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

Date:         Tue, 2 Jan 1996 10:59:07 -0700

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

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

From:         "Clifford W. Bond" <umbcb@GEMINI.OSCS.MONTANA.EDU>

Subject:      Decontamination of biohazardous waste

Good morning all,

Although we have been decontaminating biohazardous waste routinely, a few

questions have appeared in the last few weeks.  We have begun a program to

certify our autoclaves using spore ampules.  The autoclaves are functioning

properly according to the results obtained.  BUT, when spore ampules are

placed inside of biohazardous waste bags and then autoclaved for periods up

to 60 minutes on a liquid cycle, the spores sometime survive.  Obviously,

the results vary according to the amount of material in the bags and the

size of the bags.

My question is this:  Has anyone done a careful analysis of this problem and

put together a Standard Operating Procedure to insure adequate decontamination?

Thank you for your help and consideration.

Cheers and Happy New Year to all,

Cliff Bond

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

Date:         Tue, 2 Jan 1996 15:06:45 -0600

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

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

From:         "James L Lauer (Jim Lauer)" <lauer001@MAROON.TC.UMN.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Decontamination of biohazardous waste

At 10:59 AM 1/2/96, Clifford W. Bond wrote:

>Good morning all,

>

>Although we have been decontaminating biohazardous waste routinely, a few

>questions have appeared in the last few weeks.  We have begun a program to

>certify our autoclaves using spore ampules.  The autoclaves are functioning

>properly according to the results obtained.  BUT, when spore ampules are

>placed inside of biohazardous waste bags and then autoclaved for periods up

>to 60 minutes on a liquid cycle, the spores sometime survive.  Obviously,

>the results vary according to the amount of material in the bags and the

>size of the bags.

>

>My question is this:  Has anyone done a careful analysis of this problem and

>put together a Standard Operating Procedure to insure adequate decontamination?

>

>Thank you for your help and consideration.

>

>Cheers and Happy New Year to all,

>

>Cliff Bond

See " Decontaminating Infectious Laboratory Waste" in Appl. Environmental

Microbiology, Vol. 44, 1982.  In addition, I have done extensive work over

a number of years with a chemical indicator called Thermalog S (PyMaH Corp.

Somerville, N. J. 08876).  This chemical indicator is excellant (my testing

has shown that the chemical indicator is more conservative than a spopre

strip) and is used to determine if waste has been properly autoclaved.  The

chemical indicator is taped to a long wood stick and then placed near the

bottom of the waste (i.e. in the waste bag or the waste container). After,

the waste has been autoclaved, one can pull-out the indicator and see if

the conditions have been meet.

Jim Lauer

University of Minnesota

Environmental Health & Safety

W-158

626-5621

lauer001@maroon.tc.umn.edu

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

Date:         Fri, 5 Jan 1996 11:52:13 -0400

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

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

From:         FERINM <ferinm@AA.WL.COM>

Subject:      BSL-3 Facility

In-Reply-To:  <9502172257.AA12083@envoy.wl.com>

We are going to be renovating an existing building to add a BSL-3 lab.  The

BSL-3  lab will be in a building which currently houses BSL-2 labs.  Can anyone

offer advice, share experiences, or suggest reputable firms for the design of

such a facility?

Mark Ferin

Parke-Davis Pharmaceutical Research

ferinm@aa.wl.com

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

Date:         Fri, 5 Jan 1996 14:11:04 -0500

Reply-To:     mccormick@cvm.msu.edu

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

Comments:     Authenticated sender is <McCormick@cvm.msu.edu>

From:         Tim McCormick <McCormick@CVM.MSU.EDU>

Organization: Michigan State University

Subject:      Re: BSL-3 Facility

We have just completed construction of a 100,000 square foot

research facility and might be able to provide some input on

features.  Harley Ellington Design (HED) did an "adequate" job on

the project.  There were deficiencies in the design that I attribute

to their lack of experience in the biosafety field. HED's offices are

in Southfield, Michigan.  Their phone number is 810-262-1505.

> We are going to be renovating an existing building to add a BSL-3 lab.  The

> BSL-3  lab will be in a building which currently houses BSL-2 labs.  Can

 anyone

> offer advice, share experiences, or suggest reputable firms for the design of

> such a facility?

>

>

> Mark Ferin

> Parke-Davis Pharmaceutical Research

> ferinm@aa.wl.com

>

Tim McCormick, Manager                  Phone:  (517) 432-4100

University Research Containment Facility        FAX:    (517) 432-4024

Michigan State University                       mccormick@cvm.msu.edu

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

Date:         Fri, 5 Jan 1996 13:49:26 -0600

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

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

From:         Noel Neighbor <nneighbo@COMP.UARK.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL-3 Facility

In-Reply-To:  <199601051654.KAA11859@comp.uark.edu>

My advice on building a BSL-3 lab within  buildings which house BSL-2

labs to first talk to people who have been through the process of

undertaking such a project.  Gather information from these people first

and then go to the firms who say they know what they are doing.  There

are very few firms where good information and designs may be obtained.

You need to know exactly what you want and know what requirements need to

satisfied before going to any of them.  I have been involved in the

building and certification of an agricultural facility with BSL-2 and

BSL-3 areas and might be of some help.  You may wish to read the USDA ARS

Manual 242.1 Chapter 9 - Construction  Project Design Standard.  Also

read the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services Publication No.

(CDC) 93-8395 -Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical Laboratories.

Both publications suggest what is required for the building of an

effective containment lab.

Noel Neighbor

nneighbo@comp.uark.edu

(501) 575-8493

On Fri, 5 Jan 1996, FERINM wrote:

> We are going to be renovating an existing building to add a BSL-3 lab.  The

> BSL-3  lab will be in a building which currently houses BSL-2 labs.  Can

 anyone

> offer advice, share experiences, or suggest reputable firms for the design of

> such a facility?

>

>

> Mark Ferin

> Parke-Davis Pharmaceutical Research

> ferinm@aa.wl.com

>

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

Date:         Sun, 7 Jan 1996 11:32:10 -0500

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

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

From:         Karen Estok <estok@UMDNJ.EDU>

Subject:      TB protocol

Paul Rubock who is on the staff of the Department of Environmental and

Occupational Safety Services (EOHSS) UMDNJ (phone 201-982-4812) asked me

to post this:

A researcher desires approval of a protocol wherein mice are injected

with a suspension of mTB.  The entire animal facility is separated from

adjoining areas by a set of access-restricted double doors leading into

the facilities main corridor which has non-recirculating air.  However,

the animal room where the work will be performed only has a SINGLE DOOR.

The animal room is under negative pressure with respect to the corridor.

Microisolator cages are kept in a rack unit that HEPA filters the air

drawn into it before recirculating the air back into the room.  Also

present is a Class II A BSC (where the animals will be injected and thier

tissues subsequently harvested), a sink with an eyewash, as well as an

incubator.

Your comments on the following would be appreciated:

1.  Does the lack of double doors into the animal room indicate that this

protocol should not be approved even if all the other BMBL-specified

features for BSL3 are present?

2.  Does every spill outside of the BSC indicate paraformaldehyde fogging

even if one has knowledge of the ventilation rate and hence the dilution

versus time factor?

Thank you very much for your comments.

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

Date:         Mon, 8 Jan 1996 10:02:56 -0100

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

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

From:         Didier Breyer <dbreyer@SBB.IHE.BE>

Subject:      Sprinklers in BL3

Good morning all and happy new year from Belgium,

I have a few questions in relation with fire in a BL3 laboratory.

- Are sprinklers recommended in a BL3 ?

- If yes, how is it possible to prevent the large quantity of water which

can be sprayed from the sprinklers to flow outside the lab ?

- How can this potentially contaminated water be safely collected and

inactivated ?

- What is the best place to put an emergency exit in a BL3 (in the lab, in

the airlock, ...) ?

Thank you for your help.

Didier BREYER

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

BREYER Didier, Ph.D.

Biosafety Expert

Biosafety and Biotechnology Service

Institute of Hygiene and Epidemiology

Rue Juliette Wytsmanstraat, 14

B-1050 Brussels - Belgium

Ph.: 32-2-642 51 23   Fax: 32-2-642 52 92

EMail: dbreyer@sbb.ihe.be

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

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

Date:         Mon, 8 Jan 1996 16:29:00 -0100

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

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

From:         Didier Breyer <dbreyer@SBB.IHE.BE>

Subject:      Sprinklers in BL3

Good morning all and happy new year from Belgium,

Perhaps this is the second time you get this message but I have some doubt

on the destination of my first one.

I have a few questions in relation with fire in a BL3 laboratory.

- Are sprinklers recommended in a BL3 ?

- If yes, how is it possible to prevent the large quantity of water which

can be sprayed from the sprinklers to flow outside the lab ?

- How can this potentially contaminated water be safely collected and

inactivated ?

- What is the best place to put an emergency exit in a BL3 (in the lab, in

the airlock, ...) ?

Thank you for your help.

Didier BREYER

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

BREYER Didier, Ph.D.

Biosafety Expert

Biosafety and Biotechnology Service

Institute of Hygiene and Epidemiology

Rue Juliette Wytsmanstraat, 14

B-1050 Brussels - Belgium

Ph.: 32-2-642 51 23   Fax: 32-2-642 52 92

EMail: dbreyer@sbb.ihe.be

++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

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

Date:         Tue, 9 Jan 1996 14:29:56 +0000

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

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

From:         Esmeralda Party <partye@ROCKVAX.ROCKEFELLER.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSL-3 Facility

Before you choose a firm make sure they have experience building a BL3

facility. Check with  CDC, I believe they can recommend people with

experience.  I had several conversations with Henry Matthews at CDC (404)

639-2754.  We used a firm without experience and paid for it.  You should

have a clear idea of what you want and check with people who have gone

through the experience.

  Esmeralda Party

Phone: (212) 327-8324

  Assistant Director, Laboratory Safety                      Fax: (212) 327-8340

  The Rockefeller University                                       e-mail:

partye@rockvax.rockefeller.edu

  1230 York Ave

  New York, NY 10021

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

Date:         Tue, 9 Jan 1996 16:54:08 -0005

Reply-To:     chrism@ccohs.ca

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

Comments:     Authenticated sender is <chrism@kate.ccohs.ca>

From:         Chris Moore <chrism@KATE.CCOHS.CA>

Organization: CCOHS

Subject:      Health and Safety Internet course - Jan. 26

There is still space available in the course, "Using the Internet to

Access Health and Safety Resources", being presented by the Canadian

Centre for Occupational Health and Safety (CCOHS) on January 26,

1996.  It is a one day hands-on course being presented in Hamilton

Ontario Canada.

Attendees are eligible for continuing education points from ABIH,

BCSP, ACRSP and CRBOH.

If you would like more information about the course (dates, content,

cost, etc.), please contact me by private e-mail at the address

listed below.  We offer the course on a regular basis at CCOHS, and

on-site by special arrangement.

Chris

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

* Christopher Moore                                          *

* Canadian Centre for Occupational Health and Safety (CCOHS) *

* 250 Main St. E., Hamilton, Ontario, Canada   L8N 1H6       *

* (905) 572-4462                                             *

* chrism@ccohs.ca                                            *

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

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

Date:         Tue, 9 Jan 1996 16:10:04 PST

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

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

From:         "Meredith E. Lahr Phone: 805 893-8894 PRO"

              <EHS2LAHR@UCSBVM.UCSB.EDU>

Subject:      Lab Occupancy Load Determination

How does your campus determine the maximum occupancy for an undergraduate

lab class?

Unlike lecture classes, where  maximum seating capacity is set by the

Fire Marshall (applying the appropriate code), laboratory classes have

no clear delineation as to the "safe" capacity.

Obviously, the number of students that can work safely in a lab class is

dependent upon several factors, including the nature of the experiment,

students' previous lab experience, and the ratio of teaching assistants

to students.

As learning institutions try and address funding problems there seem to

be creation of new problems.

This can be especially true in undergraduate classes, where the student

needs / demands exceed the space availability by many fold

I would be interested to hear how others have addressed lab occupancy

load determination.  Also, what considerations are given in determining

the ratios of Teaching assistants to students?

My Biosafety committee is interested to hear from other institutions.

Thanks and take care,

                       Meredith Lahr

                       Biosafety Officer

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

Date:         Wed, 10 Jan 1996 13:09:38 GMT

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

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

From:         Stuart Thompson <STUART@FS1.OH.MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      BL2 & BL3 labs

I have followed with interest the correspondance concerning

specifications for BL2 and BL3 labs as I am heavily involved in the

design and upgrading of biological sciences research laboratories for

my University in England. It would be useful to know how, if at all,

BL2 and BL3 can be compared with the British system of containment

levels 1, 2, 3 & 4. What documents describe laboratory classification

systems in the US and continental Europe? How do non-EEC

countries, e.g. Switzerland classify their laboratories? They appear

to build them to high standards and there may be much that we can

learn from them.

Thank  you for your help.

Stuart Thompson

University of Manchester

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

Date:         Wed, 10 Jan 1996 08:41:58 -0800

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

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

From:         Melinda Young <biosafe@U.WASHINGTON.EDU>

Subject:      Guidelines for Preventing the Transmission of M.tb in Health-care

              facilities

In-Reply-To:  <9601101326.AA28176@mx5.u.washington.edu>

I looking for others that are interested in the HEPA filtration of air of

existing general use area in health care facilities.  These are

situations where portions of the air is recirculated within the facility.

I have been reading Supplement 3:Engineering Controls section II.c.4 of

the OSHA guidelines-installing, maintaining and monitoring HEPA filters.

This seems to indicate that the filters are tested using a quantitatve

leakage and filter performance test at time of installation, filter

change, when moved? or every 6 months.  There is a reference to the

ASHRAE 1992 handbook which I have also reviewed.

Does anyone have the background on why this requirement is in the

guideline? Neither test, the quanitative leakage or filter performance

test, are tests that can easily be performed in the field.  The correct

filter test from a biosafety standpoint is the the filter scan or cold

DOP test as done on biological safety cabinets. Second, what would be the

acceptance criteria for a quanitative leakage test?

Finally, is testing every six months necessary?

Your thoughts will be appreciated.

Melinda Young

EH&S

University of Washington

PS. I know that recirculating is not what one would like but that is what

is there.

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

Date:         Fri, 12 Jan 1996 08:32:17 EST

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

Subject:      BL3

The following post bounced prior to making it to the list:

 ======================================================================= 80

Date:Thu, 11 Jan 1996 16:42:54 -0500

From: MaryEllen_Kennedy@isdtcp3.hwc.ca

Subject: Re: BL2 & BL3 labs

I would be glad to forward the Canadian Laboratory Biosafety Guidlines which

contain an extensive chapter on Lab Design including matrices describing all of

the physical features required for each containment level. PLs forward your

mailing address to me.

From: M.E.Kennedy, Director, Office of Biosafety, Laboratory Centre for Disease

Control, Health Canada (613)957-1771

______________________________ Reply Separator _________________________________

Date:Wed, 10 Jan 1996 08:09:38 -0500

From: Stuart Thompson <STUART@FS1.OH.MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      BL2 & BL3 labs

I have followed with interest the correspondance concerning

specifications for BL2 and BL3 labs as I am heavily involved in the

design and upgrading of biological sciences research laboratories for

my University in England. It would be useful to know how, if at all,

BL2 and BL3 can be compared with the British system of containment

levels 1, 2, 3 & 4. What documents describe laboratory classification

systems in the US and continental Europe? How do non-EEC

countries, e.g. Switzerland classify their laboratories? They appear

to build them to high standards and there may be much that we can

learn from them.

Thank  you for your help.

Stuart Thompson

University of Manchester

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

Date:         Fri, 12 Jan 1996 13:55:11 GMT

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

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

From:         Stuart Thompson <STUART@FS1.OH.MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Re: BL3

Thank you for your prompt and generous offer. My address is:

 Health & Safety Services

William Kay House

University of Manchester

327 Oxford Road

Manchester M13 9PG

U.K.

I look forward to hearing from you.

Best wishes

Stuart Thompson

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

Date:         Fri, 12 Jan 1996 09:17:38 -0600

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

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

From:         Noel Neighbor <nneighbo@COMP.UARK.EDU>

Subject:      Addresss for AMSS

I need an address and phone number for the American Microbiological

Safety Society.  If anyone has this handy, I would appreciate it if you

would send it. Thanks.

Noel Neighbor

nneighbo@comp.uark.edu

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

Date:         Mon, 15 Jan 1996 14:23:17 U

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

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

From:         Charles Penner <charles_penner@DNAX.ORG>

Subject:      Listeria, Leishmania, ...

Mail*Link(r) SMTP               Listeria, Leishmania, ...

I am in need of feedback to my current critical path.

We are planning to infect mice/rats with:  Listeria, Leishmania, Escheriochia

coli (enteropathogenic), and possibly in the future Toxoplasma gondii.  I am

concerned with potential work practices in the animal facility:

        1.      I am not aware of any literature regarding the vertical or horiz

ontal

transmission of these microbes to man or mouse/rat in bedding (feces, urine,

...)?

        2.      Should we be autoclaving the cages that harbored these infected

mice/rats or just wash them?

        3.      Should bedding change-outs take place in a HEPA filtered dump

        station or

can a garbage can be used?

        4.      Should we autoclave the dumped bedding?

I am aware of the logical training requirements surrounding the use of these

organisms in infected animals, particularly the needed training\signage for

people that are pregnant or immunocompromised.

Thank you for your help and experience.

C. Penner

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

Date:         Tue, 16 Jan 1996 11:59:13 +200

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

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

From:         "Ing. Janca Martin, dok. UVSS" <JANCA@UVSS.FME.VUTBR.CZ>

Subject:      ARTIFICIAL ARM

   Please help me locate any debate club like this, what take

interest about biomedicine. Lately I have interest in prosthetics,

bioelectric potentials, artificial arm, EEG and EMG measuring.

Who knows, please consult.

   Thanks in advance.

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

Dipl. Ing. Janca Martin                   Tel.: 05 / 4114 2473

Technical University of Brno              FAX : 00 42 5 758256

Faculty of Mechanical Engineering

Department of Industrial Robots

Technicka 2

616 69  Brno

Czech Republic - EUROPE             E-mail: janca@uvss.fme.vutbr.cz

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

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

Date:         Tue, 16 Jan 1996 08:43:51 -0500

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

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

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Listeria, Leishmania, ...

C. Penner wrote:

I am in need of feedback to my current critical path.

We are planning to infect mice/rats with:  Listeria, Leishmania, Escheriochia

coli (enteropathogenic), and possibly in the future Toxoplasma gondii.  I am

concerned with potential work practices in the animal facility:

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

Listeria monocytogenes:

Reservoir: Infected domestic and wild mammals, fowl and man; frequently

found in free-living water and mud

Zoonosis: Yes

Pathogenicity: opportunistic pathogen found in the elderly, the young,

during pregnancy or among immunocompromised individuals; perinatal

infections occur transplacentally and can result in abortion, still birth;

can cause

meningitis and endocarditis in adults.

Primary hazard: Parenteral inoculation, ingestion, exposure to highly

concentrated aerosols

Containment: Biosafety level 2

! Pregnant women should avoid contact with infected materials !

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

Leishmania spp.

