Zwei Dinge sind unendlich, das Universum und die menschliche Dummheit,

aber beim Universum bin ich mir noch nicht ganz sicher. (A.Einstein)

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 22 Oct 2003 11:29:24 -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:      Re: Summary of Informal Discussion of Select Agent Oversight at

              ABSA

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C398B1.45FD5F1E"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C398B1.45FD5F1E

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Thank You for the round table.

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)

-----Original Message-----

From: KLEIN, Jan [mailto:JKLEIN@FPM.WISC.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, October 22, 2003 9:38 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Summary of Informal Discussion of Select Agent Oversight at

ABSA

Dear Biosafety Folks,

The attached document is a compilation of notes from the discussion

groups.

Jan

//

Jan Klein

<<InformalDisc_ABSA.doc>>
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Date:         Wed, 22 Oct 2003 13:19:24 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Summary of Informal Discussion of Select Agent Oversight at

              ABSA

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_zxa9G8NLh0EfXWnoMcenxw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_zxa9G8NLh0EfXWnoMcenxw)

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

 boundary="Boundary_(ID_3YBNBsHDXdZyJ6fcOBp+cA)"

--Boundary_(ID_3YBNBsHDXdZyJ6fcOBp+cA)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

     Couldn't make the Informal discussion.....mentioned this in the

course on Sunday. These are the signs we will use for our areas. No, I

won't put the name on the door...kinda like "SA&Ts are here" in neon

lights. No, we don't have BSL-4 areas......technically, any amount of

RG-3 material over 10 liters using the old system would jump you up to

BSL-4 practices. I just had the time time to make the fancy BSL-4 signs.

The consensus observations of the group seemed to nail down all the

problems we have experienced.....maybe the Council of ABSA and the new

officers may want to issue a white paper based on these findings.Who to

send it to...hmmmmm!

I do not think Congress gave either CDC or USDA much lead time in

issuing these regulations....and throw in the DOJ for a wild card, and

this explains what happened with trying to fast track a regulation where

let experience existed prior to the Patriot Act. My $0.02-worth.

Phil

        -----Original Message-----

        From: KLEIN, Jan [mailto:JKLEIN@FPM.WISC.EDU]

        Sent: Wednesday, October 22, 2003 9:38 AM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Summary of Informal Discussion of Select Agent

Oversight at ABSA

        Dear Biosafety Folks,

        The attached document is a compilation of notes from the

discussion groups.

        Jan

        //

        Jan Klein

        <<InformalDisc_ABSA.doc>>
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Date:         Wed, 22 Oct 2003 13:24:06 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Burnett, LouAnn Crawford" <louann.burnett@VANDERBILT.EDU>

Subject:      Principles and Practices of Biosafety

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C398C9.ADD80B38"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C398C9.ADD80B38

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

The second offering of ABSA's 5-day course Principles and Practices of

Biosafety will be offered March 15 to 19, 2004 in Nashville, Tennessee

at the Embassy Suites - Vanderbilt.  Please visit ABSA's website at:

http://www.absa.org/conactivities.html#principles for more information

and for registration.  Registration is capped at 40 participants. 

If you have any questions, you can ask me or contact the ABSA office at

absa@absa.org.

LouAnn

LouAnn C. Burnett, MS, CBSP

Biosafety Program Manager & Biological Safety Officer

Vanderbilt University Environmental Health & Safety

Nashville, Tennessee

615/322-0927 (direct & voice mail)

615/343-4951 (fax)
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Date:         Wed, 22 Oct 2003 15:15:08 -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: Summary of Informal Discussion of Select Agent Oversight at A

              BSA

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C398D0.6D6AA180"

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_01C398D0.6D6AA180

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Yes, thank you... you certainly know how to run a discussion group!!

Karen Byers, RBP, CBSP absa

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

 -----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of KLEIN, Jan

Sent: Wednesday, October 22, 2003 9:38 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Summary of Informal Discussion of Select Agent Oversight at ABSA

Dear Biosafety Folks,

The attached document is a compilation of notes from the discussion groups.

Jan

//

Jan Klein

<<InformalDisc_ABSA.doc>>
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Date:         Wed, 22 Oct 2003 15:16:58 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ronald.Amoling@AVENTIS.COM

Subject:      Re: Principles and Practices of Biosafety

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C398D1.10046F3E"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C398D1.10046F3E
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        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Has there ever been any consideration of possibly holding that 5 day

course

in the Boston, MA area?  I'm sure there are plenty of folks up here who

would

make it worth your while.

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf

Of Burnett, LouAnn Crawford

Sent: Wednesday, October 22, 2003 2:24 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Principles and Practices of Biosafety

The second offering of ABSA's 5-day course Principles and Practices of

Biosafety will be offered March 15 to 19, 2004 in Nashville, Tennessee

at the

Embassy Suites - Vanderbilt.  Please visit ABSA's website at:

http://www.absa.org/conactivities.html#principles for more information

and

for registration.  Registration is capped at 40 participants. 

If you have any questions, you can ask me or contact the ABSA office at

absa@absa.org.

LouAnn

LouAnn C. Burnett, MS, CBSP

Biosafety Program Manager & Biological Safety Officer

Vanderbilt University Environmental Health & Safety

Nashville, Tennessee

615/322-0927 (direct & voice mail)

615/343-4951 (fax)
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Date:         Wed, 22 Oct 2003 17:47:11 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Silberman <david.silberman@STANFORD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: 42 Part 73.8 - Illegal Drug Use

In-Reply-To:  <42162B3251A1B04FB5E45E0158E25A4C9E14C5@hscex5.uchsc.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="============_-1145252219==_ma============"

--============_-1145252219==_ma============

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Terry is correct.  All institutions receiving federal funding must

establish a program for a drug-free workplace.   That said, there is

no requirement to establish a pre-hiring drug test or commit to a

post hiring drug testing program, random or otherwise.  Is there any

reason why this cannot be performance based as are many other

compliance programs?   This approach works at Stanford and has never

been questioned by our federal granting agencies.  I would be

interested to learn how other academic institutions view this issue

(send your thoughts to me directly and I'll be happy to summarize and

post responses to the full list).

Leaving the solution up to lawyers, who not being familiar with some

unintended consequences or operational realities in a research

environment, may simply want to "play it safe" and tend toward over

interpretation leading to over self-regulation.   I thought we

learned that lesson already with hazardous material and waste

regulations.

>Sorry if this seems like overkill; however, any institution receiving

>federal grant dollars, must determine how they will comply with federal

>grant policies including, but not limited to the requirement to comply

>with the "Drug-Free Workplace" objective.  How your institution chooses

>to accomplish this requirement vis a vis accepting federal grants and/or

>work with SA materials is likely up to your lawyers.

>

>Quote from NIH Grants Policy

>

>"Drug-Free Workplace

>

>The Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988 (Public Law 100-690, Title V,

>Subtitle D, as amended) requires that all organizations receiving grants

>from any Federal agency agree to maintain a drug-free workplace. By

>signing the application, the authorized organizational official agrees

>that the grantee will provide a drug-free workplace and will comply with

>requirements to notify NIH in the event that an employee is convicted of

>violating a criminal drug statute. Failure to comply with these

>requirements may be cause for debarment. HHS implementing regulations

>are set forth in 45 CFR Part 76, "Government-wide Debarment and

>Suspension (Nonprocurement) and Government-wide Requirements for

>Drug-Free Workplace (Grants)."

>

>For NIH grants, the Office of Extramural Grants policy link is

>

>http://grants1.nih.gov/grants/policy/nihgps_2001/

>

>

>Therese M. Stinnett

>Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

>Office of the VC for Research

>UCHSC, Mailstop C275

>4200 E. 9th Ave

>Denver CO  80262

>Voice:  303-315-6754

>Fax:      303-315-8026

--

David H. Silberman

Director, Health and Safety Programs

Stanford University School of Medicine

650/723-6336 (Direct)

650/723-0110 (Office)

650/725-7878 (FAX)
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Date:         Thu, 23 Oct 2003 10:43:04 -0400

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:      Boot Dip Tanks / buckets

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------InterScan_NT_MIME_Boundary"

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.

--------------InterScan_NT_MIME_Boundary

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C39973.F776C270"

------_=_NextPart_001_01C39973.F776C270

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

To those who have large animal facilities where you have requirements for

boot dips.  What have you found to be the best design?  Recessed into the

floor?  Tubs that people step into.

It is amazing to me the little things that people get hung up on in a

facility project design.

Thanks,

Patty Olinger, RBP

Pfizer, PGRD/AH Kalamazoo - Safety Leader

269-833-7931 office, 269-720-1608 cell

This communication is intended solely for the use of the addressee and may

contain information that is legally privileged, confidential or exempt from

disclosure.  If you are not the intended recipient, please note that any

dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly

prohibited.  Anyone who receives this message in error should notify the

sender immediately and delete it from his or her computer.
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Date:         Thu, 23 Oct 2003 10:49:11 -0400

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: Boot Dip Tanks / buckets

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C39974.D1EAD4F0"

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_01C39974.D1EAD4F0

Content-Type: text/plain;
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Patty,

At USAMRIID we use tubs in the decontamination showers for dipping the "feet" of the blue suits.  Not quite the same issue, but related.

K. Patrick McKinney

Safety and Occupational Health Specialist

U.S.A.M.R.I.I.D.

1425 Porter Street

Ft. Detrick, MD  21702

Com (301) 619-4565

Fax  (301) 619-4768

-----Original Message-----

From: Olinger, Patricia L [S&C/0216] [mailto:patricia.l.olinger@PHARMACIA.COM]

Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2003 10:43 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Boot Dip Tanks / buckets

To those who have large animal facilities where you have requirements for boot dips.  What have you found to be the best design?  Recessed into the floor?  Tubs that people step into.

It is amazing to me the little things that people get hung up on in a facility project design.

Thanks,

Patty Olinger, RBP

Pfizer, PGRD/AH Kalamazoo - Safety Leader

269-833-7931 office, 269-720-1608 cell

This communication is intended solely for the use of the addressee and may

contain information that is legally privileged, confidential or exempt from

disclosure.  If you are not the intended recipient, please note that any

dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly

prohibited.  Anyone who receives this message in error should notify the

sender immediately and delete it from his or her computer.
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Date:         Thu, 23 Oct 2003 11:28:32 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Liz Rohonczy <rohonczyl@INSPECTION.GC.CA>

Subject:      Re: Boot Dip Tanks / buckets

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

I would recommend tubs as the foot bath has to be changed quite frequently.=

 Even if staff are instructed to scrub off boots there can be a fairly

high level of organic material going into the dip. Tubs can be moved out

of the way to avoid a tripping hazard when moving animals etc. Tubs can be

replaced, as some of the disinfectants are corrosive in the long term.

Elizabeth Rohonczy D.V.M.

Biocontainment and Safety Services

Animal Disease Research Institute/Centre for Plant Quarantine Pests

3851 Fallowfield Road, Nepean

Ontario, Canada    K2H 8P9

(613) 228-6698  

>>> patricia.l.olinger@PHARMACIA.COM 2003/10/23 10:43:04 >>>

To those who have large animal facilities where you have requirements for

boot dips.  What have you found to be the best design?  Recessed into the

floor?  Tubs that people step into.

It is amazing to me the little things that people get hung up on in a

facility project design.

Thanks,

Patty Olinger, RBP

Pfizer, PGRD/AH Kalamazoo - Safety Leader

269-833-7931 office, 269-720-1608 cell

This communication is intended solely for the use of the addressee and may

contain information that is legally privileged, confidential or exempt

from

disclosure.  If you are not the intended recipient, please note that any

dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly

prohibited.  Anyone who receives this message in error should notify the

sender immediately and delete it from his or her computer.
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Date:         Thu, 23 Oct 2003 11:19:00 -0500

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:      Re: Boot Dip Tanks / buckets

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Hi Patty! Same as Pat said for the Health Canada Level 4 lab at the CSC=

HAH.

Even after working in the lab without animals (i.e. no gross

contamination), our program staff like to stand in the container of

disinfectant to ensure that there are no leaks in the 'feet' of the

positive pressure suit.

Have a great day!

Betty

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

                      "McKinney, Patrick Mr                           

                      USAMRIID"                         To:       BIOSA=

FTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU                             

                      <Patrick.McKinney@DET.AMED        cc:           

                      D.ARMY.MIL>                       Subject:  Re: B=

oot Dip Tanks / buckets                        

                      Sent by: A Biosafety                            

                      Discussion List                                 

                      <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>                       

                      2003-10-23 09:49 AM                             

                      Please respond to A                             

                      Biosafety Discussion List                       

Patty,

At USAMRIID we use tubs in the decontamination showers for dipping the

"feet" of the blue suits.=A0=A0Not quite the same issue, but related.

K. Patrick McKinney

Safety and Occupational Health Specialist

U.S.A.M.R.I.I.D.

1425 Porter Street

Ft. Detrick, MD=A0 21702

Com (301) 619-4565

Fax=A0 (301) 619-4768

-----Original Message-----

From: Olinger, Patricia L [S&C/0216]

[mailto:patricia.l.olinger@PHARMACIA.COM]

Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2003 10:43 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Boot Dip Tanks / buckets

To those who have large animal facilities where you have requirements f=

or

boot dips.=A0 What have you found to be the best design?=A0 Recessed in=

to the

floor?=A0 Tubs that people step into.

It is amazing to me the little things that people get hung up on in a

facility project design.

Thanks,

Patty Olinger, RBP

Pfizer, PGRD/AH Kalamazoo -=A0SafetyLeader

269-833-7931 office, 269-720-1608 cell

This communication is intended solely for the use of the addressee and

may

contain information that is legally privileged, confidential or exempt

from

disclosure.  If you are not the intended recipient, please note that an=

y

dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strict=

ly

prohibited.  Anyone who receives this message in error should notify th=

e

sender immediately and delete it from his or her computer.

=
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dimerck@AOL.COM

Subject:      Re: Primary containment for infected animals

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi all,

    I don't know if this question was answered to the writer's satisfaction

yet. Horsfall cages were used for containment of NHP in the past. I remember

seeing them while I was with Byron Tepper at Johns Hopkins. I assume they are

still available.

Diane Fleming

Diane O. Fleming, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP(ABSA)

Biosafety Consultant

15611 Plumwood Ct.

Bowie, MD 20716-1434

tel. 301-249-3951 e-mail Dimerck@aol.com
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Date:         Thu, 23 Oct 2003 12:53:29 -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: CALL TO ACTION -- Need specific examples of how ongoing

              research with Select Agents might be impacte
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Biosafety, CSHEMA and EHS Directors Roundtable List serves:

CALL TO ACTION -- Need specific examples of how ongoing research with

Select Agents might be impacted if the required approvals of Security

Risk Assessments for ROs, Alternate ROs and/or individuals working with

Select Agents are not received by institutions by the November 12th

deadline for full compliance. If you or your institution are concerned

that you will not have all of your security risk assessment approvals in

time to receive registration certificate from DHHS/CDC or USDA and thus

may have to halt current research until approvals and certificate of

registration are received, please send me an e-mail note at

cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu.

I am going to  compile all responses and examples that  I receive just

as Council on Government Relations did in their recent letter that was

jointly signed by AAMC, AAU and NASULGC ( see attached).  They

highlighted three instutitions specific concerns without identifying the

name of the schools -- just used generic description like large research

institution in the southwest,etc. I am soliciting additional examples

because the Secretaries of DHHS and USDA ( to whom the letter was

written) have still not responded to COGR, AAU,et a. request for a

remedy of the problem and the compliance deadline is now only 2 1/2

weeks away. I am aware that some people have been told by CDC and USDA

not to worry if they don't have their SRA approvals or certificate of

registration but that is not firm ground in my opinion.

Just this week, the White House Science advisor, John Marburger, gave a

key note address at Harvard Medical School  on national preparedness and

spoke of concerns relating to the implementation of the select agent

law. He apparently wants to understand the breadth of the concern out

there re: impact to ongoing research and is now asking  for examples (

see excerpt from 10/20 keynote address below). I became aware of this

address yesterday and thought that I would try to collect additional

examples and submit to his office -- Office of Science and Technology

Policy in the White House. Again, no institution will be mentioned by

name.  And of course, I would share draft letter prior to submittal with

all institutions that provide information. What I need is  language for

the letter that states what you have or have not received so far with

respect to background screening, and most importantly a statement

describing the problems that would ensue should we have to shut down

esearch on Nov. 12.  I remind you of the language in the letter issued

by Ted Jones of Acting Director of CDC's SA program ( to those covered

by that agency) and I quote... "REMINDER-- As of November 12,2003, an RO

or ARO will ber required to deny any individual who has not received a

letter of approval from HHS or USDA access to select agents or toxins."

Here is excerpt from John Marburger's Oct 20th keynote address:

"To the consternation of many, the law imposes very tight deadlines on

agencies and facilities to meet these requirements, but it also allows

for timeframes that minimize disruption of research  or educational

projects that involve biological agents and toxins that were underway

when the rule went into effect" ( i.e. select agent rule). OSTP ( Office

of Science and Technology Policy in the White House) is "concerned

about regulatory or bureaucratic or other barriers to research into the

development of bioterrorism counter-measures and I would appreciate

hearing  concrete examples of such barriers". NOTE: This is the 4th

paragraph on page 5 of 8 and here is a link to the address.

http://www.ostp.gov/html/10-20-03%20jhm%20BioSecurity%202003.pdf

Finally,thanks to Jan Klein of Univ. of Wisconsin for summarizing the

anecdotal comments of ABSA particpants in last week's  informal

discussion of issues relating to SA regulation implementation and

posting on Biosafty list serve!

Sincerely,

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director and CSHEMA Gov. Rel. Co-Chair

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:         "Ton, Mimi" <Mimi.Ton@CALTECH.EDU>

Subject:      Human Breath Samples

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Hi all,

Does anyone have any experience with the use of human breath samples? I

have a researcher here that is doing biosensor research and is using

human breath samples that are collected at another institution. I don't

think bloodborne pathogens necessarily applies here unless you consider

breath as human material? If they are to work with the material(<1ml) in

a fume hood would that be sufficient or should additional respiratory

protection be provided?

Thanks in advance for your assistance!

Best,

Mimi

---------------------------------------------

Mimi C. Ton, MPH

Safety Engineer/ Institute Biosafety Officer

California Institute of Technology

Environment, Health & Safety Office

M/C 25-6

1200 E. California Boulevard

Pasadena, CA 91125

Phone: 626.395.2430

Fax: 626.577.6028

E-mail: mimi.ton@caltech.edu
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Date:         Thu, 23 Oct 2003 12:34:41 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      CDC and USDA Approval letters

In-Reply-To:  <sf97cf53.092@gwise.louisville.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Forgive me if this has been answered, but can you all help me with this

hypothetical situation?

Let's say you got an approval letter from CDC for a particular individual

who works with an overlap agent.  Are they approved?  Or does approval mean

that you need a similar letter from USDA on that individual before November 12?

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         jeppesen@KU.EDU

Subject:      Re: CDC and USDA Approval letters

MIME-Version: 1.0
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One approval letter.

You will have a lead agency for overlap agents.

If CDC is your lead agency you'll get a letter from them.

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Dina Sassone [mailto:dinas@LANL.GOV]

Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2003 1:35 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: CDC and USDA Approval letters

Forgive me if this has been answered, but can you all help me with this

hypothetical situation?

Let's say you got an approval letter from CDC for a particular

individual

who works with an overlap agent.  Are they approved?  Or does approval

mean

that you need a similar letter from USDA on that individual before

November 12?

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 23 Oct 2003 14:41:32 -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:      Am. Society of Microbiology letters to Sec. of HHS and USDA on SA

              issue

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=__Part237D89CC.0__="

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.

--=__Part237D89CC.0__=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

fyi.. I just got the attached letter that ASM just sent today to

Secretaries of HHS and USDA. I have attached the one to Sec. Tommy

Thompson of HHS which is cc'd to JOhn Ashcroft and Dr. John Marburger (

white house science advisor). Same letter was sent to Sec. Ann Veneman

of USDA.

Thanks to those that have started sending examples in per my earlier

posting.

Sincerely,

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director and CSHEMA Gov. Rel. Co-Chair

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 23 Oct 2003 11:53:05 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <funk20@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Human Breath Samples

In-Reply-To:  <1FD3ED4E9281D1449572DB85B71CF42F01A662@SCRIPTOR.business.caltech.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Mimi -

This sounds like one of our proverbial science-based "judgement

calls".  I think an argument could be made that these "breath"

samples (what exactly does that mean, i.e., 1ml of what?) fall

outside the scope of the BBP Standard.  Breath is expelled air that

is moderately depleted in oxygen, elevated in CO2, and moistened

somewhat by passage through the respiratory tree.  It should be no

more contaminated than saliva, which is covered by the BBP Std only

if it is encountered or collected during dental procedures,

presumably because it is likely to contain blood then.  If the breath

is from "normal", uninjured, healthy humans, there should be no blood

associated with it, and the Standard should not apply.  However, part

of the risk assessment process must consider the condition of the

source.

That having been said, i would expect the high velocitiy of the air

stream passing through the small passages (bronchioles) deep in the

lungs to aerosolize some of the surface moisture, which may contain a

few or a lot of infectious agents, depending on the health condition

of the source.  In this sense, working with the material at something

above BSL1 may be justified, depending on the liklihood of

significant numbers of infectious agents being present.  As always,

the answer lies with the risk assessment.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

IH/Biosafety Specialist

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

===============================

>Hi all,

>

>Does anyone have any experience with the use of human breath

>samples? I have a researcher here that is doing biosensor research

>and is using human breath samples that are collected at another

>institution. I don't think bloodborne pathogens necessarily applies

>here unless you consider breath as human material? If they are to

>work with the material(<1ml) in a fume hood would that be sufficient

>or should additional respiratory protection be provided?

>

>Thanks in advance for your assistance!

>

>Best,

>Mimi

>

>---------------------------------------------

>Mimi C. Ton, MPH

>Safety Engineer/ Institute Biosafety Officer

>California Institute of Technology

>Environment, Health & Safety Office

>M/C 25-6

>1200 E. California Boulevard

>Pasadena, CA 91125

>Phone: 626.395.2430

>Fax: 626.577.6028

>E-mail: mimi.ton@caltech.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 23 Oct 2003 13:58:59 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Primary containment for infected animals

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Thanks Diane I did not get very many responses.  I did call USAMRIID and

they have custom ones built by Simplex clean room.

http://www.simplexstripdoors.com/cleanroom.htm

Here are some others people here found

http://www.primateproducts.com/

http://www.biozoneglobal.com/products.html

http://www.biobubble.com/

http://www.atbk.net/

-----Original Message-----

From: Dimerck@aol.com [mailto:Dimerck@aol.com]

Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2003 11:22 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Primary containment for infected animals

Hi all,

    I don't know if this question was answered to the writer's satisfaction

yet. Horsfall cages were used for containment of NHP in the past. I remember

seeing them while I was with Byron Tepper at Johns Hopkins. I assume they

are still available. Diane Fleming

Diane O. Fleming, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP(ABSA)

Biosafety Consultant

15611 Plumwood Ct.

Bowie, MD 20716-1434

tel. 301-249-3951 e-mail Dimerck@aol.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 23 Oct 2003 15:03:54 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jay Johnson <Jay_Johnson@QINTL.COM>

Subject:      Biopharmaceutical Awareness Training Seminar

In-Reply-To:  <1FD3ED4E9281D1449572DB85B71CF42F01A662@SCRIPTOR.business.caltech.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit

The Massachusetts Biotechnology Council and QuickSTAT will be hosting

its second Biopharmaceutical Awareness Training Seminar on Thursday,

October 30, 2003 from 8:30 AM to 1:00 PM, at the MBC offices in

Cambridge, MA.  This will be an information-packed morning that you

won't want to miss!

The seminar will cover a broad range of regulations (IATA, ICAO & DOT)

that govern how biopharmaceutical shipments are prepared and

transported.  This is critical information that everyone directly (or

indirectly) involved with the transportation of biologics needs to

know. Among the many important items we'll review will be the

diagnostic changes for 2003 and the pending "air eligibility"

requirements for 2004.

For more information on the seminar, please contact Kent Thorup,

QuickSTAT @ 617-964-5100, ext. 2710. To register, download the attached

form or go to http://QUICKINTL.COM. Fax your completed registration

form to 718-887-7350.

We hope to see you there!

Sincerely,

Susan Snyder

Manager, Contracts & Services

Massachusetts Biotechnology Council

617-577-8198

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 23 Oct 2003 13:07:07 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: CDC and USDA Approval letters [PMX:#]

In-Reply-To:  <AED295B4597E884A82081E567887C4F3E497DF@bluebird2.home.ku.e du>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Thanks for the response. It is my understanding that the FBI is sending

approvals to both agencies for overlap agents.

At 01:41 PM 10/23/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>One approval letter.

>You will have a lead agency for overlap agents.

>

>If CDC is your lead agency you'll get a letter from them.

>

>Eric

>

>Eric R. Jeppesen

>Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

>KU-EHS Dept.

>(785) 864-2857 phone

>(785) 864-2852 fax

>jeppesen@ku.edu

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Dina Sassone [mailto:dinas@LANL.GOV]

>Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2003 1:35 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: CDC and USDA Approval letters

>

>

>Forgive me if this has been answered, but can you all help me with this

>hypothetical situation?

>

>Let's say you got an approval letter from CDC for a particular individual

>who works with an overlap agent.  Are they approved?  Or does approval mean

>that you need a similar letter from USDA on that individual before

>November 12?

>

>Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

>University of California

>Los Alamos National Laboratory

>HSR-5

>MS K486

>Los Alamos, NM 87545

>(505) 665-2977 (voice)

>((505) 996-3807 (pager)

>"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

"To infinity and beyond"-Buzz Lightyear

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 23 Oct 2003 15:25:02 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         rholthausen@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU

Subject:      Agent Inventory Log

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 006AA94A85256DC8_="

This is a multipart message in MIME format.

--=_alternative 006AA94A85256DC8_=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Does anyone have an agent inventory format for Select Agent tracking that

they are happy with and willing to share?

Thanks,

Bob Holthausen

SBU - EH&S

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 23 Oct 2003 16:09:58 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Agent Inventory Log

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_NCzMrlgPFOQu0OMh1DqvwA)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_NCzMrlgPFOQu0OMh1DqvwA)

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

 boundary="Boundary_(ID_QoHF7l7KgatwEI1m4KWZug)"

--Boundary_(ID_QoHF7l7KgatwEI1m4KWZug)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

        Try these...they work for me........

        Phil

        -----Original Message-----

        From: rholthausen@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU

[mailto:rholthausen@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU]

        Sent: Thursday, October 23, 2003 3:25 PM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Agent Inventory Log

        Does anyone have an agent inventory format for Select Agent

tracking that they are happy with and willing to share?

        Thanks,

        Bob Holthausen

        SBU - EH&S

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 24 Oct 2003 09:42:59 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: 42 Part 73.8 - Illegal Drug Use

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C39A34.BCD57AF0"

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_01C39A34.BCD57AF0

Content-Type: text/plain

I was told by the Associate General Council of our Medical Center that the

4th amendment (protection from unreasonable search & seizure) prohibits the

university from performing drug testing without probable cause because we

are a public institution.  As a major medical institution, we also receive A

LOT of money from federal agencies - but without a drug testing program.

That's what I was told and I have never been drug tested here.

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>

-----Original Message-----

From: David Silberman [mailto:david.silberman@STANFORD.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, October 22, 2003 8:47 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: 42 Part 73.8 - Illegal Drug Use

Terry is correct.  All institutions receiving federal funding must establish

a program for a drug-free workplace.   That said, there is no requirement to

establish a pre-hiring drug test or commit to a post hiring drug testing

program, random or otherwise.  Is there any reason why this cannot be

performance based as are many other compliance programs?   This approach

works at Stanford and has never been questioned by our federal granting

agencies.  I would be interested to learn how other academic institutions

view this issue (send your thoughts to me directly and I'll be happy to

summarize and post responses to the full list).

Leaving the solution up to lawyers, who not being familiar with some

unintended consequences or operational realities in a research environment,

may simply want to "play it safe" and tend toward over interpretation

leading to over self-regulation.   I thought we learned that lesson already

with hazardous material and waste regulations.

Sorry if this seems like overkill; however, any institution receiving

federal grant dollars, must determine how they will comply with federal

grant policies including, but not limited to the requirement to comply

with the "Drug-Free Workplace" objective.  How your institution chooses

to accomplish this requirement vis a vis accepting federal grants and/or

work with SA materials is likely up to your lawyers.

Quote from NIH Grants Policy

"Drug-Free Workplace

The Drug-Free Workplace Act of 1988 (Public Law 100-690, Title V,

Subtitle D, as amended) requires that all organizations receiving grants

from any Federal agency agree to maintain a drug-free workplace. By

signing the application, the authorized organizational official agrees

that the grantee will provide a drug-free workplace and will comply with

requirements to notify NIH in the event that an employee is convicted of

violating a criminal drug statute. Failure to comply with these

requirements may be cause for debarment. HHS implementing regulations

are set forth in 45 CFR Part 76, "Government-wide Debarment and

Suspension (Nonprocurement) and Government-wide Requirements for

Drug-Free Workplace (Grants)."

For NIH grants, the Office of Extramural Grants policy link is

http://grants1.nih.gov/grants/policy/nihgps_2001/

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:      303-315-8026

--

David H. Silberman

Director, Health and Safety Programs

Stanford University School of Medicine

650/723-6336 (Direct)

650/723-0110 (Office)

650/725-7878 (FAX)

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 24 Oct 2003 07:12:04 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Elizabeth Tobias <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Re: Boot Dip Tanks / buckets

In-Reply-To:  <EBF49D1F55C6D349AFBE297CAC238A521EE04774@uskzoms025.uskzo.am.pnu.com>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Patty,

I'm not sure if you meant "large animal" as in cows, or as in

big building - however, neither applies to us :)

In our small building with small animals, we don't get much in

the way of organic or other waste, so the foot bath is a step-in

tub kind.  We're looking at expanding the scale of operation

(though not the scale of the animals) - we will be going with

the same style.  I think the animal staff are operating on "well

it worked there, why change?" - I would like to keep it because

it is a) easy to replace the foot bath if it breaks or

cracks,etc.  b) easy to remove for cleaning if something besides

just shoes gets into it, and c)  Concern that a recessed space

would require routine maintenance to empty and scrub;  would it

have a drain or spigot at the bottom? or Would it get pumped out

when you need to change disinfectant, and if so, how?  It seems

much more expensive without a significant gain.

Elizabeth

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Jr. Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 24 Oct 2003 10:17:53 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: 42 Part 73.8 - Illegal Drug Use

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0077_01C39A18.15CF5DF0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0077_01C39A18.15CF5DF0

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Re: 42 Part 73.8 - Illegal Drug UseOn the question of drug screening,

the answer was provided in the Public Hearing in Washington in December,

2002:

QUESTION: "In looking over some of the things that the government will

be checking, one of the questions says, is the person an unlawful user

of any controlled substance?  Most people don't put that down on the

form and admit it.  So are we then advocating that we do drug screening

or drug testing periodically of employees that have these accesses?"

RESPONSE:  "No." (Page 122 of pdf file at

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/docs/cdc-05at.txt .

Further, in answer to a question posed to CDC earlier this year, the

following information was provided:

QUESTION:  "At LSU I am considering writing into our Biosecurity Plan

the statements ..."Any known characteristic about the background of the

individual which would fit the definition of a "restricted person" in

the PATRIOT Act will disqualify the person from unescorted access to

select agent areas. This is true regardless of when the information

becomes known. For example, if a person who already has unescorted

access is arrested and convicted for drug use, that person will have

access withdrawn pending an inquiry at the entity." Does this make

sense, or is there a reason that we should just refer this to the FBI?

The PATRIOT Act is very specific about the prohibition against these

people having access to select agents.

ANSWER from CDC:  "An entity should immediately prevent access to a

select agent or toxin by any person who they find is a "restricted

person" as defined by 18 USC 175b; and should immediately prevent access

to a select agent or toxin by any person who they find meets any of the

criteria of 42 CFR 73.8(d)(1)(2) until the Secretary of HHS is informed

and is able to make a decision as to whether access will be authorized."

I hope this information helps in this discussion. We do not currently

perform unannounced drug screening on the people who have access to

select agents.

Mike Durham

LSU

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: David Silberman

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Friday, October 17, 2003 7:18 PM

  Subject: Re: 42 Part 73.8 - Illegal Drug Use

  Dear David,

  The Interim Final Rule on Possession, Use, and Transfer of Select

Agents and Toxins designates the Attorney General to determine who among

us are restricted persons.  Following is the full text of the section of

42 Part 72.8 to which I believe you are referring:

  (d) The Attorney General will conduct

  a security risk assessment on entities

  and individuals whose identifying

  information is properly submitted.

  Based on the security risk assessment,

  the Attorney General will notify the

  HHS Secretary if the Attorney General

  identifies any entity, individual who

  owns or controls the entity, or any other

  individual who is:

  (1) A restricted person under 18

  U.S.C. 175b; or

  (2) Reasonably suspected by any

  Federal law enforcement or intelligence

  agency of:

  (i) Committing a crime specified in 18

  U.S.C. 2332b(g)(5);

  (ii) Having a knowing involvement

  with an organization that engages in

  domestic or international terrorism (as

  defined in 18 U.S.C. 2331) or with any

  other organization that engages in

  intentional crimes of violence; or

  (iii) Being an agent of a foreign power

  (as defined in 50 U.S.C. 1801).

  There are no drug testing requirements (before, during or after) that

need be done by the institution, unless contractual arrangements with

another party require it.   Some institutions (e.g., MRI), for example,

contract with Department of Defense (DOD), and the DOD has a drug

testing requirement.   In this case the entity is required, as part of

their contractual obligations, to implement a drug program that adheres

to DOD policy.   It is also possible for an institution to require a

drug testing program as part of its internal policy, but that is up to

the institution.

  I would be interested to learn of any colleges or universities that

have set up a drug testing program whether or not they possess select

agents.

  Glad you had an enjoyable time at ABSA and Philadelphia.

  Regards,

  David

    Dear Biosafety Members:

    Let me start this email by saying that I really enjoyed my first

ABSA

    conference. It was also my first trip to Philadelphia and it was

wonderful.

    I learned quite a bit and met some very kind individuals along the

way.

    Now, for the real reason I'm writing...

    I have a question about select agents and drug testing. How are you

handling

    the drug testing requirements for individuals that have access to

select

    agents? I know a lot of private companies, such as the Midwest

Research

    Institute and Southern Research Institute, have drug testing

programs but

    what about everyone else (especially colleges and universities)? Are

you

    changing your drug and alcohol policies to include individuals with

access

    to select agents? Do you make it part of the application process?

How about

    random drug testing after hiring or for existing employees? What

about

    students? Do you make individuals sign a sworn affidavit stating

that they

    do not and will not use illegal drugs? Any information is

appreciated.

    For reference sake, I'm including the text of the regulation:

    According to 42 Part 73.8:

    "The Act states that "restricted persons," as defined in 18 U.S.C.

175b, may

    not be granted access to select agents and toxins (42 U.S.C.

262a(e)). A

    restricted person is a person who: ... "Is an unlawful user of any

    controlled substance (as defined in section 102 if the Controlled

Substances

    Act (21 U.S.C. 802)."

    Thank you in advance!

    --

    David R. Gillum, MS

    Laboratory Safety Officer

    University of New Hampshire

    Environmental Health and Safety

    11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

    Durham, NH  03824

    Telephone #: 603-862-0197

    Facsimile #: 603-862-0047

--

David H. Silberman

  Director, Health and Safety Programs

  Stanford University School of Medicine

  650/723-6336 (Direct)

  650/723-0110 (Office)

  650/725-7878 (FAX)

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 24 Oct 2003 10:32:18 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU

Subject:      Re: moldy money

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Here's a new one for me.  The cop shop had evidence, documents and paper

cash, in an evidence safe.  Apparently it was all damp when placed in

there some months ago.  Ta-da--it's moldy.  I think we autoclave it.

But I am open to suggestions....it must be Friday....

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:      303-315-8026

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 24 Oct 2003 13:14:34 -0400

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: moldy money

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C39A52.4B8CF2B0"

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_01C39A52.4B8CF2B0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

To good to pass up....

whatever you do, don't put it in a washing machine... they might bust you for laundering money!!!!!!!

:-)  Happy Friday!!!!!

-----Original Message-----

From: Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU]

Sent: Friday, October 24, 2003 12:32 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: moldy money

Here's a new one for me.  The cop shop had evidence, documents and paper

cash, in an evidence safe.  Apparently it was all damp when placed in

there some months ago.  Ta-da--it's moldy.  I think we autoclave it.

But I am open to suggestions....it must be Friday....

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:      303-315-8026
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Date:         Fri, 24 Oct 2003 10:18:30 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Elizabeth Tobias <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Re: moldy money

In-Reply-To:  <42162B3251A1B04FB5E45E0158E25A4C6E42F7@hscex5.uchsc.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Therese,

I suppose the first question is:  does the cop want any of it

back in useable condition?  That will really dictate what course

of action to take.  If he doesn't - autoclave away - assuming

the "evidence" is okay to be autoclaved.  i.e., it isn't

flammable or corrosive, etc.

I would also recommend to the police officer that she use some

appropriate disinfectant (e.g., dilute bleach) to decon the

interior of the evidence safe, to minimize reoccurance.

Elizabeth

--- Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU wrote:

> Here's a new one for me.  The cop shop had evidence, documents

> and paper

> cash, in an evidence safe.  Apparently it was all damp when

> placed in

> there some months ago.  Ta-da--it's moldy.  I think we

> autoclave it.

> But I am open to suggestions....it must be Friday....

>

> Therese M. Stinnett

> Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

> Office of the VC for Research

> UCHSC, Mailstop C275

> 4200 E. 9th Ave

> Denver CO  80262

> Voice:  303-315-6754

> Fax:      303-315-8026

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Jr. Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         ABINC@AOL.COM

Subject:      Re: moldy money

MIME-Version: 1.0
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              boundary="part1_4d.3678cd27.2ccab959_boundary"

--part1_4d.3678cd27.2ccab959_boundary
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

In a message dated 10/24/03 9:34:54 AM Pacific Daylight Time,

Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU writes:

> Here's a new one for me.  The cop shop had evidence, documents and paper

> cash, in an evidence safe.  Apparently it was all damp when placed in

> there some months ago.  Ta-da--it's moldy.  I think we autoclave it.

> But I am open to suggestions....it must be Friday....

>

> Therese M. Stinnett

> Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

> Office of the VC for Research

> UCHSC, Mailstop C275

> 4200 E. 9th Ave

> Denver CO  80262

> Voice:  303-315-6754

> Fax:    303-315-8026

>

Depends on what you want to do with the items afterwards.  If they must

remain as evidence, then simple killing by putting in a plastic bag with alcohol is

sufficient.  Don't saturate the papers; put the alcohol on an absorbent pad

and allow the vapors to permeate the items.  This is especially important if

alcohol soluble inks or the like ae present.  After about 12 hours, open the bag

and let the alcohol evaporate.  The mould will be dead, although still

present.  If you need to remove the mould, then follow the killing step by use of

"ZEP" brand cleaner.  The label says it is effective against "mold and mildew"

even though I've told them mildew affects only plants and mold should be

spelled "mould."  Anyhow, it is available at Home Depot stores. It contains a

mould-release agent that is quite effective at causing the mycelia to part from the

substrate.   I haven't checked the chemistry, but I would not be surprised if

ZEP distrupts Van der Waals bonding.  You can spray it onto the items, or

(depending on the "fastness") soak them.  Always, always, always test first.

There are more expensive, more time consuming ways to do this.  If someone

wants to expend their budget on this, or write a paper for some journal, hey,

that's doable.

-- Jay

=========================================================================
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Alfred Jin <jin2@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: moldy money

In-Reply-To:  <42162B3251A1B04FB5E45E0158E25A4C6E42F7@hscex5.uchsc.edu>
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Therese,

Why do you need to sterilize it. Why not simply put in a washing

machine and give it a new meaning of "Laundrying". (Excuse the pun,

but I couldn't resist). Let's get back to the basics. Why not

sanitize it with a little bleach using the simple wash and dry

method. The money will survive. We all at one time of our lives

forgot to take that dollar bill out of our pockets, so why not.

Al Jin, CBSP, IH, MS, BSM(AAM), M(ASCP),

Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory,

7000 East Avenue, MS-379, Livermore, CA 94550,

(v) 925 423-7385, (f) 925 422-5176,

  jin2@llnl.gov

>Here's a new one for me.  The cop shop had evidence, documents and paper

>cash, in an evidence safe.  Apparently it was all damp when placed in

>there some months ago.  Ta-da--it's moldy.  I think we autoclave it.

>But I am open to suggestions....it must be Friday....

>

>Therese M. Stinnett

>Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

>Office of the VC for Research

>UCHSC, Mailstop C275

>4200 E. 9th Ave

>Denver CO  80262

>Voice:  303-315-6754

>Fax:      303-315-8026
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From:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: moldy money
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Hi Terry,

Because you are associated with a hospital you might be able to

"borrow" the use of some of their sterilizing equipment.  Many

hospital's central sterile supply will have ethylene oxide sterilizing

capabilities.  If you are nice to them and can pay for it, they might

allow you to wrap the evidence in EtO sterilizing wrap (polyethylene

bags - I think) and send it through a kill run.  Some hospital sterile

supply depts., will run kill loads for certain items routinely.  Ask

them if this possible at your place.  Another option - Gamma

irradiation.  Most hospitals with a radiology department that treats

cancer patients, will have one.  Again, it doesn't hurt to ask the

radiology dept.  A late shift run thru the gamma irradiator will kill

everything.  This would be the least destructive approach.  If the

evidence needs further DNA testing, better check to see what these

sterilizing approaches will do to DNA first.  Final option.  If you have

a biological safety cabinet ready for formaldehyde decontamination, wrap

the materials in regular autoclave wrap and place the package inside the

cabinet they start the decon process --> kills two birds with one

stone.

Judy

>>> ABINC@AOL.COM 10/24/2003 11:20:25 AM >>>

In a message dated 10/24/03 9:34:54 AM Pacific Daylight Time,

Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU writes:

Here's a new one for me.  The cop shop had evidence, documents and

paper

cash, in an evidence safe.  Apparently it was all damp when placed in

there some months ago.  Ta-da--it's moldy.  I think we autoclave it.

But I am open to suggestions....it must be Friday....

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:    303-315-8026

Depends on what you want to do with the items afterwards.  If they must

remain as evidence, then simple killing by putting in a plastic bag with

alcohol is sufficient.  Don't saturate the papers; put the alcohol on an

absorbent pad and allow the vapors to permeate the items.  This is

especially important if alcohol soluble inks or the like ae present.

After about 12 hours, open the bag and let the alcohol evaporate.  The

mould will be dead, although still present.  If you need to remove the

mould, then follow the killing step by use of "ZEP" brand cleaner.  The

label says it is effective against "mold and mildew" even though I've

told them mildew affects only plants and mold should be spelled "mould."

 Anyhow, it is available at Home Depot stores. It contains a

mould-release agent that is quite effective at causing the mycelia to

part from the substrate.   I haven't checked the chemistry, but I would

not be surprised if ZEP distrupts Van der Waals bonding.  You can spray

it onto the items, or (depending on the "fastness") soak them.  Always,

always, always test first.

There are more expensive, more time consuming ways to do this.  If

someone wants to expend their budget on this, or write a paper for some

journal, hey, that's doable.

-- Jay
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Autoclaving the bills should kill the mold without destroying the money

itself.  The paper may need to be separated and dried after cooking.

Try it with one bill as a test.  Do keep in mind, however, that DNA or

residues of other kinds may be destroyed in the process.

Furthermore, Jay just mentioned the use of  "ZEP" brand cleaner."  for

decontaminating the cash.   For what it is worth, I just received the

following item (from: Listserve.csb@epamail.epa.gov) that may be of

some interest, depending upon which ZEP product is chosen:

"Stop-sale Order Issued to Atlanta Company

EPA has ordered ZEP Manufacturing Co., Atlanta, Ga., to stop selling

misbranded pesticides, ZEP Amine A and ZEP Attack-A.  The labels claim

that the pesticides are hospital disinfectants effective against the

pathogenic organism, pseudomonas aeruginosa.  Both products failed

government lab tests on efficacy requirements for a hospital

disinfectant.  Products claiming to prevent, destroy or repel pests

including microorganisms, are considered pesticides under the Fungicide,

Insecticide, and Rodenticide Act, the Federal pesticide law, and are

subject to truthful labeling requirements.  EPA has requested that the

company conduct a voluntary recall and the Agency will monitor

compliance with the stop-sale order and the recall."

Richard J. Pollack, Ph.D.

Laboratory of Public Health Entomology

Harvard School of Public Health

665 Huntington Ave.

Boston, Massachusetts   02115

--Apple-Mail-20-663735228

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Type: text/enriched;

        charset=US-ASCII

Autoclaving the bills should kill the mold without destroying the

money itself.  The paper may need to be separated and dried after

cooking.  Try it with one bill as a test.  Do keep in mind, however,

that DNA or residues of other kinds may be destroyed in the process.

Furthermore, Jay just mentioned the use of

<fontfamily><param>Arial</param><color><param>8080,0000,8080</param><smaller> "ZEP"

brand cleaner."  </smaller></color>for decontaminating the cash.   For

what it is worth, I just received the following item (from:

Listserve.csb@epamail.epa.gov) that may be of some interest, depending

upon which ZEP product is chosen:

"Stop-sale Order Issued to Atlanta Company

EPA has ordered ZEP Manufacturing Co., Atlanta, Ga., to stop selling

misbranded pesticides, ZEP Amine A and ZEP Attack-A.  The labels claim

that the pesticides are hospital disinfectants effective against the

pathogenic organism, pseudomonas aeruginosa.  Both products failed

government lab tests on efficacy requirements for a hospital

disinfectant.  Products claiming to prevent, destroy or repel pests

including microorganisms, are considered pesticides under the

Fungicide,

Insecticide, and Rodenticide Act, the Federal pesticide law, and are

subject to truthful labeling requirements.  EPA has requested that the

company conduct a voluntary recall and the Agency will monitor

compliance with the stop-sale order and the recall."

</fontfamily>Richard J. Pollack, Ph.D.

Laboratory of Public Health Entomology

Harvard School of Public Health

665 Huntington Ave.

Boston, Massachusetts   02115

--Apple-Mail-20-663735228--
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gergis, Nasr" <NGergis@COH.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Shipping LOTS of Infectious Substances <1 mile

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C39A5D.91E3B522"

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_01C39A5D.91E3B522

Content-Type: text/plain;

 charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Good afternoon: I have a question regarding shipping an infectious material

to outside USA (to Canada. I would like to know if we need to have an export

lic. or not. Thanks,

Nasr Gergis, PhD, DVM

Interim Director-Biosafety & Safety Officer

Occupational Safety & Health

City of Hope/Beckman Research Institute

Tel: 626-301-8417

Fax: 626-301-8970

E-mail: ngergis@coh.org <mailto:ngergis@coh.org>

-----------------------------------------------------------

SECURITY/CONFIDENTIALITY WARNING:  This message and any attachments are

intended solely for the individual or entity to which they are addressed. This

communication may contain information that is privileged, confidential, or

exempt from disclosure under applicable law (e.g., personal health

information, research data, financial information). Because this e-mail has

been sent without encryption, individuals other than the intended recipient

may be able to view the information, forward it to others or tamper with the

information without the knowledge or consent of the sender. If you are not the

intended recipient, or the employee or person responsible for delivering the

message to the intended recipient, any dissemination, distribution or copying

of the communication is strictly prohibited. If you received the communication

in error, please notify the sender immediately by replying to this message and

deleting the message and any accompanying files from your system. If, due to

the security risks, you do not wish to receive further communications via

e-mail, please reply to this message and inform the sender that you do not

wish to receive further e-mail from the sender.

===========================================================
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Date:         Fri, 24 Oct 2003 15:02:54 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: moldy money

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

If the noncash items don't need to be kept - just toss them into a dumpster.

  They are going to get moldy in a landfill anyway.  As to the cash -

autoclave away.  I have autoclaved books - paper survives rather well.

Have a good weekend all,

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: moldy money

>Date: Fri, 24 Oct 2003 10:32:18 -0600

>

>Here's a new one for me.  The cop shop had evidence, documents and paper

>cash, in an evidence safe.  Apparently it was all damp when placed in

>there some months ago.  Ta-da--it's moldy.  I think we autoclave it.

>But I am open to suggestions....it must be Friday....

>

>Therese M. Stinnett

>Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

>Office of the VC for Research

>UCHSC, Mailstop C275

>4200 E. 9th Ave

>Denver CO  80262

>Voice:  303-315-6754

>Fax:      303-315-8026
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From:         Jay Johnson <Jay_Johnson@QINTL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Shipping LOTS of Infectious Substances <1 mile

In-Reply-To:  <07C551E6B9F8D4119EEE00508BCFB8B204823B5A@exchmbx1.Coh.ORG>

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Nasr,

With the recent regulatory changes, you might want to check to make sure

the items you are shipping are still considered infectious substances

during transport.

Basically the answer on the export side is that you are not require to

have one here in the US.

Canadian Requirements

Canada requires that all human, animal, and plant pathogens be accompanied

by an import permit issued by the appropriate agency. Zoonotic pathogens

require import permits from all agencies affected.

Human Pathogens: Health Canada issues import permits for human pathogens.

Contact Office of Biosafety (0700A1), Laboratory Centre for Disease

Control, Health Protection Branch, Health Canada, Ottawa, Ontario K1A 012

(Tel: 613-957-1779, FAX: 613-941-0596) for application forms and details.

Additional information about importing human pathogens into Canada can be

found on the Health Canada website.

Animal Pathogens: Canadian Food Inspection Agency issues import permits

for animal pathogens. Contact Animal Health Division, Canadian Food

Inspection Agency, 59 Camelot Drive, Nepean, Ontario K1A 0Y9 (Tel:

613-225-2342, FAX: 613-228-6630). For application forms and details please

consult the CFIA website: www.cfia-acia.agr.ca.

Plant Pathogens: Canadian Food Inspection Agency issues import permits for

plant pathogens. Contact Centre for Plant Quarantine Pests, Canadian Food

Inspection Agency, 3851 Fallowfield Road, Nepean, Ontario K2H 8P9 (Tel:

613-228-6698 ext. 5911, FAX: 613-228-6676). For application forms and

details please consult the CFIA website: www.cfia-acia.agr.ca.

Shipping Requirements: All shipments of infectious substances in Canada

require compliance with Canadian Transport of Dangerous Goods Regulations.

For details please consult Transport Canada website or you may call

613-990-1151.

Jay Johnson

Director - Client Relations

Training & Regulatory Compliance

QuickSTAT

Tel: 919-846-7136

Fax: 919-844-6382

jay_johnson@qintl.com

A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> writes:

>

>

>Good afternoon: I have a question regarding shipping an infectious

>material to outside USA (to Canada. I would like to know if we need to

>have an export lic. or not. Thanks,

>

>Nasr Gergis, PhD, DVM

>Interim Director-Biosafety & Safety Officer

>Occupational Safety & Health

>City of Hope/Beckman Research Institute

>Tel: 626-301-8417

>Fax: 626-301-8970

>E-mail: ngergis@coh.org <[ mailto:ngergis@coh.org

>]mailto:ngergis@coh.org>

>
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In a message dated 10/24/03 10:53:09 AM Pacific Daylight Time,

rpollack@HSPH.HARVARD.EDU writes:

> Furthermore, Jay just mentioned the use of  "ZEP" brand cleaner."  for

> decontaminating the cash.   For what it is worth, I just received the

> following item (from: Listserve.csb@epamail.epa.gov) that may be of

> some interest, depending upon which ZEP product is chosen:

>

> "Stop-sale Order Issued to Atlanta Company

>

> EPA has ordered ZEP Manufacturing Co., Atlanta, Ga., to stop selling

> misbranded pesticides, ZEP Amine A and ZEP Attack-A.  The labels claim

> that the pesticides are hospital disinfectants effective against the

> pathogenic organism, pseudomonas aeruginosa.  Both products failed

> government lab tests on efficacy requirements for a hospital

> disinfectant.  Products claiming to prevent, destroy or repel pests

> including microorganisms, are considered pesticides under the Fungicide,

> Insecticide, and Rodenticide Act, the Federal pesticide law, and are

> subject to truthful labeling requirements.  EPA has requested that the

> company conduct a voluntary recall and the Agency will monitor

> compliance with the stop-sale order and the recall."

>

>

> Richard J. Pollack, Ph.D.

> Laboratory of Public Health Entomology

> Harvard School of Public Health

> 665 Huntington Ave.

> Boston, Massachusetts   02115

I am upset about this.  I really depend up the ZEP products and I wouldn't

want them withdrawn.  I hope that relabeling is sufficient to address the

misbranding issue.  Importantly, the ZEP products that I was specifically referring

to do not classify themselves for hospital use, nor as a bacteriocide.  They

are labeled "mold and mildew," so perhaps those products will not be impacted.

I sure hope so.

The broader picture involves so-called "misbranding" of pesticides.  I

understand how strict the labeling criteria are, and the really stringent protocol a

manufacturer of a pesticide must follow for approval.  I understand the

concerns the EPA, FDA and (here in California) Pesticide Regulatory Boards have

regarding release of toxics into the environment.  (I understand this first-hand,

unfortunately.)  Nevertheless, I wonder if the agencies aren't too zealous in

their restrictions, and whether the public good would be even better served

if they could be permitted to "back-off" just a little.

-- Jay
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Subject:      Proposal to change section 510 of the Int'l Mech. Code

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="0-740492632-1067024957=:64163"

--0-740492632-1067024957=:64163

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="0-1651801505-1067024957=:64163"

--0-1651801505-1067024957=:64163

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Please excuse the cross-posting of this email. The Laboratory Safety Committee of the American Industrial Hygiene Association (AIHA) recently submitted a code change proposal to the International Code Council (ICC) regarding section 510 of the International Mechanical Code, which addresses Hazardous Exhaust Systems. The proposal was disapproved in September 2004. However, the ICC decision is not finalized until January 2004. The committee is requesting that lab designers, architects, engineers, as well as health and safety professionals, provide comments to the ICC regarding this issue.

The current wording of this code is creating a negative impact on the safety of laboratory personnel as well as on the efficient, effective, and upgradable design features of laboratory exhaust systems. It also contradicts the ANSI/AIHA Standard Z9.5, "Laboratory Ventilation," as well as NFPA 45.

The committee has posted a number of documents related to this issue at: http://www2.umdnj.edu/eohssweb/aiha/technical/ventilation.htm#Hazardous. Please familiarize yourself with this issue by following the links provided, and submit your comments as you deem appropriate. Instructions and a form for submitting comments are provided at: http://www.iccsafe.org/cs/codes/publicforms.html.

If you are aware of, or work with, experienced laboratory design engineers and architects, please provide them with this information so that they may have the opportunity to comment as well.  A "Request for Action" notice is attached which provides additional information.

Thank you,

Lindsey Kayman,

on behalf of the AIHA Laboratory Health and Safety Committee

kayman@umdnj.edu

732-235-4058
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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 <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: moldy money

Mime-Version: 1.0
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If the company is claiming that their product is fungicidal, mildewcidal

then it must be registered with the EPA.  If they have not performed the

testing required and submitted to the EPA then the EPA is obligated to act

and have the product removed or have the claims removed.  If there are no

test data, how does one know that the product is effective.  In order to

protect the pubilc, lab personnel, hospital personnel, hospital patients the

EPA should NOT back off even a little.  Claims must be backed up with proof.

  Would you want to use a product that claims cidal properties but with no

data backing up the claim?

An example from my relatives.  Back in the depression an ancestor of mine

sold door to door in upstate NY watches guaranteed to tick.  NOTE: tick, not

keep time.  The watches ticked until the cricket inside died.  (He never

returned to the towns and villages where he sold those watches.)

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>

>I am upset about this.  I really depend up the ZEP products and I wouldn't

>want them withdrawn.  I hope that relabeling is sufficient to address the

>misbranding issue.  Importantly, the ZEP products that I was specifically

>referring

>to do not classify themselves for hospital use, nor as a bacteriocide.

>They

>are labeled "mold and mildew," so perhaps those products will not be

>impacted.

>I sure hope so.

>

>The broader picture involves so-called "misbranding" of pesticides.  I

>understand how strict the labeling criteria are, and the really stringent

>protocol a

>manufacturer of a pesticide must follow for approval.  I understand the

>concerns the EPA, FDA and (here in California) Pesticide Regulatory Boards

>have

>regarding release of toxics into the environment.  (I understand this

>first-hand,

>unfortunately.)  Nevertheless, I wonder if the agencies aren't too zealous

>in

>their restrictions, and whether the public good would be even better served

>if they could be permitted to "back-off" just a little.

>

>-- Jay
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Kathryn,

Please add my name to the Midwest Biosafety email list.

Beryl J. Packer, Ph.D.

Biosafety Specialist

Iowa State University

bjpacker@iastate.edu

Other info:

002 Agronomy Laboratory

Ames, IA  50011-3200

Phone: 515-294-6366

Thanks for your hard work!

Beryl Packer

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathryn Harris [mailto:kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU]

Sent: Friday, October 24, 2003 3:03 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: MABioN

Hi Everyone,

Please note - In the interests of spam reduction this will be the last

cross posting to BIOSAFTY. If you wish to be included on the Midwest

Biosafety Group email list please contact kathrynharris@northwestern.edu
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Subject:      Replication Incompetant Adenovirus
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Can anyone out there give me a brief overview of the potential safety

hazards of replication incompetant adenovirus?  Our researchers see the

words replication incompetant and automatically think there are no

safety concerns, but I know this is probably not the case.

Thanks,

Mike Wendeler

Incyte. Corp

Wilmington, DE
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Thanks for the help on that one.  I went thru that link to the WHO

recommendations and also reviewed the CDC stuff, so I think I came up

with what the health care provider needed. 

On to another request, regarding our favorite topic--SA.  Have you folks

worked on a comprehensive security plan?  We do not have one and with

the current campus, the notion that we have the hardware and a lockshop

has substituted for having a real policy and a planned approach.

However, with the new campus, the topic has come up in several forums,

with lots of meetings and discussions, the latest hardware installed in

the new building and NO PLAN.  So now we face a deadline of 11/17 to

present to the faculty leadership.  We cannot have buildings that are

wide open to any and all; so we have ID badges, but no plan for who

decides the levels of access. Not my area of specialty but now a concern

with SA, and RAM and so on.

Any suggestions, ideas and references would be greatly appreciated.

We have a de facto travel ban at the HSC, in our dept. for the time

being. But I am hoping one of us will get to go to the CDC/Eagleson

forum in January in Atlanta.  It could be a big help for us.   How was

Philly?  I am pleased to say we had a lovely cruise and enjoyed our

snorkeling and diving very much!  Florida is trying to lure Scripps

Research to the area.  I wonder how that will go? And if there will be

jobs....

Congrats on the big grant, by the way!

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:      303-315-8026

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Robert P. Ellis

Sent: Tuesday, October 21, 2003 1:46 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: familial TSE/prion diseases--standard precautions and waste

disposal?

Terry, the following link will take you to the

National Prion Disease Pathology Surveillance Center.

http://www.cjdsurveillance.com/

I think you can find the information you need on their web pages.

Cheers, Bob

On Tue, 21 Oct 2003 11:15:35 -0600 Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU wrote:

> For anyone out there with prion experience, there are familial TSEs

> transmitted genetically.  I have been contacted by a party wishing to

> know how to advise family caregivers for precautions.  This is not

CJD,

> but another TSE only very rarely seen.  Presumably the prion proteins

> are going to be shed at some level in blood, urine, etc and would be

> present in some (all?) tissues.  The patients would be warned against

> donating blood and tissues and organs.  But what else should be

> considered?

>

> Colorado has very little in the way of biomedical waste regulations,

and

> addresses wastes from households and institutions such as ours as

> "special" solid wastes.

>

> Thanks in advance

>

>

> Therese M. Stinnett

>

> Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

>

> Office of the VC for Research

>

> UCHSC, Mailstop C275

>

> 4200 E. 9th Ave

>

> Denver CO  80262

>

> Voice:  303-315-6754

>

> Fax:      303-315-8026

>

>

>

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu
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Subject:      Re: moldy money
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VGhlcmVzZSwNClB1cmNoYXNlIGRlc3NpY2FudCBwYWNrZXRzLiAoYXZhaWxhYWJsZSBpbiBhc3Nv

cnRlZCBzaXplcyBmcnJvbSBVLUxpbmUpLiBQbGFjZSB0aGUgcGFja2V0cyBpbiB3aXRoIHRoZSBl

dmlzZW5jZSBhbmQgZXZlcnl0aGluZyBzaG91bGQgcmVtYWluIGludGFjdC4gSWYgdGhlIGl0ZW1z

IGFyZSByZWFsbHkgbW9pc3QgeW91IG1hYXkgbmVlZCB0byByZXBsYWNlIGRlc3NpY2FudCByb3V0

aW5lbHkuIEFsd2F5cyBwbGFjZSBhIGNvdXBsZSBpbiB0aGUgYmFnIGFuZCB1c2UgYSBwYXBlciBo

dW1pZGl0eSBoeWdyb21ldGVyIChjb2xvciBjaGFuZ2UpIHRvIG1vbml0b3IgdGhlIG1vaXN0dXJl

LmUgDQoNCgktLS0tLU9yaWdpbmFsIE1lc3NhZ2UtLS0tLSANCglGcm9tOiBBIEJpb3NhZmV0eSBE

aXNjdXNzaW9uIExpc3Qgb24gYmVoYWxmIG9mIFRoZXJlc2UuU3Rpbm5ldHRAVUNIU0MuRURVIA0K

CVNlbnQ6IEZyaSAxMC8yNC8yMDAzIDk6MzIgQU0gDQoJVG86IEJJT1NBRlRZQE1JVFZNQS5NSVQu

RURVIA0KCUNjOiANCglTdWJqZWN0OiBSZTogbW9sZHkgbW9uZXkNCgkNCgkNCg0KCUhlcmUncyBh

IG5ldyBvbmUgZm9yIG1lLiAgVGhlIGNvcCBzaG9wIGhhZCBldmlkZW5jZSwgZG9jdW1lbnRzIGFu

ZCBwYXBlcg0KCWNhc2gsIGluIGFuIGV2aWRlbmNlIHNhZmUuICBBcHBhcmVudGx5IGl0IHdhcyBh

bGwgZGFtcCB3aGVuIHBsYWNlZCBpbg0KCXRoZXJlIHNvbWUgbW9udGhzIGFnby4gIFRhLWRhLS1p

dCdzIG1vbGR5LiAgSSB0aGluayB3ZSBhdXRvY2xhdmUgaXQuDQoJQnV0IEkgYW0gb3BlbiB0byBz

dWdnZXN0aW9ucy4uLi5pdCBtdXN0IGJlIEZyaWRheS4uLi4NCgkNCglUaGVyZXNlIE0uIFN0aW5u

ZXR0DQoJQmlvc2FmZXR5IE9mZmljZSwgSGVhbHRoIGFuZCBTYWZldHkgRGl2aXNpb24NCglPZmZp

Y2Ugb2YgdGhlIFZDIGZvciBSZXNlYXJjaA0KCVVDSFNDLCBNYWlsc3RvcCBDMjc1DQoJNDIwMCBF

LiA5dGggQXZlDQoJRGVudmVyIENPICA4MDI2Mg0KCVZvaWNlOiAgMzAzLTMxNS02NzU0DQoJRmF4

OiAgICAgIDMwMy0zMTUtODAyNg0KCQ0KDQo=
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Subject:      Re: Replication Incompetant Adenovirus
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Mike,

We have the same thinking here to deal with. Sure the adenovirus vector

may be replication incompetent, but that is demonstrated only in vitro.

Our IBC designates all adenovirus vectors as replication "competent" due

to the chance of homologous recombination with an endogenous adenoviral

infection. There are many wild-type adenoviruses causing many colds out

there and one never knows when they are actively infected with a virus

that may lead to progeny virus containing the gene insert. Sure, it may

be a minimal risk - but a risk nonetheless.

It is very difficult at times to convince a researcher that replication

incompetent vectors require appropriate biosafety measures. They insist

that no virus is produced and therefore will not cause any disease. My

argument to them pertains more to the nature of the vector than the

vector itself. If accidentally exposed, you probably wouldn't produce

progeny virus (barring the notion above) but the purpose of a vector is

to insert a gene for intentional expression. Insertional mutagenisis is

a very real concern and that is what I emphasize to them.

Hope this helps.

Jim

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Michael Wendeler

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 9:56 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Replication Incompetant Adenovirus

Can anyone out there give me a brief overview of the potential safety

hazards of replication incompetant adenovirus?  Our researchers see the

words replication incompetant and automatically think there are no

safety concerns, but I know this is probably not the case.

Thanks,

Mike Wendeler

Incyte. Corp

Wilmington, DE
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I agree with you completely....there is always the risk of re-assortment

with a wild-type virus (cold, pink-eye)and restoring competency. There

is the other argument that I use, which is...even if it is replication

incompetent, it is designed to deliver a novel gene construct to a

target site...do you want this vector targeting that site within you if

you have an accidental exposure?? Usually you get blank stares and open

mouths....and a ready understanding why you want to work with all

Adenoviruses...and AAVs if they are in the same laboratory (AAV with the

Adeno-v. Helper) at BSL-2 conditions.

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Klenner, James [mailto:jklenner@IUPUI.EDU]

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 11:46 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Replication Incompetant Adenovirus

Mike,

We have the same thinking here to deal with. Sure the adenovirus vector

may be replication incompetent, but that is demonstrated only in vitro.

Our IBC designates all adenovirus vectors as replication "competent" due

to the chance of homologous recombination with an endogenous adenoviral

infection. There are many wild-type adenoviruses causing many colds out

there and one never knows when they are actively infected with a virus

that may lead to progeny virus containing the gene insert. Sure, it may

be a minimal risk - but a risk nonetheless.

It is very difficult at times to convince a researcher that replication

incompetent vectors require appropriate biosafety measures. They insist

that no virus is produced and therefore will not cause any disease. My

argument to them pertains more to the nature of the vector than the

vector itself. If accidentally exposed, you probably wouldn't produce

progeny virus (barring the notion above) but the purpose of a vector is

to insert a gene for intentional expression. Insertional mutagenisis is

a very real concern and that is what I emphasize to them.

Hope this helps.

Jim

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Michael Wendeler

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 9:56 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Replication Incompetant Adenovirus

Can anyone out there give me a brief overview of the potential safety

hazards of replication incompetant adenovirus?  Our researchers see the

words replication incompetant and automatically think there are no

safety concerns, but I know this is probably not the case.

Thanks,

Mike Wendeler

Incyte. Corp

Wilmington, DE
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Hello,

I'm in the midst of an onslaught of Ad5delE1,E3 work also. I found the

thoughts in the following information I found on the  web useful.

 <<Ad5E1E3del.doc>>

Towson University (Handbook for Investigators using Recombinant DNA in

Research Revised February 2002), UCSD (Biosafety Manual) and Duke U (IBC

manual, I think) all had some information in their Biosafety Manuals or

IBC manuals.

One thing I've run across in my reading (especially in biosafety

manuals) is that replication incompetent Adenoviruses are a hazard to

the eyes - that they can cause damage. I've also run across information

about a gene tranfer experiment where replication incompetent adenovirus

was administered to the eye. Evidently some strains can do damage to the

eye (pink eye and worse), but if your replication incompetent virus is

not one of those strains.... Does any one know of an actual case of this

happening? One of my Microbiologist PI's wants to know. I have been

adding this precaution (eye PPE) in my safety protocols, but I would

like to know where this came from, if possible.

Thanks,

Ron G. Wallace, PhD, CIH

Biological Safety Officer / Industrial Hygienist

Office of Research Safety, MC 3930

University of Connecticut Health Center

263 Farmington Avenue

Farmington,  CT  06030-3930

Tel: (860) 679 2723

FAX: (860) 679 3826

rwallace@adp.uchc.edu
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From:         "Potts, Jeffrey M." <Potts@CUA.EDU>

Subject:      Transportation of mice
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I am reading through an IACUC proposal involving mice and have come

across something for the first time. The P.I. will be transporting the

mice in cages and insulated boxes to another neighboring University to

undergo irradiation. Is there anything that I should be concerned with

in regards to the transporting of these animals between the two

campuses?

Thanks for any comments or suggestions in advance.

Jeff Potts

Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

The Catholic University of America

Cardinal Station, Marist Annex

Washington, DC 20064

P / 202-319-5865

F / 202-319-4446

potts@cua.edu
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MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Jeff,

A few things came to mind.

Are the mice infected as part of the study with a vector, etc? They

would probably require micro-isolator cages.

Are they treated chemically? This may require careful handling of the

bedding as certain drugs or agents are secreted in urine as harmful

metabolites. Micro-isolators may also be called for to limit aerosols

from bedding being kicked around.

Are they an inducible TG/KO strain? If they are TAT inducible, would

they be induced prior to transport?

Is euthanasia involved at the other campus? Can they handle disposal, or

would the PI have to return them to CUA?

Administratively, has the other university been listed as a study site

on the application? If not, this would require an amendment. Also, if

the other university has an IACUC, does the CUA IACUC have study

reciprocity with theirs? In other words, does their IACUC require review

and approval for use of their facilities or accept the approval of your

IACUC? Will the PI do the actual irradiating? If not, the person

responsible for irradiating the mice would need to be on the protocol.

Finally, only use an official university vehicle to transport them. If

there was an accident involving a personal vehicle while transporting

mice..........oh the groans that would emanate from University Counsel!

Jim

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Potts, Jeffrey M.

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 2:24 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Transportation of mice

I am reading through an IACUC proposal involving mice and have come

across something for the first time. The P.I. will be transporting the

mice in cages and insulated boxes to another neighboring University to

undergo irradiation. Is there anything that I should be concerned with

in regards to the transporting of these animals between the two

campuses?

Thanks for any comments or suggestions in advance.

Jeff Potts

Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

The Catholic University of America

Cardinal Station, Marist Annex

Washington, DC 20064

P / 202-319-5865

F / 202-319-4446

potts@cua.edu
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Subject:      Re: Repllication Incompetant Adenovirus
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I've also heard that replication incompetent adenovirus can cause eye damage.  Does anyone know of  reference for this?

Mike Wendeler

Incyte Corp.

Wilmington, DE

"Wallace,Ronald" wrote:

> Hello,

>

> I'm in the midst of an onslaught of Ad5delE1,E3 work also. I found the thoughts in the following information I found on the  web useful.

>

>  <<Ad5E1E3del.doc>>

> Towson University (Handbook for Investigators using Recombinant DNA in Research Revised February 2002), UCSD (Biosafety Manual) and Duke U (IBC manual, I think) all had some information in their Biosafety Manuals or IBC manuals.

>

> One thing I've run across in my reading (especially in biosafety manuals) is that replication incompetent Adenoviruses are a hazard to the eyes - that they can cause damage. I've also run across information about a gene tranfer experiment where replication incompetent adenovirus was administered to the eye. Evidently some strains can do damage to the

> eye (pink eye and worse), but if your replication incompetent virus is not one of those strains.... Does any one know of an actual case of this happening? One of my Microbiologist PI's wants to know. I have been adding this precaution (eye PPE) in my safety protocols, but I would like to know where this came from, if possible.

>

> Thanks,

>

> Ron G. Wallace, PhD, CIH

> Biological Safety Officer / Industrial Hygienist

> Office of Research Safety, MC 3930

> University of Connecticut Health Center

> 263 Farmington Avenue

> Farmington,  CT  06030-3930

> Tel: (860) 679 2723

> FAX: (860) 679 3826

> rwallace@adp.uchc.edu

>

>   ------------------------------------------------------------------------

>                             Name: Ad5E1E3del.doc

>                             Type: WINWORD File (application/msword)

>    Ad5E1E3del.doc       Encoding: base64

>                      Description: Ad5E1E3del.doc

>                  Download Status: Not downloaded with message
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "LAMBERT, Margy" <MLAMBERT@FPM.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Repllication Incompetant Adenovirus

See the NCI-Frederick Safetygram

(http://web.ncifcrf.gov/Campus/safety/safetygram/ism-193.pdf).  It also

gives info on handling animals infected with adenovirus or adenoviral

vectors.  The only quibble I have with this source is the bleach

concentration recommended for disinfection.  Since adenovirus is somewhat

resistant to disinfection with bleach, 10% bleach (final concentration) is

often recommended.

Margy Lambert, Ph.D.

University of Wisconsin-Madison

Office of Biological Safety

30 N. Murray St.

Madison, WI 53715-1227

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 2:54 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Repllication Incompetant Adenovirus

I've also heard that replication incompetent adenovirus can cause eye

damage.  Does anyone know of  reference for this?

Mike Wendeler

Incyte Corp.

Wilmington, DE

"Wallace,Ronald" wrote:

> Hello,

>

> I'm in the midst of an onslaught of Ad5delE1,E3 work also. I found the

thoughts in the following information I found on the  web useful.

>

>  <<Ad5E1E3del.doc>>

> Towson University (Handbook for Investigators using Recombinant DNA in

Research Revised February 2002), UCSD (Biosafety Manual) and Duke U (IBC

manual, I think) all had some information in their Biosafety Manuals or IBC

manuals.

>

> One thing I've run across in my reading (especially in biosafety manuals)

is that replication incompetent Adenoviruses are a hazard to the eyes - that

they can cause damage. I've also run across information about a gene tranfer

experiment where replication incompetent adenovirus was administered to the

eye. Evidently some strains can do damage to the

> eye (pink eye and worse), but if your replication incompetent virus is not

one of those strains.... Does any one know of an actual case of this

happening? One of my Microbiologist PI's wants to know. I have been adding

this precaution (eye PPE) in my safety protocols, but I would like to know

where this came from, if possible.

>

> Thanks,

>

> Ron G. Wallace, PhD, CIH

> Biological Safety Officer / Industrial Hygienist

> Office of Research Safety, MC 3930

> University of Connecticut Health Center

> 263 Farmington Avenue

> Farmington,  CT  06030-3930

> Tel: (860) 679 2723

> FAX: (860) 679 3826

> rwallace@adp.uchc.edu

>

>   ------------------------------------------------------------------------

>                             Name: Ad5E1E3del.doc

>                             Type: WINWORD File (application/msword)

>    Ad5E1E3del.doc       Encoding: base64

>                      Description: Ad5E1E3del.doc

>                  Download Status: Not downloaded with message

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 27 Oct 2003 16:32:42 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Wallace,Ronald" <Rwallace@ADP.UCHC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Repllication Incompetant Adenovirus

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I agree with you, though in Chap 28 of Disinfection, Sterilization and

Preservation by Seymour Block, PhD, 5th Ed. there's table 28.2 that

gives 200ppm Na hypochlorite with a killing time of 10 minutes for

inactivation of Ad2. But what worker will wait 10 minutes? Barring other

considerations, I would go with 10%.

If the attachment didn't work on my other message the website is

http://qbiogene.com/literature/faq/faq-adeasy.shtml.

Ron Wallace,

UConn Health Center

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of LAMBERT, Margy

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 4:05 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Repllication Incompetant Adenovirus

See the NCI-Frederick Safetygram

(http://web.ncifcrf.gov/Campus/safety/safetygram/ism-193.pdf).  It also

gives info on handling animals infected with adenovirus or adenoviral

vectors.  The only quibble I have with this source is the bleach

concentration recommended for disinfection.  Since adenovirus is

somewhat

resistant to disinfection with bleach, 10% bleach (final concentration)

is

often recommended.