Reservoir: Man, wild canidae and domestic dogs, rodents, sloths and marsupials.

Zoonosis: YES (bite of sandfly infected by ingesting blood from infected

mammals)

Pathogenicity: chronic systemic disease characterized by fever, anemia with

leukopenia, fatal if untreated (L. donovani)

Local skin lesions, ulceration; self-limiting or progressive, can be fatal

(L. spp)

Does not survive outside the host or culture; can remain infective for

humans for years in culture

Infective stages may be present in blood, feces, lesions exudates and

infected arthropods

Primary hazard: Accidental parenteral inoculation, transmission by

arthropod vectors, skin penetration and ingestion, aerosols or droplet

exposure on the mucous membranes of eyes, nose or mouth.

Containment: Biosafety level 2

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

Escherichia coli, enteropathogenic

Reservoir: Infected persons, often asymptomatic; animals

Zoonosis: YES direct or indirect contact with infected animals and wastes

Pathogenicity: Intestinal disease accompanied by watery diarrhea, fever,

cramps and vomiting; serious disease in infants

Primary hazard: Ingestion

Containment: Biosafety level 2

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

Above information was compiled from the Office of Biosafety (LCDC) Canada.

For more information on biosafety containment procedures (autoclaving,

disposal of bedding etc.) please refer to the CDC/NIH BMBL Guidelines,

available from CDC or online on the WWW at:

http://www.orcbs.msu.edu/biological/biolsaf.htm

For more information on these infectious agents refer to online resources at:

http://www.mic.ki.se/Diseases/c1.html        and:

http://www.mic.ki.se/Diseases/c3.html

Hope this helps.

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

*  Stefan Wagener, Ph.D.                  *

*  Biological Safety Officer              *

*  Michigan State University              *

*  C32D Engineering Research Complex      *

*  East Lansing, MI 48824-1326            *

*  -------------------------------------- *

*  Phone:(517)355-6503  Fax:(517)353-4871 *

*  Email: Stefan@msu.edu                  *

*  WWW    http://www.orcbs.msu.edu        *

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

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

Date:         Tue, 16 Jan 1996 14:04:38 GMT

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

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

From:         Stuart Thompson <STUART@FS1.OH.MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Re: Listeria, Leishmania, ...

I would be interested to know what emergency procedures are

recommended for needlestick injuries featuring each of the the groups

of pathogens mentioned.

Stuart Thompson

University of Manchester

England

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

Date:         Tue, 16 Jan 1996 09:38:10 EDT

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

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

From:         gillian norton <GIL@OHS.UWO.CA>

Organization: Occupational Health & Safety, UWO.

Subject:      Re: Listeria, Leishmania, ...

As Stefan Wagener has indicated in his reply to your original query,

all the agents you are interested in require ABSL 2 precautions. In

my experience, however, there is still considerable variation in the

requirements.  You need to discuss your animal housing needs with the

veterinarian in charge of your facility and also the IBC since all

agents are zoonoses and Leishmania can be transmitted by arthropods.

The housing requirements for this agent will be mote stringent than

the others. Each agent will need separately housed animals in rooms

with 100% exhaust air ( preferably HEPA filtered). The animals can be

housed in cages with filter bonnets or micro isolator cages.

Leishmania may require additional separation. Bedding must be treated

as infectious and a HEPA filtered enclosure provided for bedding

changes and/ or respiratory protection provided for the handlers.

bedding must be autoclaved or incinerated prior to disposal. The

handlers will require hazard information and training and for young

females, medical  counselling. Take expert medical advice about

post-exposure procedures and have all this in place before the work

begins. I am interested in how this work procedes. Please keep in

touch.  Also, try to attend the CDC Symposium on Working Safely with Research

Animals Atlanta Jan 27 -31,' 96. It's not too late to register!

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

GILLIAN NORTON              BIOSAFETY OFFICER

                            Dept. of Occupational Health & Safety

ph : 519-661-2036           University of Western Ontario

fax: 519-661-3420           Somerville House, Rm 116

internet: gil@ohs.uwo.ca    London, Ontario, N6A 3K7

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

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

Date:         Tue, 16 Jan 1996 09:56:02 EST

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

Subject:      Re: Listeria, Leishmania, ...

In-Reply-To:  Message of Tue,

              16 Jan 1996 14:04:38 GMT from <STUART@FS1.OH.MAN.AC.UK>

Our emergency procedures are fairly standardized: make it bleed, wash

thoroughly, report it to your supervisor, report to medical for evaluation/

treatment.  Doesn't much matter which pathogen.

Richie Fink

rfink@mitvma.mit.edu

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

Date:         Tue, 16 Jan 1996 12:01:10 -0800

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

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

From:         dmckelvey@CARIBOO.BC.CA

Subject:      Re: Listeria, Leishmania, etc...

Regarding the disposal of bedding from animals infected with the three

agents you mentioned, the regulations will depend entirely upon where

you live. I cannot speak for the US but in Ontario and the rest of Canada,

this bedding is NOT considered to be an infectious, hazardous, or biomedical

waste, given

that it may contain the 3 organisms you mentioned. According to the

current Ontario MOEE regulations, and the CCME definition of biomedical

waste, and the Transport of Dangerous Goods regulations (thank goodness

they all agree in this case), none of these agents is considered to

be sufficiently hazardous such that the bedding would be considered to

require special handling. Unless you think it contains a Risk Group III

or IV organism, you can put it in a bag and put it out on the curb

(unless municipal regulations prohibit, which is unlikely). If you need

more information, please feel free to contact me: DMcKelvey@Cariboo.bc.ca

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

Date:         Wed, 17 Jan 1996 09:48:20 +200

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

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

From:         "Ing. Janca Martin, dok. UVSS" <JANCA@UVSS.FME.VUTBR.CZ>

Subject:       ARTIFICIAL ARM

   Please help me locate any debate club like this, what take

interest about biomedicine. Lately I have interest in prosthetics,

bioelectric potentials, artificial arm, EEG and EMG measuring.

Who knows, please consult.

   Thanks in advance.

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

Date:         Wed, 17 Jan 1996 15:16:48 PST

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

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

From:         Brad Manning <manning@CCMAIL.NEVADA.EDU>

Subject:      Johns Hopkins Biosafety Class

     Does anyone know when the next Biohazards class is being offered by

     Byron Tepper at Johns Hopkins?

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

Date:         Thu, 18 Jan 1996 12:42:00 PST

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

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

From:         Sarah Wolz <swolz@PATH.PATH.COM>

Subject:      BL3/MTB incident policies

We have a BL3 facility where we do antibiotic susceptibility research with

MTB, and I'm in  the process of reviewing some of our "incident" policies.

Current policy states that after any sort of small spill (i.e. cracked

roller bottle in an incubator), the facility will be cleared for 4 hours,

after which 2 workers outfit with Racal HEPA filter positive pressure

respirators enter  and spray everything in the entire facility down with

amphyl.

(In the event of a more overt aerosol-generating incident (i.e. centrifuge

accident, biosafety cabinet malfunction during tissue homogenization work,

etc.), we "fog" the room using amphyl-loaded nebulizers; fresh amphyl

prepared weekly.)

In a discussion of hospital TB isolation rooms, the CDC "Core Curriculum on

Tuberculosis" states that "because TB is transmitted through the air rather

than by fomites or direct contact, the sterilization of personal items or

eating utensils and the cleaning of walls are unnecessary."

My question, therefore, is the amphyl spray decon procedure following a

small culture medium type spill really necessary?  What are current

recommendations in other facilities?  I'm also interested in talking with

anyone who has information on current respiratory protection requirements

for such a faciltiy.  Thanks!

Sarah Wolz

Health & Safety Coodinator

PathoGenesis Corp.

swolz@path.path.com (206)467-8100

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

Date:         Fri, 19 Jan 1996 09:37:27 PST

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

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

From:         Leslie Hofherr <LESLIE@HHMI.UCLA.EDU>

Subject:      Cost of Occupational Conversion to HIV +

I am looking for some information.

 Does anyone know of an article that gives or does anyone

know the cost (estimated) to workers compensation for the

treatment of workers (lab or hospital) that have occupationally

converted to HIV+ ?

Leslie Hofherr

UCLA Biosafety

(310) 206-3929

Leslie@hhmi.ucla.edu

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

Date:         Tue, 23 Jan 1996 09:47:58 EST

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

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

From:         Darlene Ward <dward@ADMIN.FSU.EDU>

Subject:      subscribe to biosafty

     Richie,

     I want to put my supervisor on the list, and the command I used did

     not work: Subscribe Biosafty:gcaspar@admin.fsu.edu, please show me the

     corect way to subscribe.

     Thank you

     Darlene Ward

     dward@admin.fsu.edu

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

Date:         Tue, 23 Jan 1996 11:06:10 EST

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

Subject:      Re: subscribe to biosafty

In-Reply-To:  Message of Tue,

              23 Jan 1996 09:47:58 EST from <dward@ADMIN.FSU.EDU>

To subscribe send a message to LISTSERV@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

in the body of the message put:  SUB BIOSAFTY firstname lastname

Do not include a signature file.

Richard Fink

Biosafty List Owner

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

Date:         Mon, 29 Jan 1996 16:11:47 -0500

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

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

From:         Paul Rubock <rubockpa@UMDNJ.EDU>

Subject:      Research risk/Actinobacillus actinomycetemcomitans

I have been requested to advise on an animal research protocol where

Actinobacillus actinomycetemcomitans (Aa) will be used and wish to be

able give a statement of the risk involved to research personnel.  The

recombinant DNA guidelines classify Aa as a BSL-2 organism.

The CDC/NIH (BMBL) guidelines however do not include Aa in

their section on specific agents.  MED-Line references cite the

ability of this bug to cause endocarditis among those who are

immunocompromised and other sources describe Aa as part of the mouth's

"normal" flora.

Should provisions be made to exclude from the project anyone with

valvular disease as well as those who may be immunocompromised in some way?

If such provisions are made, is the risk still such that "typical" ABSL-2

procedures such as changing bedding in a BSC, autoclaving bedding, using

filter bonnets/microisolators are necessary?

Does anyone know the number for the CDC's Special Pathogen's branch?

Reply to me directly at Rubockpa@UMDNJ.edu

Thank you.

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

Date:         Tue, 30 Jan 1996 06:24:05 -0500

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

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

From:         Paul Rubock <rubockpa@UMDNJ.EDU>

Subject:      Actinobacillus actinomycetemcomitans/pathogenicity-safety levels

A researcher at my institution wishes to use Actinobacillus

actinomycetemcomitans in a rodent protocol and would I appreciate the

comments of anyone regarding the risk this organism poses.  While the NIH

recombinant DNA Guidelines place Aa in the BSL-2 category, the CDC/NIH

recs., BMBL, do not note this bug at all.  A Med-Line search seems to

indicate that it is primarily an OPPORTUNISTIC pathogen with the ability

to cause endocarditis, mostly in those with valve disease or who are

immunocompromised.

So...it seems to me that the Principal Investigator should insure that

those with these underlying conditions are at least informed of the risks

and probably excluded from the protocol.  If these precautions are taken,

is the risk such that work should be conducted a ABSL-2?  or, would you

treat it like for instance a non-pathogenic strain of E. coli. One of the

Medline references does state that it is part of the "normal" oral flora in

about 20% of the population.  Thank you for your help; please reply

directly to me and I will post a summary.

Also, does anyone know the number for the CDC's Special Pathogens Branch?

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

Date:         Tue, 30 Jan 1996 08:28:18 EST

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

Subject:      Re: BL3/MTB incident policies

In-Reply-To:  Message of Thu,

              18 Jan 1996 12:42:00 PST from <swolz@PATH.PATH.COM>

What is okay in a hospital setting may not be okay in a research setting as

the titer of Mtb is much different.  In a TB isolation room one is not dealing

with as high a titer as in a lab where it is being cultured, thus the risk

factor is not the same.  While the prime mode of transmission is aerosol,

there have been transmission through broken skin (sharps) and you must consider

the possiblility of reaerosolization from the objects in the lab.

IMHO, I think that your procedures are correct.

Richie Fink     Associate Biosafety Officer     Mass. Inst. of Tech.

Biosafety List Owner

rfink@mitvma.mit.edu

rfink@mit.edu

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

Date:         Tue, 30 Jan 1996 16:34:58 GMT

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

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

From:         Stuart Thompson <STUART@FS1.OH.MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Immunocompromised laboratory workers

Increasingly, I am contacted by our employees who wish to work with

pathogens that are generally considered to be safe for persons with

"normal" immune defences yet are likely to be hazardous for persons

who are immunocompromised.

In the U.K., the Health & Safety Executive is still developing its

policy for dealing with such situations. How do other institutions

active in biomedical research or diagnosis, in the U.K. or elsewhere,

deal with this? How do you screen people, what records do you keep,

is there anything else I should know?

Look forward to hearing from you.

Stuart Thompson

Biological Safety Officer

University of Manchester

England

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

Date:         Tue, 30 Jan 1996 14:52:09 -0800

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

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

From:         Carol Showalter <carol-showalter@UIOWA.EDU>

Subject:      Information on Kirbychlor

Hi to all BIOSAFTY-Netters!  I am looking for some information on an item I

found in Stephen Rayburn's Foundations of Laboratory Safety resource.  It

mentions Kirbychlor Tablets (Kerby-Warrick, U.K.) with sodium

dichloroisocyanurate as the active ingredient.  I am looking for an

alternative to adding bleach to a large volume of liquid waste prior to

sewer disposal.  This sounds like a possibility, and I wondered if anyone

out there is familiar with the product or knows how to contact the

company??

Carol Showalter

University of Iowa

Biosafety

(319) 335-8501

carol-showalter@uiowa.edu

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

Date:         Wed, 31 Jan 1996 13:03:58 -0500

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

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

From:         Randall Morin <Morin@NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Decontamination of BSCs

Would appreciate information on policies and procedures in place at various

facilities concerning the type of decontamination process for BSCs prior to

annual certification.  Specifically, what criteria is used to determine the

need for and type of decontamination for Type A vs. Type B cabinets?  Also,

any problem with environmental regulators concerning the release of

formaldehyde.

Thanks

Randall Morin

This message is personal and does not reflect the official opinion of the

NCI-FCRF.

Dr. Randall Morin

Biological Safety Officer

NCI-FCRDC, Frederick, MD 21702-1201

(301) 846-1451, Morin@ncifcrf.gov

Fax:  (301) 846-6619

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

Date:         Wed, 31 Jan 1996 13:32:11 EDT

Reply-To:     jives@safety.rochester.edu

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

From:         Janet Ives <jives@[128.151.35.5]>

Subject:      Respiratory Protection

Biosafety Netters,

We are currently involved in evaluating the respiratory protection policy

for our Vivarium. One of the problems that we are faced with is how to

protect those individuals sensitive to animal dander and how to avoid

sensitizing other individuals. What sort of respirators is everyone using?

Will the new N95 respirators do the trick? Thanks!!

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

Date:         Fri, 2 Feb 1996 16:40:13 -0500

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

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

From:         RICHARD GILPIN <gilpin@WELCHLINK.WELCH.JHU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: The Johns Hopkins University Biosafety Course

In-Reply-To:  <199601101703.MAA09883@welchlink.welch.jhu.edu>

The Johns Hopkins University Biosafety Course will be offered

by The Johns Hopkins Office of Safety and Environmental Health,

Center for Occupational and Environmental Health, and the School

of Medicine Continuing Medical Education Department.

The Course entitled Control of Biohazards in the Research Laboratory

will be given at The Inn at Pier 5, Baltimore, Maryland

from July 8 through July 12, 1996.

For registration information and hotel reservations, contact

Dr Richard W. Gilpin at the Office of Safety & Environmental Health

 2024 East Monument St., Baltimore, MD 21205 (410) 955-5918

 fax (410) 955-5929 or email gilpin@welchlink.welch.jhu.edu or

Dr Byron S. Tepper at (410) 828-6330 fax (410) 828-6331.

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

Date:         Sun, 4 Feb 1996 14:39:59 -0500

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

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

From:         RICHARD GILPIN <gilpin@WELCHLINK.WELCH.JHU.EDU>

Subject:      Announcement: Johns Hopkins Institutions Biosafety Course

The course entitled Control of Biohazards in the Research Laboratory,

sponsored by the School of Medicine Continuing Medical Education,

Center for Occupational and Environmental Health, and the Office of Safety

and Environmental Health will be held at

 The Inn at Pier 5, Baltimore, Maryland

 from July 8 through July 12, 1996.

For course information and hotel reservations, contact:

Richard W. Gilpin, PhD, BSP, Office of Safety and Environmental Health

 2024 East Monument Street, Baltimore, MD 21205-2223,

 (410) 955-5918 Fax (410) 955-5929 email gilpin@welchlink.welch.jhu.edu, or

Byron S. Tepper, PhD, CSP

 (410) 828-6330 Fax (410) 828-6331.

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

Date:         Tue, 6 Feb 1996 08:25:28 EST

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

Subject:      Resending bounced list message re:respiratory protection

This message bounced before making it to the list.  Error messages deleted.

Richie, list owner.

 ======================================================================= 89

Date:     Mon, 05 Feb 96 17:15:34 PST

From:     "Meredith E. Lahr Phone: 805 893-8894 PRO" <EHS2LAHR@UCSBVM.ucsb.edu>

Subject:  RE: Respiratory Protection

To:        <biosafty@mitvma.mit.edu>

Forwarding a response from UCSB's veterinarian.

*** Forwarding note from MAILER  --UCSBVM   02/01/96 13:55 ***

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

Date: Thu, 1 Feb 1996 13:55:32 -0700 (PDT)

From: "Brent Martin" <b_martin@lifesci.lscf.ucsb.edu>

Sender: b_martin@lifesci.lscf.ucsb.edu

To: EHS2LAHR@UCSBVM.ucsb.edu

Subject: RE: Respiratory Protection

In message Thu, 01 Feb 96 13:22:30 PST,

  "Meredith E. Lahr Phone: 805 893-8894 PRO" <EHS2LAHR@UCSBVM.ucsb.edu>

writes:

Severe allegies can be avoided by HEPA positive pressure hoods (which are

also comfortable and cool which nothing else is) brent

>

> *** Forwarding note from MAILER  --UCSBVM   01/31/96 10:43 ***

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

> 31 Jan 1996 10:42:42 -0800

> Date:         Wed, 31 Jan 1996 13:32:11 EDT

> From:         Janet Ives <jives@[128.151.35.5]>

> Subject:      Respiratory Protection

>

> We are currently involved in evaluating the respiratory protection policy

> for our Vivarium. One of the problems that we are faced with is how to

> protect those individuals sensitive to animal dander and how to avoid

> sensitizing other individuals. What sort of respirators is everyone using?

> Will the new N95 respirators do the trick? Thanks!!

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

Date:         Tue, 6 Feb 1996 08:11:41 -0800

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

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

From:         Martha McRae <mmcrae@CCGATE.DP.BECKMAN.COM>

Subject:      Bleach vs peroxide for decontamination

We need to decontaminate some small parts which cannot be autoclaved.

These parts could be potentially contaminated with the gamut of

biohazards. I recommended soaking the parts in a 10% solution of

household bleach in water (made fresh weekly as needed for

decontamination) for 30 minutes, rinsing in DI water and air drying.