Margy Lambert, Ph.D.

University of Wisconsin-Madison

Office of Biological Safety

30 N. Murray St.

Madison, WI 53715-1227

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Wendeler [mailto:wendeler@INCYTE.COM]

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 2:54 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Repllication Incompetant Adenovirus

I've also heard that replication incompetent adenovirus can cause eye

damage.  Does anyone know of  reference for this?

Mike Wendeler

Incyte Corp.

Wilmington, DE

"Wallace,Ronald" wrote:

> Hello,

>

> I'm in the midst of an onslaught of Ad5delE1,E3 work also. I found the

thoughts in the following information I found on the  web useful.

>

>  <<Ad5E1E3del.doc>>

> Towson University (Handbook for Investigators using Recombinant DNA in

Research Revised February 2002), UCSD (Biosafety Manual) and Duke U (IBC

manual, I think) all had some information in their Biosafety Manuals or

IBC

manuals.

>

> One thing I've run across in my reading (especially in biosafety

manuals)

is that replication incompetent Adenoviruses are a hazard to the eyes -

that

they can cause damage. I've also run across information about a gene

tranfer

experiment where replication incompetent adenovirus was administered to

the

eye. Evidently some strains can do damage to the

> eye (pink eye and worse), but if your replication incompetent virus is

not

one of those strains.... Does any one know of an actual case of this

happening? One of my Microbiologist PI's wants to know. I have been

adding

this precaution (eye PPE) in my safety protocols, but I would like to

know

where this came from, if possible.

>

> Thanks,

>

> Ron G. Wallace, PhD, CIH

> Biological Safety Officer / Industrial Hygienist

> Office of Research Safety, MC 3930

> University of Connecticut Health Center

> 263 Farmington Avenue

> Farmington,  CT  06030-3930

> Tel: (860) 679 2723

> FAX: (860) 679 3826

> rwallace@adp.uchc.edu

>

>  

------------------------------------------------------------------------

>                             Name: Ad5E1E3del.doc

>                             Type: WINWORD File (application/msword)

>    Ad5E1E3del.doc       Encoding: base64

>                      Description: Ad5E1E3del.doc

>                  Download Status: Not downloaded with message

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 27 Oct 2003 16:51:36 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Repllication Incompetant Adenovirus

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Ron: Check out "Control of Communicable Diseases Manual", 17th edition,

pages 122-124: Adenoviruses 8,19,and 37 are the common serotypes,

although more severe disease is associated with types-8,5,and 19, with 5

being used as a common vector.

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Wallace,Ronald [mailto:Rwallace@ADP.UCHC.EDU]

Sent: Monday, October 27, 2003 1:34 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Repllication Incompetant Adenovirus

Hello,

I'm in the midst of an onslaught of Ad5delE1,E3 work also. I found the

thoughts in the following information I found on the  web useful.

 <<Ad5E1E3del.doc>>

Towson University (Handbook for Investigators using Recombinant DNA in

Research Revised February 2002), UCSD (Biosafety Manual) and Duke U (IBC

manual, I think) all had some information in their Biosafety Manuals or

IBC manuals.

One thing I've run across in my reading (especially in biosafety

manuals) is that replication incompetent Adenoviruses are a hazard to

the eyes - that they can cause damage. I've also run across information

about a gene tranfer experiment where replication incompetent adenovirus

was administered to the eye. Evidently some strains can do damage to the

eye (pink eye and worse), but if your replication incompetent virus is

not one of those strains.... Does any one know of an actual case of this

happening? One of my Microbiologist PI's wants to know. I have been

adding this precaution (eye PPE) in my safety protocols, but I would

like to know where this came from, if possible.

Thanks,

Ron G. Wallace, PhD, CIH

Biological Safety Officer / Industrial Hygienist

Office of Research Safety, MC 3930

University of Connecticut Health Center

263 Farmington Avenue

Farmington,  CT  06030-3930

Tel: (860) 679 2723

FAX: (860) 679 3826

rwallace@adp.uchc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 28 Oct 2003 09:29:37 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Finucane, Marcia" <mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU>

Subject:      BSL signage

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C39D5F.EA4707D0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C39D5F.EA4707D0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----_=_NextPart_002_01C39D5F.EA4707D0"

------_=_NextPart_002_01C39D5F.EA4707D0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi Phil

It was good to see you again at ABSA.  I am attempting to come up with

signs for my transgenic plant facilities.

People don't want to use "biohazard" because they associate that with

"hazard to humans", they don't want to say anything about transgenic

plants (red flag to activists), but the plant researchers (and

administrators) want something for plants.

I have worked with the signs you sent out several months ago but can't

change the background of the symbol (they want green).  Could you send

me just the black symbol, with no background, so I an insert it into a

green box?  I am trying to avoid installing photo shop, etc. on my

computer for the time being.  I attach what I have so far, FYI.

Sincerely,

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 28 Oct 2003 09:42:46 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL signage

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/mixed; boundary="Boundary_(ID_ZewDWY8fVQO2BjA3KbHsOw)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_ZewDWY8fVQO2BjA3KbHsOw)

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

 boundary="Boundary_(ID_47MvQgWO/a3v+SXJWaunXQ)"

--Boundary_(ID_47MvQgWO/a3v+SXJWaunXQ)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

    See if this will work for you...probably can get some one to clean

it up a little more!

    Phil

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Finucane, Marcia [mailto:mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU]

        Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 9:30 AM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: BSL signage

        Hi Phil

        It was good to see you again at ABSA.  I am attempting to come

up with signs for my transgenic plant facilities.

        People don't want to use "biohazard" because they associate that

with "hazard to humans", they don't want to say anything about

transgenic plants (red flag to activists), but the plant researchers

(and administrators) want something for plants.

        I have worked with the signs you sent out several months ago but

can't change the background of the symbol (they want green).  Could you

send me just the black symbol, with no background, so I an insert it

into a green box?  I am trying to avoid installing photo shop, etc. on

my computer for the time being.  I attach what I have so far, FYI.

        Sincerely,

        Marcia Finucane

        Biological Safety Officer

        Environmental Health and Safety

        University of Kentucky

        252 E. Maxwell St.

        Lexington, KY  40506-0314

        Office Phone: 859-257-1049

        Fax: 859-257-8787

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 28 Oct 2003 12:01:43 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      Job Description for BSL3 Facility Director

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C39D75.29F28540"

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_01C39D75.29F28540

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I've been asked to help put together a job description for a facility

director for our BSL3 facility so guess who I've turned to for help?!. 

Does

anyone have a dedicated facility director for a BSL3 lab and a job

description to share?  Our person will be responsible for the day to

day

operations of our BSL3 and will probably report to the BSO.  I think

we're

looking for someone with an advanced understanding of the science but

more

of an understanding of the facility design features and equipment

operations.  Also, this position will be consideredBD time - this

person may

have other responsibilities as well.  Any thoughts on that?

E-mail to me privately or post to the Listserve.  You never know - the

information might be useful to someone else, too.

Thanks,

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 28 Oct 2003 11:03:10 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         david.lumby@ABBOTT.COM

Subject:      Job Opening - Lab EHS professional

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 005DC4C986256DCD_="

This is a multipart message in MIME format.

--=_alternative 005DC4C986256DCD_=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

 There is a Sr. EHS Specialist opening in the Diagnostics Division of

Abbott Laboratories for an experiences Lab EH&S professional.

The position is located at Abbott Park, IL which is approximately 40 miles

north of Downtown Chicago.

Laboratory EHS experience is expected.  CIH/CSP or other relevant

certifications are desirable.  Experience in medical diagnostics, medical

devices, pharmacueticals or biotech a plus.

For more information, please visit www.abbott.com, click on careers, and

click on job search.  Type the job id, 18030BR , in the keyword field.

All applications must be made through the website, but I would be willing

to forward any resumes to the hiring manager if you forward them to me.

Please excuse any cross-postings.

Dave

David Lumby, CIH, CSP

david.lumby@abbott.com

Abbott Diagnostics EH&S

200 Abbott Park Road

Dept 03A4, AP30

Abbott Park, IL  60064-6154

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 28 Oct 2003 11:18:12 -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:      Clostridium difficile and Clostridium perfringens Animal Facility

              Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0017_01C39D45.2CAC4EE0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0017_01C39D45.2CAC4EE0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

  Dear Listservers:

  I am interested in what your respective institutions require for

animal holding areas where Clostridium difficile and Clostridium

perfringens will be used to inoculate piglets. Also, if you have SOP's

for animal handling personnel who might be involved in such experiments,

I would greatly appreciate it. It was good to see the gang in the Philly

a few weeks ago. Much thanks.

  Yours in safety,

  Mark J. Grushka, M.S., CSP

  Biosafety Officer

  University of Arizona

  Office of the Vice President for Research and Graduate Studies

  1230 North Park, #205

  P.O. Box 210420

  Tucson, Arizona 85721-0420

  (520) 621-5279 office

  (520) 621-6159 fax

  mgrushka@u.arizona.edu

  http://www.ibc.arizona.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 28 Oct 2003 10:29:32 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hofherr, Leslie" <leslie@FACNET.UCLA.EDU>

Subject:      PPE and Sheep

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I have a question about PPE worn into a facility housing pregnant sheep or lambs. At your institution or company what PPE do you require for entry into an animal room housing pregnant sheep? What PPE is required for entry into an animal room housing lambs?

Thanks,

Leslie Hofherr

UCLA Biosafety

310-206-3929 phone

leslie@admin.ucla.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 28 Oct 2003 14:09:37 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         EKrisiunas@AOL.COM

Subject:      Fwd: Cases of HIV infection and AIDS in the United States, 2002

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="part1_137.26da0e93.2cd018f1_boundary"

--part1_137.26da0e93.2cd018f1_boundary

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="part1_137.26da0e93.2cd018f1_alt_boundary"

--part1_137.26da0e93.2cd018f1_alt_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

In a message dated 10/28/2003 2:06:50 PM Eastern Standard Time,

hivlstserv@cdc.gov writes:

>

>

> "Cases of HIV infection and AIDS in the United States, 2002", HIV/AIDS

> Surveillance Report, Volume 14, is now available at <A HREF="http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/stats/hasr1402.htm">

> http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/stats/hasr1402.htm</A>. A PDF version is available at <A HREF="http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/stats/hasr1402/2002SurveillanceReport.pdf">

> http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/stats/hasr1402/2002SurveillanceReport.pdf</A>.

>

>

> -----------------------------------------------------------------

> The HIV-HASR  Listserv will not allow subscribers

> to post  messages to the list. If you have any

> questions or problems, please address them to:

>

> HIV-HASR-request@LISTSERV.CDC.GOV

>

> TO UNSUBSCRIBE (be removed from the list):

>   Send  a message  to:

>       listserv@listserv.cdc.gov

>

>   The text  of the  message should read:

>       signoff HIV-HASR

>

> -----------------------------------------------------------------

>

> CDC HIV/AIDS Listserv Manager

> Centers for Disease Control &Prevention

> National Center for HIV, STD &TB Prevention

> Divisions of HIV/AIDS Prevention

> <A HREF="http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/dhap.htm">http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/dhap.htm</A>

> Technical Information &Communications Branch

> hivlstserv@cdc.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 28 Oct 2003 11:34:39 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <funk20@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Fwd: Cases of HIV infection and AIDS in the United States,

              2002

In-Reply-To:  <137.26da0e93.2cd018f1@aol.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="============_-1144752815==_ma============"

--============_-1144752815==_ma============

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Ed -

Have you (or has anyone) run across the 2002 table of HIV incidence

in health care workers yet?

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

IH/Biosafety Specialist

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

====================================

>In a message dated 10/28/2003 2:06:50 PM Eastern Standard Time,

>hivlstserv@cdc.gov writes:

>

>>

>>

>>"Cases of HIV infection and AIDS in the United States, 2002",

>>HIV/AIDS Surveillance Report, Volume 14, is now available at

>><http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/stats/hasr1402.htm>http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/stats/hasr1402.htm.

>>A PDF version is available at

>><http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/stats/hasr1402/2002SurveillanceReport.pdf>http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/stats/hasr1402/2002SurveillanceReport.pdf.

>>

>>

>>-----------------------------------------------------------------

>>The HIV-HASR  Listserv will not allow subscribers

>>to post  messages to the list. If you have any

>>questions or problems, please address them to:

>>

>>HIV-HASR-request@LISTSERV.CDC.GOV

>>

>>TO UNSUBSCRIBE (be removed from the list):

>>   Send  a message  to:

>>       listserv@listserv.cdc.gov

>>

>>   The text  of the  message should read:

>>       signoff HIV-HASR

>>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 28 Oct 2003 14:36:22 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Liz Rohonczy <rohonczyl@INSPECTION.GC.CA>

Subject:      Re: PPE and Sheep

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

The following website is for the Guidelines for Biomedical Facilities

using                             Sheep as Research Animals.

http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/pphb-dgspsp/ols-bsl/animres_e.html

Elizabeth Rohonczy D.V.M.

Biocontainment and Safety Services

Animal Disease Research Institute/Centre for Plant Quarantine Pests

3851 Fallowfield Road, Nepean

Ontario, Canada    K2H 8P9

(613) 228-6698  

>>> leslie@FACNET.UCLA.EDU 2003/10/28 13:29:32 >>>

I have a question about PPE worn into a facility housing pregnant sheep or

lambs. At your institution or company what PPE do you require for entry

into an animal room housing pregnant sheep? What PPE is required for entry

into an animal room housing lambs?

Thanks,

Leslie Hofherr

UCLA Biosafety

310-206-3929 phone

leslie@admin.ucla.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 28 Oct 2003 15:41:06 -0500

Reply-To:     harriet@ehrs.upenn.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Harriet Izenberg <harriet@EHRS.UPENN.EDU>

Subject:      Position available

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit

Biosafety Officer

University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, PA

Salary: Commensurate with experience

Date Available: Immediately

Education/Experience/Requirements:

Penn's Office of Environmental Health and Radiation Safety (EHRS) is seeking

a qualified candidate to join its expanding biosafety group. The individual

will work under the general direction of the Institutional Biosafety Officer

and assist in the development and implementation of the University's

Biological Safety Program. He/she will be responsible to:

  Advise faculty, staff and students regarding biological safety issues.

  Review research protocols in support of the University's IACUC, IBC and

IRB.

  Participate in the management of the EHRS Select Agent program.

  Conduct laboratory safety audits, make recommendations and write reports.

  Develop and present biological safety training; participate in other EHRS

educational efforts.

  Review plans for new laboratory building construction and renovations of

existing facilities.

  Participate in interpreting federal and local regulations and guidelines

(i.e., CDC, NIH, USDA, PADEP); assist investigators with interpretation;

monitor compliance.

   Interact with University legal and community relations personnel as well

as outside public health and other government officials, as needed.

  Respond (on call) to incidents and emergencies involving biohazards.

Provide support to EHRS emergency response team.

Bachelor's Degree in Science required; M.S. preferred; 3-5 years experience

in biological safety, preferably at an academic institution. Strong

background in medical microbiology/molecular biology is essential.

Professional biosafety certification or eligibility a plus.

Must possess excellent verbal and written communication skills; be computer

literate; be able to move about freely and carry up to 30 pounds; must be

able to wear respiratory protection, including SCBA's and have a valid

drivers license.

For more information about the position, contact Harriet Izenberg

(harriet@ehrs.upenn.edu). To apply for the position, email

(tina@ehrs.upenn.edu) or fax (215-898-0140) a cover letter explaining your

interest and capabilities, along with a resume or CV, to Christine Belden,

EHRS Business Manager.

Harriet Izenberg, RBP

Institutional Biosafety Officer

EHRS/UPENN

3160 Chestnut Street, Suite 400

Phila., Pa 19104-6287

215.898.6236

215.898.0140 (FAX)

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 28 Oct 2003 16:49:00 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sue Pedrick <spedric@CLEMSON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: PPE and Sheep

In-Reply-To:  <A7A1CFB5C577D511B5C300508BF2C67504E0C435@mail.facnet.ucla. edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_30305921==.ALT"

--=====================_30305921==.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Excellent Canadian website, if you haven't already checked it:

http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/pphb-dgspsp/ols-bsl/animres_e.html

At 10:29 AM 10/28/2003 -0800, you wrote:

>I have a question about PPE worn into a facility housing pregnant sheep or

>lambs. At your institution or company what PPE do you require for entry

>into an animal room housing pregnant sheep? What PPE is required for entry

>into an animal room housing lambs?

>

>Thanks,

>Leslie Hofherr

>UCLA Biosafety

>310-206-3929 phone

>leslie@admin.ucla.edu

Sue Pedrick, RN, COHN-S

Occupational Health Nurse/Lecturer

101 Edwards Hall

Clemson, SC  29634-0742

Office: (864) 656-5529/656-3076

Pager (864) 460-7728

Fax: (864) 656-7694

Email: spedric@clemson.edu
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Date:         Tue, 28 Oct 2003 17:14:45 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: PPE and Sheep
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Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Because of the danger of exposure to Coxiella burntetti, an ensemble

similar to TB precautions is in order...impervious gown or back-closing

coat, N-95 (or greater) respirator and good nitrile gloves, hair bonnets

and shoe covers. This stinker can survive dry and in dusts a long time,

so good aerosol control measures are in order. It may sound like

overkill. But at another place I worked two people became positve

serologically, without coming down with more than a cold...and they were

recent infections from the type of antibody detected. Can't be too

careful!!

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Hofherr, Leslie [mailto:leslie@FACNET.UCLA.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, October 28, 2003 1:30 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: PPE and Sheep

I have a question about PPE worn into a facility housing pregnant sheep

or lambs. At your institution or company what PPE do you require for

entry into an animal room housing pregnant sheep? What PPE is required

for entry into an animal room housing lambs?

Thanks,

Leslie Hofherr

UCLA Biosafety

310-206-3929 phone

leslie@admin.ucla.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 29 Oct 2003 11:25:17 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Daw, Benton" <DAWB@MAIL.ECU.EDU>

Subject:      Training

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I was recently hired as a BioSafety Officer in Greenville NC.  Does anyone

know of any training conferences or sessions that are available on the east

coast.

Thanks

Benton

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 29 Oct 2003 12:14:38 -0500

Reply-To:     Ray Hackney <ray_hackney@unc.edu>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ray Hackney <ray_hackney@UNC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Training
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Benton,

A two and a half day course in basic biosafety, is offered as part of the

24th Annual Occupational Safety and Health Winter Institute in Tampa,

Florida,  January 28-30, 2004. The course is entitled "Biosafety for Safety

and Health Professionals".  More information and registration can be found

at:

http://www.sph.unc.edu/osherc/ce/courses/biosafety.htm

The course is designed to be a basic course.  We cover basic information in

the following areas:  microbiology, disease transmission and emerging

pathogens, occupationally acquired infections, bloodborne pathogens, control

of occupationally acquired TB, biosafety levels 1 - 4, biological safety

cabinets, disinfection and decontamination, shipment of infectious agents,

recombinant DNA, environmental sampling for microorganisms, bioterrorism and

select agents.  I try to present basic information and direct participants

to resources that will provide more in-depth information.  Participants will

received a copy of the ASM publication Biological Safety Principles and

Practices.

The course is also offered in Norfolk, VA, in July 21-23, 2004

Ray

Raymond W. Hackney, Jr. , DrPH, CIH, CBSP

Industrial Hygiene Manager

Dept. of Environment Health and Safety

212 Finley Golf Course Rd.

University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill

Chapel Hill, NC   27517

(919) 962-5712

(919) 962-0227  (fax)

----- Original Message -----

From: "Daw, Benton" <DAWB@MAIL.ECU.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 11:25 AM

Subject: Training

> I was recently hired as a BioSafety Officer in Greenville NC.  Does anyone

> know of any training conferences or sessions that are available on the

east

> coast.

>

> Thanks

>

> Benton

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 29 Oct 2003 10:02:07 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barber, David L." <dbarber@DOEAL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Training

MIME-Version: 1.0
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ABSA website lists a number of courses. The latest one was at Philadephia.

Great course!

-----Original Message-----

From: Daw, Benton [mailto:DAWB@MAIL.ECU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 9:25 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Training

I was recently hired as a BioSafety Officer in Greenville NC.  Does anyone

know of any training conferences or sessions that are available on the east

coast.

Thanks

Benton

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 29 Oct 2003 12:24:57 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Ragland, Clyde" <cragland@TIGR.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Training
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From Benton Daw:

I was recently hired as a BioSafety Officer in Greenville NC.  Does anyone

know of any training conferences or sessions that are available on the east

coast.

Thanks

Benton

*************************************

April, 2004 in Baltimore (see below).

Clyde

R. Clyde Ragland, PE

Environmental Health & Safety Manager

The Institute for Genomic Research (TIGR)

9712 Medical Center Drive

Rockville, MD 20850

301-838-3518

301-838-0208(fax)

clyde.ragland@tigr.org

http://www.tigr.org

-----Original Message-----

From: Gilpin, Richard [mailto:rgilpin@EHS.UMARYLAND.EDU]

Sent: Friday, June 20, 2003 12:26 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Control of Biohazards Course - April 26th - April 30th 2004

It's a rain-filled Friday June 20, 2003 day in Baltimore and the outside

temperature is 63 degrees...

There are 60 spots left for the 25th annual version of the traditional

Control of Biohazards Course - April 26th through April 30th 2004 at the

Admiral Fell Inn, Baltimore, Maryland.

Once again, Dr. Gene Rosenthal, Biotechnology Program Advisor, NIH Office of

Biotechnology Activities may attend the Wednesday April 28 lunch and

afternoon recombinant DNA course session to answer questions about the NIH

Guidelines, IBC's, OBA, etc. OBA would like the course attendees to

understand that "OBA is not sanctioning, sponsoring or endorsing this

course".

For those of you that need Category 1 credits for the National Registry of

Microbiologists (NRM) Specialist Microbiologist in Biological Safety

Microbiology, the American College of Microbiology, American Society for

Microbiology has approved the Control of Biohazards Course for 32.5 hours of

Category 1 educational activity for NRM recertification

http://www.asmusa.org/acasrc/pdfs/NRMRecertification.pdf

The official website <http://www.controlofbiohazards.com> has course

information, attendee details, course subject areas, course registration

form, Admiral Fell Inn hotel registration form, who should attend, course

director information, and hot bioterrorism links.

We look forward to seeing you...

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Phone:(410) 961-6638

<mailto:biosafety@controlofbiohazards.com>

http://www.controlofbiohazards.com

and

Byron S. Tepper, Ph.D., CSP, CBSP

Phone: (410) 828-6330

Fax: (410) 828-6331

Email: btepper@comcast.net <mailto:btepper@comcast.net>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 29 Oct 2003 12:47:07 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stefan Wagener <Stefan_Wagener@HC-SC.GC.CA>

Subject:      2nd International High Containment Workshop
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It's happening again!

For the second time, the Canadian Science Centre for Human and Animal

Health (CSCHAH) together with Health Canada's Office of Laboratory Secu=

rity

and the Canadian Food Inspection Agency's Biocontainment and Facility

Services Division is offering the International High Containment Worksh=

op.

This course is the only course world-wide that offers direct hands-on

training for everyone concerned about BSL 3 and/or BSL 4. Course

participation is limited to allow for a unique hands-on learning experi=

ence

and those participating will have the opportunity to work within one of=

 the

best Level 3 and Level 4 facilities in the world.

For more information and to apply, please go to:

                          http://www.biosafety.ca

Important: Application deadline is November 14, 2003

May 17 - 21, 2004

Five day hands-on training in practical aspects of level 3 and level 4

biocontainment. Learn how to:

      Verify the physical integrity of high containment laboratories

      Decontaminate large rooms and areas

      Test level 4 personal protective equipment

      Establish performance of primary containment devices

      Monitor waste treatment systems

Presented by the Centres for Applied Biosafety and Research:

Office of Biosafety and Environment, Canadian Science Centre for Human

and

Animal Health, Biocontainment and Facility Services Division, Canadian

Food

Inspection Agency, Office of Laboratory Security, Health Canada.

Course Background:

The CSCHAH is a state-of-the-art laboratory complex jointly operated by=

Health Canada and the Canadian Food Inspection Agency (CFIA). The facil=

ity

includes Level 2 and 3 laboratories, along with Canada 's only Level 4

laboratories. The Centre is the first facility in the world designed wi=

th

high containment laboratories for both human and animal health research=

.

In 2001, the Office of Biosafety and Environment was established with a=

goal of developing a comprehensive training program in biosafety, utili=

zing

the CSCHAH infrastructure. The "International High Containment Biosafet=

y

Workshop" is part of this training initiative and will be held annually=

 at

the Centre. The first course was held in May 2003. This event is

co-organized by Health Canada and the Canadian Food Inspection Agency a=

s

part of the Centre for Applied Biosafety and Research.

The workshop is specifically designed to address the increasing need of=

biosafety professionals, facility operators and managers for advanced

hands-on training in important aspects of biocontainment. Participants

will

learn and actually perform important procedures and techniques as they

relate to Level 3 and 4 containment laboratories.

The main focus of this unique workshop is hands-on learning approach. A=

team of 2-3 participants will work with an instructor accomplishing dai=

ly

activities, supplemented by lectures. All activities will take place in=

special containment and facility support areas at the CSCHAH. The pract=

ical

learning experience will be enhanced through the lectures and in depth

discussions with the instructors.

In order to secure a high level of one-on-one learning, participation i=

n

the workshop will be limited.

Proposed topics for the workshop:

Integrity of containment laboratories:

      Verification of directional airflow (smoke testing procedures)

      Verification of containment barrier (pressure decay tests)

      Control and balance of airflow (fail-safe operation)

Decontamination of areas:

      Large scale decontamination of laboratories (formaldehyde fumigat=

ion,

      VHP application)

      Biological assessment/validation

Integrity of primary containment devices:

      Biological safety cabinets in high containment

      HEPA filters (bag-in and bag-out procedures, decontamination,

      testing)

Personal protective equipment:

      Level 4 positive pressure suits

      Respiratory protection (qualitative and quantitative testing)

Material and waste treatment:

      Verification of decontamination (Alkaline digester, liquid waste

      pressure vessels)

      Irradiation of samples

=

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 29 Oct 2003 14:46:14 -0500

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:      Fwd: FW: Article on Select Agent Rule in The Scientist

Mime-Version: 1.0
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

fyi.. Janet Shoemake at American Society of Micobiology just send this

link to me-- article is in today's The Scientist... Cheri

>>> "Shoemaker, Janet" <JSHOEMAKER@asmusa.org> 10/29/2003 2:22:28 PM

>>>

 http://www.biomedcentral.com/news/20031029/04

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 29 Oct 2003 16:03:42 -0500

Reply-To:     pr18@columbia.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

Organization: EH&S, CUHSD, Box 8

Subject:      DEA controlled substances

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------CCF068D1212E9DE9DC864A89"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------CCF068D1212E9DE9DC864A89

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Can anyone a reference on storage specifics for controlled substances.

That is, is a specific type of safe or one with a specific approval

needed? Does the locked safe need to be with in a locked cabinet? etc.

Thank you,

Paul Rubock

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 29 Oct 2003 16:12:31 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: DEA controlled substances
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You should be able to find an answer here:

http://www.deadiversion.usdoj.gov/21cfr/cfr/index.html

Regards,

Barry D. Cohen, MPH, CBSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

700 Main Street  (E-216)

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4014

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

paul rubock wrote:

> Can anyone a reference on storage specifics for controlled substances.

> That is, is a specific type of safe or one with a specific approval

> needed? Does the locked safe need to be with in a locked cabinet? etc.

>

> Thank you,

>

> Paul Rubock

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 29 Oct 2003 16:14:20 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tina Charbonneau <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

Subject:      Infectious agent vs diagnostic specimen
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 We routinely send out samples of  various agents ( cells, media etc) to

be  MAP tested before they can be used in vivo in mouse studies.  

Would these samples then be considered diagnostic and based upon the

shipping regs sent out as such?  

Thanks in advance,

Tina

PS... enjoyed meeting many of you  in Philadelphia.     You are all a

wealth of experience and  knowledge!

Tina Charbonneau,

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

154 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12980

518-891-3080 x372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 29 Oct 2003 15:37:14 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Julie A [EH&S]" <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: link for Iowa State University shipping information pamphlet

              for Veterinary Diagnostic lab customers

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C39E64.D16ABFCD"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C39E64.D16ABFCD

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Here is the link I promised awhile ago:

http://www.ehs.iastate.edu/publications/factsheets/iavetbulletin.pdf

-----Original Message-----

From: Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.edu [mailto:Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.edu]

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 2:22 PM

To: jajohns@iastate.edu

Subject: receiving pamphlet

Re your message to the listserve on the pamphlet for your Vet Med lab

and incoming materials-

I have tried to look for this on your website a couple of times.  Am I

missing something or has it not been posted?

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:      303-315-8026
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Date:         Wed, 29 Oct 2003 17:28:51 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Gerry Griffin <griffg01@MED.NYU.EDU>

Subject:      Urethane anesthetic use

MIME-version: 1.0
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              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_004D_01C39E42.1EB19310"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_004D_01C39E42.1EB19310

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Please forgive this somewhat offtopic question.  Any experience or

advice on what the appropriate precautions are for using urethane

anesthetic.  Researcher has a legitimate need to use urethane (6-8 hr

non-survival surgery in rats).  Because it is a carcinogen and

teratogen, every reference suggests appropriate precautions. The

urethane will be reconstituted in a fumehood and placed in stoppered

anesthetic vials and then injected IV.  But the injection and surgery

itself is on a special table w/ microscope and can not happen in a

fumehood.  Does anyone know if there's a risk of offgasing of the

injected urethane - cranium will be open.  Please feel free to contact

me offline.  Thanks,

Gerry Griffin

Environmental Services

NYU Medical Center

Gerry.griffin@med.nyu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 29 Oct 2003 17:33:35 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Joseph H. Coggin, Jr. Ph.D., Professor"

              <jcoggin@JAGUAR1.USOUTHAL.EDU>

Organization: Department of Microbiology & Immunology,

              University of South Alabama, College of Medicine, Mobile,

              AL 36688   Phone (251) 460-6314; Fax  (251) 460-7269

Subject:      Re: Training

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Benton;  Call me about a new computer based OSHA compliant BBP training

program I wrote that may be of some use to you.

Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D.

Professor and Chair, M&I and Professor of Pathology

RBP,CBSP ABSA

(251) 460-6314

Daw, Benton wrote:

>I was recently hired as a BioSafety Officer in Greenville NC.  Does anyone

>know of any training conferences or sessions that are available on the east

>coast.

>

>Thanks

>

>Benton

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 30 Oct 2003 08:10:57 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andy Glode <andy.glode@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Infectious agent vs diagnostic specimen

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Tina, it seems that this type of shipment fits well with the definition of

diagnostic specimen according to IATA/ICAO. The fact that there might be

pathogens in the shipments and you are sending them for pathogen testing

does not preclude them from the diagnostic classification. In this case, you

would only be restricted from using the diagnostic classification if you

think your shipment contains a Risk Group 4 pathogen.

Andy Glode

University of New Hampshire

-----Original Message-----

From: Tina Charbonneau [mailto:tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG]

Sent: Wednesday, October 29, 2003 4:14 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Infectious agent vs diagnostic specimen

 We routinely send out samples of  various agents ( cells, media etc) to be

MAP tested before they can be used in vivo in mouse studies.

Would these samples then be considered diagnostic and based upon the

shipping regs sent out as such?

Thanks in advance,

Tina

PS... enjoyed meeting many of you  in Philadelphia.     You are all a wealth

of experience and  knowledge!

Tina Charbonneau,

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

154 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12980

518-891-3080 x372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org
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Date:         Thu, 30 Oct 2003 09:46:17 -0500

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: FW: select agent article- today's Chronicle of HE
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FYI...There is also an article in Washington Fax

>                     Researchers May Continue to Work on

>                     Biological Agents Past November

>                     Deadline, Agency Says

>

>                     By ANNE MARIE BORREGO

>

>                                                    Washington

>

>                     Researchers who have sought permission to handle

>                     deadly biological agents, pathogens and toxins on

>                     the federal government's "select agent" list but

have

>                     yet to receive approval may continue to work past a

>                     November 12 deadline, as long as their paperwork

>                     has been filed, the Centers for Disease Control and

>                     Prevention said on Wednesday.

>

>                     Scientists and anyone else who could come into

>                     contact with any of 60 deadly bacteria, viruses or

>                     toxins on the list were supposed to register in

April

>                     with the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and

>                     subsequently undergo background checks, under

>                     the Public Health Security and Bioterrorism

>                     Preparedness and Response Act of 2002. That law

>                     affects more than 800 laboratories, including some

>                     at universities, where researchers are conducting

>                     federally financed experiments -- on anthrax, Ebola,

>                     monkeypox, and ricin, for example -- that are

>                     designed to aid the war on terrorism.

>

>                     Under regulations carrying out that law, the FBI was

>                     then supposed to send approvals or rejections to

>                     either the CDC or the U.S. Department of

>                     Agriculture, another federal agency regulating

access

>                     to the agents. But the FBI has a backlog, said

>                     Monte D. McKee, director of the FBI division that

>                     is conducting the checks, and many of the 8,000

>                     applications it has received were late or incomplete.=

>

>                     Several organizations, including the American

>                     Society for Microbiology, the Association of

>                     American Universities, the Council on Government

>                     Relations, and the National Association of State

>                     Universities and Land-Grant Colleges, sent letters

to

>                     both the Department of Agriculture and the

>                     Department of Health and Human Services, urging

>                     them to allow researchers to continue their work

>                     past the deadline, as long as their paperwork was in

>                     order.

>

>                     Many researchers had expressed concern that they

>                     could no longer conduct experiments without

>                     running afoul of the law. Peter A. Reinhardt,

director

>                     of health and safety at the University of North

>                     Carolina at Chapel Hill, said his institution had

>                     received approvals for less than 50 percent of the

>                     people who had sought permission to work with the

>                     deadly agents, pathogens and toxins.

>

>                     University officials who have not yet received

>                     approval for some of their researchers should check

>                     with the appropriate agency or the FBI for more

>                     information on the status of their background

>                     checks, said Von Roebuck, a spokesman for the

>                     CDC.

>

>

>                     Background articles from The Chronicle: >

>

>                          Regulatory Overkill? Universities Fear That

>                          Congress Is Asking for Too Much in

>                          Regulating Work on Dangerous Substances

>                          (1/31/2003)

>

>                          Congress Passes Bioterrorism Bill (6/7/2002)

>

>                          Laboratories Face Crackdown in Wake of

>                          Anthrax Scare (11/16/2001)

>

>

>

>                          Easy-to-print version

>

>

>                                            E-mail this story

>

>

>

>

>

>

>

>                                                               Bush

nominee for

>                                                               education-s=

tatistics

>                                                               post is

challenged

>                                                               over

objectivity of

>                                                               his

research

>

>                                                               Yale will

cut

>                                                               hundreds

of jobs to

>                                                               close

projected
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FYI....  Good news for all of us!

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

This article is available online at this address:

http://chronicle.com/daily/2003/10/2003103003n.htm

              - The text of the article is below -
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  Thursday, October 30, 2003

  Researchers May Continue to Work on Biological Agents Past

  November Deadline, Agency Says

  By ANNE MARIE BORREGO

  Researchers who have sought permission to handle deadly

  biological agents, pathogens, and toxins on the federal

  government's "select agent" list but have yet to receive

  approval may continue to work past a November 12 deadline, as

  long as their paperwork has been filed, the Centers for

  Disease Control and Prevention said on Wednesday.

  Scientists and anyone else who could come into contact with

  any of 60 deadly bacteria, viruses, or toxins on the list were

  supposed to register in April with the Federal Bureau of

  Investigation, and subsequently undergo background checks,

  under the Public Health Security and Bioterrorism Preparedness

  and Response Act of 2002. That law affects more than 800

  laboratories, including some at universities, where

  researchers are conducting federally financed experiments --

  on anthrax, Ebola, monkeypox, and ricin, for example -- that

  are designed to aid the war on terrorism.

  Under regulations carrying out that law, the FBI was then

  supposed to send approvals or rejections to either the CDC or

  the U.S. Department of Agriculture, another federal agency

  regulating access to the agents. But the FBI has a backlog,

  said Monte D. McKee, director of the FBI division that is

  conducting the checks, and many of the 8,000 applications it

  has received were late or incomplete.

  Several organizations, including the American Society for

  Microbiology, the Association of American Universities, the

  Council on Government Relations, and the National Association

  of State Universities and Land-Grant Colleges, sent letters to

  both the Department of Agriculture and the Department of

  Health and Human Services, urging them to allow researchers to

  continue their work past the deadline, as long as their

  paperwork was in order.

  Many researchers had expressed concern that they could no

  longer conduct experiments without running afoul of the law.

  Peter A. Reinhardt, director of health and safety at the

  University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, said his

  institution had received approvals for less than 50 percent of

  the people who had sought permission to work with the deadly

  agents, pathogens, and toxins.

  University officials who have not yet received approval for

  some of their researchers should check with the appropriate

  agency or the FBI for more information on the status of their

  background checks, said Von Roebuck, a spokesman for the CDC.
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I'd like to hear from anyone familiar with Mott fume hoods.  We are

looking at them in addition to the models we are familiar with, for lots

of new construction over the coming years.  I'd appreciate direct

responses, instead of tying up the listserve.

Therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:      303-315-8026
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I have a question regarding instrumentation in BL-3 laboratories, and I

would appreciate input from others who have already addressed this

situation. When an instrument or computer needs to be removed from the

lab, what is the best method of decontamination? In cases where the

instrument will be disposed of, formaldehyde decon is not a problem. But

if an instrument or computer needs service or has a useful purpose outside

the BL-3 setting, how can it best be decontaminated without damaging it? I

welcome your collective experience.    Thanks

Brian A. Waters

Director of Facilities

Trudeau Institute

154 Algonquin Ave.

Saranac Lake, NY 12983

bwaters@trudeauinstitute.org

www.trudeauinstitute.org

(518) 891-3080 voice

(518) 891-5126 fax
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I would also be interested in response to this question.

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL-Lafayette, NIRC

  -----Original Message-----

  From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Brian Waters

  Sent: Thursday, October 30, 2003 11:07 AM

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Subject: BL-3 Lab Instrumentation Issue

  I have a question regarding instrumentation in BL-3 laboratories, and I

would appreciate input from others who have already addressed this

situation. When an instrument or computer needs to be removed from the lab,

what is the best method of decontamination? In cases where the instrument

will be disposed of, formaldehyde decon is not a problem. But if an

instrument or computer needs service or has a useful purpose outside the

BL-3 setting, how can it best be decontaminated without damaging it? I

welcome your collective experience.    Thanks

  Brian A. Waters

  Director of Facilities

  Trudeau Institute

  154 Algonquin Ave.

  Saranac Lake, NY 12983

  bwaters@trudeauinstitute.org

  www.trudeauinstitute.org

  (518) 891-3080 voice

  (518) 891-5126 fax
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I would like to read the response. Thanks,

Nasr Gergis, PhD, DVM

Interim Director-Biosafety & Safety Officer

Occupational Safety & Health

City of Hope/Beckman Research Institute

Tel: 626-301-8417

Fax: 626-301-8970

E-mail: ngergis@coh.org <mailto:ngergis@coh.org>

-----Original Message-----

From: Heather Gonsoulin [mailto:hah8377@LOUISIANA.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, October 30, 2003 9:17 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BL-3 Lab Instrumentation Issue

I would also be interested in response to this question.

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL-Lafayette, NIRC

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Brian Waters

Sent: Thursday, October 30, 2003 11:07 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BL-3 Lab Instrumentation Issue

I have a question regarding instrumentation in BL-3 laboratories, and I

would appreciate input from others who have already addressed this

situation. When an instrument or computer needs to be removed from the lab,

what is the best method of decontamination? In cases where the instrument

will be disposed of, formaldehyde decon is not a problem. But if an

instrument or computer needs service or has a useful purpose outside the

BL-3 setting, how can it best be decontaminated without damaging it? I

welcome your collective experience.    Thanks

Brian A. Waters

Director of Facilities

Trudeau Institute

154 Algonquin Ave.

Saranac Lake, NY 12983

bwaters@trudeauinstitute.org <mailto:bwaters@trudeauinstitute.org>

www.trudeauinstitute.org <http://www.trudeauinstitute.org>

(518) 891-3080 voice

(518) 891-5126 fax
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exempt from disclosure under applicable law (e.g., personal health

information, research data, financial information). Because this e-mail has

been sent without encryption, individuals other than the intended recipient

may be able to view the information, forward it to others or tamper with the

information without the knowledge or consent of the sender. If you are not the

intended recipient, or the employee or person responsible for delivering the

message to the intended recipient, any dissemination, distribution or copying

of the communication is strictly prohibited. If you received the communication

in error, please notify the sender immediately by replying to this message and

deleting the message and any accompanying files from your system. If, due to

the security risks, you do not wish to receive further communications via

e-mail, please reply to this message and inform the sender that you do not

wish to receive further e-mail from the sender.
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

Subject:      BSO Qualifications

MIME-Version: 1.0
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We are beginning the process of filling a BSO position. I have developed the

minimum qualifications I would like to see but I was wondering if anyone has

seen in any NIH, CDC or other consensus document identifying what the

minimum qualifications and educational background should be, e.g.

Microbiologist, Virologist vs. a biologist.  Has ABSA published anything

about this?
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Haugen, David A." <dhaugen@ANL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: BL-3 Lab Instrumentation Issue
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I have visited a major BSL-3 laboratory where vapor phase hydrogen

peroxide is routinely used to decontaminate laboratory equipment,

computers, etc that are to be removed from a BSL-3 containment area. 

See  http://www.steris.com

<http://www.steris.com/businesses/defense/DI1.cfm>  for an example of a

vendor.  I have been informed that units are available for rent if an

institution only has an occasional need.

David Haugen

Argonne National Laboratory

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Brian Waters [mailto:bwaters@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG]

        Sent: Thursday, October 30, 2003 11:07 AM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: BL-3 Lab Instrumentation Issue

        I have a question regarding instrumentation in BL-3 laboratories, and I

would appreciate input from others who have already addressed this

situation. When an instrument or computer needs to be removed from the

lab, what is the best method of decontamination? In cases where the

instrument will be disposed of, formaldehyde decon is not a problem. But

if an instrument or computer needs service or has a useful purpose

outside the BL-3 setting, how can it best be decontaminated without

damaging it? I welcome your collective experience.    Thanks

        Brian A. Waters

        Director of Facilities

        Trudeau Institute

        154 Algonquin Ave.

        Saranac Lake, NY 12983

        bwaters@trudeauinstitute.org

        www.trudeauinstitute.org

        (518) 891-3080 voice

        (518) 891-5126 fax
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: BSO Qualifications
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From the NIH Guidleines:

Section IV-B-3.                        Biological Safety Officer (BSO)

Section IV-B-3-a.  The institution shall appoint a Biological Safety Officer if

it engages in large-scale research or production activities involving viable

organisms containing recombinant DNA molecules.

Section IV-B-3-b.  The institution shall appoint a Biological Safety Officer if

it engages in recombinant DNA research at BL3 or BL4.  The Biological Safety

Officer shall be a member of the Institutional Biosafety Committee.

Section IV-B-3-c.  The Biological Safety Officer's duties include, but are not

be limited to:

 Section IV-B-3-c-(1).  Periodic inspections to ensure that laboratory standards

are rigorously followed;

Section IV-B-3-c-(2).  Reporting to the Institutional Biosafety Committee and

the institution any significant problems, violations of the NIH Guidelines, and

any significant research-related accidents or illnesses of which the Biological

Safety Officer becomes aware unless the Biological Safety Officer determines

that a report has already been filed by the Principal Investigator;

Section IV-B-3-c-(3).  Developing emergency plans for handling accidental spills

and personnel contamination and investigating laboratory accidents involving

recombinant DNA research;

Section IV-B-3-c-(4).  Providing advice on laboratory security;

Section IV-B-3-c-(5).  Providing technical advice to Principal Investigators and

the Institutional Biosafety Committee on research safety procedures.

Note:  See the Laboratory Safety Monograph for additional information on the

duties of the Biological Safety Officer.

"Sharpe, Debra" wrote:

> We are beginning the process of filling a BSO position. I have developed the

> minimum qualifications I would like to see but I was wondering if anyone has

> seen in any NIH, CDC or other consensus document identifying what the

> minimum qualifications and educational background should be, e.g.

> Microbiologist, Virologist vs. a biologist.  Has ABSA published anything

> about this?
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Brian -

In past similar circumstances, I've developed a custom decon

procedure for the instrument or device in question, formatted as a

formal procedure with QC or verification steps built in, and a

Certificate of Decontamination at the end of the process.  I've

developed the procedure with the investigator who is responsible for

the instrument to ensure his/her buy-in. Sometimes, the manufacturer

will contribute to the procedure.  For example, when a lab wanted to

replace their FACScan with a new model, the decon process for

removing the FACScan included the manufacturer's procedure for

deconning the fluidics.  The lab executes the procedure, with an

observer or assistant verifying completion of each step, and the

procedure/certificate comes to me for final verification.  I inspect,

if necessary, then sign off the procedure and certificate, make

copies for EHS, PI and Facilities records, and return the Certificate

to be attached to the now-deconned item, indicating it is safe for

reuse or disposal.  This process has worked well for me, but it's

important to realize it's a unique process - each different item

being taken out of a high-containment environment needs to be handled

on a case-by-case basis, with its own very specific procedure.  I

know of no generic procedure that will work for all items and I

probably wouldn't trust it anyway.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biosafety Specialist

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

===============================

>I have a question regarding instrumentation in BL-3 laboratories,

>and I would appreciate input from others who have already addressed

>this situation. When an instrument or computer needs to be removed

>from the lab, what is the best method of decontamination? In cases

>where the instrument will be disposed of, formaldehyde decon is not

>a problem. But if an instrument or computer needs service or has a

>useful purpose outside the BL-3 setting, how can it best be

>decontaminated without damaging it? I welcome your collective

>experience.    Thanks

>

>Brian A. Waters

>Director of Facilities

>Trudeau Institute

>154 Algonquin Ave.

>Saranac Lake, NY 12983

>

><mailto:bwaters@trudeauinstitute.org>bwaters@trudeauinstitute.org

><http://www.trudeauinstitute.org>www.trudeauinstitute.org

>(518) 891-3080 voice

>(518) 891-5126 fax
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I am just learning about this myself.  There is some information about a

hydrogen peroxide system called Bioquell on the SEBSA website -

http://www.sebsa.net/resources.asp.  It's my understanding that ENV can

do this decon for you.

LouAnn

LouAnn C. Burnett, MS, CBSP

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: Haugen, David A. [mailto:dhaugen@ANL.GOV]

        Sent: Thursday, October 30, 2003 11:57 AM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Re: BL-3 Lab Instrumentation Issue

        I have visited a major BSL-3 laboratory where vapor phase

hydrogen peroxide is routinely used to decontaminate laboratory

equipment, computers, etc that are to be removed from a BSL-3

containment area.  See  http://www.steris.com

<http://www.steris.com/businesses/defense/DI1.cfm>  for an example of a

vendor.  I have been informed that units are available for rent if an

institution only has an occasional need.

        David Haugen

        Argonne National Laboratory

                -----Original Message-----

                From: Brian Waters [mailto:bwaters@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG]

                Sent: Thursday, October 30, 2003 11:07 AM

                To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                Subject: BL-3 Lab Instrumentation Issue

                I have a question regarding instrumentation in BL-3

laboratories, and I would appreciate input from others who have already

addressed this situation. When an instrument or computer needs to be

removed from the lab, what is the best method of decontamination? In

cases where the instrument will be disposed of, formaldehyde decon is

not a problem. But if an instrument or computer needs service or has a

useful purpose outside the BL-3 setting, how can it best be

decontaminated without damaging it? I welcome your collective

experience.    Thanks

                Brian A. Waters

                Director of Facilities

                Trudeau Institute

                154 Algonquin Ave.

                Saranac Lake, NY 12983

                bwaters@trudeauinstitute.org

                www.trudeauinstitute.org

                (518) 891-3080 voice

                (518) 891-5126 fax
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I would recommend that you look at the job tasks described in the CBSP and

RBP credentials and build a job description from that.

At 11:42 AM 10/30/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>We are beginning the process of filling a BSO position. I have developed the

>minimum qualifications I would like to see but I was wondering if anyone has

>seen in any NIH, CDC or other consensus document identifying what the

>minimum qualifications and educational background should be, e.g.

>Microbiologist, Virologist vs. a biologist.  Has ABSA published anything

>about this?

______________________________________________________________________________

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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MIME-Version: 1.0
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Thanks Barry, I understand their duties and have seen this, but I was

looking more for interpretations re. the qualifications to be one. I know it

is a long shot but has anyone seen anything in writing from these agencies?

-----Original Message-----

From: Barry D. Cohen [mailto:bcohen@TKTX.COM]

Sent: Thursday, October 30, 2003 12:00 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSO Qualifications

From the NIH Guidleines:

Section IV-B-3.                        Biological Safety Officer (BSO)

Section IV-B-3-a.  The institution shall appoint a Biological Safety Officer

if it engages in large-scale research or production activities involving

viable organisms containing recombinant DNA molecules.

Section IV-B-3-b.  The institution shall appoint a Biological Safety Officer

if it engages in recombinant DNA research at BL3 or BL4.  The Biological

Safety Officer shall be a member of the Institutional Biosafety Committee.

Section IV-B-3-c.  The Biological Safety Officer's duties include, but are

not be limited to:

 Section IV-B-3-c-(1).  Periodic inspections to ensure that laboratory

standards are rigorously followed;

Section IV-B-3-c-(2).  Reporting to the Institutional Biosafety Committee

and the institution any significant problems, violations of the NIH

Guidelines, and any significant research-related accidents or illnesses of

which the Biological Safety Officer becomes aware unless the Biological

Safety Officer determines that a report has already been filed by the

Principal Investigator;

Section IV-B-3-c-(3).  Developing emergency plans for handling accidental

spills and personnel contamination and investigating laboratory accidents

involving recombinant DNA research;

Section IV-B-3-c-(4).  Providing advice on laboratory security;

Section IV-B-3-c-(5).  Providing technical advice to Principal Investigators

and the Institutional Biosafety Committee on research safety procedures.

Note:  See the Laboratory Safety Monograph for additional information on the

duties of the Biological Safety Officer.

"Sharpe, Debra" wrote:

> We are beginning the process of filling a BSO position. I have

> developed the minimum qualifications I would like to see but I was

> wondering if anyone has seen in any NIH, CDC or other consensus

> document identifying what the minimum qualifications and educational

> background should be, e.g. Microbiologist, Virologist vs. a biologist.

> Has ABSA published anything about this?
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Debra,

Check out the section starting on page 191 of the out-of-print 1979 NIH

Laboratory Safety Monograph (attached).  You might find some useful

information there.

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

>>> sharpe@SRI.ORG 10/30/03 01:16PM >>>

Thanks Barry, I understand their duties and have seen this, but I was

looking more for interpretations re. the qualifications to be one. I know

it

is a long shot but has anyone seen anything in writing from these

agencies?

-----Original Message-----

From: Barry D. Cohen [mailto:bcohen@TKTX.COM]

Sent: Thursday, October 30, 2003 12:00 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSO Qualifications

From the NIH Guidleines:

Section IV-B-3.                        Biological Safety Officer (BSO)

Section IV-B-3-a.  The institution shall appoint a Biological Safety

Officer

if it engages in large-scale research or production activities involving

viable organisms containing recombinant DNA molecules.

Section IV-B-3-b.  The institution shall appoint a Biological Safety

Officer

if it engages in recombinant DNA research at BL3 or BL4.  The Biological

Safety Officer shall be a member of the Institutional Biosafety Committee.

Section IV-B-3-c.  The Biological Safety Officer's duties include, but are

not be limited to:

 Section IV-B-3-c-(1).  Periodic inspections to ensure that laboratory

standards are rigorously followed;

Section IV-B-3-c-(2).  Reporting to the Institutional Biosafety Committee

and the institution any significant problems, violations of the NIH

Guidelines, and any significant research-related accidents or illnesses of

which the Biological Safety Officer becomes aware unless the Biological

Safety Officer determines that a report has already been filed by the

Principal Investigator;

Section IV-B-3-c-(3).  Developing emergency plans for handling accidental

spills and personnel contamination and investigating laboratory accidents

involving recombinant DNA research;

Section IV-B-3-c-(4).  Providing advice on laboratory security;

Section IV-B-3-c-(5).  Providing technical advice to Principal Investigator=

s

and the Institutional Biosafety Committee on research safety procedures.

Note:  See the Laboratory Safety Monograph for additional information on

the

duties of the Biological Safety Officer.

"Sharpe, Debra" wrote:

> We are beginning the process of filling a BSO position. I have

> developed the minimum qualifications I would like to see but I was

> wondering if anyone has seen in any NIH, CDC or other consensus

> document identifying what the minimum qualifications and educational

> background should be, e.g. Microbiologist, Virologist vs. a biologist.

> Has ABSA published anything about this?
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Hi Debra,

I've been resisting answering this - qualifications for a BSO:

Lots of hair - so that one has lots to pull out.

VERY THICK SKIN!

Tactfulness (esp when they have tell someone they are full of E. coli).

Enjoying reading lots of tech. articles so that they can keep up with the

science.

Love of meetings.

Love of more meetings.

Able to inhale strange and potent aromas without eruption of stomach

cotents.

Ability to interpret laws and ordinances even if they are not a lawyer.

Able to perform a risk assessment even when the science is on the edge and

there is very little information to depend on (see if they can balance on a

single toe).

Richie Fink (25 yr. biosafety vet.)

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Daw, Benton" <DAWB@MAIL.ECU.EDU>

Subject:      SARS Lab

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Our institution was just notified that we were getting a new research team

to study SARS in the spring.  Is there anyone out there that is familiar

with setting up the labs or working with SARS.

I was trying to establish some contacts if I had future questions.

Thanks

Benton Daw

BioSafety Officer
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Subject:      FW: Chronicle article: Researchers May Continue to Work on Biolog

              ical Agents Past November Deadline, Age
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So far, there is nothing posted on either the HHS, CDC, USDA or APHIS

websites about any of this.

Erin Dunn

University of Cincinnati

(513) 558-5210 / (513) 558-5088

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeffrey Owens [mailto:reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, October 30, 2003 10:16 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Fwd: Chronicle article: Researchers May Continue to Work on

Biological Agents Past November Deadline, Age

FYI....  Good news for all of us!

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

This article is available online at this address:

http://chronicle.com/daily/2003/10/2003103003n.htm

              - The text of the article is below -

_________________________________________________________________

Finding it hard to keep up with all that's happening in academe?

The Chronicle's e-mailed Daily Report keeps you up-to-date in a

matter of minutes by quickly summarizing current events in higher

education while providing links to complete coverage on our

subscriber-only Web site. The Daily Report and Web access come

with your Chronicle subscription at no extra cost. Order your

subscription now at http://chronicle.com/4free?es

_________________________________________________________________

  Thursday, October 30, 2003

  Researchers May Continue to Work on Biological Agents Past

  November Deadline, Agency Says

  By ANNE MARIE BORREGO

  Researchers who have sought permission to handle deadly

  biological agents, pathogens, and toxins on the federal

  government's "select agent" list but have yet to receive

  approval may continue to work past a November 12 deadline, as

  long as their paperwork has been filed, the Centers for

  Disease Control and Prevention said on Wednesday.

  Scientists and anyone else who could come into contact with

  any of 60 deadly bacteria, viruses, or toxins on the list were

  supposed to register in April with the Federal Bureau of

  Investigation, and subsequently undergo background checks,

  under the Public Health Security and Bioterrorism Preparedness

  and Response Act of 2002. That law affects more than 800

  laboratories, including some at universities, where

  researchers are conducting federally financed experiments --

  on anthrax, Ebola, monkeypox, and ricin, for example -- that

  are designed to aid the war on terrorism.

  Under regulations carrying out that law, the FBI was then

  supposed to send approvals or rejections to either the CDC or

  the U.S. Department of Agriculture, another federal agency

  regulating access to the agents. But the FBI has a backlog,

  said Monte D. McKee, director of the FBI division that is

  conducting the checks, and many of the 8,000 applications it

  has received were late or incomplete.

  Several organizations, including the American Society for

  Microbiology, the Association of American Universities, the

  Council on Government Relations, and the National Association

  of State Universities and Land-Grant Colleges, sent letters to

  both the Department of Agriculture and the Department of

  Health and Human Services, urging them to allow researchers to

  continue their work past the deadline, as long as their

  paperwork was in order.

  Many researchers had expressed concern that they could no

  longer conduct experiments without running afoul of the law.

  Peter A. Reinhardt, director of health and safety at the

  University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, said his

  institution had received approvals for less than 50 percent of

  the people who had sought permission to work with the deadly

  agents, pathogens, and toxins.

  University officials who have not yet received approval for

  some of their researchers should check with the appropriate

  agency or the FBI for more information on the status of their

  background checks, said Von Roebuck, a spokesman for the CDC.

_________________________________________________________________

You may visit The Chronicle as follows:

   http://chronicle.com

_________________________________________________________________
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I called our contact at CDC who said we would be receiving an official

letter with instructions about this no later than Monday or Tuesday of next

week.

Ray

----- Original Message -----

From: "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Friday, October 31, 2003 8:55 AM

Subject: FW: Chronicle article: Researchers May Continue to Work on Biolog

ical Agents Past November Deadline, Age

> So far, there is nothing posted on either the HHS, CDC, USDA or APHIS

> websites about any of this.

>

>

> Erin Dunn

> University of Cincinnati

> (513) 558-5210 / (513) 558-5088

>

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Jeffrey Owens [mailto:reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, October 30, 2003 10:16 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Fwd: Chronicle article: Researchers May Continue to Work on

> Biological Agents Past November Deadline, Age

>

> FYI....  Good news for all of us!

>

> Cheers!

> Jeff Owens

> Georgia State University

>

> This article is available online at this address:

>

> http://chronicle.com/daily/2003/10/2003103003n.htm

>

>               - The text of the article is below -

> _________________________________________________________________

>

> Finding it hard to keep up with all that's happening in academe?

> The Chronicle's e-mailed Daily Report keeps you up-to-date in a

> matter of minutes by quickly summarizing current events in higher

> education while providing links to complete coverage on our

> subscriber-only Web site. The Daily Report and Web access come

> with your Chronicle subscription at no extra cost. Order your

> subscription now at http://chronicle.com/4free?es

> _________________________________________________________________

>

>

>   Thursday, October 30, 2003

>

>

>

>   Researchers May Continue to Work on Biological Agents Past

>   November Deadline, Agency Says

>

>   By ANNE MARIE BORREGO

>

>   Researchers who have sought permission to handle deadly

>   biological agents, pathogens, and toxins on the federal

>   government's "select agent" list but have yet to receive

>   approval may continue to work past a November 12 deadline, as

>   long as their paperwork has been filed, the Centers for

>   Disease Control and Prevention said on Wednesday.

>

>   Scientists and anyone else who could come into contact with

>   any of 60 deadly bacteria, viruses, or toxins on the list were

>   supposed to register in April with the Federal Bureau of

>   Investigation, and subsequently undergo background checks,

>   under the Public Health Security and Bioterrorism Preparedness

>   and Response Act of 2002. That law affects more than 800

>   laboratories, including some at universities, where

>   researchers are conducting federally financed experiments --

>   on anthrax, Ebola, monkeypox, and ricin, for example -- that

>   are designed to aid the war on terrorism.

>

>   Under regulations carrying out that law, the FBI was then

>   supposed to send approvals or rejections to either the CDC or

>   the U.S. Department of Agriculture, another federal agency

>   regulating access to the agents. But the FBI has a backlog,

>   said Monte D. McKee, director of the FBI division that is

>   conducting the checks, and many of the 8,000 applications it

>   has received were late or incomplete.

>

>   Several organizations, including the American Society for

>   Microbiology, the Association of American Universities, the

>   Council on Government Relations, and the National Association

>   of State Universities and Land-Grant Colleges, sent letters to

>   both the Department of Agriculture and the Department of

>   Health and Human Services, urging them to allow researchers to

>   continue their work past the deadline, as long as their

>   paperwork was in order.

>

>   Many researchers had expressed concern that they could no

>   longer conduct experiments without running afoul of the law.

>   Peter A. Reinhardt, director of health and safety at the

>   University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, said his

>   institution had received approvals for less than 50 percent of

>   the people who had sought permission to work with the deadly

>   agents, pathogens, and toxins.

>

>   University officials who have not yet received approval for

>   some of their researchers should check with the appropriate

>   agency or the FBI for more information on the status of their

>   background checks, said Von Roebuck, a spokesman for the CDC.

>

>

> _________________________________________________________________

>

> You may visit The Chronicle as follows:

>

>    http://chronicle.com

>

> _________________________________________________________________
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>

>

>
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Benton,

USDA, ARS set up a SARS research lab early this year.

Sincerely,

Alice Frazier

Alice R. Frazier, Program Assistant

USDA, ARS, Homeland Security Unit

Tel: (301) 504-4764

Fax: (301) 504-5002

ARF@ars.usda.gov
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Benton,

Southern Research currently has a SARS lab up and running both for In vitro

and In vivo work.  I can be contacted with directly for more information.

Thanks,

Thomas Rowe, MS

Research Scientist & BSL-3 Facilities Manager

Homeland Security and Infectious Disease Research

Southern Research Institute

2000 9th Avenue South

Birmingham, AL  35205

Ph: (205)581-2341

FAX: (205)581-2657

E-mail: t.rowe@sri.org

> Please see www.southernresearch.org for information about our

capabilities.  Southern Research Institute is affiliated with the University

of Alabama at Birmingham.

>
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contain information that is legally privileged, confidential, or exempt from

disclosure. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you

are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this

communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this

communication in error, please notify postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and

delete the communication without retaining any copies.

-----Original Message-----

From: Daw, Benton [mailto:DAWB@MAIL.ECU.EDU]

Sent: Friday, October 31, 2003 7:23 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SARS Lab

Our institution was just notified that we were getting a new research team

to study SARS in the spring.  Is there anyone out there that is familiar

with setting up the labs or working with SARS.

I was trying to establish some contacts if I had future questions.

Thanks

Benton Daw

BioSafety Officer

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 31 Oct 2003 09:41:18 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Laboratory Check-In/Check-Out Forms

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Dear Group,

Many weeks ago I asked for input on what should be included in a Laboratory

Check-In/Check-Out form. I received many helpful comments - although many

did not quite capture the information I was looking for. So, I put together

two forms: One for laboratory personnel leaving a laboratory and another for

personnel taking over a lab. If you're interested in seeing them, please go

to:

http://www.unh.edu/ehs/occsafety/pf/UNH-Laboratory-Check-In-Form.pdf

http://www.unh.edu/ehs/occsafety/pf/UNH-Laboratory-Check-Out-Form.pdf

If you have any comments or suggestions, please email me off-list.

Thanks again for all of your advice!

-David

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 31 Oct 2003 10:09:12 -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:      Animal transfer station

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_5325937==_.ALT"

--=====================_5325937==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Hi Biosafty Folks

  I am looking for your experience with or impressions of the ACE ATS-IV

Animal transfer station.  The Manufacturer claims that this vertical flow

transfer station provides product, personnel and environmental

protection.  Please email me directly.  Thanks in advance.

Joe

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Environment, Health, Safety

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

______________________________________________________________________________

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 31 Oct 2003 11:08:35 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Klenner, James" <jklenner@IUPUI.EDU>

Subject:      Decommissioning BL3 labs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/related;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C39FC9.3CB28FF2";

              type="multipart/alternative"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C39FC9.3CB28FF2

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----_=_NextPart_002_01C39FC9.3CB28FF2"

------_=_NextPart_002_01C39FC9.3CB28FF2

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Good Friday everybody!

Does anybody have BL3 Decommissioning SOPs that are based on the agents

used? Formaldehyde gassing seems to be the typical route, but this

wouldn't be appropriate for a prion lab. Have you used different methods

for vegetative bacteria, sporulating bacteria, dimorphic fungi where

conidia may or may not have been present, and/or non-enveloped viruses?

Does anyone do this "in-house" or have you always hired from outside

your institution?

As always, thanks for any input.

Jim

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043, Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158<?xml:namespace prefix  o ns 

"urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:office" />

Great spirits have always found violent opposition from mediocre minds -

Albert Einstein

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 31 Oct 2003 11:24:32 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Eric Hansen <Eric.Hansen@SDL.USU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Consultant to Review SARS protocol

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C39FDC.3A8F8894"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C39FDC.3A8F8894

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Good morning group,

The IACUC committee here at the university is looking for an outside

consultant to review a protocol for working with SARS in animals,

including prudent steps to take to monitor the health of the people

associated with the project.  If you, or someone you know is qualified

and interested, please contact me or contact Dr. Stanley Allen of the

IACUC committee directly.  Thanks.

Eric Hansen

Utah State University - Research Foundation

Safety Administrator

435-797-1407

eric.hansen@usurf.usu.edu

Dr. Stanley Allen

435-797-1900

sallen@cc.usu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 31 Oct 2003 13:40:40 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Christopher C. Thomas" <ccthomas@BU.EDU>

Subject:      Authoritative database of biohazardous agents and toxins

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C39FDE.7BC4B170"

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_01C39FDE.7BC4B170

Content-Type: text/plain

Hello all,

Allan Shipp at the Office of Biotechnology Activities recommended that I

subscribe to your mailing list and present the following question:

I work in the Information Systems but also have some experience with

Institutional Biosafety Committees, and  I am trying to locate an

authoritative, up-to-date, one-stop-shopping list of hazardous biological

agents and toxins.  I compiled such a list myself, but I'm sure it has

quickly gone out of date.  Furthermore, I don't have the contacts or time to

necessarily know when Federal regulations or publications change and the

list would need to be updated.

Such a list would ideally contain detailed information about the agent or

toxin (viral, bacterial, fungal; genus/virus group; species/virus name;

former or other species name; subspecies; host range; disease names; common

names; produces select toxin Y/N), Risk Group and Biosafety Level

classifications, Select Agent yes/no, and a reference to the primary source

of the classification (e.g., NIH or CDC publication).  The ABSA HTML/PDF

lists are close, but they look like they reference out-of-date documents.

Do any of you out there know of such a list or an initiative to create one?

An XML service with an address that can respond to queries would be ideal,

and could probably even generate subscription fees from interested

universities and biotechnology companies that need to run IBCs and register

Select Agents.  Or perhaps the Federal Government would be interested in

doing this with a professional organization?

Thanks,

Christopher C. Thomas

Systems Coordinator

Business Systems Department

Boston University Medical Campus

Phone: 617 638 4563

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 31 Oct 2003 14:48:32 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Authoritative database of biohazardous agents and toxins

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

Hi Chris,

Ah, if only there was a single authoritative listing.  There are many

listings, the WHO has one, Canada, Australia, CDC, NIH and, of course,

ABSA's list which was compiled from a variety of sources.  Luckily the

classification of the organisms do change much, thought the nomenclature

does change (P, class, BSL, Risk Group).

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: "Christopher C. Thomas" <ccthomas@BU.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Authoritative database of biohazardous agents and toxins

>Date: Fri, 31 Oct 2003 13:40:40 -0500

>

>Hello all,

>

>Allan Shipp at the Office of Biotechnology Activities recommended that I

>subscribe to your mailing list and present the following question:

>

>I work in the Information Systems but also have some experience with

>Institutional Biosafety Committees, and  I am trying to locate an

>authoritative, up-to-date, one-stop-shopping list of hazardous biological

>agents and toxins.  I compiled such a list myself, but I'm sure it has

>quickly gone out of date.  Furthermore, I don't have the contacts or time

>to

>necessarily know when Federal regulations or publications change and the

>list would need to be updated.

>

>Such a list would ideally contain detailed information about the agent or

>toxin (viral, bacterial, fungal; genus/virus group; species/virus name;

>former or other species name; subspecies; host range; disease names; common

>names; produces select toxin Y/N), Risk Group and Biosafety Level

>classifications, Select Agent yes/no, and a reference to the primary source

>of the classification (e.g., NIH or CDC publication).  The ABSA HTML/PDF

>lists are close, but they look like they reference out-of-date documents.

>

>Do any of you out there know of such a list or an initiative to create one?

>An XML service with an address that can respond to queries would be ideal,

>and could probably even generate subscription fees from interested

>universities and biotechnology companies that need to run IBCs and register

>Select Agents.  Or perhaps the Federal Government would be interested in

>doing this with a professional organization?

>

>Thanks,

>

>Christopher C. Thomas

>Systems Coordinator

>Business Systems Department

>Boston University Medical Campus

>Phone: 617 638 4563

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 31 Oct 2003 15:10:53 -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:      CDC calling...

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Just received a call from my contact at CDC who said (I paraphrase):

The CDC wishes to tell you that individuals who have submitted all of

their paperwork (the FD961 and Finger prints) are provisionally

approved to continue work in thew absence of formal approval.

He also said I should be receiving a couple of official emails to this effect.

Well, I'll be.

--

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:         Fri, 31 Oct 2003 13:20:11 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Authoritative database of biohazardous agents and toxins

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=__PartDD834DEB.0__="

--=__PartDD834DEB.0__=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I've been working on one with all the stuff you mentioned - but like

you, I find the information changes, the scope of microbes is vast, and

the regulations seem to never stabilize long enough to ensure it is

always up to date.  Maybe this is something ABSA should try to do as a

group - kind of like AIHA did for chems years ago.

Judy Pointer, U New Mexico, BSO

>>> ccthomas@BU.EDU 10/31/2003 11:40:40 AM >>>

Hello all,

Allan Shipp at the Office of Biotechnology Activities recommended that

I subscribe to your mailing list and present the following question:

I work in the Information Systems but also have some experience with

Institutional Biosafety Committees, and  I am trying to locate an

authoritative, up-to-date, one-stop-shopping list of hazardous

biological agents and toxins.  I compiled such a list myself, but I'm

sure it has quickly gone out of date.  Furthermore, I don't have the

contacts or time to necessarily know when Federal regulations or

publications change and the list would need to be updated.

Such a list would ideally contain detailed information about the agent

or toxin (viral, bacterial, fungal; genus/virus group; species/virus

name; former or other species name; subspecies; host range; disease

names; common names; produces select toxin Y/N), Risk Group and

Biosafety Level classifications, Select Agent yes/no, and a reference to

the primary source of the classification (e.g., NIH or CDC publication).

 The ABSA HTML/PDF lists are close, but they look like they reference

out-of-date documents.

Do any of you out there know of such a list or an initiative to create

one?  An XML service with an address that can respond to queries would

be ideal, and could probably even generate subscription fees from

interested universities and biotechnology companies that need to run

IBCs and register Select Agents.  Or perhaps the Federal Government

would be interested in doing this with a professional organization?

Thanks,

Christopher C. Thomas

Systems Coordinator

Business Systems Department

Boston University Medical Campus

Phone: 617 638 4563

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 31 Oct 2003 15:20:47 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Amy Ryan <aryan@REHS.RUTGERS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: CDC calling...

In-Reply-To:  <p06002016bbc8710506f6@[130.127.13.30]>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: Multipart/Alternative; boundary="Alt-Boundary-2319.9604355"

--Alt-Boundary-2319.9604355

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Content-description: Mail message body

I received this call as well (in the form of a voice mail....).  The  caller said that the

official information was published as Public Notice in the Federal Register today, but I

have not been able to find the reference. Anyone else had luck with it?  Thanks!

Amy

--

Amy Ryan

Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

Biological Safety Specialist

732.445.2550

http://rehs.rutgers.edu

On 31 Oct 2003 at 15:10, Robin Newberry wrote:

> Just received a call from my contact at CDC who said (I paraphrase):

> The CDC wishes to tell you that individuals who have submitted all of

> their paperwork (the FD961 and Finger prints) are provisionally

> approved to continue work in thew absence of formal approval.

>

> He also said I should be receiving a couple of official emails to this effect.

>

> Well, I'll be.

> --

> 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:         Fri, 31 Oct 2003 15:31:10 -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: CDC calling...

In-Reply-To:  <3FA27DCF.2957.928D01@localhost>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

>I received this call as well (in the form of a voice mail....).  The

>caller said that the official information was published as Public

>Notice in the Federal Register today, but I have not been able to

>find the reference. Anyone else had luck with it?  Thanks!

I had a real live human; his first words were "I have to read you

this script." IIRC, what he told me was that the notice had been

officially posted somewhere (in the bottom of a locked filing

cabinet, in a disused lavatory with a sign on the door saying "Beware

of the Leopard" would be my guess as to where it's posted) and that

it wouldn't appear in the FR until at least Monday.

--

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:         Fri, 31 Oct 2003 15:36:49 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Amy Ryan <aryan@REHS.RUTGERS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: CDC calling...

In-Reply-To:  <p06002004bbc8767b4ee8@[130.127.13.30]>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Robin,

Your memory was correct.  My CDC contact just called and said it is available in

Washington today but will probably be published on Monday.  Have a great weekend!

Amy

On 31 Oct 2003 at 15:31, Robin Newberry wrote:

> >I received this call as well (in the form of a voice mail....).  The

> >caller said that the official information was published as Public

> >Notice in the Federal Register today, but I have not been able to

> >find the reference. Anyone else had luck with it?  Thanks!

>

> I had a real live human; his first words were "I have to read you

> this script." IIRC, what he told me was that the notice had been

> officially posted somewhere (in the bottom of a locked filing

> cabinet, in a disused lavatory with a sign on the door saying "Beware

> of the Leopard" would be my guess as to where it's posted) and that

> it wouldn't appear in the FR until at least Monday.

> --

> 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:         Fri, 31 Oct 2003 15:37:24 -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:      Slight correction

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

"This amendment will allow the CDC to provide provide grants of

access for those individuals pending final processing by CJIS if the

FD961 and finger print cards are in for an individual and the

institution is still waiting on their approval."

--

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:         Fri, 31 Oct 2003 15:41:44 -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: CDC calling...

In-Reply-To:  <3FA28191.14612.A13AE5@localhost>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

>My CDC contact just called and said it is available in Washington

>today but will probably be published on Monday.

Hmmmm....funny how they know what's going on on the list, but won't

post anything, isn't it?

--

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:         Fri, 31 Oct 2003 15:31:39 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: CDC calling...

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Hooray...we're not all going to jail!!!  I had my "Get out of Jail Free"

card ready.....

After all that I was through with the USDA...they requested that I

withdraw my BSL-3 application...they didn't know how to do a

pre-inspection...and since our (SA&T's) are exempt on the USDA list...we

are not under CDC, nor USDA regulation.....YET. So everything that I

presented at the ABSA meeting fell through the cracks. Do you still want

that piece, Karen Byers??? Trick or Treat....NOT!!( I am so wrung out

over all the gyrations...)

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]

Sent: Friday, October 31, 2003 3:31 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: CDC calling...

>I received this call as well (in the form of a voice mail....).  The

>caller said that the official information was published as Public

>Notice in the Federal Register today, but I have not been able to find

>the reference. Anyone else had luck with it?  Thanks!

I had a real live human; his first words were "I have to read you this

script." IIRC, what he told me was that the notice had been officially

posted somewhere (in the bottom of a locked filing cabinet, in a disused

lavatory with a sign on the door saying "Beware of the Leopard" would be

my guess as to where it's posted) and that it wouldn't appear in the FR

until at least Monday.

--

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:         Fri, 31 Oct 2003 14:58:57 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: CDC calling...

In-Reply-To:  <p06010200bbc87964fd5c@[130.127.13.30]>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Big Brother is watching us!

At 03:41 PM 10/31/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>>My CDC contact just called and said it is available in Washington

>>today but will probably be published on Monday.

>

>Hmmmm....funny how they know what's going on on the list, but won't

>post anything, isn't it?

>

>--

>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/

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 31 Oct 2003 16:03:29 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: CDC calling...

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

I would interested to see what an "official e-mail" looks like.  I guess it would

save on postage.

Barry Cohen

Dir, EH&S

TKT

Robin Newberry wrote:

> Just received a call from my contact at CDC who said (I paraphrase):

> The CDC wishes to tell you that individuals who have submitted all of

> their paperwork (the FD961 and Finger prints) are provisionally

> approved to continue work in thew absence of formal approval.

>

> He also said I should be receiving a couple of official emails to this effect.

>

> Well, I'll be.

> --

> 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:         Fri, 31 Oct 2003 16:20:50 -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: CDC calling...

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="ISO-8859-1"

 Phil, who could tell it better?

Karen Byers, MS, RBP, CBSP absa

Biosafety Officer

Dana Farber Cancer Institute

44 Binney Street

Boston, MA 02115

617-632-3890

617-632-1932(fax)

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Hauck, Philip

Sent: Friday, October 31, 2003 3:32 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: CDC calling...

Hooray...we're not all going to jail!!!  I had my "Get out of Jail Free"

card ready.....

After all that I was through with the USDA...they requested that I

withdraw my BSL-3 application...they didn't know how to do a

pre-inspection...and since our (SA&T's) are exempt on the USDA list...we

are not under CDC, nor USDA regulation.....YET. So everything that I

presented at the ABSA meeting fell through the cracks. Do you still want

that piece, Karen Byers??? Trick or Treat....NOT!!( I am so wrung out

over all the gyrations...)

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Robin Newberry [mailto:wnewber@CLEMSON.EDU]

Sent: Friday, October 31, 2003 3:31 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: CDC calling...

>I received this call as well (in the form of a voice mail....).  The

>caller said that the official information was published as Public

>Notice in the Federal Register today, but I have not been able to find

>the reference. Anyone else had luck with it?  Thanks!

I had a real live human; his first words were "I have to read you this

script." IIRC, what he told me was that the notice had been officially

posted somewhere (in the bottom of a locked filing cabinet, in a disused

lavatory with a sign on the door saying "Beware of the Leopard" would be

my guess as to where it's posted) and that it wouldn't appear in the FR

until at least Monday.

--

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:         Fri, 31 Oct 2003 16:37:02 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: CDC calling...

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

This list is used to some extent to help with regulations by the regulators.

  Posting is usually rare as this is not considered an official means of

communication.

Richie Fink

Biosafty List Owner

>From: Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: CDC calling...

>Date: Fri, 31 Oct 2003 14:58:57 -0600

>

>Big Brother is watching us!

>

>At 03:41 PM 10/31/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>>>My CDC contact just called and said it is available in Washington

>>>today but will probably be published on Monday.

>>

>>Hmmmm....funny how they know what's going on on the list, but won't

>>post anything, isn't it?

>>

>>--

>>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/

>

>**********************************************

>Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

>Biological Safety Professional

>Office of Research Safety

>Northwestern University

>NG-71 Technological Institute

>2145 Sheridan Road

>Evanston, IL 60208-3121

>Phone: (847) 491-4387

>Fax: (847) 467-2797

>Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

>**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 3 Nov 2003 08:59:24 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Erik A. Talley" <ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      SA's in FR

In-Reply-To:  <5.1.0.14.2.20031031145833.00a97ff8@lulu.it.northwestern.ed u>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/html; charset="us-ascii"

Here is the new FR notice on SAs:

[Federal Register: November 3, 2003 (Volume 68, Number 212)]

[Rules and

Regulations]              

[Page 62245-62247]

 From the Federal Register Online via GPO Access [wais.access.gpo.gov]

[DOCID:fr03no03-15]                        

=======================================================================

-----------------------------------------------------------------------

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES

42 CFR Part 73

Possession, Use, and Transfer of Select Agents and Toxins

AGENCY: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, HHS.

ACTION: Interim final rule and request for comments.

-----------------------------------------------------------------------

SUMMARY: We are amending an interim final rule published on December

13, 2002, that established requirements regarding possession and use in

the United States, receipt from outside the United States, and transfer

within the United States, of select agents and toxins. The requirements

were established to implement provisions of the Public Health Security

and Bioterrorism Preparedness and Response Act of 2002. The December

2002 interim final rule established a phase-in period for certain

requirements to allow entities to comply without causing disruption or

termination of research or educational projects. The phase-in for

entities that on February 7, 2003, were already conducting activities

under a certificate of registration issued under 42 CFR 72.6, or

already were lawfully possessing select agents and toxins, required

entities applying for registration with the select agent program, and

individuals requiring access to select agents and toxins, to undergo a

security risk assessment by the Attorney General before November 12,

2003. The regulations also provided that an entity that on February 7,

2003, was not already conducting activities under a certificate of

registration issued under 42 CFR 72.6, or was not already lawfully

possessing select agents and toxins, would be eligible for registration

to possess, use, or transfer select agents and toxins as soon as the

entity met all of the applicable requirements of Part 73, including the

requirement for the Attorney General to conduct a security risk

assessment. We are now amending the applicability requirements to allow

for the issuance of provisional registration certificates for all

entities, and provisional grants of access for all individuals, from

whom, prior to November 12, 2003, the Attorney General has received all

of the information required by the Attorney General to conduct a

security risk assessment if those entities and individuals otherwise

meet all of the requirements of Part 73. This action is necessary to

ensure that both ongoing and new research and educational efforts

important to the national defense are not disrupted.

DATES: This interim final rule is effective as of November 3, 2003.

Written comments must be submitted on or before January 2, 2004.

ADDRESSES: Select Agent Program, Centers for Disease Control and

Prevention, 1600 Clifton Rd., E-79, Atlanta, GA 30333. Comments may be

e-mailed to:

SAPcomments@CDC.GOV.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mark Hemphill, Chief of Policy, Select

Agent Program, Centers For Disease Control and Prevention, 1600 Clifton

Rd., MS E-79, Atlanta Ga. 30333. (404) 498-2255.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The December 2002 interim final rule

implements provisions of the Public Health Security and Bioterrorism

Preparedness and Response Act of 2002, Public Law 107-188 (referred to

below as the Act). The Act bolstered the authority of the Secretary of

the United States Department of Health and Human Services (referred to

below as HHS) to protect the American public against the misuse of

select agents and toxins whether inadvertent or the result of terrorist

acts against the United States homeland (such as the recent terrorist

acts involving anthrax) or other criminal acts. The Act gave to the

Secretary broad discretion in establishing and enforcing the new

regulations to ensure that select agents and toxins would remain

available for research, education, and other legitimate purposes.

    In a document published in the Federal Register on

December 13,

2002 (67 FR 76886), we promulgated an interim final rule to establish

requirements regarding possession and use in the United States, receipt

from outside the United States, and transfer within the United States,

of certain biological agents and toxins (referred to below as select

agents and toxins). This includes requirements concerning registration,

security risk assessments, safety plans, security plans, emergency

response plans, training, transfers, record keeping, inspections, and

notifications. The December 2002 interim final rule is set forth at 42

CFR part 73.

    In general, the entities regulated under the December

2002 interim

final rule are academic institutions and biomedical centers; commercial

manufacturing (the pharmaceutical industry) or distribution facilities;

federal, state, and local laboratories, including clinical and

diagnostic laboratories; and research facilities.

    The Act also gives the United States Department of

Agriculture

(referred to below as USDA) the authority and responsibility for

regulating activities regarding select agents and toxins to protect

animal and plant health and animal and plant products. The Act gives

the Secretary of HHS the authority and responsibility for regulating

activities regarding select agents and toxins to protect the public

health and safety. Some of the select agents and toxins regulated under

the HHS December 2002 interim final rule are also regulated by USDA

under 9 CFR part 121. The select agents and toxins subject to

regulation by both agencies are identified as ``overlap'' select agents

and toxins and those regulated solely by HHS are identified as HHS

select agents and toxins. The Act provides for interagency coordination

between the two departments regarding overlap select agents and toxins.

    The December 2002 interim final rule established a

phase-in period

for certain requirements to allow entities to comply without causing

disruption or termination of research or educational projects. The

phase-in for entities that on February 7, 2003, were already conducting

activities under a certificate of registration issued under 42 CFR

72.6, or already were lawfully possessing select agents and toxins,

required that entities applying for registration with the select agent

program, and individuals requiring access to select agents and toxins,

to undergo a security risk assessment by the Attorney General before

November 12, 2003. The regulations also provided that an entity that on

February 7, 2003, was not already conducting activities under a

certificate of registration issued under 42 CFR 72.6, or was not

already lawfully possessing select agents and toxins, would be eligible

for registration to possess, use, or transfer select agents and toxins

as soon as the entity met all of the applicable requirements of Part

73, including the requirement for the Attorney General to conduct a

security risk assessment.

    The Attorney General has assigned the responsibility

to conduct the

security risk assessments required by the Act to the Federal Bureau of

Investigation (FBI). The Criminal Justice Information Services (CJIS)

Division is the component of the FBI responsible for implementing this

program. The CJIS Division continues to receive complete application

packages, which consist of completed FBI Information Forms (FD-961) and

usable fingerprint cards, and has finalized over 5,000 security risk

[[Page 62246]]

assessments.\1\ The CJIS Division had diverted personnel from other key

programs in order to finalize as many security risk assessments as

possible without compromising its other missions. It is important to

note that the time needed to process a security risk assessment varies

in relation to the complexity of each application. Some individuals may

be processed in as little as two weeks once processing begins, while

other individuals can take several months. At its current processing

rate, the CJIS Division expects to be able to finalize by the November

12, 2003, deadline the security risk assessments of almost all of the

completed applications that were pending as of October 1, 2003.

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

    \1\ To avoid delays related to incomplete

applications,

individuals and entities should submit their FD-961 forms and

fingerprint cards to the CJIS Division in one package. However, this

does not apply to applicants who are submitting follow-up

information or fingerprint cards for an existing incomplete

application.

---------------------------------------------------------------------------

    However, in addition to the complete application

packages, the CJIS

Division also has received incomplete packages. The CJIS Division has

sent more than 2,450 letters informing Responsible Officials of the

incomplete applications of their personnel. In light of its present

capacity and processing times, the CJIS Division has projected that

even if immediately completed, these outstanding applications could not

be processed by the November 12, 2003 regulatory deadline.

    We believe that the continued operation of these

facilities is

vital to the public interest. We also believe that those entities and

individuals that have submitted all of the required information and

forms by November 12, 2003, have made a good faith effort to comply

with these regulations. We are therefore amending the applicability

requirements to allow for the issuance of provisional registration

certificates for entities, and provisional grants of access for

individuals, from whom, prior to November 12, 2003, the Attorney

General has received all of the information required by the Attorney

General to conduct a security risk assessment if those entities and

individuals otherwise meet all of the requirements of Part 73. This

action is necessary to ensure that, as required by the Act, ongoing

research and educational efforts important to the national defense are

not disrupted. We are also amending the applicability requirements to

allow for the issuance of provisional registration certificates for

entities not currently in possession of select agents or toxins from

whom, prior to November 12, 2003, the Attorney General has received all

the information required by the Attorney General to conduct a security

risk assessment if those entities and individuals otherwise meet all of

the requirements of Part 73 and the Secretary, HHS, determines such

action is in the interest of the public health and national security.

An entity's provisional registration will stay in effect until the

Secretary either grants the entity a certificate of registration or

revokes the entity's provisional registration. An individual's

provisional grant of access will remain in effect until the Secretary

either grants access or revokes the individual's provisional grant of

access. This action is necessary to ensure that new research,

educational, and national security preparedness efforts are not

impeded.

    We will consider comments we receive during the

comment period for

this interim rule (see DATES above). After the comment period closes,

we will publish another document in the Federal Register. The document

will include a discussion of any comments we receive and any amendments

we are making to the rule.

Authority for Interim Final Rule

    We are amending the December 2002 interim final rule

to insure that

the provisions of the Part 73 are consistent with the original intent

of the Act. Consequently, the Act also requires this amendment to be

published as an interim final rule (42 U.S.C. 262a, note). Further,

pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 553, we find that notice and public procedure are

impracticable, unnecessary, and contrary to the public interest and

that we have good cause to dispense with notice and comment on this

amendment. The amendment will prevent disruption or termination of

ongoing research and educational projects by hundreds of entities and

thousands of individuals needing access to select agents and toxins.

    Immediate action is necessary to prevent the

imposition of an

unnecessary burden on the regulated community; and to ensure the

appropriate availability of biological toxins for research, education,

and other legitimate purposes. Under these circumstances, the Secretary

has determined that prior notice and opportunity for public comment are

contrary to the public interest and that there is good cause under 5

U.S.C. 553 for making this action effective less than 30 days after

publication in the Federal Register.

Paperwork Reduction Act

    This interim final rule does not contain any new

provisions

constituting a collection of information under the Paperwork Reduction

Act (44 U.S.C. Chapter 35).

Executive Order 12866

    This interim final rule has been determined to be not

significant

for the purposes of Executive Order 12866 and, therefore, has not been

reviewed by the Office of Management and Budget.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

    This emergency situation makes timely compliance with

section 604

of the Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 601 et seq. )

impracticable. We are currently assessing the potential economic

effects of this action on small entities. Based on that assessment, we

will either certify that the rule will not have a significant economic

impact on a substantial number of small entities or publish a final

regulatory flexibility analysis.

Unfunded Mandates

    The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act at 2 U.S.C. 1532

requires that

agencies prepare an assessment of anticipated costs and benefits before

developing any rule that may result in expenditure by State, local, or

tribal governments, in the aggregate, or by the private sector of $100

million or more in any given year. This interim final rule is not

expected to result in any one-year expenditure that would exceed $100

million.

Executive Order 12988

    This rule has been reviewed under Executive Order

12988, Civil

Justice Reform. This rule: (1) Preempts all State and local laws and

regulations that are inconsistent with this rule; (2) has no

retroactive effect; and (3) does not require administrative proceedings

before parties may file suit in court challenging this rule.

List of Subjects in 42 CFR Part 73

    Biologics, Packaging and containers, Penalties,

Reporting and

recordkeeping requirements, Transportation.

    Dated: October 30, 2003.

Tommy G. Thompson,

Secretary.

0

For the reasons stated in the preamble, 42 CFR part 73 is amended as

follows:

0

1. The authority citation for Part 73 continues to read as follows:

    Authority: 42 U.S.C. 262a; sections 201-204, 221 and

231 of

Title II of Public Law 107-188, 116 Stat. 637 (42 U.S.C. 262a).

Sec.  73.0  [Amended]

0

2. Amend Sec.  73.0 by adding paragraphs (b)(5), through (b)(8) and

paragraphs (c)(5) through (c)(8) to read as follows:
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Sec.  73.0  Applicability and related requirements.

* * * * *

    (b) * * *

    (5) A provisional registration certificate may be

issued to an

entity if, as of November 12, 2003:

    (i) The Attorney General has received all of the

information,

including fingerprint cards, required by the Attorney General to

conduct a security risk assessment of the entity, including any

individual who owns or controls the entity; and

    (ii) The entity otherwise meets all of the

requirements of this

Part.

    (6) A provisional registration certificate will be

effective until

the Secretary either issues a certificate of registration or suspends

or revokes the provisional registration.

    (7) A provisional grant of access may be issued to an

individual

identified by an entity as having a legitimate need to have access to a

select agent or toxin from whom, as of November 12, 2003, the Attorney

General has received all of the information, including fingerprint

cards, required by the Attorney General to conduct a security risk

assessment of that individual.

    (8) A provisional grant of access will be effective

until the

Secretary either grants the individual access or denies access to a

select agent or toxin.

    (c) * * *

    (5) A provisional registration certificate may be

issued to an

entity if, as of November 12, 2003:

    (i) The Attorney General has received all of the

information,

including fingerprint cards, required by the Attorney General to

conduct a security risk assessment of the entity, including any

individual who owns or controls the entity;

    (ii) The entity otherwise meets all of the

requirements of this

Part; and

    (iii) The HHS Secretary finds that circumstances

warrant such

action in the interest of the public health and safety or national

security.

    (6) A provisional registration certificate will be

effective until

the Secretary either issues a certificate of registration or suspends

or revokes the provisional registration.

    (7) A provisional grant of access may be issued to an

individual

identified by an entity as having a legitimate need to have access to a

select agent or toxin from whom, as of November 12, 2003, the Attorney

General has received all of the information, including fingerprint

cards, required by the Attorney General to conduct a security risk

assessment of that individual.

    (8) A provisional grant of access will be effective

until the

Secretary either grants the individual access or denies access to a

select agent or toxin.

[FR Doc. 03-27659 Filed 10-31-03; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4160-17-P

___________________________________

Erik A. Talley, Director

Environmental Health and Safety

Weill Medical College of Cornell University

418 East 71st Street, Suite 62

New York, NY 10021

212-746-6201

ert2002@med.cornell.edu

http://www.med.cornell.edu/ehs 

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 3 Nov 2003 10:35:44 -0500

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:      today's FR notice re: Select Agent compliance

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=__Part441AD0C0.0__="

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.

--=__Part441AD0C0.0__=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

fyi.. this was issued by CDC in today's federal register -- provides for

provisional registrations for those covered by CDC. I did not find the

same thing for USDA regulated select agents-- maybe they are just behind

CDC in doing the same thing???

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 3 Nov 2003 15:07:16 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      test message - disregard

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

Test

_________________________________________________________________

Want to check if your PC is virus-infected?  Get a FREE computer virus scan

online from McAfee.

http://clinic.mcafee.com/clinic/ibuy/campaign.asp?cid=3963

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 3 Nov 2003 17:13:16 -0500

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:      Updates on Dr. Butler -- trial started today

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=__PartCF915BEC.0__="

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.

--=__PartCF915BEC.0__=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

fyi.. Here is article from today's Lubbock online and also an article in

10/28 LA Times in case you are following this or interested. Dr.

Butler's trial began today-- would hate to be on that jury.. I am

sharing udaptes with our research deans and other relevant committees..

Thanks, Cheri

Lubbock On-Line

http://www.lubbockonline.com/stories/110303/loc_110303031.shtml

LA Times article

http://www.latimes.com/news/science/la-sci-butler28oct28002420,1,5747657.story?coll=la-news-science

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 3 Nov 2003 15:01:18 -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:      methylmethacrylate dust

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3A25E.63E16C28"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C3A25E.63E16C28

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hi all,

This is not quite a biosafety question but its related .

Methylmethacrylate is a dental amalgan used to make dental imprints and

various acrylic prothetics. Does methylmethacrylate dust (ie from

drilling of the hardened acrylic material) have any additional hazards

besides that of basic nuisance dust? Should additional protection beyond

that of working with nuisance dust be taken? I know that the raw

methylmethacrylate (as a powder and as a vapor) is an inhalation hazard

and is known to cause cancer, etc. but does the prepared

methylmethacrylate after it polymerizes render it "non-toxic"?

Thanks for your imput!!

Best,

Mimi

---------------------------------------------

Mimi C. Ton, MPH

Safety Engineer/ Institute Biosafety Officer

California Institute of Technology

Environment, Health & Safety Office

M/C 25-6

1200 E. California Boulevard

Pasadena, CA 91125

Phone: 626.395.2430

Fax: 626.577.6028

E-mail: mimi.ton@caltech.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 4 Nov 2003 14:39:56 +1000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Watson, Sonya (LI, St Lucia)" <Sonya.Watson@CSIRO.AU>

Subject:      Another question on  EtBr disposal/re-use

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Dear Biosafety folk,

Following on from the recent discussion on Ethidium bromide disposal, I've

had a question put to me from the lab users and would appreciate the lists

advice.  The question relates to the current practice of reusing agarose gel

that had been "used" with EtBr.

The process as explained to me is as follows, used agarose gels that may

contain EtBr (or have been exposed to EtBr in buffer solutions or baths) are

chopped into small chunks, placed in beakers and melted down in the

microwave for re-use (microwaved on high, approx 850 watt, for a couple of

minutes).  Once melted, additional EtBr is then added to the recycled gel or

through the subsequent baths and buffers.  The scientist was not able to

identify a distinct number of times that a gel may be recycled in this

manner before they dispose of it.

My questions relate to the process of re-melting the gel:

1.  Would the temps within the microwave be high enough to generate HBr? or

any other unexpected substances?

2.  Is there another safer method that may be employed for the recycling of

agarose?  Or is this practice not fesible?

3.  If this practice was seen as OK, is there any guidance on an upper limit

for the number of times a gel is recycled?

Your assistance is greatly appreciated.

Regards,

Sonya

********************************************************************

Sonya Watson

Occupational Health, Safety and Environment Co-ordinator

CSIRO Livestock Industries

306 Carmody Road, ST LUCIA  QLD  4067

Ph:  07 3214 2367

Fax:  07 3214 2224

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 4 Nov 2003 09:50:54 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Reeves, Beth A" <bereeves@INDIANA.EDU>

Subject:      Emergency Response Training

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/related;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3A2E3.0C55B31A";

              type="multipart/alternative"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C3A2E3.0C55B31A

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----_=_NextPart_002_01C3A2E3.0C55B31A"

------_=_NextPart_002_01C3A2E3.0C55B31A

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello All,

We are putting together our emergency response plan and I need to know

if there are any requirements for emergency responders to biohazardous

emergencies beyond the 40 hour Hazardous material training?

Thanks in advance.

Beth Reeves

Indiana University

Biosafety Officer

Research Park, Rm 109 Suite B

Bloomington, Indiana  47404

(812) 855-9333

bereeves@indiana.edu
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In case you didn't see the 60 Minutes story on Dr. Butler a couple of

weeks ago, here is a link to Lesley Stahl's interview with him.  One of

the very troubling statements he made was regarding "VIP aka vials in

pocket"  as a widespread pratice when referring to the charge of

illegally transporting hazardous materials  on his person ( Yersinia

pestis/plague samples from Tanzania).  He stated that he was unaware of

of transport requirements and still believes that this is the safest way

to transport etiologial agents.

http://www.cbsnews.com/stories/2003/10/17/60minutes/main578660.shtml

If you are really interested in knowing more about this case, you can

go to www.lubbockonline.com.  There is a new article up in today's

headlines and of course if you go to archives and type "Dr. Thomas

Butler" in as keywords, you'll get all of this local paper's coverage

going back to January when this whole thing started.

I was asked by our Research Deans this morning to put together a one

page executuve summary that can be distributed to department chairs and

relevant research committees. Once I have that done, I will be happy to

post for other to use.

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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Hi Beth,

The requirements for training of emergency responders are contained in

1910.120 (q).  While the standard doesn't specifically address

biohazardous emergencies I would recommend going to the compliance

directive and the interpretative quips for emergency response.  These

are available on the OSHA web site.  On another note, under paragraph q

of the standard emergency responders at the technician level are only

required to have a minimum of 24 hours of training.  But remember there

is the requirement to "objectively demonstrate competency."  What this

means is that the person really needs to have the ability to demonstrate

knowledge of the hazards, equipment, and monitoring instruments present

in the workplace.  It may take a lot more than 24 hours to get the

people up to that level of performance.  Depends on previous knowledge,

experiences, and ability to function under an incident command system.

I am real hesitant on having persons as emergency responders who have

had only a 40 hour course that is more geared for hazardous waste site

remediation than emergency response.  Also, don't forget the incident

commander training requirements that are in paragraph q as well.

Contact me directly if you have any additional questions.

Best regards,

Dean M. Calhoun, CIH

Affygility Solutions, LLC

13498 Cascade Street

Broomfield, CO 80020

phone: 303-884-3028

fax: 303-469-3944

email: dcalhoun@affygility.com

Affygility Solutions, providing strategic environmental, health, and

safety solutions to the biotechnology, pharmaceutical, and medical

device industry.  Go to http://www.affygility.com

<http://www.affygility.com/>  to advance your career.

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Reeves, Beth A

Sent: Tuesday, November 04, 2003 7:51 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Emergency Response Training

Hello All,

We are putting together our emergency response plan and I need to know

if there are any requirements for emergency responders to biohazardous

emergencies beyond the 40 hour Hazardous material training?

Thanks in advance.

Beth Reeves

Indiana University

Biosafety Officer

Research Park, Rm 109 Suite B

Bloomington, Indiana  47404

(812) 855-9333

bereeves@indiana.edu
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Morning all:

I know this subject was kicked around quite a bit at the beginning of

the entire Select Agent business, but I was not paying attention to most

of those posts and now I know that I should have.

The question is whether the Select Agent regs cover the VSV G Protein

if it is being used as a packaging system to insert a gene into cells.

This is clearly not the intact VSV virus.

If I remember correctly, the consensus was that this is not covered by

the SA regs.  But I was looking for confirmation from one or more folks

on the list.

Thanks!

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Program Manager

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu
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Here at LSU we took a proactive approach, mainly because of the presence of

SA labs on campus.  We hosted a series of orientations for the local

firemen / hazmat teams during which we explained the specific biohazards

for each SA lab, briefly covered the access regulations, showed them where

the labs were located, and answered any questions or concerns they had.  We

also informed them about some of the non-SA biohazards on campus, mainly a

BSL-3 lab in the same area that conducts research on multi-drug resistant

Mycobacterium tuberculosis. We explained appropriate PPE and procedures to

follow in the event of a fire or other emergency requiring entry to these

areas.  We got very positive feedback from the participants and I think it

was re-assuring for them as well as for us to know that the responders

understand what to expect if an emergency occurs.

One of our SA facilities has 24/7 campus police security force, and we took

the additional step of providing SA security training for these officers

and also listed them on our registration for access approval in case of an

emergency requiring entry.

Matt Philpott

Biological Safety Manager

Louisiana State University

Baton Rouge

225-578-4658

mphilp1@lsu.edu
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Posted previously:

Dear List Members...

The Following is from Denise Spencer, our USDA Technical Monitor for

the

Notification Program.  Thought I'd pass it on to you FYI...

Ed Gaunt

*************************************8

The notification form for possession of certain biological agents and

toxins recently published in the Federal Register, requires the

reporting

of genetic elements that encode for either "a functional toxin or a

virulence factor sufficient to cause disease."  Currently, there is no

evidence to suggest that the VSV G-protein is sufficient to cause

disease

in the species of interest.  Therefore it will not be necessary to

report

possession of the genetic material encoding for the VSV G-protein.

The New Jersey and Indiana strains of Vesicular stomatitis virus are

not

considered exotic to the U.S., so possession of either of these strains

of

VSV do not need to be reported on the "Notification of Possession of

Select

Agents or High Consequence Livestock Pathogens and Toxins" form.

However,

to be in compliance with Title 9 of the Code of Federal Regulations

part

122, you are required to have a permit to possess either of these

strains

if they were imported from another country or transported from another

state or the District of Columbia to your facility.

Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have additional questions

or

concerns.

D. Spencer

Senior Staff Veterinarian

National Center for Import and Export

>>> SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU 11/4/2003 11:12:55 AM >>>

Morning all:

I know this subject was kicked around quite a bit at the beginning of

the entire Select Agent business, but I was not paying attention to

most

of those posts and now I know that I should have.

The question is whether the Select Agent regs cover the VSV G Protein

if it is being used as a packaging system to insert a gene into cells.

This is clearly not the intact VSV virus.

If I remember correctly, the consensus was that this is not covered by

the SA regs.  But I was looking for confirmation from one or more

folks

on the list.

Thanks!

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Program Manager

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu
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-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of CURT SPEAKER

Sent: Tuesday, November 04, 2003 8:13 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: VSV G Protein

Morning all:

I know this subject was kicked around quite a bit at the beginning of

the entire Select Agent business, but I was not paying attention to most

of those posts and now I know that I should have.

The question is whether the Select Agent regs cover the VSV G Protein if

it is being used as a packaging system to insert a gene into cells. This

is clearly not the intact VSV virus.

If I remember correctly, the consensus was that this is not covered by

the SA regs.  But I was looking for confirmation from one or more folks

on the list.

Thanks!

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Program Manager

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu
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We also trained everybody under the Bloodborne Pathogens Standard,

with some extra information about the local campus "hot spots".

Typically, our list of response calls included abandoned needles or

suspicious medical waste.

Chris

--

><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><>

                 Chris Carlson

                 ccarlson@uclink4.berkeley.edu

><><><><><><><><>><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><>><><><><><><>
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Would you be willing to share a copy of your training program?

-----Original Message-----

From: Chris Carlson [mailto:ccarlson@UCLINK4.BERKELEY.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, November 04, 2003 9:28 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Emergency Response Training

We also trained everybody under the Bloodborne Pathogens Standard,

with some extra information about the local campus "hot spots".

Typically, our list of response calls included abandoned needles or

suspicious medical waste.

Chris

--

><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><>

                 Chris Carlson

                 ccarlson@uclink4.berkeley.edu

><><><><><><><><>><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><>><><><><><><>
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This is a post at the request of a colleague. You can respond to the list

or directly to me and I will forward the responses.

*****************************************************************************************************************************

We are interested in finding out if other institutions have had to address

the issue of employees that have beards and wear head coverings (i.e.,

turbans), and perform a job that does or may require respiratory

protection.  We have not been able to locate a PAPR that can accommodate

both a beard and turban.  In addition, PAPRs are not tested by NIOSH for

this type of use.  Therefore, one solution may be to have the employee

avoid the work that requires use of a respirator or have the employee

temporarily remove turban (if possible) and use a PAPR that can

accommodate a beard.  If you have a policy that addresses this issue and

are willing to share we would appreciate it.

Thanks.

Bob Holthausen

Laboratory Safety Specialist

Dept. of Environmental Health and Safety

Stony Brook University

Stony Brook, New York
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You may wish to check with 3M, who purchased Racal, a manufacturer of

PAPRs. They offer a variety of hoods they might work, although I have

never tried one in the specific situation you described. They do work

fine for beards, though.

Brent S. Mattox, CIH

Texas A&M University

-----Original Message-----

From: rholthausen@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU

[mailto:rholthausen@NOTES.CC.SUNYSB.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, November 04, 2003 12:53 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Respiratory Protection and Head Coverings

This is a post at the request of a colleague. You can respond to the

list or directly to me and I will forward the responses.

*************************************************************************=

****************************************************

We are interested in finding out if other institutions have had to

address the issue of employees that have beards and wear head coverings

(i.e., turbans), and perform a job that does or may require respiratory

protection.  We have not been able to locate a PAPR that can accommodate

both a beard and turban.  In addition, PAPRs are not tested by NIOSH for

this type of use.  Therefore, one solution may be to have the employee

avoid the work that requires use of a respirator or have the employee

temporarily remove turban (if possible) and use a PAPR that can

accommodate a beard.  If you have a policy that addresses this issue and

are willing to share we would appreciate it.

Thanks.

Bob Holthausen

Laboratory Safety Specialist

Dept. of Environmental Health and Safety

Stony Brook University

Stony Brook, New York
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I've used Survivair PAPRs (and feel that they have many advantages over

other makes). I've used the full face or half mask, but the catalogue

shows a shroud that can fit over a hard hat. It looks like it could do

both a bread and a turban.

We can't really mandate the shaving facial hair as a condition of

employment (especially as we are required to attract employment equity

groups, and ensure that there are no systemic barriers to employment

within Agency staffing).  However we do have health and safety standards

requiring an employee wearing respiratory equipment is fit tested to

ensure  face-to-mask seal.

If we do not indicate the requirement as a condition of employment we

could be faced with having to relocate the worker rather than insist on

the respirator use.  A job poster I recently sent out included the

statement "The work requires the use of a respiratory protective device

which must be worn in accordance with CAN/CSA Z94.4-93, Selection, Use and

Care of Respirators".

We will be providing the candidates a copy of the usage parameters.

Candidates will be given the opportunity to self screen self-screen or

request accommodation due to medical, religious, or facial deformity

reasons, etc.(appropriate documentation required).

Good luck

Elizabeth Rohonczy D.V.M.

Biocontainment and Safety Services

Animal Disease Research Institute/Centre for Plant Quarantine Pests

3851 Fallowfield Road, Nepean

Ontario, Canada    K2H 8P9

(613) 228-6698  
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Hello there Listserv-ers!  I know none of us really have much extra time

these days, but apparently someone here at GSU thinks I do and has

appointed me coordinator of data gathering for a departmental self-study. 

Since that is obviously self-explanatory and everything is as clear as

mud, I'll try to get straight to the point.  I need to collect comparative

information from other research institutions regarding a few compliance

related issues and if you're still reading this, thank you. 

Nonetheless, I'd like to get your feedback to a few questions, all of

which should be answered with your IBC, IACUC, and IRB in mind (if you

don't interact with the other committees, try to answer to the best of

your knowledge or just skip it).  And for those broadly worded questions,

I will gladly accept broadly worded answers.  The K.I.S.S. principle

definitely applies (Keep It Short and Simple).

For IBC, IACUC, and IRB:

1) Number of committee members?

2) Organizational structure - who appoints members and to whom does the

committee report?

3) How are goals and objectives of the respective committees developed and

implemented?  How is achievement measured?

4) How many active protocols for each committee?

5) What is the dollar amount breakdown for each committee in sponsored

research?

6) In addition to Federal regulations and guidelines, are there any

additional State, local, and/or unique university policies that each

committee must comply with?

7)  How does each committee make the campus and surrounding community

aware of priorities, policies, and procedures.

Thank you so much in advance for ANY feedback you can provide.  Now I can

get back to twiddling my thumbs and staring blankly at my office walls

anxiously awaiting my next nebulous appointment.

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University
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Jeff,

Clarify what you are after in 5.

Eric

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeffrey Owens [mailto:reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, November 04, 2003 3:25 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: GSU Research/Sponsored Programs Self-Study

Hello there Listserv-ers!  I know none of us really have much extra time

these days, but apparently someone here at GSU thinks I do and has

appointed me coordinator of data gathering for a departmental

self-study.  Since that is obviously self-explanatory and everything is

as clear as mud, I'll try to get straight to the point.  I need to

collect comparative information from other research institutions

regarding a few compliance related issues and if you're still reading

this, thank you. 

Nonetheless, I'd like to get your feedback to a few questions, all of

which should be answered with your IBC, IACUC, and IRB in mind (if you

don't interact with the other committees, try to answer to the best of

your knowledge or just skip it).  And for those broadly worded

questions, I will gladly accept broadly worded answers.  The K.I.S.S.

principle definitely applies (Keep It Short and Simple).

For IBC, IACUC, and IRB:

1) Number of committee members?

2) Organizational structure - who appoints members and to whom does the

committee report?

3) How are goals and objectives of the respective committees developed

and implemented?  How is achievement measured?

4) How many active protocols for each committee?

5) What is the dollar amount breakdown for each committee in sponsored

research?

6) In addition to Federal regulations and guidelines, are there any

additional State, local, and/or unique university policies that each

committee must comply with?

7)  How does each committee make the campus and surrounding community

aware of priorities, policies, and procedures.

Thank you so much in advance for ANY feedback you can provide.  Now I

can get back to twiddling my thumbs and staring blankly at my office

walls anxiously awaiting my next nebulous appointment.

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University
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Good morning, Eric.  I've been getting a lot of confused remarks about

question #5.  That was a poorly worded question, but what I was looking

for was the estimated dollar amount of research grants at each institution

(i.e. $10 million, $100 million, etc.).  I knew it was unlikely, but I was

trying to go a little further and get an estimated breakdown for each

category - biohazard, animal care/use, and human subjects, which would

actually be quite difficult since many of those overlap.

Jeff

>>> jeppesen@KU.EDU 11/04/03 05:06PM >>>

Jeff,

Clarify what you are after in 5.

Eric

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeffrey Owens [mailto:reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, November 04, 2003 3:25 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: GSU Research/Sponsored Programs Self-Study

Hello there Listserv-ers!  I know none of us really have much extra time

these days, but apparently someone here at GSU thinks I do and has

appointed me coordinator of data gathering for a departmental self-study. 

Since that is obviously self-explanatory and everything is as clear as

mud, I'll try to get straight to the point.  I need to collect comparative

information from other research institutions regarding a few compliance

related issues and if you're still reading this, thank you. 

Nonetheless, I'd like to get your feedback to a few questions, all of

which should be answered with your IBC, IACUC, and IRB in mind (if you

don't interact with the other committees, try to answer to the best of

your knowledge or just skip it).  And for those broadly worded questions,

I will gladly accept broadly worded answers.  The K.I.S.S. principle

definitely applies (Keep It Short and Simple).

For IBC, IACUC, and IRB:

1) Number of committee members?

2) Organizational structure - who appoints members and to whom does the

committee report?

3) How are goals and objectives of the respective committees developed and

implemented?  How is achievement measured?

4) How many active protocols for each committee?

5) What is the dollar amount breakdown for each committee in sponsored

research?

6) In addition to Federal regulations and guidelines, are there any

additional State, local, and/or unique university policies that each

committee must comply with?

7)  How does each committee make the campus and surrounding community

aware of priorities, policies, and procedures.

Thank you so much in advance for ANY feedback you can provide.  Now I can

get back to twiddling my thumbs and staring blankly at my office walls

anxiously awaiting my next nebulous appointment.

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University
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Anything other than following the iata regs?  This is for poxvirus strains.

They are shipping from Canada to us in the US.  Need any specific import

permit?

Thanks,

Rick Scott

East Carolina University

Greenville, NC
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From:         Barbara Ernisse <barbara.ernisse@TCH.HARVARD.EDU>

Organization: Children's Hospital Boston

Subject:      Re: shipping bl2's from canada to states
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check on the need for USDA import and transport permits -  the

requirement varies by strain.

Barb Ernisse

Children's Hospital Boston

(we found out the hard way)

"Scott, Rick" wrote:

>  Anything other than following the iata regs?  This is for poxvirus

> strains.  They are shipping from Canada to us in the US.  Need any

> specific import permit? Thanks,Rick ScottEast Carolina

> UniversityGreenville, NC
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List Servers,

We have a P.I. who has submitted a protocol for research involving

Adenovirus. Our IBC reviews research that involves BSL-2 and greater so

this would normally include adenovirus. However our chairman has

suggested that we develop a general policy on viral components and this

type of research in the future being exempt. I have included part of his

email below and would like to hear any other opinions that you all could

provide.

The adenovirus that (P.I) proposes to use is actually part of a viral

transduction kit of the type that is becoming an increasing popular

method to deliver DNA into mammalian cells. This is whereby a DNA

construct of interest is cloned into a transfer vector and this is then

added to a packaging cell that encapsulates the DNA inside of an

adenovirus coat. However, ALL INFECTIOUS ADENOVIRAL GENES HAVE BEEN

REMOVED. The particles are essentially DNA within a protein capsule and

do not contain viral genes required for replicative infection or other

deleterious genes. Such kits and components are now also available for

retroviruses.

Thank you,

Jeff Potts

Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

The Catholic University of America

Cardinal Station, Marist Annex

Washington, DC 20064

P / 202-319-5865

F / 202-319-4446

potts@cua.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 5 Nov 2003 06:36:58 -0800

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: Adenovirus research
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Jeff -

I have many clients who use these kits and even sell the technology for the

kits.  They all consider them RG 2and BSL-2 work. If you look up the vendor

information on these kits, they still recommend BSL-2 practices.  Definitely

the risk is not the same as the wildtype Adenovirus, but we don't have a

BSL-1.5 rating, so it's better to go up and down.

Rene Ricks

EH&S Consultant

rricks@pacbell.net

home office: (925) 370-1020

cell phone: (510) 912-1909

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Potts, Jeffrey M.

Sent: Wednesday, November 05, 2003 6:31 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Adenovirus research

List Servers,

We have a P.I. who has submitted a protocol for research involving

Adenovirus. Our IBC reviews research that involves BSL-2 and greater so this

would normally include adenovirus. However our chairman has suggested that

we develop a general policy on viral components and this type of research in

the future being exempt. I have included part of his email below and would

like to hear any other opinions that you all could provide.

The adenovirus that (P.I) proposes to use is actually part of a viral

transduction kit of the type that is becoming an increasing popular method

to deliver DNA into mammalian cells. This is whereby a DNA construct of

interest is cloned into a transfer vector and this is then added to a

packaging cell that encapsulates the DNA inside of an adenovirus coat.

However, ALL INFECTIOUS ADENOVIRAL GENES HAVE BEEN REMOVED. The particles

are essentially DNA within a protein capsule and do not contain viral genes

required for replicative infection or other deleterious genes. Such kits and

components are now also available for retroviruses.

Thank you,

Jeff Potts

Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

The Catholic University of America

Cardinal Station, Marist Annex

Washington, DC 20064

P / 202-319-5865

F / 202-319-4446

potts@cua.edu
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The things to consider are: 1) What is the reversion rate to wild type (i.e.

how crippled is the vector, can it recombine with wild type to become

infectious.  The vendor should be able to supple that info.); 2) what are

the genes that it is carrying.  While it is not infectious, it will infect

one round, so the researcher using the vector is at some risk.  Thus, the

gene or genes in the vector directly impact the safety level; 3) it

integrates into the genome, thus, it could disrupt important cellular

function, perhaps leading to a transformed cell.  Perhaps leading to a

cancerous cell.  Caution is advisable.

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA 01810

>From: "Potts, Jeffrey M." <Potts@CUA.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Adenovirus research

>Date: Wed, 5 Nov 2003 09:31:00 -0500

>

>List Servers,

>

>We have a P.I. who has submitted a protocol for research involving

>Adenovirus. Our IBC reviews research that involves BSL-2 and greater so

>this would normally include adenovirus. However our chairman has suggested

>that we develop a general policy on viral components and this type of

>research in the future being exempt. I have included part of his email

>below and would like to hear any other opinions that you all could provide.

>The adenovirus that (P.I) proposes to use is actually part of a viral

>transduction kit of the type that is becoming an increasing popular method

>to deliver DNA into mammalian cells. This is whereby a DNA construct of

>interest is cloned into a transfer vector and this is then added to a

>packaging cell that encapsulates the DNA inside of an adenovirus coat.

>However, ALL INFECTIOUS ADENOVIRAL GENES HAVE BEEN REMOVED. The particles

>are essentially DNA within a protein capsule and do not contain viral genes

>required for replicative infection or other deleterious genes. Such kits

>and components are now also available for retroviruses.

>Thank you,

>

>

>Jeff Potts

>Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

>The Catholic University of America

>Cardinal Station, Marist Annex

>Washington, DC 20064

>P / 202-319-5865

>F / 202-319-4446

>potts@cua.edu

_________________________________________________________________

Is your computer infected with a virus?  Find out with a FREE computer virus

scan from McAfee.  Take the FreeScan now!

http://clinic.mcafee.com/clinic/ibuy/campaign.asp?cid=3963
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Subject:      using your own blood as a control
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Dear Group,

What are your recommendations regarding a researcher using her own blood

in an assay as a control?  What are the risks?

Thank you

Kathy Gilbert
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It really depends on the application.We were always warned against any

cell culture work,

Using your own blood / cells, especially if the cells are to be

transformed into a permanent culture using Epstein Barr virus, etc. An

immortalized cell if it gets back into the donore, can easily evade the

immune system (Self!!)and set up something unwanted!!. If it is for

protein work or for spectral standards I have no problems....just make

sure work is done at BBP standard precautions.

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Kathleen Gilbert [mailto:gilbert@ARCHEMIX.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, November 05, 2003 10:40 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: using your own blood as a control

Dear Group,

What are your recommendations regarding a researcher using her own blood

in an assay as a control?  What are the risks?

Thank you

Kathy Gilbert
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From:         Kara Manning <manningk@OHSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Adenovirus research
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Also keep in mind that this research CANNOT be exempt according to the

NIH Guidelines, unless the adenoviral vector contains less than 50% of

the viral genome, very unlikely.

Kara

Kara Manning, PhD

Integrity Manager

Conflict of Interest in Research

Institutional Biosafety Committee

OHSU Research Integrity Office, L106RI

Oregon Health & Science University

2525 SW 1st Ave., Ste. 125

Portland OR 97201

email: manningk@ohsu.edu

phone: 503-494-6727

fax: 503-494-7787

>>> Potts@CUA.EDU 11/5/2003 6:31:00 AM >>>

List Servers,

We have a P.I. who has submitted a protocol for research involving

Adenovirus. Our IBC reviews research that involves BSL-2 and greater so

this would normally include adenovirus. However our chairman has

suggested that we develop a general policy on viral components and this

type of research in the future being exempt. I have included part of his

email below and would like to hear any other opinions that you all could

provide.

The adenovirus that (P.I) proposes to use is actually part of a viral

transduction kit of the type that is becoming an increasing popular

method to deliver DNA into mammalian cells. This is whereby a DNA

construct of interest is cloned into a transfer vector and this is then

added to a packaging cell that encapsulates the DNA inside of an

adenovirus coat. However, ALL INFECTIOUS ADENOVIRAL GENES HAVE BEEN

REMOVED. The particles are essentially DNA within a protein capsule and

do not contain viral genes required for replicative infection or other

deleterious genes. Such kits and components are now also available for

retroviruses.

Thank you,

Jeff Potts

Occupational Safety & Health Specialist, Biosafety Officer

The Catholic University of America

Cardinal Station, Marist Annex

Washington, DC 20064

P / 202-319-5865

F / 202-319-4446

potts@cua.edu
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Subject:      HEPA filtration theory
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Dear Bio Group,

Anyone have a reference for the theory describing HEPA Filter Collection

Efficiency?  Was looking for something on the < 0.3micron> limit.

Thanks,

Mark C.

---------------------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 977-6888    Phone

(314) 977-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu
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Look in the latest issue of Clean Room Technology.  They have a nice article

on subject.

Brian Petuch, RBP

Biological Pilot Plant

Compliance & Safety (COPS)

Merck Research Labs

WP17-301

West Point, PA 19486-0004

Office     215-652-4039

Fax        215-993-4911

Pager     800-759-8888 pin 1380162

Text message  1380162@skytel.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, November 05, 2003 2:05 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: HEPA filtration theory

Dear Bio Group,

Anyone have a reference for the theory describing HEPA Filter Collection

Efficiency?  Was looking for something on the < 0.3micron> limit.

Thanks,

Mark C.

---------------------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 977-6888    Phone

(314) 977-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu
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A librarian might help you find these references from the reference

section of Jake Shapiro's RADIATION PROTECTION - A guide for scientists

and physicians....

Dennis, R., ed. 1976 Handbook on Aerosols. U.S Energy Research and

Development Admonistration Report TID-26608. Springfield Va.: National

Technical Information Service.

Iinoya, K., and C. Orr, Jr.1977 Filtration. In Air Polution, vol. 4,

Engineering Control of Air Pollution, ed., A. C. Stern. New York:

Academic Press.

Happy hunting....

Rob MacCormick

Manager - EH&S

Olin College of Engineering & Babson College

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

        Sent: Wednesday, November 05, 2003 2:05 PM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: HEPA filtration theory

        Dear Bio Group,

        Anyone have a reference for the theory describing HEPA Filter

Collection Efficiency?  Was looking for something on the < 0.3micron>

limit.

        Thanks,

        Mark C.

        ---------------------------------------

        Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

        Biological Safety Officer

        Saint Louis University

        1402 S. Grand Blvd.

        Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

        St. Louis, MO 63104

        (314) 977-6888    Phone

        (314) 977-5560    Fax

        campbem@slu.edu
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From:         "Joseph P. Kozlovac" <jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Re: HEPA filtration theory

In-Reply-To:  <BA7ABACEB16D684EB677865D94B583F8023B0B@uswpmx11.merck.com>
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Another resource in which this topic is covered fairly well is a 1973 CRC

Press publication entitled Biomedical Applications of Laminar Airflow

authored by G. Briggs Phillips and Robert Runkle.  Its an oldie but a goodie.

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

>Sent: Wednesday, November 05, 2003 2:05 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: HEPA filtration theory

>

>Dear Bio Group,

>

>Anyone have a reference for the theory describing HEPA Filter Collection

>Efficiency?  Was looking for something on the < 0.3micron> limit.

>

>Thanks,

>

>Mark C.

>

>

>

>---------------------------------------

>Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

>Biological Safety Officer

>Saint Louis University

>1402 S. Grand Blvd.

>Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

>St. Louis, MO 63104

>(314) 977-6888    Phone

>(314) 977-5560    Fax

>campbem@slu.edu

______________________________________________________________________________

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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Thanks Joe.  Where did you get your slides?  Looks like it might be a

document of interest.

Thanks,

Mark C.

"Joseph P. Kozlovac" wrote:

>  Another resource in which this topic is covered fairly well is a 1973

> CRC Press publication entitled Biomedical Applications of Laminar

> Airflow authored by G. Briggs Phillips and Robert Runkle.  Its an

> oldie but a goodie.

>

>

>

>> -----Original Message-----

>> From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

>> Sent: Wednesday, November 05, 2003 2:05 PM

>> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>> Subject: HEPA filtration theory

>>

>> Dear Bio Group,

>>

>> Anyone have a reference for the theory describing HEPA Filter

>> Collection Efficiency?  Was looking for something on the <

>> 0.3micron> limit.

>>

>> Thanks,

>>

>> Mark C.

>>

>>

>>

>> ---------------------------------------

>> Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

>> Biological Safety Officer

>> Saint Louis University

>> 1402 S. Grand Blvd.

>> Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

>> St. Louis, MO 63104

>> (314) 977-6888    Phone

>> (314) 977-5560    Fax

>> campbem@slu.edu

>

> _____________________

> ________________________________________________________

>

> 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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Subject:      Re: HEPA filtration theory
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The very basic explanation at the following site has a short movie to

illustrate

http://www.eagleson.org/bsc_demo/content/unit_2/part02.html

<http://www.eagleson.org/bsc_demo/content/unit_2/part02.html>

Peter Belanger, MT(ASCP)

Director: Bacteriology Reference Laboratory

MA. Dept of Public Health

State Laboratory Institute

305 South Street

Jamaica Plain, MA 02130

Tel/Voice Mail: (617) 983-6267

E Mail: Peter.Belanger@state.ma.us

-----Original Message-----

From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, November 05, 2003 2:05 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@mitvma.mit.edu

Subject: HEPA filtration theory

Dear Bio Group,

Anyone have a reference for the theory describing HEPA Filter Collection

Efficiency?  Was looking for something on the < 0.3micron> limit.

Thanks,

Mark C.

---------------------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 977-6888    Phone

(314) 977-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu
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consider changing to a mail reader or gateway that understands how to

properly handle MIME multipart messages.

--=_A4FA3C09.90F190BE

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

How about a bit of Friday humor... a day early.  The attached "song" was

given to me yesterday from a colleague at Georgia Tech, but I'm not sure

of its origin.  You have to read through it with the tune from "Secret

Agent Man" playing in your head.  If you don't know "Secret Agent Man", go

to http://www.johnnyrivers.com/ and make sure your sound is on.

Enjoy!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Nov 2003 09:37:15 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: "Select Agents Man"

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

You want to share the same cell as me at Marionville, don't

you.....Bubba???

Remember Big Brother is watching.......)8^(

Phil #9319

-----Original Message-----

From: Jeffrey Owens [mailto:reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, November 06, 2003 8:44 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: "Select Agents Man"

How about a bit of Friday humor... a day early.  The attached "song" was

given to me yesterday from a colleague at Georgia Tech, but I'm not sure

of its origin.  You have to read through it with the tune from "Secret

Agent Man" playing in your head.  If you don't know "Secret Agent Man",

go to http://www.johnnyrivers.com/ and make sure your sound is on.

Enjoy!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Nov 2003 09:58:43 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      Fingerprinting

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3A476.78B6ADC0"

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_01C3A476.78B6ADC0

Content-Type: text/plain

This issue may have already gone around the Listserve but I don't recall it

so here goes:

So, we sent a bunch of names to the USDA along with FD-961's like good,

compliant folks do.  We even went so far as to have our people fingerprinted

and sent the cards back to the FBI - like good, compliant folks do.

Can anyone explain to me why we're getting fingerprint cards back, some 3

and 4 times, as "illegible?"  Has anyone else had this experience?  This is

frustrating!!!  The poor Officer who took the fingerprints doesn't know what

to make of it because they're good prints.

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Nov 2003 09:57:58 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Fingerprinting

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_Mq36xBuU/BwK6gg3YIxk+A)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_Mq36xBuU/BwK6gg3YIxk+A)

Content-type: text/plain;       charset="us-ascii"

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

My advice would be to call 1-304-625-7470, the Customer Service Number

for the FBI and get it straight from the source's mouth. I spoke to

Special Agent Tim Gray who is a good contact person, helped me with my

prints problem.

Also to everyone else... if you didn't get prints in...you may have

received a "love-letter" from the FBI to get them in by November 12,

2003! That is the drop-dead day for all compliance activities. Do so

quickly, or you will be joining me and "Bubba" at Marionville... 8^]

Phil #9319

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Dunn, Erin (dunnel) [mailto:dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU]

        Sent: Thursday, November 06, 2003 9:59 AM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Fingerprinting

        This issue may have already gone around the Listserve but I

don't recall it so here goes:

        So, we sent a bunch of names to the USDA along with FD-961's

like good, compliant folks do.  We even went so far as to have our

people fingerprinted and sent the cards back to the FBI - like good,

compliant folks do. 

        Can anyone explain to me why we're getting fingerprint cards

back, some 3 and 4 times, as "illegible?"  Has anyone else had this

experience?  This is frustrating!!!  The poor Officer who took the

fingerprints doesn't know what to make of it because they're good

prints.

        Erin L. Dunn

        Program Coordinator

        Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

        University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

        Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

        E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Nov 2003 09:11:00 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kathryn Harris <kathrynharris@NORTHWESTERN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Fingerprinting

In-Reply-To:  <9BA6DCC15456CC46894E77233173DD7C0A8DE118@UCMAIL5>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_69557328==_.ALT"

--=====================_69557328==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Yup.. we had finger print cards returned for two people.. our officer plans

to be out of the station next time we bring in another card! :)

At 09:58 AM 11/6/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>This issue may have already gone around the Listserve but I don't recall

>it so here goes:

>

>So, we sent a bunch of names to the USDA along with FD-961's like good,

>compliant folks do.  We even went so far as to have our people

>fingerprinted and sent the cards back to the FBI - like good, compliant

>folks do.

>

>Can anyone explain to me why we're getting fingerprint cards back, some 3

>and 4 times, as "illegible?"  Has anyone else had this experience?  This

>is frustrating!!!  The poor Officer who took the fingerprints doesn't know

>what to make of it because they're good prints.

>

>Erin L. Dunn

>

>Program Coordinator

>

>Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

>

>University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

>

>Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

>

>E-mail: <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>erin.dunn@uc.edu

>

>

>

>

>

>

**********************************************

Kathryn Louise Harris, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Professional

Office of Research Safety

Northwestern University

NG-71 Technological Institute

2145 Sheridan Road

Evanston, IL 60208-3121

Phone: (847) 491-4387

Fax: (847) 467-2797

Email: kathrynharris@northwestern.edu

**********************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Nov 2003 10:14:00 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Fingerprinting [bcc][faked-from][mx]

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3A478.9B619400"

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_01C3A478.9B619400

Content-Type: text/plain

O.k. but is the first set of prints being compliant or are we going to get

tagged because they've rejected them?  It's November 6 and I just got two

sets of prints back yesterday.  What if I get more today or tomorrow?

Which prison will women go to?

Erin L. Dunn

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, November 06, 2003 9:58 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Fingerprinting [bcc][faked-from][mx]

My advice would be to call 1-304-625-7470, the Customer Service Number for

the FBI and get it straight from the source's mouth. I spoke to Special

Agent Tim Gray who is a good contact person, helped me with my prints

problem.

Also to everyone else... if you didn't get prints in...you may have received

a "love-letter" from the FBI to get them in by November 12, 2003! That is

the drop-dead day for all compliance activities. Do so quickly, or you will

be joining me and "Bubba" at Marionville... 8^]

Phil #9319

-----Original Message-----

From: Dunn, Erin (dunnel) [mailto:dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, November 06, 2003 9:59 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Fingerprinting

This issue may have already gone around the Listserve but I don't recall it

so here goes:

So, we sent a bunch of names to the USDA along with FD-961's like good,

compliant folks do.  We even went so far as to have our people fingerprinted

and sent the cards back to the FBI - like good, compliant folks do.

Can anyone explain to me why we're getting fingerprint cards back, some 3

and 4 times, as "illegible?"  Has anyone else had this experience?  This is

frustrating!!!  The poor Officer who took the fingerprints doesn't know what

to make of it because they're good prints.

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Nov 2003 09:41:43 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Fingerprinting [bcc][faked-from][mx]

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="____LFKSEJCWWHPEPQYSAQXE____"

--____LFKSEJCWWHPEPQYSAQXE____

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

We've had 5 people's prints come back.  We re-did everyone already and the

PD fingerprint officer included a letter with each of the re-dos that said

something like... this is the second time we have rolled this person's

prints and we used "enhancer" this time before we rolled them....  We also

had one person that had severe hand scars and eczema and on their first

roll the officer included a statement about their condition and noted it

on their FP cards.  This approach has worked for us.  They have accepted 3

of the re-dos so far and accepted the eczema persons on the first roll.

Judy

>>> dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU 11/6/2003 8:14:00 AM >>>

O.k. but is the first set of prints being compliant or are we going to get

tagged because they've rejected them?  It's November 6 and I just got two

sets of prints back yesterday.  What if I get more today or tomorrow?

Which prison will women go to?

Erin L. Dunn

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, November 06, 2003 9:58 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Fingerprinting [bcc][faked-from][mx]

My advice would be to call 1-304-625-7470, the Customer Service Number for

the FBI and get it straight from the source's mouth. I spoke to Special

Agent Tim Gray who is a good contact person, helped me with my prints

problem.

Also to everyone else... if you didn't get prints in...you may have

received a "love-letter" from the FBI to get them in by November 12, 2003!

That is the drop-dead day for all compliance activities. Do so quickly, or

you will be joining me and "Bubba" at Marionville... 8^]

Phil #9319

-----Original Message-----

From: Dunn, Erin (dunnel) [mailto:dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, November 06, 2003 9:59 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Fingerprinting

This issue may have already gone around the Listserve but I don't recall

it so here goes:

So, we sent a bunch of names to the USDA along with FD-961's like good,

compliant folks do.  We even went so far as to have our people fingerprinte=

d and sent the cards back to the FBI - like good, compliant folks do. 

Can anyone explain to me why we're getting fingerprint cards back, some 3

and 4 times, as "illegible?"  Has anyone else had this experience?  This

is frustrating!!!  The poor Officer who took the fingerprints doesn't know

what to make of it because they're good prints.

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Nov 2003 13:29:08 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carl Pike <carl.pike@FANDM.EDU>

Subject:      sonication of bacteria

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; format=flowed; charset=us-ascii

I have a rather mundane question.   In our labs we occasionally use

sonciation to disrupt E. coli cells.  Two concerns are raised

1. the ultrasonic noise itself as a hearing hazard

2. possible aerosols (we use the typical non-pathogenic sorts of cells)

What sort of isolation/protection should we use?

I always expect the operator of the sonicator instrument to wear

hearing protectors.  but what about others in the vicinity - in the

same room, or down the hall?

I've seen some old sonicators that were inside a plexiglas chamber,

presumably to contain the aerosols. But current models in  catalogs

are not in chambers.

Do you conduct sonication in separate rooms?  Are there any

commercially available chambers? is the aerosol not a concern

(assuming the organism itself is not hazardous)?

Thanks for your advice.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Nov 2003 11:35:40 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barber, David L." <dbarber@DOEAL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: sonication of bacteria

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I have conducted noise surveys and did not find high exposure from

ultrasonic devices. However this was done a number of years ago.

I have a totally unrelated questions for the group that may be totally

stupid.  So, please forgive the questions right up front.  Can e coli revert

to the wild strain from the non-pathogenic strains such as BL21 or XL-1?

Dave

-----Original Message-----

From: Carl Pike [mailto:carl.pike@FANDM.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, November 06, 2003 11:29 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: sonication of bacteria

I have a rather mundane question.   In our labs we occasionally use

sonciation to disrupt E. coli cells.  Two concerns are raised

1. the ultrasonic noise itself as a hearing hazard

2. possible aerosols (we use the typical non-pathogenic sorts of cells)

What sort of isolation/protection should we use?

I always expect the operator of the sonicator instrument to wear

hearing protectors.  but what about others in the vicinity - in the

same room, or down the hall?

I've seen some old sonicators that were inside a plexiglas chamber,

presumably to contain the aerosols. But current models in  catalogs

are not in chambers.

Do you conduct sonication in separate rooms?  Are there any

commercially available chambers? is the aerosol not a concern

(assuming the organism itself is not hazardous)?

Thanks for your advice.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Nov 2003 13:14:39 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jeppesen, Eric R" <jeppesen@KU.EDU>

Subject:      Had CDC inspection today!

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Folks,

Had our CDC inspection this morning (5 1/2 hours).

I'm trying to decompress right now so details

will be coming later.

But I can say "I rock!!"!!

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Nov 2003 12:37:04 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barber, David L." <dbarber@DOEAL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: SARS Lab

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Sir,

I'm reviewing research proposals for SARs work.  What Biosafety level was

determined for your labs?  Why?

-----Original Message-----

From: Rowe, Thomas [mailto:t.rowe@SRI.ORG]

Sent: Friday, October 31, 2003 7:38 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SARS Lab

Benton,

Southern Research currently has a SARS lab up and running both for In vitro

and In vivo work.  I can be contacted with directly for more information.

Thanks,

Thomas Rowe, MS

Research Scientist & BSL-3 Facilities Manager

Homeland Security and Infectious Disease Research

Southern Research Institute

2000 9th Avenue South

Birmingham, AL  35205

Ph: (205)581-2341

FAX: (205)581-2657

E-mail: t.rowe@sri.org

> Please see www.southernresearch.org for information about our

capabilities.  Southern Research Institute is affiliated with the University

of Alabama at Birmingham.

>

Confidentiality Notice

The information contained in this communication and its attachments is

intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is addressed and may

contain information that is legally privileged, confidential, or exempt from

disclosure. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you

are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this

communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this

communication in error, please notify postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and

delete the communication without retaining any copies.

-----Original Message-----

From: Daw, Benton [mailto:DAWB@MAIL.ECU.EDU]

Sent: Friday, October 31, 2003 7:23 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: SARS Lab

Our institution was just notified that we were getting a new research team

to study SARS in the spring.  Is there anyone out there that is familiar

with setting up the labs or working with SARS.

I was trying to establish some contacts if I had future questions.

Thanks

Benton Daw

BioSafety Officer

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Nov 2003 13:12:29 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dina Sassone <dinas@LANL.GOV>

Subject:      BSL-3: In-Line Filter to Protect Pressure Transmitters

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Has anyone had any experience with room pressure transmitter filters for

BSL-3s?  If so, please respond back directly.  I have a specific

question!  Thanks.

Dina M. Sassone, CIH, CSP, SM (NRM), CBSP

University of California

Los Alamos National Laboratory

HSR-5

MS K486

Los Alamos, NM 87545

(505) 665-2977 (voice)

((505) 996-3807 (pager)

dinas@lanl.gov

"The less I seek my source for some definitives, the closer I am to fine"

(Indigo Girls)

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Nov 2003 15:34:10 -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: sonication of bacteria

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_000_01C3A4A5.55679D1E"

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_01C3A4A5.55679D1E

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

One approach to try would be blanketing the research community with

information

on alternatives to sonication. Staff don't enjoy doing the procedure,

either...

and new methods produce higher yield (so the literature says), so this

can work.

I ran the idea by the biohazard committee; they agreed that circulating

information on an improved procedure was a good idea. I arranged for a

sales rep

from Novagen come in to provide a quick explanation of the product at a

Lab

Safety Officers' meeting. She offered to ship free samples of Novagen

Bugbuster

to those who signed up, and this was a big help. I also followed this

promotion

with an article in the EH&S newsletter {"Get rid of that annoying

whine"] and

then with a mailing to the PI's, enclosing the full-color brochures

provided by

the sales rep. I have now found a competitor, Pierce, so in a few

months I can

circulate information about BOTH products again. The graph below is

from the

Novagen website, at

http://www.novagen.com/Products/ProductDetail_NVG.asp?catNO70584

"BugBuster=AE Reagent and BugBuster plus Benzonase=AE

Simple extraction of soluble protein from E. coli without sonication"

http://www.piercenet.com/products/browse.cfm?fldID060104

Poppers Cell Lysis Solutions  

"Poppers Cell Lysis Solutions are a complete line of ready-to-use cell

lysis

reagents, kits and related products that make cell lysis much easier

and faster

than traditional methods such as freeze-thaw cycles, sonicators and

glass

beads."  

Several labs have tried these alternatives....and one PI told me they

were

changing procedures. It's a start...

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Carl Pike

Sent: Thursday, November 06, 2003 1:29 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: sonication of bacteria

I have a rather mundane question.   In our labs we occasionally use

sonciation to disrupt E. coli cells.  Two concerns are raised

1. the ultrasonic noise itself as a hearing hazard

2. possible aerosols (we use the typical non-pathogenic sorts of cells)

What sort of isolation/protection should we use?

I always expect the operator of the sonicator instrument to wear

hearing protectors.  but what about others in the vicinity - in the

same room, or down the hall?

I've seen some old sonicators that were inside a plexiglas chamber,

presumably to contain the aerosols. But current models in  catalogs

are not in chambers.

Do you conduct sonication in separate rooms?  Are there any

commercially available chambers? is the aerosol not a concern

(assuming the organism itself is not hazardous)?

Thanks for your advice.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 6 Nov 2003 16:18:31 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Meechan, Paul J." <paul_meechan@MERCK.COM>

Subject:      SARS survey- maybe this time it will work

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_000_01C3A4AB.87B31810"

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_01C3A4AB.87B31810

Content-Type: text/plain

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dear Biosafety Colleagues-Please forgive me if you receive multiple copies

of this.  I tried this through the Tulane server and I cannot confirm that

it was ever sent.

 I need your help to complete a project for my EHS management degree from

Tulane University.  I have put together a short (10 min) survey on whether

the internet helped or hurt the development of containment procedures in

SARS laboratories and need to find a minimum of 20 people willing to

respond.  I've attached the survey in both pdf and Word formats and either

can be completed on line.  I would greatly appreciate it if anyone

overseeing a SARS lab would fill out the survey and return it to me at

pmeechan@tulane.edu <mailto:pmeechan@tulane.edu> .

The information will be pooled and not attributed to any respondent.  If you

have questions, please call me at 215-652-0744 or email me at the address

above.  Please do not respond to the group or to my Merck address, as this

is not associated with my regular job.

Thanks

Paul Meechan

 <<SARS BIOSAFETY SURVEY v2.pdf>>  <<SARS BIOSAFETY SURVEY.doc>>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 7 Nov 2003 09:11:03 +0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kam Wai Kuen <waikuen@JHS.COM.SG>

Subject:      sonication protection

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Hi all,

Our researchers use the sonicator for all sorts of disruptive behaviour beyond

just ecoli.  When the sonicator was moved to a new location its whine was so

unpleasant to a PI in the adjacent office (with door closed) that it generated a

whole lot of complaint emails, just from that PI alone.  Anyway to cut an

unpleasant story to the chase... we designed a plexiglas chamber and had it

fabricated locally.

The chamber's dimensions took in the retort stand holding the probe, plus the

probe.  Two arm access ports at the side was covered in flexible rubber/plastic

with an "X" cut into it (height of these ports should be measured for the

comfort  of the average operator) and one small access port covered with same

rubber/plastic on top for wire from probe.  Door was gasketted with rubber.  The

arm access ports were needed because for small volume sonication, the probe &

the tube may need to be hand-held

Everyone's happy.

this is my maiden voyage into this list.  I've learned a lot from reading the

emails.  Thanks for the education and sharing.

Waikuen

"Barber, David L." wrote:

> I have conducted noise surveys and did not find high exposure from

> ultrasonic devices. However this was done a number of years ago.

>

> I have a totally unrelated questions for the group that may be totally

> stupid.  So, please forgive the questions right up front.  Can e coli revert

> to the wild strain from the non-pathogenic strains such as BL21 or XL-1?

> Dave

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Carl Pike [mailto:carl.pike@FANDM.EDU]

> Sent: Thursday, November 06, 2003 11:29 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: sonication of bacteria

>

> I have a rather mundane question.   In our labs we occasionally use

> sonciation to disrupt E. coli cells.  Two concerns are raised

> 1. the ultrasonic noise itself as a hearing hazard

> 2. possible aerosols (we use the typical non-pathogenic sorts of cells)

>

> What sort of isolation/protection should we use?

>

> I always expect the operator of the sonicator instrument to wear

> hearing protectors.  but what about others in the vicinity - in the

> same room, or down the hall?

> I've seen some old sonicators that were inside a plexiglas chamber,

> presumably to contain the aerosols. But current models in  catalogs

> are not in chambers.

>

> Do you conduct sonication in separate rooms?  Are there any

> commercially available chambers? is the aerosol not a concern

> (assuming the organism itself is not hazardous)?

>

> Thanks for your advice.

--

Ms Kam Wai Kuen

Operations Manager

Safety Officer

Johns Hopkins Singapore

41 Science Park Road, #03-18 The Gemini

Singapore Science Park II

Singapore 117610

DID: 6874-0198; Main: 6874-0188; FAX: 6874-0177
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Thank you for your response and welcome to  the list, Waikuen!

Speaking as an independent ABSA member, I was extremely pleased to

see the great participation of biosafety professionals from Singapore

at the ABSA meeting in Philadelphia.  Our profession is truly

international far beyond the artificial political borderlines we try

to work around.  We have much to learn from each other.

One question about your sonicator enclosure - did you find that the

Plexiglas was enough to dampen the sound, or did you include some

acoustical shielding as well?  I've seen and used Plexi enclosures

for sonication before but didn't notice very much sound attenuation.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

IH/Biosafety Specialist

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

=============================================

>Hi all,

>Our researchers use the sonicator for all sorts of disruptive behaviour beyond

>just ecoli.  When the sonicator was moved to a new location its whine was so

>unpleasant to a PI in the adjacent office (with door closed) that it

>generated a

>whole lot of complaint emails, just from that PI alone.  Anyway to cut an

>unpleasant story to the chase... we designed a plexiglas chamber and had it

>fabricated locally.

>

>The chamber's dimensions took in the retort stand holding the probe, plus the

>probe.  Two arm access ports at the side was covered in flexible

>rubber/plastic

>with an "X" cut into it (height of these ports should be measured for the

>comfort  of the average operator) and one small access port covered with same

>rubber/plastic on top for wire from probe.  Door was gasketted with

>rubber.  The

>arm access ports were needed because for small volume sonication, the probe &

>the tube may need to be hand-held

>

>Everyone's happy.

>

>this is my maiden voyage into this list.  I've learned a lot from reading the

>emails.  Thanks for the education and sharing.

>

>Waikuen

>

>"Barber, David L." wrote:

>

>>  I have conducted noise surveys and did not find high exposure from

>>  ultrasonic devices. However this was done a number of years ago.

>>

>>  I have a totally unrelated questions for the group that may be totally

>>  stupid.  So, please forgive the questions right up front.  Can e coli revert

>>  to the wild strain from the non-pathogenic strains such as BL21 or XL-1?

>>  Dave

>>

>>  -----Original Message-----

>>  From: Carl Pike [mailto:carl.pike@FANDM.EDU]

>>  Sent: Thursday, November 06, 2003 11:29 AM

>>  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>  Subject: sonication of bacteria

>>

>>  I have a rather mundane question.   In our labs we occasionally use

>>  sonciation to disrupt E. coli cells.  Two concerns are raised

>>  1. the ultrasonic noise itself as a hearing hazard

>>  2. possible aerosols (we use the typical non-pathogenic sorts of cells)

>>

>>  What sort of isolation/protection should we use?

>>

>>  I always expect the operator of the sonicator instrument to wear

>>  hearing protectors.  but what about others in the vicinity - in the

>>  same room, or down the hall?

>>  I've seen some old sonicators that were inside a plexiglas chamber,

>>  presumably to contain the aerosols. But current models in  catalogs

>>  are not in chambers.

>>

>>  Do you conduct sonication in separate rooms?  Are there any

>>  commercially available chambers? is the aerosol not a concern

>>  (assuming the organism itself is not hazardous)?

>>

>>  Thanks for your advice.

>

>--

>Ms Kam Wai Kuen

>Operations Manager

>Safety Officer

>Johns Hopkins Singapore

>41 Science Park Road, #03-18 The Gemini

>Singapore Science Park II

>Singapore 117610

>

>DID: 6874-0198; Main: 6874-0188; FAX: 6874-0177
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From:         "Ulriksen, Christopher" <christopher.ulriksen@LAUREATEPHARMA.COM>
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Does anyone have or know where to get a good shipping SOP to deal with

DOT regulations for chemicals and biologicals (Haz and non-haz,

excluding waste)?  I need to develop an SOP that covers labeling,

packaging and documentation required for pharmaceutical finished goods

and chemical raw materials.

Any help would be appreciated.  Thanks,

Christopher Ulriksen, ASP

Environmental,

Health and Safety Manager

Princeton, NJ
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Hello list members,

I would like some advice or recommendations on what to do.  I've inherited

a Serum Banking program with about 30 employee serum samples that were

collected over a period of about 15 years.  The serum banking program was

implemented because the company manufactured an HIV test kit.  They

required as part of the biosafety program each new employee who worked in

the virus production lab and the immunoblot lab to have a sample of serum

collected and banked (for a background).  The manufacturing of this HIV

test kit has moved to another facility and I have 30 or so serum samples

sitting in a freezer.  Some of these 30 are from existing employees and

the rest are samples from personnel who no longer work here.  Is there any

value in keeping the samples?  I cannot attest to the storage conditions

of these samples during the 15 years.  If I kept them I would assume that

I'll need to obtain a post process serum sample.  But what about the

samples from personnel who no longer work here?  If I keep them what are

the proper storage conditions that I need to preserve these samples?   I

am inclined to dispose of the samples but would like to hear from the list

members.

Kevin Gove
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Kevin,

I once inherited a similar situation with hundreds of samples dating

back to the 1970's. Documentation was scant.

While some of the scientific staff were insistent that the samples were

invaluable, legal counsel disagreed. Accordingly, we decided to destroy

the existing bank.  We notified existing employees who had provided

samples of our intent to destroy the serum bank. Staff were given the

option to acquire their sample, if interested. A few folks actually

requested their serum. The remaining samples were incinerated.

I should emphasize the importance of seeking legal counsel, and the

blessing of upper management in whatever you decide.

Regards, Tom Leonard

Kevin Gove wrote:

>Hello list members,

>I would like some advice or recommendations on what to do.  I've inherited

>a Serum Banking program with about 30 employee serum samples that were

>collected over a period of about 15 years.  The serum banking program was

>implemented because the company manufactured an HIV test kit.  They

>required as part of the biosafety program each new employee who worked in

>the virus production lab and the immunoblot lab to have a sample of serum

>collected and banked (for a background).  The manufacturing of this HIV

>test kit has moved to another facility and I have 30 or so serum samples

>sitting in a freezer.  Some of these 30 are from existing employees and

>the rest are samples from personnel who no longer work here.  Is there any

>value in keeping the samples?  I cannot attest to the storage conditions

>of these samples during the 15 years.  If I kept them I would assume that

>I'll need to obtain a post process serum sample.  But what about the

>samples from personnel who no longer work here?  If I keep them what are

>the proper storage conditions that I need to preserve these samples?   I

>am inclined to dispose of the samples but would like to hear from the list

>members.