The people to whom I provided this protocol seem to think they need to

use either 100% household bleach or a 1:30 solution of hydrogen

peroxide (they weren't clear as to whether the final concentration or

the initial concentration of the peroxide was 6%).  They do not have a

literature citation for these recommendations.

Since I haven't actively practiced biosafety for several years is 10%

bleach still appropriate?  If not, do their suggested protocols have

merit (and if so, is there a literature citation which discusses them

and also the proper dilution to use for hydrogen peroxide

decontamination).

Thanks in advance.

***************************STANDARD DISCLAIMER***********************

Martha A. McRae

Manager, EH&S

Beckman Instruments, Inc.

(415) 859-1712

mmcrae@ccgate.dp.beckman.com

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

Date:         Tue, 6 Feb 1996 16:09:17 EST

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

Subject:      Re: Bleach vs peroxide for decontamination

In-Reply-To:  Message of Tue,

              6 Feb 1996 08:11:41 -0800 from <mmcrae@CCGATE.DP.BECKMAN.COM>

10% chlorine bleach is probably overkill unless the parts are heavily

contaminated with organic matter. At 10% you have 5,250 ppm of Cl- and a

fairly corrisive solution.  What are the parts made of?  Addition of 0.1%

nonionic detergent will greatly enhance dirt removal and decontamination.

Hydrogen peroxide is a great disinfectant, at 3% it is a rapid bacteriocide

and virucide but only slowly fungicidal.  At 6% much more rapid and kills

most things.  At 10% you have a cold chemical sterilant.  As the concentration

increases so does the risk to the user - appropriate ppe must be worn.

The single best book on disinfection is the one edited by Seymour Block -

"Disinfection, Sterilization, and Preservation" 4th edition, Lea & Febiger,

1991.  For a quick tour of decontamination see Chap.11 in "Biohazards

Management Handbook" 2nd ed. edited by Daniel F. Liberman, Marcel Dekker, 1995.

Richie Fink

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

Date:         Tue, 6 Feb 1996 15:41:52 -0600

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

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

From:         Noel Neighbor <nneighbo@COMP.UARK.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bleach vs peroxide for decontamination

In-Reply-To:  <199602062013.OAA26248@comp.uark.edu>

I did some research on the effect of hydrogen peroxide on poultry

pathogens.  The literature indicates that from a 5 to a 10 percent

solution works well for soaking items which need to be disinfected.  The

5 and the 10 refer to the percent of hydrogen peroxide in water.  My

experiments showed that this concentration worked well also in a case

where large areas had to be disinfected through microaerosolization.

Refer to the following for these experiments and 20 more references

sited in the literature review:  Neighbor,N.K., L.A. Newberry, G.R.

Bayyari, J.K. Skeeles, and R.W. McNew.  The Effect of Microaerosolized

Hydrogen Peroxide on Bacterial and Viral Poultry Pathogens. 1994. Poultry

Science 73:1511-1516.

Noel Neighbor

nneighbo@comp.uark.edu

On Tue, 6 Feb 1996, Martha McRae wrote:

> We need to decontaminate some small parts which cannot be autoclaved.

> These parts could be potentially contaminated with the gamut of

> biohazards. I recommended soaking the parts in a 10% solution of

> household bleach in water (made fresh weekly as needed for

> decontamination) for 30 minutes, rinsing in DI water and air drying.

> The people to whom I provided this protocol seem to think they need to

> use either 100% household bleach or a 1:30 solution of hydrogen

> peroxide (they weren't clear as to whether the final concentration or

> the initial concentration of the peroxide was 6%).  They do not have a

> literature citation for these recommendations.

>

> Since I haven't actively practiced biosafety for several years is 10%

> bleach still appropriate?  If not, do their suggested protocols have

> merit (and if so, is there a literature citation which discusses them

> and also the proper dilution to use for hydrogen peroxide

> decontamination).

>

> Thanks in advance.

>

> ***************************STANDARD DISCLAIMER***********************

>

> Martha A. McRae

> Manager, EH&S

> Beckman Instruments, Inc.

> (415) 859-1712

> mmcrae@ccgate.dp.beckman.com

>

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

Date:         Wed, 7 Feb 1996 10:07:34 -0500

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

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

From:         Stephen Edward Jadatz <sej@ACPUB.DUKE.EDU>

Subject:      Employment resources/opportunities in biosafety/related fields?

Greetings,

I am currently finishing up my last semester in the Biohazard Science

graduate program at Duke University under Dr. J.J. Tulis.  In addition to

biosafety, the BHS program curriculum covers various disciplines in the

environmental/occupational health and safety field including:

environmental health, industrial hygiene, toxicology, risk assessment, and

 hazardous waste management.

At this point, I am looking for any information regarding employment

opportunities in the field.  Any information would be helpful.

If anyone has information regarding specific jobs and/or employment

resources for biosafety and related fields, I would deeply appreciate

your reply.

Thank you for your time!

Stephen E. Jadatz

sej@acpub.duke.edu

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

Date:         Wed, 7 Feb 1996 13:32:28 EST

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

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

From:         Carolyn <CAROLYN@PLINY.EHS.UFL.EDU>

Organization: U. of Florida Env. Hlth. & Safety

Subject:      BBP Training

Hello Biosafers,

I am looking for info on interactive Web site Bloodborne Pathogen

Training.  I know about the one from Stanford.  Are there others?

Are there any suggestions on making third and fourth year training

interesting?  My email address is given in the signature.  Thanks!!

______________________________________________________________________

Carolyn Keierleber, Ph.D.       Environmental Health & Safety

Biological Safety Officer       Box 112 190

phone   (352) 392-1591          University of Florida

fax     (352) 392-3647          Gainesville, FL 32611

internet:   carolyn@pliny.ehs.ufl.edu

______________________________________________________________________

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

Date:         Wed, 7 Feb 1996 15:44:08 -0600

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

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

From:         "LouAnn C. Burnett" <lburnett@UIUC.EDU>

Subject:      job announcement

Biosafety Colleagues,

Please distribute the job announcement that follows to anyone who might be

interested in the position or to colleagues who might be able to identify

candidates in our search.  Your assistance is greatly appreciated!

LouAnn C. Burnett

Assistant Director, Environmental Health and Safety

Biological Safety Section

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

217-244-7362

lburnett@uiuc.edu

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

Biological Safety Professional

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

The Division of Environmental Health and Safety is seeking an individual to

assist in a program that includes all aspects of biological safety with

particular emphasis on research activities involving recombinant DNA

molecules and biohazardous agents.  This is a full-time academic

professional position starting as soon as possible after the closing date.

The individual will work under the direction of the Assistant Director,

Environmental Health and Safety, Biological Safety Section.  The successful

candidate will have, at a minimum, a Bachelor's degree in microbiology,

cellular biology, biochemistry, genetics, molecular biology, or related

field with relevant professional experience in the field of biosafety.

Special consideration will be given to candidates with three-plus years

experience in recombinant DNA techniques.  Ability to communicate

effectively orally and in writing and to work as a member of a health and

safety team is required.  The position requires the use of computer word

processing and database applications.  To ensure full consideration,

candidates should submit a letter of application, a resume, a statement of

professional qualifications, and a list of three references (including

addresses and phone numbers) by March 25, 1996.  Send application materials

to: LouAnn C. Burnett, Assistant Director, Division of Environmental Health

and Safety, 102 Environmental Health and Safety Building, 101 South Gregory

Street, Urbana, IL 61801.  For additional information, call 217/244-7362 or

email lburnett@uiuc.edu.  Salary is commensurate with qualifications and

experience.

The University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign is an Affirmative

Action/Equal Opportunity Employer.

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

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

Date:         Wed, 7 Feb 1996 14:04:00 EST

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

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

From:         "SPEAKER.CURTIS" <CSS2@OAS.PSU.EDU>

Subject:      cryostat safety

Greetings from the frozen tundra of Pennsylvania!

A researcher asked me if I could find out some information from other sources

regarding safety for using a cryostat to section human tissues.  Specifically,

I am looking for:

* A glove that protects from abrasions from the razor blade but still has

enough dexterity to handle a microscope slide and other small objects.

* A cleaner/disinfectant that can be used while the cryostat is still at

operating temps. (-20C).  Aqueous solutions freeze too quickly; some alcohol

solutions may work, but are they effective enough against HBV/HIV?

Suggestions???

Thanks for any info that anyone can provide...

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State Univ. - Environmental Health and Safety

email:  css2@oas.psu.edu   OR   speaker@ehs.psu.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 8 Feb 1996 06:43:54 -0800

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

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

From:         PRESTON CHANDLER <pjc4@IX.NETCOM.COM>

Subject:      Re: cryostat safety

You wrote:

>

>Greetings from the frozen tundra of Pennsylvania!

>

>A researcher asked me if I could find out some information from other

sources

>regarding safety for using a cryostat to section human tissues.

Specifically,

>I am looking for:

>

>* A glove that protects from abrasions from the razor blade but still

has

>enough dexterity to handle a microscope slide and other small objects.

>

>* A cleaner/disinfectant that can be used while the cryostat is still

at

>operating temps. (-20C).  Aqueous solutions freeze too quickly; some

alcohol

>solutions may work, but are they effective enough against HBV/HIV?

>Suggestions???

>

>Thanks for any info that anyone can provide...

>

>Curt Speaker

>Biosafety Officer

>Penn State Univ. - Environmental Health and Safety

>email:  css2@oas.psu.edu   OR   speaker@ehs.psu.edu

>

Dear Curt,

There is no latex glove that will prevent abrasions from a razor blade.

  Penitration through the glove might be prevented by Kevlar layers in

the latex, but these gloves are to my knowledge not available to the

public.  A far better solution, at least in surgery, is to use double

or even triple gloving.  The glove literature suggests that the inner

glove can be latex or alternative materials such as cotton.  In the

field of plastic surgery a single glove is penitrated by sharp objects

15%-20% of the time in prolonged procedures.  This number increases

(doubles) when using wire (ie. in applying arch bars). Double gloving

decreases injury of the inner glove to 3%-5%. Water testing as required

by the FDA allows a < 2% failure rate for surgical gloves, but this

number is higher for exam gloves.  Regency makes a surgical glove that

changes color when the outside layer is compromised.

Double gloving still allows good tactile sensation.  In summary; double

gloving with one of the gloves being a surgical glove, might well

reduce exposure to the viruses and prions from which you seek

protection.

Hope this helps.

P J Chandler MD

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

Date:         Thu, 8 Feb 1996 10:13:58 EST

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

Subject:      Re: cryostat safety

In-Reply-To:  Message of Wed, 7 Feb 1996 14:04:00 EST from <CSS2@OAS.PSU.EDU>

Nitrile gloves are a bit tougher then latex and double gloving with those

should provide some protection.  If the folks can withstand some loss of

tactile sensation then there are thin Kevlar gloves that can then be topped

with latex/nitrile gloves.  Lab Safety Supple sells Men's and Women's light

weight Kevlar gloves (QB-11913, QB17101).  They also have a cotton/kevlar

blend glove (QB-14576).

Regarding the other question about killing HIV and HBV, I've attached

our synopsis on killing those two agents.

Richie Fink    Assoc. Biosafety Officer   Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mitvma.mit.edu

rfink@mit.edu
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      A careful review of the literature concerned with chemical and phy-

sical means to inactivate HIV shows that it is a relatively easy organism

to inactivate.  There is a general agreement that it is sensitive to a

variety of common disinfectants, heat and drying.  However, due to differ-

ences in viral titer, temperature, free virus vs cell associated and methods

 used to detect viral survival there is not total agreement as to contact time

 and concentration of agent need to achieve 100% inactivation.

                     Chemical Means to Inactivate HIV

                                            Initial

Agent               Concentration  Exposure  Viral  Temperaturec  Reference

                                    Timea    Titerb

H2O2                       0.3%       2-10    105         21-25        1

Ethyl Alcohol            50%          2-10    105         21-25        1

                         50%          10    103.7-105.7      23        4d

                         19%          10                               6

Alcohole                 70%           1      107         RT           7

Methanol:acetone         1:1          20      107         RT           7

Isopropyl Alcohol        35%          2-10    105         21-25        1

                          1%           5     105.12       RT           2

Paraformeldehyde           0.25%       5      106         RT           2

                           0.5%       2-10    105         21-25        1

Glutaraldehyde            1%           ?                               6

Bleachf                  0.1%         2-10    105         21-25        1

                         10%           1      107         RT           7

                           3.8%       60                               6

Lysol                      0.5%       2-10    105         21-25        1

Quaternary Ammonium        0.08%      10      107         RT           7

Chloride

Nonidet-P40               1%          2-10    105         21-25        1

                           0.5%        1      108         RT           7

B-propionolactone      1/400          60                               6

NaOH                  40mmol           5                               6

Benzalkonium chloride      0.05%       5     1.5X104g     RT          10

Povidone-iodine            0.019%      1      105         20          11

                           0.025%     <1      105         20          11

    a)  Minutes

    b)  TCID50

    c)  oC, RT = room temperature

    d)  Not effective at -5oC

    e)  Type of alcohol not reported

    f)  Household bleach (5.25% Sodium hypochlorite)

    g)  PFU/ml

                       Physical Methods to Inactivate HIV

Method              Exposure       Initial       Temperatureb     Reference

                      Time          Viral

                                   Titera

13<pH<1               ?c             105              21-25           1

Heat                  10 min.        105              56              1

                      30 min.        ?                56              3

                      30 min.        4 x 103(PFU)     56              5

                      30 min.        104(IP)          56              8

                      5 hrs.d        107              54-56           7

                      10 hrs.e       104              60              8

                      48 hrs.f       102.8            68              8

                      144 hrs.g      105              60              9

                      >11 days;

                       <15 days      107              36-37           7h

Dessication (in media) 3-7 days      107              23-27           7

(in cell associated

 state)               >1 day,

                       <3 days       107              30o             7

    a)  TCID50 unless noted otherwise:  IP = infective viral

particles;

        PFU = plaque forming units/ml

    b)  oC

    c)  ? = unknown

    d)  In media with 50% human plasma

    e)  Wet heat

    f)  Virus in lyophilized culture

    g)  Virus in lyophilized Autoplex

    h)  Virus survived in media with 50% human plasma at 23-27oC

        for the entire test period (15 days)

    A pH reduction from 7 to 6 results in about a 3 log reduction in

viral titer (1).

    On the open bench HIV in media with 50% human plasma there was a 6

log reduction in 72 hours with 1 log further reduction in an additional

24 hours (7).  HIV at 54-56oC in media with 50% human plasma had a 3 log

reduction in the 1st hour and 6 logs after 3 hours (7)
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                   Inactivation of Hepatitis B Virus

Chemical                 Concentration of    Time and            Results & ref.

 #

                         Virus               temperature

Sodium hypochlorite      106a                10min at 20xC       complete

(0.5mg/ml free chlorine)                                       inactivation1

2% Glutaraldehyde        106a                10min at 20xC       complete

                                                                inactivation1

70% isopropyl alcohol    106a                10min at 20xC       complete

                                                                inactivation1

iodophor (80mg/L         106a                10min at 20xC       complete

available iodine)b                                             inactivation1

5600ppm chlorine         Not stated          Not stated          HBsAG

                                                               destroyed2

0.1% glutaraldehyde      105a                5min at 24xC        inactivated3

1.0% glutaraldehyde      2x105a              5min at 24xC        inactivated3

80% ethanol              6.7x104a            2min at 11xC        inactivated3

Heat                     105a                2min at 98xC        inactivated3

a)   Chimpanzee infectious doses.

b)   1:213 dilution of Wescodyne.

                                 References

1)   Bond, WW; et. al. Inactivation of Hepatitis B Virus by

    Intermediate-to-High Level Disinfectant Chemicals.  J Clin Micro

    18:535-538.

2)   Disinfection, Sterilization, and Preservation. Seymour Block, ed.

    3rd edition. Pg. 429.

3)   Kobayashi, Hiroyoshi; et. al.  1984.  Susceptibility of Hepatitis

    B Virus to Disinfectants or Heat.  J Clin Micro 20:214-216.
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Date:         Thu, 8 Feb 1996 15:42:44 EST

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

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

Comments:     Resent-From: "karen b. byers"

              <Karen=B.=Byers%SS%DFCI@EYE.DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Comments:     Originally-From: "karen b. byers"

              <Karen=B.=Byers%SS%DFCI@EYE.DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

From:         "karen b. byers" <Karen=B.=Byers%SS%DFCI@EYE.DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      cryostat decon

Forwarded to:      SMTP[BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]

          cc:

Comments by:       Karen B. Byers@SS@DFCI

   -------------------------- [Original Message] -------------------------

NCCLS (National Committee for Clinical Laboratory Standards) has a helpful

summary of cryostat biosafety issues in its Proposed guideline "Protection of

Laboratory Workers from Instrument Biohazards" 1991 (there may be a new one

out by now). Here's a quick re-type of the highlights:

"Frozen sections done on unfixed tissue pose a high risk because accidents

are common.  Freezing of tissue does not inactivate infectious agents.

Freezing propellants under pressure should not be used for frozen sections as

they may cause the spattering of droplets of infectious material". "

"The contents of the cryostat should be considered to be contaminated and

should be decontaminated frequently with 70% alcohol. The trimmings and

sections that accumulate in the cryostat should be considered to be

contaminated and should be removed during decontamination.  The cryostat

should be defrosted and decontaminated with a tuberculocidal hospital

disinfectant once a week and after tissue known to contain bloodborne

pathogens or M. tuberculosis is cut."

Stainless steel mesh gloves should be worn when changing knife blades.

Solutions used for staining frozen sections should be considered to be

contaminated."

I also have a reference from the Journal of Histotechnology, Vol.9., no.1,

March 1986, by B. Swisher and E. Ewing, Jr.: "Frozen Section Technique for

Tissues infected by the AIDS virus". Their decontamination procedure:

1. turn off refrigeration.

2. with protective clothing in place, remove the knife from microtome and

   place it in a pan of 95% ethanol for at least 15 minutes.

3. If complete defrosting is desired, pour a small amount of 95% ethano on

   the floor of the cryostat chamber where water will collect.

4. Wipe all exposed surfaces w/ 95% alcohol.

5. Replace the knife or use a clean knife from the freezer.

6. Turn on refrigeration for return to desired temperature.

Call me if you need the references faxed. 617-632-3890. Good luck!

Actually, each of the

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

Date:         Thu, 8 Feb 1996 22:32:13 -0500

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

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

From:         Peter Le Blanc Smith <pmlbs@AAHL.DAH.CSIRO.AU>

Subject:      Re: Bleach vs peroxide for decontamination

>We need to decontaminate some small parts which cannot be autoclaved.......

Remember that cleaning is an integral part of good decontamination. Removal

of organic material, grease and precipitated "salts" etc. is appropriate

prior to or along with chemical disinfection.

The "small parts" you mention could be damaged by hypochlorite solution, if

for example they are made of stainless steel (short exposures of 10 minutes

is less likely to result in damage). Damage to parts used in biocontainment

devices would be untoward.

Your hypochlorite should be of known concentration and fresh. Decanted and

old stock could have less concentration than you believe. Solutions can be

titrated. Diluted solutions should be made up daily.