>

>

>

>Kevin Gove

>

>

>
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Thank you Glenn.  I think the lab-acquired SARS infection was the critical

event that lead to funding approval for Singaporeans to the ABSA

conference.  Since the affected researcher has fully recovered, I guess

you can say that it all ended well.  The lab/bio safety scene in Singapore

is still in its infancy and I'm just a sponge on this listserve.  I'm

happy to say that it's a relieve that I'm just reading about the SA regs

without having to participate, as this is one political border that I'm

happy not to cross.

> One question about your sonicator enclosure - did you find that the

> Plexiglas was enough to dampen the sound, or did you include some

> acoustical shielding as well?  I've seen and used Plexi enclosures for

> sonication before but didn't notice very much sound attenuation.

Yup, the 1cm plexiglass and the thick rubber/plastic port liner was

effective.  Previously the operator was required to wear hearing

protection - but I caught them bearing with the discomfort without

protection - but with the enclosure, the hearing protectors are no longer

required.  It's just an irritating whine, if one gets irritated by whines,

but not a problem at all.

> Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

> IH/Biosafety Specialist

> Lawrence Livermore National Lab

> 925-422-8255

> funk20@llnl.gov

>

--

Kam Wai Kuen

Manager, Operations

Biosafety Officer

Johns Hopkins Singapore

DID: 68740198;  Main: 68740188;  FAX: 68740177
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Hai there,

It is heartening to note that everything has ended well after the SARS lab

acquired infection incident.Whatever it is the Singapore authorities should

be commended for their openness and frankness with regards to this  lab

accident.It is not just an eye opener for the scientists in Singapore but

for everyone all over especially for those in South East Asia where

biosafety and security is still at its infant stage.

The Singapore SARS lab acquired infection comprehensive  investigation

report that is available through the net is now being used as a reference

document for those dealing in biosafety in this part of the world.The

suggestions and proposals put forward by the experts to improve and enhance

the biosafety standards I believe can be adopted by others too.

It is unfortunate that an accident of this nature should ever take place but

in some ways we may consider it as a blessing in disguise.It was a timely

wake up call.It is not just a Singapore affair. A similar incident can

happen anywhere in the world if issues related to biosafety and security is

not given due priority and funding by the authorities concern.

Well Done Singapore.

M.S.Param

Bio Safety Officer

Medical Research Institute

Malaysia

----- Original Message -----

From: "Wai Kuen Kam" <waikuen@JHS.COM.SG>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Saturday, November 08, 2003 10:31 AM

Subject: Re: sonication protection

> Thank you Glenn.  I think the lab-acquired SARS infection was the critical

> event that lead to funding approval for Singaporeans to the ABSA

> conference.  Since the affected researcher has fully recovered, I guess

> you can say that it all ended well.  The lab/bio safety scene in Singapore

> is still in its infancy and I'm just a sponge on this listserve.  I'm

> happy to say that it's a relieve that I'm just reading about the SA regs

> without having to participate, as this is one political border that I'm

> happy not to cross.

>

> > One question about your sonicator enclosure - did you find that the

> > Plexiglas was enough to dampen the sound, or did you include some

> > acoustical shielding as well?  I've seen and used Plexi enclosures for

> > sonication before but didn't notice very much sound attenuation.

>

> Yup, the 1cm plexiglass and the thick rubber/plastic port liner was

> effective.  Previously the operator was required to wear hearing

> protection - but I caught them bearing with the discomfort without

> protection - but with the enclosure, the hearing protectors are no longer

> required.  It's just an irritating whine, if one gets irritated by whines,

> but not a problem at all.

>

>

> > Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

> > IH/Biosafety Specialist

> > Lawrence Livermore National Lab

> > 925-422-8255

> > funk20@llnl.gov

> >

>

> --

> Kam Wai Kuen

> Manager, Operations

> Biosafety Officer

> Johns Hopkins Singapore

> DID: 68740198;  Main: 68740188;  FAX: 68740177
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Sorry Paul.   We're not doing any SARS research at BMS.

Sheldon

"Meechan, Paul J." wrote:

> Dear Biosafety Colleagues-Please forgive me if you receive multiple copies

> of this.  I tried this through the Tulane server and I cannot confirm that

> it was ever sent.

>

>  I need your help to complete a project for my EHS management degree from

> Tulane University.  I have put together a short (10 min) survey on whether

> the internet helped or hurt the development of containment procedures in

> SARS laboratories and need to find a minimum of 20 people willing to

> respond.  I've attached the survey in both pdf and Word formats and either

> can be completed on line.  I would greatly appreciate it if anyone

> overseeing a SARS lab would fill out the survey and return it to me at

> pmeechan@tulane.edu <mailto:pmeechan@tulane.edu> .

> The information will be pooled and not attributed to any respondent.  If you

> have questions, please call me at 215-652-0744 or email me at the address

> above.  Please do not respond to the group or to my Merck address, as this

> is not associated with my regular job.

>

> Thanks

> Paul Meechan

>  <<SARS BIOSAFETY SURVEY v2.pdf>>  <<SARS BIOSAFETY SURVEY.doc>>

>

>   -----------------------------------------------------------------

>                                           Name: SARS BIOSAFETY SURVEY v2.pdf

>    SARS BIOSAFETY SURVEY v2.pdf           Type: Acrobat (application/pdf)

>                                       Encoding: base64

>                                Download Status: Not downloaded with message

>

>                                        Name: SARS BIOSAFETY SURVEY.doc

>    SARS BIOSAFETY SURVEY.doc           Type: Microsoft Word Document (application/msword)

>                                    Encoding: base64

>                             Download Status: Not downloaded with message
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Sheldon- Thanks.  I thought that of the major pharma, only GSK and Abbott

were doing any work on it.  So far, I've only received one survey back, but

several replies from colleagues letting me know they don't work on it.  I

appreciate your help.

Paul

-----Original Message-----

From: Sheldon Cooper [mailto:sheldon.cooper@BMS.COM]

Sent: Monday, November 10, 2003 8:16 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: SARS survey- maybe this time it will work

Sorry Paul.   We're not doing any SARS research at BMS.

Sheldon

"Meechan, Paul J." wrote:

> Dear Biosafety Colleagues-Please forgive me if you receive multiple copies

> of this.  I tried this through the Tulane server and I cannot confirm that

> it was ever sent.

>

>  I need your help to complete a project for my EHS management degree from

> Tulane University.  I have put together a short (10 min) survey on whether

> the internet helped or hurt the development of containment procedures in

> SARS laboratories and need to find a minimum of 20 people willing to

> respond.  I've attached the survey in both pdf and Word formats and either

> can be completed on line.  I would greatly appreciate it if anyone

> overseeing a SARS lab would fill out the survey and return it to me at

> pmeechan@tulane.edu <mailto:pmeechan@tulane.edu> .

> The information will be pooled and not attributed to any respondent.  If

you

> have questions, please call me at 215-652-0744 or email me at the address

> above.  Please do not respond to the group or to my Merck address, as this

> is not associated with my regular job.

>

> Thanks

> Paul Meechan

>  <<SARS BIOSAFETY SURVEY v2.pdf>>  <<SARS BIOSAFETY SURVEY.doc>>

>

>   -----------------------------------------------------------------

>                                           Name: SARS BIOSAFETY SURVEY

v2.pdf

>    SARS BIOSAFETY SURVEY v2.pdf           Type: Acrobat (application/pdf)

>                                       Encoding: base64

>                                Download Status: Not downloaded with

message

>

>                                        Name: SARS BIOSAFETY SURVEY.doc

>    SARS BIOSAFETY SURVEY.doc           Type: Microsoft Word Document

(application/msword)

>                                    Encoding: base64

>                             Download Status: Not downloaded with message
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I would also like to welcome new subscribers to Biosafty and say hallo

to Waikuen  in Singapore and Param in Malaysia from Canada!   I have

also learned much from the group over the years I have been subscribing

and find the network of friendly biosafty personnel an invaluable resource.

 A question: Would it be possible to get any details on the lab acquired

SARS infection which you  experienced in Singapore and share the

experience with the Biosafty community? I am sure we can all learn from

the details.

 Are you famililiar with the Health Canada, Office of Biosacurity web

site and the SARS   advisory documents there? Here is the address in

case you have not found it yet

> http://www.hc-sc.gc.ca/pphb-dgspsp/ols-bsl/index.html

 Regards,

Gillian

Wai Kuen Kam wrote:

>Thank you Glenn.  I think the lab-acquired SARS infection was the critical

>event that lead to funding approval for Singaporeans to the ABSA

>conference.  Since the affected researcher has fully recovered, I guess

>you can say that it all ended well.  The lab/bio safety scene in Singapore

>is still in its infancy and I'm just a sponge on this listserve.  I'm

>happy to say that it's a relieve that I'm just reading about the SA regs

>without having to participate, as this is one political border that I'm

>happy not to cross.

>

>

>

>>One question about your sonicator enclosure - did you find that the

>>Plexiglas was enough to dampen the sound, or did you include some

>>acoustical shielding as well?  I've seen and used Plexi enclosures for

>>sonication before but didn't notice very much sound attenuation.

>>

>>

>

>Yup, the 1cm plexiglass and the thick rubber/plastic port liner was

>effective.  Previously the operator was required to wear hearing

>protection - but I caught them bearing with the discomfort without

>protection - but with the enclosure, the hearing protectors are no longer

>required.  It's just an irritating whine, if one gets irritated by whines,

>but not a problem at all.

>

>

>

>

>>Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

>>IH/Biosafety Specialist

>>Lawrence Livermore National Lab

>>925-422-8255

>>funk20@llnl.gov

>>

>>

>>

>

>--

>Kam Wai Kuen

>Manager, Operations

>Biosafety Officer

>Johns Hopkins Singapore

>DID: 68740198;  Main: 68740188;  FAX: 68740177

>
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Dear all,

I was just asked to query you folks about the Labconco Delta series

biosafety cabinet. Apparently this cabinet has an angled sash (10 degrees)

that allows for easier use. Any thoughts about the angled sash ...negative

or positive? Glare issues?

Thanks for your help.

Janet

Janet M. Ives

Industrial Hygienist

Biosafety Officer, IBC

University of Rochester

Environmental Health & Safety

300 East River Road, room 23

Rochester, New York 14623

Voice: (585) 275-3014 or -3241

Fax: (585) 274-0001

RC Box 278878
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Hi Carl,

Can't help with the hearing issue, but the aerosol issue is within my

province.  At MIT we had folks who experienced transient LPS (endotoxin)

exposure symptoms due to aerosol exposure from sonicated E. coli and other

aerosolized gram negs.  So would suggest that the sonication be performed

such that aerosols are captured.

Richie Fink

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: Carl Pike <carl.pike@FANDM.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: sonication of bacteria

>Date: Thu, 6 Nov 2003 13:29:08 -0500

>

>I have a rather mundane question.   In our labs we occasionally use

>sonciation to disrupt E. coli cells.  Two concerns are raised

>1. the ultrasonic noise itself as a hearing hazard

>2. possible aerosols (we use the typical non-pathogenic sorts of cells)

>

>What sort of isolation/protection should we use?

>

>I always expect the operator of the sonicator instrument to wear

>hearing protectors.  but what about others in the vicinity - in the

>same room, or down the hall?

>I've seen some old sonicators that were inside a plexiglas chamber,

>presumably to contain the aerosols. But current models in  catalogs

>are not in chambers.

>

>Do you conduct sonication in separate rooms?  Are there any

>commercially available chambers? is the aerosol not a concern

>(assuming the organism itself is not hazardous)?

>

>Thanks for your advice.

_________________________________________________________________

MSN Messenger with backgrounds, emoticons and more.

http://www.msnmessenger-download.com/tracking/cdp_customize

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 10 Nov 2003 15:11:44 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: sonication of bacteria

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

Not naturally, one could genetically engineer it.  The nonpathogenic strains

are nonpathogenic for a variety of reasons - nonattachment, no protection

against the immune system, no toxin production and probably other factors my

poor Monday afternoon brain has skipped.  It would require introduction and

integration of lots of genes.  Most of these genes are chromosomic and not

plasmid based.

Richie

>From: "Barber, David L." <dbarber@DOEAL.GOV>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: sonication of bacteria

>Date: Thu, 6 Nov 2003 11:35:40 -0700

>

>I have a totally unrelated questions for the group that may be totally

>stupid.  So, please forgive the questions right up front.  Can e coli

>revert

>to the wild strain from the non-pathogenic strains such as BL21 or XL-1?

>Dave

_________________________________________________________________

MSN Messenger with backgrounds, emoticons and more.

http://www.msnmessenger-download.com/tracking/cdp_customize

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 11 Nov 2003 10:07:08 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Reeves, Beth A" <bereeves@INDIANA.EDU>

Subject:      Security Plans

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3A865.79E60469"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C3A865.79E60469

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello All,

Would anyone out there be willing to share their security plan with me?

We are developing our site registration application for a BL3.  Any help

would be appreciated.  You may reply to me directly, at

bereeves@indiana.edu <mailto:bereaves@indiana.edu> , or by phone, 812

855-9333.  Any help would be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

Beth Reeves

Biosafety Officer

Indiana University

Environmental Health and Safety

Creative Arts Building, Room 160

Indiana University, 47405

812 855-9333  Office

812 340-0422  Cell Phone

bereeves@indiana.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 11 Nov 2003 09:22:03 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Matthew S Philpott <mphilp1@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Select Agent Partnership

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Biosafety Colleagues,

I thought I'd post this link in honor of tomorrow's official designation as

"compliance day" for those of us who have struggled mightily to get from

here to there on select agent research. This recent editorial in Science

(Vol. 302:949, Nov. 7) highlights some of the many problems encountered and

suggests some remediation steps.

http://www.sciencemag.org/cgi/content/summary/302/5647/949?etoc

For the record, we've now received the majority of our access approvals

back, many coming in during the past week.

Matt Philpott

Louisiana State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 11 Nov 2003 07:37:29 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gergis, Nasr" <NGergis@COH.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Security Plans

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3A869.A11AF31A"

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_01C3A869.A11AF31A

Content-Type: text/plain;

 charset=iso-8859-1

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I am interested to have a copy of this information. Thanks,

Nasr Gergis, PhD, DVM

Interim Director-Biosafety & Safety Officer

Occupational Safety & Health

City of Hope/Beckman Research Institute

Tel: 626-301-8417

Fax: 626-301-8970

E-mail: ngergis@coh.org <mailto:ngergis@coh.org>

-----Original Message-----

From: Reeves, Beth A [mailto:bereeves@INDIANA.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, November 11, 2003 7:07 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Security Plans

Hello All,

Would anyone out there be willing to share their security plan with me?  We

are developing our site registration application for a BL3.  Any help would

be appreciated.  You may reply to me directly, at bereeves@indiana.edu

<mailto:bereaves@indiana.edu> , or by phone, 812 855-9333.  Any help would

be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

Beth Reeves

Biosafety Officer

Indiana University

Environmental Health and Safety

Creative Arts Building, Room 160

Indiana University, 47405

812 855-9333  Office

812 340-0422  Cell Phone

bereeves@indiana.edu

-----------------------------------------------------------

SECURITY/CONFIDENTIALITY WARNING:  This message and any attachments are

intended solely for the individual or entity to which they are addressed. This

communication may contain information that is privileged, confidential, or

exempt from disclosure under applicable law (e.g., personal health

information, research data, financial information). Because this e-mail has

been sent without encryption, individuals other than the intended recipient

may be able to view the information, forward it to others or tamper with the

information without the knowledge or consent of the sender. If you are not the

intended recipient, or the employee or person responsible for delivering the

message to the intended recipient, any dissemination, distribution or copying

of the communication is strictly prohibited. If you received the communication

in error, please notify the sender immediately by replying to this message and

deleting the message and any accompanying files from your system. If, due to

the security risks, you do not wish to receive further communications via

e-mail, please reply to this message and inform the sender that you do not

wish to receive further e-mail from the sender.

===========================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 11 Nov 2003 10:53:01 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kelly Stanyon <kstanyon@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Security Plans

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_1E409DFD.4E2F6D61"

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.

--=_1E409DFD.4E2F6D61

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

We are also in the process of developing a Building Access and Security

Plan.  Would be interested in any policies that the group might be willing

to share!

Thank you,

Kelly

Kelly Stanyon

Information Specialist

TRUDEAU INSTITUTE

154 Algonquin Avenue

Saranac Lake, NY  12983

518-891-3080  ext. 127

kstanyon@trudeauinstitute.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 11 Nov 2003 11:54:10 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Laurence G Mendoza/HSC/VCU <lgmendoz@VCU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Security Plans

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_alternative 005CD17185256DDB_="

This is a multipart message in MIME format.

--=_alternative 005CD17185256DDB_=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

If you don't mind, I would also like to see some ideas on a Biosecurity

plan.

Thanks

Larry

*******************************************************************************

Larry Mendoza

Biosafety Inspector

Virginia Commonwealth University

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

Chemical-Biological Safety Section

Voice: 804-827-0353

Fax: 804-828-6169

Cell: 804-4004988

"Gergis, Nasr" <NGergis@COH.ORG>

Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

11/11/2003 10:37 AM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        Re: Security Plans

I am interested to have a copy of this information. Thanks,

Nasr Gergis, PhD, DVM

Interim Director-Biosafety & Safety Officer

Occupational Safety & Health

City of Hope/Beckman Research Institute

Tel: 626-301-8417

Fax: 626-301-8970

E-mail: ngergis@coh.org

-----Original Message-----

From: Reeves, Beth A [mailto:bereeves@INDIANA.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, November 11, 2003 7:07 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Security Plans

Hello All,

Would anyone out there be willing to share their security plan with me? We

are developing our site registration application for a BL3.  Any help

would be appreciated.  You may reply to me directly, at bereeves@indiana.edu, or by phone, 812 855-9333.  Any help would be greatly appreciated.

Sincerely,

Beth Reeves

Biosafety Officer

Indiana University

Environmental Health and Safety

Creative Arts Building, Room 160

Indiana University, 47405

812 855-9333  Office

812 340-0422  Cell Phone

bereeves@indiana.edu

-----------------------------------------------------------

SECURITY/CONFIDENTIALITY WARNING: This message and any attachments are

intended solely for the individual or entity to which they are addressed.

This communication may contain information that is privileged,

confidential, or exempt from disclosure under applicable law (e.g.,

personal health information, research data, financial information).

Because this e-mail has been sent without encryption, individuals other

than the intended recipient may be able to view the information, forward

it to others or tamper with the information without the knowledge or

consent of the sender. If you are not the intended recipient, or the

employee or person responsible for delivering the message to the intended

recipient, any dissemination, distribution or copying of the communication

is strictly prohibited. If you received the communication in error, please

notify the sender immediately by replying to this message and deleting the

message and any accompanying files from your system. If, due to the

security risks, you do not wish to receive further communications via

e-mail, please reply to this message and inform the sender that you do not

wish to receive further e-mail from the sender.

===========================================================

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 11 Nov 2003 13:31:13 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mike Durham <mdurham@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Security Plans

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0031_01C3A858.137C2F80"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0031_01C3A858.137C2F80

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

The link below is the link to our biosecurity guidelines.  This set of

guidelines is specifically for select agent/toxin research, regardless

of what BSL level is involved:

http://appl003.lsu.edu/PubSafety/oes.nsf/$Content/LSU+Policies-Procedures=

-Information+on+Select+Agent-Toxin+Research?OpenDocument

(If the above link does not work, go to www.oes.lsu.edu and look under

Biological Safety.) This document is readily seen to be a combination of

HHS and USDA guidelines on the subject.

Our site specific plan is not made public, but is derived from this

document. I suspect that most people will not provide site specific

plans by email unless they encrypt it. To do so may be a violation of

the security plan.

Mike Durham

LSU

---- Original Message -----

  From: Laurence G Mendoza/HSC/VCU

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Tuesday, November 11, 2003 10:54 AM

  Subject: Re: Security Plans

  If you don't mind, I would also like to see some ideas on a

Biosecurity plan.  

  Thanks

  Larry

*************************************************************************=

******

  Larry Mendoza

  Biosafety Inspector

  Virginia Commonwealth University

  Office of Environmental Health and Safety

  Chemical-Biological Safety Section

  Voice: 804-827-0353

  Fax: 804-828-6169

  Cell: 804-4004988

       "Gergis, Nasr" <NGergis@COH.ORG>

        Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

        11/11/2003 10:37 AM

        Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

                To:        BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                cc:        

                Subject:        Re: Security Plans

  I am interested to have a copy of this information. Thanks,

  Nasr Gergis, PhD, DVM

  Interim Director-Biosafety & Safety Officer

  Occupational Safety & Health

  City of Hope/Beckman Research Institute

  Tel: 626-301-8417

  Fax: 626-301-8970

  E-mail: ngergis@coh.org

  -----Original Message-----

  From: Reeves, Beth A [mailto:bereeves@INDIANA.EDU]

  Sent: Tuesday, November 11, 2003 7:07 AM

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Subject: Security Plans

  Hello All,

  Would anyone out there be willing to share their security plan with

me?  We are developing our site registration application for a BL3.  Any

help would be appreciated.  You may reply to me directly, at

bereeves@indiana.edu, or by phone, 812 855-9333.  Any help would be

greatly appreciated.

  Sincerely,

  Beth Reeves

  Biosafety Officer

  Indiana University

  Environmental Health and Safety

  Creative Arts Building, Room 160

  Indiana University, 47405

  812 855-9333  Office

  812 340-0422  Cell Phone

  bereeves@indiana.edu

  -----------------------------------------------------------

  SECURITY/CONFIDENTIALITY WARNING: This message and any attachments are

intended solely for the individual or entity to which they are

addressed. This communication may contain information that is

privileged, confidential, or exempt from disclosure under applicable law

(e.g., personal health information, research data, financial

information). Because this e-mail has been sent without encryption,

individuals other than the intended recipient may be able to view the

information, forward it to others or tamper with the information without

the knowledge or consent of the sender. If you are not the intended

recipient, or the employee or person responsible for delivering the

message to the intended recipient, any dissemination, distribution or

copying of the communication is strictly prohibited. If you received the

communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by replying

to this message and deleting the message and any accompanying files from

your system. If, due to the security risks, you do not wis h to receive

further communications via e-mail, please reply to this message and

inform the sender that you do not wish to receive further e-mail from

the sender.

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 11 Nov 2003 17:49:58 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Paul W. Tranchell" <sesc@TWCNY.RR.COM>

Organization: Soaring Eagle Safety Consultants, Inc

Subject:      Class III Decontamination

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="------------060104030007010109000806"

--------------060104030007010109000806

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

All,

Does anyone have a procedure for decontamination of a Class III

Biosafety Cabinet?  I have a procedure for Class II and would not

anticipate many changes, but ther are some obvous differences.

Thanks for your help.

Paul

Paul W. Tranchell RBP, CSP, CIH

President

       Soaring Eagle Safety Consultants, Inc.

Soaring Global View, Eagle Eye Attention to Detail

                          Is. 40:31

8274 Cottonwood Ct.

Liverpool, NY

(315)243-9079

sesc@twcny.rr.com

http://home.twcny.rr.com/sesc

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Nov 2003 08:38:10 -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: Class III Decontamination

In-Reply-To:  <3FB16796.2040902@twcny.rr.com>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/related; type="multipart/alternative";

              boundary="=====================_781578==_.REL"

--=====================_781578==_.REL

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="=====================_781578==_.ALT"

--=====================_781578==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

I guess the first question I would have is what agent was used in the

cabinet and start the decision making process from there.

At 05:49 PM 11/11/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>All,

>

>Does anyone have a procedure for decontamination of a Class III Biosafety

>Cabinet?  I have a procedure for Class II and would not anticipate many

>changes, but ther are some obvous differences.

>

>Thanks for your help.

>

>Paul

>

>

>

>

>Paul W. Tranchell RBP, CSP, CIH

>President

>be1de.jpg EAGLINE.GIF

>be23c.jpg

>        Soaring Eagle Safety Consultants, Inc.

>Soaring Global View, Eagle Eye Attention to Detail

>                           Is. 40:31

>

>8274 Cottonwood Ct.

>Liverpool, NY

>(315)243-9079

><mailto:sesc@twcny.rr.com>sesc@twcny.rr.com

>http://home.twcny.rr.com/sesc

>

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Environment, Health, Safety

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Nov 2003 08:42:25 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Betlach <michael.betlach@PROMEGA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Class III Decontamination

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/related; type="multipart/alternative";

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3A92B.305C8A78"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C3A92B.305C8A78

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----_=_NextPart_002_01C3A92B.305C8A78"

------_=_NextPart_002_01C3A92B.305C8A78

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Paul,

You also should contact the manufacturer of the cabinet. Some cabinets

come equipped with ports for attachment of formaldehyde gas generators,

which can simplify the process, but probably aren't large enough should

you decide to use VHP instead. Also, many cabinets are not

'self-powered', which makes it more difficult to assure that the gas

used contacts all interior locations that may be contaminated.

Michael Betlach

-----Original Message-----

From: Joseph P. Kozlovac [mailto:jkozlovac@NCIFCRF.GOV]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 7:38 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Class III Decontamination

I guess the first question I would have is what agent was used in the

cabinet and start the decision making process from there.

At 05:49 PM 11/11/2003 -0500, you wrote:

All,

Does anyone have a procedure for decontamination of a Class III

Biosafety Cabinet?  I have a procedure for Class II and would not

anticipate many changes, but ther are some obvous differences.

Thanks for your help.

Paul

Paul W. Tranchell RBP, CSP, CIH

President

be1de.jpg EAGLINE.GIF

be23c.jpg

       Soaring Eagle Safety Consultants, Inc.

Soaring Global View, Eagle Eye Attention to Detail

                          Is. 40:31

8274 Cottonwood Ct.

Liverpool, NY

(315)243-9079

sesc@twcny.rr.com

http://home.twcny.rr.com/sesc

_________________________________________________________________________=

_____

Biological Safety Officer

Environment, Health, Safety

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute - Frederick                                   

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Nov 2003 10:09:09 -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:      IBC Renewal Documents..Help

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dear Biosafety Folks,

I know this has been covered before but does anyone have a one page IBC

annual review document for research activities (includes all:

biologicals, toxins and recombinant) that they can share? We don't

require that a new application be completed by the investigator unless

substantial changes to the original authorization have been indicated.

I am struggling with the specific wording on the document that would

indicate to me that a complete resubmission of the original protocol is

warranted (e.g, change is scope(defined), techniques and procedures,

etc.).

Hear at Saint Louis University we require a one year annual update (one

pager, preferably) and a 5 year complete protocol resubmission for

review and approval from the time of the original IBC review and

approval.  I think a one page document would be less overwhelming for

all parties involved, maybe not.  So what do you guys/gals got?

Thanks for your help!  (you can email me direct or via listserv)

Mark C.

----------------------------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., SM(NRM), CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Office of Environmental Safety and Services

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 977-6888    Phone

(314) 977-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Nov 2003 11:22:57 -0500

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:      Nov. 12 SA deadline

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dear List Members:

    Today is the day that entities must be in full compliance with the

Select Agent regulations.  Have any of you received your provisional

registration certificates or provisional grants of access from CDC or

APHIS?  The Nov. 3 amendment states that provisional certificates will

be issued to entities that have submitted all of their paperwork by Nov.

12.  However, the amendment does not clarify whether work with SAs may

continue past Nov. 12 if an entity has submitted the required paperwork,

but still hasn't received a provisional certificate.  Do any of you have

answers to this problem?

    Many thanks for your help.

    Janet Peterson

    University of Maryland

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Nov 2003 10:35:29 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Julie A [EH&S]" <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Nov. 12 SA deadline

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I was told in a phone conversation just a few minutes ago with USDA

Plant Protection and Quarantine that they are trying to get all of the

provisional registrations faxed or mailed out by midnight tonight.  My

understanding from the phone conversation was that as long as we have

everything submitted for background checks and are in compliance with

the rest of the regulatory requirements, we can continue to proceed with

research.

Julie A. Johnson, Ph.D., CBSP

Assistant Director/Biosafety Officer

Iowa State University

Environmental Health and Safety

118 Agronomy Lab

Ames, IA  50011

phone: 515-294-7657

fax: 515-294-9357

email: jajohns@iastate.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Janet Peterson [mailto:peterson@WAM.UMD.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 10:23 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Nov. 12 SA deadline

Dear List Members:

    Today is the day that entities must be in full compliance with the

Select Agent regulations.  Have any of you received your provisional

registration certificates or provisional grants of access from CDC or

APHIS?  The Nov. 3 amendment states that provisional certificates will

be issued to entities that have submitted all of their paperwork by Nov.

12.  However, the amendment does not clarify whether work with SAs may

continue past Nov. 12 if an entity has submitted the required paperwork,

but still hasn't received a provisional certificate.  Do any of you have

answers to this problem?

    Many thanks for your help.

    Janet Peterson

    University of Maryland

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Nov 2003 10:40:27 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Julie A [EH&S]" <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IBC Renewal Documents..Help

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3A93B.AD91BFB1"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C3A93B.AD91BFB1

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Ours is a two page document, but is still pretty simple.  I have

attached a copy.

Julie A. Johnson, Ph.D., CBSP

Assistant Director/Biosafety Officer

Iowa State University

Environmental Health and Safety

118 Agronomy Lab

Ames, IA  50011

phone: 515-294-7657

fax: 515-294-9357

email: jajohns@iastate.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 10:09 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: IBC Renewal Documents..Help

Dear Biosafety Folks,

I know this has been covered before but does anyone have a one page IBC

annual review document for research activities (includes all:

biologicals, toxins and recombinant) that they can share? We don't

require that a new application be completed by the investigator unless

substantial changes to the original authorization have been indicated.

I am struggling with the specific wording on the document that would

indicate to me that a complete resubmission of the original protocol is

warranted (e.g, change is scope(defined), techniques and procedures,

etc.).

Hear at Saint Louis University we require a one year annual update (one

pager, preferably) and a 5 year complete protocol resubmission for

review and approval from the time of the original IBC review and

approval.  I think a one page document would be less overwhelming for

all parties involved, maybe not.  So what do you guys/gals got?

Thanks for your help!  (you can email me direct or via listserv)

Mark C.

----------------------------------------------

Mark J. Campbell, M.S., SM(NRM), CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Office of Environmental Safety and Services

Saint Louis University

1402 S. Grand Blvd.

Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

St. Louis, MO 63104

(314) 977-6888    Phone

(314) 977-5560    Fax

campbem@slu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Nov 2003 10:59:59 -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: IBC Renewal Documents..Help

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Thanks Julie!

"Johnson, Julie A [EH&S]" wrote:

> Ours is a two page document, but is still pretty simple.  I have attached a copy.

>

> Julie A. Johnson, Ph.D., CBSP

> Assistant Director/Biosafety Officer

> Iowa State University

> Environmental Health and Safety

> 118 Agronomy Lab

> Ames, IA  50011

> phone: 515-294-7657

> fax: 515-294-9357

> email: jajohns@iastate.edu

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Mark Campbell [mailto:campbem@SLU.EDU]

> Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 10:09 AM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: IBC Renewal Documents..Help

>

> Dear Biosafety Folks,

>

> I know this has been covered before but does anyone have a one page IBC

> annual review document for research activities (includes all:

> biologicals, toxins and recombinant) that they can share? We don't

> require that a new application be completed by the investigator unless

> substantial changes to the original authorization have been indicated.

> I am struggling with the specific wording on the document that would

> indicate to me that a complete resubmission of the original protocol is

> warranted (e.g, change is scope(defined), techniques and procedures,

> etc.).

>

> Hear at Saint Louis University we require a one year annual update (one

> pager, preferably) and a 5 year complete protocol resubmission for

> review and approval from the time of the original IBC review and

> approval.  I think a one page document would be less overwhelming for

> all parties involved, maybe not.  So what do you guys/gals got?

>

> Thanks for your help!  (you can email me direct or via listserv)

>

> Mark C.

>

> ----------------------------------------------

> Mark J. Campbell, M.S., SM(NRM), CBSP

> Biological Safety Officer

> Office of Environmental Safety and Services

> Saint Louis University

> 1402 S. Grand Blvd.

> Caroline Bldg. Rm. 307

> St. Louis, MO 63104

> (314) 977-6888    Phone

> (314) 977-5560    Fax

> campbem@slu.edu

>

>   ------------------------------------------------------------------------

>                                 Name: BPHC_renew_mod.doc

>                                 Type: WINWORD File (application/msword)

>    BPHC_renew_mod.doc       Encoding: base64

>                          Description: BPHC_renew_mod.doc

>                      Download Status: Not downloaded with message

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Nov 2003 11:40:42 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Elizabeth Tobias <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Re: Nov. 12 SA deadline

In-Reply-To:  <3FB25E61.5DC5BA53@wam.umd.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Howdy, y'all

FBI and CDC have both been very helpful with my frequent checks

("do you have all of Joe's documents?").

However, I just got off the telephone with FBI.

The FBI person also stated that about 50 boxes of mail had

arrived on thier doorstep this morning, as well as more stuff

forwarded from CDC and other agencies.  They are swamped.

The attitude also seemed to be along the lines of ... well,

don't expect CDC to know everthing, afterall, we (FBI) do.  I

would have felt better if he hadn't followed up with stating CDC

hadn't gotten an up-dated version of "who's on first" for recent

approvals in a while.

Elizabeth Tobias

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

--- Janet Peterson <peterson@WAM.UMD.EDU> wrote:

> Dear List Members:

>     Today is the day that entities must be in full compliance

> with the

> Select Agent regulations.  Have any of you received your

> provisional

> registration certificates or provisional grants of access from

> CDC or

> APHIS?  The Nov. 3 amendment states that provisional

> certificates will

> be issued to entities that have submitted all of their

> paperwork by Nov.

> 12.  However, the amendment does not clarify whether work with

> SAs may

> continue past Nov. 12 if an entity has submitted the required

> paperwork,

> but still hasn't received a provisional certificate.  Do any

> of you have

> answers to this problem?

>     Many thanks for your help.

>     Janet Peterson

>     University of Maryland

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Jr. Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Protect your identity with Yahoo! Mail AddressGuard

http://antispam.yahoo.com/whatsnewfree

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Nov 2003 15:40:24 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Ragland, Clyde" <cragland@TIGR.ORG>

Subject:      BSL 3 two-person rule?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Has anyone heard of a "two-person rule" when working in a BSL-3 facility?

In other words, no one works within the BSL-3 without his/her "buddy".

If this is common, where can I find it in the BMBL?

Thanks!

Clyde

R. Clyde Ragland, PE

Environmental Health & Safety Manager

The Institute for Genomic Research (TIGR)

9712 Medical Center Drive

Rockville, MD 20850

301-838-3518

301-838-0208(fax)

clyde.ragland@tigr.org

http://www.tigr.org

-----Original Message-----

From: Elizabeth Tobias [mailto:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 2:41 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Nov. 12 SA deadline

Howdy, y'all

FBI and CDC have both been very helpful with my frequent checks

("do you have all of Joe's documents?").

However, I just got off the telephone with FBI.

The FBI person also stated that about 50 boxes of mail had

arrived on thier doorstep this morning, as well as more stuff

forwarded from CDC and other agencies.  They are swamped.

The attitude also seemed to be along the lines of ... well,

don't expect CDC to know everthing, afterall, we (FBI) do.  I

would have felt better if he hadn't followed up with stating CDC

hadn't gotten an up-dated version of "who's on first" for recent

approvals in a while.

Elizabeth Tobias

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

--- Janet Peterson <peterson@WAM.UMD.EDU> wrote:

> Dear List Members:

>     Today is the day that entities must be in full compliance

> with the

> Select Agent regulations.  Have any of you received your

> provisional

> registration certificates or provisional grants of access from

> CDC or

> APHIS?  The Nov. 3 amendment states that provisional

> certificates will

> be issued to entities that have submitted all of their

> paperwork by Nov.

> 12.  However, the amendment does not clarify whether work with

> SAs may

> continue past Nov. 12 if an entity has submitted the required

> paperwork,

> but still hasn't received a provisional certificate.  Do any

> of you have

> answers to this problem?

>     Many thanks for your help.

>     Janet Peterson

>     University of Maryland

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Jr. Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Protect your identity with Yahoo! Mail AddressGuard

http://antispam.yahoo.com/whatsnewfree

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Nov 2003 15:45:54 -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: BSL 3 two-person rule?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Based upon their risk assessment, this sort of SOP is imposed by a BSO

at the time they review the Biosafety Manual and perform "witnessed"

dry-runs of procedures for start-up of operations by a BL3 research

group.  BMBL will only take you so far - it's really bare minimum.  The

buck stops with the BSO, at least at our institution.  mgh

---------------------------------------

Michael G. Hanna

University of Michigan

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Ragland, Clyde

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 3:40 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL 3 two-person rule?

Has anyone heard of a "two-person rule" when working in a BSL-3

facility?

In other words, no one works within the BSL-3 without his/her "buddy".

If this is common, where can I find it in the BMBL?

Thanks!

Clyde

R. Clyde Ragland, PE

Environmental Health & Safety Manager

The Institute for Genomic Research (TIGR)

9712 Medical Center Drive

Rockville, MD 20850

301-838-3518

301-838-0208(fax)

clyde.ragland@tigr.org

http://www.tigr.org

-----Original Message-----

From: Elizabeth Tobias [mailto:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 2:41 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Nov. 12 SA deadline

Howdy, y'all

FBI and CDC have both been very helpful with my frequent checks

("do you have all of Joe's documents?").

However, I just got off the telephone with FBI.

The FBI person also stated that about 50 boxes of mail had

arrived on thier doorstep this morning, as well as more stuff

forwarded from CDC and other agencies.  They are swamped.

The attitude also seemed to be along the lines of ... well,

don't expect CDC to know everthing, afterall, we (FBI) do.  I

would have felt better if he hadn't followed up with stating CDC

hadn't gotten an up-dated version of "who's on first" for recent

approvals in a while.

Elizabeth Tobias

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

--- Janet Peterson <peterson@WAM.UMD.EDU> wrote:

> Dear List Members:

>     Today is the day that entities must be in full compliance

> with the

> Select Agent regulations.  Have any of you received your

> provisional

> registration certificates or provisional grants of access from

> CDC or

> APHIS?  The Nov. 3 amendment states that provisional

> certificates will

> be issued to entities that have submitted all of their

> paperwork by Nov.

> 12.  However, the amendment does not clarify whether work with

> SAs may

> continue past Nov. 12 if an entity has submitted the required

> paperwork,

> but still hasn't received a provisional certificate.  Do any

> of you have

> answers to this problem?

>     Many thanks for your help.

>     Janet Peterson

>     University of Maryland

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Jr. Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Protect your identity with Yahoo! Mail AddressGuard

http://antispam.yahoo.com/whatsnewfree

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Nov 2003 14:53:03 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

Subject:      Re: BSL 3 two-person rule?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

We do it as a matter of practice, but I have not seen it required.  I

developed a working alone policy while I was at Auburn University for

hazardous work in general, I think it is prudent to apply this rule to all

types of situations not just BSL 3

-----Original Message-----

From: Ragland, Clyde [mailto:cragland@TIGR.ORG]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 2:40 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL 3 two-person rule?

Has anyone heard of a "two-person rule" when working in a BSL-3 facility? In

other words, no one works within the BSL-3 without his/her "buddy".

If this is common, where can I find it in the BMBL?

Thanks!

Clyde

R. Clyde Ragland, PE

Environmental Health & Safety Manager

The Institute for Genomic Research (TIGR)

9712 Medical Center Drive

Rockville, MD 20850

301-838-3518

301-838-0208(fax)

clyde.ragland@tigr.org

http://www.tigr.org

-----Original Message-----

From: Elizabeth Tobias [mailto:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 2:41 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Nov. 12 SA deadline

Howdy, y'all

FBI and CDC have both been very helpful with my frequent checks ("do you

have all of Joe's documents?").

However, I just got off the telephone with FBI.

The FBI person also stated that about 50 boxes of mail had arrived on thier

doorstep this morning, as well as more stuff forwarded from CDC and other

agencies.  They are swamped.

The attitude also seemed to be along the lines of ... well, don't expect CDC

to know everthing, afterall, we (FBI) do.  I would have felt better if he

hadn't followed up with stating CDC hadn't gotten an up-dated version of

"who's on first" for recent approvals in a while.

Elizabeth Tobias

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

--- Janet Peterson <peterson@WAM.UMD.EDU> wrote:

> Dear List Members:

>     Today is the day that entities must be in full compliance with the

> Select Agent regulations.  Have any of you received your

> provisional

> registration certificates or provisional grants of access from

> CDC or

> APHIS?  The Nov. 3 amendment states that provisional

> certificates will

> be issued to entities that have submitted all of their

> paperwork by Nov.

> 12.  However, the amendment does not clarify whether work with

> SAs may

> continue past Nov. 12 if an entity has submitted the required

> paperwork,

> but still hasn't received a provisional certificate.  Do any

> of you have

> answers to this problem?

>     Many thanks for your help.

>     Janet Peterson

>     University of Maryland

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Jr. Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Protect your identity with Yahoo! Mail AddressGuard

http://antispam.yahoo.com/whatsnewfree

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Nov 2003 15:47:23 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ricardo Tappan <rsorxt@GWUMC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL 3 two-person rule?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Content-disposition: inline

I would be interested in this as well. never heard of it.

>>> cragland@TIGR.ORG 11/12/03 03:40PM >>>

Has anyone heard of a "two-person rule" when working in a BSL-3 facility?

In other words, no one works within the BSL-3 without his/her "buddy".

If this is common, where can I find it in the BMBL?

Thanks!

Clyde

R. Clyde Ragland, PE

Environmental Health & Safety Manager

The Institute for Genomic Research (TIGR)

9712 Medical Center Drive

Rockville, MD 20850

301-838-3518

301-838-0208(fax)

clyde.ragland@tigr.org

http://www.tigr.org

-----Original Message-----

From: Elizabeth Tobias [mailto:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 2:41 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Nov. 12 SA deadline

Howdy, y'all

FBI and CDC have both been very helpful with my frequent checks

("do you have all of Joe's documents?").

However, I just got off the telephone with FBI.

The FBI person also stated that about 50 boxes of mail had

arrived on thier doorstep this morning, as well as more stuff

forwarded from CDC and other agencies.  They are swamped.

The attitude also seemed to be along the lines of ... well,

don't expect CDC to know everthing, afterall, we (FBI) do.  I

would have felt better if he hadn't followed up with stating CDC

hadn't gotten an up-dated version of "who's on first" for recent

approvals in a while.

Elizabeth Tobias

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

--- Janet Peterson <peterson@WAM.UMD.EDU> wrote:

> Dear List Members:

>     Today is the day that entities must be in full compliance

> with the

> Select Agent regulations.  Have any of you received your

> provisional

> registration certificates or provisional grants of access from

> CDC or

> APHIS?  The Nov. 3 amendment states that provisional

> certificates will

> be issued to entities that have submitted all of their

> paperwork by Nov.

> 12.  However, the amendment does not clarify whether work with

> SAs may

> continue past Nov. 12 if an entity has submitted the required

> paperwork,

> but still hasn't received a provisional certificate.  Do any

> of you have

> answers to this problem?

>     Many thanks for your help.

>     Janet Peterson

>     University of Maryland

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Jr. Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Protect your identity with Yahoo! Mail AddressGuard

http://antispam.yahoo.com/whatsnewfree
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Date:         Wed, 12 Nov 2003 16:09:09 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Amy Ryan <aryan@REHS.RUTGERS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL 3 two-person rule?

In-Reply-To:  <BF416591A731D411A883009027B11E9706081B63@mailserver.tigr.org>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: Multipart/Alternative; boundary="Alt-Boundary-2284.28164125"

--Alt-Boundary-2284.28164125

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Content-description: Mail message body

Clyde,

I am not aware of any specific citation in the BL-3 section, but the BMBL Appendix I:

Guidelines for Work with Toxins of Biological Origin discusses a two person rule

operating procedure for high risk manipulations involving toxins of biological origin.

Biosafety levels are not specifically addressed in this section.

The reference is: Special Practices, #10 "All high risk operations should be conducted

with two knowledgeable individuals present. Each must be familiar with the applicable

procedures, maintain visual contact with the other, and be ready to assist in the event of

an accident."

Best,

Amy

--

Amy Ryan

Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

Biological Safety Specialist

732.445.2550

http://rehs.rutgers.edu

On 12 Nov 2003 at 15:40, Ragland, Clyde wrote:

> Has anyone heard of a "two-person rule" when working in a BSL-3

> facility? In other words, no one works within the BSL-3 without

> his/her "buddy".

>

> If this is common, where can I find it in the BMBL?

>

> Thanks!

>

> Clyde

>

> R. Clyde Ragland, PE

> Environmental Health & Safety Manager

> The Institute for Genomic Research (TIGR)

> 9712 Medical Center Drive

> Rockville, MD 20850

> 301-838-3518

> 301-838-0208(fax)

> clyde.ragland@tigr.org

> http://www.tigr.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Nov 2003 13:15:45 -0800

Reply-To:     Deanna Frost <frostd@u.washington.edu>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Deanna Frost <frostd@U.WASHINGTON.EDU>

Organization: the University of Washington

Subject:      Robotic colony pickers at BSL-3

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_011F_01C3A91F.14DA0A60"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_011F_01C3A91F.14DA0A60

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Has anyone managed to find a robotic colony picker (QPix2, made by

genetix) with certified/certifiable biological safety cabinet-style

containment or, alternatively, managed to contain one in a certified

bsc? If the latter, what type?

Or, does anyone have information on customized primary containment?

Thanks, in advance...

Deanna Frost, Ph.D., C.I.P.

Institutional Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health & Safety, University of Washington

201 Hall Health Center, Box 354400, Seattle, WA 98195-4400

Voice: 206-543-7278  FAX: 206-616-3360

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Nov 2003 15:11:04 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: IBC Renewal Documents..Help

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=__PartA2FC22E8.0__="

--=__PartA2FC22E8.0__=

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=__PartA2FC22E8.1__="

--=__PartA2FC22E8.1__=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi Mark,

I got ambitious and tried to include EVERYTHING ... but I still managed

to get it on a one page, mostly check box, form.  It will eventually

feed to a databse.  It's attached, but the check boxes may not come up

unless you down load it.

Judy Pointer

UNM BSO

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 13 Nov 2003 09:15:05 +0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Kam Wai Kuen <waikuen@JHS.COM.SG>

Subject:      Re: BSL 3 two-person rule and SARS report

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="------------6F3A4891C60C66D4981FB604"

--------------6F3A4891C60C66D4981FB604

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi all,

I think that most PIs will balk at having to assign 2 persons for one

specific activity.  In our institution, we have a lab where each

post-doc has one project dealing with a particular biological agent.

One post-doc likes to work only at night and the door movement program

shows him working only at night.  He's originally from another time zone

from Singapore!  The PI is mainly concern with the project and the

results and although I've mentioned that it's best not to have anyone

working alone, there's not much I can do.  It's prevalent here in

Singapore, the safety officers have bark, no bite whatsoever.  Anyone

like to share a successful outcome of a similar situation?

As for the BSL-3, the situation is similar.  I had to limit the work on

one project to an experienced researcher because his assistant was a

fresh hiree with no previous lab experience.  It's only a BSL-3

practices lab.  Looking at Amy's reminder from the BMBL, I may have to

rethink this.

I like the BSL-3 lab at the Cancer Research Inst in Johns Hopkins

Medicine, it's walls has two large windows and the work in the lab is

visible from both sides of the lab along the corridors.

As for the Gillian Norton's request for the SARS incident investigation

report that was presented by the auditors from CDC & WHO, it was on the

Singapore Ministry of Health's website for some time but I had a search

yesterday and found that it's been removed.  Sorry Gillian. I've sent a

query through their website requesting for it and will let you know as

soon as I do.  If they don't reload it, I'll scan in my print out.

Best regards,

Wai Kuen

--

Ms Kam Wai Kuen

Manager, Operations

Johns Hopkins Singapore

41 Science Park Road, #03-18 The Gemini

Singapore Science Park II

Singapore 117610

DID: 6874-0198; Main: 6874-0188; FAX: 6874-0177

Amy Ryan wrote:

> Clyde,I am not aware of any specific citation in the BL-3 section, but

> the BMBL Appendix I: Guidelines for Work with Toxins of Biological

> Origin discusses a two person rule operating procedure for high risk

> manipulations involving toxins of biological origin. Biosafety levels

> are not specifically addressed in this section. The reference is:

> Special Practices, #10 "All high risk operations should be conducted

> with two knowledgeable individuals present. Each must be familiar with

> the applicable procedures, maintain visual contact with the other, and

> be ready to assist in the event of an accident." Best,Amy--Amy

> RyanRutgers Environmental Health and SafetyBiological Safety

> Specialist732.445.2550http://rehs.rutgers.eduOn 12 Nov 2003 at 15:40,

> Ragland, Clyde wrote:> Has anyone heard of a "two-person rule" when

> working in a BSL-3> facility? In other words, no one works within the

> BSL-3 without> his/her "buddy".> > If this is common, where can I find

> it in the BMBL?> > Thanks!> > Clyde> > R. Clyde Ragland, PE>

> Environmental Health & Safety Manager> The Institute for Genomic

> Research (TIGR)> 9712 Medical Center Drive> Rockville, MD 20850>

> 301-838-3518> 301-838-0208(fax)> clyde.ragland@tigr.org>

> http://www.tigr.org> >
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Hi Clyde,

I have read or heard about this somewhere but I just can't remember

where. No one should be working alone in a BSL-3, ie. always in buddy

system. An alternative is to have a person watching the worker in the

BSL-3 through a viewing panel or CCTV. This would be to standby for any

emergency, I guess.

I have visited a lab (in Singapore) that was doing SARS work. They had 1

person working in the BSC and another person assisting by handing him

stuffs the worker need (so that the worker's hands can remain in the

BSC) and also watch over the worker to see that things are done

correctly.

I believe in a Navy Seals rule: "Two is one, one is none."  

Cheers,

Jong

Jong Teck Keong

Safety Officer

Institute of Molecular and Cell Biology

30 Medical Drive Singapore 117609

Tel: 6874 8067      Fax: 6779 1117

DISCLAIMER:

This email is confidential and may be privileged. If you are not the

intended recipient, please delete it and notify us immediately. Please

do not copy or use it for any purpose, or disclose its contents to any

other person as it may be an offence under the Official Secrets Act.

Thank you.

-----Original Message-----

From: Ragland, Clyde [mailto:cragland@TIGR.ORG]

Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2003 4:40 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSL 3 two-person rule?

Has anyone heard of a "two-person rule" when working in a BSL-3

facility?

In other words, no one works within the BSL-3 without his/her "buddy".

If this is common, where can I find it in the BMBL?

Thanks!

Clyde

R. Clyde Ragland, PE

Environmental Health & Safety Manager

The Institute for Genomic Research (TIGR)

9712 Medical Center Drive

Rockville, MD 20850

301-838-3518

301-838-0208(fax)

clyde.ragland@tigr.org

http://www.tigr.org

-----Original Message-----

From: Elizabeth Tobias [mailto:safety_queen@YAHOO.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, November 12, 2003 2:41 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Nov. 12 SA deadline

Howdy, y'all

FBI and CDC have both been very helpful with my frequent checks

("do you have all of Joe's documents?").

However, I just got off the telephone with FBI.

The FBI person also stated that about 50 boxes of mail had

arrived on thier doorstep this morning, as well as more stuff

forwarded from CDC and other agencies.  They are swamped.

The attitude also seemed to be along the lines of ... well,

don't expect CDC to know everthing, afterall, we (FBI) do.  I

would have felt better if he hadn't followed up with stating CDC

hadn't gotten an up-dated version of "who's on first" for recent

approvals in a while.

Elizabeth Tobias

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

--- Janet Peterson <peterson@WAM.UMD.EDU> wrote:

> Dear List Members:

>     Today is the day that entities must be in full compliance

> with the

> Select Agent regulations.  Have any of you received your

> provisional

> registration certificates or provisional grants of access from

> CDC or

> APHIS?  The Nov. 3 amendment states that provisional

> certificates will

> be issued to entities that have submitted all of their

> paperwork by Nov.

> 12.  However, the amendment does not clarify whether work with

> SAs may

> continue past Nov. 12 if an entity has submitted the required

> paperwork,

> but still hasn't received a provisional certificate.  Do any

> of you have

> answers to this problem?

>     Many thanks for your help.

>     Janet Peterson

>     University of Maryland

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Jr. Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Protect your identity with Yahoo! Mail AddressGuard

http://antispam.yahoo.com/whatsnewfree

DISCLAIMER:

This email is confidential and may be privileged. If you are not the

intended recipient, please delete it and notify us immediately. Please

do not copy or use it for any purpose, or disclose its contents to any

other person as it may be an offence under the Official Secrets Act.

Thank you.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 12 Nov 2003 22:26:05 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: SARS report
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Attached please find the SARS report.

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

>>> waikuen@JHS.COM.SG 11/12/03 20:08 PM >>>

Hi all,

I think that most PIs will balk at having to assign 2 persons for one

specific activity.  In our institution, we have a lab where each

post-doc has one project dealing with a particular biological agent.

One post-doc likes to work only at night and the door movement program

shows him working only at night.  He's originally from another time zone

from Singapore!  The PI is mainly concern with the project and the

results and although I've mentioned that it's best not to have anyone

working alone, there's not much I can do.  It's prevalent here in

Singapore, the safety officers have bark, no bite whatsoever.  Anyone

like to share a successful outcome of a similar situation?

As for the BSL-3, the situation is similar.  I had to limit the work on

one project to an experienced researcher because his assistant was a

fresh hiree with no previous lab experience.  It's only a BSL-3

practices lab.  Looking at Amy's reminder from the BMBL, I may have to

rethink this.

I like the BSL-3 lab at the Cancer Research Inst in Johns Hopkins

Medicine, it's walls has two large windows and the work in the lab is

visible from both sides of the lab along the corridors.

As for the Gillian Norton's request for the SARS incident investigation

report that was presented by the auditors from CDC & WHO, it was on the

Singapore Ministry of Health's website for some time but I had a search

yesterday and found that it's been removed.  Sorry Gillian. I've sent a

query through their website requesting for it and will let you know as

soon as I do.  If they don't reload it, I'll scan in my print out.

Best regards,

Wai Kuen

--

Ms Kam Wai Kuen

Manager, Operations

Johns Hopkins Singapore

41 Science Park Road, #03-18 The Gemini

Singapore Science Park II

Singapore 117610

DID: 6874-0198; Main: 6874-0188; FAX: 6874-0177

Amy Ryan wrote:

> Clyde,I am not aware of any specific citation in the BL-3 section, but

> the BMBL Appendix I: Guidelines for Work with Toxins of Biological

> Origin discusses a two person rule operating procedure for high risk

> manipulations involving toxins of biological origin. Biosafety levels

> are not specifically addressed in this section. The reference is:

> Special Practices, #10 "All high risk operations should be conducted

> with two knowledgeable individuals present. Each must be familiar with

> the applicable procedures, maintain visual contact with the other, and

> be ready to assist in the event of an accident." Best,Amy--Amy

> RyanRutgers Environmental Health and SafetyBiological Safety

> Specialist732.445.2550http://rehs.rutgers.eduOn 12 Nov 2003 at 15:40,

> Ragland, Clyde wrote:> Has anyone heard of a "two-person rule" when

> working in a BSL-3> facility? In other words, no one works within the

> BSL-3 without> his/her "buddy".> > If this is common, where can I find

> it in the BMBL?> > Thanks!> > Clyde> > R. Clyde Ragland, PE>

> Environmental Health & Safety Manager> The Institute for Genomic

> Research (TIGR)> 9712 Medical Center Drive> Rockville, MD 20850>

> 301-838-3518> 301-838-0208(fax)> clyde.ragland@tigr.org>

> http://www.tigr.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:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Working alone
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Working alone is never advisable but is often the reality.  Since there are

no regulations that ban this activity, one has to search for reasonable work

arounds.  What was instituted at my previous place of employment was:  1) do

not work alone if at all possible; 2) if working alone, have a fellow lab

person or friend check periodically via a visit or phone call; 3) if 2) is

not possible, notifiy Campus Police that you are working alone and they will

periodically swing by to check on you.

The above was thought to be a reasonable approach to risk reduction.

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

978-247-2233

_________________________________________________________________

From Beethoven to the Rolling Stones, your favorite music is always playing

on MSN Radio Plus. No ads, no talk. Trial month FREE!

http://join.msn.com/?page=offers/premiumradio
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From:         "Burgener, Jyl A" <jab19768@GLAXOWELLCOME.COM>

Subject:      Virkon
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O Sage ones;

I seek advice on a product Virkon (50%  Potassium perosomonosulphate).  My

questions are to those that are familiar with this product.

1.  What PPE do you require?

2.  Do you use engineering controls to prepare the solution?

3.  Is there a less hazardous effective product out there to substitute?

Thank you one and all for any clarification on this one!!

=========================================================================
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dimitri Sossai <dimitri.sossai@HSANMARTINO.LIGURIA.IT>

Subject:      Re: Virkon
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In Italy we use that for endoscopy disinfection; PPE gloves and glasses

no engineering controls but maximal attention to the time contact should be

corrosive for optical fibres.

We prefer to use peracetic acid with adeguate equipment

Dimitri Sossai

----- Original Message -----

From: "Burgener, Jyl A" <jab19768@GLAXOWELLCOME.COM>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2003 3:41 PM

Subject: Virkon

> O Sage ones;

>

> I seek advice on a product Virkon (50%  Potassium perosomonosulphate).  My

> questions are to those that are familiar with this product.

>

> 1.  What PPE do you require?

> 2.  Do you use engineering controls to prepare the solution?

> 3.  Is there a less hazardous effective product out there to substitute?

>

> Thank you one and all for any clarification on this one!!
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Daniel Friederichs <idf@BIOGEFAHR.DE>

Subject:      Re: Virkon
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Hello,

> I seek advice on a product Virkon (50%  Potassium

perosomonosulphate).  My

> questions are to those that are familiar with this product.

Why and where do you want to use it? Do you have any impartial testing

results on Virkon? They tried to push the product in one of the

projects I do support. But they were not able to deliver any reliable

testing (well, investigation at XY-University, where they paid for,

doesn=B4t count for me...).

> 3.  Is there a less hazardous effective product out there to

substitute?

Depending your demands, maybe you should ask for a more effective

product first?!

Regards,

Daniel Friederichs

****************

www.biological-agents.de
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From:         Gillian Norton <gillian.norton@SYMPATICO.CA>

Organization: Biohazard Management Services

Subject:      Re: Virkon
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 Virkon is an effective wide spectrum  disinfectant  used widely in

animal barns and  animal housing suites. However it is supplied as a

finely divided powder which is hazardous if swallowed or inhaled and is

an eye and skin irritant. Once it's made up it's a good product as it is

non- corrosive and has no offensive odour.

 Respiratory protection should be used  when handling the powder to make

up the solutions - a disposable N95  respirator will be suitable  with

 eye protection and  chemical resistant gloves. The manufacturer

recommends long sleeved shirt and pants and respiratory protection when

spraying  or fogging.

 When making up solutions procedures should be used  to reduce dust

release. If it is being used in an animal area a fume hood is not

usually available so careful mixing of water with the powder  in an area

with good ventilation is recommended.  If it is being prepared in a

laboratory situation you could recommend that the solutions be prepared

from the powder in a fume hood.

 Hope this helps,

Gillian

Burgener, Jyl A wrote:

>O Sage ones;

>

>I seek advice on a product Virkon (50%  Potassium perosomonosulphate).  My

>questions are to those that are familiar with this product.

>

>1.  What PPE do you require?

>2.  Do you use engineering controls to prepare the solution?

>3.  Is there a less hazardous effective product out there to substitute?

>

>Thank you one and all for any clarification on this one!!

>

>

>
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Daniel Friederichs <idf@BIOGEFAHR.DE>

Subject:      Re: Virkon
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Hello,

> We prefer to use peracetic acid with adeguate equipment

Do you use the pure peracetic acid or do you mix it with any alkalic

product to prevent corossion and odure?

Regards,

Daniel Friederichs

****************

www.biogefahr.de
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Daniel Friederichs <idf@BIOGEFAHR.DE>

Subject:      Re: Virkon
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Hello,

>  Virkon is an effective wide spectrum  disinfectant  used widely in

> animal barns and  animal housing suites.

Sounds like written from a company-ad ;-) What does it mean in a

reliable scientific way? For which microorganism can you use it? Which

concentration is necessary under which conditions? Who tested

the "effective wide spectrum"?

Regards,

Daniel Friederichs

****************

www.biogefahr.de
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From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Virkon
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Virkon is EPA listed on the C list - effective against HIV.  Papers that I

have seen indicate that it is effective against vegetative bacteria, fungi,

most non-enveloped viruses and questionable activity against mycobacteria.

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

978-247-2233

>

>>Sounds like written from a company-ad ;-) What does it mean in a

>reliable scientific way? For which microorganism can you use it? Which

>concentration is necessary under which conditions? Who tested

>the "effective wide spectrum"?

>

>

>Regards,

>

>

>Daniel Friederichs

>

_________________________________________________________________
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From:         "David N. Easton" <dne2a@VIRGINIA.EDU>

Subject:      Chemotherapeutic Agents in BSC's
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Group,

I was recently asked by our biosafety cabinet certifier for guidance

regarding the inactivation/decontamination/disposal requirements for

another customer's device that had been used to prepare chemotherapeutic

doses.  The bsc is to be disposed of completely (i.e., junked) and is

assumed to be internally contaminated.

Anyone have experience regarding this issue that they may be willing to

share?

Thank you,

David N. Easton

University of Virginia
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Subject:      Re: Virkon
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Two anecdotes:

1. Several years ago I performed some comparison tests on several

disinfectants used in agricultural animal facilities.  Virkon S was one

of products I tested using the AOAC broth dilution protocol, the

comparable British protocol and the French protocol.  E.coli, S. aureus

and S. cerevisiae were the organisms tested.  Virkon was far more

effective in killing these organisms than any other product tested,

especially in high organic load conditions. I won't go into how many

replicates were run, test tubes I washed, plates I poured, liters of

hard water and broth I sterilized.  I did this for nine months, so

suffice it say "lots & lots". 

(Whenever the topic of disinfectant testing comes up among

microbiologists, a discussion of the efficacy of the protocols comes up.

Do they really simulate real-world conditions, lab strains of

microorganisms are easier to kill that those in the barnyard, etc.  I

opt out of that discussion.)

2. One and a half years ago, during the foot and mouth concern,  I

returned to the USA from a 2 week visit to Ecuador, and the USA Customs

folks dipped all of the soles of our shoes into a solution of Virkon.

Care must be taken when mixing, as pointed out by others. 

If I had a barn to disinfect, I would use Virkon after I had washed out

the gross organics with soap and water.    

Cheers,

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787

-----Original Message-----

From: Burgener, Jyl A [mailto:jab19768@GLAXOWELLCOME.COM]

Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2003 9:42 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Virkon

O Sage ones;

I seek advice on a product Virkon (50%  Potassium perosomonosulphate).

My

questions are to those that are familiar with this product.

1.  What PPE do you require?

2.  Do you use engineering controls to prepare the solution?

3.  Is there a less hazardous effective product out there to substitute?

Thank you one and all for any clarification on this one!!
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Subject:      Re: Chemotherapeutic Agents in BSC's
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David, have not had to cross that bridge yet here.  I think when we do we

will go with some outside help.  Try this email: TriangleCert@aol.com  You

will get a gentleman named Paul Falcon.  They are in Raleigh.  He is an

incredibly knowledgeable and experienced hood certifier.  Not sure if he can

help you, but if he cannot he might be able to point you in the right

direction.

If you don't mind, please post your findings.  Thanks-

Rick Scott

East Carolina University

Greenville, NC

252-744-3437

-----Original Message-----

From: David N. Easton [mailto:dne2a@VIRGINIA.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2003 1:41 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Chemotherapeutic Agents in BSC's

Group,

I was recently asked by our biosafety cabinet certifier for guidance

regarding the inactivation/decontamination/disposal requirements for

another customer's device that had been used to prepare chemotherapeutic

doses.  The bsc is to be disposed of completely (i.e., junked) and is

assumed to be internally contaminated.

Anyone have experience regarding this issue that they may be willing to

share?

Thank you,

David N. Easton

University of Virginia
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From:         Liz Rohonczy <rohonczyl@INSPECTION.GC.CA>

Subject:      Re: Virkon

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

This is a "company" site but has links to every data set/reference/study

you could possibly want.

http://www.antecint.co.uk/main/vkspec.htm

Elizabeth Rohonczy D.V.M.

Biocontainment and Safety Services

Animal Disease Research Institute/Centre for Plant Quarantine Pests

3851 Fallowfield Road, Nepean

Ontario, Canada    K2H 8P9

(613) 228-6698  
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Dave the folks over at Johns Hopkins have fairly extensive experience with

this particular subject.  I would contact John Schafer at JHMI the phone #

there is 410-955-5918.

At 01:41 PM 11/13/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Group,

>

>I was recently asked by our biosafety cabinet certifier for guidance

>regarding the inactivation/decontamination/disposal requirements for

>another customer's device that had been used to prepare chemotherapeutic

>doses.  The bsc is to be disposed of completely (i.e., junked) and is

>assumed to be internally contaminated.

>

>Anyone have experience regarding this issue that they may be willing to

>share?

>

>Thank you,

>

>David N. Easton

>University of Virginia

>

>

______________________________________________________________________________

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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 Can anyone supply the website for the EPA listed disinfectants  refered

to here? I have searched with no luck!

Gillian

Richard Fink wrote:

> Virkon is EPA listed on the C list - effective against HIV.  Papers

> that I

> have seen indicate that it is effective against vegetative bacteria,

> fungi,

> most non-enveloped viruses and questionable activity against

> mycobacteria.

>

> Richie Fink

> Biosafety Officer

> Wyeth BioPharma

> Andover, MA

> 978-247-2233

>

>>

>>> Sounds like written from a company-ad ;-) What does it mean in a

>>

>> reliable scientific way? For which microorganism can you use it? Which

>> concentration is necessary under which conditions? Who tested

>> the "effective wide spectrum"?

>>

>>

>> Regards,

>>

>>

>> Daniel Friederichs

>>

>

> _________________________________________________________________

> Great deals on high-speed Internet access as low as $26.95.

> https://broadband.msn.com (Prices may vary by service area.)

>
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http://www.epa.gov/oppad001/chemregindex.htm  for EPA

http://www.antecint.co.uk/start.htm for ANTEC.

Brian Petuch, RBP

Biological Pilot Plant

Compliance & Safety (COPS)

Merck Research Labs

WP17-301

West Point, PA 19486-0004

Office     215-652-4039

Fax        215-993-4911

Pager     800-759-8888 pin 1380162

Text message  1380162@skytel.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Gillian Norton [mailto:gillian.norton@SYMPATICO.CA]

Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2003 5:19 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Virkon

 Can anyone supply the website for the EPA listed disinfectants  refered

to here? I have searched with no luck!

Gillian

Richard Fink wrote:

> Virkon is EPA listed on the C list - effective against HIV.  Papers

> that I

> have seen indicate that it is effective against vegetative bacteria,

> fungi,

> most non-enveloped viruses and questionable activity against

> mycobacteria.

>

> Richie Fink

> Biosafety Officer

> Wyeth BioPharma

> Andover, MA

> 978-247-2233

>

>>

>>> Sounds like written from a company-ad ;-) What does it mean in a

>>

>> reliable scientific way? For which microorganism can you use it? Which

>> concentration is necessary under which conditions? Who tested

>> the "effective wide spectrum"?

>>

>>

>> Regards,

>>

>>

>> Daniel Friederichs

>>

>

> _________________________________________________________________

> Great deals on high-speed Internet access as low as $26.95.

> https://broadband.msn.com (Prices may vary by service area.)

>
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http://www.epa.gov/oppad001/chemregindex.htm

Barry Cohen

Dirt, EH&S

TKT

Gillian Norton wrote:

>  Can anyone supply the website for the EPA listed disinfectants  refered

> to here? I have searched with no luck!

> Gillian

>

> Richard Fink wrote:

>

> > Virkon is EPA listed on the C list - effective against HIV.  Papers

> > that I

> > have seen indicate that it is effective against vegetative bacteria,

> > fungi,

> > most non-enveloped viruses and questionable activity against

> > mycobacteria.

> >

> > Richie Fink

> > Biosafety Officer

> > Wyeth BioPharma

> > Andover, MA

> > 978-247-2233

> >

> >>

> >>> Sounds like written from a company-ad ;-) What does it mean in a

> >>

> >> reliable scientific way? For which microorganism can you use it? Which

> >> concentration is necessary under which conditions? Who tested

> >> the "effective wide spectrum"?

> >>

> >>

> >> Regards,

> >>

> >>

> >> Daniel Friederichs

> >>

> >

> > _________________________________________________________________

> > Great deals on high-speed Internet access as low as $26.95.

> > https://broadband.msn.com (Prices may vary by service area.)

> >
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Hi all! Just one word of warning coming from experience to add to all the

great info that Gillian has provided. We used to use Virkon in some of our

dunk tanks from Level 3 and, although the manufacturer touts Virkon as

being non-corrosive,  we found that the vapors ended up corroding the inner

stainless steel lids of the dunk tanks. These lids were not specially

coated like the rest of  the inside body of the tanks. We had to fix the

lids and decided to switch to other disinfectants that were effective

against whatever pathogens were used in the area.

Regards,

Betty

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

----- Forwarded by Betty Kupskay/HC-SC/GC/CA on 2003-11-13 02:45 PM -----

                      Gillian Norton

                      <gillian.norton@SY        To:       BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                      MPATICO.CA>               cc:

                      Sent by: A                Subject:  Re: Virkon

                      Biosafety

                      Discussion List

                      <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.M

                      IT.EDU>

                      2003-11-13 11:10

                      AM

                      Please respond to

                      A Biosafety

                      Discussion List

 Virkon is an effective wide spectrum  disinfectant  used widely in

animal barns and  animal housing suites. However it is supplied as a

finely divided powder which is hazardous if swallowed or inhaled and is

an eye and skin irritant. Once it's made up it's a good product as it is

non- corrosive and has no offensive odour.

 Respiratory protection should be used  when handling the powder to make

up the solutions - a disposable N95  respirator will be suitable  with

 eye protection and  chemical resistant gloves. The manufacturer

recommends long sleeved shirt and pants and respiratory protection when

spraying  or fogging.

 When making up solutions procedures should be used  to reduce dust

release. If it is being used in an animal area a fume hood is not

usually available so careful mixing of water with the powder  in an area

with good ventilation is recommended.  If it is being prepared in a

laboratory situation you could recommend that the solutions be prepared

from the powder in a fume hood.

 Hope this helps,

Gillian

Burgener, Jyl A wrote:

>O Sage ones;

>

>I seek advice on a product Virkon (50%  Potassium perosomonosulphate).  My

>questions are to those that are familiar with this product.

>

>1.  What PPE do you require?

>2.  Do you use engineering controls to prepare the solution?

>3.  Is there a less hazardous effective product out there to substitute?

>

>Thank you one and all for any clarification on this one!!

>

>

 >
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yes, it is at http://www.epa.gov/opppmsd1/PPISdata/index.html

Karen

-----Original Message-----

From: Gillian Norton [mailto:gillian.norton@SYMPATICO.CA]

Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2003 5:19 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Virkon

 Can anyone supply the website for the EPA listed disinfectants  refered

to here? I have searched with no luck!

Gillian

Richard Fink wrote:

> Virkon is EPA listed on the C list - effective against HIV.  Papers

> that I

> have seen indicate that it is effective against vegetative bacteria,

> fungi,

> most non-enveloped viruses and questionable activity against

> mycobacteria.

>

> Richie Fink

> Biosafety Officer

> Wyeth BioPharma

> Andover, MA

> 978-247-2233

>

>>

>>> Sounds like written from a company-ad ;-) What does it mean in a

>>

>> reliable scientific way? For which microorganism can you use it?

Which

>> concentration is necessary under which conditions? Who tested

>> the "effective wide spectrum"?

>>

>>

>> Regards,

>>

>>

>> Daniel Friederichs

>>

>

> _________________________________________________________________

> Great deals on high-speed Internet access as low as $26.95.

> https://broadband.msn.com (Prices may vary by service area.)

>
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Hello,

>We used to use Virkon in some of our

> dunk tanks from Level 3 and, although the manufacturer touts Virkon as

> being non-corrosive,  we found that the vapors ended up corroding the

inner

> stainless steel lids of the dunk tanks. These lids were not specially

> coated like the rest of  the inside body of the tanks.

No doubt about that, because Virkon is based on peroxyde, organic acids

and surfaceactive substances. So no real suprise about the corrosive

effect at some materials (like any other peroxyde as well).

All together it still depends where he wants to use a disinfectians.

For my working field, fire fighting action with "biological incidents"

(BT...), i still recommend a special peracetic acid produced in

Germany. This really works quick under worst conditions against every

known biological agent (well not against prions, but they are not a big

deal for us, because we just burn them ;-))

Regards,

Daniel Friederichs

****************

www.biogefahr.de
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Hai Kam,

I can understand your frustration but don't give up keep on highlighting

on the need to work under a buddy system arrangement in the BSL 3 lab.

The buddy system is strictly enforced in the BSL 3 lab in the medical

research institute where I am attached.There is no exception even it is

a PI of many years of experience.We have surveillance cameras and other

administrative measures to ensure no one breaches the safety

protocols.However, I get good cooperation from all the staffs when it

comes to safety here.

Working alone in the nights in the BSL3  entails certain amount of

risk.It is discouraged in our Institute for PI's to work alone.Perhaps

you should have a meeting with the PI's concern and perhaps invite your

CEO of the institution to join in the discussion.

Good Luck

M.S.Param

Biosafety Officer

Institute for Medical Research

Malaysia.

----- Original Message -----

  From: Kam Wai Kuen

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Thursday, November 13, 2003 9:15 AM

  Subject: Re: BSL 3 two-person rule and SARS report

  Hi all,

  I think that most PIs will balk at having to assign 2 persons for one

specific activity.  In our institution, we have a lab where each

post-doc has one project dealing with a particular biological agent. 

One post-doc likes to work only at night and the door movement program

shows him working only at night.  He's originally from another time zone

from Singapore!  The PI is mainly concern with the project and the

results and although I've mentioned that it's best not to have anyone

working alone, there's not much I can do.  It's prevalent here in

Singapore, the safety officers have bark, no bite whatsoever.  Anyone

like to share a successful outcome of a similar situation?

  As for the BSL-3, the situation is similar.  I had to limit the work

on one project to an experienced researcher because his assistant was a

fresh hiree with no previous lab experience.  It's only a BSL-3

practices lab.  Looking at Amy's reminder from the BMBL, I may have to

rethink this.

  I like the BSL-3 lab at the Cancer Research Inst in Johns Hopkins

Medicine, it's walls has two large windows and the work in the lab is

visible from both sides of the lab along the corridors.

  As for the Gillian Norton's request for the SARS incident

investigation report that was presented by the auditors from CDC & WHO,

it was on the Singapore Ministry of Health's website for some time but I

had a search yesterday and found that it's been removed.  Sorry Gillian.