1% glutaraldehyde for > 15 minutes would be a suitable disinfectant (but not

sporicidal) for clean plastic and metal parts, although it has OH&S concerns

and you should have appropriate protection against the biological hazard and

the chemical hazard of glutaraldehyde.

The Beckman Instruments Division may be able to provide advice on chemical

decontamination of centrifuge rotors, the "small parts" may be equivalent in

terms of corrosive or other effects.

Hydrogen peroxide vapour decontamination is commercialised by a US company,

AMSCO International.

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

-----

The views contained in this email message are personal and do not

necessarily reflect the view of AAHL or CSIRO.

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

-----

Peter Le Blanc Smith

Biocontainment Microbiologist

Australian Animal Health Laboratory

Telephone +61 52 275451

Fax       +61 52 275555

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

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

Date:         Fri, 9 Feb 1996 18:43:31 +0000

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

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

From:         THOMPSON CHRISTINA Z <THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM>

Subject:      Question re adenovirus vectors

I'm seeking information from anyone who has introduced recombinant

adenovirus vectors into laboratory animals.  These are supposedly

"non-infectious" adenovirus particles.  They cannot replicate or infect the

species into which they will be inserted, so will not be shed by the

animals.  However, I'm assuming we should still conduct the studies at

animal biosafety level 2.  Is this correct?  We do have the proper

facilities and equipment, but I wonder if anyone has any other useful

hints, advice, or information.

Thanks in advance for any information you can provide.

Chris Thompson

Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly & Co.

cz.thompson@lilly.com

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

Date:         Fri, 9 Feb 1996 12:27:51 -0800

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

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

From:         Melinda Young <biosafe@U.WASHINGTON.EDU>

Subject:      decontamination

In-Reply-To:  <9602090352.AA06240@mx4.u.washington.edu>

Greetings

There has been lots of discussion lately on decontamination.  We too are

looking for updated information.

Due to recent relabeling of glutaraldehydes, our hospital is now having to

warm the solution to achieve high level disinfection/sterilization.  This

is causing concerns from staff in various clinics not to mention our

industrial hygienists.  Recently, the IH's and Infection Control met to

discuss substitutes for glutaraldehydes in the clinical setting.  The

choices seem limited: hydrogen peroxide-but nothing is commercially

available in the US(other than the vaporized hp from AMSCO which is too

costly for clinical setting).  Peractic acid washers(Steris units) are

being used in a few areas.

Does anyone know of other commerically available products or washers?

Melinda Young

EH&S

University of WA

Seattle

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

Date:         Tue, 13 Feb 1996 08:37:18 -0800

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

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

From:         Martha McRae <mmcrae@CCGATE.DP.BECKMAN.COM>

Subject:      Decontamination Protocols--Thanks

The question I had on bleach vs.. hydrogen peroxide arose when I

informed the employees conducting the decon on small non-autoclavable

parts that 10% bleach was more than adequate while they insisted on

pure bleach. After receiving your comments, reviewing the Seymour

Block book referenced below and having several more discussions with

the employees, it turned out that what I was confronted with was "a

basic failure to communicate".  As my discussions with the employees

continued, it finally came out that they couldn't figure out how to

make a 10 % beach solution when beach was only 5+% to begin with and

therefore they wanted to use H2O2 if I wouldn't let them use full

strength bleach. Now that I've educated the employees on available Cl

concentration of bleach vs. that necessary for adequate decon, we are

going to stick with bleach at 10% for now.

So, I thank you all for your input to what I thought would be a simple

validation that 10% bleach was fine.  I was provided with more insight

into decontamination protocols than I expected.  I also want to

clarify that for those of you concerned with corrosion, the small

parts are nonmetallic and have been soaked in full strength bleach and

have not suffered for it.

Below are references you might like to add to your biosafety reference

bibliography in case you have decon questions in the future.

From Ritchie Fink--The single best book on disinfection is the one

edited by Seymour Block - "Disinfection, Sterilization, and

Preservation" 4th edition, Lea & Febiger, 1991.  For a quick tour of

decontamination see Chap.11 in "Biohazards Management Handbook" 2nd

ed. edited by Daniel F. Liberman, Marcel Dekker, 1995.

From Carla Alvarado--In regard to your question, I would suggest the

reference "Draft What Guidelines for Disinfection and Sterilization"

author Dr. William Rutala, Univ. of North Carolina, in American Jour

of Infection Control published in 1995.  This is a a guideline from

the Assoc. of Professionals in Infection Control and Epidemiology, Inc

(APIC).

From Noel Neighbor--I did some research on the effect of hydrogen

peroxide on poultry pathogens.  The literature indicates that from a 5

to a 10 percent solution works well for soaking items which need to be

disinfected.  The 5 and the 10 refer to the percent of hydrogen

peroxide in water.  My experiments showed that this concentration

worked well also in a case where large areas had to be disinfected

through microaerosolization. Refer to the following for these

experiments and 20 more references sited in the literature review:

Neighbor,N.K., L.A. Newberry, G.R. Bayyari, J.K. Skeeles, and R.W.

McNew.  The Effect of Microaerosolized Hydrogen Peroxide on Bacterial

and Viral Poultry Pathogens. 1994. Poultry Science 73:1511-1516.

Thanks again.

******************************STANDARD DISCLAIMER********************

Martha A. McRae

Manager, EH&S

Beckman Instruments, Inc.

(415) 859-1712

mmcrae@ccgate.dp.beckman com

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

Date:         Thu, 15 Feb 1996 14:07:47 -0500

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

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

From:         "Larry J. Thompson" <ljt2@CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      EPA Incinerator regs

Yesterday I attended the meeting held by the US-EPA at their Research

Center at Research Triangle Park, North Carolina, concerning the proposed

Medical Waste Incinerator (MWI) regulations.  The presentors stressed that

all parts of the proposed regs are still subject to the Administrator's

final approval, but that they are recommending the following and expect it

to be accepted:

1.  Adopting New York State's definitions for medical waste to be covered

by the MWI regs.  In NY it is called Regulated Medical Waste (RMW).  There

was a lot of discussion on this point but EPA is quite sure this will be

adopted.  I have enclosed below a copy of the handout distributed at the

meeting including some definitions used by NY (but had to leave out 2

tables of new MACTs and associated cost estimates).

2.  All pathological waste will be exempted from the MWI regulations.  This

will include all human tissues and animal tissues (and associated

containers).  See (b) Human Pathological Wastes and (e) Animal Wastes

below.  The animal feces and bedding is path waste if known to be capable

of transmitting the infectious agent.  Infectious agent means infectious to

man.

Thus, pathological incinerators will be exempted from the rule and will not

be required to have the scrubbers, etc., but no other medical waste can be

incinerated.  If you do, you become a MWI and subject to the regs.  No

operator training/certification is required for path incinerators but there

may be a requirement for quarterly or annual reporting on types and amounts

of path waste incinerated.

3.  EPA may choose to issue specific regulations concerning pathological

incinerators at some future date.  Individual States may choose to

develop/enforce more stringent regulations on MWI's or path incinerators.

4.  Although the final emission limits for individual pollutants have not

been determined, emission limits and testing/reporting requirements will be

based on MWI size.  SMALL is under 200 lbs per hour.  MEDIUM is 200 to 500

lbs per hour.  LARGE is over 500 lbs per hour.  There may also be a VERY

LARGE category.  Large units will have more stringent requirements than

medium, medium more stringent than small.

Other things were discussed but I feel these are most germaine to my

reading audience.

Larry Thompson

Director of Biosafety

College of Veterinary Medicine at Cornell University

AGENDA

EPA Meeting With Medical Waste Incineration "Industry" to discuss proposed

Medical Waste Incinerator Regulations

February 14, 1996

Main Auditorium of EPA's Research Center Research Triangle Park, NC

         9:00 a.m.       Introduction and Purpose of Meeting, Overview of Agenda

        9:15 a.m.       Old Business

        9:30 a.m.       Definition of Medical Waste

        11:00 a.m.      Break

       11:15 a.m.      Operator Training and Qualification Requirements

        12:30 a.m.      Lunch

        1:00 p.m        Testing and Monitoring Requirements

        2:30 p.m.       Break

        2:45 p.m.       Alternative Technologies

        4:30 p.m.       Closing Comments

        5:00 p.m.       Adjourn

DOCKET INFORMATION

The following additional information on the MACT floor, definition of

medical waste, Operator Training/Certification, Monitoring/Testing, and

Alternative Technologies can be obtained through the docket office.

Document No.     Description

IV-B-22      MWI Inventory Memorandum

IV-B-23      Subcategory Memorandum

IV-B-24      MACT Floor Memorandum

IV-B-25      Definition of Medical Waste Memorandum

IV-B-26      Operator Training/Certification Memorandum

IV-B-27      Monitoring/Testing Memorandum

IV-B-28      Alternative Technology Memorandum

Docket No. A-91-61, containing supporting information, is available for

public inspection and copying between 8:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m., Monday

through Friday, at the Air and Radiation Docket and Information Center, U.

S. Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M Street, SW., Washington, DC

20460, telephone (202) 260-7548, fax (202) 260-4000. A reasonable fee may

be charged for copying.

New York State Department of Health

Definition of Regulated Medical Waste*

1.      "Regulated medical waste" shall mean any of the following waste

which is generated in the diagnosis, treatment or immunization of human

beings or animals, in research pertaining thereto, or in the production and

testing of biologicals, provided however, that regulated medical waste

shall not include hazardous waste identified or listed pursuant to Section

27-0903 of the Environmental Conservation Law, or any household waste

promulgated under such section.

(a) Cultures and stocks. This waste shall include cultures and stocks of

agents infectious to humans, and associated biologicals, cultures from

medical or pathological laboratories, cultures and stocks of infectious

agents from research and industrial laboratories, wastes from the

production of biologicals, discarded live or attenuated vaccines, or

culture dishes and devices used to transfer, inoculate, or mix cultures.

(b) Human pathological wastes. This waste shall include tissue, organs, and

body parts (except teeth and the contiguous structures of bone and gum),

body fluids that are removed during surgery, autopsy, or other medical

procedures, or specimens of body fluids and their containers, and discarded

material saturated with such body fluids other than urine, provided that

the Commissioner, by duly promulgated regulation, may exclude such

discarded material saturated with body fluids from this definitions if the

Commissioner finds that it does not pose a significant risk to public

health. This waste shall not include urine or fecal materials submitted for

other than diagnosis of infectious diseases.

(c) Human blood and blood products. This waste shall include: (I) discarded

waste human blood, discarded blood components (e.g. serum and plasma),

containers with free flowing blood or blood components or discarded

saturated material containing free flowing blood or blood components; and

(II) materials saturated with blood or blood products provided that the

commissioner, by duly promulgated regulation, may exclude such material

saturated with blood or blood products from this definitions if the

commissioner finds that it does not pose a significant risk to public

health.

(d) Sharps. This waste shall include but not be limited to discarded unused

sharps and sharps used in animal or human patient care, medical research,

or clinical or pharmaceutical laboratories, hypodermic, intravenous, or

other medical needles, hypodermic or intravenous syringes to which a needle

or other sharp is still attached, Pasteur pipettes, scalpel blades, or

blood vials. This waste shall include, but not be limited to, other types

of broken or unbroken glass (including slides and cover slips) in contact

with infectious agents. This waste shall not include those parts of

syringes from which sharps are specifically designed to be easily removed

and from which sharps have actually been removed, and which are intended

for recycling or other disposal, so long as such syringes have not come in

contact with infectious agents.

(e) Animal Waste. This waste shall mean discarded materials including

carcasses, body parts, body fluids, or bedding originating from animals

known to be contaminated with infectious agents (i.e. zoonotic organisms)

or from animals inoculated during research, production of biologicals, or

pharmaceutical testing with infectious agents.

(f)     Any other waste material containing infectious agents designated by the

commissioner as regulated medical waste.

*.      New York State Department of Health. Public Health Law 1389-aa

(Definitions) as amended by Chapter 438 of the Laws of 1993.

Larry J. Thompson, DVM

Director of Biosafety

College of Veterinary Medicine

Cornell University                               Phone 607-253-3966

Upper Tower Road                                fax  607-253-3943

Ithaca, NY  14853                                LJT2@Cornell.edu

"He who throws mud generally loses ground."  Adlai Stevenson

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

Date:         Fri, 16 Feb 1996 16:26:00 PST

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

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

From:         Sarah Wolz <swolz@PATH.PATH.COM>

Subject:      M. paratuberculosis

Forwarded from Taraq Arain, BL3 manager, PathoGenesis Corp.:

"Mycobacterium paratuberculosis - is it biohazard class 2 or 3?

The UK guidelines are that it should be treated as class 3 because of its

implication in Crohn's disease.  I could not find it in the CDC/NIH

"Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical Laboratories" book.  To

complicate matters, it is down in the ATCC catalog as Mycobacterium avium

subspecies paratuberculosis."

Any input on this question would be appreciated.  Thanks--

Sarah Wolz

EH&S, PathoGenesis Corp.

swolz@path.path.com

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

Date:         Tue, 20 Feb 1996 16:47:13 GMT

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

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

From:         Stuart Thompson <STUART@FS1.OH.MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Disaster planning, contingency planning

Does anyone have experience of, or guidelines for, planning

responses to accidents with biological hazardous materials,

including genetically-modified organisms? We would like to develop

such a plan for our University. Our plans need to take account of

simple spillages and those complicated by fire, flood, explosion or

other physical occurrence. We need to decide who controls and cleans

things up, the equipment and training that are required, outside

assistance, e.g. fire brigade or specialist contractors. The fire

brigade are already interested in using our large and difficult

building in an exercise of this type, so we should get some planning

assistance from this direction.

Anyone who has been involved in an emergency situation, whether

life-threatening or only mildly embarrassing, will be aware of the

newsworthy nature of such occurrences. Plans should include details

of how to deal with the media and who is responsible for doing so.

Spokespersons who are either inarticulate experts or plausible

non-experts can be equally disastrous.

I hope that some of you will be able to share your experiences and

advice. I look forward to hearing from you.

Stuart Thompson

University of Manchester

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

Date:         Wed, 21 Feb 1996 08:31:56 EST

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

Subject:      Re: M. paratuberculosis

In-Reply-To:  Message of Fri,

              16 Feb 1996 16:26:00 PST from <swolz@PATH.PATH.COM>

I would say that M. para is a class 2 organism as: 1) Appendix B of the NIH

Guidelines says that all Mycob. are class 2 execpt those listed higher.  2)

the class 3 Mycob. are M. avium, M. bovis, M. tb.  3) With all due respect to

ATCC, the International Committee on Systematic Bacteriology and Bergey's

lists M. para as its own species not as a subspecies to M. avium. 4) M. para

is not a proven pathogen and the implication is that it may be an ingestion

not inhalation pathogen.  Thus it does not meet the definition of a class 3

agent - i.e. one that may cause serious or potentially lethal disease as a

result of exposure by the inhalation route but does meet the definition of

a class 2 agent - i.e. one that have a moderate potential hazard to personnel

and the environment (it is primarily a cattle pathogen).

Richie Fink     Assoc. Biosafety Officer      Mass. Inst. of Tech.

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu      Rfink@mitvma.mit.edu

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

Date:         Wed, 21 Feb 1996 10:15:49 EST

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

Subject:      Adenovirus

The following bounced before making it out to the list, R. Fink; Biosafty

List Owner.

<error messages (long and boring) deleted>

------------------------- Message in error (56 lines) -------------------------

From: Stuart Thompson <STUART@fs1.oh.man.ac.uk>

Date: Sun, 18 Feb 1996 13:30:43 GMT

Subject: Re: Question re adenovirus vectors

Your question is very similar to one that has been asked of me here

at the University of Manchester. If you come up with any information

that does not appear as a mass-circulation item for this mailgroup

(which I follow regularly), please would you be so kind as to

forward it to me. Meanwhile, if I dig out any further information of

interest to yourself, I will send it on. Can I assume that you are at

Lilly U.K. & therefore operate to UK rules?

Best wishes

Stuart

> Date:          Fri, 9 Feb 1996 18:43:31 +0000

> From:          THOMPSON CHRISTINA Z <THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM>

> Subject:       Question re adenovirus vectors

> I'm seeking information from anyone who has introduced recombinant

> adenovirus vectors into laboratory animals.  These are supposedly

> "non-infectious" adenovirus particles.  They cannot replicate or infect the

> species into which they will be inserted, so will not be shed by the

> animals.  However, I'm assuming we should still conduct the studies at

> animal biosafety level 2.  Is this correct?  We do have the proper

> facilities and equipment, but I wonder if anyone has any other useful

> hints, advice, or information.

>

> Thanks in advance for any information you can provide.

>

> Chris Thompson

> Biosafety Officer

> Eli Lilly & Co.

> cz.thompson@lilly.com

>

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

Date:         Wed, 21 Feb 1996 14:52:09 -0400

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

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

From:         "John V. Murphy" <jmurphy@JULIET.STFX.CA>

Subject:      "Doomsday" virus...

Has anyone out here heard of a bacteria that cannot be killed, even by

radiation?

Let me know!!!

        John

        jmurphy@juliet.stfx.ca

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

Date:         Wed, 21 Feb 1996 16:56:57 -0500

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

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

From:         "Larry J. Thompson" <ljt2@CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: "Doomsday" virus...

How about prions that formaldehyde doesn't kill?

Larry

>Has anyone out here heard of a bacteria that cannot be killed, even by

>radiation?

>

>Let me know!!!

>

>        John

>

>        jmurphy@juliet.stfx.ca

Larry J. Thompson, DVM

Director of Biosafety

College of Veterinary Medicine

Cornell University                               Phone 607-253-3966

Upper Tower Road                                fax  607-253-3943

Ithaca, NY  14853                                LJT2@Cornell.edu

       "If Stupidity got us into this mess, then why can't it get us out?" "

     - Will Rogers (1879-1935)

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

Date:         Wed, 21 Feb 1996 15:22:58 CST

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

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

From:         Ralph NORTH <Ralph.North@CCMAIL.ADP.WISC.EDU>

Subject:      Radiation Resistant Bacterium

     Malcolm W. Browne reported in NY Times Science Times (I don't know the

     date) on an article published in Science by Drs. Kenneth W. Minton and

     Michael J. Daly on a bacterium called Deinococcus radiodurans

     ("terrible berry that withstands radiation") that can repair vast

     radiation damage to its DNA, reassembling its 4-10 chromosomes, even

     after exposure to 15,000 Gy of ionizing radiation. The article said

     the organism is generally harmless to humans.

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

Date:         Wed, 21 Feb 1996 16:33:47 -0500

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

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

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: "Doomsday" bugs

>Has anyone out here heard of a bacteria that cannot be killed, even by

>radiation?

>

Some of the Gram-positive Deinococcus species are vey resistant to y-radiation;

some of the hyperthermophilic bacteria grow at 105 degrees Celsius

(Pyrodictium);

some of the barophilic ones grow at 400 atmospheres of pressure;

some Halobacteria grow in almost saturated salt solutions;

and some love it cold...

....the world of extremophiles    :-)

Stefan

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

Date:         Wed, 21 Feb 1996 15:43:06 -0600

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

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

From:         "Franklin R. Champlin" <franko@RA.MSSTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: "Doomsday" virus...

In-Reply-To:  <199602212112.PAA08331@Tut.MsState.Edu>

Interesting thought and I would not have come up with it-but, prions are

not bacteria.

Frank Champlin

Micro Prof and BSO

Mississippi State University, where I think LSU will be trounced in

basketball this evening by the MSU Bulldogs.

On Wed, 21 Feb 1996, Larry J. Thompson wrote:

> How about prions that formaldehyde doesn't kill?

>

>

> Larry

>

> >Has anyone out here heard of a bacteria that cannot be killed, even by

> >radiation?

> >

> >Let me know!!!

> >

> >        John

> >

> >        jmurphy@juliet.stfx.ca

>

>

>

>

>

> Larry J. Thompson, DVM

> Director of Biosafety

> College of Veterinary Medicine

> Cornell University                               Phone 607-253-3966

> Upper Tower Road                                fax  607-253-3943

> Ithaca, NY  14853                                LJT2@Cornell.edu

>

>

>

>        "If Stupidity got us into this mess, then why can't it get us out?" "

>      - Will Rogers (1879-1935)

>

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

Date:         Fri, 23 Feb 1996 11:11:15 CST

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

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

From:         RON McCABE <MCCABE@ORTHO.SURGERY.WISC.EDU>

Organization: Orthopedic Surgery, UW Hospital

Subject:      Human tissue questions

Hi, I hope this makes it through ok; this is my first posting.

I have some questions on human tissue handling.  We occasionally do

biomechanical testing on human tissues.  Most of the time it seems

that the MD's get tissue sent to us from sources that are unknown to

me.  Of course we insist that all tissues be tested before use here

in the lab, but sometimes I don't feel real confident that the

testing has been done or done right.  Usually when I ask them the

response is "of course they have been tested", then I ask to see the

documentation - "well, we don't have them here".

The situation that has finally 'triggered' me to write this is this -

we are to do some testing of a new ACL reconstruction washer for a

company and they did all the work to get specimens sent here.  They

didn't arrive on time so the MD's secretary called to hunt them down.

She located them at the local airport, they were sent FedEx, "double

bagged", with NO dry ice, from California.  The label had come off

during shipping, and the box sat at FedEx for a couple of days.  I

asked the secretary to ask them about the specimens being tested

their response was "yes they have been tested, but we don't have the

results yet".  I threw the box into our -80 freezer without opening.

After all that - my questions are:

1) Isn't it illegal to send this type of tissue through non certified

carriers (FedEx was pretty ticked when they found out that they were

carrying human tissue with out any warning labels).

2) What options do I have to insure that this sort of situation

doesn't happen any more?

Ron McCabe

"The Universe at Madison"

Dyslexics of the world UNTIE!

Wisconsin Orthopedic Research Laboratories

Room G5/332 Clinical Sciences Center

600 Highland Ave.

Madison, WI  53792-3228

608 263-1343 Voice

608 263-0454 FAX

mccabe@ortho.surgery.wisc.edu   Office

rpmccabe@facstaff.wisc.edu      Home

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

Date:         Fri, 23 Feb 1996 11:26:43 -0700

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

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

From:         "Madeline J. Dalrymple" <Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BBP Training

Were there any reponses to the web site question (see below) worthy of

sharing with us?

Madeline Dalrymple

University of Wyoming

email dalrympl@uwyo.edu

 ----------

From: A Biosafety Discussion List

To: Multiple recipients of list BIO

Subject: BBP Training

Date: Wednesday, February 07, 1996 1:32PM

Hello Biosafers,

I am looking for info on interactive Web site Bloodborne Pathogen

Training.  I know about the one from Stanford.  Are there others?

Are there any suggestions on making third and fourth year training

interesting?  My email address is given in the signature.  Thanks!!

______________________________________________________________________

Carolyn Keierleber, Ph.D.       Environmental Health & Safety

Biological Safety Officer       Box 112 190

phone   (352) 392-1591          University of Florida

fax     (352) 392-3647          Gainesville, FL 32611

internet:   carolyn@pliny.ehs.ufl.edu

______________________________________________________________________

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

Date:         Fri, 23 Feb 1996 10:30:46 -0700

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

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

From:         "Madeline J. Dalrymple" <Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Disaster planning, contingency plann

Were there any replys to the message sent below?  I am interested in seeing

the responses.

Thanks --

Madeline Dalrymple

Biological Safety Officer

University of Wyoming

email -- dalrympl@uwyo.edu

 ----------

From: A Biosafety Discussion List

To: Multiple recipients of list BIO

Subject: Disaster planning, contingency planning

Date: Tuesday, February 20, 1996 4:47PM

Does anyone have experience of, or guidelines for, planning

responses to accidents with biological hazardous materials,

including genetically-modified organisms? We would like to develop

such a plan for our University. Our plans need to take account of

simple spillages and those complicated by fire, flood, explosion or

other physical occurrence. We need to decide who controls and cleans

things up, the equipment and training that are required, outside

assistance, e.g. fire brigade or specialist contractors. The fire

brigade are already interested in using our large and difficult

building in an exercise of this type, so we should get some planning

assistance from this direction.

Anyone who has been involved in an emergency situation, whether

life-threatening or only mildly embarrassing, will be aware of the

newsworthy nature of such occurrences. Plans should include details

of how to deal with the media and who is responsible for doing so.

Spokespersons who are either inarticulate experts or plausible

non-experts can be equally disastrous.

I hope that some of you will be able to share your experiences and

advice. I look forward to hearing from you.

Stuart Thompson

University of Manchester

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

Date:         Sat, 24 Feb 1996 21:18:09 -0500

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

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

From:         kutlakf <kutlakf@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      NIH Symposium

I am an Architect / Project Officer with the Design and Construction

Branch of the National Institutes of Health in Bethesda Maryland .. I

work with a 7500 Power Mac at home and have recently been branching out

and exploring the internet and listservs.. I do a lot of computer work

at NIH using databases, scheduling, spreadsheets, graphics and word

processing on a 6100 Power Mac.. I am posting these two applied design

topics to architectural and laboratory  groups..

I have two items of applied design to post:

1. The Office of Research Services (ORS) at NIH in conjunction with the

International Society of Pharmaceutical engineering (ISPE) and the

National Cancer Institute (NCI) is presenting a three day "Research &

Development Symposium" at NIH in Bethesda Maryland on March 4th, 5th

and 6th; "for the express purpose of introducing the new NIH biomedical

facility design guidelines to the research industry and design

professionals. The emphasis will be on the design of biomedical

research laboratories, the application of these NIH guidelines and arm

chair tours of recently constructed NIH facilities... the intent of

this symposium is to share NIH's current expertise and experiences with

the broader biomedical community".  This should be of interest to all

those involved in the design and construction of various types of

research facilities. There is a $645 registration fee which includes a

complete set of the guidelines (4 -3 ring binders) and typical full

service conference amenities (coffee breaks, two continental

breakfasts, two luncheons and a reception dinner)... anybody interested

in attending should contact the ISPE Headquarters immediately at phone

813-960-2105.

As one of the NIH staff who compiled and wrote these new guidelines, as

well as one of the speakers at the symposium, I feel that there is a

tremendous amount of applied design knowledge contained in this

presentation; in fact our biggest problem has been to condense it all

into the limited amount of time we have.

Of note to the  educational and internet community is that NIH plans to

put these entire NIH design guidelines on the internet at the NIH home

page website (http.www.nih.gov) sometime in the late spring or early

summer. If there is any expressed interest in this symposium, I could

obtain and post a file of the 3 day agenda in this listserv, or could

e-mail it privately to anyone who requests it

2. On an even more applied design note, I am the NIH Project Manager

for a new 250,000 gross square foot research laboratory building,

entitled "Building 50", which is now starting the pre-design stage.

The A/E team selected is Hansen, Lind, Meyer Architects of Great Falls

VA with Ross, Murphy, Finkelstein Engineers of Baltimote MD and GPR Lab

Planners of White Plains NY, and the Construction Quality Manager is

CRSS Constructors of Arlington VA. This project is planned to be

designed and constructed in two phases; phase 1 being site

work/foundations and phase 2 superstructure, enclosure and fit-out. We

also will do a commissioning phase, a coordinated occupancy phase and

finally a post occupancy evaluation phase. Phase 1 pre-design, design

and construction docs is about 12 months with phase 1 construction

starting in the spring of 1997; with another 8 months for phase 2

construction documents and phase 2 construction commencing in early 98

+-, with a completion date of spring 2000 and occupancy by summer/fall

+- 2000. It is a very interesting, complex and challenging project that

we are really looking forward to at NIH. If there is expressed interest

in this project I can continue to post regular status updates and / or

discuss some of the design problems and solutions that the team

processes. We are also beginning some preliminary discussions with

members of the NIH computer division to create a home page for this

project on the NIH website..

We collaborated with the Architecture School of Howard University in

Washington D.C. whose 3rd and 4th year design studios used this program

as a design project.

please reply if there is interest in tracking this project in this

listserv group...

Frank Kutlak,

e-mail at NIH is    kutlakf@des13.od.nih.gov

personal e-mail is   kutlakf@erols.com

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

Date:         Thu, 29 Feb 1996 16:23:12 -0500

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

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

From:         "Dr. Richard Gilpin" <gilpin@WELCHLINK.WELCH.JHU.EDU>

Organization: Johns Hopkins Institutions

Subject:      file:///C|/Program File...gator/Mail/BIOCONEM.txt

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

--------------40756E1B3C09

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

file:///C|/Program Files/Netscape/Navigator/Mail/BIOCONEM.txt

--------------40756E1B3C09

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Content-Disposition: inline; filename="BIOCONEM.txt"

Control of Biohazards in the Research Laboratory

Dates:  July 8-12, 1996

Course Description

The Control of Biohazards in the Research Laboratory is designed to provide

instruction on the recognition and control of biohazards including infectious

agents, oncogenic viruses, recombinant DNA, chemical carcinogens and

other toxic agents.  The course is directed to safety officers, clinical and

biomedical laboratory supervisors, bench scientists, industrial hygienists and

technicians. Instruction will be provided in the practices and procedures of

biohazard control and in the organization, planning and implementation of

a biosafety program.

Course Features:

This four and one half day course consists of lectures, laboratory exercises

and opportunities for informal discussions with course faculty, for review

of pertinent audiovisual materials and for examination of biosafety equipment

and devices.  Theoretical background and basic principles will be covered.

Subject Areas:

An overview of cell biology and host-parasite relationships

Hazard potential of infectious agents, recombinant DNA and oncogenic viruses

Dissemination of contaminants

Equipment designed for safety

Containment concepts: primary and secondary barriers

Personal practices and hygiene

Universal precautions and bloodborne pathogens

Safe handling and housing of laboratory animals

Sterilization and disinfection

Tuberculosis overview

Emergency procedures

Development of a safety program

Effective safety training

Laboratory inspections

Medical surveillance

Federal regulations involving laboratory safety

Packaging and shipment of biological  materials.

General Information

Dates:  July 8-12, 1996

Place:

Omni Inner Harbor Hotel

101 West Fayette Street

Baltimore, MD 21201

 (410) 752-1100

Registration:

8:30-9:00 a.m., The Omni Inner Harbor Hotel,  Carroll Room, Lobby level

Fee:

$1,200 per person to include registration, continental breakfasts,

refreshments, 2 lunches and a banquet.  Tuition discounts are not

available.  All fees are payable in advance.  A letter confirming

enrollment will be sent to each registrant.  Foreign payments must

be made in a draft on a U.S. bank.  Only one-half of the fee will be

returned if withdrawal is made after June 1, 1996.

Course Credits:

This program has been approved by the Johns Hopkins University for

3 Continuing Education Units.  This course also qualifies for

4.5 ABIH Certification Maintenance Credits.

Course Manual:

A course manual will provide lecture outlines, data tables and graphics used

in the lectures, laboratory exercises and supporting materials.

Social Functions:

A complimentary banquet for registrants will be held on Thursday,

July 11, 1996.  Additional guests are invited for a charge of $30.

Hotel Accommodations:

Accommodations have been reserved at the Omni Inner Harbor Hotel.

           Rates: $125 Single, $140 Double.

Note:

The Johns Hopkins University reserves the right to cancel the course,

in which case the enrollment fee will be fully refunded to the applicant.

Course Directors

Byron S. Tepper, Ph.D., CSP is Associate Professor of Environmental Health

Sciences, The Johns Hopkins University School of Hygiene and Public Health,

and Associate Professor of Occupational Medicine, The Johns Hopkins

University School of Medicine.  He is a Fellow of the American Academy of

Microbiology.  He is the former Director of the Office of Safety and

Environmental Health of The Johns Hopkins University and The Johns Hopkins

Hospital.  Dr. Tepper is a microbiologist who entered the field of biosafety

after 15 years of research on leprosy and other mycobacterial diseases.  He is

a Certified Safety Professional with more than 20 years experience in

biosafety, occupational safety and environmental health.  He developed

and has continuously directed the course "Control of Biohazards in the

Research Laboratory" which has been presented at Johns Hopkins since

1979.  He is a charter member of the American Biological Safety Association

(ABSA) and, currently, President.  He is past president of the ABSA

Chesapeake Area Chapter and the Campus Safety Association (CSA).

Dr. Tepper is a recognized consultant in biosafety, laboratory safety,

laboratory design and hospital safety.

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., BSP, is the Biosafety Officer of the Office of Safety

and Environmental Health of The Johns Hopkins University and The Johns

Hopkins Hospital, and Assistant Professor of Occupational Medicine,

The Johns Hopkins University School of Medicine.  Dr. Gilpin is a

basic/clinical/industrial research microbiologist with more than 25 years

experience in research, product development and environmental health.

He joined Hopkins seven years ago after managing a department of research

and development at a major in-vitro diagnostic manufacturer.  Dr. Gilpin

has developed and directed microbiology courses for medical students,

graduate students, and drug company marketing personnel.  He is a

Registered Biological Safety Professional, Chair of the American Biological

Safety Association Bylaws Committee, and President-Elect of the Chesapeake

Chapter of the American Biological Safety Association.  He is a member

of the American Society for Microbiology, and the American Society of

Safety Engineers.  Dr. Gilpin is a recognized consultant in environmental

microbiology including environmental monitoring of legionella bacteria,

laboratory and hospital safety, and the role of microorganisms in indoor

air quality.

For Further Information  Contact

Dr. Byron S. Tepper                       Dr. Richard W. Gilpin

Phone:    (410) 828-6330                Phone:    (410) 955-5918

Fax:        (410) 828-6331                Fax:        (410) 955-5929

Course Registration Form

Please mail remittance and completed registration to:

  Dawn Moreland, Registrar

  Center for Occupational & Environmental Health

  The Johns Hopkins University

  5501 Hopkins Bayview Circle, Suite 2B.34

  Baltimore, MD  21224

  Telephone: (800) 755-2557

Name: _________________________________________________________

Address: ________________________________________________________

City: _______________________ State: ______ Zip Code: _______________

Area Code/Telephone Number: ______________________________________

Present Position: _________________________________________________

*Please make checks payable to: JHU Biohazards Course.  Check or purchase order

must accompany  registration form to guarantee enrollment in the course.

Hotel Reservation Form

Please complete and mail to:

  Omni Inner Harbor Hotel

  101 W. Fayette Street

  Baltimore, MD 21201

  Telephone    (410) 752-1100

  Fax          (410) 625-3805

I am enrolled in the Biohazards Course presented by The Johns Hopkins

University, July 8-12, 1996.  Please make the following reservation for me;

  Rates are  $125 Single and  $140 Double; per night.

_______Single(s)  _______Double(s)  for _______nights.

Reservations should be made by June 1, 1996.

Name: ___________________________________________________________

Address: __________________________________________________________

City: ________________________ State: ______ Zip Code: ________________

Area Code/Telephone Number: _______________________________________

Arrival Date: _________  Departure Date: ___________

Please hold my reservation for late arrival ____.

Reservations may be guaranteed for late arrival by one night's deposit.

Include check payable to the hotel or major credit card number:

 AMEX, VISA, MC  Card Number: ___________________ Exp.Date_________

Signature: _______________________________________________________

--------------40756E1B3C09--

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

Date:         Tue, 5 Mar 1996 11:39:00 -0500

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

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

From:         "Fontes, Benjamin" <FontesBA@MASPO2.MAS.YALE.EDU>

Subject:      State regulations

Does your state have any regulations that govern work with infectious

agents, or specifically BL3 agents?  Are you aware of any states with such

regulation?

If so, what is the scope of the regulation in terms of registration,

licensing fees, inspections, fines, sanctions, authority?

Thank you in advance for your assistance.

Ben Fontes

Yale University

Phone (203) 737 - 5009

FAX: (203) 785 - 7588

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

Date:         Wed, 6 Mar 1996 16:43:40 -0100

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

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

From:         Didier Breyer <dbreyer@SBB.IHE.BE>

Subject:      Working with animals infected with TB

Hello everybody

I would like to know what kind of containment, equipment and practices are

required in the United States for studies on animals infected with

Mycobacterium tuberculosis. I think that the CDC have made new

recommandations concerning this subject.

Any information will be greatly appreciate.

Thank you in advance

Didier Breyer

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^

*   BREYER Didier, Ph.D.                   I   Ph.: 32-2-642 51 23         *

*   Biosafety Expert                       I   Fax: 32-2-642 52 92         *

*   Biosafety and Biotechnology Service    I   EMail: dbreyer@sbb.ihe.be   *

*   Institute of Hygiene and Epidemiology  I

*

*   Rue Juliette Wytsmanstraat, 14         I   http://biosafety.ihe.be     *

*   B-1050 Brussels - Belgium              I                               *

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^

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

Date:         Wed, 6 Mar 1996 11:03:18 EST

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

Subject:      Re: State regulations

In-Reply-To:  Message of Tue,

              5 Mar 1996 11:39:00 -0500 from <FontesBA@MASPO2.MAS.YALE.EDU>

In Mass., the Dep't of Public Health has regulations that cover the storage

and disposal of medical (infectious) and other biological waste.  I know

of no reg. that covers the use of infectious materials in a lab outside of

a hospital setting.

Richie Fink        Assoc. Biosafety Officer      Mass. Inst. of Tech.

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mitvma.mit.edu

rfink@mit.edu

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

Date:         Wed, 6 Mar 1996 11:07:47 EST

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

The following message bounced to my mailbox before being distributed.

R. Fink, Biosafty List Owner.

From: "Leslie Hofherr" <LESLIE@hhmi.ucla.edu>

Date:          Tue, 5 Mar 1996 11:19:01 PST

Subject:       Re: State regulations

California has a Cal/OSHA standard regulating use of Biological

Safety Cabinets. It requires Biological Safety Cabinets to be used to

prevent exposure to biohazard materials and that they are used in

accordance to BMBL. They don't require Class II cabinets but state

that they may be used for this purpose. They state that Class II

cabinets may be used to prevent harmful exposure to cytotoxic agents

during compounding or preparation.

The standard requires cabinets used in the above circumstances to be

tested after installation, alterations, maintenance and at least

annually.  They define all the tests which must be performed.

The standard requires that where cabinets are attached to external

duct systems with a blower and the cabinet also contains a blower, an

audible and visual alarm system to alert user indicating the loss of

exhaust flow in the external duct. A thimble connected exhaust system

can substitute a ribbon streamer or like device attached to the edge

of the thimble to indicate the direction of flow.