I've sent a query through their website requesting for it and will let

you know as soon as I do.  If they don't reload it, I'll scan in my

print out.

  Best regards,

  Wai Kuen

  --

  Ms Kam Wai Kuen

  Manager, Operations

  Johns Hopkins Singapore

  41 Science Park Road, #03-18 The Gemini

  Singapore Science Park II

  Singapore 117610

  DID: 6874-0198; Main: 6874-0188; FAX: 6874-0177

  Amy Ryan wrote:

    Clyde,

    I am not aware of any specific citation in the BL-3 section, but the

BMBL Appendix I: Guidelines for Work with Toxins of Biological Origin

discusses a two person rule operating procedure for high risk

manipulations involving toxins of biological origin. Biosafety levels

are not specifically addressed in this section. The reference is:

Special Practices, #10 "All high risk operations should be conducted

with two knowledgeable individuals present. Each must be familiar with

the applicable procedures, maintain visual contact with the other, and

be ready to assist in the event of an accident."

    Best,

    Amy

    --Amy RyanRutgers Environmental Health and SafetyBiological Safety

Specialist732.445.2550http://rehs.rutgers.edu

    On 12 Nov 2003 at 15:40, Ragland, Clyde wrote:

    > Has anyone heard of a "two-person rule" when working in a BSL-3>

facility? In other words, no one works within the BSL-3 without> his/her

"buddy".> > If this is common, where can I find it in the BMBL?> >

Thanks!> > Clyde> > R. Clyde Ragland, PE> Environmental Health & Safety

Manager> The Institute for Genomic Research (TIGR)> 9712 Medical Center

Drive> Rockville, MD 20850> 301-838-3518> 301-838-0208(fax)>

clyde.ragland@tigr.org> http://www.tigr.org> >
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Hey!  We got our provisional SAT registration with a certificate (!!) from

the USDA yesterday.  It was dated the 12th.  Guess we're not going to jail

after all!

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>
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Dear Biosafety Members,

(Please forgive me for what might seem like a stupid question to some of

you...)

I am putting together a document about "Exempt Experiments" (under the NIH

Guidelines) and I'm having a little difficulty understanding the idea of

"Natural Exchangers" and why some of them are exempt (maybe that's another

question entirely). Anyway, I was wondering if anyone could explain how a

natural exchanger works (using words like vector, plasmid, host, etc.) and

thoughts as to why they are exempt.

Thank you in advance!

-David

p.s. - For those of you that aren't familiar with Natural Exchangers, it is

discussed in the NIH's "Guidelines for Research Involving Recombinant DNA

Molecules, Appendix A - Exemptions Under Section III-F-5 - Sublists Of

Natural Exchangers."

Specifically, "Certain specified recombinant DNA molecules that consist

entirely of DNA segments from different species that exchange DNA by known

physiological processes, though one or more of the segments may be a

synthetic equivalent are exempt from these NIH Guidelines." A list of these

molecules is put together by the RAC.
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Good morning All,

Do any of you know of a CIH in the Massachusetts area that will prepare and

execute a laboratory decommissioning plan? Our lease agreement requires that

an independent CIH prepares and executes a decontamination work plan

certifying that the premises are free from chemical, biological or other

applicable contamination. Note, we have someone who has already performed

the radiation decontamination plan and is in the process of submitting the

termination for our radiation license. Feel free to reply directly to me

rather than to the whole list.

Thank you for any leads you may be able to provide!

Christina Dillard

Health & Safety Specialist

Antigenics Inc

http://www.antigenics.com <http://www.antigenics.com>
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Hi Christina:

The Cambridge LEPC Biotech Sub-Committee recently hosted a meeting and one of

the presentations was on Lab Decommissioning.

Contact:

Michele Noble, CIH

EH&S Consultant, Project Manager

Woodard & Curran

978-557-8150

This is not an endorsement.  I am just providing information.  I also have a

slide show if you want it.

Regards,

Barry

Barry D. Cohen, MPH, CBSP

Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

700 Main Street  (E-216)

Cambridge, MA 02139

(V):  617/613-4385

(F):  617/613-4014

(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

"Dillard, Christina" wrote:

> Good morning All,

>

> Do any of you know of a CIH in the Massachusetts area that will prepare and

> execute a laboratory decommissioning plan? Our lease agreement requires that

> an independent CIH prepares and executes a decontamination work plan

> certifying that the premises are free from chemical, biological or other

> applicable contamination. Note, we have someone who has already performed

> the radiation decontamination plan and is in the process of submitting the

> termination for our radiation license. Feel free to reply directly to me

> rather than to the whole list.

>

> Thank you for any leads you may be able to provide!

>

> Christina Dillard

> Health & Safety Specialist

> Antigenics Inc

> http://www.antigenics.com <http://www.antigenics.com>
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Since you have brought up the issue of chemotherapeutic agents,  I have a

research who is considering using methotrexate  for tumor studies in mice.

  Is there a source that I can access for the safety protocols for using

this  compound.

Thanks, TIna

Tina Charbonneau,

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

154 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12980

518-891-3080 x372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org
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David,

While this topic hasn't come up here, the following is my take on

Natural Exchangers.

There are several mechanisms by which genetic material is transferred

among the Enterobacteriaceae and other gram positive prokaryotes. The

first involves physiological transformation where adsorption and uptake

of external DNA fragments occurs in bacteria. The Griffith Experiment

demonstrated this when heat killed pathogenic pneumococci could transfer

the necessary DNA fragments to convert R type pneumococci to pathogenic

S type pneumococci.

Another known process involves bacteriophages. Phage transduction occurs

when phage assembly encloses fragments of bacterial DNA from the

disintegrating bacteria cell. These "transducing" phage particles can

then introduce bacterial DNA fragments into the new host cell.

The third way that I can think of involves the formation of sex pili and

conjugation of adjacent bacterial cells. This allows for the transfer of

transposons (Tn elements) or self-replicating plasmids (replicons). This

is typically how antibiotic resistance is passed on to other bacteria.

Experiments studying these are most likely exempt as they occur

naturally and without any real human influence. However in this day and

age, the experimental design that allows for the intentional transfer of

antibiotic resistance to particular strains of bacteria may require some

institutional oversight - especially if the resistance is for an

antibiotic used clinically against that bacteria. I found this story

rather interesting http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/eid/vol7no1/guiyoule.htm

I hope this helps and while there are no stupid questions, only stupid

answers, I would appreciate anyone letting me know if I'm way off track

here.

Jim

P.S. Thank you Dr. Yee for making bacteriology so challenging at

Pitt/GSPH!

James W. Klenner, MSc, MPH, MPA

Biological Safety Manager

INDIANA UNIVERSITY - PURDUE UNIVERSITY  INDIANAPOLIS

Department of Environmental Health & Safety

620 Union Drive, Room 043

Indianapolis, IN 46202

(317) 274-2830

Fax (317) 278-2158

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of David Gillum

Sent: Friday, November 14, 2003 9:39 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Natural Exchangers - When is something exempt?

Dear Biosafety Members,

(Please forgive me for what might seem like a stupid question to some of

you...)

I am putting together a document about "Exempt Experiments" (under the

NIH

Guidelines) and I'm having a little difficulty understanding the idea of

"Natural Exchangers" and why some of them are exempt (maybe that's

another

question entirely). Anyway, I was wondering if anyone could explain how

a

natural exchanger works (using words like vector, plasmid, host, etc.)

and

thoughts as to why they are exempt.

Thank you in advance!

-David

p.s. - For those of you that aren't familiar with Natural Exchangers, it

is

discussed in the NIH's "Guidelines for Research Involving Recombinant

DNA

Molecules, Appendix A - Exemptions Under Section III-F-5 - Sublists Of

Natural Exchangers."

Specifically, "Certain specified recombinant DNA molecules that consist

entirely of DNA segments from different species that exchange DNA by

known

physiological processes, though one or more of the segments may be a

synthetic equivalent are exempt from these NIH Guidelines." A list of

these

molecules is put together by the RAC.
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Dear Tina

I hope you can find somethink answer in this document

All the best

Dimitri Sossai

      Med Lav. 1996 May-Jun;87(3):230-54.  Related Articles, Links

[Criteria and methods for the study of occupational exposure to

antineoplastic agents]

[Article in Italian]

Apostoli P, Clonfero E, Cottica D, Bergamaschi A, Moccaldi R, Draicchio F,

Tranfo G, Sannolo N, Sossai D.

Cattedra di Medicina del Lavoro, Universita degli Studi di Brescia.

Risk assessment for occupational exposure to antiblastic chemotherapeutic

drugs (ACD) is carried out by means of environmental and biological

monitoring. These practices are not widespread and furthermore their results

are frequently difficult to interpret. This paper discusses some of the most

important aspects of risk assessment for ACD and in particular for their

exposure evaluation. The following guidelines are proposed: a) working

rooms, working procedures, type and quantity of drugs, and preventive

measures must be checked using a standardized scheme for collecting data: an

example of a check list experimented in some Italian hospitals is presented;

b) cyclophosphamide, 5-fluorouracil, and Pt coordination compounds have been

identified as tracers of drug mixtures usually administered, and their

determination is recommended both in environmental and biological samples;

c) for a correct evaluation of exposure, ACD should be determined firstly on

the contaminated surfaces or on work clothes and secondly in urine of

workers; the measurement of ACD in air must be limited to well documented

conditions of high exposure and the urinary mutagenicity tests should be

avoided; d) the biological monitoring practices should be enhanced, in

particular the determination of ACD adducts to proteins and nucleic acids as

promising indicators of effective dose.

Publication Types:

  a.. Review

  b.. Review, Tutorial

PMID: 8965736 [PubMed - indexed for MEDLINE]

      OCCUPATIONAL HAZARDS

      RELATED TO ANTINEOPLASTIC AGENTS

      Thomas H. Connor, Ph.D.

      Associate Professor, Environmental Sciences and Occupational Health

      The University of Texas-Houston Health Science Center,

      School of Public Health, Houston, Texas.

      Guidelines and Recommendations for Handling Antineoplastic Agents

      Updated October 12, 2002
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antineoplastic agents posed a potential health risk to workers exposed to
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have developed and published guidelines or recommendations for handling

antineoplastic agents. The most often referred to guidelines in the United

States are the OSHA guidelines revised in 1995. Others include handling

guidelines by the American Society of Hospital-System Pharmacists , the

Oncology Nursing Society and the International Society of Oncology Pharmacy

Practitioners.Other sources of information include  American Society of

Clinical Oncology, Canadian Association of Pharmacy in Oncology, AFSCME

Health and Safety Fact Sheet and RXMED Drug Monographs.
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----- Original Message -----

From: "Tina Charbonneau" <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Friday, November 14, 2003 5:53 PM

Subject: Re: Chemotherapeutic Agents in BSC's

Since you have brought up the issue of chemotherapeutic agents,  I have a

research who is considering using methotrexate  for tumor studies in mice.

Is there a source that I can access for the safety protocols for using this

compound.

Thanks, TIna

Tina Charbonneau,

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

154 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12980

518-891-3080 x372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org
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Hi All!

A researcher wants to inject adenovirus vectors into mice retinas using

a microscope kept inside a biosafety cabinet.

Do you know of any vendor who makes containment for microscopes in a

hood?

Thanks,

Vinita

--

Vinita Kumar, Ph.D.CBSP

Biosafety Specialist

NYU-Medical Center

vinita.kumar@med.nyu.edu
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You may contact the local agent for Baker and Nuaire.  They have the readily-designed front glass for microscope.  You should have the model of the microscope as the focus distance is important when using the microscope in BSC.

Regards,

YK

Vinita wrote:

Hi All!

A researcher wants to inject adenovirus vectors into mice retinas using a microscope kept inside a biosafety cabinet.

Do you know of any vendor who makes containment for microscopes in a hood? 

Thanks,

Vinita

--

Vinita Kumar, Ph.D.CBSP

Biosafety Specialist

NYU-Medical Center

vinita.kumar@med.nyu.edu

-- 

-------------------------------------------------------

Y. K. Wan

Safety Officer &

NSF Accredited Biohazard Cabinet Field Certifier

University Safety and Environment Office

The Chinese University of Hong Kong, Shatin, NT, Hong Kong

Tel: 852-2609 7953

Fax: 852-2603 6862

Email: ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk
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Hello Everyone,

I would like to get some opinions concerning offering the meningococcus

vaccine to high-risk employees i.e., microbiology technologists.  I am very

much aware that the primary prevention of infection should focus on

laboratory safety.  However, there are also some suggestions in the

literature that microbiologists should be offered the vaccine and be given

the opportunity to make an informed decision on whether they want to accept

the vaccine or not.  One concern at our facility is that if we offer the

vaccine to clinical microbiologists, then we should also offer it to

emergency room person, nurses, etc. (some concern about legalities?)  My

argument about limiting the vaccine to clinical microbiologists is:  1)

meningococcus disease is rarely recognized in patients presenting to our

facility and when it does occur, exposures to nurses and other medical

personnel can be prophylaxed, 2) clinical cultures with known N.

meningitidis from throughout the state are received in our public health

laboratory for serotyping and therefore, high concentration cultures are

being evaluation in the laboratory routinely, 3) clinical specimens through

the public health lab are frequently evaluated for the presence of N.

meningitidis with a fair number recognized as positive, again exposing the

technologist to high concentration culture, and 4) the CDC has indicated

the N. meningitidis isolates pose a risk for microbiologists

(laboratory-acquired infections have occurred).

I realize that the vaccine is limited in coverage (does not contain

serotype B) and that as with any vaccine, there may be some risk to

administration (it is however being recommended for all people attending

colleges).  I would like to know how other clinical facilities handle this

issue.  Thanks

Peter C. Iwen, M.S. Ph.D., M(ASCP), SM(NRM), M(CLS)

Associate  Professor, Pathology and Microbiology

Associate Director, NE Public Health Laboratory

Biosafety Officer

Univer. NE Med. Ctr./ The NE Medical Center

986495 Nebraska Medical Center

Omaha, Nebraska 68198-6495
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Dear Group,

I have a few researchers who get confused reading the NIH OBA Guidelines for

Research Involving Recombinant DNA Molecules to determine if their research

is exempt or not. I have also been asked to put something together that may

make it easier for future researchers to determine if they are exempt. I've

attached a document with some stripped down NIH guidelines (not too stripped

though - heaven knows where that would leave me.)

I realize this may seem a bit redundant since the NIH OBA has already put

all this information into their guidelines. But, as the saying goes,

"Presentation is everything..." Anyway, having said all that, I was

wondering if any of you had put something together that only addresses

exempt research to make a researcher's (and my) life a little easier.

Comments, thoughts, etc. are appreciated.

Thanks in advance!

-David

--

David R. Gillum, MS

Laboratory Safety Officer

University of New Hampshire

Environmental Health and Safety

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

Durham, NH  03824

Telephone #: 603-862-0197

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047
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Following several deaths from bacterial meningitis on different

campuses, the University of Wisconsin system began offering the vaccine

for students who wished to receive it. The link provides more

information.

http://www.uhs.wisc.edu/display_story.jsp?id106&cat_id98

I'm not affiliated with the UW or its clinical labs, so can't tell you

how Health Services advises employees re: the vaccine. Perhaps you can

take a similar approach as done with the students--make the vaccine

available for those who wish, at their expense, rather than

recommend/require it, and provide appropriate information regarding

incidence of disease and effectiveness of the vaccine.

Michael Betlach
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From: piwen@UNMC.EDU [mailto:piwen@UNMC.EDU]
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To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Meningococcus vaccine

Hello Everyone,

I would like to get some opinions concerning offering the meningococcus

vaccine to high-risk employees i.e., microbiology technologists.  I am

very

much aware that the primary prevention of infection should focus on

laboratory safety.  However, there are also some suggestions in the

literature that microbiologists should be offered the vaccine and be

given

the opportunity to make an informed decision on whether they want to

accept

the vaccine or not.  One concern at our facility is that if we offer the

vaccine to clinical microbiologists, then we should also offer it to

emergency room person, nurses, etc. (some concern about legalities?)  My

argument about limiting the vaccine to clinical microbiologists is:  1)

meningococcus disease is rarely recognized in patients presenting to our

facility and when it does occur, exposures to nurses and other medical

personnel can be prophylaxed, 2) clinical cultures with known N.

meningitidis from throughout the state are received in our public health

laboratory for serotyping and therefore, high concentration cultures are

being evaluation in the laboratory routinely, 3) clinical specimens

through

the public health lab are frequently evaluated for the presence of N.

meningitidis with a fair number recognized as positive, again exposing

the

technologist to high concentration culture, and 4) the CDC has indicated

the N. meningitidis isolates pose a risk for microbiologists

(laboratory-acquired infections have occurred).

I realize that the vaccine is limited in coverage (does not contain

serotype B) and that as with any vaccine, there may be some risk to

administration (it is however being recommended for all people attending

colleges).  I would like to know how other clinical facilities handle

this

issue.  Thanks

Peter C. Iwen, M.S. Ph.D., M(ASCP), SM(NRM), M(CLS)

Associate  Professor, Pathology and Microbiology

Associate Director, NE Public Health Laboratory

Biosafety Officer

Univer. NE Med. Ctr./ The NE Medical Center

986495 Nebraska Medical Center

Omaha, Nebraska 68198-6495
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Is it really appropriate to use chemotherapeutic agents in a BSC?  I

would think they must be used in a chemical fume hood.

bob

>Since you have brought up the issue of chemotherapeutic agents,  I

>have a research who is considering using methotrexate  for tumor

>studies in mice.   Is there a source that I can access for the

>safety protocols for using this  compound.

>

>Thanks, TIna

>

>

>Tina Charbonneau,

>Safety Coordinator

>Trudeau Institute

>154 Algonquin Ave

>Saranac Lake, NY  12980

>518-891-3080 x372

>tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

--

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

  \ \  / / 27610 Tremaine Dr.   USSF Assessor 7         Occupational &

   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor     Environmental Safety

    \__/                U.S.A.         RA Member
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See the following OSHA web site:

Safety and Health Topics:

Hazardous Drugs

<A HREF="http://www.osha-slc.gov/SLTC/hazardousdrugs/index.html">http://www.osha-slc.gov/SLTC/hazardousdrugs/index.html</A>

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

USA

Phone 860-675-1217

Fax 860-675-1311

Mobile - 860-944-2373

e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.com
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Yes, it is appropriate to use chemotherapeutic agents in a BSC, as long as it

is a Class II, type B2 hood; i.e., vented to the outside.  This is done all

the time in labs and animal facilities where chemotherapeutic agents are being

administered to animals or used in cell culture, and you want the aseptic

environment of the BSC.

Chris Thompson

Biosafety Consultant

317-326-8352

cztoneputt@aol.com  (an aspiration, not a statement)
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Subject:      Re: Chemotherapeutic Agents in BSC's
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It's appropriate in hospital; normaly the use of chemotherapeutic agents in

in patients immunocompromised and the infection risk is high.

We use BSC with hepa filters and carbon filters; for the use on animal I'm

agree with you is better chemical fume hood

Dimitri

Dr. Dimitri Sossai

Direttore Resp.Le Servizio Prevenzione e Protezione

A.O.Ospedale San Martino di Genova

e Cliniche Universitarie Convenzionate

Questa e.mail h inviata al solo destinatario della posta elettronica come da

indirizzo; qualora questo messaggio vi fosse arrivato accidentalmente vi

invito a chiuderlo e a cancellarlo dal vostro computer grazie

This message is intended for the exclusive use of the recipient(s) name

above. It may contain sensitive information that is protected, privileged,

or sensitive and it should not be disseminated, distributed, or copied to

persons not authorized to receive such information.  If you are not the

intended recipient(s) any dissemination, distribution, or copying is

strictly prohibited.  If you think you have received this message in error,

please notify the sender immediately and delete the original.

L.go R. Benzi 10

16132 Genova

tel. +39 0105552293

fax +39 0105556756

cel. +39 3351281024

----- Original Message -----

From: "Robert N. Latsch" <rnl2@CWRU.EDU>

To: <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2003 10:38 PM

Subject: Re: Chemotherapeutic Agents in BSC's

> Is it really appropriate to use chemotherapeutic agents in a BSC?  I

> would think they must be used in a chemical fume hood.

>

> bob

>

> >Since you have brought up the issue of chemotherapeutic agents,  I

> >have a research who is considering using methotrexate  for tumor

> >studies in mice.   Is there a source that I can access for the

> >safety protocols for using this  compound.

> >

> >Thanks, TIna

> >

> >

> >Tina Charbonneau,

> >Safety Coordinator

> >Trudeau Institute

> >154 Algonquin Ave

> >Saranac Lake, NY  12980

> >518-891-3080 x372

> >tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

>

>

> --

>

> _____________________________________________________________________

> __      /

_____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

> _ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

>   \ \  / / 27610 Tremaine Dr.   USSF Assessor 7         Occupational &

>    \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor     Environmental

Safety

>     \__/                U.S.A.         RA Member
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Chris - Just to add that the guidelines and regulations have finally

"seen the light" and have dropped the exclusive use of Class II B2;

instead opting for Class II (incl fmr. A/B3 thimble-connected).  I'm

still of the opinion that recirc. BSC's are still entirely safe, as they

have always been, for this application - so long as you have good

general ventilation in the pharm. prep. area.  It's becoming more and

more apparent that HD exposure risk to pharm workers is primarily driven

by exposure to skin and technique-related contamination of surfaces

external to the BSC.  There's absolutely no evidence that exhaust air

from certified BSC's poses any risk to workers.  Any studies performed

to "hinted" at this risk have been poorly done and the conclusions don't

hold water when extrapolated to real-world risk assessment.  Given this,

it's a wonder to me how so many "authorities" have come to the opposite

conclusion, including OSHA.  mgh

----------------------------------------

Michael G. Hanna

Mgr - Biological & Laboratory Safety

Occupational Safety & Environmental Health

University of Michigan

Ph. 734.647.2318

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Christina Z. Thompson

Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2003 7:00 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Chemotherapeutic Agents in BSC's

Yes, it is appropriate to use chemotherapeutic agents in a BSC, as long

as it is a Class II, type B2 hood; i.e., vented to the outside.  This is

done all the time in labs and animal facilities where chemotherapeutic

agents are being administered to animals or used in cell culture, and

you want the aseptic environment of the BSC.

Chris Thompson

Biosafety Consultant

317-326-8352

cztoneputt@aol.com  (an aspiration, not a statement)
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In a message dated 11/19/2003 11:38:53 AM Eastern Standard Time,

jlp6f@virginia.edu writes:

>

> We do not have data on U.S. cases of occupationally acquired HIV/AIDS

> infection; the CDC keeps track of these data. You can find the CDC's

> statistics at:

> http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/pubs/facts/hcwsurv.htm

>

> This page was last updated February 2002; I'm not sure if the CDC is going

> to continue to update these figures.

>

> I hope this is helpful.

>

> Jane Perry

> Director of Communications

> International Healthcare Worker Safety Center

> University of Virginia

> website: www.med.virginia.edu/epinet

> Ph (434) 982-3763

> Fax (434) 982-0821

>

> ---------- Forwarded message ----------

> Date: Tue, 28 Oct 2003 15:05:13 EST

> From: EKrisiunas@aol.com

> To: epinet@virginia.edu

> Subject: Occupational HIV/AIDS Surveillance

>

> As a member of a biosafety listserv, when reviewing the following link

>

>

> >"Cases of HIV infection and AIDS in the United States, 2002", HIV/AIDS

> >Surveillance Report, Volume 14, is now available at

> HREF="http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/stats/hasr1402.htm">

> >http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/stats/hasr1402.htm. A PDF version is available

> at HREF="http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/stats/hasr1402/2002SurveillanceReport.pdf">

> >http://www.cdc.gov/hiv/stats/hasr1402/2002SurveillanceReport.pdf.

> >

>

> we were wondering if any currenty data on occupational HIV/AIDS Surveillance

> data is available.

>

> Kind regards,

>

> Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

> President

> WNWN International

> PO Box 1164

> Burlington, Connecticut

> 06013

> USA

> Phone 860-675-1217

> Fax 860-675-1311

> Mobile - 860-944-2373

> e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.com
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Subject:      Field Research in Southwestern US
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Hi all,

I'm trying to put together a University Policy for trapping and handling

animals in the wild. I have read the CDC's "Methods for Trapping and

Sampling Small Mammals for Virologic testing", but I was wondering if any

University has developed a policy specifically addressing potential

exposure to hantavirus or bubonic plague.

Thanks in advance for your input.

Tim
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Subject:      open flames in BSC
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Hi all -

I have a policy question that I would greatly appriciate input on. What are

your institutions policies on open flames in BSC? Has any institution

enforced a 'No open flame' policy?

We have been successful here at Stanford in having new buildings designed

without gas plumbed into BSCs, but are now dealing with renovations and

retrofits. So having to convince a PI that while the cabinet next door has

gas, theirs cannot is difficult, to say the least. It would be very helpful

to be able to state that XYZ University has a similar policy.

Thanks -

Ellyn

Ellyn Segal, Ph.D.

Biosafety Manager

Stanford University

ph: 650.725.1473

fax: 650.725.3468
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Potts, Jeffrey M." <Potts@CUA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Field Research in Southwestern US
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Check the Michigan State Biosafety Manual. If I recall they have a

section dedicated to Wild animals and field work.

Jeff

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Tim Coughlin

Sent: Wednesday, November 19, 2003 12:53 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Field Research in Southwestern US

Hi all,

I'm trying to put together a University Policy for trapping and handling

animals in the wild. I have read the CDC's "Methods for Trapping and

Sampling Small Mammals for Virologic testing", but I was wondering if

any University has developed a policy specifically addressing potential

exposure to hantavirus or bubonic plague.

Thanks in advance for your input.

Tim
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From:         Carol Whetstone <carol.whetstone@LOUISVILLE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: open flames in BSC
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Good afternoon!

I too am facing a similar situation and am experiencing difficulty

convincing investigators that gas burners are not needed or safe in BSC.

 I have sent them substantiating information and the electric

incinerator alternatives, plus many of the slides of the consequences

that have been shared on this list in the past and to no avail.

I have one researcher who claims that using the electric incinerator is

unacceptable because they do not have the time to wait the 7 sec to use

it each time...

I would appreciate the experiences/policies at your institution as

well.

Best Regards,

Carol

Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

Biological Safety Officer

Administrator, Institutional Biosafety Committee

University of Louisville

Environmental Health and Safety

1800 Arthur Street

Louisville, KY 40208-2729

Direct: (502) 852-2959

DEHS: (502) 852-6670

FAX: (502) 852-0880

ctwhet01@gwise.louisville.edu

>>> esegal@STANFORD.EDU 11/19/2003 1:05:32 PM >>>

Hi all -

I have a policy question that I would greatly appriciate input on. What

are

your institutions policies on open flames in BSC? Has any institution

enforced a 'No open flame' policy?

We have been successful here at Stanford in having new buildings

designed

without gas plumbed into BSCs, but are now dealing with renovations

and

retrofits. So having to convince a PI that while the cabinet next door

has

gas, theirs cannot is difficult, to say the least. It would be very

helpful

to be able to state that XYZ University has a similar policy.

Thanks -

Ellyn

Ellyn Segal, Ph.D.

Biosafety Manager

Stanford University

ph: 650.725.1473

fax: 650.725.3468
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Subject:      Re: Laboratory decommissioning

In-Reply-To:  <3FB4FBEC.22C07F11@tktx.com>
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Hi Barry:

Fuzz Harrison at the Jackson Lab, Bar Harbor ME, here.  Is the presentation

in ppt format?  If you can send via email, I'd very much like a

copy.  Never hurts to see what other people are thinking/doing, if only for

validation.

Thanks,

Fuzz

207-288-6473

At 10:59 AM 11/14/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Hi Christina:

>

>The Cambridge LEPC Biotech Sub-Committee recently hosted a meeting and one of

>the presentations was on Lab Decommissioning.

>

>Contact:

>

>Michele Noble, CIH

>EH&S Consultant, Project Manager

>Woodard & Curran

>978-557-8150

>

>This is not an endorsement.  I am just providing information.  I also have a

>slide show if you want it.

>

>Regards,

>

>Barry

>

>Barry D. Cohen, MPH, CBSP

>Director, Environmental Health and Safety

>Transkaryotic Therapies, Inc.

>700 Main Street  (E-216)

>Cambridge, MA 02139

>(V):  617/613-4385

>(F):  617/613-4014

>(E):  bcohen@tktx.com

>

>

>

>

>"Dillard, Christina" wrote:

>

> > Good morning All,

> >

> > Do any of you know of a CIH in the Massachusetts area that will prepare and

> > execute a laboratory decommissioning plan? Our lease agreement requires

> that

> > an independent CIH prepares and executes a decontamination work plan

> > certifying that the premises are free from chemical, biological or other

> > applicable contamination. Note, we have someone who has already performed

> > the radiation decontamination plan and is in the process of submitting the

> > termination for our radiation license. Feel free to reply directly to me

> > rather than to the whole list.

> >

> > Thank you for any leads you may be able to provide!

> >

> > Christina Dillard

> > Health & Safety Specialist

> > Antigenics Inc

> > http://www.antigenics.com <http://www.antigenics.com>
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We have removed them from all new construction of BSC as well. In

regards to several older BSC's that people like to use loops for

sterlizing we have not been as successful removing the gas sources.

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.com

-----Original Message-----

From: Ellyn Segal [mailto:esegal@STANFORD.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, November 19, 2003 10:06 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: open flames in BSC

Hi all -

I have a policy question that I would greatly appriciate input on. What

are

your institutions policies on open flames in BSC? Has any institution

enforced a 'No open flame' policy?

We have been successful here at Stanford in having new buildings

designed

without gas plumbed into BSCs, but are now dealing with renovations and

retrofits. So having to convince a PI that while the cabinet next door

has

gas, theirs cannot is difficult, to say the least. It would be very

helpful

to be able to state that XYZ University has a similar policy.

Thanks -

Ellyn

Ellyn Segal, Ph.D.

Biosafety Manager

Stanford University

ph: 650.725.1473

fax: 650.725.3468
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Subject:      Re: Chemotherapeutic Agents in BSC's

In-Reply-To:  <D44C3FF307EF6A4F99DF890EB8D6EEC8899990@bf-it-eclipse01.bf.umich.edu>
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It's a big monkey off of a lot of peoples' backs to hear that

soemthing many people (myself included) felt was safe is finally

being recognized as such.

Quoting "Hanna, Michael" <mhanna@BF.UMICH.EDU>:

> Chris - Just to add that the guidelines and regulations have

> finally "seen the light" and have dropped the exclusive use of

> Class II B2; instead opting for Class II (incl fmr. A/B3

> thimble-connected).  I'm still of the opinion that recirc. BSC's

> are still entirely safe, as they have always been, for this

> application - so long as you have good general ventilation in the

> pharm. prep. area.  It's becoming more and more apparent that HD

> exposure risk to pharm workers is primarily driven by exposure to

> skin and technique-related contamination of surfaces external to

> the BSC.  There's absolutely no evidence that exhaust air from

> certified BSC's poses any risk to workers.  Any studies performed

> to "hinted" at this risk have been poorly done and the

> conclusions don't hold water when extrapolated to real-world risk

> assessment.  Given this, it's a wonder to me how so many

> "authorities" have come to the opposite conclusion, including

> OSHA.  mgh

> ----------------------------------------

> Michael G. Hanna

> Mgr - Biological & Laboratory Safety

> Occupational Safety & Environmental Health

> University of Michigan

> Ph. 734.647.2318

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List

> [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf Of Christina Z.

> Thompson

> Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2003 7:00 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Chemotherapeutic Agents in BSC's

>

>

> Yes, it is appropriate to use chemotherapeutic agents in a BSC,

> as long as it is a Class II, type B2 hood; i.e., vented to the

> outside.  This is done all the time in labs and animal facilities

> where chemotherapeutic agents are being administered to animals

> or used in cell culture, and you want the aseptic environment of

> the BSC.

>

> Chris Thompson

> Biosafety Consultant

> 317-326-8352

> cztoneputt@aol.com  (an aspiration, not a statement)

>

>
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>Hi all -

>

>I have a policy question that I would greatly appriciate input on. What are

>your institutions policies on open flames in BSC? Has any institution

>enforced a 'No open flame' policy?

>

>

Ellyn--We have found this impossible to enforce.  The solution is

"Flame Boy" or a similar device that produces a small, on demand,

intermittent flame.  More recent models operate on a proximity sensor

so there is no button to push or whatever.  This eliminates the

constantly on, small gas burner that incinerated the plastic units,

chars the filters and renders them useless, and related disasters.

Tom

--

Tom Shelley,   Laboratory Ventilation Consultant

Department of Environmental Health and Safety

Cornell University

125 Humphreys Service Building

Ithaca, NY 14853

607 255-8200 (message at EH&S)

607 351-3233 (cell)

607 272-6042 (home)

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:         Wed, 19 Nov 2003 15:14:50 -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: Chemotherapeutic Agents in BSC's
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While only moderately toxic, because it is a reproductive toxin

potentially affecting both male and female reproductive systems, and

based upon the National Research Council's Guidelines (specifically

"Prudent Practices in the Laboratory: Handling and Disposal of

Chemicals", sections 3.C.3.4 and 5.D), we choose to handle Methotrexate

in a manner which provides the recommended "multiple lines of defense".

From a respiratory exposure standpoint, we provide the recommended

redundant protection via the use of a respirator in addition to the

confinement of open vessel operations to a Class II Biosafety Cabinet or

other physical containment device. Specifically, and for the small

quantities we use, a half-mask air-purifying respirator with HEPA,

(P100) filter cartridges. Under normal conditions, of course the cabinet

does an excellent job of preventing airborne exposures, but in case of

unexpected cabinet failure or a momentary lapse in technique, the

respirator provides backup protection. Easy enough for us to do, because

the same requirements also apply to all of the test articles and

positive controls we're using in our Toxicology testing labs.

Of course what works for us may not be appropriate for every situation,

but that's what we do, and the reason why.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland
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I would appreciate some info on using this in animal facilities, to do

entire rooms.  Of course, I need to know NOW!!!

Thanks in advance.

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:      303-315-8026
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I need some help with a research project that involves a plant pathogen: Cowpea Chlorotic Mottle Virus.

I know nothing about standard plant pathogen containment procedures. Does the researcher need to biologically inactive this virus prior to disposal? How is this done in plant research labs?

What is the standard practice for disposal of plants/soil inoculated with plant pathogenic viruses? Are they autoclaved? If so, what is a reasonable time, pressure temp for autoclaving plants and soil? Are they autoclaved inside an autoclave bag? Will this contaminate the autoclave for people autoclaving media, glassware, etc?

Thanks,

Leslie Hofherr

UCLA Biosafety

310-206-3929

leslie@admin.ucla.edu
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I have a favor to ask of the listserve....

If you work in EHS in a public (ie. state) university or college, would

you please consider answering my questions?  And please use the

following email to respond to me  (I'm retired, it's my personal email

account)

Therese.stinnett@us.army.mil

In your state, is the human resources system of your college or

university integrated with the entire state personnel system or is it

separate?

If separate, are there comparable job classification standards, and

personnel rules?  Are you in a classification that makes you an at-will

employee?

If your HR is integrated into the state system, do you have the

opportunity to transfer to

a)     other campuses of the same system?

b)     other campuses in the same state, not necessarily in the same

system?

c)      Other state agencies?

If there is a reduction in FTEs do you have "bumping" rights?  Are they

based solely on seniority? Seniority with evaluations given some

consideration?

May I contact you again with other questions on this topic?

Thanks everyone.

Therese M. Stinnett
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Leslie,

Cowpea chlorotic mottle virus is a bromovirus that is not pathogenic to

man and animal. It is spread to other plants by mechanical contact often

through beatles. I have been working with the virus since 1968 and have

ever seen any spread from our greenhouses and laboratories.

For more details on the virus, its vectors and hosts see:

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/ICTV/ and more specific the database:

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/ICTVdb/index.htm

Containment, if necessary (susceptible hosts around, economic importance

of virus-free country, quarantine organisms (not for CCMV in Europe and

USA); see European approach:

http://www.eppo.org/QUARANTINE/quarantine.html or US approach

http://www.aphis.usda.gov/ppq/regpestlist/ , can be easily done by

preventing spread. No contact between infected and healthy plants

together with pest control to prevent spreading of parts of the infected

plant that have the ability to reproduce.

The virus is not very stable and any soap will decontaminate materials

that have been exposed to the virus. Both in the laboratory and in the

greenhouse.

After the experiments in the greenhouse we remove the infected plants

(main, concentrated source of virus) from the soil and autoclave them.

There should be no spread from the autoclave bag to anything else inside

the autoclave. 

No special treatment of the remaining soil, other than leaving it some

months to .

Hope this will be helpful.

with regards

Dick Verduin

Biological Safety Officer

-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

Wageningen University (WU)

Department Plant Sciences

Laboratory of Virology

Binnenhaven 11

6709 PD Wageningen

The Netherlands

Building number 504

Telephone +31.317.483093

Facsimile +31.317.484820

E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

-------------------------------------------------------------------

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Hofherr, Leslie

Sent: donderdag 20 november 2003 0:34

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Plant Virus/inactivation

I need some help with a research project that involves a plant pathogen:

Cowpea Chlorotic Mottle Virus.

I know nothing about standard plant pathogen containment procedures.

Does the researcher need to biologically inactive this virus prior to

disposal? How is this done in plant research labs?

What is the standard practice for disposal of plants/soil inoculated

with plant pathogenic viruses? Are they autoclaved? If so, what is a

reasonable time, pressure temp for autoclaving plants and soil? Are they

autoclaved inside an autoclave bag? Will this contaminate the autoclave

for people autoclaving media, glassware, etc?

Thanks,

Leslie Hofherr

UCLA Biosafety

310-206-3929

leslie@admin.ucla.edu
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This draft containment guideline may help.

Alice R. Frazier, Program Assistant

USDA, ARS, Homeland Security Unit

Tel: (301) 504-4764

Fax: (301) 504-5002

ARF@ars.usda.gov

Content-Type: application/msword; name="plant viral pathogens.doc"
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Good morning all,

We are currently in the process of going to a computerized animal record

system and a few issues have surfaced regarding electronic equipment

(computers on carts, PDAs, laptops, etc.) in aniaml areas.  We are a primate

research facility (about 5000 animals) working at BSL 2 and are building a

BSL 3 building.  The problems are listed below, any help would be greatly

appreciated.

1.  Do you use electronic equipment inside the animal rooms?

2.  If so, how do you ensure that the equipment does not get contaminated?

How do you decontaminate it?

3.  If not, how do you enter information into the system not using paper

documentation?

4.  Do you have written procedures for the use of this equipment in the

animal areas that you would be willing to share?

Thanks in advance,

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL-Lafayette, New Iberia Research Center

4401 W. Admiral Doyle Dr.

New Iberia, LA  70560

(337)482-0306

fax (337)373-0057

hah8377@louisiana.edu
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Terri -

A few years ago, a Steris VHP Process Engineer and I developed a

protocol to decontaminate a 50,000 cubic foot de facto ABSL3 animal

facility as part of decommissioning.  We never had to actually

execute the process (thank you, Cal-OSHA!) but I have no doubt it

would have worked just fine.  Please feel free to give me a call -

I'll be happy to share the experience with you.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

IH/Biosafety Specialist

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

===================================

>I would appreciate some info on using this in animal facilities, to

>do entire rooms.  Of course, I need to know NOW!!!

>

>Thanks in advance.

>

>

>

>Therese M. Stinnett

>

>Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

>

>Office of the VC for Research

>

>UCHSC, Mailstop C275

>

>4200 E. 9th Ave

>

>Denver CO  80262

>

>Voice:  303-315-6754

>

>Fax:      303-315-8026
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Hi Leslie,

Check with APHIS regarding whether this is a regulated pathogen.  If it is,

this will govern how you deal with the waste and  the contaiment level that

will be required.

Richie

>From: "Hofherr, Leslie" <leslie@FACNET.UCLA.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Plant Virus/inactivation

>Date: Wed, 19 Nov 2003 15:34:09 -0800

>

>I need some help with a research project that involves a plant pathogen:

>Cowpea Chlorotic Mottle Virus.

>

>I know nothing about standard plant pathogen containment procedures. Does

>the researcher need to biologically inactive this virus prior to disposal?

>How is this done in plant research labs?

>

>What is the standard practice for disposal of plants/soil inoculated with

>plant pathogenic viruses? Are they autoclaved? If so, what is a reasonable

>time, pressure temp for autoclaving plants and soil? Are they autoclaved

>inside an autoclave bag? Will this contaminate the autoclave for people

>autoclaving media, glassware, etc?

>

>Thanks,

>

>Leslie Hofherr

>UCLA Biosafety

>310-206-3929

>leslie@admin.ucla.edu

_________________________________________________________________

Set yourself up for fun at home!  Get tips on home entertainment equipment,

video game reviews, and more here.

http://special.msn.com/home/homeent.armx
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Good Afternoon,

If you have the time and experience to comment on my specific issue

that would be wonderful, but any references to contacts and/or

publications that you could provide quickly would be much appreciated as

well.

We have a researcher who plans to drill human ear bones (only a small

part of the skull would be involved) so that she can have access to the

ear canal and the three tiny bones involved in hearing.  The human

material is unfixed but has passed clinical tests for a number of

infectious diseases, such as HIV, HEP-B, etc.  (If this sounds familiar

to you, it's because we've been at this issue for a while...)

Rather than a medical research institution, we are a liberal arts

college with a wide cross-section of undergraduate students who use the

science buildings.  For this reason, our IBC decided that this drilling

would have to take place in a properly validated Biosafety Cabinet,

although I understand that at many medical research institutions, this

work is done on the open bench with PI's wearing surgical masks.

Unfortunately, due to the design of the microscope, we could not

purchase an off-the-shelf BSC, but are working with an outside firm

(Flow Sciences) to design one--which leads to lots of interesting

questions about how to quantify containment and whether a tracer gas

test is representative of bone particles.  I don't want to take up more

time with details, unless you are interested.  The question I believe

I'm trying to answer are 1) what would the range of particle sizes be;

2) would a tracer gas test be representative; 3) has a risk assessment

of relatively blood-free bone cutting/sawing/drilling been done by

anyone?

As you can probably understand, I'm trying to a) help the researcher;

b) determine exactly what specs this custom design will have to meet (or

else we don't pay) ; c) not go 'overboard', but be able to assure the

more conservative members of our IBC that we are not putting the PI or

her researchers at unreasonable risk during the drilling operation; d)

not lose my mind over this.

Many thanks for any comments/insights/references you can provide.

Sincerely,

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786
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Dear Margaret,

I think you should look up the safety standards for conducting

autopsies and compare them to your operation to see if you are going

overboard or not.  I know the National Association of Medical Examiners

have some guidelines, but I have not found them yet myself.  Anyway, all

things involving safety and risks associated with cutting, drilling,

etc. dead humans or their body parts should have some sort of

established safety standards - somewhere.  You might consider calling

your State Medical Investigator's office and asking them to forward

their safety standards to you.  In most autopsy rooms they have down

draft tables and BSCs plus certain equipment for containing aerosols

generated by bone saws.  I think something along that line would be

appropriate for your situation and may be cheaper too.  I don't think a

tracer gas test would be an appropriate measure of containment in this

case because the aerosol generated by bone drilling, would be a

particulate instead of a gas.

Judy Pointer, BSO

Univ of New Mexico

>>> mrakas@EMAIL.SMITH.EDU 11/20/2003 10:42:30 AM >>>

Good Afternoon,

If you have the time and experience to comment on my specific issue

that would be wonderful, but any references to contacts and/or

publications that you could provide quickly would be much appreciated

as

well.

We have a researcher who plans to drill human ear bones (only a small

part of the skull would be involved) so that she can have access to

the

ear canal and the three tiny bones involved in hearing.  The human

material is unfixed but has passed clinical tests for a number of

infectious diseases, such as HIV, HEP-B, etc.  (If this sounds

familiar

to you, it's because we've been at this issue for a while...)

Rather than a medical research institution, we are a liberal arts

college with a wide cross-section of undergraduate students who use

the

science buildings.  For this reason, our IBC decided that this

drilling

would have to take place in a properly validated Biosafety Cabinet,

although I understand that at many medical research institutions, this

work is done on the open bench with PI's wearing surgical masks.

Unfortunately, due to the design of the microscope, we could not

purchase an off-the-shelf BSC, but are working with an outside firm

(Flow Sciences) to design one--which leads to lots of interesting

questions about how to quantify containment and whether a tracer gas

test is representative of bone particles.  I don't want to take up

more

time with details, unless you are interested.  The question I believe

I'm trying to answer are 1) what would the range of particle sizes be;

2) would a tracer gas test be representative; 3) has a risk assessment

of relatively blood-free bone cutting/sawing/drilling been done by

anyone?

As you can probably understand, I'm trying to a) help the researcher;

b) determine exactly what specs this custom design will have to meet

(or

else we don't pay) ; c) not go 'overboard', but be able to assure the

more conservative members of our IBC that we are not putting the PI or

her researchers at unreasonable risk during the drilling operation; d)

not lose my mind over this.

Many thanks for any comments/insights/references you can provide.

Sincerely,

Margaret

Margaret A. Rakas, Ph.D.

Manager, Inventory & Regulatory Affairs

Clark Science Center

Smith College

Northampton, MA. 01063

p:  413-585-3877

f:   413-585-3786
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Hello all,

Is there anyone out there who knows of a company who offers terminal

pharmaceutical product sterilization by irradiation of controlled

substances?

Thanks in advance!

Christopher Ulriksen, ASP

Environmental,

Health and Safety Manager

Princeton, NJ 08540
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Hello,

I=92m trying to get a feel for how many Universities reference ABSA=92s

compilation of Risk Groups/Biosafety Levels for biological agents in their

Biosafety Program=85and if not, what material is referenced when determinin=

g Biosafety Levels before the initiation of experiments. Any direct

responses would be greatly appreciated.

Thanks,

Tim Coughlin

Industrial Hygiene Manager

Environmental Health Office

Syracuse University

(315) 443-2447

tmcoughl@syr.edu
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Article from AP today, "Bioterror Concerns Raised at Universities",

http://apnews.excite.com/article/20031121/D7UUS7S01.html.  It addresses

the USDA report that can be found at http://www.usda.gov/oig/webdocs/50099-=

14-At.pdf

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University
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At my university [U. South Alabama, College of Medicine, Mobile, AL]=

where we use two SAs and many pathogens in R%D we use the CDC.MMWR.NI=

H

BSL_rankings and the NIH ORD IBC risk groups for rDNA work.  We have

a

BSC to evaluate any pathogenic work with microbes or tissues and the

IBC

to review all covered r DNA Risk Group work. [Dual review by overlapp=

ing

committees].

Joe Coggin, Jr. Ph.D. RBP, CBSP

Prof and Chair M&I and Prof of Pathology,

Biosafety Officer

Tim Coughlin wrote:

>Hello,

>I=92m trying to get a feel for how many Universities reference ABSA=

=92s compilation of Risk Groups/Biosafety Levels for biological agent=

s in their Biosafety Program=85and if not, what material is reference=

d when determining Biosafety Levels before the initiation of experime=

nts. Any direct responses would be greatly appreciated.

>

>Thanks,

>

>

>Tim Coughlin

>Industrial Hygiene Manager

>Environmental Health Office

>Syracuse University

>(315) 443-2447

>tmcoughl@syr.edu

> 

>
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Here is technical contact at Steris...If you are interested in attachments

let me know and I can forward them.  The listserv admin will not allow me

to send them to the entire list.

Melinda Young

I was asked to contact you in regards to VHP.  I am attaching some

papers as well as our engineering guide and technical data sheets for

our VHP 1000ED and M1000 generators.

Please let me know if you require more information.  I do travel in the

Seattle area periodically so please let me know if you would like a

technical presentation.

Best regards,

Claire

Claire Fritz

VHP Process Engineer

STERIS Corporation

Voicemail: 1-800-989-7575 ext. 21809

Home office: 303-691-5765

Cell: 303-601-9447

Fax: 720-863-2127

Email: claire_fritz@steris.com
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I sent the following request for information and have not received

responses.  If you have a policy of not using the equipment in the animal

rooms, I would like to know that too!

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL-Lafayette, NIRC

-----Original Message-----

From: SAFETY [mailto:SAFETY@LIST.UVM.EDU]On Behalf Of Heather Gonsoulin

Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2003 8:45 AM

To: SAFETY@LIST.UVM.EDU

Subject: Electronic equipment in animal areas

Good morning all,

We are currently in the process of going to a computerized animal record

system and a few issues have surfaced regarding electronic equipment

(computers on carts, PDAs, laptops, etc.) in aniaml areas.  We are a primate

research facility (about 5000 animals) working at BSL 2 and are building a

BSL 3 building.  The problems are listed below, any help would be greatly

appreciated.

1.  Do you use electronic equipment inside the animal rooms?

2.  If so, how do you ensure that the equipment does not get contaminated?

How do you decontaminate it?

3.  If not, how do you enter information into the system not using paper

documentation?

4.  Do you have written procedures for the use of this equipment in the

animal areas that you would be willing to share?

Thanks in advance,

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL-Lafayette, New Iberia Research Center

4401 W. Admiral Doyle Dr.

New Iberia, LA  70560

(337)482-0306

fax (337)373-0057

hah8377@louisiana.edu

=========================================================================
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Date:         Fri, 21 Nov 2003 10:28:08 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <funk20@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: 2nd request (plead) Electronic equipment in animal areas

In-Reply-To:  <NHEMJGIELDPALAEDDLJDKEDHDAAA.hah8377@louisiana.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Heather -

I can't ever recall seeing an animal housing room with electronic

equipment that was placed permanently in that room, other than an

electronic balance and a biosafety cabinet, cage change station, or

similar exposure control device.  Only the equipment required for

routine animal husbandry activities.  In primate holding rooms,

typically the only things I've seen are the cages, some cleaning

tools (like brooms, mops, etc., that are typically only used in that

room) and perhaps a lidded container for food or bedding material.

On those occasions when investigators have needed to take a

measurement or otherwise use an electronic instrument inside the

primate room, they've taken in a portable device sealed in flexible

plastic sheeting, which was removed and left inside the room as the

equipment was removed.

In animal procedure rooms, it's a different story.  There, I've seen

all types of electronic devices permanently placed.  But in this

case, you have much more control over the potential for contamination

of the devices.

i don't know whether the institutions had ACF policy regarding

keeping electronic devices in the holding rooms.  i could easily

understand a policy that prohibits the permanent placement of

anything not necessary for routine operations.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

IH/Biosafety Specialist

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

========================================

>I sent the following request for information and have not received

>responses.  If you have a policy of not using the equipment in the animal

>rooms, I would like to know that too!

>

>Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

>Safety Officer

>UL-Lafayette, NIRC

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: SAFETY [mailto:SAFETY@LIST.UVM.EDU]On Behalf Of Heather Gonsoulin

>Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2003 8:45 AM

>To: SAFETY@LIST.UVM.EDU

>Subject: Electronic equipment in animal areas

>

>

>Good morning all,

>We are currently in the process of going to a computerized animal record

>system and a few issues have surfaced regarding electronic equipment

>(computers on carts, PDAs, laptops, etc.) in aniaml areas.  We are a primate

>research facility (about 5000 animals) working at BSL 2 and are building a

>BSL 3 building.  The problems are listed below, any help would be greatly

>appreciated.

>

>1.  Do you use electronic equipment inside the animal rooms?

>

>2.  If so, how do you ensure that the equipment does not get contaminated?

>How do you decontaminate it?

>

>3.  If not, how do you enter information into the system not using paper

>documentation?

>

>4.  Do you have written procedures for the use of this equipment in the

>animal areas that you would be willing to share?

>

>Thanks in advance,

>

>Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

>Safety Officer

>UL-Lafayette, New Iberia Research Center

>4401 W. Admiral Doyle Dr.

>New Iberia, LA  70560

>(337)482-0306

>fax (337)373-0057

>hah8377@louisiana.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Nov 2003 14:49:54 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Gillian Norton <gillian.norton@SYMPATICO.CA>

Organization: Biohazard Management Services

Subject:      Re: 2nd request (plead) Electronic equipment in animal areas

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

 Hi Heather,

 I used to work in an institution with both primate and sheep

containment units. The policy was that any electronic equipment that

really had to be inside the contained area ( and I agree with Glen - it

would not be in the animal holding rooms, only the procedure rooms) had

to stay inside the facility and could not be taken in and out because it

could not be adequately decontaminated.  A FAX would come into this

category - once inside - it had to stay there. Electronic equipment in

the surgical suite was encased in plastic which could be surface

decontaminated. Electronic equipment is supposed to be able to be

deconned with vapour phase Hydrogen Peroxide - but we never did this and

I am sceptical that it would work afterwards!

 Gillian

Heather Gonsoulin wrote:

>I sent the following request for information and have not received

>responses.  If you have a policy of not using the equipment in the animal

>rooms, I would like to know that too!

>

>Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

>Safety Officer

>UL-Lafayette, NIRC

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: SAFETY [mailto:SAFETY@LIST.UVM.EDU]On Behalf Of Heather Gonsoulin

>Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2003 8:45 AM

>To: SAFETY@LIST.UVM.EDU

>Subject: Electronic equipment in animal areas

>

>

>Good morning all,

>We are currently in the process of going to a computerized animal record

>system and a few issues have surfaced regarding electronic equipment

>(computers on carts, PDAs, laptops, etc.) in aniaml areas.  We are a primate

>research facility (about 5000 animals) working at BSL 2 and are building a

>BSL 3 building.  The problems are listed below, any help would be greatly

>appreciated.

>

>1.  Do you use electronic equipment inside the animal rooms?

>

>2.  If so, how do you ensure that the equipment does not get contaminated?

>How do you decontaminate it?

>

>3.  If not, how do you enter information into the system not using paper

>documentation?

>

>4.  Do you have written procedures for the use of this equipment in the

>animal areas that you would be willing to share?

>

>Thanks in advance,

>

>Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

>Safety Officer

>UL-Lafayette, New Iberia Research Center

>4401 W. Admiral Doyle Dr.

>New Iberia, LA  70560

>(337)482-0306

>fax (337)373-0057

>hah8377@louisiana.edu

>

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 21 Nov 2003 15:50:44 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Hello,

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Go to my website at www.mssm.edu/biosafety ...you will see the

reference.Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: Tim Coughlin [mailto:TmCoughl@SYR.EDU]

Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2003 4:59 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Hello,

Hello,

I'm trying to get a feel for how many Universities reference ABSA's

compilation of Risk Groups/Biosafety Levels for biological agents in

their Biosafety Program...and if not, what material is referenced when

determining Biosafety Levels before the initiation of experiments. Any

direct responses would be greatly appreciated.

Thanks,

Tim Coughlin

Industrial Hygiene Manager

Environmental Health Office

Syracuse University

(315) 443-2447

tmcoughl@syr.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Nov 2003 11:39:03 +1000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Watson, Sonya (LI, St Lucia)" <Sonya.Watson@CSIRO.AU>

Subject:      FW: Another question on  EtBr disposal/re-use

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Just following up on an email that I sent through earlier this month.  Does

anybody have any experience with recycling/re-using gels containing ethidium

bromide?  Any help is very much appreciated.

Dear Biosafety folk,

Following on from the recent discussion on Ethidium bromide disposal, I've

had a question put to me from the lab users and would appreciate the lists

advice.  The question relates to the current practice of reusing agarose gel

that had been "used" with EtBr.

The process as explained to me is as follows, used agarose gels that may

contain EtBr (or have been exposed to EtBr in buffer solutions or baths) are

chopped into small chunks, placed in beakers and melted down in the

microwave for re-use (microwaved on high, approx 850 watt, for a couple of

minutes).  Once melted, additional EtBr is then added to the recycled gel or

through the subsequent baths and buffers.  The scientist was not able to

identify a distinct number of times that a gel may be recycled in this

manner before they dispose of it.

My questions relate to the process of re-melting the gel:

1.  Would the temps within the microwave be high enough to generate HBr? or

any other unexpected substances?

2.  Is there another safer method that may be employed for the recycling of

agarose?  Or is this practice not fesible?

3.  If this practice was seen as OK, is there any guidance on an upper limit

for the number of times a gel is recycled?

Your assistance is greatly appreciated.

Regards,

Sonya

********************************************************************

Sonya Watson

Occupational Health, Safety and Environment Co-ordinator

CSIRO Livestock Industries

306 Carmody Road, ST LUCIA  QLD  4067

Ph:  07 3214 2367

Fax:  07 3214 2224

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Nov 2003 09:26:56 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Liz Rohonczy <rohonczyl@INSPECTION.GC.CA>

Subject:      Re: 2nd request (plead) Electronic equipment in animal areas

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

In level 3 labs and animal rooms our electronic equipment (computers,

faxes etc) is basically classed as disposable. When we decon (gas

paraformaldehyde) we seal up the equipment in plastic. Our computers are

on a line run into the lab - so they are just terminals for data entry or

calling up info. If they die they are deconned out and replaced - although

the clean room industry has good keyboard cases and neat things like flat

and fully sealed touch phones and intercoms.

Elizabeth Rohonczy D.V.M.

Biocontainment and Safety Services

Animal Disease Research Institute/Centre for Plant Quarantine Pests

3851 Fallowfield Road, Nepean

Ontario, Canada    K2H 8P9

(613) 228-6698  

>>> hah8377@LOUISIANA.EDU 2003/11/21 12:28:00 >>>

I sent the following request for information and have not received

responses.  If you have a policy of not using the equipment in the animal

rooms, I would like to know that too!

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL-Lafayette, NIRC

-----Original Message-----

From: SAFETY [mailto:SAFETY@LIST.UVM.EDU]On Behalf Of Heather Gonsoulin

Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2003 8:45 AM

To: SAFETY@LIST.UVM.EDU

Subject: Electronic equipment in animal areas

Good morning all,

We are currently in the process of going to a computerized animal record

system and a few issues have surfaced regarding electronic equipment

(computers on carts, PDAs, laptops, etc.) in aniaml areas.  We are a

primate

research facility (about 5000 animals) working at BSL 2 and are building a

BSL 3 building.  The problems are listed below, any help would be greatly

appreciated.

1.  Do you use electronic equipment inside the animal rooms?

2.  If so, how do you ensure that the equipment does not get contaminated?

How do you decontaminate it?

3.  If not, how do you enter information into the system not using paper

documentation?

4.  Do you have written procedures for the use of this equipment in the

animal areas that you would be willing to share?

Thanks in advance,

Heather H. Gonsoulin, RHIA

Safety Officer

UL-Lafayette, New Iberia Research Center

4401 W. Admiral Doyle Dr.

New Iberia, LA  70560

(337)482-0306

fax (337)373-0057

hah8377@louisiana.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Nov 2003 10:00:43 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

Subject:      Mechanical Engineering Firms

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3B2A3.44AF71FE"

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_01C3B2A3.44AF71FE

Content-Type: text/plain

We are in the process of trying to find engineering firms to evaluate our

BSL-3 laboratories from a containment standpoint to determine the level work

and containment that would be appropriate - given our design limitations.

They were never commissioned or certified although they have passed CDC

inspections. Has anyone done this and can you recommend some firms you were

pleased with?  Thanks for any info you may have!

Debra Sharpe, MPH, CCHO

Manager, EH&S

Southern Research Institute

2000 9th Ave S.

Birmingham, Al. 35205

P (205) 581-2126

F (205) 581-2726

 Confidentiality Notice The information contained in this communication and

its attachments is intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is

addressed and may contain information that is legally privileged,

confidential, or exempt from disclosure. If the reader of this message is

not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,

distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If

you have received this communication in error, please notify

postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and delete the communication without

retaining any copies.

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Nov 2003 12:27:27 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dunn, Erin (dunnel)" <dunnel@UCMAIL.UC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Mechanical Engineering Firms

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3B2B0.3B3827B0"

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_01C3B2B0.3B3827B0

Content-Type: text/plain

We  used to pre-certify the mechanical systems in our BSL3 facility:

Council Rock Consulting, Inc.

5105 Rae Court NE

Rio Rancho, NM 87144

(877) 425-8500

Jack Keene and Ted Traum are our contacts.  I believe they have offices in

Washington, D.C. as well as New Mexico.

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>

-----Original Message-----

From: Sharpe, Debra [mailto:sharpe@SRI.ORG]

Sent: Monday, November 24, 2003 11:01 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Mechanical Engineering Firms

We are in the process of trying to find engineering firms to evaluate our

BSL-3 laboratories from a containment standpoint to determine the level work

and containment that would be appropriate - given our design limitations.

They were never commissioned or certified although they have passed CDC

inspections. Has anyone done this and can you recommend some firms you were

pleased with?  Thanks for any info you may have!

Debra Sharpe, MPH, CCHO

Manager, EH&S

Southern Research Institute

2000 9th Ave S.

Birmingham, Al. 35205

P (205) 581-2126

F (205) 581-2726

 Confidentiality Notice The information contained in this communication and

its attachments is intended only for the use of the individual to whom it is

addressed and may contain information that is legally privileged,

confidential, or exempt from disclosure. If the reader of this message is

not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,

distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If

you have received this communication in error, please notify

postmaster@sri.org (205-581-2999) and delete the communication without

retaining any copies.

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Nov 2003 14:39:39 -0500

Reply-To:     mispagel@vet.uga.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Michael E. Mispagel" <mispagel@VET.UGA.EDU>

Organization: College of Veterinary Medicine, University of Georgia

Subject:      Re: Mechanical Engineering Firms

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------090404060603030202000607"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------090404060603030202000607

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

 boundary="------------050105090606070501000409"

--------------050105090606070501000409

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Debra,

I highly recommend Mr. Mike Connor of Connor Engineering Solutions.  His

company profile is attached.

You can contact him at mikec@connorengineeringllc.com, or 770-521-0580,

ext 19.  His address is 2500 Northwinds Parkway, Suite 150, Alpharetta,

GA 30004.

Mike

Sharpe, Debra wrote:

> We are in the process of trying to find engineering firms to evaluate

> our BSL-3 laboratories from a containment standpoint to determine the

> level work and containment that would be appropriate - given our

> design limitations.  They were never commissioned or certified

> although they have passed CDC inspections. Has anyone done this and

> can you recommend some firms you were pleased with?  Thanks for any

> info you may have!

>

>

> Debra Sharpe, MPH, CCHO

> Manager, EH&S

> Southern Research Institute

> 2000 9th Ave S.

> Birmingham, Al. 35205

> P (205) 581-2126

> F (205) 581-2726

>

>  Confidentiality Notice The information contained in this

> communication and its attachments is intended only for the use of the

> individual to whom it is addressed and may contain information that is

> legally privileged, confidential, or exempt from disclosure. If the

> reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby

> notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this

> communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this

> communication in error, please notify postmaster@sri.org

> (205-581-2999) and delete the communication without retaining any copies.

>

--

Michael E. Mispagel, Ph.D.

College of Veterinary Medicine

The University of Georgia

Athens, GA 30602

706-542-5729

fax 706-542-8254

mispagel@vet.uga.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 24 Nov 2003 14:11:16 -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:      IBC?

In-Reply-To:  <sfbcaa3b.051@salud.unm.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/html; charset=us-ascii

Hi listers...

I am looking for a flow chart to show the IBC review criteria. It is time for an IBC education session. For example, when does the project go to the full IBC, when can the review be done by the Biosafety Officer only, when can there be an exempt status? I have one such flowchart, but want to cross-check. Thanks very much!

Maeve

Maeve Sowles

Lab/Bio 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, 24 Nov 2003 19:43:45 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Guy Innocente <innocent1@MINDSPRING.COM>

Subject:      Re: IBC?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0013_01C3B2C3.458F6C60"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0013_01C3B2C3.458F6C60

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Hello,

I would also be interested in any information here.

For several years, Biosafety was incorporated into our facility research

committee.  We are re-establishing BioSafety as a separate committee

again.

Any guidance and helpful hints or advise, that you can provide will be

appreciated and carried forward to our reserach service administration.

Thank you in advance!

Guy Innocente

Industrial Hygienist

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Maeve Sowles

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Monday, November 24, 2003 5:11 PM

  Subject: IBC?

  Hi listers...

  I am looking for a flow chart to show the IBC review criteria. It is

time for an IBC education session. For example, when does the project go

to the full IBC, when can the review be done by the Biosafety Officer

only, when can there be an exempt status? I have one such flowchart, but

want to cross-check. Thanks very much!

  Maeve

  Maeve Sowles

  Lab/Bio 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:         Tue, 25 Nov 2003 09:13:51 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      Mixed Waste from SA Lab

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

Good morning Listers and Happy Thanksgiving in advance.  I have a quick

question just to see what other people are doing: how are you handling

bio-rad waste from your select agent lab(s)?  Our RSO is in the process of

updating our Rad Safety Manual and this is clearly an area that needs a

major overhaul.  Thanks for your feedback!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 25 Nov 2003 11:13:47 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bone Drilling/Containment

In-Reply-To:  <sfbcaa3b.051@salud.unm.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_QUFClKotmkSsXGOyqAv+NA)"

--Boundary_(ID_QUFClKotmkSsXGOyqAv+NA)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

I am not sure about this but aren't there there drills for this kind

of work which have attached vacuum  lines to collect the particles

into a hepa vacuum?  I know that these devices exist for bone saws,

why not drills?

Bob

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Nov 2003 09:19:26 -0500

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>

Subject:      BBP Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3B428.4C54C081"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C3B428.4C54C081

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

To Campus Biosafety Colleagues,

I have a question regarding the assignment of certain categories of

staff to a bloodborne pathogens program.  I am particularly interested

in whether you have placed coaching staff or any portion or all the

janitorial staff in such a program based on potential for exposure.  I

would be interested in the basis for making these groups of employees a

part of the BBP program. Also, who at your campus responds to blood

spills and cleans up when there are accidents or injuries where blood is

present.  I assume these persons are in a bloodborne pathogens

program(?)  At Princeton, we are re-evaluating our program based on some

new job responsibilities and it would be helpful to know how these

employees are handled, in general, on other campuses.  You may reply

directly to my e-mail address if you would prefer.  I would appreciate

any input on this that you can offer.

Also, hope all are anticipating a great holiday weekend!

Thanks.

Don Robasser

University Sanitarian and Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

Princeton University

robasser@princeton.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Nov 2003 08:29:29 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johnson, Julie A [EH&S]" <jajohns@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BBP Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3B429.B364C601"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C3B429.B364C601

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

All janitorial staff on campus are in our BBP program.  For athletics,

all of our athletic trainers are in the program, because they provide

first aid.  Coaches are not.

-----Original Message-----

From: Donald G. Robasser [mailto:robasser@PRINCETON.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, November 26, 2003 8:19 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BBP Question

To Campus Biosafety Colleagues,

I have a question regarding the assignment of certain categories of

staff to a bloodborne pathogens program.  I am particularly interested

in whether you have placed coaching staff or any portion or all the

janitorial staff in such a program based on potential for exposure.  I

would be interested in the basis for making these groups of employees a

part of the BBP program. Also, who at your campus responds to blood

spills and cleans up when there are accidents or injuries where blood is

present.  I assume these persons are in a bloodborne pathogens

program(?)  At Princeton, we are re-evaluating our program based on some

new job responsibilities and it would be helpful to know how these

employees are handled, in general, on other campuses.  You may reply

directly to my e-mail address if you would prefer.  I would appreciate

any input on this that you can offer.

Also, hope all are anticipating a great holiday weekend!

Thanks.

Don Robasser

University Sanitarian and Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

Princeton University

robasser@princeton.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Nov 2003 09:31:23 -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: BBP Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3B429.F7AEC230"

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_01C3B429.F7AEC230

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

My .02 worth...

To err on the conservative side, I would say yes to the coaches and the janitorial staff.

For athletic injuries, it is not uncommon for a member of the coaching staff to assist the trainer.  Certain sports, such as ice hockey (governed by USA Hockey and the NCAA), request the coaches are CPR and Standard First Aid qualified.  If they are qualified as such, or the potential is there to assist with an incident, I would include them in the BBP.

As for the janitorial service, since they would be cleaning up spills and such, I would include them as well.

Patrick

-----Original Message-----

From: Donald G. Robasser [mailto:robasser@PRINCETON.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, November 26, 2003 9:19 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BBP Question

To Campus Biosafety Colleagues,

I have a question regarding the assignment of certain categories of staff to a bloodborne pathogens program.  I am particularly interested in whether you have placed coaching staff or any portion or all the janitorial staff in such a program based on potential for exposure.  I would be interested in the basis for making these groups of employees a part of the BBP program. Also, who at your campus responds to blood spills and cleans up when there are accidents or injuries where blood is present.  I assume these persons are in a bloodborne pathogens program(?)  At Princeton, we are re-evaluating our program based on some new job responsibilities and it would be helpful to know how these employees are handled, in general, on other campuses.  You may reply directly to my e-mail address if you would prefer.  I would appreciate any input on this that you can offer.

Also, hope all are anticipating a great holiday weekend!

Thanks.

Don Robasser

University Sanitarian and Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

Princeton University

robasser@princeton.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Nov 2003 09:38:13 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: BBP Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3B42A.EBE9CCA0"

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_01C3B42A.EBE9CCA0

Content-Type: text/plain

Just a thought...

I'm not sure if all of your staff are University employees or if you have

contracted companies to provide any of your services.  If you do have any

contract employees, you may want to check the contract, the responsibility

falls to their employer to provide the plan/vaccine/training required for

the BBP Standard.

Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Office of Management Systems

FDA/CFSAN

College Park, MD

Phone:  (301)436-1988

Fax:  (301)436-2629

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov

-----Original Message-----

From: McKinney, Patrick Mr USAMRIID

[mailto:Patrick.McKinney@DET.AMEDD.ARMY.MIL]

Sent: Wednesday, November 26, 2003 9:31 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BBP Question

My .02 worth...

To err on the conservative side, I would say yes to the coaches and the

janitorial staff.

For athletic injuries, it is not uncommon for a member of the coaching staff

to assist the trainer.  Certain sports, such as ice hockey (governed by USA

Hockey and the NCAA), request the coaches are CPR and Standard First Aid

qualified.  If they are qualified as such, or the potential is there to

assist with an incident, I would include them in the BBP.

As for the janitorial service, since they would be cleaning up spills and

such, I would include them as well.

Patrick

-----Original Message-----

From: Donald G. Robasser [mailto:robasser@PRINCETON.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, November 26, 2003 9:19 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BBP Question

To Campus Biosafety Colleagues,

I have a question regarding the assignment of certain categories of staff to

a bloodborne pathogens program.  I am particularly interested in whether you

have placed coaching staff or any portion or all the janitorial staff in

such a program based on potential for exposure.  I would be interested in

the basis for making these groups of employees a part of the BBP program.

Also, who at your campus responds to blood spills and cleans up when there

are accidents or injuries where blood is present.  I assume these persons

are in a bloodborne pathogens program(?)  At Princeton, we are re-evaluating

our program based on some new job responsibilities and it would be helpful

to know how these employees are handled, in general, on other campuses.  You

may reply directly to my e-mail address if you would prefer.  I would

appreciate any input on this that you can offer.

Also, hope all are anticipating a great holiday weekend!

Thanks.

Don Robasser

University Sanitarian and Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

Princeton University

robasser@princeton.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Nov 2003 09:58:33 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV>

Subject:      Toxin Import

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3B42D.C341E730"

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_01C3B42D.C341E730

Content-Type: text/plain

I have a researcher interested in importing a toxin (plant origin, toxic for

humans) from a foreign country.  I'm a little concerned about it making its

way through Customs.  Anybody familiar with the process willing to shed some

light?

Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Office of Management Systems

FDA/CFSAN

College Park, MD

Phone:  (301)436-1988

Fax:  (301)436-2629

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov <mailto:Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Nov 2003 10:06:57 -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: Toxin Import

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3B42E.EF3C5630"

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_01C3B42E.EF3C5630

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Amy,

Is it a select agent?  If so, both the CDC and USDA APHIS will need to be involved.  We had to initiate an EA-101 to receive items from CANADA, even though their lab isn't a registered entity.  If it isn't a select agent, I would contact APHIS, P.O.C. is Dr. Denise Spencer.

K. Patrick McKinney

Safety and Occupational Health Specialist

U.S.A.M.R.I.I.D.

1425 Porter Street

Ft. Detrick, MD  21702

Com (301) 619-4565

Fax  (301) 619-4768

-----Original Message-----

From: Barringer, Amy [mailto:Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV]

Sent: Wednesday, November 26, 2003 9:59 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Toxin Import

I have a researcher interested in importing a toxin (plant origin, toxic for humans) from a foreign country.  I'm a little concerned about it making its way through Customs.  Anybody familiar with the process willing to shed some light?

Amy A. Barringer

Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

Office of Management Systems

FDA/CFSAN

College Park, MD

Phone:  (301)436-1988

Fax:  (301)436-2629

Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov <mailto:Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Nov 2003 15:47:28 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Borzynski, Leonard" <lborzyns@FACILITIES.BUFFALO.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BBP Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3B45E.812A89C0"

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_01C3B45E.812A89C0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Don,

At UB we have designated custodial staff to handle blood cleanup, and they

are enrolled in the BBP program. Those members of the athletic department

than have been determined to be a risk for blood exposure are placed in the

BBP program. All sports staff are given awareness training.

en

Leonard J. Borzynski, CIH

Biosafety Officer

University at Buffalo

Occupational & Environmental Safety

220 Winspear Ave.

Buffalo, NY 14215-1034

Ph (716) 829-3301

Fx (716) 829-2704

lborzyns@facilities.buffalo.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Donald G. Robasser [mailto:robasser@PRINCETON.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, November 26, 2003 9:19 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BBP Question

To Campus Biosafety Colleagues,

I have a question regarding the assignment of certain categories of staff to

a bloodborne pathogens program.  I am particularly interested in whether you

have placed coaching staff or any portion or all the janitorial staff in

such a program based on potential for exposure.  I would be interested in

the basis for making these groups of employees a part of the BBP program.

Also, who at your campus responds to blood spills and cleans up when there

are accidents or injuries where blood is present.  I assume these persons

are in a bloodborne pathogens program(?)  At Princeton, we are re-evaluating

our program based on some new job responsibilities and it would be helpful

to know how these employees are handled, in general, on other campuses.  You

may reply directly to my e-mail address if you would prefer.  I would

appreciate any input on this that you can offer.

Also, hope all are anticipating a great holiday weekend!

Thanks.

Don Robasser

University Sanitarian and Biosafety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

Princeton University

robasser@princeton.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 26 Nov 2003 13:56:37 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Elizabeth Tobias <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Re: Toxin Import

In-Reply-To:  <4B175FC77C6ED611B5000002A5518D1C02A26D33@CFSCP018>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

I would check with APHIS (part of USDA) for import permits.  I'm

not sure who to ask, as my previous experience was in dealing

with toxins that effect livestock (people too, but USDA is

concerned about the Ag. aspect).

www.aphis.usda.gov is their website.

Elizabeth

--- "Barringer, Amy" <Amy.Barringer@CFSAN.FDA.GOV> wrote:

> I have a researcher interested in importing a toxin (plant

> origin, toxic for

> humans) from a foreign country.  I'm a little concerned about

> it making its

> way through Customs.  Anybody familiar with the process

> willing to shed some

> light?

>

>

>

> Amy A. Barringer

>

> Biosafety Officer, Safety Management Staff

>

> Office of Management Systems

>

> FDA/CFSAN

>

> College Park, MD

>

> Phone:  (301)436-1988

>

> Fax:  (301)436-2629

>

> Email:  Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov

> <mailto:Amy.Barringer@cfsan.fda.gov>

>

>

>

>

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Jr. Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Free Pop-Up Blocker - Get it now

http://companion.yahoo.com/

=========================================================================

Date:         Sun, 30 Nov 2003 19:31:53 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dimerck@AOL.COM

Subject:      Re: Hello,

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dear Tim,

    I am sorry that the holidays kept me from replying sooner. I am concerned

that your e-mail assumes that ABSA actually did the risk grouping on the web

site. In fact, the data base is just a tabulation of the risk groups published

by the  countries listed at the top of each column in the year given. The

original country list should be cited including the date of publication, not the

web data base. The CDC list was based on a translation I made from BSL to RG

according to the definitions given in BMBL. I originally put the data base

together to use when I visited labs while the BSO at Johns Hopkins and I added

other countries to it as I changed jobs and went into Corporate Biosafety at a

pharmaceutical company in the early 90s. I found it handy and had shared it

widely. I either offered it to ABSA or someone asked me to let them use it. At any

rate, Stefan Wagener, Paul Meechan and others put it on the web and added

another european list. It was never meant to be used in lieu of a reference to

the original data in the lists from the different countries, which also include

the EU, Australia and Canada. Some of the data has been updated more recently

by the countries listed. I understand that Canada will no longer publish a

list but will have it available on their web site or by e-mail request to keep it

current. I have not revised the list because I was never asked to do so.

Sincerely yours,

Diane

Diane O. Fleming, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Consultant

Bowie, MD

301-249-3951

e-mail Dimerck@ aol.com 

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 4 Jan 1999 01:57:17 +0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Param <param@IMR.GOV.MY>

Subject:      Enhanced BSL 3 lab.

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0013_01BE3785.8EDA45C0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0013_01BE3785.8EDA45C0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Dear All,

I will be very obliged if someone out there could kindly  explain what

is an enhanced BSL 3 laboratory?( What is the criteria for a BSL 3

laboratory to be designated as a enhanced lab ? ) What are the

implications of referring to a BSL 3 lab as an enhanced lab? Is there

such thing as BSL 3.5 lab???Is the "enhanced" or "augmented" terminology

acceptable internationally?

Thank you

sincerely

M.S.Param

Safety Officer

Institute for Medical Research

Malaysia

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 1 Dec 2003 11:00:21 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Enhanced BSL 3 lab.

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=__PartB8E641A5.0__="

--=__PartB8E641A5.0__=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

There is not a standard set of items included in the term "enhanced".

It only means that the lab has something more than the minimum

requirements stated in the publication that defines the standard - in

this case - the BMBL from CDC or some like document from Malalysia govt

officies.  Whenever anyone uses the term "enhanced" they should define

what enhancements have been made.  Commonly people refer to enhanced

facilities or procedures as BSL2+ or BSL2.5 as a short-hand entry in a

database or hazard posting.  The details need to be defined and

explained somewhere else - preferably in a written SOP.

Judy Pointer,

BSO UNM

>>> param@IMR.GOV.MY 1/3/1999 10:57:17 AM >>>

Dear All,

I will be very obliged if someone out there could kindly  explain what

is an enhanced BSL 3 laboratory?( What is the criteria for a BSL 3

laboratory to be designated as a enhanced lab ? ) What are the

implications of referring to a BSL 3 lab as an enhanced lab? Is there

such thing as BSL 3.5 lab???Is the "enhanced" or "augmented" terminology

acceptable internationally?

Thank you

sincerely

M.S.Param

Safety Officer

Institute for Medical Research

Malaysia

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 1 Dec 2003 13:14:05 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tina Charbonneau <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

Subject:      Yersinia pestis

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

It is my understanding that vaccine strains (pgp-negative) of Y. pestis 

are not considered Select Agents.   Is this correct?

Are there any particular precautions/procedures  that should be followed

nonetheless?

Thanks  in advance,

Tina

Tina Charbonneau,

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

154 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12980

518-891-3080 x372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 1 Dec 2003 13:26:38 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Carol Whetstone <carol.whetstone@LOUISVILLE.EDU>

Subject:      Fire Alarms in Animal Facilities

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

Hi All:

I have been asked to inquire whether anyone has had any experience with

silent tone fire alarms which humans can hear and animals cannot.

I am told that these alarms are marketed specifically for this purpose

in animal facilities, that they sound much like regular alarms but that

the sound is outside the audible range of rodents.  Does anyone know if

there are different brands of these silent alarms and about their

efficacy in not distressing animals?

What type of fire alarms do you have in your animal facilities and how

have you addressed those areas where audible alarms/PA announcements

cannot be heard?   Are these silent tone alarms favored over

audio-visual alarms?

Thanks in advance for any help you can offer!

Carol

Carol T. Whetstone, Ph.D., MCLS (NCA)

Biological Safety Officer

Administrator, Institutional Biosafety Committee

University of Louisville

Environmental Health and Safety

1800 Arthur Street

Louisville, KY 40208-2729

Direct: (502) 852-2959

DEHS: (502) 852-6670

FAX: (502) 852-0880

ctwhet01@gwise.louisville.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 1 Dec 2003 13:48:55 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Matthew S Philpott <mphilp1@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Yersinia pestis

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Tina,

You can find a current list of select agent exclusions at

http://www.cdc.gov/od/sap/exclusion.htm

The pgp negative strains are exempt.

Matt Philpott

LSU

Tina Charbonneau <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on

12/01/2003 12:14:05 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:     (bcc: Matthew S Philpott/mphilp1/LSU)

Subject:    Yersinia pestis

It is my understanding that vaccine strains (pgp-negative) of Y. pestis

are not considered Select Agents.   Is this correct?

Are there any particular precautions/procedures  that should be followed

nonetheless?

Thanks  in advance,

Tina

Tina Charbonneau,

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

154 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12980

518-891-3080 x372

 tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 1 Dec 2003 16:41:24 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Valerie I Steinberg <vis@EHS.UMASS.EDU>

Subject:      Shipping Non-pathogens to Chile

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="Boundary_(ID_PMTXz7QbecZaXtiHbiLAbg)"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--Boundary_(ID_PMTXz7QbecZaXtiHbiLAbg)

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Hi All:

            We have a scientist who will be doing work in Chile for several

weeks.  She would like to ship one of her strains, a non-pathogenic

Actinomycete so she'll have it in Chile to work with.  Does she need an

export permit from the Department of Commerce or any other permits.  I

called the Department of Commerce help line and have been trying to look up

items on the Commerce Control List???  Does anyone have any experience with

shipping internationally and the easiest way to do it!!!

            Thanks,

            Valerie

Valerie I. Steinberg, Ph.D, CIH, CBSP

Environmental Health & Safety

University of Massachusetts

Amherst, MA 01003

Ph. 413 545-2682  FAX 413 545-2600

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 1 Dec 2003 15:16:03 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <funk20@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Shipping Non-pathogens to Chile

In-Reply-To:  <000501c3b853$de309cb0$f43c7780@af.admin.umass.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="============_-1141801931==_ma============"

--============_-1141801931==_ma============

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Valerie -

My approach in the past has been to call the local representative of

the Bureau of Industry and Security (the old Bureau of Export

Administration, or BXA) and ask very specifically "I have a scientist

who wishes to ship two 15 ml agar culture tubes of Actinomyces X (an

environmental fungus not associated with human illness) to the Univ.

of Y in Z, Chile, to work with during an upcoming sabbatical.  Does

she require an export license to ship this material to herself or one

of her colleagues at the Chilean address?"  Seek a yes-or-no answer.

The representative should not send you back to the CCL to do your own

ferreting; there's too much involved.

Our Western rep in San jose, CA is Jo Allyn Scott, and her phone

number is (408) 998-7402. She has never failed to provide a clear,

yes-or-no answer to my queries.  If your local rep can't do it, try

calling Jo.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biosafety Officer

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

=====================================

>Hi All:

>

>

>

>             We have a scientist who will be doing work in Chile for

>several weeks.  She would like to ship one of her strains, a

>non-pathogenic Actinomycete so she'll have it in Chile to work with.

>Does she need an export permit from the Department of Commerce or

>any other permits.  I called the Department of Commerce help line

>and have been trying to look up items on the Commerce Control

>List???  Does anyone have any experience with shipping

>internationally and the easiest way to do it!!!

>

>

>

>             Thanks,

>

>             Valerie

>

>

>

>Valerie I. Steinberg, Ph.D, CIH, CBSP

>

>Environmental Health & Safety

>

>University of Massachusetts

>

>Amherst, MA 01003

>

>Ph. 413 545-2682  FAX 413 545-2600
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You should also check to be sure that your investigator won't need a

Chilean import permit for the strain. The scientists that will be

hosting her should be able to find out from the appropriate Chilean

government officials, especially those in Agriculture, who might

consider the strain to be an undesirable (plant) pathogen or hold up

shipment suspecting that it might contain materials of animal origin.

In any case, caution against carrying the strain as 'vials in the

pocket'.

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 277-2462

 -----Original Message-----

From: Glenn Funk [mailto:funk20@LLNL.GOV]

Sent: Monday, December 01, 2003 5:16 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Shipping Non-pathogens to Chile

Valerie -

My approach in the past has been to call the local representative of the

Bureau of Industry and Security (the old Bureau of Export

Administration, or BXA) and ask very specifically "I have a scientist

who wishes to ship two 15 ml agar culture tubes of Actinomyces X (an

environmental fungus not associated with human illness) to the Univ. of

Y in Z, Chile, to work with during an upcoming sabbatical.  Does she

require an export license to ship this material to herself or one of her

colleagues at the Chilean address?"  Seek a yes-or-no answer.  The

representative should not send you back to the CCL to do your own

ferreting; there's too much involved.

Our Western rep in San jose, CA is Jo Allyn Scott, and her phone number

is (408) 998-7402. She has never failed to provide a clear, yes-or-no

answer to my queries.  If your local rep can't do it, try calling Jo.

-- Glenn                                                                

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biosafety Officer

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

=

Hi All:

            We have a scientist who will be doing work in Chile for

several weeks.  She would like to ship one of her strains, a

non-pathogenic Actinomycete so she'll have it in Chile to work with. 

Does she need an export permit from the Department of Commerce or any

other permits.  I called the Department of Commerce help line and have

been trying to look up items on the Commerce Control List???  Does

anyone have any experience with shipping internationally and the easiest

way to do it!!!

            Thanks,

            Valerie

Valerie I. Steinberg, Ph.D, CIH, CBSP

Environmental Health & Safety

University of Massachusetts

Amherst, MA 01003

Ph. 413 545-2682  FAX 413 545-2600
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From:         Elizabeth Tobias <safety_queen@YAHOO.COM>

Subject:      Re: Shipping Non-pathogens to Chile

In-Reply-To:  <000501c3b853$de309cb0$f43c7780@af.admin.umass.edu>
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Valerie:

I too have been struggling with getting stuff out of the

country.  "biosafety officer" you deal with any regulatory

agency if biological stuff is concerned job security, right?

I don't claim this is infallable, but this is what I went

through yesterday:

General listing of regulations for Export Administration of the

Dept. of Commerce can be found at:

http://w3.access.gpo.gov/bis/ear/ear_data.html

about 2/3 down the page, Categories 0-9 list regulated stuff.

Category 1 has "microorganisms and toxins"

Category 1 - Materials, Chemicals, Microorganisms, and Toxins:

http://w3.access.gpo.gov/bis/ear/pdf/ccl1.pdf

Look up what you want - be advised, it may not be there.  Around

page 50-60 is most of the microbiological stuff.  Each group of

controlled items has a code (ECCN number), which identifies this

to the Dept. Commerce.  E.g., the ECCN is 1C351 for "Human and

zoonotic pathogens and "toxins" (p.50)

I recommend trying this before calling Dept. Commerce, to at

least say "well, it's like this, but it doesn't actually cause

disease" - or whatever description applies to your PI.

Within the text of each group of regulated stuff, there is a

list of "why is this regulated".  Note all the reasons (they are

all 2-letter codes).  Then look at the "Country Chart"

Country Chart:

http://w3.access.gpo.gov/bis/ear/pdf/738spir.pdf

Certain items are regulated if they go to some countries, but

not others.  E.g. zoonotic pathogens are regulated for many

reasons, one of which is anti-terrorism (AT).  If you look under

Chile, AT there is no need to get a permit to transfer an

AT-restricted item, but if your PI was going to Syria, they

*would* need a permit for the same organism.

And, as Glenn suggested, call Dept. Commerce and ask for help. I

called their D.C. office yesterday on this very issue, and

gentleman I spoke with was incredibly helpful and *very*

knowledgeable about how the regulations all interface with each

other - including citing the regs throughout his explanation.  I

called:  "Outreach and Exporter Services Division" at

202-482-4811.  All I could say is, boy are they better than the

INS "customer service center".

Elizabeth

=====

Ms. Elizabeth Tobias

Biosafety Officer

BioPort Corporation

3500 N. Martin L. King Jr. Blvd.

Lansing, MI 48906

517-327-6806

__________________________________

Do you Yahoo!?

Free Pop-Up Blocker - Get it now

http://companion.yahoo.com/
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Link to the article for Dr. Butler's conviction.

http://www.cnn.com/2003/LAW/12/02/professor.trial.ap/index.html

Eric

Eric R. Jeppesen

Biological Safety Officer/Chemical Hygiene Officer

KU-EHS Dept.

(785) 864-2857 phone

(785) 864-2852 fax

jeppesen@ku.edu
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Dear colleagues,

Our university legal eagle is trying to draft a Biosafety/IBC policy

that our board of reagents can ruminate upon and maybe even endorse!

They envision something very general that would broadly sanctify the

university's support and commitment to Biosafety and give the IBC some

teeth for enforcing compliance.  I envision something that has the word

"accountability' in it.  Below is the question from our attorney.

"I'm trying to make progress on IBC/Biosafety/rDNA policies

before the end of the year.  I didn't have much luck finding

comparable policies at other institutions from my

colleagues.  Do you perchance have a collection of

comparable policies, either in hardcopy or via weblinks?"

Does anyone have something like this or a draft of a university or

corporate policy along these lines they could share?

Judy Pointer, BSO

University of New Mexico

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 2 Dec 2003 11:09:02 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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I'm also interested about this issue and the general health and

safety policies.

Beno=EEt Latreille

INRS-IAF

Quebec
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You may wish to try this site;

http://orspdocs.umesp.maine.edu/Policies/UseofHumanSubjectsAnimalsRecomb=

inan

tDNAInfectiousAgentsRadioactive.htm

Regards,

Gary

-----Original Message-----

From: Benoit Latreille [mailto:benoit.latreille@INRS-IAF.UQUEBEC.CA]

Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2003 4:09 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Biosafety/IBC university policy

I'm also interested about this issue and the general health and

safety policies.

Beno=EEt Latreille

INRS-IAF

Quebec
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In-Reply-To:  <sfcc4ea9.098@salud.unm.edu>
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Judy -

We have a Charge (calvary? credit card?) which dictates the

responsibilities and authority of the panel. This link is to the 2001

version - the 2003 version should be up soon.

http://researchcompliance.stanford.edu/biosafety/charge.html

ellyn

At 08:34 AM 12/2/2003 -0700, you wrote:

>>>>

Dear colleagues,

Our university legal eagle is trying to draft a Biosafety/IBC policy that

our board of reagents can ruminate upon and maybe even endorse!  They

envision something very general that would broadly sanctify the

university's support and commitment to Biosafety and give the IBC some

teeth for enforcing compliance.  I envision something that has the word

"accountability' in it.  Below is the question from our attorney.

"I m trying to make progress on IBC/Biosafety/rDNA policies

before the end of the year.  I didn t have much luck finding

comparable policies at other institutions from my

colleagues.  Do you perchance have a collection of

comparable policies, either in hardcopy or via weblinks?"

Does anyone have something like this or a draft of a university or

corporate policy along these lines they could share?

Judy Pointer, BSO

University of New Mexico

<<<<<<<<

Ellyn Segal, Ph.D.

Biosafety Manager

Stanford University

ph: 650.725.1473

fax: 650.725.3468
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Good morning

        We are taking air samples of some work environments. At least one of

our workers was diagnosed with "mold in his blood."  He is undergoing

treatment and doesn't know yet exactly what is keeping him sick. 

Meanwhile my office will sample the air in his work areas.

My question is this:  should we ask a laboratory for mold identification

to genus level or to species level?  If a person has a particular mold

and we find the same genus in the work area is that adequate to

establish a link?

Sorry if this is a baby level question -- it's an area new for me. 

Keeps the job interesting!

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu
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>Madeline -

Taking your fungal ID to the genus level may give you an indication

that the isolate might be involved in the illness but without

carrying it to species and possibly even type and subtype levels, a

true ID of the etiology may not be possible.  You really need to show

that the environmental and clinical isolates are identical to

positively confirm the diagnosis of etiology.  And even that doesn't

"prove" that the organism came from the source you've sampled - if

it's a particularly common creature, it could have been acquired from

non-work related sources.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biosafety Officer

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

===================================================

>Good morning

>

>         We are taking air samples of some work environments. At

>least one of our workers was diagnosed with "mold in his blood."  He

>is undergoing treatment and doesn't know yet exactly what is keeping

>him sick.  Meanwhile my office will sample the air in his work areas.

>

>My question is this:  should we ask a laboratory for mold

>identification to genus level or to species level?  If a person has

>a particular mold and we find the same genus in the work area is

>that adequate to establish a link?

>

>Sorry if this is a baby level question -- it's an area new for me.

>Keeps the job interesting!

>

>

>Madeline Dalrymple

>Biological Safety Officer

>Environmental Health and Safety

>University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

>307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu
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Subject:      Re: Mold identification
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As an IH in an Occupational and Environmental Health Clinic I used to be

warned (by the Occ Docs, of course) against drawing too many clinical

conclusions such as establishing links, etc. My role was to provide

ideas for possible links and the kind of data they wanted, their role

was to establish links and ask for certain types of data. I enjoyed

speculating nonetheless. I think your Occupational and Environmental

Health Physician will be able to answer both of your questions.

Ron G. Wallace, PhD, CIH

Biological Safety Officer / Industrial Hygienist

Office of Research Safety, MC 3930

University of Connecticut Health Center

263 Farmington Avenue

Farmington,  CT  06030-3930

Tel: (860) 679 2723

FAX: (860) 679 3826

rwallace@adp.uchc.edu

 -----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Madeline J. Dalrymple

Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2003 12:21 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Mold identification

Good morning

        We are taking air samples of some work environments. At least

one of our workers was diagnosed with "mold in his blood."  He is

undergoing treatment and doesn't know yet exactly what is keeping him

sick.  Meanwhile my office will sample the air in his work areas.

My question is this:  should we ask a laboratory for mold identification

to genus level or to species level?  If a person has a particular mold

and we find the same genus in the work area is that adequate to

establish a link?

Sorry if this is a baby level question -- it's an area new for me. 

Keeps the job interesting!

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu
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Don't forget the complainant's work environment.  Are/were there things

like water-damaged furniture, wet ceiling tiles, persistently high

humidity etc.

"Wallace,Ronald" wrote:

>  As an IH in an Occupational and Environmental Health Clinic I used to

> be warned (by the Occ Docs, of course) against drawing too many

> clinical conclusions such as establishing links, etc. My role was to

> provide ideas for possible links and the kind of data they wanted,

> their role was to establish links and ask for certain types of data. I

> enjoyed speculating nonetheless. I think your Occupational and

> Environmental Health Physician will be able to answer both of your

> questions.

>

> Ron G. Wallace, PhD, CIH

> Biological Safety Officer / Industrial Hygienist

> Office of Research Safety, MC 3930

> University of Connecticut Health Center

> 263 Farmington Avenue

> Farmington,  CT  06030-3930

> Tel: (860) 679 2723

> FAX: (860) 679 3826

> rwallace@adp.uchc.edu -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Madeline J. Dalrymple

> Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2003 12:21 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Mold identification

>

>

>      Good morning

>

>              We are taking air samples of some work environments.

>      At least one of our workers was diagnosed with "mold in his

>      blood."  He is undergoing treatment and doesn't know yet

>      exactly what is keeping him sick.  Meanwhile my office will

>      sample the air in his work areas.

>

>      My question is this:  should we ask a laboratory for mold

>      identification to genus level or to species level?  If a

>      person has a particular mold and we find the same genus in

>      the work area is that adequate to establish a link?

>

>      Sorry if this is a baby level question -- it's an area new

>      for me.  Keeps the job interesting!

>

>      Madeline Dalrymple

>      Biological Safety Officer

>      Environmental Health and Safety

>      University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

>      307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu
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Madeline,

I would first find out the genus specie of the infecting fungi.  Then, if

you are lucky, you can select for that fungi via media and/or incubation

conditions.  I.e., if it is Asp. fumigatus, you could use Czapek-Dox agar

and incubate at 42 C, this way there would be much fewer environmental fungi

needing to be ID'ed (cheaper).  If you are unlucky, you still would reduce

the costs, because you would not have to go beyond genus for the majority of

isolates.

For bacteria you can do testing that will give you great confidence that you

are dealing with a clone, with fungi, I don't think you can get that

accurate (I have seen experimental test protocols that get near that

accuracy but don't think it has been commercialized).  However if the

infection is due to some esoteric fungi and you find it in the environment

that would be a good, though not definitive, indication of building related

illness.

Richie

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA (where we had our first significant snow - significant as in it

screwed up traffic magnificently)

_________________________________________________________________

Need a shot of Hank Williams or Patsy Cline?  The classic country stars are

always singing on MSN Radio Plus.  Try one month free!

http://join.msn.com/?page=offers/premiumradio
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Subject:      Policies
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Thanks everyone for the policies and links from your institutes.  You

all are sooo.... good!  I forwarded your e-mails to our attorney

already.  With all the info you have sent, we have a fighting chance of

doing it right.

Happy Holidays,

Judy
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Robert P. Ellis" <Robert.Ellis@COLOSTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety/IBC university policy
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Judy et al, here is a link to the Colorado State U Biosafety Policy.

You may wish to add it to those you submitted to your legal staff.

http://www.research.colostate.edu/rcoweb/ib/ib_hb_policy.htm

Cheers, Bob Ellis

On Tue, 2 Dec 2003 08:34:30 -0700 Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

wrote:

> Dear colleagues,

> Our university legal eagle is trying to draft a Biosafety/IBC policy

> that our board of reagents can ruminate upon and maybe even endorse!

> They envision something very general that would broadly sanctify the

> university's support and commitment to Biosafety and give the IBC some

> teeth for enforcing compliance.  I envision something that has the word

> "accountability' in it.  Below is the question from our attorney.

>

> "I'm trying to make progress on IBC/Biosafety/rDNA policies

> before the end of the year.  I didn't have much luck finding

> comparable policies at other institutions from my

> colleagues.  Do you perchance have a collection of

> comparable policies, either in hardcopy or via weblinks?"

>

> Does anyone have something like this or a draft of a university or

> corporate policy along these lines they could share?

> Judy Pointer, BSO

> University of New Mexico

>

====================

Robert P. Ellis, PhD

University Biosafety Officer, CBSP (ABSA), SM (ASM)

Professor, Department of Microbiology, Immunology, and Pathology

College of Veterinary Medicine and Biomedical Sciences

Colorado State University

Ft. Collins, CO 80523-1682, USA

  voice:(970)491-5740, (970)491-6729

  fax:(970)491-1815

Robert.Ellis@colostate.edu

====================
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Madaline,

Here in the sub-tropical climate of Louisiana we are in the "mold capit=

al

of the world."  To make matters worse, many of our campus buildings are=

 old

and to save air conditioning costs the AC is shut down at night.  This

practice of course creates an ideal environment for the growth of molds=

 in

ducts and elsewhere.  Our IH person spends a good bit of his time

investigating mold complaints, and has become somewhat of an expert muc=

h to

his dismay.  As a rule, he only samples when there is a health complain=

t,

otherwise the SOP is to just have visible mold growth cleaned up and

disinfected.  When sampling is warrented, he collects samples both insi=

de

and directly outside, then has them enumerated by genus / species at a

local lab.  He then compares the numbers and looks for situations where=

there are substantially higher numbers of a particular type of mold ind=

oors

than immediately outdoors, which could indicate an indoor growth proble=

m.

He then attempts to identify the source and have it cleaned up.

The real complications are the large number of biological variables, mo=

st

of which are undefined.  Hypersensitivity or other problems can be

triggered by very small levels of spores in one person, but the next

individual may experience no consequence to levels of the same mold ord=

ers

of magnitude higher.  Species, strain differences and the potential for=

aflatoxin production are all variables, and their impact is poorly

understood.  There are no guidelines for what constitutes a "safe level=

" of

mold exposure, so in a sense sampling is a meaningless and costly exerc=

ise.

There is no consensus on what constitutes a meaningful sample.

Having lived in Laramie for many years, I'm surprised you have this

particular problem in that climate.

Matt Philpott

Biological Safety Manager

Occupational and Environmental Safety

Louisiana State University

Baton Rouge, Louisiana

"Madeline J. Dalrymple" <Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 12/02/20=

03

11:20:52 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:     (bcc: Matthew S Philpott/mphilp1/LSU)

Subject:    Mold identification

Good morning

=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0=A0 We are taking air samples of some work environmen=

ts. At least one

of our workers was diagnosed with "mold in his blood."=A0 He is undergo=

ing

treatment and doesn't know yet exactly what is keeping him sick.=A0 Mea=

nwhile

my office will sample the air in his work areas.

My question is this:=A0 should we ask a laboratory for mold identificat=

ion to

genus level or to species level?=A0 If a person has a particular mold a=

nd we

find the same genus in the work area is that adequate to establish a li=

nk?

Sorry if this is a baby level question -- it's an area new for me.=A0 K=

eeps

the job interesting!

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu

=
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Dear Group,

Do you have a policy for unauthorized individuals in laboratories (and how

to prevent them from being there in the first place)? If so, can I view it?

Thank you!

-David

--

David R. Gillum, MS

Laboratory Safety Officer

University of New Hampshire

Environmental Health and Safety

11 Leavitt Lane, Perpetuity Hall

Durham, NH  03824

Telephone #: 603-862-0197

Facsimile #: 603-862-0047
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Hi again

        Many thanks for all of your advice, cautions, and offers of

further assistance on this investigation.  What a GENEROUS bunch  --

Thank you!

The rest of the story:

        The affected worker previously had sputum samples tested and I

suspect this is where the doctors found fungus.  The lab reported

finding fungus or mold but no further information and so the doctors

ordered more sputum and blood samples and the affected worker will see

the doctor in few weeks to find out the results.  The worker is seeing

several specialists in a larger city.

        The affected worker is a healthy fellow other than this cough

and chest bug that started up this summer after and he and others moved

tons of furniture into the basement of a building that clearly has mold

growth.  (Yes -- I am working on the building situation as well.)

        Acting on your advice, he and I discussed getting more

information and communicating with his doctors about his illness and how

my office can assist.

Thanks again,

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu
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Hi Madeline and Brenda,

I strongly agree that you need a better explaination for, "mold in

his blood".  Now it has been a long time, and I am sure that medical

science has advanced....  I have heard of the possibility of a person

having a fungal infection, not mold. Also, if the infection turns out

to be systemic then there is nothing that can be done.

Just my two cents,

bob

>Hi Madeline,

>I would recommend that you have the lab do the identification down

>to the genus and species level if you want to find out if there is

>any validity to your worker's claim about the source for the "mold

>in his blood". Exposure sources other than the work site are a

>definite possibility. This identification level approach is used for

>Legionella investigations to link possible exposure sources and the

>specific infectious agent, although it is slightly for Legionella

>identification because different serotypes are used. I have

>interpreted "mold in his blood" to mean that he has been definitely

>diagnosed by a physician with a septic condition.

>Brenda Barry

>

>Brenda E. Barry, Ph.D.

>Brigham and Women's Hospital Biosafety Officer

>Phone 617-964-8550

>Fax 617-964-8556

>

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: Madeline J. Dalrymple [mailto:Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU]

>Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2003 12:21 PM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Mold identification

>

>Good morning

>

>         We are taking air samples of some work environments. At

>least one of our workers was diagnosed with "mold in his blood."  He

>is undergoing treatment and doesn't know yet exactly what is keeping

>him sick.  Meanwhile my office will sample the air in his work areas.

>

>My question is this:  should we ask a laboratory for mold

>identification to genus level or to species level?  If a person has

>a particular mold and we find the same genus in the work area is

>that adequate to establish a link?

>

>Sorry if this is a baby level question -- it's an area new for me.

>Keeps the job interesting!

>

>

>Madeline Dalrymple

>Biological Safety Officer

>Environmental Health and Safety

>University of Wyoming, Laramie, Wyoming, USA

>307-766-2723, fax 307-766-5678, mjd@uwyo.edu

>

>This email contains privileged and confidential information intended

>only for the use of the individual or entity named above. I f the

>reader of this email is not the intended recipient or the employee

>or agent responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient,

>you are hereby notified that any dissemination or copying of this

>email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this email in

>error, please notify us immediately by telephone at 1-800-825-5343.

>Thank you.

--

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

  \ \  / / 27610 Tremaine Dr.   USSF Assessor 7         Occupational &

   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor     Environmental Safety

    \__/                U.S.A.         RA Member
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Many thanks to everyone on and off the list for all of the great advice.

Valerie

Valerie I. Steinberg, Ph.D, CIH, CBSP

Environmental Health & Safety

University of Massachusetts

Amherst, MA 01003

Ph. 413 545-2682  FAX 413 545-2600

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On Behalf

Of Michael Betlach

Sent: Monday, December 01, 2003 6:54 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Shipping Non-pathogens to Chile

You should also check to be sure that your investigator won't need a Chilean

import permit for the strain. The scientists that will be hosting her should

be able to find out from the appropriate Chilean government officials,

especially those in Agriculture, who might consider the strain to be an

undesirable (plant) pathogen or hold up shipment suspecting that it might

contain materials of animal origin.

In any case, caution against carrying the strain as 'vials in the pocket'.

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 277-2462

 -----Original Message-----

From: Glenn Funk [mailto:funk20@LLNL.GOV]

Sent: Monday, December 01, 2003 5:16 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Shipping Non-pathogens to Chile

Valerie -

My approach in the past has been to call the local representative of the

Bureau of Industry and Security (the old Bureau of Export Administration, or

BXA) and ask very specifically "I have a scientist who wishes to ship two 15

ml agar culture tubes of Actinomyces X (an environmental fungus not

associated with human illness) to the Univ. of Y in Z, Chile, to work with

during an upcoming sabbatical.  Does she require an export license to ship

this material to herself or one of her colleagues at the Chilean address?"

Seek a yes-or-no answer.  The representative should not send you back to the

CCL to do your own ferreting; there's too much involved.

Our Western rep in San jose, CA is Jo Allyn Scott, and her phone number is

(408) 998-7402. She has never failed to provide a clear, yes-or-no answer to

my queries.  If your local rep can't do it, try calling Jo.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biosafety Officer

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

=====================================

Hi All:

            We have a scientist who will be doing work in Chile for several

weeks.  She would like to ship one of her strains, a non-pathogenic

Actinomycete so she'll have it in Chile to work with.  Does she need an

export permit from the Department of Commerce or any other permits.  I

called the Department of Commerce help line and have been trying to look up

items on the Commerce Control List???  Does anyone have any experience with

shipping internationally and the easiest way to do it!!!

            Thanks,

            Valerie

Valerie I. Steinberg, Ph.D, CIH, CBSP

Environmental Health & Safety

University of Massachusetts

Amherst, MA 01003

Ph. 413 545-2682  FAX 413 545-2600
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Bob:

I would like to take just a few seconds to correct several misconceptions in

your response to Madeline and Brenda:

1.  Molds are fungi, hence a fungal infection could be a mold infection;

2.  Molds may cause all four types of fungal infections, i.e., superficial,

cutaneous, subcutaneous and systemic;

3.  Depending upon the patients underlying condition, fungal systemic

infections are now readily treatable by any one of more than 8 commercial

available

antifungal agents; and

4.  If by mold in his blood one is referring to the isolation of a mold for a

patient's blood sample, then such a diagnosis is valid but if one is

referring to directly examining a blood sample for the presence of fungi,

without

other stain techniques, then it is impossible to provide such a diagnosis.

I trust this helps.

Ira

Ira F. Salkin, Ph.D., F(AAM)

Information From Science, LLC

P.O. Box 408

West Sand Lake, NY  12196

518-674-1713 (voice/fax)

irasalkin@aol.com (e-mail)

       and

Editor-in-Chief

Medical Mycology

The Journal of the International Society for Human and Animal Mycology
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Ira,

Thanks for the update.  The last time I dealt with something like

this was around 1976.  I was unaware that any effective treatment had

been developed for a systemic infection.

Bob

>Bob:

>

>I would like to take just a few seconds to correct several

>misconceptions in your response to Madeline and Brenda:

>

>1.  Molds are fungi, hence a fungal infection could be a mold infection;

>

>2.  Molds may cause all four types of fungal infections, i.e.,

>superficial, cutaneous, subcutaneous and systemic;

>

>3.  Depending upon the patients underlying condition, fungal

>systemic infections are now readily treatable by any one of more

>than 8 commercial available antifungal agents; and

>

>4.  If by mold in his blood one is referring to the isolation of a

>mold for a patient's blood sample, then such a diagnosis is valid

>but if one is referring to directly examining a blood sample for the

>presence of fungi, without other stain techniques, then it is

>impossible to provide such a diagnosis.

>

>I trust this helps.

>

>Ira

>

>Ira F. Salkin, Ph.D., F(AAM)

>Information From Science, LLC

>P.O. Box 408

>West Sand Lake, NY  12196

>518-674-1713 (voice/fax)

>irasalkin@aol.com (e-mail)

>        and

>Editor-in-Chief

>Medical Mycology

>The Journal of the International Society for Human and Animal Mycology

--

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

  \ \  / / 27610 Tremaine Dr.   USSF Assessor 7         Occupational &

   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor     Environmental Safety

    \__/                U.S.A.         RA Member
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In a message dated 12/4/2003 1:29:35 PM Eastern Standard Time, rns@CDC.GOV

writes:

>

> Full guideline now posted on the CDC Web site which includes the

> scientific background, recommendations, appendices, and full reference

> list:

>

> Guideline for Environmental Infection Control in Heath-Care Facilities

> http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip/enviro/Enviro_guide_03.pdf

>

>

>

> ***Do not reply to this email. CDC will not receive your reply.

> ________________________________

> CDC/NCID/Division of Healthcare Quality Promotion* home page:

> http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip *formerly Hospital Infections Program

> ________________________________

>

> You are currently subscribed to the HIP-RNS.

>

> To unsubscribe (or subscribe) via Internet:

> Go to http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip

> Click on the RNS logo

>

> via e-mail:

> Address an e-mail to: LISTSERV@CDC.GOV

> Leave the subject line blank

> In the message block type: signoff HIP-RNS

> (or to subscribe type: subscribe HIP-RNS)

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 4 Dec 2003 17:54:10 -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: Bone Drilling/Containment

In-Reply-To:  <sfbcb6c1.010@email.smith.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Margaret - We had a researcher using human leg bones to do some

mechanical engineering modeling. The building had been built for

engineers - no wet lab facilities, no safety showers for hazardous

chems such as bleach, little ventilation control.

The risk assessment I did concluded that although there was little

risk of blood being present, the material did meet the definition of

OPIM under the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard. We applied the BBP

requirements to everyone in the lab, suggested some local ventilation

modifications, reviewed their actual procedures (which were actually

well thought-out and contained), and let them do it outside a BSC.

Our IBC thought it was no big deal.

Chris

--

******************************************************************************

      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

******************************************************************************
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Dear all,

I have a researcher here who wants to use a replicative-deficient

retrovirus vector with STAT3 oncogene.

I have read from many biosafety policies from Universities in the U.S.

that the use of such viral vectors will require BSL2, and if oncogenes

are used, BSL2+ (one Uni stated BSL3) will be required. My IBC suggested

to allow the project to carry on under BSL2+ conditions on the basis

that retrovirus is transmitted via percutaneous injury or ingestion and

not air-borne. There will be no use of needles, sharps, or glassware for

any work with the virus.

Then came a professor who has a very strong objection to the decision of

the IBC. The packaging cell line used, named Phoenix-Ampho cells, is one

of the two Phoenix cell lines Dr. Nolan's lab has generated, the other

being Phoenix-Eco. However, in Nolan's protocol:

http://www.stanford.edu/group/nolan/protocols/pro_helper_dep.html

<http://www.stanford.edu/group/nolan/protocols/pro_helper_dep.html>  it

is stated that: "The user is strongly advised NOT to create retroviruses

capable of expressing known oncogenes in amphotropic or polytropic host

range viruses."

He had also claimed that it would be safer to use Adenovirus vector

instead of retrovirus vector (which I can't figure out why).

May I ask for your views on this?

Thanks in advance and have a great weekend.

Cheers,

Jong

Jong Teck Keong

Safety Officer

Institute of Molecular and Cell Biology

30 Medical Drive Singapore 117609

Tel: 6874 8067      Fax: 6779 1117

DISCLAIMER:

This email is confidential and may be privileged. If you are not the

intended recipient, please delete it and notify us immediately. Please

do not copy or use it for any purpose, or disclose its contents to any

other person as it may be an offence under the Official Secrets Act.

Thank you.
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Dear All,

I would like to get advice from the group concerning the containment

level(s) that appl(y)ies for activities involving clinical diagnostic

of Mycobaterium tuberculosis.

I think that the general rules in that respect are BSL-2+ for primary

identification and BSL-3 for secundary analysis.

However, where do you place exactly the "borderline" between BSL-2+ and BSL-3?

Do you make any distinction between manipulations involving

respectively solid and liquid cultures?

Would you recommend that primary identification based on liquid

cultures (MGIT, BACTEC) shall be performed in a BSL-3?

Thank you in advance

Best regards,

Didier BREYER

--

**********************************************************************

* Service of Biosafety and Biotechnology                             *

* Scientific Institute of Public Health                              *

* Federal Public Service (FPS) Health, Food Chain Security           *

*     and Environment                                                *

* Rue Juliette Wytsmanstraat, 14                                     *

* B-1050 Brussels BELGIUM                                            *

* Ph: +32-2-6425293 Fax: +32-2-6425292                               *

* Belgian Biosafety Server: http://www.biosafety.be/                 *

* Belgian Biosafety Clearing-House: http://www.biosafetyprotocol.be  *

**********************************************************************
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I remember reviewing the risk way back in the beginning of the use of

retroviruses as a vector.  BL2+ was deemed a reasonable level of

containment for retroviruses with an oncogene insert.  The reasoning went

like this: this was a risk to the investigator, it was not a risk to the

environment, BL2+ provided enhanced (over BL2) personnel protection and thus

was suitable for the initial round of infection.  Once integrated and no

free virus could be lowered to BL2 or BL1 depending upon the insert and the

virus host range and likelihood for recombination.  Adenovirus offers no

additional safety (in fact depending upon the method used to cripple the

adenovirus may be even less safe as some have fairly high recombination with

wild type leading to infectious virus).  The Nolan statement not to use an

oncogene sounds like something required by his lawyers.

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: Jong Teck Keong <jongtk@IMCB.A-STAR.EDU.SG>

>

>I have a researcher here who wants to use a replicative-deficient

>retrovirus vector with STAT3 oncogene.

>

>I have read from many biosafety policies from Universities in the U.S.

>that the use of such viral vectors will require BSL2, and if oncogenes

>are used, BSL2+ (one Uni stated BSL3) will be required. My IBC suggested

>to allow the project to carry on under BSL2+ conditions on the basis

>that retrovirus is transmitted via percutaneous injury or ingestion and

>not air-borne. There will be no use of needles, sharps, or glassware for

>any work with the virus.

>

>Then came a professor who has a very strong objection to the decision of

>the IBC. The packaging cell line used, named Phoenix-Ampho cells, is one

>of the two Phoenix cell lines Dr. Nolan's lab has generated, the other

>being Phoenix-Eco. However, in Nolan's protocol:

>http://www.stanford.edu/group/nolan/protocols/pro_helper_dep.html

><http://www.stanford.edu/group/nolan/protocols/pro_helper_dep.html>  it

>is stated that: "The user is strongly advised NOT to create retroviruses

>capable of expressing known oncogenes in amphotropic or polytropic host

>range viruses."

>

>He had also claimed that it would be safer to use Adenovirus vector

>instead of retrovirus vector (which I can't figure out why).

>

>May I ask for your views on this?

>

>Thanks in advance and have a great weekend.

_________________________________________________________________

Get holiday tips for festive fun.

http://special.msn.com/network/happyholidays.armx
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Subject:      Re: Risk Groups
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Diane,

Thanks for the response. I was aware that the list posted by ABSA was a

spreadsheet of recommendations from other organizations. I do have hard

copies of the original sources, but provide the ABSA spreadsheet in a

biosafety document.  I was just wondering if others were doing the same.

Regards,

Tim

Tim Coughlin

Industrial Hygiene Manager

Environmental Health Office

Syracuse University

(315) 443-2447

tmcoughl@syr.edu

>>> Dimerck@AOL.COM 11/30/03 07:31PM >>>

Dear Tim,

    I am sorry that the holidays kept me from replying sooner. I am

concerned

that your e-mail assumes that ABSA actually did the risk grouping on the

web

site. In fact, the data base is just a tabulation of the risk groups

published

by the  countries listed at the top of each column in the year given. The

original country list should be cited including the date of publication,

not the

web data base. The CDC list was based on a translation I made from BSL to

RG

according to the definitions given in BMBL. I originally put the data base

together to use when I visited labs while the BSO at Johns Hopkins and I

added

other countries to it as I changed jobs and went into Corporate Biosafety

at a

pharmaceutical company in the early 90s. I found it handy and had shared

it

widely. I either offered it to ABSA or someone asked me to let them use

it. At any

rate, Stefan Wagener, Paul Meechan and others put it on the web and added

another european list. It was never meant to be used in lieu of a

reference to

the original data in the lists from the different countries, which also

include

the EU, Australia and Canada. Some of the data has been updated more

recently

by the countries listed. I understand that Canada will no longer publish a

list but will have it available on their web site or by e-mail request to

keep it

current. I have not revised the list because I was never asked to do so.

Sincerely yours,

Diane

Diane O. Fleming, Ph.D., RBP, CBSP

Biosafety Consultant

Bowie, MD

301-249-3951

e-mail Dimerck@ aol.com
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Didier,

There is no ambiguity in how Mycobacterium tuberculosis (Mtb) should be

handled. Unconcentrated sputum samples that are being processed for

respiratory tract infections in a clinical microbiology lab can be handled

safely in a biosafety cabinet in a BSL2 lab. (There's no such thing as

BSL2+, as has been discussed ad nauseum in other discussion threads.)

If the specimen is submitted for diagnosis of TB, it MUST be concentrated

in a biosafety cabinet within a BSL3 containment lab. If an unconcentrated

specimen is submitted for both routine microbiology testing and to rule

out/in TB, best practice is to handle as if it contains Mtb. I've seen a

number of cases of pulmonary TB where the specimen has so many acid fast

organisms that it looks like a concentrated specimen.

Manipulating a concentrated specimen of any kind it's the same as a culture

on solid media or in a liquid system. Once you concentrate there are enough

organisms that accidental droplet nuclei can result in exposure if not in a

biosafety cabinet. Preparing acid fast smears, whether directly from the

specimen or from a concentrated specimen, still requires BSL3 containment.

Heat fixation does not effectively kill all mycobacteria.

There are many resources on the CDC's Division of Tuberculosis Elimination

website: http://www.cdc.gov/nchstp/tb/default.htm

Bottom line is to use good risk assessment practices and err on the side of

caution if handling specimens that are potentially infected with M.

tuberculosis.

Best regards,

Don

=========================

Donald R. Callihan, Ph.D.

Senior Clinical Microbiologist & Biosafety Officer

BD Diagnostics

7 Loveton Circle MC628

Sparks, MD 21152

O - 410.316.4194

F - 410-316-4152

Don_Callihan@bd.com

                    Didier BREYER

                    <dbreyer@SBB.IH        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                    E.BE>                  cc:

                    Sent by: A             Subject:     Containment levels for

M. tuberculosis

                    Biosafety

                    Discussion List

                    <BIOSAFTY@MITVM

                    A.MIT.EDU>

                    12/05/2003

                    05:05 AM

                    Please respond

                    to A Biosafety

                    Discussion List

Dear All,

I would like to get advice from the group concerning the containment

level(s) that appl(y)ies for activities involving clinical diagnostic

of Mycobaterium tuberculosis.

I think that the general rules in that respect are BSL-2+ for primary

identification and BSL-3 for secundary analysis.

However, where do you place exactly the "borderline" between BSL-2+ and

BSL-3?

Do you make any distinction between manipulations involving

respectively solid and liquid cultures?

Would you recommend that primary identification based on liquid

cultures (MGIT, BACTEC) shall be performed in a BSL-3?

Thank you in advance

Best regards,

Didier BREYER

--

**********************************************************************

* Service of Biosafety and Biotechnology                             *

* Scientific Institute of Public Health                              *

* Federal Public Service (FPS) Health, Food Chain Security           *

*     and Environment                                                *

* Rue Juliette Wytsmanstraat, 14                                     *

* B-1050 Brussels BELGIUM                                            *

* Ph: +32-2-6425293 Fax: +32-2-6425292                               *

* Belgian Biosafety Server: http://www.biosafety.be/                 *

* Belgian Biosafety Clearing-House: http://www.biosafetyprotocol.be  *

**********************************************************************
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Now I need some clarification.  It has been my understanding that the

adenoviral vectors are relatively inefficient homologous recombiners

(something like 10E-7 or 8) while the retroviral vectors are pretty

good at it (something on the order of 10E-4).  I don't recall where I

learned this but Richie's comment below makes me wonder if I'm behind

the times here.  Can anyone clarify this for me?

Also, i have a fairly high confidence level in Gary Nolan's sense of

safety and I would always consider using an adenoviral vector

preferentially over a retroviral vector for work with onco- or

proto-oncogenes.  I believe his reasoning is that a murine or avian

retroviral system that is amphotropic has busted the species barrier

and can infect other cells, including human cells.  That plus the

innate ability of retroviruses to integrate their genomes into the

host cell genome makes them pretty risky if what goes into the cell

genome includes an oncogene.  The multi-step vector derivation

process certainly reduces this risk significantly but it still

exists, to a low but real degree.  Am I off-base here too?

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

=======================================

>I remember reviewing the risk way back in the beginning of the use of

>retroviruses as a vector.  BL2+ was deemed a reasonable level of

>containment for retroviruses with an oncogene insert.  The reasoning went

>like this: this was a risk to the investigator, it was not a risk to the

>environment, BL2+ provided enhanced (over BL2) personnel protection and thus

>was suitable for the initial round of infection.  Once integrated and no

>free virus could be lowered to BL2 or BL1 depending upon the insert and the

>virus host range and likelihood for recombination.  Adenovirus offers no

>additional safety (in fact depending upon the method used to cripple the

>adenovirus may be even less safe as some have fairly high recombination with

>wild type leading to infectious virus).  The Nolan statement not to use an

>oncogene sounds like something required by his lawyers.

>

>Richie Fink

>Biosafety Officer

>Wyeth BioPharma

>Andover, MA

>

>>From: Jong Teck Keong <jongtk@IMCB.A-STAR.EDU.SG>

>>

>>I have a researcher here who wants to use a replicative-deficient

>>retrovirus vector with STAT3 oncogene.

>>

>>I have read from many biosafety policies from Universities in the U.S.

>>that the use of such viral vectors will require BSL2, and if oncogenes

>>are used, BSL2+ (one Uni stated BSL3) will be required. My IBC suggested

>>to allow the project to carry on under BSL2+ conditions on the basis

>>that retrovirus is transmitted via percutaneous injury or ingestion and

>>not air-borne. There will be no use of needles, sharps, or glassware for

>>any work with the virus.

>>

>

>>Then came a professor who has a very strong objection to the decision of

>>the IBC. The packaging cell line used, named Phoenix-Ampho cells, is one

>>of the two Phoenix cell lines Dr. Nolan's lab has generated, the other

>>being Phoenix-Eco. However, in Nolan's protocol:

>>http://www.stanford.edu/group/nolan/protocols/pro_helper_dep.html

>><http://www.stanford.edu/group/nolan/protocols/pro_helper_dep.html>  it

>>is stated that: "The user is strongly advised NOT to create retroviruses

>>capable of expressing known oncogenes in amphotropic or polytropic host

>>range viruses."

>>

>>He had also claimed that it would be safer to use Adenovirus vector

>>instead of retrovirus vector (which I can't figure out why).

>>

>

>>May I ask for your views on this?

>

>>

>>Thanks in advance and have a great weekend.

>

>_________________________________________________________________

>Get holiday tips for festive fun.

>http://special.msn.com/network/happyholidays.armx
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Glenn,

I had the same thoughts as you on the dangers of amphotropic retroviral

systems and retrovirus genome integration into the host genome,

particularly when carrying an oncogene.

Esmeralda Prat

Biosafety Manager

Bayer CropScience

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Glenn Funk

Sent: Friday, December 05, 2003 8:17 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Retrovirus vector with Stat3 gene

Now I need some clarification.  It has been my understanding that the

adenoviral vectors are relatively inefficient homologous recombiners

(something like 10E-7 or 8) while the retroviral vectors are pretty good

at it (something on the order of 10E-4).  I don't recall where I learned

this but Richie's comment below makes me wonder if I'm behind the times

here.  Can anyone clarify this for me?

Also, i have a fairly high confidence level in Gary Nolan's sense of

safety and I would always consider using an adenoviral vector

preferentially over a retroviral vector for work with onco- or

proto-oncogenes.  I believe his reasoning is that a murine or avian

retroviral system that is amphotropic has busted the species barrier and

can infect other cells, including human cells.  That plus the innate

ability of retroviruses to integrate their genomes into the host cell

genome makes them pretty risky if what goes into the cell genome

includes an oncogene.  The multi-step vector derivation process

certainly reduces this risk significantly but it still exists, to a low

but real degree.  Am I off-base here too?

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biological Safety Officer

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

=======================================

>I remember reviewing the risk way back in the beginning of the use of

>retroviruses as a vector.  BL2+ was deemed a reasonable level of

>containment for retroviruses with an oncogene insert.  The reasoning

>went like this: this was a risk to the investigator, it was not a risk

>to the environment, BL2+ provided enhanced (over BL2) personnel

>protection and thus was suitable for the initial round of infection.

>Once integrated and no free virus could be lowered to BL2 or BL1

>depending upon the insert and the virus host range and likelihood for

>recombination.  Adenovirus offers no additional safety (in fact

>depending upon the method used to cripple the adenovirus may be even

>less safe as some have fairly high recombination with wild type leading

>to infectious virus).  The Nolan statement not to use an oncogene

>sounds like something required by his lawyers.

>

>Richie Fink

>Biosafety Officer

>Wyeth BioPharma

>Andover, MA

>

>>From: Jong Teck Keong <jongtk@IMCB.A-STAR.EDU.SG>

>>

>>I have a researcher here who wants to use a replicative-deficient

>>retrovirus vector with STAT3 oncogene.

>>

>>I have read from many biosafety policies from Universities in the U.S.

>>that the use of such viral vectors will require BSL2, and if oncogenes

>>are used, BSL2+ (one Uni stated BSL3) will be required. My IBC

>>suggested to allow the project to carry on under BSL2+ conditions on

>>the basis that retrovirus is transmitted via percutaneous injury or

>>ingestion and not air-borne. There will be no use of needles, sharps,

>>or glassware for any work with the virus.

>>

>

>>Then came a professor who has a very strong objection to the decision

>>of the IBC. The packaging cell line used, named Phoenix-Ampho cells,

>>is one of the two Phoenix cell lines Dr. Nolan's lab has generated,

>>the other being Phoenix-Eco. However, in Nolan's protocol:

>>http://www.stanford.edu/group/nolan/protocols/pro_helper_dep.html

>><http://www.stanford.edu/group/nolan/protocols/pro_helper_dep.html>

>>it is stated that: "The user is strongly advised NOT to create

>>retroviruses capable of expressing known oncogenes in amphotropic or

>>polytropic host range viruses."

>>

>>He had also claimed that it would be safer to use Adenovirus vector

>>instead of retrovirus vector (which I can't figure out why).

>>

>

>>May I ask for your views on this?

>

>>

>>Thanks in advance and have a great weekend.

>

>_________________________________________________________________

>Get holiday tips for festive fun.

>http://special.msn.com/network/happyholidays.armx
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Full guideline now posted on the CDC Web site which includes the

scientific background, recommendations, appendices, and full reference

list:

Guideline for Environmental Infection Control in Heath-Care Facilities

<A

HREF="http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip/enviro/Enviro_guide_03.pdf">http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip/enviro/Enviro_guide_03.pdf</A>

***Do not reply to this email. CDC will not receive your reply.

________________________________

CDC/NCID/Division of Healthcare Quality Promotion* home page:
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________________________________
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Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164
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Fax 860-675-1311
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e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 8 Dec 2003 09:06:32 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Retrovirus vector with Stat3 gene
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Hi Glenn,

Ad vectors vary a good deal on their efficiency depending upon the tissue

and the construct.  In cells with lots of receptors you can get about 10E-4

to 10E-3.  With cells with poor number of receptors you have 10E-8 or 9.

Overall retroviruses are more efficient.  The older crippled Ad vectors had

a tendency to recombine with wild type resulting in infectious viruses.  The

newer Ad vectors are more crippled and are not supposed to recombine with

great efficiency.  Considering both Ad and retro. can infect human cells,

both should be handled with caution when there are oncogenes present.

Richie

Richard Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: Glenn Funk <funk20@LLNL.GOV>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Retrovirus vector with Stat3 gene

>Date: Fri, 5 Dec 2003 11:17:12 -0800

>

>Now I need some clarification.  It has been my understanding that the

>adenoviral vectors are relatively inefficient homologous recombiners

>(something like 10E-7 or 8) while the retroviral vectors are pretty

>good at it (something on the order of 10E-4).  I don't recall where I

>learned this but Richie's comment below makes me wonder if I'm behind

>the times here.  Can anyone clarify this for me?

>

>Also, i have a fairly high confidence level in Gary Nolan's sense of

>safety and I would always consider using an adenoviral vector

>preferentially over a retroviral vector for work with onco- or

>proto-oncogenes.  I believe his reasoning is that a murine or avian

>retroviral system that is amphotropic has busted the species barrier

>and can infect other cells, including human cells.  That plus the

>innate ability of retroviruses to integrate their genomes into the

>host cell genome makes them pretty risky if what goes into the cell

>genome includes an oncogene.  The multi-step vector derivation

>process certainly reduces this risk significantly but it still

>exists, to a low but real degree.  Am I off-base here too?

>

>-- Glenn

>

>Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

>Biological Safety Officer

>Lawrence Livermore National Lab

>925-422-8255

>funk20@llnl.gov
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Good morning.  This is a piddly question relative to the nature of so many

that are brought to the attention of the Listseve - but it's an important

one for us at the moment.

Can anyone point me in the direction of a good resource for efficacy

information on commercially available chemical disinfectants?  Preferably an

on-line resource since I need some information right away.

Specifically, I need tangible proof that a particular commercially available

liquid disinfectant is effective against Mycobacterium avium.  It's a quat

based product and the label only specifies the following "Staphylococcus

aureus, Salmonella typhosa, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, and many other Organisms

when used as directed."   We (the institution) have to do one of two things:

prove (to a third party) that the current product works, as it is being

used, to disinfect equipment contaminated with M. avium or switch to a

product with label information to support its efficacy.   My position is to

switch to a hospital grade disinfectant with a label that clearly indicates

it is bactericidal, virucidal, fungicidal and tuberculocidal so there is no

ambiguity.

Any information or thoughts would be greatly appreciated.

By the way:  someone contacted me last week in response to a message I

posted several months ago about public relations issues with announcing a

BSL3 facility.  I've misplaced your name and phone number - I apologize.

Please call me back!!!

Erin L. Dunn

Program Coordinator

Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

E-mail: erin.dunn@uc.edu <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 8 Dec 2003 10:53:41 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Hi Erin,

Have a look at this site.

Pat McD

Subject: URL  EPA A, B, C, D List of Disinfectants, Sanitizers and

   Sterilizers

>X-Comment: mitvma.mit.edu: Mail was sent by mailserv.wright.edu

>X-Mailer: Mozilla 4.79 [en]C-CCK-MCD   (Win98; U)

>X-Accept-Language: en,pdf

>Date:         Wed, 9 Apr 2003 16:22:28 -0400

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>Sender: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>X-PH: V4.1@postoffice6

>From: Greg Merkle <greg.merkle@WRIGHT.EDU>

>Organization: Wright State University

>Subject: EPA A, B, C, D List of Disinfectants, Sanitizers and Sterilizers

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>

>Last year there was a comment about wondering if a listing

>of EPA registered disinfectants and sterilizers existed

>somewhere to pick up where the National Antimicrobial

>Information Network had previously listed the information.

>After some digging I found the following site at the EPA

>that appears to be current.

>

>http://www.epa.gov/oppad001/chemregindex.htm

>

>Greg Merkle

At 10:47 AM 12/8/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Good morning.  This is a piddly question relative to the nature of so many=

>that are brought to the attention of the Listseve - but it's an important=

>one for us at the moment.

>

>Can anyone point me in the direction of a good resource for efficacy

>information on commercially available chemical disinfectants?  Preferably=

>an on-line resource since I need some information right away.

>

>Specifically, I need tangible proof that a particular commercially

>available liquid disinfectant is effective against Mycobacterium

>avium.  It's a quat based product and the label only specifies the

>following "Staphylococcus aureus, Salmonella typhosa, Pseudomonas

>aeruginosa, and many other Organisms when used as directed."   We (the

>institution) have to do one of two things: prove (to a third party) that

>the current product works, as it is being used, to disinfect equipment

>contaminated with M. avium or switch to a product with label information

>to support its efficacy.   My position is to switch to a hospital grade

>disinfectant with a label that clearly indicates it is bactericidal,

>virucidal, fungicidal and tuberculocidal so there is no ambiguity.

>

>Any information or thoughts would be greatly appreciated.

>

>By the way:  someone contacted me last week in response to a message I

>posted several months ago about public relations issues with announcing a=

>BSL3 facility.  I've misplaced your name and phone number - I

>apologize.  Please call me back!!!

>

>Erin L. Dunn

>Program Coordinator

>Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

>University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

>Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

>E-mail: <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>erin.dunn@uc.edu

<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><>

Patrick L. McDonough (Pat) MS, PhD                      Voice mail (607 253=

3927), Paging (607 253 3900)

Asst. Director - Bacteriology and Mycology Section      FAX (607 253 3943),=

E-mail <PLM2@cornell.edu>

NY State Animal Health Diagnostic Laboratory

Assoc. Professor of Microbiology

Dept. of Population Medicine & Diagnostic

Sciences

College of Veterinary Medicine, Cornell University

Upper Tower Road

Ithaca, New York 14853
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Erin,

Here are a few more (useful) links:

You may want to search through FDA's site for exact information, or do a

Google search on the product name, too.

http://www.fda.gov/cdrh/ode/germlab.html

http://www.ianr.unl.edu/pubs/animaldisease/g1410.htm

http://www.apic.org/pdf/gddisinf.pdf

http://www.antecint.co.uk/main/dcoates.htm

http://www.cfsan.fda.gov/~dms/opa-cg3a.html

regards,

Pat McD

At 10:47 AM 12/8/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>Good morning.  This is a piddly question relative to the nature of so many=

>that are brought to the attention of the Listseve - but it's an important=

>one for us at the moment.

>

>Can anyone point me in the direction of a good resource for efficacy

>information on commercially available chemical disinfectants?  Preferably=

>an on-line resource since I need some information right away.

>

>Specifically, I need tangible proof that a particular commercially

>available liquid disinfectant is effective against Mycobacterium

>avium.  It's a quat based product and the label only specifies the

>following "Staphylococcus aureus, Salmonella typhosa, Pseudomonas

>aeruginosa, and many other Organisms when used as directed."   We (the

>institution) have to do one of two things: prove (to a third party) that

>the current product works, as it is being used, to disinfect equipment

>contaminated with M. avium or switch to a product with label information

>to support its efficacy.   My position is to switch to a hospital grade

>disinfectant with a label that clearly indicates it is bactericidal,

>virucidal, fungicidal and tuberculocidal so there is no ambiguity.

>

>Any information or thoughts would be greatly appreciated.

>

>By the way:  someone contacted me last week in response to a message I

>posted several months ago about public relations issues with announcing a=

>BSL3 facility.  I've misplaced your name and phone number - I

>apologize.  Please call me back!!!

>

>Erin L. Dunn

>Program Coordinator

>Institutional Biosafety Committee & Biosafety Office

>University of Cincinnati, M.L. 0460

>Phone: 513-558-5210 / Fax: 513-558-5088

>E-mail: <mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>erin.dunn@uc.<mailto:erin.dunn@uc.edu>edu

<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><>

Patrick L. McDonough (Pat) MS, PhD                      Voice mail (607 253=

3927), Paging (607 253 3900)

Asst. Director - Bacteriology and Mycology Section      FAX (607 253 3943),=

E-mail <PLM2@cornell.edu>

NY State Animal Health Diagnostic Laboratory

Assoc. Professor of Microbiology

Dept. of Population Medicine & Diagnostic

Sciences

College of Veterinary Medicine, Cornell University

Upper Tower Road

Ithaca, New York 14853

http://diaglab.vet.cornell.edu/

http://www.vet.cornell.edu/public/popmed/bio/mcdonough.html

http://www.agmkt.state.ny.us/

http://nyschap.vet.cornell.edu/

Sl=E1n go f=F3ill

"Where there's a will there's a way!"

<><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><>
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Do you require work in mice with the Sterne strain of B. anthracis

(exempt from Select Agent requirements, whew!) to be conducted at BSL2?

- or does the fact that it is an attenuated strain bump it down to BSL1?

Please fee free to reply directly to me.  Thanks,

Gerry Griffin

Gerry.griffin@med.nyu.edu

Environmental Services

NYU Medical Center
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Hello listers,

I've been working on some updates to our biological materials shipping

manual and I thought I might put in a flow chart to help with classification

of diagnostic specimens and infectious substances. Any comments or

suggestions from the list would be, as always, greatly appreciated.

 <<classification-guide.pdf>>

Thanks!

Andy Glode

Environmental Health and Safety

University of New Hampshire
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Andy-

This is great!  Thanks for sharing.

Melina

Melina Kinsey

Safety Officer

Midwest Research Institute-Florida Division

1470 Treeland Blvd.

Palm Bay, FL  32909

w) (321) 723-4547 ext.404

c) (321) 759-1018

mkinsey@mriresearch.org

-----Original Message-----

From: Andy Glode [mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Monday, December 08, 2003 11:50 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Shipping Classification Guide

Hello listers,

I've been working on some updates to our biological materials shipping

manual and I thought I might put in a flow chart to help with

classification

of diagnostic specimens and infectious substances. Any comments or

suggestions from the list would be, as always, greatly appreciated.

 <<classification-guide.pdf>>

Thanks!

Andy Glode

Environmental Health and Safety

University of New Hampshire
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Thanks Andy.  Your manual has been very helpful to a lot of us.  One comment

though.  I would refer persons to the lists of infectious substances

forbidden as diagnostic specimens in any form unless otherwise indicated

(many of these may not be defined by all as risk group 4 agents), as found

the list on pages 4 and 5 of this document

(http://www.iata.org/NR/ContentConnector/CS2000/SiteInterface/pdf/cargo/dg/C

onsignment_diagnostic_specimens_2003.pdf).

David C. Reed

Biological Safety Officer

University of Pennsylvania

Environmental Health and Radiation Safety

(215) 746-6641

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On Behalf

Of Andy Glode

Sent: Monday, December 08, 2003 11:50 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Shipping Classification Guide

Hello listers,

I've been working on some updates to our biological materials shipping

manual and I thought I might put in a flow chart to help with classification

of diagnostic specimens and infectious substances. Any comments or

suggestions from the list would be, as always, greatly appreciated.

 <<classification-guide.pdf>>

Thanks!

Andy Glode

Environmental Health and Safety

University of New Hampshire
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Dear All,

One of my colleagues is involved with designing an airlock that forms the

intersection of "dirty" and "clean" corridors. The wall and ceiling finishes

are stainless steel with a vinyl floor.

It has been suggested that a UV decontamination system is used on the

changeover between dirty and clean use.

Someone has said to him that such a room would require ventilation because

of the UV. Has anyone come across this before?

Thanks in anticipation.

Regards,

Gary Simpson

(Architon Group Practice)

Tel: 01372 745600

Fax: 01372 745016

e-mail: gary.simpson@architon.com
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From:         "Stetz, Sharon" <Sharon.Stetz@UHHS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Shipping Classification Guide
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Your flowchart looks great.  Just one thought, though.  You might want to

ask the question, after is it an RG 4?, is it contained in a neutralizing

solution? In a neutralizing solution it is Not regulated by the DOT.  This

was the information I received from the DOT-HMR hotline.  If not in a

neutralizing solution, then ask if it is shipped for diagnostic or

investigational purposes.

Just my $.02.

Sharon Stetz

-----Original Message-----

From: Andy Glode [mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Monday, December 08, 2003 11:50 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Shipping Classification Guide

Hello listers,

I've been working on some updates to our biological materials shipping

manual and I thought I might put in a flow chart to help with classification

of diagnostic specimens and infectious substances. Any comments or

suggestions from the list would be, as always, greatly appreciated.

 <<classification-guide.pdf>>

Thanks!

Andy Glode

Environmental Health and Safety

University of New Hampshire

 The enclosed information is STRICTLY CONFIDENTIAL and is intended for the use

of the addressee only. University Hospitals Health System and its affiliates

disclaim any responsibility for unauthorized disclosure of this information to

anyone other than the addressee.

Federal and Ohio law protect patient medical information disclosed in this

email, including psychiatric disorders, (HIV) test results, AIDs-related

conditions, alcohol, and/or drug dependence or abuse. Federal regulation (42 CFR

Part 2) and Ohio Revised Code section 5122.31 and 3701.243 prohibit disclosure

of this information without the specific written consent of the person to whom

it pertains, or as otherwise permitted by law.
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UV is not very effective at any distance so they are probably suggesting

that UV would decontaminate the air and you need to move the air past the

UV lamp. 

Melinda Young

Melinda Young

Health & Safety Coordinator

Wa National Primate Research Center

Box 357330

Phone: 206-543-8686

Cell: 206-423-4192

Fax:     206-685-0305

melinday@bart.rprc.washington.edu

biosafe@u.washington.edu

>>> Gary.Simpson@ARCHITON.COM 12/08/03 09:13AM >>>

Dear All,

One of my colleagues is involved with designing an airlock that forms the

intersection of "dirty" and "clean" corridors. The wall and ceiling

finishes

are stainless steel with a vinyl floor.

It has been suggested that a UV decontamination system is used on the

changeover between dirty and clean use.

Someone has said to him that such a room would require ventilation because

of the UV. Has anyone come across this before?

Thanks in anticipation.

Regards,

Gary Simpson

(Architon Group Practice)

Tel: 01372 745600

Fax: 01372 745016

e-mail: gary.simpson@architon.com
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The old mercury vapor lamps for UV microscopes generated a fair amount

of ozone. Perhaps the ventilation for UV is being suggested for that

purpose.

Michael Betlach

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 277-2462

-----Original Message-----

From: Melinda Young [mailto:melinday@BART.RPRC.WASHINGTON.EDU]

Sent: Monday, December 08, 2003 11:42 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: UV Decontamination of Airlock

UV is not very effective at any distance so they are probably suggesting

that UV would decontaminate the air and you need to move the air past

the UV lamp. 

Melinda Young

Melinda Young

Health & Safety Coordinator

Wa National Primate Research Center

Box 357330

Phone: 206-543-8686

Cell: 206-423-4192

Fax:     206-685-0305

melinday@bart.rprc.washington.edu

biosafe@u.washington.edu

>>> Gary.Simpson@ARCHITON.COM 12/08/03 09:13AM >>>

Dear All,

One of my colleagues is involved with designing an airlock that forms

the

intersection of "dirty" and "clean" corridors. The wall and ceiling

finishes

are stainless steel with a vinyl floor.

It has been suggested that a UV decontamination system is used on the

changeover between dirty and clean use.

Someone has said to him that such a room would require ventilation

because

of the UV. Has anyone come across this before?

Thanks in anticipation.

Regards,

Gary Simpson

(Architon Group Practice)

Tel: 01372 745600

Fax: 01372 745016

e-mail: gary.simpson@architon.com
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Gary Nolan's Phoenix cell packaging line is widely distributed and

creates retrovirus particles capable of infecting human cells because

of the amphotropic envelope that determines target cell tropism.

Addition of an oncogene would require BSL-3 practices to avoid any

contact with these viruses, which are potentially oncogenic.

Although such vectors are capable of only a single round of

infection, they do integrate into host DNA, and they can recombine

with endogenous human retrovirus sequences or interact with exogenous

human retroviruses such as HTLV-1 or HIV-1.  Although none of these

viruses is aerosol transmitted, procedures that generate droplets

(pipetting, centrifugation) should be rigorously controlled to avoid

cutaneous contact.

Adenovirus vectors rarely integrate into host DNA and would generally

be safer than a retrovirus vector for oncogene expression.

Don Mosier

>Dear all,

>

>I have a researcher here who wants to use a replicative-deficient

>retrovirus vector with STAT3 oncogene.

>

>I have read from many biosafety policies from Universities in the

>U.S. that the use of such viral vectors will require BSL2, and if

>oncogenes are used, BSL2+ (one Uni stated BSL3) will be required. My

>IBC suggested to allow the project to carry on under BSL2+

>conditions on the basis that retrovirus is transmitted via

>percutaneous injury or ingestion and not air-borne. There will be no

>use of needles, sharps, or glassware for any work with the virus.

>

>Then came a professor who has a very strong objection to the

>decision of the IBC. The packaging cell line used, named

>Phoenix-Ampho cells, is one of the two Phoenix cell lines Dr.

>Nolan's lab has generated, the other being Phoenix-Eco. However, in

>Nolan's protocol:

><http://www.stanford.edu/group/nolan/protocols/pro_helper_dep.html>http://www.stanford.edu/group/nolan/protocols/pro_helper_dep.html

>it is stated that: "The user is strongly advised NOT to create

>retroviruses capable of expressing known oncogenes in amphotropic or

>polytropic host range viruses."

>He had also claimed that it would be safer to use Adenovirus vector

>instead of retrovirus vector (which I can't figure out why).

>

>May I ask for your views on this?

>

>Thanks in advance and have a great weekend.

>

>Cheers,

>

>Jong

>

>Jong Teck Keong

>Safety Officer

>Institute of Molecular and Cell Biology

>30 Medical Drive Singapore 117609

>Tel: 6874 8067      Fax: 6779 1117

>

>

>

>

>DISCLAIMER:This email is confidential and may be privileged. If you

>are not the intended recipient, please delete it and notify us

>immediately. Please do not copy or use it for any purpose, or

>disclose its contents to any other person as it may be an offence

>under the Official Secrets Act. Thank you.

--

_______________________________________________________________________________

Donald E. Mosier, PhD, MD

Professor

Department of Immunology, IMM-7

The Scripps Research Institute

10550 North Torrey Pines Road

La Jolla, CA 92037, USA

858 784-9121 phone

858 784-9190 fax

This email and any files transmitted with it are confidential and

intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to whom they

are addressed. If you have received this email in error please notify

Dr. Mosier by telephone or fax.
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I would like to hear what those in the academic community define as

"diagnostic or investigational purposes". Would you include in your

definition, lyophilized suspensions of RG2 or RG3 bacteria that are being

sent to a lab for research use? What about a "heavy suspension" of an

intestinal pathogen in 1 mL of broth, such as Salmonella or Shigella, sent

on dry ice? How about a Shigatoxin-producing E. coli that is resistant to

multiple categories of antibiotics being sent to a laboratory developing a

shigatoxin assay? Would this be considered for "diagnostic or

investigational purposes"??

This may seem trivial, but in my opinion there is still a wide, grey area

between the definition of infectious substance and diagnostic specimen

under the new rules.

Thanks for sharing your thoughts.

Don

=========================

Donald R. Callihan, Ph.D.

Senior Clinical Microbiologist & Biosafety Officer

BD Diagnostics

7 Loveton Circle MC628

Sparks, MD 21152

O - 410.316.4194

F - 410-316-4152

Don_Callihan@bd.com

                    Andy Glode

                    <andy.glode@UNH        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

                    .EDU>                  cc:

                    Sent by: A             Subject:     Shipping Classification

Guide

                    Biosafety

                    Discussion List

                    <BIOSAFTY@MITVM

                    A.MIT.EDU>

                    12/08/2003

                    11:50 AM

                    Please respond

                    to A Biosafety

                    Discussion List

An attachment named CLASSIFICATION-GUIDE.PDF was removed.

Hello listers,

I've been working on some updates to our biological materials shipping

manual and I thought I might put in a flow chart to help with

classification

of diagnostic specimens and infectious substances. Any comments or

suggestions from the list would be, as always, greatly appreciated.

 <<classification-guide.pdf>>

Thanks!

Andy Glode

Environmental Health and Safety

University of New Hampshire

**********************************************************************

This message is intended only for the designated recipient(s).  It may

contain confidential or proprietary information and may be subject to

the attorney-client privilege or other confidentiality protections.

If you are not a designated recipient, you may not review, use, copy

or distribute this message.  If you receive this in error, please

notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete this message.  Thank you.

***********************************************************************
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My question is related to the OSHA BBP standard.  I have a researcher

who wants to draw (lancet) and use their own blood in the lab.

Microscope slides will be prepared to look at their WBC's.  Does anyone

have experience with this situation and if so, established policies for

this type of work?  I queried the OSHA Standard Interpretation site and

did not find anything related to this situation.

Thanks in advance for any help with this question.      

Sid Paula

Associate Biosafety Officer / Assistant Health Physicist

Environmental Health and Safety

Cambridge/Allston Campus

Harvard University

7 Divinity Avenue

Cambridge, MA 02138

Phone : (617) 495-2345

Fax   : (617) 496-0435

E-mail: spaula@mcb.harvard.edu
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MIME-Version: 1.0
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Sorry, just thought of an easier way to phrase my first suggestion... Ask

the question about a neutralizing solution after the "no" box from "Material

contains only micro-organisms unlikely to cause human or animal disease?"

Sharon Stetz

-----Original Message-----

From: Andy Glode [mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Monday, December 08, 2003 11:50 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Shipping Classification Guide

Hello listers,

I've been working on some updates to our biological materials shipping

manual and I thought I might put in a flow chart to help with classification

of diagnostic specimens and infectious substances. Any comments or

suggestions from the list would be, as always, greatly appreciated.

 <<classification-guide.pdf>>

Thanks!

Andy Glode

Environmental Health and Safety

University of New Hampshire

 The enclosed information is STRICTLY CONFIDENTIAL and is intended for the use

of the addressee only. University Hospitals Health System and its affiliates

disclaim any responsibility for unauthorized disclosure of this information to

anyone other than the addressee.