I can fax or mail out copies of the reg. if anyone is interested.

Leslie Hofherr

UCLA Lab and Biosafety

(310) 206-3929 Phone

Date:          Tue, 5 Mar 1996 11:39:00 -0500

 rom:          "Fontes, Benjamin" <FontesBA@MASPO2.MAS.YALE.EDU>

Subject:       State regulations

Does your state have any regulations that govern work with infectious

agents, or specifically BL3 agents?  Are you aware of any states with such

regulation?

If so, what is the scope of the regulation in terms of registration,

licensing fees, inspections, fines, sanctions, authority?

Thank you in advance for your assistance.

Ben Fontes

Yale University

Phone (203) 737 - 5009

FAX: (203) 785 - 7588

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

Date:         Wed, 6 Mar 1996 13:44:10 EST

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

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

From:         "karen b. byers" <Karen=B.=Byers%SS%DFCI@EYE.DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Safety Warning

There is a Safety Warning published by Savant about the SAVANT HSC10

centrifuge manufactured between 1983 and 1993.   There is a program for

modification of existing machines which"provide an additional margin of

safety that you should evaluate"-to quote the warning. Apparently the problem

is containment of the rotor in the event of rotor failure; those who own

SAVANT HSC10 models are advised to call 1-800-327-2643 and ask for the HSC10

Program Coordinator.

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

Date:         Wed, 6 Mar 1996 13:57:15 MST

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

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

From:         "Peter M. Harvey" <pharvey@DUGWAY-EMH4.ARMY.MIL>

Subject:      Request for Address: M. McRae

     Several months ago, M. McRae posted a query on bleach vs. peroxide for

decontamination.  I accidentally deleted the message.  Would M. McRae please

send me a correct e-mail address to permit a direct reply.  Thanks.

Peter M. Harvey

pharvey@dugway-emh4.army.mil

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

Date:         Thu, 7 Mar 1996 12:18:23 -0500

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

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

From:         Kathy Joseph <kjoseph@WARREN.MED.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: State regulations

          105 CMR 480, the DPH regulations concerning the Storage and

          Disposal of Infectious of Physically Dangerous Medical or

          Biological Waste apply to all laboratories inside Mass.  The

          clinical lab regs refer to waste regs.  In a past life, I

          inspected Dr's office labs, clinical labs, etc. according to

          those regs.

          Kathy Joseph

          Harvard Univeristy

          kjoseph@warren.med.harvard.edu

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

Date:         Fri, 8 Mar 1996 01:14:12 -0800

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

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

From:         brian teifer <teifer@N2.NET>

Subject:      Job Offered, San Diego CA, Health and Safety Coordinator

please pass along the following message to anyone (or any newsgroup/mailing

list) who may be interested.

HEALTH & SAFETY COORDINATOR WANTED

Expanding San Diego, CA consulting firm is hiring a part time (15 - 20

hrs/week) H&S coordinator to service our biotechnology clients.  The

position requires a B.S. or M.S. in Industrial Hygiene, Environmental or

Occupational Health  (or related discipline)  and 2-5 years experience.  The

candidate must be competent in laboratory safety procedues, biosfety,

radiation safety, chemical safety, and industrial hygine sampling.  Knowldege

and experience in ventilation testing/certification a big plus.  Strong

written, communication, and training skills important.  Interested candidates

should fax their resume to (619) 558-6756, or send it to one of the

following addresses.

Internet Address (ASCII files only):

OCCSERV@ELECTRICITI.COM

Physical Address:

Occupational Services, Inc.

11230 Sorrento Valley Road, Suite 160

San Diego, CA 92121

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

Date:         Mon, 11 Mar 1996 10:58:00 PST

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

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

From:         Sarah Wolz <swolz@PATH.PATH.COM>

Subject:      newsgroups

Does anyone know if there is a newsgroup out there in the cyberworld that is

comparable to this mailing list?  (Our Information Systems group is

considering restricting our access to mailing lists due to some email

problems we've been having.  The recommendation is to use newsgroups.)

Thanks--

Sarah Wolz

PathoGenesis Corp

swolz@path.path.com

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

Date:         Wed, 13 Mar 1996 16:38:48 -0100

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

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

From:         Didier Breyer <dbreyer@SBB.IHE.BE>

Subject:      Biosafety WWW Server announcement

*** To the Biosafety Community ***

Please take a little piece of your time to visit the BELGIAN BIOSAFETY SERVER at

http://biosafety.ihe.be

This server is developped by the Service of Biosafety and Biotechnology

(Brussels, Belgium).

The server aims to be a focal point for all regulatory and safety issues

(legislations, guidelines, authorities) about Biosafety of biotechnologies

(contained use, release in the environment, transport, ... of pathogen

and/or genetically modified organisms) in BELGIUM and EUROPEAN UNION.

It also presents international resources in relation with Biosafety and

links to other interesting sites.

The "Belgian Biosafety Server" site is probably one of the only public

service internet server in the world fully dedicated to Biosafety, for

international documentation and help to the Belgian users.

Of course, it is under construction and many information have still to be added.

Any comments or suggestions are welcome.

Best regards

Didier BREYER

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^

*   BREYER Didier, Ph.D.                   I   Ph.: 32-2-642 51 23         *

*   Biosafety Expert                       I   Fax: 32-2-642 52 92         *

*   Biosafety and Biotechnology Service    I   EMail: dbreyer@sbb.ihe.be   *

*   Institute of Hygiene and Epidemiology  I

*

*   Rue Juliette Wytsmanstraat, 14         I   http://biosafety.ihe.be     *

*   B-1050 Brussels - Belgium              I                               *

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^

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

Date:         Fri, 15 Mar 1996 09:21:32 EST

Reply-To:     Janet Ives <jives@safety.rochester.edu>

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

From:         Janet Ives <jives@SAFETY.ROCHESTER.EDU>

 Does any one out there have any information about Actinomyces naeslundii?

Some of my older references indicate that this bug is a class 2 fungal

agent. I have been told, however, that it is no longer considered a fungal

agent. I specifically need a biosafety level for it (precautions,

containment,etc.) Thanks in advance.

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

Date:         Fri, 15 Mar 1996 11:18:48 EST

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

Subject:      Actinomyces naeslundii

For a long time Actinomyces spp. were lumped with the fungi because they

look like fungi, but they are really prokaryotes.  According to Bergey's

A. naeslundii consists of 4 serovars, 3 of which are probably other Actino-

myces species.  A. naeslundii is a normal occupant of our oral cavity including

 tonsillar crypts and dental plaque.  It is also present in the cervicovaginal

secretions of women.  It has caused infections in various locations in the

body and is partially responsible for caries and periodontal disease.  So,

you are dealing with an organism that is in all our mouths that in most cases

does not cause illness.  Thus, a baseline risk assesment would be level 1.

If the experimental procedure results in high density of the organism, and

or significant aerosolization, then you may want to bump it up a level to

minimize potential exposure.  Just  my $0.02,

Richie Fink    Assoc. Biosafety Officer at Mass. Inst. of Tech.

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

Date:         Sun, 17 Mar 1996 10:05:12 -0500

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

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

From:         John Orser <jorser@NIAGARA.COM>

Subject:      Re: Actinmyces info

I passed your message on to an associate at the University of Toronto, James

Scott.  His answer is forwarded below.

John Orser, OHST, ROHT

>X-UIDL: 827073643.022

>From: "James Scott" <JSCOTT@botany.utoronto.ca>

>Organization:  University of Toronto Botany

>To: jorser (John Orser)

>Date:          Fri, 15 Mar 1996 19:26:45 EST

>Subject:       Re: Actinmyces info

>Priority: normal

>

>    Actinomycetes, actinomycosis and Actinomyces naeslundii

>

>    Actinomyces naeslundii is a member of a group of bacteria known

>colloquially as the actinomycetes (small "a").  This group is rather

>unlike the bunch of organisms that, since Pasteur, have been treated

>taxonomically as bacteria.  In particular, the actinomycetes

>typically exhibit filamentous growth, as opposed to the unicellular,

>mucoid growth habit commonly associated with bacteria.  It is

>mainly for this reason that the actinomycetes were, until the middle

>of this century, assumed to be members of the fungi (a group of

>organisms in which the filamentous form of growth is more or less the

>gold standard).  Thus, mycologists (biologists who study fungi),

>have traditionally undertaken the study of this unique group.

>

>    Sweeping technological advancements since the turn of the century

>have brought mounting evidence that, despite their superficial

>similarities to fungi, the actinomycetes are not related to this

>group.  It is now generally accepted that the similarities observed

>between fungi and actinomycetes are something akin to those between

>fish and whales;  that is, through parallel evolution, both fish and

>whales faced the challenges posed by life in an aquatic environment,

>and both groups have, under the constraints of that environment,

>evolved similar adaptive strategies. Nevertheless, there remain very

>fundamental genetic, physiological and anatomical differences between

>these groups of organisms which, together reflects their independent

>ancestry.  Similarly, the actinomycetes are believed to be members of

>the kingdom Monera (the bacteria), while fungi are treated in a

>separate kingdom, Fungi.  One of the major differences between these

>two groups is that bacteria are prokaryotic (they lack both membrane-

>bound nuclei and mitochondria), whereas fungi, like plants and

>animals, are eukaryotic (they possess both membrane bound nuclei and

>mitochondria).  In addition, the cell walls of fungi universally are

>composed of chitin, a polysaccharide also present in the exoskeletons

>of insects.  Chitin is not present in the cell walls of

>actinomycetes.

>

>    The actinomycetes, then, are accepted to be anaerobic, gram-

>positive, non-acid fast "rods" (so-called despite their more

>filamentous- than rod-like growth habit, but consistent with

>currently accepted bacteriological terminology).  These bacteria are

>quite common both in the environment as well as associated with humans

>and other animals.

>

>    The species in question, Actinomyces naeslundii, occurs commonly

>as one of the organisms responsible for human dental plaque.  Thus,

>it can be (and indeed is-) isolated from indoor air in which the

>source is often aerosolized human saliva where this species is one

>of a number of organisms considered to be normal human flora.  Like

>many other commensular organisms which transiently colonise human

>hosts, A. naeslundii can, given the proper conditions, present itself

>as a pathogen (often refered to as an "opportunistic" pathogen).

>However, it must be stressed that these organisms possess limited

>invasive ability and require either trama or a substantial reduction

>in host immune response to produce pathogenicity.

>

>    While infections by actinomycetes ("actinomycoses", singular

>"- sis") were once fairly common in the population, actinomycoses are

>now comparatively rare largely due to the widespread and often

>indescriminate use of antibiotics.  The largest risk factors

>associated with actinomycosis are poor oral hygiene along with the

>now-declining use of IUDs.  Initial infection with all actinomycetes

>produces an acute inflammatory pyogenic (pus-generating) lesion,

>often followed by chronic inflammation and gradual spread.

>Actinomycosis usually affects the face or neck, but also can occur on

>the abdomen.  The agents of actinomycosis are well known for their

>ability to invade and destroy bone tissue.

>

>    While still comparatively rare, the most commonly encountered

>agent of actinomycosis in humans is A. israelii, associated with a

>disease known as "lumpy-jaw".  Actinomyces naeslundii, A. viscosus,

>A. odontolyticus and A. meyeri are less commonly implicated.  A lumpy-

>jaw disease of cattle, similar in presentation to the human form but

>rather more common, is caused by the actinomycete A. bovis.

>

>    Obviously, human exposure to any or all of these organisms is an

>absolute fact-of-life, since we are all hosts to them all of the

>time.  Thus, their ability to cause disease is a direct function of

>our resistance rather than their presence.  Certainly, under

>laboratory conditions where these bacteria may be cultivated in

>very large numbers in pure culture, caution is advised.  The greatest

>risk in the laboratory setting, however, is that of tramatic

>implantation (e.g. stabbing oneself with a contaminated sharp).

>Otherwise, the associated risk is negligible.  Organisms in this

>category are usually classified as biohazard level 2 -- that is, they

>may be human opportunistic pathogens, but the hazard associated with

>routine exposure is minimal.

>

>James Scott

>Sporometrics Inc.

>

>e-m: jscott@botany.utoronto.ca

>

>

__________

jorser@niagara.com

John R. Orser, Orser Environmental & Safety Inc.

195 King Street, Suite 204, St. Catharines, Ontario, Canada L2R 3J6

(905) 688-0500  Fax 688-4746  E. & O. E.

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

Date:         Mon, 18 Mar 1996 09:34:28 CST

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

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

From:         "VanGorp, Gail" <gvangorp@SMTPGATE.ANL.GOV>

Subject:      BSC's & Contractor Specs.

     I have been asked to review a draft of contractor specifications for

     the certification and maintenance of biological safety cabinets

     (mostly Class II).  I've already made some changes/additions.  Before

     I return it, however, I wondered if anyone would be willing to share

     their own contractor specifications for BSCs so that I could make sure

     I've covered all the necessary requirements?  Please respond

     privately, unless you think your response if of general interest.

     Thank you in advance!

     Gail S. Van Gorp, CIH                      Argonne National Laboratory

     gvangorp@anl.gov                           9700 South Cass Avenue

     708/252-3689 (direct/voice)                Building 200, Room L-162

     708/252-7608 (fax)                         Argonne, Illinois 60439

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

Date:         Mon, 18 Mar 1996 11:32:15 -0500

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

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

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BSC's & Contractor Specs.

Very simple:

Contractor needs to be NSF certified and certification on an annual basis

according to NSF 49.

Hope this helps.

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

*  Stefan Wagener, Ph.D.                  *

*  Biological Safety Officer              *

*  Michigan State University              *

*  C-126 Engineering Research Complex      *

*  East Lansing, MI 48824-1326            *

*  -------------------------------------- *

*  Phone:(517)355-6503  Fax:(517)353-4871 *

*  Email: Stefan@msu.edu                  *

*  WWW    http://www.orcbs.msu.edu        *

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

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

Date:         Mon, 18 Mar 1996 11:32:26 -0500

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

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

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      CDC Advisory !

For your information:

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

CDC Advisory on Interstate Transportation of Certain Human Pathogens

     There is increasing concern that biological agents may be used as

     weapons of mass destruction by terrorists.  A recent case in Ohio

     involving the shipment of bubonic plague to a suspicious purchaser has

     resulted in a congressional hearing to examine concerns surrounding

     the interstate shipment of human pathogens. The ASM is working in

     collaboration with the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

     (CDC) and wishes to bring to the attention of all ASM members the

     following CDC advisory.

     Carol Nacy, Ph.D.

     President, ASM

     Kenneth I. Berns, M.D., Ph.D.

     President Elect, ASM

     Gail H. Cassell, Ph.D.

     Chair, ASM Public and Scientific Affairs Board

     The following letter was sent to the ASM on March 11, 1996 from David

     Satcher, M.D., Ph.D., Director, Centers for Disease Control and

     Prevention:

     In recent years, the threat of terrorist activity involving the use of

     biological agents has raised increasing concern from the perspective

     of both public health and national security.  Accordingly the Centers

     for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) has serious concerns about

     the illicit use and the interstate transportation of certain human

     pathogens that could have adverse consequences for human health and

     safety.

     To immediately address this issue, CDC requests that all those who

     authorize the acquisition and transfer of dangerous human infectious

     agents, increase their vigilance to minimize the risk of illicit

     access to infectious agents by:

     1)    reviewing all requests prior to transferring pathogens and

     toxins, particularly any request regarding the agents of       causing

     anthrax, botulism, brucellosis, plague, Q-fever,       tularemia, and

     any agents classified for work at Biosafety     Level 4;

     2)    determining whether agents will be used for legitimate medical

     or scientific purposes; and

     3)    immediately reporting any suspicious inquiries or transactions

     to CDC's Office of Health and Safety, at 404-639-3235 (night   and

     weekends, call the CDC Duty Officer at 404-639-2888).

     These voluntary safeguards are a first step toward strengthening

     regulatory and statutory protections.  CDC co-chairs a Federal

     interdepartmental working group that is developing a framework for

     controlling the acquisition and transfer of infectious agents.  This

     framework will include safeguards to control access to microbial

     agents of particular concern while ensuring that researchers and

     others who have a legitimate scientific need for these agents have

     appropriate access to them.  This approach will require close

     collaboration among researchers, their institutional biosafety

     officials and committees, and providers of these agents.

     CDC will soon be proposing new regulations regarding acquisition and

     transfer of certain biological agents.  The regulations will be

     developed with input from professional associations, the research

     community, law enforcement authorities, and concerned members of the

     public.  A Notice of Proposed Rulemaking will be published in the

     Federal Register for public review and comment in approximately 120

     days.  In addition, the Department of Justice is working to strengthen

     relevant criminal statutes to enable prosecution of those who attempt

     to gain illicit access to these agents.

     Please ensure that this letter is widely distributed to your

     membership to inform them of these procedures.  We will keep you

     informed of progress in addressing this critical public health and

     national security issue.  We appreciate your support in ensuring that

     your membership follows these recommendations.

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

ASM is the American Society for Microbiology

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

*  Stefan Wagener, Ph.D.                  *

*  Biological Safety Officer              *

*  Michigan State University              *

*  C-126 Engineering Research Complex      *

*  East Lansing, MI 48824-1326            *

*  -------------------------------------- *

*  Phone:(517)355-6503  Fax:(517)353-4871 *

*  Email: Stefan@msu.edu                  *

*  WWW    http://www.orcbs.msu.edu        *

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

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

Date:         Tue, 19 Mar 1996 13:47:09 -0400

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

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

From:         FERINM <ferinm@AA.WL.COM>

Subject:      Sensitivity to tubersol injections

In-Reply-To:  <9601161439.AA08679@envoy.wl.com>

Approximately 5 to 8% of our patient population who receive tubersol injections

are experiencing sensitivity reactions including erythema with pruritis

localized to the area of injection. The sensitivity is often apparent within

one hour post injection. This population is not showing a clinical positive

result. The manufacturer is unable to offer an explanation.

Has anyone else shared in this finding? If so, have you identified a brand

which claims hypoallergenicity?

Mark Ferin

Parke-Davis Pharmaceutical Research

Ferinm@aa.wl.com

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

Date:         Wed, 20 Mar 1996 08:45:32 -0600

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

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

From:         "Melanie M. Byers" <byersmm@CTRVAX.VANDERBILT.EDU>

Subject:      Safety Directors List  (Forwarded)

The following is copied from a posting to SAFETY list, and I thought some of

you would appreciate this information as well.

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

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

Return-path: <owner-safety@UVMVM.UVM.EDU>

Date: Tue, 19 Mar 1996 23:27:52 +36000

From: Stephan Spencer <sspencer@RHINO.BOCKLABS.WISC.EDU>

Subject: Safety Directors directory

Sender: Safety <SAFETY@uvmvm.uvm.edu>

To: Multiple recipients of list SAFETY <SAFETY@uvmvm.uvm.edu>

Reply-to: Safety <SAFETY@uvmvm.uvm.edu>

I recently set up the Directory of Safety Directors on the Net. It's a

searchable directory of safety directors and you can add yourself to the

directory automatically with a fill in form on the home page. You can even

edit your entry automatically.