Federal and Ohio law protect patient medical information disclosed in this

email, including psychiatric disorders, (HIV) test results, AIDs-related

conditions, alcohol, and/or drug dependence or abuse. Federal regulation (42 CFR

Part 2) and Ohio Revised Code section 5122.31 and 3701.243 prohibit disclosure

of this information without the specific written consent of the person to whom

it pertains, or as otherwise permitted by law.

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 8 Dec 2003 14:54:19 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "White, Alan D [EH&S]" <awhite@IASTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: OSHA BBP Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

From our experience and through our training at Iowa State University,

we would recommend that you be sure that no one is infected with a

bloodborne pathogen (obviously), however, that established, treat each

sample as though it were infected and use all precautions. Protect

yourself, other and the environment. Use proper personal protection

equipment (gloves, eye wear, lab coat, face mask, etc. and decontaminate

equipment, instruments, consumables, and discarded samples, anything

used in the lab that could be contaminated. It seems over kill, but it's

good practice and just incase someone would question your technique and

safety practices.

Hope this helps.

Alan D. White, Biosafety Specialist

Environmental Health and Safety

118 Agronomy Lab

Iowa State University

Ames, IA   50011-3200

515-294-9364

Fax: 515-294-9357

awhite@iastate.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: Sid Paula [mailto:spaula@MCB.HARVARD.EDU]

Sent: Monday, December 08, 2003 2:07 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: OSHA BBP Question

My question is related to the OSHA BBP standard.  I have a researcher

who wants to draw (lancet) and use their own blood in the lab.

Microscope slides will be prepared to look at their WBC's.  Does anyone

have experience with this situation and if so, established policies for

this type of work?  I queried the OSHA Standard Interpretation site and

did not find anything related to this situation.

Thanks in advance for any help with this question.      

Sid Paula

Associate Biosafety Officer / Assistant Health Physicist

Environmental Health and Safety

Cambridge/Allston Campus

Harvard University

7 Divinity Avenue

Cambridge, MA 02138

Phone : (617) 495-2345

Fax   : (617) 496-0435

E-mail: spaula@mcb.harvard.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Dec 2003 10:01:47 -0000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Gary Simpson <Gary.Simpson@ARCHITON.COM>

Subject:      Re: UV Decontamination of Airlock

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3BE3B.751B7EF0"

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_01C3BE3B.751B7EF0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Thanks for the replies

Regards

GS

-----Original Message-----

From: Michael Betlach [mailto:michael.betlach@PROMEGA.COM]

Sent: Monday, December 08, 2003 6:05 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: UV Decontamination of Airlock

The old mercury vapor lamps for UV microscopes generated a fair amount of

ozone. Perhaps the ventilation for UV is being suggested for that purpose.

Michael Betlach

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 277-2462

-----Original Message-----

From: Melinda Young [mailto:melinday@BART.RPRC.WASHINGTON.EDU]

Sent: Monday, December 08, 2003 11:42 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: UV Decontamination of Airlock

UV is not very effective at any distance so they are probably suggesting

that UV would decontaminate the air and you need to move the air past the UV

lamp.

Melinda Young

Melinda Young

Health & Safety Coordinator

Wa National Primate Research Center

Box 357330

Phone: 206-543-8686

Cell: 206-423-4192

Fax:     206-685-0305

melinday@bart.rprc.washington.edu <mailto:melinday@bart.rprc.washington.edu>

biosafe@u.washington.edu <mailto:biosafe@u.washington.edu>

>>> Gary.Simpson@ARCHITON.COM 12/08/03 09:13AM >>>

Dear All,

One of my colleagues is involved with designing an airlock that forms the

intersection of "dirty" and "clean" corridors. The wall and ceiling finishes

are stainless steel with a vinyl floor.

It has been suggested that a UV decontamination system is used on the

changeover between dirty and clean use.

Someone has said to him that such a room would require ventilation because

of the UV. Has anyone come across this before?

Thanks in anticipation.

Regards,

Gary Simpson

(Architon Group Practice)

Tel: 01372 745600

Fax: 01372 745016

e-mail: gary.simpson@architon.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Dec 2003 07:00:33 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Labsafe@AOL.COM

Subject:      Biosafety in the Laboratory

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_10e.29e33b43.2d071361_boundary"

--part1_10e.29e33b43.2d071361_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Does anyone have an extra copy of "Biosafety In the Laboratory" for sale or

donation to LSI?  ... Jim

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Dec 2003 09:10:09 -0500

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: Biosafety in the Laboratory

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3BE5E.27702BEC"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C3BE5E.27702BEC

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Are you referring to "Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical

Laboratories"?

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Labsafe@AOL.COM [mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM]

        Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2003 7:01 AM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Biosafety in the Laboratory

        Does anyone have an extra copy of "Biosafety In the Laboratory"

for sale or donation to LSI?  ... Jim

        James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

        The Laboratory Safety Institute

        A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

        Safety in Science and Science Education

        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

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Dec 2003 15:14:24 +0100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dimitri Sossai <dimitri.sossai@HSANMARTINO.LIGURIA.IT>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety in the Laboratory

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_002A_01C3BE67.2147D310"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_002A_01C3BE67.2147D310

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

MessageI'm interested too

Dimitri

Dr. Dimitri Sossai

Direttore Resp.Le Servizio Prevenzione e Protezione

A.O.Ospedale San Martino di Genova

e Cliniche Universitarie Convenzionate

Questa e.mailE8 inviata al solo destinatario della posta elettronica

come da indirizzo; qualora questo messaggio vi fosse arrivato

accidentalmente vi invito a chiuderlo e a cancellarlo dal vostro

computer grazie

This message is intended for the exclusive use of the recipient(s) name

above. It may contain sensitive information that is protected,

privileged, or sensitive and it should not be disseminated, distributed,

or copied to persons not authorized to receive such information.  If you

are not the intended recipient(s) any dissemination, distribution, or

copying is strictly prohibited.  If you think you have received this

message in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete the

original.

L.go R. Benzi 10

16132 Genova

tel. +39 0105552293

fax +39 0105556756

cel. +39 3351281024

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Galloway, Patricia W.

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2003 3:10 PM

  Subject: Re: Biosafety in the Laboratory

  Are you referring to "Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical

Laboratories"?

    -----Original Message-----

    From: Labsafe@AOL.COM [mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM]

    Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2003 7:01 AM

    To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

    Subject: Biosafety in the Laboratory

    Does anyone have an extra copy of "Biosafety In the Laboratory" for

sale or donation to LSI?  ... Jim

    James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

    The Laboratory Safety Institute

    A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

    Safety in Science and Science Education

    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

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Dec 2003 14:26:52 -0000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Gary Simpson <Gary.Simpson@ARCHITON.COM>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety in the Laboratory

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3BE60.7D2B8D90"

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_01C3BE60.7D2B8D90

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

If it is biosafety in microbiological and biomedical laboratories then

the

full text is available at the following web site.

http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bmbl4/bmbl4toc.htm

<http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bmbl4/bmbl4toc.htm>

Regards,

Gary Simpson

Architon Group Practice

-----Original Message-----

From: Dimitri Sossai [mailto:dimitri.sossai@HSANMARTINO.LIGURIA.IT]

Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2003 2:14 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Biosafety in the Laboratory

I'm interested too

Dimitri

Dr. Dimitri Sossai

Direttore Resp.Le Servizio Prevenzione e Protezione

A.O.Ospedale San Martino di Genova

e Cliniche Universitarie Convenzionate

Questa e.mailE8 inviata al solo destinatario della posta elettronica

come da

indirizzo; qualora questo messaggio vi fosse arrivato accidentalmente

vi

invito a chiuderlo e a cancellarlo dal vostro computer grazie

This message is intended for the exclusive use of the recipient(s) name

above. It may contain sensitive information that is protected,

privileged,

or sensitive and it should not be disseminated, distributed, or copied

to

persons not authorized to receive such information.  If you are not the

intended recipient(s) any dissemination, distribution, or copying is

strictly prohibited.  If you think you have received this message in

error,

please notify the sender immediately and delete the original.

L.go R. Benzi 10

16132 Genova

tel. +39 0105552293

fax +39 0105556756

cel. +39 3351281024

----- Original Message -----

From: Galloway, <mailto:pwg2@CDC.GOV>  Patricia W.

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU <mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> 

Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2003 3:10 PM

Subject: Re: Biosafety in the Laboratory

Are you referring to "Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical

Laboratories"?

-----Original Message-----

From: Labsafe@AOL.COM <mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM> 

[mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2003 7:01 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU <mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Subject: Biosafety in the Laboratory

Does anyone have an extra copy of "Biosafety In the Laboratory" for

sale or

donation to LSI?  ... Jim

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Dec 2003 08:25:48 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Betlach <michael.betlach@PROMEGA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety in the Laboratory

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3BE60.575E536D"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C3BE60.575E536D

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Biosafety in the Laboratory is a publication by the National Research

Council through National Academy of Sciences.

http://books.nap.edu/catalog/1197.html

The book is readable on line. Ordering information for printed copies is

also provided.

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 277-2462

-----Original Message-----

From: Dimitri Sossai [mailto:dimitri.sossai@HSANMARTINO.LIGURIA.IT]

Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2003 8:14 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Biosafety in the Laboratory

I'm interested too

Dimitri

Dr. Dimitri Sossai

Direttore Resp.Le Servizio Prevenzione e Protezione

A.O.Ospedale San Martino di Genova

e Cliniche Universitarie Convenzionate

Questa e.mailE8 inviata al solo destinatario della posta elettronica

come da indirizzo; qualora questo messaggio vi fosse arrivato

accidentalmente vi invito a chiuderlo e a cancellarlo dal vostro

computer grazie

This message is intended for the exclusive use of the recipient(s) name

above. It may contain sensitive information that is protected,

privileged, or sensitive and it should not be disseminated, distributed,

or copied to persons not authorized to receive such information.  If you

are not the intended recipient(s) any dissemination, distribution, or

copying is strictly prohibited.  If you think you have received this

message in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete the

original.

L.go R. Benzi 10

16132 Genova

tel. +39 0105552293

fax +39 0105556756

cel. +39 3351281024

----- Original Message -----

From: Galloway, Patricia W. <mailto:pwg2@CDC.GOV> 

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2003 3:10 PM

Subject: Re: Biosafety in the Laboratory

Are you referring to "Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical

Laboratories"?

-----Original Message-----

From: Labsafe@AOL.COM [mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2003 7:01 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Biosafety in the Laboratory

Does anyone have an extra copy of "Biosafety In the Laboratory" for sale

or donation to LSI?  ... Jim

James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

The Laboratory Safety Institute

A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

Safety in Science and Science Education

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

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Dec 2003 09:10:11 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: OSHA BBP Question

In-Reply-To:  <KNEFJEDKGPGPCHCLFOEPEEOBCKAA.spaula@mcb.harvard.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; format=flowed; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

My understanding is that if this is the investigator's own blood, the

standard does not apply unless some one else encounters the blood

then the standard kicks in immediately.

After all this is not someone else's blood, it is his:)

Bob

>My question is related to the OSHA BBP standard.  I have a

>researcher who wants to draw (lancet) and use their own blood in the

>lab. Microscope slides will be prepared to look at their WBC's.

>Does anyone have experience with this situation and if so,

>established policies for this type of work?  I queried the OSHA

>Standard Interpretation site and did not find anything related to

>this situation.

>

>Thanks in advance for any help with this question.

>

>

>

>Sid Paula

>

>Associate Biosafety Officer / Assistant Health Physicist

>Environmental Health and Safety

>Cambridge/Allston Campus

>Harvard University

>7 Divinity Avenue

>Cambridge, MA 02138

>

>Phone : (617) 495-2345

>Fax   : (617) 496-0435

>E-mail: spaula@mcb.harvard.edu

--

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

  \ \  / / 27610 Tremaine Dr.   USSF Assessor 7         Occupational &

   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor     Environmental Safety

    \__/                U.S.A.         RA Member

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Dec 2003 09:34:54 -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: Biosafety in the Laboratory

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Yep! It's the Biosafety book in their "Prudent Practices" series.

Included in an appendix to the edition I'm looking at right now is the

full text of a now-outdated edition of BMBL. Still, there's enough

unique info. that I have found it useful.

Randy Norman

Occupational Safety & Health Associate

BioReliance Corporation

Rockville, MD 20850

Rnorman@bioreliance.com

"Success is a journey, not a destination" - Ben Sweetland

-----Original Message-----

From:   Michael Betlach [SMTP:michael.betlach@PROMEGA.COM]

Sent:   Tuesday, December 09, 2003 9:26 AM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Re: Biosafety in the Laboratory

Biosafety in the Laboratory is a publication by the National Research

Council through National Academy of Sciences.

http://books.nap.edu/catalog/1197.html

The book is readable on line. Ordering information for printed copies is

also provided.

Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

Biosafety Officer

Promega Corporation

5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

Madison, WI 53711

(608) 277-2462

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Dec 2003 09:42:04 -0500

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: Biosafety in the Laboratory

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Yes, I have an extra copy - where do you want it sent?

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Labsafe@aol.com [SMTP:Labsafe@aol.com]

> Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2003 7:01 AM

> To:   BIOSAFTY@mitvma.mit.edu

> Subject:      Biosafety in the Laboratory

>

> Does anyone have an extra copy of "Biosafety In the Laboratory" for sale

> or donation to LSI?  ... Jim

>

> James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

> The Laboratory Safety Institute

> A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

> Safety in Science and Science Education

>

> 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

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Dec 2003 16:44:32 +0100

Reply-To:     Dimitri Sossai <dimitri.sossai@hsanmartino.liguria.it>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Dimitri Sossai <dimitri.sossai@HSANMARTINO.LIGURIA.IT>

Organization: osp. S.Martino - Genova

Subject:      Re: Biosafety in the Laboratory

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_003D_01C3BE73.B86E2AD0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_003D_01C3BE73.B86E2AD0

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

MessageListmembers

I have to prepare the risk assessment in DNA recombinant technologies

for plant cells; could you help me? Have you any experiences about?

Best regards

Dimitri

Dr. Dimitri Sossai

Direttore Resp.Le Servizio Prevenzione e Protezione

A.O.Ospedale San Martino di Genova

e Cliniche Universitarie Convenzionate

Questa e.mailE8 inviata al solo destinatario della posta elettronica

come da indirizzo; qualora questo messaggio vi fosse arrivato

accidentalmente vi invito a chiuderlo e a cancellarlo dal vostro

computer grazie

This message is intended for the exclusive use of the recipient(s) name

above. It may contain sensitive information that is protected,

privileged, or sensitive and it should not be disseminated, distributed,

or copied to persons not authorized to receive such information.  If you

are not the intended recipient(s) any dissemination, distribution, or

copying is strictly prohibited.  If you think you have received this

message in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete the

original.

L.go R. Benzi 10

16132 Genova

tel. +39 0105552293

fax +39 0105556756

cel. +39 3351281024

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Michael Betlach

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2003 3:25 PM

  Subject: Re: Biosafety in the Laboratory

  Biosafety in the Laboratory is a publication by the National Research

Council through National Academy of Sciences.

  http://books.nap.edu/catalog/1197.html

  The book is readable on line. Ordering information for printed copies

is also provided.

  Michael Betlach, Ph.D.

  Biosafety Officer

  Promega Corporation

  5445 E. Cheryl Parkway

  Madison, WI 53711

  (608) 277-2462

    -----Original Message-----

    From: Dimitri Sossai [mailto:dimitri.sossai@HSANMARTINO.LIGURIA.IT]

    Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2003 8:14 AM

    To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

    Subject: Re: Biosafety in the Laboratory

    I'm interested too

    Dimitri

    Dr. Dimitri Sossai

    Direttore Resp.Le Servizio Prevenzione e Protezione

    A.O.Ospedale San Martino di Genova

    e Cliniche Universitarie Convenzionate

    Questa e.mailE8 inviata al solo destinatario della posta

elettronica come da indirizzo; qualora questo messaggio vi fosse

arrivato accidentalmente vi invito a chiuderlo e a cancellarlo dal

vostro computer grazie

    This message is intended for the exclusive use of the recipient(s)

name above. It may contain sensitive information that is protected,

privileged, or sensitive and it should not be disseminated, distributed,

or copied to persons not authorized to receive such information.  If you

are not the intended recipient(s) any dissemination, distribution, or

copying is strictly prohibited.  If you think you have received this

message in error, please notify the sender immediately and delete the

original.

    L.go R. Benzi 10

    16132 Genova

    tel. +39 0105552293

    fax +39 0105556756

    cel. +39 3351281024

      ----- Original Message -----

      From: Galloway, Patricia W.

      To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

      Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2003 3:10 PM

      Subject: Re: Biosafety in the Laboratory

      Are you referring to "Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical

Laboratories"?

        -----Original Message-----

        From: Labsafe@AOL.COM [mailto:Labsafe@AOL.COM]

        Sent: Tuesday, December 09, 2003 7:01 AM

        To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        Subject: Biosafety in the Laboratory

        Does anyone have an extra copy of "Biosafety In the Laboratory"

for sale or donation to LSI?  ... Jim

        James A. Kaufman, Ph.D., Director

        The Laboratory Safety Institute

        A Nonprofit Organization Dedicated to

        Safety in Science and Science Education

        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

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Dec 2003 12:55:45 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU

Subject:      Re: Shipping Classification Guide

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Per Don's question, I understood stocks and cultures of RG2 and RG3

organisms to be classified as infectious materials.  My interpretation

would be to include lyophilized materials, as well as any suspension,

broth, etc.

I do interpret human blood/bodily fluids collected for diagnostics or

clinical research investigations to be included under the "diagnostic or

investigational purposes."  It is my experience that in the realm of

human studies, generally patients are not screened for BBP because they

enroll in a clinical trial.  In the past I would have said all human

blood and bodily fluid would be potentially infectious for shipping

purposes, but I have modified that interpretation.  IF it is a trial or

a lab work up for a BBP that changes the picture, and I do tell the

shippers to label it.

Does anyone know if the US Post Office finalized their definitions to

harmonize with DOT?

Therese M. Stinnett

Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

Office of the VC for Research

UCHSC, Mailstop C275

4200 E. 9th Ave

Denver CO  80262

Voice:  303-315-6754

Fax:      303-315-8026

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Dec 2003 15:01:15 -0500

Reply-To:     harriet@ehrs.upenn.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Harriet Izenberg <harriet@EHRS.UPENN.EDU>

Subject:      clean bench alternative

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Listers,

One of our investigators wants to purchase a horizontal clean bench for use

in his dissection of rat embryos using a dissecting microscope. He claims

this will help keep them "clean". Our office discourages the use/purchase of

clean benches for work with biological materials. The investigator does not

want to purchase a biosafety cabinet adapted for use with a microscope. Any

suggestions on alternatives?  Thanks in advance.

Harriet Izenberg, RBP

Institutional Biosafety Officer

EHRS/UPENN

3160 Chestnut Street, Suite 400

Phila., Pa 19104-6287

215.898.6236

215.898.0140 (FAX)

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 9 Dec 2003 16:44:37 -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@CWRU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Shipping Classification Guide

In-Reply-To:  <42162B3251A1B04FB5E45E0158E25A4C9E154F@hscex5.uchsc.edu>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; format=flowed; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

DOT definitions and OSHA definitions are different.  An OSHA

bloodborne pathogen must be labeled with the biohazard symbol.  This

can be satisfied by labeling the inner containers.  This way we do

not blow peoples minds with the biohazard symbol on the outside.

As far as DOT is concerned, the only markings and labels that should

be found on the outer package are DOT.

Bob

>Per Don's question, I understood stocks and cultures of RG2 and RG3

>organisms to be classified as infectious materials.  My interpretation

>would be to include lyophilized materials, as well as any suspension,

>broth, etc.

>

>I do interpret human blood/bodily fluids collected for diagnostics or

>clinical research investigations to be included under the "diagnostic or

>investigational purposes."  It is my experience that in the realm of

>human studies, generally patients are not screened for BBP because they

>enroll in a clinical trial.  In the past I would have said all human

>blood and bodily fluid would be potentially infectious for shipping

>purposes, but I have modified that interpretation.  IF it is a trial or

>a lab work up for a BBP that changes the picture, and I do tell the

>shippers to label it.

>

>Does anyone know if the US Post Office finalized their definitions to

>harmonize with DOT?

>

>Therese M. Stinnett

>Biosafety Office, Health and Safety Division

>Office of the VC for Research

>UCHSC, Mailstop C275

>4200 E. 9th Ave

>Denver CO  80262

>Voice:  303-315-6754

>Fax:      303-315-8026

--

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

  \ \  / / 27610 Tremaine Dr.   USSF Assessor 7         Occupational &

   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor     Environmental Safety

    \__/                U.S.A.         RA Member
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Date:         Wed, 10 Dec 2003 08:26:22 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         EKrisiunas@AOL.COM

Subject:      Re: Shipping Classification Guide

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="part1_ce.41d0dafe.2d0878fe_boundary"

--part1_ce.41d0dafe.2d0878fe_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

See the following related to the USPS.

Federal Register / Vol. 68, No. 109 / Friday, June 6, 2003 / Rules and

Regulations

Starts on Page 33858

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

USA

Phone 860-675-1217

Fax 860-675-1311

Mobile - 860-944-2373

e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Dec 2003 08:37:44 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Shipping Classification Guide

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="----_=_NextPart_000_01C3BF22.CA6C8A10"

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_01C3BF22.CA6C8A10

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3BF22.CA6C8A10"

------_=_NextPart_001_01C3BF22.CA6C8A10

Content-Type: text/plain

FYI

-----Original Message-----

From: EKrisiunas@AOL.COM [mailto:EKrisiunas@AOL.COM]

Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2003 8:26 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Shipping Classification Guide

See the following related to the USPS.

Federal Register / Vol. 68, No. 109 / Friday, June 6, 2003 / Rules and

Regulations

Starts on Page 33858

Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

USA

Phone 860-675-1217

Fax 860-675-1311

Mobile - 860-944-2373

e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Dec 2003 09:21:25 -0500

Reply-To:     pr18@columbia.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         paul rubock <pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU>

Organization: EH&S, CUHSD, Box 8

Subject:      surgical pathology question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="------------0E5C895CA2F55729C37409ED"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------0E5C895CA2F55729C37409ED

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

For those with responsibilities for a Surgical Pathology group.

Here, lung specimens from known or suspected TB cases are formalin-fixed

prior to further examination-that's easy.

But twice within the past year pathologists grossing unfixed lung tissue

presumed to be TB-free, have discovered lesions indicative of infection.

To prevent such incidents, our most-favored option is requiring that all

unfixed lung specimens be handled in a BSC or equivalent device.

Respirators are also being considered but 10-15 people may be present at

any time in the grossing room and we are not confident about uniform

compliance.

Do any of you have an institutional policy (or just comments as

biosafety professionals) addressing this issue that you would care to

share.

thank you,

Paul Rubock

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Dec 2003 09:14:05 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Matthew S Philpott <mphilp1@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      BBP Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Dear Colleagues,

I am in the process of revising the university's BBP program.  We have

recently hired several new faculty that will be working on HIV and other

bloodborne pathogens, so I'm writing an exposure control plan specific for

research labs.  A couple of questions have come up that I need your advice

on:

1) We have a lab that works on West Nile virus; they are doing a lot of

virus isolations from infected birds or equine blood samples.  It's my

opinion that such activities should be covered by the exposure control plan

due to the risk of needlestick, etc.  One issue that seems not to fit is

the hepatitis B vaccination requirement, since this lab does not work with

human blood.  Do you think the HBV vaccine is neccessary for this group?

Should I advise them to decline the vaccine, or is it possible to exempt

certain activities (where no human blood or tissues are present) from

certain portions of the plan?

2) Our HIV lab also will work with several opportunistic pathogens.  The PI

has indicated that she wants to have students and other lab workers tested

for HIV infection.  From a biosafety point of view, I think this is

justified.  An HIV positive worker would be at greater risk from disease

due to these pathogens than an uninfected person, and should probably be

assigned to low-risk activities.  However, given all the discrimination and

confidentiality issues surrounding HIV status, this may be unwise.  I could

definitely use some input on this.  I've passed this along to university HR

and risk management; they seem OK with requiring testing for potential

employees but have not provided specific guidance.

Thanks in advance.  Feel free to contact me off the list if you prefer.

Matt Philpott, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Manager

Louisiana State University

Baton Rouge, LA 70803

(225) 578-4658

mphilp1@lsu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Dec 2003 10:34:56 -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:      Re: BBP Question

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

It sounds like you should have a university wide "Biosafety Plan" then

put the BBP plan within the larger plan.  That way you could more

accurately address all these issues.

but to more specifically answer your question,

1. I would not include this group in a BBP plan, which is meant for

human blood.  That being said, needle precautions should still be used.

Since they are not exposed to human blood I would not suggest the HBV.

2.  We have wrestled with a similar issue here at NIU.  What we have

done is inform all students of the hazard and opportunity for low-risk

activities.  They then sign that the information was presented and that

they understood.  Then, it is the student's resposibility to ask for the

low-risk activity.  We don't ask for personal medical information.  I

think that could get one into LOTS of trouble.  I believe the info is in

the catalog of classes as well.

My opinion only, of course!

Michele Crase, MPH, RBP

******************************************

Michele Crase

Environmental Health and Safety

Northern Illinois University

DeKalb, IL

mcrase@niu.edu

815-753-9251

>>> mphilp1@LSU.EDU 12/10/03 09:14AM >>>

Dear Colleagues,

I am in the process of revising the university's BBP program.  We have

recently hired several new faculty that will be working on HIV and

other

bloodborne pathogens, so I'm writing an exposure control plan specific

for

research labs.  A couple of questions have come up that I need your

advice

on:

1) We have a lab that works on West Nile virus; they are doing a lot

of

virus isolations from infected birds or equine blood samples.  It's my

opinion that such activities should be covered by the exposure control

plan

due to the risk of needlestick, etc.  One issue that seems not to fit

is

the hepatitis B vaccination requirement, since this lab does not work

with

human blood.  Do you think the HBV vaccine is neccessary for this

group?

Should I advise them to decline the vaccine, or is it possible to

exempt

certain activities (where no human blood or tissues are present) from

certain portions of the plan?

2) Our HIV lab also will work with several opportunistic pathogens.

The PI

has indicated that she wants to have students and other lab workers

tested

for HIV infection.  From a biosafety point of view, I think this is

justified.  An HIV positive worker would be at greater risk from

disease

due to these pathogens than an uninfected person, and should probably

be

assigned to low-risk activities.  However, given all the discrimination

and

confidentiality issues surrounding HIV status, this may be unwise.  I

could

definitely use some input on this.  I've passed this along to

university HR

and risk management; they seem OK with requiring testing for potential

employees but have not provided specific guidance.

Thanks in advance.  Feel free to contact me off the list if you

prefer.

Matt Philpott, Ph.D.

Biological Safety Manager

Louisiana State University

Baton Rouge, LA 70803

(225) 578-4658

mphilp1@lsu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Dec 2003 09:17:20 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <funk20@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: BBP Question

In-Reply-To:  <OF349C9228.93C65D22-ON86256DF8.0051CD01@lsu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Matt -

Your institution could have a broad-based Exposure Control Plan, one

part of which presents the general exposure control strategy for your

institution, another part which addresses exposure risks associated

with human source materials (the BBP part), and other parts which

address other specific scenarios.  For example, at UCSF, we had

specific exposure control programs for folks working with Old World

primates (CHV-1 exposure risk) and with tissues (such as human CNS

and cornea) that represented increased levels of risk for prion

exposure.

I recommend caution in approaching HIV testing.  When you test

someone for HIV, you open many legal doors, most of which your

attorneys would probably like to nail shut.  For example, you need to

cover the possibility that some individuals may insist they be

protected from ever knowing, intentionally or inadvertently, the

results of any HIV testing done on them.  How will you ensure that

their results never become available to them by accident.  I

recommend working this issue with your attorneys.

-- glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biosafety Officer

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

===========================================

>Dear Colleagues,

>I am in the process of revising the university's BBP program.  We have

>recently hired several new faculty that will be working on HIV and other

>bloodborne pathogens, so I'm writing an exposure control plan specific for

>research labs.  A couple of questions have come up that I need your advice

>on:

>

>1) We have a lab that works on West Nile virus; they are doing a lot of

>virus isolations from infected birds or equine blood samples.  It's my

>opinion that such activities should be covered by the exposure control plan

>due to the risk of needlestick, etc.  One issue that seems not to fit is

>the hepatitis B vaccination requirement, since this lab does not work with

>human blood.  Do you think the HBV vaccine is neccessary for this group?

>Should I advise them to decline the vaccine, or is it possible to exempt

>certain activities (where no human blood or tissues are present) from

>certain portions of the plan?

>

>2) Our HIV lab also will work with several opportunistic pathogens.  The PI

>has indicated that she wants to have students and other lab workers tested

>for HIV infection.  From a biosafety point of view, I think this is

>justified.  An HIV positive worker would be at greater risk from disease

>due to these pathogens than an uninfected person, and should probably be

>assigned to low-risk activities.  However, given all the discrimination and

>confidentiality issues surrounding HIV status, this may be unwise.  I could

>definitely use some input on this.  I've passed this along to university HR

>and risk management; they seem OK with requiring testing for potential

>employees but have not provided specific guidance.

>

>Thanks in advance.  Feel free to contact me off the list if you prefer.

>

>Matt Philpott, Ph.D.

>Biological Safety Manager

>Louisiana State University

>Baton Rouge, LA 70803

>(225) 578-4658

>mphilp1@lsu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Dec 2003 12:27:15 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         David Gillum <David.Gillum@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      Bacterial DNA

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Dear Group,

I have a bacterium that is on the select agent list. If DNA is taken from

that bacterium, is it still regulated by the SA rules? I know that viral

nucleic acids that encode for infectious and/or replication competent forms

of any select agent viruses fall under the SA rules. However, I couldn't

find anything that says that the same is true for bacterial DNA. I couldn't

find anything that says that it's exempt either...

What are your thoughts or experiences?

Thanks in advance!

-David

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 10 Dec 2003 11:56:53 -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: BBP Question

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Dear Matt,

I work in an infectious disease laboratory (no human blood) with many of the

same issues.

1)We do not require a Hep B vaccination, but offer it to employees if they

choose to do so.  Since this is provided free of charge to them, most of

them opt to have it.  I agree that there should be an exposure plan specific

to the the West Nile virus issues.

2)We do not require HIV testing.  However, at the interview as well as

before employment, we tell folks of the potential risks involved and

indicate that there is greater risk for immunocompromised individuals (I

then give examples: e.g. steroid therapy, chemotherapy, HIV infection),   We

then indicate that if this is their status, or if their status changes at

any time during their employment, they should discuss this with the P.I. (in

our case an ID doc) or with employee health for their own benefit.  We are

also considering adding a document to our training manual that outlines the

potential risks and asking employees to sign it acknowledging that they have

been informed so that we will have the training of this "in writing".

Hope this helps,

Michelle

At 09:14 AM 12/10/2003 -0600, you wrote:

>Dear Colleagues,

>I am in the process of revising the university's BBP program.  We have

>recently hired several new faculty that will be working on HIV and other

>bloodborne pathogens, so I'm writing an exposure control plan specific for

>research labs.  A couple of questions have come up that I need your advice

>on:

>

>1) We have a lab that works on West Nile virus; they are doing a lot of

>virus isolations from infected birds or equine blood samples.  It's my

>opinion that such activities should be covered by the exposure control plan

>due to the risk of needlestick, etc.  One issue that seems not to fit is

>the hepatitis B vaccination requirement, since this lab does not work with

>human blood.  Do you think the HBV vaccine is neccessary for this group?

>Should I advise them to decline the vaccine, or is it possible to exempt

>certain activities (where no human blood or tissues are present) from

>certain portions of the plan?

>

>2) Our HIV lab also will work with several opportunistic pathogens.  The PI

>has indicated that she wants to have students and other lab workers tested

>for HIV infection.  From a biosafety point of view, I think this is

>justified.  An HIV positive worker would be at greater risk from disease

>due to these pathogens than an uninfected person, and should probably be

>assigned to low-risk activities.  However, given all the discrimination and

>confidentiality issues surrounding HIV status, this may be unwise.  I could

>definitely use some input on this.  I've passed this along to university HR

>and risk management; they seem OK with requiring testing for potential

>employees but have not provided specific guidance.

>

>Thanks in advance.  Feel free to contact me off the list if you prefer.

>

>Matt Philpott, Ph.D.

>Biological Safety Manager

>Louisiana State University

>Baton Rouge, LA 70803

>(225) 578-4658

>mphilp1@lsu.edu

>

Michelle DeStefano, CBSP

Laboratory Supervisor

CNY Research Corp

800 Irving Ave

Syracuse, NY 13212

email: destefam@cnyrc.org

phone: (315) 425-4878 NEW!

fax: (315) 425-4871 NEW!
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Date:         Wed, 10 Dec 2003 12:21:24 -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:      Has anyone seen this from FDA...

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

Content-disposition: inline

Sorry for the cross postings:

This is an informational request relating from our General Counsel's

office relating to new FDA regulations:::

  Is anyone aware of the Interim Rule published by the U.S. Food and Drug

Administration on October 10, 2003 that requires food distribution

facilities to register with the FDA by December 12, 2003 in order for the

FDA to contact them in the event of a terrorist threat to the food supply.

This Rule was promulgated pursuant to the Bioterrorism Act of 2002 and has

been interpreted by some as possibly requiring colleges and universities

to register.  There are exemptions for restaurants, retail food establishme=

nts and nonprofit food establishments. It seems clear that college

cafeterias, vending machines and snack bars are covered under the

restaurant exemption and that college bookstores would be covered under

the retail food establishments. However, because the Rule requires each

facility of an entity to separately register, there is the feeling that if

food is prepared and stored in a separate facility other than the

cafeteria for distribution to the cafeteria, then that separate facility

must register.  Also, the exemption for nonprofits seems limited to

charitable entities such as food banks and soup kitchens.

  Any guidance you can provide would be greatly appreciated.

  Thank you.

Jeff

Jeffrey M. Good

Director,

Research Safety, BioSecurity, & Emergency Management

The George Washington University Medical Center

rsojmg@gwumc.edu

www.gwumc.edu/research/labsafety.htm

(202) 994-3282 OFFICE

(202) 994-2522 FAX
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Date:         Wed, 10 Dec 2003 13:22:37 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

Subject:      Re: BBP Question

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Matt,

I am struggling with some of the same questions.  In the past we screened

our staff working with HIV and SIV and provided Hep B shots when they were

only working with animals(monkeys).  I too would like you ask the list if

they are routinely testing for HIV, either as a pre-employment screen or as

part of a medical surveillance program.  They way I read the BBP standard it

is only required in the event of a possible exposure (spill or needle

stick).

I would like to know what others are doing who do similar research. Are you

checking for HIV annually and when hired? How about Hep B?

Thanks for any input

-----Original Message-----

From: Glenn Funk [mailto:funk20@LLNL.GOV]

Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2003 11:17 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BBP Question

Matt -

Your institution could have a broad-based Exposure Control Plan, one part of

which presents the general exposure control strategy for your institution,

another part which addresses exposure risks associated with human source

materials (the BBP part), and other parts which address other specific

scenarios.  For example, at UCSF, we had specific exposure control programs

for folks working with Old World primates (CHV-1 exposure risk) and with

tissues (such as human CNS and cornea) that represented increased levels of

risk for prion exposure.

I recommend caution in approaching HIV testing.  When you test someone for

HIV, you open many legal doors, most of which your attorneys would probably

like to nail shut.  For example, you need to cover the possibility that some

individuals may insist they be protected from ever knowing, intentionally or

inadvertently, the results of any HIV testing done on them.  How will you

ensure that their results never become available to them by accident.  I

recommend working this issue with your attorneys.

-- glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biosafety Officer

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

===========================================

>Dear Colleagues,

>I am in the process of revising the university's BBP program.  We have

>recently hired several new faculty that will be working on HIV and

>other bloodborne pathogens, so I'm writing an exposure control plan

>specific for research labs.  A couple of questions have come up that I

>need your advice

>on:

>

>1) We have a lab that works on West Nile virus; they are doing a lot of

>virus isolations from infected birds or equine blood samples.  It's my

>opinion that such activities should be covered by the exposure control

>plan due to the risk of needlestick, etc.  One issue that seems not to

>fit is the hepatitis B vaccination requirement, since this lab does not

>work with human blood.  Do you think the HBV vaccine is neccessary for

>this group? Should I advise them to decline the vaccine, or is it

>possible to exempt certain activities (where no human blood or tissues

>are present) from certain portions of the plan?

>

>2) Our HIV lab also will work with several opportunistic pathogens.

>The PI has indicated that she wants to have students and other lab

>workers tested for HIV infection.  From a biosafety point of view, I

>think this is justified.  An HIV positive worker would be at greater

>risk from disease due to these pathogens than an uninfected person, and

>should probably be assigned to low-risk activities.  However, given all

>the discrimination and confidentiality issues surrounding HIV status,

>this may be unwise.  I could definitely use some input on this.  I've

>passed this along to university HR and risk management; they seem OK

>with requiring testing for potential employees but have not provided

>specific guidance.

>

>Thanks in advance.  Feel free to contact me off the list if you prefer.

>

>Matt Philpott, Ph.D.

>Biological Safety Manager

>Louisiana State University

>Baton Rouge, LA 70803

>(225) 578-4658

>mphilp1@lsu.edu
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here's some info from the OSHA interpretations, that relate to your

questions...along with the web address, hope this provides some insight...

http://www.osha.gov/pls/oshaweb/owadisp.show_document?p_table=INTERPRETATIONS&p_id=21010

Q49. Is animal blood used in research covered under the laboratory section

of the standard?

A49. The standard covers animal blood only for those animals purposely

infected with HIV or HBV. Although the standard does not apply to animal

blood unless the animal has been purposely infected with HIV or HBV,

persons handling animals or animal blood should follow general precautions

as recommended by the Centers for Disease Control/National Institutes of

Health Publication, Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical

Laboratories (Publication No. 88-8395).

Hepatitis B Vaccination and Post-Exposure Follow-up Procedures

Q50. Who must be offered the hepatitis B vaccination?

A50. The hepatitis B vaccination series must be made available to all

employees who have occupational exposure. The employer does not have to

make the hepatitis B vaccination available to employees who have

previously received the vaccination series, who are already immune as

their antibody tests reveal, or who are prohibited from receiving the

vaccine for medical reasons.

Q51. When should the hepatitis B vaccination be offered to employees?

A51. The hepatitis B vaccination must be made available within 10 working

days of initial assignment, after appropriate training has been completed.

This includes arranging for the administration of the first dose of the

series. In addition, see [Question 6] for vaccination of designated first

aiders.

Q52. Can pre-screening be required for hepatitis B titer? Post-screening?

A52. No. The employer cannot require an employee to take a pre-screening

or post-vaccination serological test. An employer may, however, decide to

make pre-screening available at no cost to the employee. Routine

post-vaccination serological testing is not currently recommended

by the CDC unless an employee has had an exposure incident, and then it is

also to be offered at no cost to the employee.

[This document was edited on 08/13/2003 to strike information that no

longer reflects current OSHA policy. See the revised policy in 29 CFR

1910.1030(f)(1)(ii)(D) and OSHA Directive CPL 2-2.69, Section XIII.F.5.]

Q53. If an employee declines the hepatitis B vaccination, can the employer

make up a declination form?

A53. If an employee declines the hepatitis B vaccination, the employer

must ensure that the employee signs a hepatitis B vaccine declination. The

declination's wording must be identical to that found in Appendix A of the

standard. A photocopy of the Appendix may be used as a declination form,

or the words can be typed or written onto a separate document.

Q54. Can employees refuse the vaccination?

A54. Employees have the right to refuse the hepatitis B vaccine and/or any

post-exposure evaluation and follow-up. It is important to note, however,

that the employee needs to be properly informed of the benefits of the

vaccination and post-exposure evaluation through training. The employee

also has the right to decide to take the vaccination at a later date if he

or she so chooses. The employer must make the vaccination available at

that time.

Q55. Can the hepatitis B vaccination be made a condition of employment?

A55. OSHA does not have jurisdiction over this issue.

Q56. Is a routine booster dose of hepatitis B vaccine required?

A56. Because the U.S. Public Health Service (USPHS) does not recommend

routine booster doses of hepatitis B vaccine, they are not required at

this time. However, if a routine booster dose of hepatitis B vaccine is

recommended by the USPHS at a future date, such booster doses must be made

available at no cost to those eligible employees with occupational

exposure.

Q57. Whose responsibility is it to pay for the hepatitis B vaccine?

A57. The responsibility lies with the employer to make the hepatitis B

vaccine and vaccination, including post-exposure evaluation and follow-up,

available at no cost to the employees.

James Kotonias

HSE Specialist

Amersham Biosciences

Chandler, AZ

***  Break the Code. Discover the Link.  Discover CodeLink(TM) System: a

flexible solution for gene expression and SNP analysis. CodeLink Bioarrays

deliver unmatched sensitivity, specificity, and reproducibility. Uncover

more at www.codelinkbioarrays.com. For more info please visit:

http://www.amershambiosciences.com/promo_codelinksig_q303

"Sharpe, Debra" <sharpe@SRI.ORG>

Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

12/10/2003 12:22 PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        Re: BBP Question

Matt,

I am struggling with some of the same questions.  In the past we screened

our staff working with HIV and SIV and provided Hep B shots when they were

only working with animals(monkeys).  I too would like you ask the list if

they are routinely testing for HIV, either as a pre-employment screen or

as

part of a medical surveillance program.  They way I read the BBP standard

it

is only required in the event of a possible exposure (spill or needle

stick).

I would like to know what others are doing who do similar research. Are

you

checking for HIV annually and when hired? How about Hep B?

Thanks for any input

-----Original Message-----

From: Glenn Funk [mailto:funk20@LLNL.GOV]

Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2003 11:17 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BBP Question

Matt -

Your institution could have a broad-based Exposure Control Plan, one part

of

which presents the general exposure control strategy for your institution,

another part which addresses exposure risks associated with human source

materials (the BBP part), and other parts which address other specific

scenarios.  For example, at UCSF, we had specific exposure control

programs

for folks working with Old World primates (CHV-1 exposure risk) and with

tissues (such as human CNS and cornea) that represented increased levels

of

risk for prion exposure.

I recommend caution in approaching HIV testing.  When you test someone for

HIV, you open many legal doors, most of which your attorneys would

probably

like to nail shut.  For example, you need to cover the possibility that

some

individuals may insist they be protected from ever knowing, intentionally

or

inadvertently, the results of any HIV testing done on them.  How will you

ensure that their results never become available to them by accident.  I

recommend working this issue with your attorneys.

-- glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biosafety Officer

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

===========================================

>Dear Colleagues,

>I am in the process of revising the university's BBP program.  We have

>recently hired several new faculty that will be working on HIV and

>other bloodborne pathogens, so I'm writing an exposure control plan

>specific for research labs.  A couple of questions have come up that I

>need your advice

>on:

>

>1) We have a lab that works on West Nile virus; they are doing a lot of

>virus isolations from infected birds or equine blood samples.  It's my

>opinion that such activities should be covered by the exposure control

>plan due to the risk of needlestick, etc.  One issue that seems not to

>fit is the hepatitis B vaccination requirement, since this lab does not

>work with human blood.  Do you think the HBV vaccine is neccessary for

>this group? Should I advise them to decline the vaccine, or is it

>possible to exempt certain activities (where no human blood or tissues

>are present) from certain portions of the plan?

>

>2) Our HIV lab also will work with several opportunistic pathogens.

>The PI has indicated that she wants to have students and other lab

>workers tested for HIV infection.  From a biosafety point of view, I

>think this is justified.  An HIV positive worker would be at greater

>risk from disease due to these pathogens than an uninfected person, and

>should probably be assigned to low-risk activities.  However, given all

>the discrimination and confidentiality issues surrounding HIV status,

>this may be unwise.  I could definitely use some input on this.  I've

>passed this along to university HR and risk management; they seem OK

>with requiring testing for potential employees but have not provided

>specific guidance.

>

>Thanks in advance.  Feel free to contact me off the list if you prefer.

>

>Matt Philpott, Ph.D.

>Biological Safety Manager

>Louisiana State University

>Baton Rouge, LA 70803

>(225) 578-4658

>mphilp1@lsu.edu
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Dear Group,

Thank you all very much for your help with this classification guide.

Attached is an updated guide which I will also include in our updated

Shipment of Biological Materials Manual. I received many good suggestions

and incorporated many of them into the guide. Most significantly, we

included the list of microorganisms forbidden from classification as

diagnostic specimens. I didn't know such a list existed! As always, your

comments, corrections, and suggestions are welcome. I should note that you

will need Adobe 5.0 or later to open the file.

 <<UNH-Shipping-Classification-Guide.pdf>>

Thanks again!

Andy Glode

UNH
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Hi Matt,

To answer question one:

Your people will be working with a human pathogenic organism.  This

is a blood borne pathogen, so the standard applies.

Since the standard applies, ALL personnel must be trained and offered

the hepatitis B vaccine.  This is the employees choice, not the

employers.

Question two is easier but harder:

There are no provisions in the bbp standard for prescreening/testing.

So I think that you can do it if you desire.  Such a requirement must

be worded very carefully to avoid discrimination issues.

Here is one situation that occurred that I know of:

This happened in a battery mfg plant in Virginia in the late 1980's.

Female employees of child bearing age were denied work in the highest

paid part of the plant because of potential lead exposure problems.

The male workers and other females were monitored for lead and

rotated to "rest" jobs when the lead levels got to high.  The women

sued claiming discrimination and won.  The employer had to offer the

women the higher paying jobs and was told they could still be

responsible for any health effect created by the hazards of the job.

You can see the similarities to the present situation.

Bob

>Dear Colleagues,

>I am in the process of revising the university's BBP program.  We have

>recently hired several new faculty that will be working on HIV and other

>bloodborne pathogens, so I'm writing an exposure control plan specific for

>research labs.  A couple of questions have come up that I need your advice

>on:

>

>1) We have a lab that works on West Nile virus; they are doing a lot of

>virus isolations from infected birds or equine blood samples.  It's my

>opinion that such activities should be covered by the exposure control plan

>due to the risk of needlestick, etc.  One issue that seems not to fit is

>the hepatitis B vaccination requirement, since this lab does not work with

>human blood.  Do you think the HBV vaccine is neccessary for this group?

>Should I advise them to decline the vaccine, or is it possible to exempt

>certain activities (where no human blood or tissues are present) from

>certain portions of the plan?

>

>2) Our HIV lab also will work with several opportunistic pathogens.  The PI

>has indicated that she wants to have students and other lab workers tested

>for HIV infection.  From a biosafety point of view, I think this is

>justified.  An HIV positive worker would be at greater risk from disease

>due to these pathogens than an uninfected person, and should probably be

>assigned to low-risk activities.  However, given all the discrimination and

>confidentiality issues surrounding HIV status, this may be unwise.  I could

>definitely use some input on this.  I've passed this along to university HR

>and risk management; they seem OK with requiring testing for potential

>employees but have not provided specific guidance.

>

>Thanks in advance.  Feel free to contact me off the list if you prefer.

>

>Matt Philpott, Ph.D.

>Biological Safety Manager

>Louisiana State University

>Baton Rouge, LA 70803

>(225) 578-4658

>mphilp1@lsu.edu

--

_____________________________________________________________________

__      / _____________________AMIGA_LIVES!___________________________________

_ \    / /Robert N. Latsch     USSF State Referee 6     CWRU

  \ \  / / 27610 Tremaine Dr.   USSF Assessor 7         Occupational &

   \ \/ /  Euclid, Ohio, 44132  High School, Indoor     Environmental Safety

    \__/                U.S.A.         RA Member
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Hello All,

I am interested in what the IBC at other institutions requires to be

reported to them concerning adverse events from gene transfer clinical

trials.  I understand the NIH Guidelines state "serious adverse event

that is both unexpected and associated with the use of the gene transfer

product". 

            1. Does this apply to external as well as internal events?

            2. Who makes the determination that the AE is "associated

with the use of the product"?

I am being inundated with adverse event reports for hang nails that

develop in subjects at clinical sites 1000 miles away.  I would really

like to narrow down the criteria somewhat.  Several members of my IBC

suggested we require:

            1. only internal events reported to the UK IBC

            2. only events that are definitely associated with the gene

transfer product

Thanks for your insights.

Sincerely,

Marcia Finucane

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Kentucky

252 E. Maxwell St.

Lexington, KY  40506-0314

Office Phone: 859-257-1049

Fax: 859-257-8787
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Marcia,

I think it is important to hear about external events.  Just because it

hasn't happened at your site, doesn't mean it's not important to

evaluate. The sponsor generally determines whether the AE is associated

with the use of the product.  However, upon the IRB's review of the AE,

their judgement could always be questioned and referred to the IBC if

needed.

We only require reporting of events as it is outlined in the

Guidelines.

We have a chart posted at:

http://www.ohsu.edu/research/rda/ibc/ae_requirements.shtml

Regards,

Kara

Kara Manning, PhD

Integrity Manager

Conflict of Interest in Research

Institutional Biosafety Committee

OHSU Research Integrity Office, L106RI

Oregon Health & Science University

2525 SW 1st Ave., Ste. 125

Portland OR 97201

email: manningk@ohsu.edu

phone: 503-494-6727

fax: 503-494-7787

>>> mfinu2@EMAIL.UKY.EDU 12/10/2003 12:16:27 PM >>>

Hello All,I am interested in what the IBC at other institutions

requires to be reported to them concerning adverse events from gene

transfer clinical trials.  I understand the NIH Guidelines state

"serious adverse event that is both unexpected and associated with

the use of the gene transfer product".              1. Does this apply

to external as well as internal events?            2. Who makes the

determination that the AE is "associated with the use of the product"?I

am being inundated with adverse event reports for hang nails that

develop in subjects at clinical sites 1000 miles away.  I would really

like to narrow down the criteria somewhat.  Several members of my IBC

suggested we require:            1. only internal events reported to the

UK IBC            2. only events that are definitely associated with the

gene transfer productThanks for your insights. Sincerely,Marcia

FinucaneBiological Safety OfficerEnvironmental Health and

SafetyUniversity of Kentucky252 E. Maxwell St.Lexington, KY

40506-0314Office Phone: 859-257-1049Fax: 859-257-8787
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A couple of comments concerning the infectious substance list in Appendix A

of the attached document.

1. Although there is recent evidence of highly pathogenic avian influenza

(HPAI) viruses that are also human pathogens, I don't believe that is the

case with all HPAI viruses. Consequently, it may be more appropriate to list

those HPAI viruses as animal pathogens or include them in both lists but

identify those that are also human pathogens.

2. Avian paramyxovirus type 1 - Newcastle disease virus (NDV) includes all

members of the serotype from low to high virulence. The low virulence NDV

strains are used widely as live virus vaccines in the U.S. and are

frequently recovered from poultry flocks. It is the virulent NDV strains

that are the cause of the condition defined in 9CFR as exotic Newcastle

disease, a reportable disease. It is the latter strains that require special

handling.

Daniel J. (Jack) King, D.V.M., Ph.D.

USDA, ARS, Southeast Poultry Research Laboratory

934 College Station Road

Athens, GA 30605 USA

706-546-3407 Phone

706-546-3161 FAX

jking@seprl.usda.gov E-mail

-----Original Message-----

From: Andy Glode [mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2003 2:46 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Updated Classification Guide

Dear Group,

Thank you all very much for your help with this classification guide.

Attached is an updated guide which I will also include in our updated

Shipment of Biological Materials Manual. I received many good suggestions

and incorporated many of them into the guide. Most significantly, we

included the list of microorganisms forbidden from classification as

diagnostic specimens. I didn't know such a list existed! As always, your

comments, corrections, and suggestions are welcome. I should note that you

will need Adobe 5.0 or later to open the file.

 <<UNH-Shipping-Classification-Guide.pdf>>

Thanks again!

Andy Glode

UNH
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Hi all:

I am in the process of reverse-engineering our Select Agent program (no

regulated SA use at this time) from the USDA checklist to make sure that

we cover all of the important topics.  For those of you that have

been/are using this document, I have a question:

On the first page of the checklist, section 11 (Personnel Suitability),

item d reads: "Personnel are required to sign a non-disclosure agreement

prior to gaining access to selected agents".  The reference is Public

Law 107-188.B.h.1.A

When I look at the regulation cited, it reads:

 "No Federal agency specified in paragraph (2) shall disclose under

section 552 of title 5, United States code, any of the following:

<snip>"  It then goes on to list registration and transfer information

regarding select agents and toxins.

My point here is that this citation says "No Federal agency...shall

disclose".  Where does the requirement for individuals to sign a

non-disclosure agreement come from???  Am I missing something here?  Can

anyone shed some light on this?

I am utterly confused at this point.

Thanks in advance...

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Program Manager

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu
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Jack, thanks for the comments. We generated the table directly from an IATA

document Dave Reed enlightened us to. It is available here:

http://www.iata.org/NR/ContentConnector/CS2000/SiteInterface/pdf/cargo/dg/Co

nsignment_diagnostic_specimens_2003.pdf

Perhaps IATA intends to amend this list for their new DGR (45th edition). If

they do so, I will make the necessary changes in our document. Your points

are well taken, hopefully they will reflect this information in their

regulations.

Andy Glode

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Jack King [mailto:jking@SEPRL.USDA.GOV]

> Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2003 3:33 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: Updated Classification Guide

>

>

> A couple of comments concerning the infectious substance list

> in Appendix A

> of the attached document.

> 1. Although there is recent evidence of highly pathogenic

> avian influenza

> (HPAI) viruses that are also human pathogens, I don't believe

> that is the

> case with all HPAI viruses. Consequently, it may be more

> appropriate to list

> those HPAI viruses as animal pathogens or include them in

> both lists but

> identify those that are also human pathogens.

>

> 2. Avian paramyxovirus type 1 - Newcastle disease virus (NDV)

> includes all

> members of the serotype from low to high virulence. The low

> virulence NDV

> strains are used widely as live virus vaccines in the U.S. and are

> frequently recovered from poultry flocks. It is the virulent

> NDV strains

> that are the cause of the condition defined in 9CFR as exotic

> Newcastle

> disease, a reportable disease. It is the latter strains that

> require special

> handling.

>

> Daniel J. (Jack) King, D.V.M., Ph.D.

> USDA, ARS, Southeast Poultry Research Laboratory

> 934 College Station Road

> Athens, GA 30605 USA

> 706-546-3407 Phone

> 706-546-3161 FAX

> jking@seprl.usda.gov E-mail

>

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Andy Glode [mailto:andy.glode@UNH.EDU]

> Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2003 2:46 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Updated Classification Guide

>

> Dear Group,

>

> Thank you all very much for your help with this classification guide.

> Attached is an updated guide which I will also include in our updated

> Shipment of Biological Materials Manual. I received many good

> suggestions

> and incorporated many of them into the guide. Most significantly, we

> included the list of microorganisms forbidden from classification as

> diagnostic specimens. I didn't know such a list existed! As

> always, your

> comments, corrections, and suggestions are welcome. I should

> note that you

> will need Adobe 5.0 or later to open the file.

>

>  <<UNH-Shipping-Classification-Guide.pdf>>

>

> Thanks again!

>

> Andy Glode

> UNH

>
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Date:         Wed, 10 Dec 2003 16:41:08 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: USDA Checklist ?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: quoted-printable

I would approach this like the military non-disclosure practices. People

working with select agents will not discuss with anyone, the location,

amounts, what agents, where they are stored, access codes, access

practices, location of logs, security measures, security anti-theft

measures etc.with wives, sweethearts girlfriends or any one else that

has no direct need to know for this information. Failure to

comply...i.e. to divulge any information is grounds for dismissal from

the Institution. It sounds draconian, but the security clearances that

we are receiving are similar to "Secret" clearances in the military. In

discussions with other folks (military and non-) it appears that this is

their( CDC/USDA) thrust and their model.

Phil

-----Original Message-----

From: CURT SPEAKER [mailto:SPEAKER@EHS.PSU.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2003 4:00 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: USDA Checklist ?

Hi all:

I am in the process of reverse-engineering our Select Agent program (no

regulated SA use at this time) from the USDA checklist to make sure that

we cover all of the important topics.  For those of you that have

been/are using this document, I have a question:

On the first page of the checklist, section 11 (Personnel Suitability),

item d reads: "Personnel are required to sign a non-disclosure agreement

prior to gaining access to selected agents".  The reference is Public

Law 107-188.B.h.1.A

When I look at the regulation cited, it reads:

 "No Federal agency specified in paragraph (2) shall disclose under

section 552 of title 5, United States code, any of the following:

<snip>"  It then goes on to list registration and transfer information

regarding select agents and toxins.

My point here is that this citation says "No Federal agency...shall

disclose".  Where does the requirement for individuals to sign a

non-disclosure agreement come from???  Am I missing something here?  Can

anyone shed some light on this?

I am utterly confused at this point.

Thanks in advance...

Curt

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Program Manager

Penn State Environmental Health & Safety

6C Eisenhower Parking Deck

University Park, PA 16802

(814) 865-6391

http://www.ehs.psu.edu
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Date:         Thu, 11 Dec 2003 14:46:32 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Amy Ryan <aryan@REHS.RUTGERS.EDU>

Subject:      HTLV-1 Containment

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Hello all,

Our Biosafety Committee recently received a protocol that will involve the use

and

culturing of HTLV-1 infected cell lines.  The literature that I have reviewed

(Health

Canada MSDS, NIH rDNA Guidelines, etc.) list HTLV-1 as requiring BL-3

containment

for culturing.  However, since the investigator does not work in a BL-3 lab, he

is trying to

obtain permission from the Committee to work at BL-2+ containment.  He is citing

the

fact that HTLV has a lower infectivity than HIV, and the fact that it requires

cell-to-cell

contact to cause an infection as his reasons for not needing BL-3.

Does anyone have specific evidence or thoughts on whether it would be

appropriate to

downgrade his containment requirements?  I appreciate any advice.  Best regards,

Amy

--

Amy Ryan

Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

Biological Safety Specialist

732.445.2550

http://rehs.rutgers.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 11 Dec 2003 15:38:09 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Marie-Louise Hammarskjold <mh7g@VIRGINIA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: HTLV-1 Containment

In-Reply-To:  <3FD88348.17184.16A9021@localhost>

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII; format=flowed

Mime-Version: 1.0 (Apple Message framework v552)

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Since HTLV-1 is a a retrovirus and there are no documented cases of

"airborne" spread

of this or any other retrovirus, it  is my opinion that it is

reasonable to allow work with this virus at BSL2+ using

the specific  guidelines that have been clearly established for work

with HIV at this level ( i.e. restrictions concerning the use of

sharps, concentrated

virus etc. ) .

Lou Hammarskjold

UVA IBC chair

On Thursday, December 11, 2003, at 02:46 PM, Amy Ryan wrote:

> Hello all,

>

> Our Biosafety Committee recently received a protocol that will involve

> the use and

> culturing of HTLV-1 infected cell lines.  The literature that I have

> reviewed (Health

> Canada MSDS, NIH rDNA Guidelines, etc.) list HTLV-1 as requiring BL-3

> containment

> for culturing.  However, since the investigator does not work in a

> BL-3 lab, he is trying to

> obtain permission from the Committee to work at BL-2+ containment.  He

> is citing the

> fact that HTLV has a lower infectivity than HIV, and the fact that it

> requires cell-to-cell

> contact to cause an infection as his reasons for not needing BL-3.

>

> Does anyone have specific evidence or thoughts on whether it would be

> appropriate to

> downgrade his containment requirements?  I appreciate any advice.

> Best regards,

>

> Amy

> --

> Amy Ryan

> Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

> Biological Safety Specialist

> 732.445.2550

> http://rehs.rutgers.edu

>

>

Marie-Louise Hammarskjold, MD, Ph.D.

Charles H. Ross Jr. Professor and

Professor of Microbiology

University of Virginia

Myles H. Thaler Center for AIDS

and Human Retrovirus Research

Department of Microbiology

7-87 Jordan Hall, HSC Box 441

Charlottesville, VA 22908

Phone:  (434) 982-1598

Fax:    (434) 982-1590
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Date:         Thu, 11 Dec 2003 15:47:07 -0500

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: HTLV-1 Containment

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Is the volume of HTLV-1 being handled particularly great, or are

procedures

being done producing aerosols that are not contained?  (Cell breakage? 

Large

scale centrifugation?  Others?)

That might affect the biosafety level under which these should be

conducted.

P. Moravek, Operations Manager

Chemistry & Biochemistry Department

Biosafety Officer - Environmental & Occupational Safety

Worcester Polytechnic Institute, GH128

100 Institute Road

Worcester, MA   01609

pmoravek@wpi.edu

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Marie-Louise Hammarskjold

Sent: Thursday, December 11, 2003 3:38 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: HTLV-1 Containment

Since HTLV-1 is a a retrovirus and there are no documented cases of

"airborne" spread

of this or any other retrovirus, it  is my opinion that it is

reasonable to allow work with this virus at BSL2+ using

the specific  guidelines that have been clearly established for work

with HIV at this level ( i.e. restrictions concerning the use of

sharps, concentrated

virus etc. ) .

Lou Hammarskjold

UVA IBC chair

On Thursday, December 11, 2003, at 02:46 PM, Amy Ryan wrote:

> Hello all,

>

> Our Biosafety Committee recently received a protocol that will involve

> the use and

> culturing of HTLV-1 infected cell lines.  The literature that I have

> reviewed (Health

> Canada MSDS, NIH rDNA Guidelines, etc.) list HTLV-1 as requiring BL-3

> containment

> for culturing.  However, since the investigator does not work in a

> BL-3 lab, he is trying to

> obtain permission from the Committee to work at BL-2+ containment.  He

> is citing the

> fact that HTLV has a lower infectivity than HIV, and the fact that it

> requires cell-to-cell

> contact to cause an infection as his reasons for not needing BL-3.

>

> Does anyone have specific evidence or thoughts on whether it would be

> appropriate to

> downgrade his containment requirements?  I appreciate any advice.

> Best regards,

>

> Amy

> --

> Amy Ryan

> Rutgers Environmental Health and Safety

> Biological Safety Specialist

> 732.445.2550

> http://rehs.rutgers.edu

>

>

Marie-Louise Hammarskjold, MD, Ph.D.

Charles H. Ross Jr. Professor and

Professor of Microbiology

University of Virginia

Myles H. Thaler Center for AIDS

and Human Retrovirus Research

Department of Microbiology

7-87 Jordan Hall, HSC Box 441

Charlottesville, VA 22908

Phone:  (434) 982-1598

Fax:    (434) 982-1590
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Date:         Fri, 12 Dec 2003 12:20:46 +1100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sonya.Watson@CSIRO.AU

Subject:      Re-use of gels

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Third time lucky!  Have posted this request previously but have not had

any responses through.  Can I assume that the majority of labs don't

recycle or reuse gels containing ethidium?

Your help in this matter would be greatly appreciated.

Dear Biosafety folk,

Following on from the recent discussion on Ethidium bromide disposal,

I've had a question put to me from the lab users and would appreciate

the lists advice.  The question relates to the current practice of

reusing agarose gel that had been "used" with EtBr. 

The process as explained to me is as follows, used agarose gels that may

contain EtBr (or have been exposed to EtBr in buffer solutions or baths)

are chopped into small chunks, placed in beakers and melted down in the

microwave for re-use (microwaved on high, approx 850 watt, for a couple

of minutes).  Once melted, additional EtBr is then added to the recycled

gel or through the subsequent baths and buffers.  The scientist was not

able to identify a distinct number of times that a gel may be recycled

in this manner before they dispose of it. 

My questions relate to the process of re-melting the gel:

1.  Would the temps within the microwave be high enough to generate HBr?

or any other unexpected substances?

2.  Is there another safer method that may be employed for the recycling

of agarose?  Or is this practice not fesible?

3.  If this practice was seen as OK, is there any guidance on an upper

limit for the number of times a gel is recycled?

Your assistance is greatly appreciated.

Regards,

Sonya

********************************************************************

Sonya Watson

Occupational Health, Safety and Environment Co-ordinator

CSIRO Livestock Industries

306 Carmody Road, ST LUCIA  QLD  4067

Ph:  07 3214 2367

Fax:  07 3214 2224
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Date:         Fri, 12 Dec 2003 10:35:23 -0500

Reply-To:     harriet@ehrs.upenn.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Harriet Izenberg <harriet@EHRS.UPENN.EDU>

Subject:      Lee Thompson

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Listers;

Does anyone know how to get in touch with Lee Thomspon? Thanks.

Harriet Izenberg, RBP

Institutional Biosafety Officer

EHRS/UPENN

3160 Chestnut Street, Suite 400

Phila., Pa 19104-6287

215.898.6236

215.898.0140 (FAX)

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Dec 2003 10:25:44 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Karen Shaw <kesshaw@UCDAVIS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Re-use of gels

In-Reply-To:  <8EC1234B252C5F49AF2E985E7755CFE82B9CC6@exqld2-bne.qld.csir o.au>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

I have run agarose gels since 1982 at 2 different universities and multiple

departments and the practice of re-using agarose gels seems very unique and

not widespread which is, perhaps, the reason you're not getting a response.

 Aside from the safety aspect, technically, I would be hesitant to reuse

gels that might contain DNA fragments, to cut-out gel pieces and isolate

DNA for plasmid constructs or for a southern/northern blots (background!!).

 The cost of the agarose is the issue for your PI, probably not the

disposal charges.  Agarose does become fragile when left melted for a

couple weeks in a warming oven, so I suspect that it can be used until it

falls apart (pretty self limiting). However, your safety question boils

down to (no pun intended) what becomes of the EtBr when repeatedly heated?

Karen

At 12:20 PM 12/12/03 +1100, you wrote:

>Third time lucky!  Have posted this request previously but have not had any

>responses through.  Can I assume that the majority of labs don't recycle or

>reuse gels containing ethidium?

>

>Your help in this matter would be greatly appreciated.

>

>

>Dear Biosafety folk,

>

>Following on from the recent discussion on Ethidium bromide disposal, I've

>had a question put to me from the lab users and would appreciate the lists

>advice.  The question relates to the current practice of reusing agarose gel

>that had been "used" with EtBr.

>

>The process as explained to me is as follows, used agarose gels that may

>contain EtBr (or have been exposed to EtBr in buffer solutions or baths) are

>chopped into small chunks, placed in beakers and melted down in the

>microwave for re-use (microwaved on high, approx 850 watt, for a couple of

>minutes).  Once melted, additional EtBr is then added to the recycled gel or

>through the subsequent baths and buffers.  The scientist was not able to

>identify a distinct number of times that a gel may be recycled in this

>manner before they dispose of it.

>

>My questions relate to the process of re-melting the gel:

>

>1.  Would the temps within the microwave be high enough to generate HBr? or

>any other unexpected substances?

>2.  Is there another safer method that may be employed for the recycling of

>agarose?  Or is this practice not fesible?

>3.  If this practice was seen as OK, is there any guidance on an upper limit

>for the number of times a gel is recycled?

>

>Your assistance is greatly appreciated.

>

>Regards,

>Sonya

>

>********************************************************************

>Sonya Watson

>Occupational Health, Safety and Environment Co-ordinator

>CSIRO Livestock Industries

>306 Carmody Road, ST LUCIA  QLD  4067

>

>Ph:  07 3214 2367

>Fax:  07 3214 2224

*******************************

Karen E.S. Shaw

Center for Comparative Medicine

County Rd 98 and Hutchison Dr

University of California, Davis

Davis, CA 95616

(530) 752-1561

(530) 752-7914 fax

Facilities Coordinator

kesshaw@ucdavis.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 12 Dec 2003 10:34:04 -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:      Re: Re-use of gels
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        charset="iso-8859-1"
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Back in the day when I was in the lab (under-funded academic lab - years

ago) there were times when we would reuse gels.  It is theoretically

easy enough to run off small fragments and reload a size marker in a new

lane, but it is certainly not ideal.  When this was done, the gels were

often restained as the EtBr runs "up" the gel as opposed to the DNA

which runs "down" the gel.  From a technical standpoint, remelting

agarose also makes determining the percentage of the gel less precise.

  ----- Original Message -----

  From: Karen Shaw

  To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

  Sent: Friday, December 12, 2003 10:25 AM

  Subject: Re: Re-use of gels

  I have run agarose gels since 1982 at 2 different universities and

multiple

  departments and the practice of re-using agarose gels seems very

unique and

  not widespread which is, perhaps, the reason you're not getting a

response.

   Aside from the safety aspect, technically, I would be hesitant to

reuse

  gels that might contain DNA fragments, to cut-out gel pieces and

isolate

  DNA for plasmid constructs or for a southern/northern blots

(background!!).

   The cost of the agarose is the issue for your PI, probably not the

  disposal charges.  Agarose does become fragile when left melted for a

  couple weeks in a warming oven, so I suspect that it can be used until

it

  falls apart (pretty self limiting). However, your safety question

boils

  down to (no pun intended) what becomes of the EtBr when repeatedly

heated?

  Karen

  At 12:20 PM 12/12/03 +1100, you wrote:

  >Third time lucky!  Have posted this request previously but have not

had any

  >responses through.  Can I assume that the majority of labs don't

recycle or

  >reuse gels containing ethidium?

  >

  >Your help in this matter would be greatly appreciated.

  >

  >

  >Dear Biosafety folk,

  >

  >Following on from the recent discussion on Ethidium bromide disposal,

I've

  >had a question put to me from the lab users and would appreciate the

lists

  >advice.  The question relates to the current practice of reusing

agarose gel

  >that had been "used" with EtBr.

  >

  >The process as explained to me is as follows, used agarose gels that

may

  >contain EtBr (or have been exposed to EtBr in buffer solutions or

baths) are

  >chopped into small chunks, placed in beakers and melted down in the

  >microwave for re-use (microwaved on high, approx 850 watt, for a

couple of

  >minutes).  Once melted, additional EtBr is then added to the recycled

gel or

  >through the subsequent baths and buffers.  The scientist was not able

to

  >identify a distinct number of times that a gel may be recycled in

this

  >manner before they dispose of it.

  >

  >My questions relate to the process of re-melting the gel:

  >

  >1.  Would the temps within the microwave be high enough to generate

HBr? or

  >any other unexpected substances?

  >2.  Is there another safer method that may be employed for the

recycling of

  >agarose?  Or is this practice not fesible?

  >3.  If this practice was seen as OK, is there any guidance on an

upper limit

  >for the number of times a gel is recycled?

  >

  >Your assistance is greatly appreciated.

  >

  >Regards,

  >Sonya

  >

  >********************************************************************

  >Sonya Watson

  >Occupational Health, Safety and Environment Co-ordinator

  >CSIRO Livestock Industries

  >306 Carmody Road, ST LUCIA  QLD  4067

  >

  >Ph:  07 3214 2367

  >Fax:  07 3214 2224

  *******************************

  Karen E.S. Shaw

  Center for Comparative Medicine

  County Rd 98 and Hutchison Dr

  University of California, Davis

  Davis, CA 95616

  (530) 752-1561

  (530) 752-7914 fax

  Facilities Coordinator

  kesshaw@ucdavis.edu
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Date:         Fri, 12 Dec 2003 16:42:29 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Borzynski, Leonard" <lborzyns@FACILITIES.BUFFALO.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Has anyone seen this from FDA...

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Jeff,

Thanks for the information. We have a central bakery for our campus, but the

FDA stated in a phone conversation that we did not have to register.

I left a message to call me, but you can ignore it as it was regarding this

issue.

Len

Leonard J. Borzynski, CIH

Biosafety Officer

University at Buffalo

Occupational & Environmental Safety

220 Winspear Ave.

Buffalo, NY 14215-1034

Ph (716) 829-3301

Fx (716) 829-2704

lborzyns@facilities.buffalo.edu

 -----Original Message-----

From:   Jeffrey Good [mailto:rsojmg@GWUMC.EDU]

Sent:   Wednesday, December 10, 2003 12:21 PM

To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject:        Has anyone seen this from FDA...

Sorry for the cross postings:

This is an informational request relating from our General Counsel's office

relating to new FDA regulations:::

  Is anyone aware of the Interim Rule published by the U.S. Food and Drug

Administration on October 10, 2003 that requires food distribution

facilities to register with the FDA by December 12, 2003 in order for the

FDA to contact them in the event of a terrorist threat to the food supply.

This Rule was promulgated pursuant to the Bioterrorism Act of 2002 and has

been interpreted by some as possibly requiring colleges and universities to

register.  There are exemptions for restaurants, retail food establishments

and nonprofit food establishments. It seems clear that college cafeterias,

vending machines and snack bars are covered under the restaurant exemption

and that college bookstores would be covered under the retail food

establishments. However, because the Rule requires each facility of an

entity to separately register, there is the feeling that if food is prepared

and stored in a separate facility other than the cafeteria for distribution

to the cafeteria, then that separate facility must register.  Also, the

exemption for nonprofits seems limited to charitable entities such as food

banks and soup kitchens.

  Any guidance you can provide would be greatly appreciated.

  Thank you.

Jeff

Jeffrey M. Good

Director,

Research Safety, BioSecurity, & Emergency Management

The George Washington University Medical Center

rsojmg@gwumc.edu

www.gwumc.edu/research/labsafety.htm

(202) 994-3282 OFFICE

(202) 994-2522 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:         "Ragland, Clyde" <cragland@TIGR.ORG>

Subject:      BSO as IBC Chair?

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Has anyone heard of a situation where a full-time Biosafety Officer was

also the chair of the IBC?

Thanks!

Clyde

R. Clyde Ragland, PE

Environmental Health & Safety Manager

The Institute for Genomic Research (TIGR)

9712 Medical Center Drive

Rockville, MD 20850

301-838-3518

301-838-0208(fax)

clyde.ragland@tigr.org

http://www.tigr.org
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Date:         Fri, 12 Dec 2003 14:17:57 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrea Maki <Andrea.Maki@CELLGENESYS.COM>

Subject:      Re: BSO as IBC Chair?

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Uh yep. I am.

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Ragland, Clyde

Sent: Friday, December 12, 2003 1:54 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSO as IBC Chair?

Has anyone heard of a situation where a full-time Biosafety Officer was

also the chair of the IBC?

Thanks!

Clyde

R. Clyde Ragland, PE

Environmental Health & Safety Manager

The Institute for Genomic Research (TIGR)

9712 Medical Center Drive

Rockville, MD 20850

301-838-3518

301-838-0208(fax)

clyde.ragland@tigr.org

http://www.tigr.org
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Date:         Fri, 12 Dec 2003 17:38:42 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Ragland, Clyde" <cragland@TIGR.ORG>

Subject:      Re: BSO as IBC Chair?

MIME-Version: 1.0
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And does it work out all right?  Any problems/issues?

Clyde

R. Clyde Ragland, PE

Environmental Health & Safety Manager

The Institute for Genomic Research (TIGR)

9712 Medical Center Drive

Rockville, MD 20850

301-838-3518

301-838-0208(fax)

clyde.ragland@tigr.org

http://www.tigr.org

-----Original Message-----

From: Ragland, Clyde

Sent: Friday, December 12, 2003 4:54 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSO as IBC Chair?

Has anyone heard of a situation where a full-time Biosafety Officer was

also the chair of the IBC?

Thanks!

Clyde

R. Clyde Ragland, PE

Environmental Health & Safety Manager

The Institute for Genomic Research (TIGR)

9712 Medical Center Drive

Rockville, MD 20850

301-838-3518

301-838-0208(fax)

clyde.ragland@tigr.org

http://www.tigr.org
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Date:         Fri, 12 Dec 2003 14:47:26 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrea Maki <Andrea.Maki@CELLGENESYS.COM>

Subject:      Re: BSO as IBC Chair?