The URL is http://www.bocklabs.wisc.edu/ims/safetydirectors.html

I think it could become a useful tool to facilitate communication and

collaboration among safety directors, but it needs your help to succeed.

It's a new directory so there aren't very many people in it. If you're a

safety director, can you help build the directory?  The URL to add

yourself to the directory is:

http://www.bocklabs.wisc.edu/cgi-bin/entryform-sd.cgi

Thanks a lot,

Stephan Spencer

P.S. A couple other directories I've set up:

Directory of Microscopists on the Net (a Magellan 4-star web site)

http://www.bocklabs.wisc.edu/imr/microscopists.html

Phonebook of Virologists on the Net (part of a Top 5% web site)

http://www.bocklabs.wisc.edu/phonebook.html

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

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

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

 Melanie Byers, Health Physicist

 Vanderbilt Univ. Dept. of Institutional Safety

 Radiation Safety Section

 byersmm@ctrvax.vanderbilt.edu

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

DISCLAIMER:  This is my opinion only and does not necessarily reflect my

employer's.

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

Date:         Wed, 20 Mar 1996 08:45:39 -0600

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

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

From:         "Melanie M. Byers" <byersmm@CTRVAX.VANDERBILT.EDU>

Subject:      Safety Directors List (Forwarded)

Return-path: <owner-safety@UVMVM.UVM.EDU>

Date: Tue, 19 Mar 1996 23:27:52 +36000

From: Stephan Spencer <sspencer@RHINO.BOCKLABS.WISC.EDU>

Subject: Safety Directors directory

Sender: Safety <SAFETY@uvmvm.uvm.edu>

To: Multiple recipients of list SAFETY <SAFETY@uvmvm.uvm.edu>

Reply-to: Safety <SAFETY@uvmvm.uvm.edu>

I recently set up the Directory of Safety Directors on the Net. It's a

searchable directory of safety directors and you can add yourself to the

directory automatically with a fill in form on the home page. You can even

edit your entry automatically.

The URL is http://www.bocklabs.wisc.edu/ims/safetydirectors.html

I think it could become a useful tool to facilitate communication and

collaboration among safety directors, but it needs your help to succeed.

It's a new directory so there aren't very many people in it. If you're a

safety director, can you help build the directory?  The URL to add

yourself to the directory is:

http://www.bocklabs.wisc.edu/cgi-bin/entryform-sd.cgi

Thanks a lot,

Stephan Spencer

P.S. A couple other directories I've set up:

Directory of Microscopists on the Net (a Magellan 4-star web site)

http://www.bocklabs.wisc.edu/imr/microscopists.html

Phonebook of Virologists on the Net (part of a Top 5% web site)

http://www.bocklabs.wisc.edu/phonebook.html

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

 Melanie Byers, Health Physicist

 Vanderbilt Univ. Dept. of Institutional Safety

 Radiation Safety Section

 byersmm@ctrvax.vanderbilt.edu

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

DISCLAIMER:  This is my opinion only and does not necessarily reflect my

employer's.

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

Date:         Thu, 21 Mar 1996 07:35:25 -0600

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

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

From:         "Melanie M. Byers" <byersmm@CTRVAX.VANDERBILT.EDU>

Subject:      Safety Directors List  (Forwarded)

I tried to send this yesterday, but as our internet connection was up and

down several times yesterday, I wasn't sure if it went through ok.  My

apologies if this is a repost.

The following is copied from a posting to SAFETY list, and I thought some of

you would appreciate this information as well.

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

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

Return-path: <owner-safety@UVMVM.UVM.EDU>

Date: Tue, 19 Mar 1996 23:27:52 +36000

From: Stephan Spencer <sspencer@RHINO.BOCKLABS.WISC.EDU>

Subject: Safety Directors directory

Sender: Safety <SAFETY@uvmvm.uvm.edu>

To: Multiple recipients of list SAFETY <SAFETY@uvmvm.uvm.edu>

Reply-to: Safety <SAFETY@uvmvm.uvm.edu>

I recently set up the Directory of Safety Directors on the Net. It's a

searchable directory of safety directors and you can add yourself to the

directory automatically with a fill in form on the home page. You can even

edit your entry automatically.

The URL is http://www.bocklabs.wisc.edu/ims/safetydirectors.html

I think it could become a useful tool to facilitate communication and

collaboration among safety directors, but it needs your help to succeed.

It's a new directory so there aren't very many people in it. If you're a

safety director, can you help build the directory?  The URL to add

yourself to the directory is:

http://www.bocklabs.wisc.edu/cgi-bin/entryform-sd.cgi

Thanks a lot,

Stephan Spencer

P.S. A couple other directories I've set up:

Directory of Microscopists on the Net (a Magellan 4-star web site)

http://www.bocklabs.wisc.edu/imr/microscopists.html

Phonebook of Virologists on the Net (part of a Top 5% web site)

http://www.bocklabs.wisc.edu/phonebook.html

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

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

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

Date:         Fri, 22 Mar 1996 09:34:08 EST5EDT

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

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

From:         Tom <TOM@RAGS.KENT.EDU>

Organization: Kent State University

Subject:      Human derived hormones and Hep B Vac

I am posting this to the Safety, Biosafty and Occ-Env-Med list. I

apologize if you get duplicate copies.

My question:

Do you require or offer hepatitis B vaccinations to researchers

working with cytokines or hormones of human origin? Human chorionic

Gonadatropin as an example?

I have been approached by a researcher that has a concern about using

these materials and wants to be vaccinated. If we give it to one, we

have to give it to all. Like all university bugets, we are strapped.

I have offered to provide a post-exposure vaccination, but the

researcher is not satisfied with that response.

Thank you in advance for your response.

Please respond to : tom@rags.kent.edu if you do not want to clutter

up the wires.

Tom Bialke

TOM@RAGS.KENT.EDU

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

Date:         Fri, 22 Mar 1996 10:05:54 EST

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

Subject:      Re: Human derived hormones and Hep B Vac

In-Reply-To:  Message of Fri,

              22 Mar 1996 09:34:08 EST5EDT from <TOM@RAGS.KENT.EDU>

Good question Tom, luckily no one at MIT has told us if they are working with

cytokines or HCG so we haven't had to come to a decision.  I would tend to

lean towards saying that they are covered by OSHA and so must have an ECP,

be trained and offered vaccination.  If memory serves me right, HCG has been

shown to transmit blood born disease.  Hope some else has more direct

experience to share with you.

Richard Fink     Assoc. Biosafety Officer   Mass. Inst. of Tech.

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

rfink@mitvma.mit.edu

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

Date:         Fri, 22 Mar 1996 16:38:18 MET

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

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

From:         Rene von Schomberg <R.vonSchomberg@KUB.NL>

Organization: Tilburg University

Subject:      book on coping with deliberate release

COPING WITH DELIBERATE RELEASE: THE LIMITS OF RISK ASSESSMENT

Ad van Dommelen(Free University, Amsterdam, editor)

Orderinfo: R.vonSchomberg@kub.nl

ASK FOR FREE ELECTRONICAL VERSION OF MY CONTRIBUTION

Part I The Limits of Risk Assessment: Scientific Backgrounds

contributions by: Philip Regal - Sheldon Krimsky - Ad van

Dommelen - Manuela J=E4ger and Beatrix Tappeser - Brian Goodwin

Part II The Limits of Risk Assessment: Regulatory Practice

contributions by: Les Levidow, Susan Carr, Ren=E9 von Schomberg

and David Wield - Ruth McNally - Les Levidow -Soemini Kasan-

moentalib - Ren=E9 von Schomberg

Part III The Limits of Risk Assessment: Political Conditions

contributions by: Piet Schenkelaars - Peter Wheale and Ruth

McNally - Christine von Weizs=E4cker - Christoph Rehmann-Sutter

and Adrian Vatter - Darryl Macer

International Centre for Human and Public Affairs     ISBN

90-802139-4-2

Rene von Schomberg

Tilburg University

Postbox 90153

5000 LE Tilburg

The Netherlands

tel +31-13-4663018 fax: 31-13-4662892

email: R.vonSchomberg@kub.nl

www page(case sensitive!):

http://www.kub.nl:2080/FWW/EnvEthics/Intro.html

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

Date:         Fri, 22 Mar 1996 16:18:49 +0000

Reply-To:     j.e.cheney@ukc.ac.uk

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

Comments:     Authenticated sender is <jec4@crane>

From:         James Cheney <J.E.Cheney@UKC.AC.UK>

Subject:      Re: book on coping with deliberate release

I would be interested in reading this.

_____________________________

James Cheney

Safety Office

University of Kent

Canterbury

Kent CT2 7NR

tel: (01227)764000 ext 3533

email: j.e.cheney@ukc.ac.uk

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

Date:         Fri, 22 Mar 1996 13:37:18 EST5EDT

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

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

From:         Tom <TOM@RAGS.KENT.EDU>

Organization: Kent State University

Subject:      Human derived hormones and HBV

My question:

Do you require or offer hepatitis B vaccinations to researchers

working with cytokines or hormones of human origin? Human chorionic

Gonadatropin as an example?

I have been approached by a researcher that has a concern about using

these materials and wants to be vaccinated. If we give it to one, we

have to give it to all. Like all university bugets, we are strapped.

I have offered to provide a post-exposure vaccination, but the

researcher is not satisfied with that response.

Thank you in advance for your response.

Please respond to : tom@rags.kent.edu if you do not want to clutter

up the wires.

Tom Bialke

TOM@RAGS.KENT.EDU

Tom Bialke

TOM@RAGS.KENT.EDU

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

Date:         Fri, 22 Mar 1996 11:30:29 -0820

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

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

From:         barb@HARV-EHS.MHS.HARVARD.EDU

Subject:      Ordering information for video

Dear Biosafety List,

An overseas alumnus has requested the ordering information for a 1991

NIH training video entitled: "Working Safety with HIV in the Research Lab"

My office has only a copy of the video with no information in either the

box or the film itself.  Does anyone out there have an address, phone #,

FAX line, to contact the proper department at  NIH  to forward?  The

Safety Department did not know, it may be that I did not speak to the right

person.

Many thanks for your help with this

Barb

Harvard University Biosafety

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

Date:         Sat, 23 Mar 1996 23:00:04 +0800

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

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

From:         Wang Yuquan <wangyq@BEPC2.IHEP.AC.CN>

Subject:      Chinese_Medical_News

Dear Netters:

I'm a new subscriber to this group, and I'd like you to know about my

newsletter:

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

                   | Chinese Medical News |

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

   -- up-to-date Chinese medical and pharmaceutical information

   -- FREE

   -- released by * BEIJING CONS BIO-TECH *

We are the first Chinese company to supply online consultant services in

China. We release up-to-date Chinese pharmaceutical and medical information

in a publication called Chinese Medical News by way of e-mail twice a month.

    Main concerns:

    * Function of Chinese medicine and medicinal herbs, and their effect

        on cancer, cardiovascular diseases, skin care, etc.

    * Latest Progress of Chinese medical and pharmaceutical research

    * Marketing information and Business opportunities in this field

    * Statistics of morbidity and mortality for common diseases in China

    * Governmental regulation in this field

    * Introduction to important research institutes, pharmaceutical

        companies, physicians, and pharmacists.

To subscribe, send email to

  wangyq@sun.ihep.ac.cn

  wangyq@bepc2.ihep.ac.cn

On subject line, type "CMNews"

And if you have any information that you feel will help Sino-Foreign

exchange, or if you feel you would like to cooperate, please

contact me. Thank you.

We've set up our homepage with the help of Mr. Paul Hodgekinson.

Please visit our homepage at:

http://www.dmu.ac.uk/ln/cmn/

for all released issues. Thank you.

Best Regards,

Wang Yuquan

Beijing Cons Bio-Tech

Tel/Fax: (86) 10-4252418

Tel: (86) 10-2633116

E-mail: wangyq@sun.ihep.ac.cn

        wangyq@bepc2.ihep.ac.cn

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

Date:         Mon, 25 Mar 1996 10:13:14 MET

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

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

From:         Rene von Schomberg <R.vonSchomberg@KUB.NL>

Organization: Tilburg University

Subject:      Re: book on coping with deliberate release
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 ----------------------------------

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

The Laborious Transition to a Discursive Policy Process on the

Release of Genetically Modified Organisms

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

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

---

Rene von Schomberg

1. Introduction

The issue of the deliberate release of genetically modified organisms (GMOs)

 into

the environment was posed as a policy problem. This was perhaps unavoidable

 since

one of the reasons why the contained use of GMOs was regulated was that an

unintentional release should be prevented. It was perceived as a problem with

manifold aspects which could only be dealt with by appealing to science,

manageability and social conventions. This threefold appeal to fundamental

institutions of society implied a threefold reduction of the problem. The policy

process for the release of GMOs into the environment is the focus of this paper

 and

it is argued that a discursive policy process is needed to achieve an

 integrative, non-

reductionist approach to the problem. In the Netherlands, for example, this has

 been

the approach to some extent. I will argue that only a discursive policy process

 can

overcome the problems of decision making in the context of uncertainties and I

 will

here draw upon the experience gained during a EU funded study.

2. The Appeal to Science

The authorative appeal to science underlies the assumption that we have

 confidence

in the functioning of the scientific system, for example, that it can provide

 policy

makers with reliable knowledge and adequate predictions which are needed for a

manageable practice for which policy-regulations must set the framework. In the

case of the deliberate release of GMOs, the usual confidence in science is

problematic for two reasons. First, we have to deal with a trans-scientific

 problem,

that is a problem that can be stated in the language of science but cannot be

 solved

within the language of science. Our current knowledge does not provide us with

 the

means to predict the ecological long-term effects of releasing organisms into

 the

environment. So it is beyond the competence of the scientific system to answer

 such

a question, despite the fact that competence is normally the basis for an

 authoritative

appeal. In fact, science would not pose such a question to itself since there is

 no

method to make this question researchable. Reasoned statements on this subject

matter cannot go beyond theoretical speculation. The reason for an appeal to

 science

is solely policy motivated: we would like to have the answer to this question

 for

achieving a manageable practice. So we have a good reason to be suspicious if

 scien-

tists are nevertheless prepared to provide us with some kind of answer to this

question. We can reconstruct two kinds of `answers' science has given us so far.

 The

first answer came from one branch of science, where most scientists were

 biotech-

nologists, molecular biologists or microbiologists. They answered the question

 by

acknowledging the trans-scientific problem and stating that the development of a

testprotocol for identifying the risks of individual organisms would be an un-

achievable task (Brill 1985). However, at the same time they argued that this is

irrelevant knowledge since we can rely on the experience with traditional plant

breeding practices, which differs, on their account, insignificantly from the

 practice

of genetic engineering   only in so far that we now exactly know what kind of

 new

genes we are introducing. Ecologists on the other hand down-played the trans-

scientific issue, by saying that they could develop precisely the type of

 knowledge

policy makers asked for by doing research on so called `microcosms' (see also

Krimsky in this volume) needed to make predictions possible in terms of

 quantitative

risk assessment (Tiedje et al. 1989).

 From a policy perspective both answers are unsatisfactory because a

biotechnologist cannot address the problems in terms of safety or in terms of

 risk.

They just rhetorically state that it would be an `acceptable risk' (by appealing

 to the

fact that we already accepted the risks associated with conventional plant

 breeding).

However this does not give us an informed opinion on how to regulate individual

cases, nor did it address the issue of a precautionary approach. Ecologists, on

 the

other hand, underestimate the difficulties of the trans-scientific issue: the

 promise of

providing a quantitative risk assessment in the course of microcosm-based

experiments, and without conducting field experiments, cannot be fulfilled in

 the

foreseeable future. Only if one fully appreciates the trans-scientific issue,

 one sees

the dilemma for policy: allowing major field experiments might involve unknown

environmental impacts. To impose too many constraints on these experiments,

however, would imply that we will never gain knowledge on the behaviour of

GMOs. In the next section we will see that this dilemma bounces back on the

regulatory system we have in place: what did we learn from the field experiments

conducted during the last decade?

 The appeal to science for policy has been made without reflecting sufficiently

 on

the trans-scientific issue underlying a scientific controversy. Science reduced

 this

issue by translating it into a question of relevancy to which both molecular

 biologists

and ecologists came up with unsatisfactory answers. As a consequence, the

contradiction that arises between policy and science has not been reflected

 either:

Policy has to be engaged in science to look for answers concerning perceived

 risks

but cannot make a legitimate appeal to a science which does not resolve the

relevancy question.

3. Appealing to Manageability

Hans Bergmans, Secretary of the Commission on Genetic Modification (COGEM)

in the Netherlands, does not agree with the familiar argument that the field

experiments with GMOs have demonstrated their safe environmental use. Accor-

ding to Bergmans, it has only shown that experiments have been planned

 carefully.

The experiments did not have any environmental impact other than those expected

(to our knowledge). Consequently, the field experiments did not teach us

 anything

about the behaviour of GMOs. This conclusion changes the initially intended

perspective on the `step-by-step' procedure. Ruedelsheim, from the company Plant

Genetic Systems (PGS), based in Belgium, also affirmed this change in

 perspective

at a workshop held in May 1995:

      One could say so far, the `step by step' procedure focused more on the

 safety of the `step'

      to be taken, than on the preparation of future `steps'.

In conclusion, I would argue that if we still think that it is necessary to gain

knowledge on the behaviour of GMOs we have to do something other than reviewing

applications within the current `step-by-step' procedure since it cannot

 demonstrate

the safe environmental use of GMOs.

 According to Bergmans, we should now plan experiments with an intended

environmental effect, in order to gain the necessary knowledge. Bergmans

 advocates

that we should allow applications with GMOs with similarly manageable effects

 such

as the accepted agronomic effects of conventional agriculture. These types of

releases could yield information on the behaviour of GMOs. Stressing the fact

 that

only an increased knowledge of basic natural processes can help risk analysis,

 he

also claims that it would be useful to use GMOs in order to increase our

 knowledge

of micro-organisms in the environment and suggests that genetic modification can

be used for the `tagging' of micro-organisms so that they can be followed in the

environment.

 The task for policy is to translate the precautionary assumptions of the

 legislation

which is based on a `case-by-case' and `step-by-step' procedure, into a

 manageable

practice that acknowledges these assumptions and make a science-informed

 learning

process possible. We have observed that Bergmans addressed the trans-scientific

issue explicitly, but we must realize that he has not given us an answer to the

sequential questions: What intended effects can be `manageable', on the one

 hand,

and provide us, on the other hand, with usable information on the behaviour of

GMOs that would provide a basis for risk assessment? What intended effects will

 be

acceptable effects?

 These questions cannot be answered yet, since not only the appeal to science

implies a reduction of the problem, the manageability criterion, imposed by

regulatory policy on the practice of field experiments has produced another

 possibly

reductionist position: manageability has been equated with planning safe

 experiments

from which we cannot learn enough.