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Well to be honest it's a huge pain in the butt!  I'm also the Director

of EH&S for the whole company so I have staff in four locations that I

have to manage, and keep up all of the regular EH&S related activities. 

We only register about 12-15 new programs a year but with all of the

other duties I have on my plate it is never ending collecting data,

arranging meetings, hunting down the researchers.  I do what I can and I

wouldn't trade it for anything but it would be great to have an IBC

administrator who manages all of the program registrations.

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Ragland, Clyde

Sent: Friday, December 12, 2003 2:39 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: BSO as IBC Chair?

And does it work out all right?  Any problems/issues?

Clyde

R. Clyde Ragland, PE

Environmental Health & Safety Manager

The Institute for Genomic Research (TIGR)

9712 Medical Center Drive

Rockville, MD 20850

301-838-3518

301-838-0208(fax)

clyde.ragland@tigr.org

http://www.tigr.org

-----Original Message-----

From: Ragland, Clyde

Sent: Friday, December 12, 2003 4:54 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: BSO as IBC Chair?

Has anyone heard of a situation where a full-time Biosafety Officer was

also the chair of the IBC?

Thanks!

Clyde

R. Clyde Ragland, PE

Environmental Health & Safety Manager

The Institute for Genomic Research (TIGR)

9712 Medical Center Drive

Rockville, MD 20850

301-838-3518

301-838-0208(fax)

clyde.ragland@tigr.org

http://www.tigr.org
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Date:         Mon, 15 Dec 2003 07:02:02 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: BSO as IBC Chair?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Ditto!

Andrea Maki wrote:

> Uh yep. I am.

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Ragland, Clyde

> Sent: Friday, December 12, 2003 1:54 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: BSO as IBC Chair?

>

> Has anyone heard of a situation where a full-time Biosafety Officer was also

the chair of the IBC?

>

> Thanks!

>

> Clyde

>

> R. Clyde Ragland, PE

> Environmental Health & Safety Manager

> The Institute for Genomic Research (TIGR)

> 9712 Medical Center Drive

> Rockville, MD 20850

> 301-838-3518

> 301-838-0208(fax)

> clyde.ragland@tigr.org

> http://www.tigr.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 15 Dec 2003 07:02:50 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Barry D. Cohen" <bcohen@TKTX.COM>

Organization: TKT

Subject:      Re: BSO as IBC Chair?

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Ditto, again!

Andrea Maki wrote:

> Well to be honest it's a huge pain in the butt!  I'm also the Director of EH&S

for the whole company so I have staff in four locations that I have to manage,

and keep up all of the regular EH&S related activities.  We only register about

12-15 new programs a year but with all of the other duties I have on my plate it

is never ending collecting data, arranging meetings, hunting down the

researchers.  I do what I can and I wouldn't trade it for anything but it would

be great to have an IBC administrator who manages all of the program

registrations.

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

> Behalf Of Ragland, Clyde

> Sent: Friday, December 12, 2003 2:39 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: Re: BSO as IBC Chair?

>

> And does it work out all right?  Any problems/issues?

>

> Clyde

>

> R. Clyde Ragland, PE

> Environmental Health & Safety Manager

> The Institute for Genomic Research (TIGR)

> 9712 Medical Center Drive

> Rockville, MD 20850

> 301-838-3518

> 301-838-0208(fax)

> clyde.ragland@tigr.org

> http://www.tigr.org

>

> -----Original Message-----

> From: Ragland, Clyde

> Sent: Friday, December 12, 2003 4:54 PM

> To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

> Subject: BSO as IBC Chair?

>

> Has anyone heard of a situation where a full-time Biosafety Officer was also

the chair of the IBC?

>

> Thanks!

>

> Clyde

>

> R. Clyde Ragland, PE

> Environmental Health & Safety Manager

> The Institute for Genomic Research (TIGR)

> 9712 Medical Center Drive

> Rockville, MD 20850

> 301-838-3518

> 301-838-0208(fax)

> clyde.ragland@tigr.org

> http://www.tigr.org
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Date:         Mon, 15 Dec 2003 13:36:34 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tina Charbonneau <tcharbonneau@TRUDEAUINSTITUTE.ORG>

Subject:      Small animal irradiators

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

Hi folks,

I know this really isn't a Biosafety question  but I know of no other site

 where I might be able to get this info...

Currently we have a Gammacell 40 small animal irradiator,  the manufacturer=

 is Nordion.  Does anyone know of another manufacturer for such equipment.

 Also,  I have heard somewhere that there is a type of x-ray machine that

could be used for the same purpose.

Feel free to contact me off the site.

As always,  thanks so much for your help!

Tina

Tina Charbonneau,

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

154 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12980

518-891-3080 x372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 15 Dec 2003 11:20:13 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "DWAN (Don Wang)" <wangd@ZGI.COM>

Subject:      Re: Small animal irradiators

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

The irradiator we use is made by JL Sheppard.  They are based out of

California.  If you like the specifics, please contact me.

Donald Wang

Health and Safety Manager

ZymoGenetics, Inc.

1201 Eastlake Avenue East

Seattle, WA  98102-3702

Phone:  (206) 442-6791

Fax:      (206) 442-6810

Email:    WangD@zgi.com <mailto:WangD@zgi.com>

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Tina Charbonneau

Sent: Monday, December 15, 2003 10:37 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Small animal irradiators

Hi folks,

I know this really isn't a Biosafety question  but I know of no other

site  where I might be able to get this info...

Currently we have a Gammacell 40 small animal irradiator,  the

manufacturer is Nordion.  Does anyone know of another manufacturer for

such equipment.  Also,  I have heard somewhere that there is a type of

x-ray machine that could be used for the same purpose.

Feel free to contact me off the site.

As always,  thanks so much for your help!

Tina

Tina Charbonneau,

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

154 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12980

518-891-3080 x372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 15 Dec 2003 11:25:50 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrea Maki <Andrea.Maki@CELLGENESYS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Small animal irradiators

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

We have the same ones. The one for small animals is a Mark I-30 Cesium

137 source.

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of DWAN (Don Wang)

Sent: Monday, December 15, 2003 11:20 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: Small animal irradiators

The irradiator we use is made by JL Sheppard.  They are based out of

California.  If you like the specifics, please contact me.

Donald Wang

Health and Safety Manager

ZymoGenetics, Inc.

1201 Eastlake Avenue East

Seattle, WA  98102-3702

Phone:  (206) 442-6791

Fax:      (206) 442-6810

Email:    WangD@zgi.com <mailto:WangD@zgi.com>

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Tina Charbonneau

Sent: Monday, December 15, 2003 10:37 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Small animal irradiators

Hi folks,

I know this really isn't a Biosafety question  but I know of no other

site  where I might be able to get this info...

Currently we have a Gammacell 40 small animal irradiator,  the

manufacturer is Nordion.  Does anyone know of another manufacturer for

such equipment.  Also,  I have heard somewhere that there is a type of

x-ray machine that could be used for the same purpose.

Feel free to contact me off the site.

As always,  thanks so much for your help!

Tina

Tina Charbonneau,

Safety Coordinator

Trudeau Institute

154 Algonquin Ave

Saranac Lake, NY  12980

518-891-3080 x372

tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 15 Dec 2003 13:13:07 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Karen Shaw <kesshaw@UCDAVIS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Small animal irradiators

In-Reply-To:  <8C897533E9D1A8478FE109A1379E348521392E@hqsvr01mail.cgi.com >

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

Ours is also from JL Sheppard in San Fernando, CA.  Karen

At 11:25 AM 12/15/03, you wrote:

>We have the same ones. The one for small animals is a Mark I-30 Cesium 137

>source.

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

>Behalf Of DWAN (Don Wang)

>Sent: Monday, December 15, 2003 11:20 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Re: Small animal irradiators

>

>

>The irradiator we use is made by JL Sheppard.  They are based out of

>California.  If you like the specifics, please contact me.

>

>Donald Wang

>Health and Safety Manager

>ZymoGenetics, Inc.

>1201 Eastlake Avenue East

>Seattle, WA  98102-3702

>

>Phone:  (206) 442-6791

>Fax:      (206) 442-6810

>Email:    WangD@zgi.com <mailto:WangD@zgi.com>

>

>

>-----Original Message-----

>From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

>Behalf Of Tina Charbonneau

>Sent: Monday, December 15, 2003 10:37 AM

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: Small animal irradiators

>

>

>Hi folks,

>

>I know this really isn't a Biosafety question  but I know of no other

>site  where I might be able to get this info...

>

>Currently we have a Gammacell 40 small animal irradiator,  the

>manufacturer is Nordion.  Does anyone know of another manufacturer for

>such equipment.  Also,  I have heard somewhere that there is a type of

>x-ray machine that could be used for the same purpose.

>

>Feel free to contact me off the site.

>

>As always,  thanks so much for your help!

>

>Tina

>

>Tina Charbonneau,

>Safety Coordinator

>Trudeau Institute

>154 Algonquin Ave

>Saranac Lake, NY  12980

>518-891-3080 x372

>tcharbonneau@trudeauinstitute.org

*******************************

Karen E.S. Shaw

Center for Comparative Medicine

County Rd 98 and Hutchison Dr

University of California, Davis

Davis, CA 95616

(530) 752-1561

(530) 752-7914 fax

Facilities Coordinator

kesshaw@ucdavis.edu
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Date:         Mon, 15 Dec 2003 16:08:45 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Morgan Margaret-AMM076 <Peggy@MOTOROLA.COM>

Subject:      Shipping genomic material and dead organisms to Singapore

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Hi everyone,

We want to ship extracted genomic material from several respiratory viruses and

bacteria, as well as heat inactivated viruses and bugs, internationally. The

destination is Singapore.  Can anyone tell me about packaging and labelling

required for these two classes of material, or where I could get the correct

information?

Also do we require an export permit, and does Singapore have import regulations. 

Any pointers on where I can find out what is required would be greatly,

Thank you,

Margaret (Peggy) Morgan, Ph.D,

Principal Staff Scientist and BioSafety Officer,

Clinical Micro Sensors

A Motorola Company

Pasadena CA 91105.

ph. 626 584 5900 ext 432

cell 626 484 2589.

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 16 Dec 2003 14:05:15 -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:      fungal contaminated cell culture...

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

I am helping a PI who is suffering from a fungal contamination problem.  He

is culturing murine 3T3 cells on DMEM media supplemented with either calf or

fetal calf serum.  The problems are showing up usually about 2-3 weeks into

the cycle, other than that- no obvious pattern.  I recently rescanned the

supply and exhaust HEPA on their biosafety cabinet.  The BSC runs 24/7.  The

incubator has a new filter in it, and they keep it wiped out religiously.

Between the limited ideas I have for them, and the things they have already

tried, we're a bit short on ideas.  They are doing allot of things right.  I

know this is a bit like saying, "my car is squeaking, what's wrong with it?"

So- I am not asking for a definitive answer, just ideas.

I read one website that cited dust mites as a major culprit of fungal

contamination.  ?

Thanks for any help you can offer,

Rick Scott

East Carolina University

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 16 Dec 2003 14:21:41 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Vic D'Amato <vdamato@MASIMAX.COM>

Subject:      Re: fungal contaminated cell culture...

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Scott;

I had a similar problem with mold contamination in media, which was

definitely incubator-related.  We changed out the water reservoirs,

water lines, and the tygon tubing lines for the CO2.  This seemed to

solve the problem in one case.  For another incubator, we had to resort

to decontaminating the incubator using formaldehyde, which seemed to

solve the problem.

Good luck.

Victor J. D'Amato, CIH, CSP

Deputy Director, Environmental Health and Safety Services

MasiMax Resources, Inc.

11417 Sunset Hills Road, Suite 225

Reston, Virginia  20190

(o) 571-203-7766 ext. 109

(f)  571-203-7911

vdamato@masimax.com

www.masimax.com

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Scott, Rick

Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2003 2:05 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: fungal contaminated cell culture...

I am helping a PI who is suffering from a fungal contamination problem. 

He

is culturing murine 3T3 cells on DMEM media supplemented with either

calf or

fetal calf serum.  The problems are showing up usually about 2-3 weeks

into

the cycle, other than that- no obvious pattern.  I recently rescanned

the

supply and exhaust HEPA on their biosafety cabinet.  The BSC runs 24/7. 

The

incubator has a new filter in it, and they keep it wiped out

religiously.

Between the limited ideas I have for them, and the things they have

already

tried, we're a bit short on ideas.  They are doing allot of things

right.  I

know this is a bit like saying, "my car is squeaking, what's wrong with

it?"

So- I am not asking for a definitive answer, just ideas.

I read one website that cited dust mites as a major culprit of fungal

contamination.  ?

Thanks for any help you can offer,

Rick Scott

East Carolina University

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 16 Dec 2003 11:32:30 -0800

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:      Re: fungal contaminated cell culture...

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="=_2C72C1FF.D1B0DDFC"

--=_2C72C1FF.D1B0DDFC

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Have you spoken to the incubator vendor.   Does it have a small fan to

recirculate the air?  I recall one particular model which had problems

with the propellers on the fan supporting fungal growth...they changed

them out ones constructed of another material.

It also helps to check humidity of lab...we have found in our area if you

have high humidity you could have many spores in the room air and it only

takes 1 to tag along on a glove, etc.

Melinda

>>> SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU 12/16/03 11:05AM >>>

I am helping a PI who is suffering from a fungal contamination problem. 

He

is culturing murine 3T3 cells on DMEM media supplemented with either calf

or

fetal calf serum.  The problems are showing up usually about 2-3 weeks

into

the cycle, other than that- no obvious pattern.  I recently rescanned the

supply and exhaust HEPA on their biosafety cabinet.  The BSC runs 24/7. 

The

incubator has a new filter in it, and they keep it wiped out religiously.

Between the limited ideas I have for them, and the things they have

already

tried, we're a bit short on ideas.  They are doing allot of things right. 

I

know this is a bit like saying, "my car is squeaking, what's wrong with

it?"

So- I am not asking for a definitive answer, just ideas.

I read one website that cited dust mites as a major culprit of fungal

contamination.  ?

Thanks for any help you can offer,

Rick Scott

East Carolina University

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 16 Dec 2003 14:42:02 -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: fungal contaminated cell culture...

In-Reply-To:  <BBA4B54E0CE9E646AE3C90D55F39EF39071DEC43@ecumed.ecu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="=====================_20803750==_.ALT"

--=====================_20803750==_.ALT

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed

If the incubator is more than a few years old you may want to check the CO2

monitor port.  In some of the older models of incubators this line was not

equipped with a filter and thus you had a piece of tubing running from the

outside of the incubator to the inside which would develop condensation in

the line with subsequent mold growth.  Every time the door was open and

closed you had the potential to contaminate the incubator interior.  Might

be a long shot but something you can easily check out.

The only other suggestion I would have is look at the technique of the

folks doing the cell culture.  Are they working appropriately within the

BSC, are they using good sterile technique, etc.  In my experience it

contamination issues are typically a result of bad technique rather than a

Bad HEPA filter.

tentiallyWe noted thatAt 02:05 PM 12/16/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>I am helping a PI who is suffering from a fungal contamination problem.  He

>is culturing murine 3T3 cells on DMEM media supplemented with either calf or

>fetal calf serum.  The problems are showing up usually about 2-3 weeks into

>the cycle, other than that- no obvious pattern.  I recently rescanned the

>supply and exhaust HEPA on their biosafety cabinet.  The BSC runs 24/7.  The

>incubator has a new filter in it, and they keep it wiped out religiously.

>Between the limited ideas I have for them, and the things they have already

>tried, we're a bit short on ideas.  They are doing allot of things right.  I

>know this is a bit like saying, "my car is squeaking, what's wrong with it?"

>So- I am not asking for a definitive answer, just ideas.

>

>

>I read one website that cited dust mites as a major culprit of fungal

>contamination.  ?

>

>Thanks for any help you can offer,

>

>Rick Scott

>East Carolina University

______________________________________________________________________________

Biological Safety Officer

Environment, Health, Safety

SAIC-Frederick

National Cancer Institute -

Frederick

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

email: jkozlovac@mail.ncifcrf.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 16 Dec 2003 14:38:15 -0500

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: fungal contaminated cell culture...

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3C40C.25FC63D6"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C3C40C.25FC63D6

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

A couple of suggestions...

Sometimes the trays and/or shelves that culturists use to shift their

cultures on are either:

        1.  Not cleaned often enough (soap & water first, then wrapped

and

autoclaved OR chemically sterilized before use)

        2.  Not made of cleanable materials (i.e.:  cardboard, rusty

metal

edges, "rolled" metal edges that can't be really cleaned, etc.))

If carts are used to transport TC cultures and/or culturing materials,

check

UNDER the shelves and see if there is cardboard glued to it (it's there

for

sound dampening--but spores & other dirt stick).  Also make sure the

carts

get a good cleaning/

surface disinfecting every once in a while, especially if carts are used

as

an auxiliary work surface.

Paula Moravek

Chemistry & Biochemistry Department

Biosafety Officer - Environmental & Occupational Safety

Worcester Polytechnic Institute, GH128

Worcester, MA   01609

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf

Of Melinda Young

Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2003 2:33 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: fungal contaminated cell culture...

Have you spoken to the incubator vendor.   Does it have a small fan to

recirculate the air?  I recall one particular model which had problems

with

the propellers on the fan supporting fungal growth...they changed them

out

ones constructed of another material.

It also helps to check humidity of lab...we have found in our area if

you

have high humidity you could have many spores in the room air and it

only

takes 1 to tag along on a glove, etc.

Melinda

>>> SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU 12/16/03 11:05AM >>>

I am helping a PI who is suffering from a fungal contamination problem. 

He

is culturing murine 3T3 cells on DMEM media supplemented with either

calf or

fetal calf serum.  The problems are showing up usually about 2-3 weeks

into

the cycle, other than that- no obvious pattern.  I recently rescanned

the

supply and exhaust HEPA on their biosafety cabinet.  The BSC runs 24/7. 

The

incubator has a new filter in it, and they keep it wiped out

religiously.

Between the limited ideas I have for them, and the things they have

already

tried, we're a bit short on ideas.  They are doing allot of things

right.  I

know this is a bit like saying, "my car is squeaking, what's wrong with

it?"

So- I am not asking for a definitive answer, just ideas.

I read one website that cited dust mites as a major culprit of fungal

contamination.  ?

Thanks for any help you can offer,

Rick Scott

East Carolina University

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 16 Dec 2003 14:49:54 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Steve Brown <sabrow1@UKY.EDU>

Subject:      Mold contamination

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

One of our labs recently had a similar problem.  I traced it back to

contaminated pipet-aids.  One had mold growing in the nosepiece and a

second one had a moldy cotton plug from a pipette stuck in it.

It has been my experience that most labs rarely (never) clean

their pipet-aids.  Its a good idea to always have a clean one

available for use when culture media is drawn up into a handpiece.

Steve Brown

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 16 Dec 2003 15:46:03 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM>

Subject:      Re: fungal contaminated cell culture...

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; format=flowed

Hi Rick,

I agree with the others - most likely the incubator but I had one case of

contamination that was traced to the BSC - under the work surface.  I know,

theoretically what is under the work surface should not be able to

contaminate the work surface itself.  However in reality it was.  Removed

the work surface and thoroughly cleaned the bottom and plenum space (all

very, very dirty).  Contamination ended.

Another thought is to clean the incubator with a quat - very fungistatic in

high dilution and leaves a residue.  If the TC cells are very sensitive,

they may not like the quat either.

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: "Scott, Rick" <SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: fungal contaminated cell culture...

>Date: Tue, 16 Dec 2003 14:05:15 -0500

>

>I am helping a PI who is suffering from a fungal contamination problem.  He

>is culturing murine 3T3 cells on DMEM media supplemented with either calf

>or

>fetal calf serum.  The problems are showing up usually about 2-3 weeks into

>the cycle, other than that- no obvious pattern.  I recently rescanned the

>supply and exhaust HEPA on their biosafety cabinet.  The BSC runs 24/7.

>The

>incubator has a new filter in it, and they keep it wiped out religiously.

>Between the limited ideas I have for them, and the things they have already

>tried, we're a bit short on ideas.  They are doing allot of things right.

>I

>know this is a bit like saying, "my car is squeaking, what's wrong with

>it?"

>So- I am not asking for a definitive answer, just ideas.

>

>

>I read one website that cited dust mites as a major culprit of fungal

>contamination.  ?

>

>Thanks for any help you can offer,

>

>Rick Scott

>East Carolina University

_________________________________________________________________
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Date:         Tue, 16 Dec 2003 13:23:18 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Zuckerman, Mark" <Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM>

Subject:      Need vendors for enclosures that would house robots  to meet

              Class II Type B1 and higher specifications for biosafety cabinet

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Has anyone successfully used vendors to make enclosures to house robots

that would maintain a sterile environment i.e. meet at least biosafety

cabinet Class II Type B1 and higher-Robots generally on lab bench-May or

may not be needed to be ducted.

You can contact me off line if you want with your recommendations. If

possible include both email/phone number and address of vendor.

thanks

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.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:         "Thompson, Larry" <ljthompson@TIFTON.UGA.EDU>

Subject:      USDA BL3 requirements
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To ever helpful and knowledgeable Biosafety group,

We are starting construction on a BL3 laboratory, for work with the

USDA's 8 exotic agents of concern (FMD, hog cholera, HP Av flu, Exotic

Newcastle, Rinderpest, African Swine fever, Cont Bov Pleuropneumonia,

and my favorite disease name Lumpy Skin Disease).

I have some questions on USDA inspection and requirements.  BTW this

will not be a BS-Agriculture type lab. 

Can someone identify a USDA contact for me?

Thanks,

Larry

Larry J. Thompson, DVM PhD DABVT CBSP

Clinical Toxicologist

University of Georgia-Veterinary Diagnostic Laboratory

43 Brighton Road, Tifton, GA  31793-3000

Phone 229-386-3340    Fax  229-386-7128

E-mail    LJThompson@tifton.uga.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:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: fungal contaminated cell culture...
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You've gotten lots of good possible answers Scott.  I couldn't resist

adding my experience.  I think I told this story years ago to the

group.

I had a fungal contamination problem, once.  After months and months of

cleaning, etc. I just happened to notice one day when I opened the

incubator first thing in the morning, that water droplets had formed on

its ceiling AND one of them just happened to fall before my very eyes.

It landed just beside the rim of one of the plates and it seemed to

bounce back up into the space between the plate's rim and it's top. The

mysterious contamination more often happened in plates versus flasks.  I

started using plates only when I had to.  When I did, I would first

gently suck out any bubbles of trapped media, before I even opened the

plate and then I would wipe the plate rim with an alcohol dipped sterile

gauze pad before I changed the media.  I still cleaned the incubator

everyday, but I think the change in technique was the solution because I

never had another case of the dreaded FUNGAL INFECTION!

Judy Pointer

UNM

>>> SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU 12/16/2003 12:05:15 PM >>>

I am helping a PI who is suffering from a fungal contamination problem.

 He

is culturing murine 3T3 cells on DMEM media supplemented with either

calf or

fetal calf serum.  The problems are showing up usually about 2-3 weeks

into

the cycle, other than that- no obvious pattern.  I recently rescanned

the

supply and exhaust HEPA on their biosafety cabinet.  The BSC runs 24/7.

 The

incubator has a new filter in it, and they keep it wiped out

religiously.

Between the limited ideas I have for them, and the things they have

already

tried, we're a bit short on ideas.  They are doing allot of things

right.  I

know this is a bit like saying, "my car is squeaking, what's wrong with

it?"

So- I am not asking for a definitive answer, just ideas.

I read one website that cited dust mites as a major culprit of fungal

contamination.  ?

Thanks for any help you can offer,

Rick Scott

East Carolina University
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Wallace,Ronald" <Rwallace@ADP.UCHC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: USDA BL3 requirements
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For SAP it's Dr. Denise L. Spencer, for other I think it's Dr. Linda

Kahn.

Tel: (301) 734 3277<?xml:namespace prefix  o ns 

"urn:schemas-microsoft-com:office:office" />

FAX (301) 734 8226

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of Thompson, Larry

Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2003 4:34 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: USDA BL3 requirements

To ever helpful and knowledgeable Biosafety group,

We are starting construction on a BL3 laboratory, for work with the

USDA's 8 exotic agents of concern (FMD, hog cholera, HP Av flu, Exotic

Newcastle, Rinderpest, African Swine fever, Cont Bov Pleuropneumonia,

and my favorite disease name Lumpy Skin Disease).

I have some questions on USDA inspection and requirements.  BTW this

will not be a BS-Agriculture type lab. 

Can someone identify a USDA contact for me?

Thanks,

Larry

Larry J. Thompson, DVM PhD DABVT CBSP

Clinical Toxicologist

University of Georgia-Veterinary Diagnostic Laboratory

43 Brighton Road, Tifton, GA  31793-3000

Phone 229-386-3340    Fax  229-386-7128

E-mail    LJThompson@tifton.uga.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:         Judy Pointer <JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: USDA BL3 requirements
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I don't have a contact name but I have the link to the

 United States Department of Agriculture Research, Education, and

Economics ARS * CSREES * ERS * NASS Manual : ARS Facilities Design

Standards.  Section 9 covers biohazard facility specs.

http://www.afm.ars.usda.gov/ppweb/242-01m.htm

>>> ljthompson@TIFTON.UGA.EDU 12/16/2003 2:33:36 PM >>>

To ever helpful and knowledgeable Biosafety group, We are starting

construction on a BL3 laboratory, for work with the USDA's 8 exotic

agents of concern (FMD, hog cholera, HP Av flu, Exotic Newcastle,

Rinderpest, African Swine fever, Cont Bov Pleuropneumonia, and my

favorite disease name Lumpy Skin Disease). I have some questions on USDA

inspection and requirements.  BTW this will not be a BS-Agriculture type

lab.   Can someone identify a USDA contact for me?Thanks,Larry Larry J.

Thompson, DVM PhD DABVT CBSP

Clinical Toxicologist

University of Georgia-Veterinary Diagnostic Laboratory

43 Brighton Road, Tifton, GA  31793-3000

Phone 229-386-3340    Fax  229-386-7128 E-mail

LJThompson@tifton.uga.edu
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Alice Frazier <Alice.Frazier@NPS.ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: USDA BL3 requirements
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Dr. Kiley is key contact on USDA Ag Facilities Containment Standards and

Dr. Spencer is key contact for Ag. Pathogens/Permits:

Michael P. Kiley, Senior Biosafety and Biocontainment Advisor

USDA, ARS, Homeland Security Office

5601 Sunnyside Ave., 2-1110

Beltsville, MD 20705-5138

Tel: (301) 504-4734 Fax: (301) 504-5002

Email: mpk@ars.usda.gov

Dr. Denise L. Spencer, Senior Staff Veterinarian

APHIS, VS

4700 River Road, Unit 40

Riverdale, MD 20737-1231

Tel: (301) 734-3277

Email: Denise.L.Spencer@aphis.usda.gov

Alice R. Frazier, Program Assistant

USDA, ARS, Homeland Security Unit

Tel: (301) 504-4764

Fax: (301) 504-5002

ARF@ars.usda.gov

>>> ljthompson@TIFTON.UGA.EDU 12/16/03 04:33PM >>>

To ever helpful and knowledgeable Biosafety group,

We are starting construction on a BL3 laboratory, for work with the

USDA's 8 exotic agents of concern (FMD, hog cholera, HP Av flu,

Exotic Newcastle, Rinderpest, African Swine fever, Cont Bov

Pleuropneumonia, and my favorite disease name Lumpy Skin Disease).

I have some questions on USDA inspection and requirements.  BTW this

will not be a BS-Agriculture type lab.

Can someone identify a USDA contact for me?

Thanks,

Larry

Larry J. Thompson, DVM PhD DABVT CBSP

Clinical Toxicologist

University of Georgia-Veterinary Diagnostic Laboratory

43 Brighton Road, Tifton, GA  31793-3000

Phone 229-386-3340    Fax  229-386-7128

E-mail    LJThompson@tifton.uga.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:         pr18@COLUMBIA.EDU

Subject:      Re: fungal contaminated cell culture...
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MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1
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We had a similar problem in which the PI was doing everything

right but was still getting contamination-this includes careful

cleaning of the incubator.  It stopped when they had their

incubator formaldehyde-gas deconned,

Paul RubockQuoting "Scott, Rick" <SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU>:

> I am helping a PI who is suffering from a fungal contamination

> problem.  He

> is culturing murine 3T3 cells on DMEM media supplemented with

> either calf or

> fetal calf serum.  The problems are showing up usually about 2-3

> weeks into

> the cycle, other than that- no obvious pattern.  I recently

> rescanned the

> supply and exhaust HEPA on their biosafety cabinet.  The BSC runs

> 24/7.  The

> incubator has a new filter in it, and they keep it wiped out

> religiously.

> Between the limited ideas I have for them, and the things they

> have already

> tried, we're a bit short on ideas.  They are doing allot of

> things right.  I

> know this is a bit like saying, "my car is squeaking, what's

> wrong with it?"

> So- I am not asking for a definitive answer, just ideas.

>

>

> I read one website that cited dust mites as a major culprit of

> fungal

> contamination.  ?

>

> Thanks for any help you can offer,

>

> Rick Scott

> East Carolina University

>
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Subject:      Re: Need vendors for enclosures that would house robots  to meet

              Class II Type B1 and higher specifications for biosafety cabinet
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Dear Colleagues,

I would be interested in responses to this request .

Dan Liberman

"Zuckerman, Mark" <Mark.Zuckerman@MAXYGEN.COM>

Sent by: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

12/16/2003 04:23 PM

Please respond to A Biosafety Discussion List

        To:     BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

        cc:

        Subject:        Need vendors for enclosures that would house robots  to

meet Class II Type

B1 and higher specifications for biosafety cabinet

Has anyone successfully used vendors to make enclosures to house robots

that would maintain a sterile environment i.e. meet at least biosafety

cabinet Class II Type B1 and higher-Robots generally on lab bench-May or

may not be needed to be ducted.

You can contact me off line if you want with your recommendations. If

possible include both email/phone number and address of vendor.

thanks

Mark Zuckerman

Environmental, Health & Safety Director

Maxygen

515 Galveston Drive

Redwood City, CA 94063

(650)298-5854

mark.zuckerman@maxygen.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:         "Scott, Rick" <SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU>

Subject:      Thanks for the fungus help!

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Wow, I did not expect such a tremendous response!  I received some off-line

responses as well.  Great information- Thank you all so very much!

Merry Christmas, and a fungus free new year.  ;)

Rick Scott

East Carolina University

Office of Prospective Health, Biological Safety
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Matthew S Philpott <mphilp1@LSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: fungal contaminated cell culture...
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Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Probably the incubator or BSC is the source.  Removable parts should be

thouroughly cleaned and autoclaved if possible at least weekly.  Once a

cell line becomes contaminated, it is likely to remain so.  Sometimes you

can passage the cultures repeatedly in the presence of nystatin or

ketokonazole and "cure" them, sometimes not.

Matt Philpott

LSU

"Scott, Rick" <SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU>@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> on 12/16/2003 01:05:15

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:     (bcc: Matthew S Philpott/mphilp1/LSU)

Subject:    fungal contaminated cell culture...

I am helping a PI who is suffering from a fungal contamination problem.  He

is culturing murine 3T3 cells on DMEM media supplemented with either calf

or

fetal calf serum.  The problems are showing up usually about 2-3 weeks into

the cycle, other than that- no obvious pattern.  I recently rescanned the

supply and exhaust HEPA on their biosafety cabinet.  The BSC runs 24/7.

The

incubator has a new filter in it, and they keep it wiped out religiously.

Between the limited ideas I have for them, and the things they have already

tried, we're a bit short on ideas.  They are doing allot of things right.

I

know this is a bit like saying, "my car is squeaking, what's wrong with

it?"

So- I am not asking for a definitive answer, just ideas.

I read one website that cited dust mites as a major culprit of fungal

contamination.  ?

Thanks for any help you can offer,

Rick Scott

 East Carolina University

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 17 Dec 2003 10:54:44 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hauck, Philip" <philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: fungal contaminated cell culture...
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I had personal experience with this.....the contaminated BSC, especially

the plenum under ther front grastes/grill. The PI I worked for was

notorious for working over the front grate. After bombing the incubator

twenty times in a row, I pulled the grates (Old Baker Cabinet....what

was underneath was appalling. I had to spray down and scrub the

surface...thats why you had a ball-cock-drain valve on the old

Sterilgards...to flood it drain it, and air wash it. Once done, no more

contamination. Caveat....make sure you are not working with pathogens,

or else decon the unit first, then access the area under the grates.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2003 3:46 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: fungal contaminated cell culture...

Hi Rick,

I agree with the others - most likely the incubator but I had one case

of contamination that was traced to the BSC - under the work surface.  I

know, theoretically what is under the work surface should not be able to

contaminate the work surface itself.  However in reality it was.

Removed the work surface and thoroughly cleaned the bottom and plenum

space (all very, very dirty).  Contamination ended.

Another thought is to clean the incubator with a quat - very fungistatic

in high dilution and leaves a residue.  If the TC cells are very

sensitive, they may not like the quat either.

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: "Scott, Rick" <SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: fungal contaminated cell culture...

>Date: Tue, 16 Dec 2003 14:05:15 -0500

>

>I am helping a PI who is suffering from a fungal contamination problem.

>He is culturing murine 3T3 cells on DMEM media supplemented with either

>calf or fetal calf serum.  The problems are showing up usually about

>2-3 weeks into the cycle, other than that- no obvious pattern.  I

>recently rescanned the supply and exhaust HEPA on their biosafety

>cabinet.  The BSC runs 24/7. The

>incubator has a new filter in it, and they keep it wiped out

religiously.

>Between the limited ideas I have for them, and the things they have

already

>tried, we're a bit short on ideas.  They are doing allot of things

right.

>I

>know this is a bit like saying, "my car is squeaking, what's wrong with

>it?"

>So- I am not asking for a definitive answer, just ideas.

>

>

>I read one website that cited dust mites as a major culprit of fungal

>contamination.  ?

>

>Thanks for any help you can offer,

>

>Rick Scott

>East Carolina University

_________________________________________________________________
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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 G Boyett <kboyett@UAB.EDU>

Subject:      Re: fungal contaminated cell culture...
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Rick, All of the advice that you have been given is very good and valid.

One more thought. We encounter situations like this from time to time

also and we recommend to the PI that he/she explore every aspect of

where the cultures travel and look for contamination there also. On

several occasions we discovered the contamination in the water bath that

was being used. Hope this helps.

Kyle

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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 <:>

=

=

This document may contain confidential information prepared for quality

assurance purposes pursuant to the Code of Alabama Sections 6-5-333,

22-21-8, 34-24-58.

=

=

-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, December 17, 2003 9:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: fungal contaminated cell culture...

I had personal experience with this.....the contaminated BSC, especially

the plenum under ther front grastes/grill. The PI I worked for was

notorious for working over the front grate. After bombing the incubator

twenty times in a row, I pulled the grates (Old Baker Cabinet....what

was underneath was appalling. I had to spray down and scrub the

surface...thats why you had a ball-cock-drain valve on the old

Sterilgards...to flood it drain it, and air wash it. Once done, no more

contamination. Caveat....make sure you are not working with pathogens,

or else decon the unit first, then access the area under the grates.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2003 3:46 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: fungal contaminated cell culture...

Hi Rick,

I agree with the others - most likely the incubator but I had one case

of contamination that was traced to the BSC - under the work surface.  I

know, theoretically what is under the work surface should not be able to

contaminate the work surface itself.  However in reality it was. Removed

the work surface and thoroughly cleaned the bottom and plenum space (all

very, very dirty).  Contamination ended.

Another thought is to clean the incubator with a quat - very fungistatic

in high dilution and leaves a residue.  If the TC cells are very

sensitive, they may not like the quat either.

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: "Scott, Rick" <SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: fungal contaminated cell culture...

>Date: Tue, 16 Dec 2003 14:05:15 -0500

>

>I am helping a PI who is suffering from a fungal contamination problem.

>He is culturing murine 3T3 cells on DMEM media supplemented with either

>calf or fetal calf serum.  The problems are showing up usually about

>2-3 weeks into the cycle, other than that- no obvious pattern.  I

>recently rescanned the supply and exhaust HEPA on their biosafety

>cabinet.  The BSC runs 24/7. The

>incubator has a new filter in it, and they keep it wiped out

religiously.

>Between the limited ideas I have for them, and the things they have

already

>tried, we're a bit short on ideas.  They are doing allot of things

right.

>I

>know this is a bit like saying, "my car is squeaking, what's wrong with

>it?"

>So- I am not asking for a definitive answer, just ideas.

>

>

>I read one website that cited dust mites as a major culprit of fungal

>contamination.  ?

>

>Thanks for any help you can offer,

>

>Rick Scott

>East Carolina University

_________________________________________________________________
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Date:         Wed, 17 Dec 2003 11:43:49 -0500

Reply-To:     Ray Hackney <ray_hackney@unc.edu>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Ray Hackney <ray_hackney@UNC.EDU>

Subject:      2nd lab acquired SARS infection in Taiwan
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A second lab-acquired SARS infection has occurred in Taiwan.  Below is the

CNN report.  WHO also has a short article on their website.  The worker was

in a hurry and had an "accident".

SINGAPORE -- Singapore's health ministry has ordered 70 people who possibly

came into contact with a Taiwanese SARS patient to be quarantined.

It announced the move Wednesday after Taiwan authorities confirmed that the

Taipei researcher who traveled to Singapore earlier this month had tested

positive for the lethal respiratory disease.

Officials urged Singapore's hospitals to increase vigilance but said there

was no sign of new cases of Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome in the

country.

It said the 70 could have been exposed to SARS through contact with the

44-year-old man when he visited Singapore for a medical conference between

December 7 and 10.

Those who may have come into contact with him must stay at home until

December 19 -- the length of the incubation period of SARS -- and will be

monitored by telephone, the ministry's statement said.

The Taipei man is the second person to catch SARS since the World Health

Organization (WHO) declared the outbreak over in July.

He showed no signs of a fever when his temperature was checked at the

airport in the afternoon, but he became sick later in the evening, according

to Taiwan's Center for Disease Control (CDC). (Full story)

The researcher immediately quarantined himself at home, and there seemed to

be little risk of infecting the public, Chen said according to The

Associated Press.

Chen said passengers on the China Airlines flight on which he traveled

should not be alarmed because SARS is not believed to be contagious until

the onset of a fever.

Singapore, which has taken stringent precautions to avoid a recurrence of

the disease, was quick to clarify there were no signs of SARS cases or

infections, according to Reuters reports.

Nevertheless, stocks in Taiwan fell as much as two percent on the news, and

Singapore shares dipped by about one percent.

'Hurrying to complete experiment'

Since developing a fever on December 10, none of the researcher's relatives

or colleagues has developed SARS symptoms, Chen said.

The man's wife, two children and father have been quarantined at home, the

CDC said. Six colleagues who went to Singapore with the researcher have also

been quarantined at home.

Health officials said on Wednesday the worker has been transferred to

Taipei's Municipal Hoping Hospital, where he is in stable condition and

having no trouble breathing.

All Taiwanese laboratories researching SARS have been closed, CDC chief Su

Ih-jen said, and officials suspect the worker became infected in his lab.

"The patient had an accident in his lab on December 5 because he was

hurrying to complete an experiment before going to Singapore," Su said.

Taiwan had the world's third-worst outbreak of SARS this year, with 674

cases and 84 deaths, but no new cases were reported after June.

SARS killed more than 800 people in nearly 30 nations, and authorities have

warned there could be a resurgence of the virus in the Northern Hemisphere

winter.
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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 Ernisse <barbara.ernisse@TCH.HARVARD.EDU>

Organization: Children's Hospital Boston

Subject:      fungal contaminated cell culture...
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ick,

My experience with fungal contamination was extremely personal.  I

finally went fungus free when I started wearing gloves at all times in

tissue culture.  Check also that lab coats are clean and cleaned

frequently and that wrists are covered by the coat and/or gloves. Barb

Ernisse Children's Hospital, Boston

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU] On

Behalf Of Scott, Rick

Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2003 2:05 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: fungal contaminated cell culture...

I am helping a PI who is suffering from a fungal contamination problem.

He is culturing murine 3T3 cells on DMEM media supplemented with either

calf or fetal calf serum.  The problems are showing up usually about 2-3

weeks into the cycle, other than that- no obvious pattern.  I recently

rescanned the supply and exhaust HEPA on their biosafety cabinet.  The

BSC runs 24/7.  The incubator has a new filter in it, and they keep it

wiped out religiously. Between the limited ideas I have for them, and

the things they have already tried, we're a bit short on ideas.  They

are doing allot of things right.  I know this is a bit like saying, "my

car is squeaking, what's wrong with it?"

So- I am not asking for a definitive answer, just ideas.

I read one website that cited dust mites as a major culprit of fungal

contamination.  ?

Thanks for any help you can offer,

Rick Scott

East Carolina University
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Steve Brown <sabrow1@UKY.EDU>

Subject:      Re: fungal contaminated cell culture...

In-Reply-To:  <BBA4B54E0CE9E646AE3C90D55F39EF39071DEC43@ecumed.ecu.edu>
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Rick,

One of our labs recently had a similar problem with fungal contamination.

I traced it back to the Pipet-Aids.  One Pipet-Aid had fungus growing in the

nosepiece and the second nosepiece had a moldy cotton plug from a pipette

stuck in it.  It has been my experience that Pipet-Aids are rarely cleaned.

 It's

a good idea to have a spare available for immediate use when media is

inadvertently drawn up into the unit.  Hope this helps.

Steve Brown

At 02:05 PM 12/16/2003 -0500, you wrote:

>I am helping a PI who is suffering from a fungal contamination problem.  He

>is culturing murine 3T3 cells on DMEM media supplemented with either calf or

>fetal calf serum.  The problems are showing up usually about 2-3 weeks into

>the cycle, other than that- no obvious pattern.  I recently rescanned the

>supply and exhaust HEPA on their biosafety cabinet.  The BSC runs 24/7.  The

>incubator has a new filter in it, and they keep it wiped out religiously.

>Between the limited ideas I have for them, and the things they have already

>tried, we're a bit short on ideas.  They are doing allot of things right.  I

>know this is a bit like saying, "my car is squeaking, what's wrong with it?"

>So- I am not asking for a definitive answer, just ideas.

>

>

>I read one website that cited dust mites as a major culprit of fungal

>contamination.  ?

>

>Thanks for any help you can offer,

>

>Rick Scott

>East Carolina University

>

>
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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: fungal contaminated cell culture...

In-Reply-To:  <BBA4B54E0CE9E646AE3C90D55F39EF39071DEC43@ecumed.ecu.edu>
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Hi Rick -

A couple more ideas from my own experience.  We have had contaminated

solutions of "additives" including, I believe, antibiotics (which

might kill certain bacteria but carry along fungi spores).  Once we

even traced the problem to a batch of Millapore filters, sealed from

the vendor, but even they can have QC problems.

I do agree that it's frequently one particular laboratorian and

seldom because the BSC needs attention.

Chris

--

><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><>

                 Chris Carlson

                 ccarlson@uclink.berkeley.edu

><><><><><><><><>><><><><><><><><><><><><><><><>><><><><><><>

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 17 Dec 2003 10:56:46 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Gajdusek, Corinne M" <Corinne.Gajdusek@MED.VA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: fungal contaminated cell culture...
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We had a researcher who also made bread at home and seemed to come up with a

lot of infected cultures! Surprise.

Corinne

-----Original Message-----

From: Kyle G Boyett [mailto:kboyett@UAB.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, December 17, 2003 8:37 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: fungal contaminated cell culture...

Rick, All of the advice that you have been given is very good and valid.

One more thought. We encounter situations like this from time to time

also and we recommend to the PI that he/she explore every aspect of

where the cultures travel and look for contamination there also. On

several occasions we discovered the contamination in the water bath that

was being used. Hope this helps.

Kyle

Kyle G. Boyett

Asst. Director of Biosafety

Safety Short Distribution List Administrator

University of Alabama @ Birmingham

Department of Occupational Health and Safety

933 South 19th Street Suite 445

Birmingham, Alabama 35294

Phone: 205.934.9181

Fax: 205.934.7487

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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-----Original Message-----

From: Hauck, Philip [mailto:philip.hauck@MSSM.EDU]

Sent: Wednesday, December 17, 2003 9:55 AM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: fungal contaminated cell culture...

I had personal experience with this.....the contaminated BSC, especially

the plenum under ther front grastes/grill. The PI I worked for was

notorious for working over the front grate. After bombing the incubator

twenty times in a row, I pulled the grates (Old Baker Cabinet....what

was underneath was appalling. I had to spray down and scrub the

surface...thats why you had a ball-cock-drain valve on the old

Sterilgards...to flood it drain it, and air wash it. Once done, no more

contamination. Caveat....make sure you are not working with pathogens,

or else decon the unit first, then access the area under the grates.

Phil Hauck

-----Original Message-----

From: Richard Fink [mailto:rfink978@HOTMAIL.COM]

Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2003 3:46 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: fungal contaminated cell culture...

Hi Rick,

I agree with the others - most likely the incubator but I had one case

of contamination that was traced to the BSC - under the work surface.  I

know, theoretically what is under the work surface should not be able to

contaminate the work surface itself.  However in reality it was. Removed

the work surface and thoroughly cleaned the bottom and plenum space (all

very, very dirty).  Contamination ended.

Another thought is to clean the incubator with a quat - very fungistatic

in high dilution and leaves a residue.  If the TC cells are very

sensitive, they may not like the quat either.

Richie Fink

Biosafety Officer

Wyeth BioPharma

Andover, MA

>From: "Scott, Rick" <SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU>

>Reply-To: A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Subject: fungal contaminated cell culture...

>Date: Tue, 16 Dec 2003 14:05:15 -0500

>

>I am helping a PI who is suffering from a fungal contamination problem.

>He is culturing murine 3T3 cells on DMEM media supplemented with either

>calf or fetal calf serum.  The problems are showing up usually about

>2-3 weeks into the cycle, other than that- no obvious pattern.  I

>recently rescanned the supply and exhaust HEPA on their biosafety

>cabinet.  The BSC runs 24/7. The

>incubator has a new filter in it, and they keep it wiped out

religiously.

>Between the limited ideas I have for them, and the things they have

already

>tried, we're a bit short on ideas.  They are doing allot of things

right.

>I

>know this is a bit like saying, "my car is squeaking, what's wrong with

>it?"

>So- I am not asking for a definitive answer, just ideas.

>

>

>I read one website that cited dust mites as a major culprit of fungal

>contamination.  ?

>

>Thanks for any help you can offer,

>

>Rick Scott

>East Carolina University
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From:         EKrisiunas@AOL.COM

Subject:      CNN- Blood donor, recipient die of mad cow disease
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> CNN.com - Blood donor, recipient die of mad cow disease - Dec. 17, 2003*

> CNN.com will expire this article on 01/16/2004.

>

  Edward Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC, MPH

President

WNWN International

PO Box 1164

Burlington, Connecticut

06013

USA

Phone 860-675-1217

Fax 860-675-1311

Mobile - 860-944-2373

e-mail - ekrisiunas@aol.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:         "Scott, Rick" <SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU>

Subject:      compilation of fungus responses
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Here's a compilation of all the responses I received re: fungal

contamination in cell culture.  I color coded them to help keep the list

from running together.  I also removed the names- particularly because a

couple folks responded off line but they were good responses and I wanted to

include them.

Enjoy...

Rick- One thing to try.  They are probably using an open system.  Have them

try a closed system, using 5 mM HEPES to buffer the medium.  If they don't

have contamination, then the problem is in the incubator.

What are they wiping the tissue culture flasks with when they enter the BSC?

EtOH may not be enough and they should consider either a quat or phenolic.

Have them wipe the outside of everything coming in and discard the wiping

rag (4x4 gauze works well) frequently.

Are the researchers wearing gloves or not?  If they have any sort of fungal

infection on their hands/arm (ringworm, etc.), that could be part of the

problem.

Fungi are a real common problem in TC labs.  Hope these few suggestions

help.

I am a bit hesitant to respond in such a large forum so I hope you don't

mind if I respond off-line. I am not sure what type of fungus the PI is

getting in the cell culture, but I have seen some develop as a result of

growth in the water bath used to warm the DMEM and trypsin used during

splitting of the 3T3 cells. Once we cleaned out the water bath and added

some fungicide designed for waterbaths, the problem went away. I guess that

there were low levels in the waterbath and the tech wasn't drying the

bottles well or water was wicking in through the foil and cap on the DMEM or

the trypsin. Something to consider

The contamination could be in the cell culture or reagents

It could be in the equipment (pipettes, etc) they are using to feed and

manipulate the cell culture

Maybe the fungus is resistant to the disinfectant; you may suggest trying a

different type of cleaner and wiping everything down.

The water could be contaminated that is put in the bottom of the incubator;

check to make sure the water is filter through a 0.2 micron filter before

adding to the incubator after decon.

It could be coming in on the lab coats sleeves used during the procedure;

have the lab coats laundered frequently or use sleeve guards.

We once had a similar unidentified fungal problem.  In the end we found the

fugus was surviving in the ridges of the knob on the inner glass door of the

incubator.  Consequently everytime someone put something in the incubator,

they touched the knob and then often their plate/flask or the inside of the

incubator.  Even though the knob was wiped, the interiors of the ridges

wern't getting deconed well enough.  Other than that, I'm sure they know

this but make sure the front grill of the BSC is really clean. Frequently

media gets splashed and the underside of the grill doesn't get wiped and is

thus a common area for undetected fungal growth.

Good luck.

I had a similar problem with mold contamination in media, which was

definitely incubator-related.  We changed out the water reservoirs, water

lines, and the tygon tubing lines for the CO2.  This seemed to solve the

problem in one case.  For another incubator, we had to resort to

decontaminating the incubator using formaldehyde, which seemed to solve the

problem.

Have you spoken to the incubator vendor. Does it have a small fan to

recirculate the air? I recall one particular model which had problems with

the propellers on the fan supporting fungal growth...they changed them out

ones constructed of another material.

It also helps to check humidity of lab...we have found in our area if you

have high humidity you could have many spores in the room air and it only

takes 1 to tag along on a glove, etc.

Without further information, one can't really understand the nature of the

problem, much less develop a solution to it. For example, what are the

growth conditions for the 3T3 cells on the nutrient medium, i.e.,

temperature, humidity, gas conditions. Then too, what are the fungal issues,

e.g., molds contaminating the DMEM medium and if so, what do the molds look

like, e.g., green, blue-green, brown, black? Has anyone attempted to

microscopically examined the fungi? What is the nature of the filters used

in the incubator? You note that they religiously wiped it out, but with what

and how often? Has anyone run controls on the cell line and/or the DMEM

medium to determine if they may be the sources of the contamination?

We use kimwipes dampened with 10% bleach to wipe off the outside of the

flasks before putting them into the BSC when we get fungus in an

incubator.  Forma has a decontamination kit - although I don't know what

kind of incubator they have (their company may also have the equivalent) -

which changes more than the filter.  We also remove all the shelves,

humidifier pan and incubator walls, wipe them off and then autoclave them

before returning them to the incubator (which is wiped down after

everything is removed).  Clean water in the humidifier pan - add small

amount of disinfectant (water changed weekly).  Also, if they are

restarting their cultures from previously frozen vials, their frozen vials

may be contaminated (low level that takes time to come up?).  They might

want to purchase a new stock from ATCC.  Are they using individually

wrapped pipets?  Is their BSC filled with "stuff" that prevents good

airflow?  Are their other cell lines contaminated?  Are they washing their

hands or wearing gloves (not scratching their face and handling cultures at

the same time)?  Watch their technique at the BSC.  The manuals say to

allow at least 3 minutes for the material to sit in the BSC before working

(although not many of us do it).  When the culture becomes contaminated,

open the container just enough to add 100% bleach directly to the layer of

fungus before autoclaving.

Sometimes the trays and/or shelves that culturists use to shift their

cultures on are either:

1. Not cleaned often enough (soap & water first, then wrapped and autoclaved

OR chemically sterilized before use)

2. Not made of cleanable materials (i.e.: cardboard, rusty metal edges,

"rolled" metal edges that can't be really cleaned, etc.))

If carts are used to transport TC cultures and/or culturing materials, check

UNDER the shelves and see if there is cardboard glued to it (it's there for

sound dampening--but spores & other dirt stick). Also make sure the carts

get a good cleaning/

surface disinfecting every once in a while, especially if carts are used as

an auxiliary work surface.

If the incubator is more than a few years old you may want to check the CO2

monitor port. In some of the older models of incubators this line was not

equipped with a filter and thus you had a piece of tubing running from the

outside of the incubator to the inside which would develop condensation in

the line with subsequent mold growth. Every time the door was open and

closed you had the potential to contaminate the incubator interior. Might be

a long shot but something you can easily check out.

The only other suggestion I would have is look at the technique of the folks

doing the cell culture. Are they working appropriately within the BSC, are

they using good sterile technique, etc. In my experience it contamination

issues are typically a result of bad technique rather than a Bad HEPA

filter.

One of our labs recently had a similar problem.  I traced it back to

contaminated pipet-aids.  One had mold growing in the nosepiece and a

second one had a moldy cotton plug from a pipette stuck in it.

It has been my experience that most labs rarely (never) clean

their pipet-aids.  Its a good idea to always have a clean one

available for use when culture media is drawn up into a handpiece.

I agree with the others - most likely the incubator but I had one case of

contamination that was traced to the BSC - under the work surface.  I know,

theoretically what is under the work surface should not be able to

contaminate the work surface itself.  However in reality it was.  Removed

the work surface and thoroughly cleaned the bottom and plenum space (all

very, very dirty).  Contamination ended.

Another thought is to clean the incubator with a quat - very fungistatic in

high dilution and leaves a residue.  If the TC cells are very sensitive,

they may not like the quat either.

You've gotten lots of good possible answers Scott. I couldn't resist adding

my experience. I think I told this story years ago to the group.

I had a fungal contamination problem, once. After months and months of

cleaning, etc. I just happened to notice one day when I opened the incubator

first thing in the morning, that water droplets had formed on its ceiling

AND one of them just happened to fall before my very eyes. It landed just

beside the rim of one of the plates and it seemed to bounce back up into the

space between the plate's rim and it's top. The mysterious contamination

more often happened in plates versus flasks. I started using plates only

when I had to. When I did, I would first gently suck out any bubbles of

trapped media, before I even opened the plate and then I would wipe the

plate rim with an alcohol dipped sterile gauze pad before I changed the

media. I still cleaned the incubator everyday, but I think the change in

technique was the solution because I never had another case of the dreaded

FUNGAL INFECTION!

We had a similar problem in which the PI was doing everything

right but was still getting contamination-this includes careful

cleaning of the incubator.  It stopped when they had their

incubator formaldehyde-gas deconned,

Hi Rick,

This may be something obvious that you've already tried, but here

goes....  We've had labs at        with similar problems and it originated

in the vacuum line tubing in the BSC.  If they are aspirating media out

with a vac line, have them suck a bleach solution up the tubing and into

the collection flask.  Hope this helps.

One last entry. I dealt with a PI in the same situation and even observed

his technique. I saw nothing dramatic or grossly wrong - until I noticed the

house plant on top the filing cabinet in the main section of his lab suite.

Lo and behold, the potting soil had a nice green carpet. I advised him to

get rid of the plant and call me again if the problem still persisted. That

was over a year ago and I've yet to hear from him.

Probably the incubator or BSC is the source.  Removable parts should be

thouroughly cleaned and autoclaved if possible at least weekly.  Once a

cell line becomes contaminated, it is likely to remain so.  Sometimes you

can passage the cultures repeatedly in the presence of nystatin or

ketokonazole and "cure" them, sometimes not.

I had personal experience with this.....the contaminated BSC, especially

the plenum under ther front grastes/grill. The PI I worked for was

notorious for working over the front grate. After bombing the incubator

twenty times in a row, I pulled the grates (Old Baker Cabinet....what

was underneath was appalling. I had to spray down and scrub the

surface...thats why you had a ball-cock-drain valve on the old

Sterilgards...to flood it drain it, and air wash it. Once done, no more

contamination. Caveat....make sure you are not working with pathogens,

or else decon the unit first, then access the area under the grates.

Rick, All of the advice that you have been given is very good and valid.

One more thought. We encounter situations like this from time to time

also and we recommend to the PI that he/she explore every aspect of

where the cultures travel and look for contamination there also. On

several occasions we discovered the contamination in the water bath that

was being used. Hope this helps.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 17 Dec 2003 14:36:30 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Ward, Connie B" <Connie.Ward@MED.VA.GOV>

Subject:      Re: fungal contaminated cell culture...

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3C4EE.370A7A80"

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_01C3C4EE.370A7A80

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Just a note:  When water droplets form on the ceiling of your incubator, it

means the

water in the jacket is low.   If you top it off

this problem will disappear.

Connie Ward

Biosafety Officer

Research & Development

VA Puget Sound health Care System

Seattle,  WA  98108

-----Original Message-----

From: Judy Pointer [mailto:JPointer@SALUD.UNM.EDU]

Sent: Tuesday, December 16, 2003 1:38 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Re: fungal contaminated cell culture...

You've gotten lots of good possible answers Scott.  I couldn't resist adding

my experience.  I think I told this story years ago to the group.

I had a fungal contamination problem, once.  After months and months of

cleaning, etc. I just happened to notice one day when I opened the incubator

first thing in the morning, that water droplets had formed on its ceiling

AND one of them just happened to fall before my very eyes.  It landed just

beside the rim of one of the plates and it seemed to bounce back up into the

space between the plate's rim and it's top. The mysterious contamination

more often happened in plates versus flasks.  I started using plates only

when I had to.  When I did, I would first gently suck out any bubbles of

trapped media, before I even opened the plate and then I would wipe the

plate rim with an alcohol dipped sterile gauze pad before I changed the

media.  I still cleaned the incubator everyday, but I think the change in

technique was the solution because I never had another case of the dreaded

FUNGAL INFECTION!

Judy Pointer

UNM

>>> SCOTTWI@MAIL.ECU.EDU 12/16/2003 12:05:15 PM >>>

I am helping a PI who is suffering from a fungal contamination problem.  He

is culturing murine 3T3 cells on DMEM media supplemented with either calf or

fetal calf serum.  The problems are showing up usually about 2-3 weeks into

the cycle, other than that- no obvious pattern.  I recently rescanned the

supply and exhaust HEPA on their biosafety cabinet.  The BSC runs 24/7.  The

incubator has a new filter in it, and they keep it wiped out religiously.

Between the limited ideas I have for them, and the things they have already

tried, we're a bit short on ideas.  They are doing allot of things right.  I

know this is a bit like saying, "my car is squeaking, what's wrong with it?"

So- I am not asking for a definitive answer, just ideas.

I read one website that cited dust mites as a major culprit of fungal

contamination.  ?

Thanks for any help you can offer,

Rick Scott

East Carolina University

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Dec 2003 22:59:01 +0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         YK Wan <ulsoykwan@CUHK.EDU.HK>

Subject:      P3 LAB STANDARD

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/html; charset=ISO-8859-15

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit

<!DOCTYPE html PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 4.01 Transitional//EN">

Dear all

      Is there European standards or guideline on design, build, and testing 

      biosafety level 3 lab?

      Regards,

      -- 

      --------------------------------------------

      Y. K. Wan CBiol MIBiol

      Safety Officer &

     NSF Accredited Biohazard Cabinet 

      Field Certifier

      University 

      Safety and Environment Office

      The Chinese University of Hong 

      Kong, Shatin, NT, Hong Kong

      Tel: 852-2609 7953

      Fax: 852-2603 6862

    Email: ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Dec 2003 15:12:04 -0000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Gary Simpson <Gary.Simpson@ARCHITON.COM>

Subject:      Re: P3 LAB STANDARD

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3C579.4B995300"

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_01C3C579.4B995300

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="ISO-8859-15"

The European Union has a Directive that is implemented by each member

country. In the UK this document is produced by the Advisory Committee on

Dangerous Pathogens (ACDP) and is titled "The Management, Design and

Operation of Microbiological Containment Laboratories. This document covers

BSL2 and 3.

Hope this helps.

-----Original Message-----

From: YK Wan [mailto:ulsoykwan@CUHK.EDU.HK]

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2003 2:59 PM

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: P3 LAB STANDARD

Dear all

Is there European standards or guideline on design, build, and testing

biosafety level 3 lab?

Regards,

--

YK

--------------------------------------------

Y. K. Wan CBiol MIBiol

Safety Officer &

NSF Accredited Biohazard Cabinet Field Certifier

University Safety and Environment Office

The Chinese University of Hong Kong, Shatin, NT, Hong Kong

Tel: 852-2609 7953

Fax: 852-2603 6862

Email: ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk <mailto:ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Dec 2003 16:47:32 +0100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Verduin, Dick" <Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL>

Subject:      Re: P3 LAB STANDARD

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="----_=_NextPart_001_01C3C57E.3FB60F65"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------_=_NextPart_001_01C3C57E.3FB60F65

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

YK,

Have a look at the Belgian Biosafety Server where you can find  versions

of European directive in the English language.

Specific for BSL-3 laboratory.

http://biosafety.ihe.be/GB/Dir.Eur.GB/Cont.Use/98_81/98_81_A42.html

Hope this is what you are looking for.

Different countries might have implemented it slightly different, but

most of these descriptions will be in English.

with regards

Dick Verduin

Biological Safety Officer

-------------------------------------------------------------------

Dr Benedictus J.M. Verduin

Wageningen University (WU)

Department Plant Sciences

Laboratory of Virology

Binnenhaven 11

6709 PD Wageningen

The Netherlands

Building number 504

Telephone +31.317.483093

Facsimile +31.317.484820

E-mail Dick.Verduin@WUR.NL

-------------------------------------------------------------------

-----Original Message-----

From: A Biosafety Discussion List [mailto:BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]On

Behalf Of YK Wan

Sent: donderdag 18 december 2003 15:59

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

Subject: P3 LAB STANDARD

Dear all

Is there European standards or guideline on design, build, and testing

biosafety level 3 lab?

Regards,

--

YK

--------------------------------------------

Y. K. Wan CBiol MIBiol

Safety Officer &

NSF Accredited Biohazard Cabinet Field Certifier

<!--[if !supportEmptyParas]--> <!--[endif]-->

University Safety and Environment Office

The Chinese University of Hong Kong, Shatin, NT, Hong Kong

Tel: 852-2609 7953

Fax: 852-2603 6862

Email: ulsoykwan@cuhk.edu.hk

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 18 Dec 2003 15:31:17 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andy Glode <andy.glode@UNH.EDU>

Subject:      UNH Shipment of Biological Materials Manual

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="iso-8859-1"

Dear Group,

We have updated and expanded our UNH Shipment of Biological Materials Manual

just in time for Christmas! It is available on our website at:

http://www.unh.edu/ehs/shipping/UNH-Shipping-Biological-Materials.pdf

You will need Adobe 5.0 or higher to view the document. We included updates

to maintain compliance with IATA's 45th Edition (2004) Dangerous Goods

Regulations.

Important changes to note:

* The marking requirement for diagnostic specimen shipments has changed.

* The classification of diagnostic specimens and infectious substances has

been updated.

* We updated and improved the international shipments section.

* We added a flow chart and "forbidden list" for classification of

diagnostic specimens and infectious substances.

Some of you may have heard about or seen IATA's "Air Eligibility" label. We

have included no reference to this label in this document as they have

rescinded this labeling requirement.

David Gillum and I would like to thank Rebecca Ryan at Boston University,

Jeff Owens at Georgia State, and Andy Braun at Harvard for their help in the

development of this document. Also, we would like to thank everyone that has

sent us comments, suggestions and corrections.

We hope that you may find this document helpful in developing your own

training programs. As always, feel free to contact me with questions or

comments.

Sincerely,

Andy

Andy Glode

Office of Environmental Health and Safety

University of New Hampshire

1 Leavitt Lane

Durham, NH 03824

office (603) 862-5038; fax (603) 862-0047

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 19 Dec 2003 11:00:43 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Jeffrey Owens <reojdo@LANGATE.GSU.EDU>

Subject:      ISO 17025 Accreditation

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

Content-Disposition: inline

In returning to my usual unusual Friday request, I have another one for

you all and just in time for the holidays!  Do any of you have a lab(s)

that is ISO 17025 accredited (formerly ISO Guide 25 and essentially ISO

9001 for a testing or calibration laboratory)?  We have an industry

partner that appears to be making a request for one of our labs to gain

accreditation.

As always, any feedback would be greatly appreciated!  Warmest wishes to

all for a wonderful and happy holiday season!

Cheers!

Jeff Owens

Georgia State University

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 19 Dec 2003 12:40:52 -0500

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:      today's science mag article on trial of Dr. Butler

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=__PartB8E66934.0__="

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.

--=__PartB8E66934.0__=

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline

I have attached 2 pdf files that contain a 9 page article on the trial

of Dr. Thomas Bulter in today's Science magazine for your review and

use. The article  is co-authored by David Malakoff who covered the

entire trial for Science. It's  very comprehensive and includes a map

that show his trips to and from Tanzania as well as CDC and US Army labs

with the  plague samples.  Also, includes a copy of Butler's handwritten

 statement to FBI on 1/15/03

re: fate of his  plague vials..

Cheri  Hildreth Watts, Director

Department of Environmental Health &Safety

University of Louisville

(502) 852-2954

e-mail: cheri.hildreth@louisville.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 19 Dec 2003 14:14:11 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Erik A. Talley" <ert2002@MED.CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      FW: SARS Letter to labs

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=====================_19119703==_"

--=====================_19119703==_

Content-Type: text/html; charset="iso-8859-1"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

FYI this letter went out to all the labs that received SARS from CDC. 

      Since it went directly to the PIs receiving the agents, it might not end 

      up with all the BSOs. It is interesting that the lab where the infection 

      occurred was rated at BSL4.

      Erik

      te cite>Dear Colleague, 

      As you may have heard in the news, a case of severe acute respiratory 

      syndrome=96associated coronavirus (SARS-CoV) infection has been identified 

      in Taiwan. The case is a laboratory researcher who likely acquired the 

      infection from a laboratory exposure (see the attached document, "HAN S A 

      RS Taiwan 12 16.doc"). This is the second report of a laboratory -acquired 

      SARS CoV infection in less than 5 months and prompts us to provide another 

      important reminder of the need to handle infectious SARS-CoV with great 

      care. 

      The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) recently transferred 

      SARS-CoV to your institution through a mutually agreed upon Material 

      Transfer Agreement (MTA). Included in that agreement are provisions that 

      the recipient assume full responsibility for the safety of research 

      projects for SARS-CoV and that all such research using live virus will be 

      carried out under biosafety-level 3 (BSL3) conditions. We are asking you 

      to again review the CDC's revised guidelines for laboratory safety 

      practices while working with SARS CoV size2= > as well as similar 

      guidelines issued by the World Health Organization available at size2= 

      color"#0000FF">http://www.who.int/csr/sars/biosafety2003_04_25/en= . We 

      cannot emphasize enough the importance of strict attention to safe 

      laboratory practices at all times when working with SARS CoV. Please 

      contact me if you have any questions about the proper handling of 

SARS-CoV.

      Sincerely, 

      LJA 

      Larry J. Anderson, MD 

      Chief, Respiratory and Enteric Viruses Branch 

      MS A34 

      Centers for Disease Control and Prevention 

      Atlanta, GA 30333 

      Tel. - 404-639-3596 

      FAX - 404-639-1307 

      EMAIL - lja2@cdc.gov 

      ___________________________________

      Erik A. Talley, Director

      Environmental Health and Safety

      Weill Medical College of Cornell University

      1300 York Avenue, Box 354

      New York, NY 10021

      212-746-6201

      ert2002@med.cornell.edu

      eudora"autourl">http://www.med.cornell.edu/ehs 
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Date:         Fri, 19 Dec 2003 15:20:43 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Chris <baylon@WSU.EDU>

Subject:      Needle sheath holders

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/related;

              boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0040_01C3C643.AB82F260"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0040_01C3C643.AB82F260

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="----=_NextPart_001_0041_01C3C643.AB82F260"

------=_NextPart_001_0041_01C3C643.AB82F260

Content-Type: text/plain;

        charset="us-ascii"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

We have researchers her who need to give multiple injections to animals

in

their stalls.  This requires resheathing needles.  We would like to

install

sheath holders in the stalls so a one-handed technique could be used but

are

having problems finding holders that can be mounted in animal stalls. 

Does

anyone know of anything like this and where we could get them?  If you

have

other ideas on how to do this safely, we would welcome those as well.

Thank you.

Chris Baylon

Industrial Hygienist

Environmental Health and Safety

Washington State University

509-335-9130

baylon@wsu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 19 Dec 2003 15:29:49 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <funk20@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Needle sheath holders

In-Reply-To:  <003f01c3c686$b9a63260$77e37986@ad.wsu.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="============_-1140245905==_ma============"

--============_-1140245905==_ma============

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

The only other folks who routinely resheath hypodermic needles are

dentists and they do it very carefully.  They have some pretty good

safety devices.  Try checking the dental supply catalogs.  You may

find something that will work.  If not, i recommend using multiple

disposable ESIP syringes, using each only once.

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Institutional Biosafety Officer

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

=============================================

>We have researchers her who need to give multiple injections to

>animals in their stalls.  This requires resheathing needles.  We

>would like to install sheath holders in the stalls so a one-handed

>technique could be used but are having problems finding holders that

>can be mounted in animal stalls.  Does anyone know of anything like

>this and where we could get them?  If you have other ideas on how to

>do this safely, we would welcome those as well.

>

>Thank you.

>

>Chris Baylon

>Industrial Hygienist

>Environmental Health and Safety

>Washington State University

>509-335-9130

>baylon@wsu.edu

>

>

>The following document was sent as an embedded object but not

>referenced by the email above:

>Attachment converted: Macintosh HD:image001.jpg (JPEG/prvw) (0003174F)

=========================================================================

Date:         Sat, 20 Dec 2003 10:48:50 +0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         YK Wan <ulsoykwan@CUHK.EDU.HK>

Subject:      Re: Needle sheath holders

In-Reply-To:  <003f01c3c686$b9a63260$77e37986@ad.wsu.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/html; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

<!DOCTYPE html PUBLIC "-//W3C//DTD HTML 4.01 Transitional//EN">

Dear Chris

      Can you made a wooden stand (with some weights underneath) drilled with 

      some holes for the cap so that the syringe could stand like the pen?

      Regards,

      YK

      Chris wrote:

      cite="mid003f01c3c686$b9a63260$77e37986@ad.wsu.edu"> 

      style="font-size: 12pt; color: black;">We have researchers her who need to 

      give multiple injections to animals in their stalls.  This requires 

      resheathing needles.  We would like to install sheath holders in the 

      stalls so a one-handed technique could be used but are having problems 

      finding holders that can be mounted in animal stalls.  Does anyone know of 

      anything like this and where we could get them?  If you have other ideas 

      on how to do this safely, we would welcome those as well.

     Thank you.

      Chris Baylon

      Industrial Hygienist

      Environmental Health and Safety

      University

      509-335-9130

      baylon@wsu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Sat, 20 Dec 2003 08:30:15 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         EKrisiunas@AOL.COM

Subject:      Fwd: Dental IC Guideline/Influenza/Counterfeit Mesh

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="part1_6a.399dfefd.2d15a8e7_boundary"

--part1_6a.399dfefd.2d15a8e7_boundary

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

        boundary="part1_6a.399dfefd.2d15a8e7_alt_boundary"

--part1_6a.399dfefd.2d15a8e7_alt_boundary

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="US-ASCII"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

In a message dated 12/19/2003 5:45:20 PM Eastern Standard Time, rns@CDC.GOV

writes:

>

> 1.  Dental Infection Control Guideline 12/19/03

> Guidelines for Infection Control in Dental Health-Care Settings 2003

> http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/rr5217a1.htm

>

> 2.  Update: Influenza-Associated Deaths Reported Among Children Aged <18

> Years

> United States, 2003--04 Influenza Season.  MMWR 12/19/03

> http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/mm52d1219a1.htm

>

> 3.  Update: Influenza Activity United States, December 7--13, 2003 MMWR

> 1219/03 http://www.cdc.gov/mmwr/preview/mmwrhtml/mm5250a5.htm

>

> 4.  FDA Safety Notification on Counterfeit Polypropylene Mesh

> http://www.fda.gov/cdrh/safety/121903.html  Product may not be sterile.

>

>

> ***Do not reply to this email. CDC will not receive your reply.

> ________________________________

> CDC/NCID/Division of Healthcare Quality Promotion* home page:

> http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip *formerly Hospital Infections Program

> ________________________________

>

> You are currently subscribed to the HIP-RNS.

>

> To unsubscribe (or subscribe) via Internet:

> Go to http://www.cdc.gov/ncidod/hip

> Click on the RNS logo

>

> via e-mail:

> Address an e-mail to: LISTSERV@CDC.GOV

> Leave the subject line blank

> In the message block type: signoff HIP-RNS

> (or to subscribe type: subscribe HIP-RNS)

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 23 Dec 2003 08:17:12 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Glenn Funk <funk20@LLNL.GOV>

Subject:      BSL3 Commissioning Contractors

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii" ; format="flowed"

Compadres -

Do you know of any independent contractors who specialize in

developing and executing commissioning plans for new BSL3 facilities?

Usually, I would leave that to the contractor who developed the

facility but who can you get if you've done an upgrade internally and

want an independent validation of your converted operation?

As we approach the end of what, for many of us, has been an extremely

challenging year, I'd like to wish you all a most Warm and Wonderful

Holiday Season and a successful and fulfilling New Year.  If 2004

bears any resemblance to 2003 for us, ABSA had better place a large

damage deposit with the City of San Antonio ...

-- Glenn

Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

Biosafety Officer

Lawrence Livermore National Lab

925-422-8255

funk20@llnl.gov

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 24 Dec 2003 10:24:00 -0500

Reply-To:     mispagel@vet.uga.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Michael E. Mispagel" <mispagel@VET.UGA.EDU>

Organization: College of Veterinary Medicine, University of Georgia

Subject:      Re: BSL3 Commissioning Contractors

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/alternative;

              boundary="------------060406010906010104050109"

--------------060406010906010104050109

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Please contact Mike Connor of Connor Engineering Solutions in Atlanta,

at mikec@connorengr.com, 770-521-0580 ext 19.  He has developed a

commissisoning plan for us which is very impressive.

Mike

Glenn Funk wrote:

> Compadres -

>

> Do you know of any independent contractors who specialize in

> developing and executing commissioning plans for new BSL3 facilities?

> Usually, I would leave that to the contractor who developed the

> facility but who can you get if you've done an upgrade internally and

> want an independent validation of your converted operation?

>

> As we approach the end of what, for many of us, has been an extremely

> challenging year, I'd like to wish you all a most Warm and Wonderful

> Holiday Season and a successful and fulfilling New Year.  If 2004

> bears any resemblance to 2003 for us, ABSA had better place a large

> damage deposit with the City of San Antonio ...

>

> -- Glenn

>

> Glenn A. Funk, Ph.D., CBSP

> Biosafety Officer

> Lawrence Livermore National Lab

> 925-422-8255

> funk20@llnl.gov

>

--

Michael E. Mispagel, Ph.D.

College of Veterinary Medicine

The University of Georgia

Athens, GA 30602

706-542-5729

fax 706-542-8254

mispagel@vet.uga.edu