4. Reducing Acceptability to Social Conventions

Existing legislation does not provide regulators with normative standards to eva

luate

applications concerning the acceptability of their environmental impact. Without

 a

normative standard, however, it is impossible to draw a valid conclusion on the

acceptability of a product or a release. Therefore, regulators have to make

 normative

assumptions which could render a certain conclusion acceptable. So far, the

 implicit

strategy has been to make an appeal to a conventional norm, that is to say a

 standard

which would be acceptable because one can be certain it is widely accepted and u

n-

controversial. What kind of standard would that be? The Dutch advisory committee

made the following statements in the evaluation of the application of the

 company

Plant Genetic Systems (cf. Levidow et al. in this volume) in June 1994:

      outcrossing transgenic characteristics will not cause a persistently

 negative impact on the

      environment [and] outcrossing the gene and its property male sterility ...

 will not lead to

      a persistently unacceptable impact of these relatives on the composition

 of varieties in

      natural vegetation.

To draw a conclusion on the acceptability of an impact, one has to use phrases

 with

normative implications like `negative impact' or `unacceptable impact'. In this

 case,

the advisory committee assumed that a conventional standard, and therefore a

non-controversial reference point, would be the `natural situation' itself. It

 is

assumed that so long as any impact would be an impact which could be

counter-balanced by nature, which would allow nature to return to its original

situation, it would be an `acceptable impact'. Generally, this conclusion, which

 at

first glance seems quite uncontroversial, implies that any process or impact

 caused

by releases or new agricultural practices would be acceptable if we found that

 such

a process or impact would be an instance occurring in nature itself. Indeed,

 advisory

committees came to the conclusion that herbicide-resistant genes, for instance,

 are

widespread in the natural environment and that, therefore, a possible spread of

 these

genes caused by man-made varieties would be an acceptable phenomenon,

comparable with existing natural processes.

 However, unproblematic this appeal to a conventional norm seems to be, it soon

runs into difficulties when one tries to apply this normative reference point,

 in

diverse cases over time. The assumption we make by its application is that we

 have

a full understanding of natural processes. Now, in the case of the ecological

 impact

of organisms introduced, we do not have such a body of knowledge. Our perception

of nature changes over time and, for instance, up to some years ago we believed

 that

a thing like `gene flow' is not a natural phenomenon (and therefore

 unacceptable),

but now we have found that it occurs in nature as well, which would turn it into

 an

acceptable impact in case human practices would cause identical phenomena. So,

 our

further analyses turn our `convention' into a transformable normative reference

point, which depends on (and evolves synchronically with) the historical change

 in

our perception of nature.

 Do we want environmental policy to be dependent on such standards? Regulators

are now forced to study nature if they are to apply this standard consistently.

 Indeed,

this is current practice to some extent. The assumption has always been that

 such a

study would probably yield information that would eliminate the concept of

hypothetical risk. Secondly, the standard would raise controversy if we were to

 say

that anything happening in nature would be acceptable for human practices. Now

 we

know that quite some natural events are unacceptable, otherwise it would not be

possible any more to talk about natural catastrophes, precisely the kind of

 events

some ecologists think that might happen with an intensified, biotechnology-based

agriculture. Here we face the classical naturalistic fallacy: we cannot derive

 valid

normative conclusions from factual statements. Thirdly, although we came to the

conclusion that we are dealing with a transformable norm, since it is dependent

 on

our perception of nature, it was not the intention of regulators to create such

 a

standard (although the standard is rather well received by industrialists, who

 prefer

to speak about `flexible' standards).

 In the statement of the advisory committee, that something is acceptable

 because

it will not have a persistent negative impact, it is implied that there is a

 stable

natural composition of the natural vegetation, enabling the vegetation to

 counter-

balance any impact by returning to its original state. The keyword was

 `persistent',

implying a normative view on nature, which is perceived as a stable business

counter-balancing any impact over a period of time. This normative view of

 nature,

has indeed been a quite influential conception in ecology for a long time but is

 now

being replaced by the views of modern ecologists who introduced more

`reality-adequate', more `dynamic' models of nature. Who is right, is still

underdetermined; however, it seems problematic to take normative assumptions

about nature's balance as a point of departure for evaluating the acceptability

 of an

environmental impact. It anticipates the normative view of the person who wants

 to

preserve a certain natural habitat, in the way we have it now, which means quite

some human interventions, since quite some action is needed to preserve a

 `balance'.

 Fourthly, the transformable standard introduced is of course very likely to

 become

problematic in the light of other standards which, in their own right, are also

introduced as standards referring to conventions. One could refer to

 conventional

agricultural practices, that is to say, anything that does not yield an impact

substantially different from the impact of existing agricultural practices. One

 could

even refer to norms that `should' become conventions in the very near future,

 like

the standard of sustainable development, which is a normative guideline for the

Danish authorities to evaluate the acceptability of an impact. Which standard do

 we

choose?

 Finally, we go back to the question of assessing the risks of GMOs. Regulators

have been forced, in the absence of standards, to invent normative reference

 points

to say something about the acceptability of an environmental impact. The

 statements

on acceptability appealed to conventions. Indeed conventions refer to acceptable

norms. However, they do not explicate the rightness of such norms or standards

 for

which one has to argue. In doing so, they moved away from the practice of risk

 as-

sessment to general statements on the acceptability of environmental impacts

 which

can neither be defined in terms of risk nor in terms of safety standards. Since

 `risk'

presupposes a standard of acceptability, the regulatory system is not focused on

identifying risks but rather on identifying uncertainties. We can distinguish

 between

risk-based regulation (which applies to chemical substances) and

 uncertainty-based

regulation for GMOs (see table on next page). The table shows, in accordance

 with

our discussion above, that we have an uncertainty-based regulation in place

 whereas

regulators and political actors often justify this type of regulation in terms

 of a risk-

based regulation (the authorities in the UK claim to have a model for risk

 assessment

in the framework of risk-based regulation; this model is explained for the case

 of

herbicide resistant oilseed rape in the contribution of Levidow et al. in this

 volume).

However, no one at this point can either justify how to translate uncertainty to

 risk,

or justify how to translate normative reference points to definitions of harm.

 It became unavoidable to go beyond discussing safety issues without

 acknowledging

that this is current policy. The unarticulated shift from risk-based regulation

 to

uncertainty-based regulation needs a new justification since the vocabulary of a

 risk

assessment model is inappropriate for current practice. Open discussion on

 transfor-

mable standards and the justification of an uncertainty-based regulatory system

 is

hindered by the EC directive which restricts policy makers to the matter of

 scientific

aspects of safety issues.

Table 1: Characteristics of regulatory systems

Risk-based regulation Uncertainty-based regulation identifying risks identifying

 uncertainties applying standards of acceptable risks applying transformable

 (deliberations-

based) standards of acceptable

uncertainties applying definitions of harm appealing to normative reference

 points calculating the chance of occurrence of

possible environmental impacts assessing the plausibility of assumed

environmental impacts policy objective: minimizing risks;

regulatory burden appropriate to actual

risks policy objective: reducing uncertainties;

regulatory burden determined by the

application of a precautionary principle possibility of avoidance of predictable

long-term effects prospective long-term effects cannot be

assessed

5. Moving to a Discursive Policy Process

The Netherlands anticipated current EU regulation by publishing a `draft decree

 on

Genetically Modified Organisms pursuant to the Chemical Substances Act' in the

Government Gazette in December 1987, in which a policy was outlined following

the `step-by-step' and `case-by-case' approach described in the 1986 OECD

 report.

In January 1990 the decree was enacted, an anticipatory implementation of EC

Directive 90/220. Dutch policy is embedded in a highly discursive context which

 has

been changing over time its focus, in content and in the type of initiatives

 taken by

socio-political actors. A discursive context is here understood to be a practice

 with

procedures and institutions that regulate (formally and informally) the debate

between opponents and proponents of policy options. Here I would like to

distinguish three phases.

 In the first phase, at the end of the eighties, most of the political actors

 who

defined the context of the regulation, among others, scientists, environmental

 and in-

dustrial organisations, focused on stimulating the public debate on all aspects

 of the

deliberate release of GMOs that is to say: the socio-economic, ethical,

 scientific and

policy aspects. They all shared the focus on policy regulation that should

 encompass

all these aspects but disagreed with one another on how to do this. Initiatives

 for this

debate were taken by Parliament and intermediary bodies like the former NOTA

(now called the Rathenau Institute) to facilitate such a debate through

 governmental

and semi-governmental information campaigns.

 In the second phase, at the beginning of the nineties, antagonistic forces, for

example, industry, and environmental and consumer groups, used the regulation to

legitimise and to criticise certain developments. GMO regulation in the

 Netherlands

is not based on a notification system as suggested in the EC Directive, but on a

permit system under the Environmental Protection Act, which enables interested

parties (by providing them with a legal right) to object to the intention of an

authority to issue a permit to an applicant. This gave environmental groups the

opportunity to explain their reasons for concern and enabled applicants and

 industry

to respond to their objections. In the meantime government authorities developed

 a

sense for socio-political concern and tried to accommodate criticisms and

 suggestions

from both sides by integrating them into the policy process. The Ministry of

Housing, Physical Planning and the Environment (VROM) took the initiative to

organise and fund workshops on unsolved issues in risk assessment procedures and

invited the various groups to develop criteria for the acceptability of GMO

 releases

and products. The competent authority concerning GMO regulation in a sense also

became an important political actor when it developed an open negotiating

 attitude

towards all relevant parties. In August 1995 the Rathenau Institute called the

 `state

of the art' in the general discussion on biotechnology `constructive', and

 announced

its intention to withdraw from biotechnology since they believe their help was

 not

needed any more.

 Indeed, there are indications that we are entering a third phase, one of a

 societal

embedding of biotechnology. In April 1995 environmental organisations and

 industry

agreed on the labelling of products, which already affects the first Dutch

 market

application with herbicide-tolerant and kanamycin-resistant red-hearted chicory.

 In

the period 1992-1994 the Ministry of Agriculture, Nature Conservation and the

Fisheries had a budget of about 5.5 million Dutch guilders (about 2.1 million

 ECU),

to be spent on issues concerning the societal embedding of biotechnology, such

 as

public information, public debate, educational activities, research projects on

 the

consequences of various forms of labelling, support from the consumer

 organisation

`Consument en biotechnologie' (Consumer and Biotechnology) and a communication

project for farmer organisations to enable discussions in the regions of the

 country.

 GMO regulation faces two kinds of discursive challenges. On the one hand,

policies on GMOs have to deal with the discursive legitimisation process, which

 may

change its content and focus as described above, but the network of discussion

 and

negotiation partners has to be discursively maintained on a continuing basis to

 react

adequately to new developments and to enable the antagonistic forces such as

industry and environmental organisations to remain cooperative and to develop a

context of self-regulation.

 On the other hand GMO regulation faces a discursive challenge which is inherent

to that regulation. Neither EC Directive 90/220 nor the Dutch implementation of

 that

directive define what counts as a harmful effect or what would be an acceptable

 risk,

unlike the usual environmental legislation. Since the Commission on Genetic

Modification (COGEM), which advises the authorities, did not have at its

 disposal

a list of standards established to enable routine risk assessment, the COGEM had

 to

develop such criteria in the light of applications and define normative

 reference

points which would allow the COGEM to make statements on the acceptability of

potential environmental effects.

 The shadow of a political consensus on having a precautionary approach to the

unknown risks of the release of GMOs forced the COGEM to defend every type of

acceptable release in the `case-by-case' approach. Deciding for a flexible

 regulation

that could accommodate rapid developments implies the application of `flexible'

standards of safety. The authorities and the COGEM anticipated the possibility

 of

redefining the notions of `step' and `case' as information on releases would ac-

cumulate. Since all these standards and definitions are subject to change, they

 have

to be discursively defended within the COGEM itself, to which a broad range of

experts were assigned on grounds of their proven scientific expertise. However,

 and

perhaps this is typical of the Dutch political culture, some of the experts were

assigned by a range of advisory bodies, resulting in the situation that experts

 with

very specific backgrounds are members of the COGEM; both a representative of the

most important environmental organisation (`Natuur en Milieu') and experts who

work for industrial firms that apply for releases were assigned.

 The transition to a discursive policy process in which standards of safety are

 con-

tinually subject to change and, therefore, to be discursively defended both

 within and

outside expert committees, both formally and informally, met a major difficulty

 to

becoming fully practised and appreciated by all relevant parties. The Dutch

authorities interpretation of the EC Directive 90/220 and the way in which it

 was

incorporated in law, follows a strict distinction between safety aspects in a

 scientific-

technical sense and further reaching physical and socio-ethical aspects. The

 COGEM

does not consider, for instance, agronomic effects such as the potential

 increase in

the use of herbicides. The Dutch authorities and the COGEM do not go into any

kind of cost-benefit analysis, insisting that such activities are beyond their

 task.

 Here, a discursive policy process faces a limitation posed by traditional

 environ-

mental legislation, in which the distinction between scientific aspects and

 socio-

political aspects can be maintained on the assumption of non-contested, prefixed

social definitions of harm and acceptable risk which, subsequently, can be

 applied

`neutrally' by scientific experts. In the case of deliberate release, we do not

 have

such standards, and to some extent we do not want them, since the regulation

 should

maintain its flexibility to accommodate scientific and industrial developments,

 and

be open to the possibility of implementing the most recent scientific insights.

 However, fully in line with the traditional boundaries of scientific expertise,

 the

COGEM did point out that such problems are beyond their competence and should

be discussed by other parties. The authorities acknowledged that "a forum to

 discuss

the `socio-ethical' aspects would be an asset but probably difficult to realize"

(interview with Dutch Competent Authority, 9 May 1995). In line with the

traditional boundaries and in the absence of a forum for socio-ethical aspects,

 the

scientific deliberations, according to the authorities, continue to be

 frustrated by

`non-relevant' arguments both at the national and at the international level.

 Both

environmental groups and representatives of industry, however, would favour a

 cost-

benefit analysis or even technology assessments that do not reaffirm these

 traditional

boundaries.

 The new chairman of the COGEM, Huub Schellekens   who is also the chairman

of a COGEM subcommittee, whose task it is to spot socio-ethical problems   is

 not

particularly happy with the present situation of separating socio-ethical issues

 from

safety aspects. In an interview with the author (29 October 1995), he explains

 that

this specific committee is the result of a compromise between the Ministry of

VROM, which is in favour of such separation, and Parliament, which is in favour

of including the socio-ethical aspects of GMO regulation. Schellekens calls for

 an

`integrated evaluation of biological products', which would cover both safety

 and

social aspects. He states:

      it would be hypocritical to employ such a separation since the very fact

 that something is

      identified as a harmful effect within the scope of safety regulation

 already constitutes a

      social approach.

He suggests that separate bodies may be used to evaluate the different aspects,

 but

the focus should be an integrative approach. To enable such an integrative

regulation, he favours a product-based regulation. He believes that earlier

 attempts

at integrative approaches failed to be implemented because of differences

 between

ministries. Schellekens' suggestions to overcome the traditional boundaries,

 would

show a discursive policy process to full advantage; it would, for example, allow

discussions on concepts of harm and normative reference points in risk

 assessment

procedures with all parties involved. For good discursive practice, it would be

difficult to explain why only particular types of argument are relevant.

 The transition to a fully discursive policy now meets the limits of the

 political

realm to overcome that boundary. In 1991 the Dutch Parliament requested an

evaluation of GMO regulation within four years since it felt that future

 developments

and unfamiliarity with this new issue might make adjustments necessary. An

 inter-

ministerial committee has now finished its evaluation of the regulation in

 October

1995, specifically focusing on the cooperation between the ministries involved

 and

the practicability of the regulation. Concerning the regulation on deliberate

 release,

the committee came to the general conclusion that the current regulation is

 workable,

in view of the responses from companies and institutions that make applications.

 The

committee has invited advisory bodies, environmental and industrial

 organisations

to comment on this evaluation before it is sent to Parliament in November 1995.

 The

industrial organisation NIABA said it would cope with the existing regulation in

hope of diminishing the bureaucratic burden in the future, a hope which is based

 on

the belief that `flexible' standards inherent in the existing regulation will

 allow a

more routine handling of applications (interview with R. van der Meer, 8 August

1995). The reaction by the environmental organisation `Natuur en Milieu' was

 rather

negative:

      We would have preferred an external evaluation (...) The actual outcome of

 this evaluation

      confirms our views (...) It is not even considered to mention the

 jurisprudence concerning

      this regulation (letter to the CA, 7 September 1995).

More remarkably, however, are the statements by the new chairman of the COGEM,

Huub Schellekens, who thought the evaluation was too much focused on the ad-

ministrative aspects, and too little on content. The COGEM also commented on the

evaluation in line with the arguments by Schellekens quoted above. However, to

implement Schellekens' forceful suggestions, would certainly go beyond the

negotiating space of the Dutch Competent Authority (CA), if not at the national

level, it certainly would at the international level. The CA's approach is to

 reaffirm

the existing EU regulation, which is, in the CA's view, flexible enough to

accommodate new developments. The Dutch CA rejects any changes in the formal

structure of the regulation now that the major parties, not without protest,

 have

claimed to be willing to cope with it as matters stand after a laborious

 habituation

period. The negotiating space of the Dutch authorities cannot go beyond the

traditional boundaries of environmental regulation since the EC directive itself

 sets

these boundaries.

 My plea would be to fully embark on a course towards a discursive policy encom-

passing an integrative approach to the subject matter that would facilitate a

 flexible

regulation, both effective and legitimate. However, to meet this objective we

 have

to formulate procedural norms for this discursive process to make a fair and

 just

outcome possible.

Notes
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Date:         Mon, 25 Mar 1996 10:13:16 MET

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

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

From:         Rene von Schomberg <R.vonSchomberg@KUB.NL>

Organization: Tilburg University

Subject:      Re: book on coping with deliberate release

thanks for your request,

Attached the electronic ascii version,

Rene von Schomberg

Tilburg University

Postbox 90153

5000 LE Tilburg

The Netherlands

tel +31-13-4663018 fax: 31-13-4662892

email: R.vonSchomberg@kub.nl

www page(case sensitive!):

http://www.kub.nl:2080/FWW/EnvEthics/Intro.html

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

Date:         Mon, 25 Mar 1996 14:39:03 -0100

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

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

From:         Didier Breyer <dbreyer@SBB.IHE.BE>

Subject:      Lab design - bench space per worker

In relation with the design of a new biological laboratory, I would like to

know the work space (in ft or meter) that must be provided per worker.

Does anyone can give me data or reference on this point ? Are there any

standards ?

Thanking you in advance

Didier Breyer

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^

*   BREYER Didier, Ph.D.     Biosafety Expert                      *

*   Biosafety and Biotechnology Service                            *

*   Institute of Hygiene and Epidemiology                          *

*   Rue Juliette Wytsmanstraat, 14      B-1050 Brussels - Belgium  *

*   Ph.: 32-2-642 51 23    Fax: 32-2-642 52 92                     *

*   EMail: dbreyer@sbb.ihe.be       Web: http://biosafety.ihe.be   *

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^
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Date:         Mon, 25 Mar 1996 16:29:26 +0100

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

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

From:         Philippe Stroot <stroot@SBBIO.BE>

Subject:      Lab design - bench space per worker

There are some Bristish standards giving the space to be provided to each

laboratory worker.  The last British recommendations I have give 24 cubic

meter per worker in BL2 and BL3 labs (Advisory Committee on Dangerous

Pathogens, Fourth Edition, HSE Books, 1995).

Regards,

Philippe Stroot

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

>>X-UIDL: 827761355.002

>>Date:         Mon, 25 Mar 1996 14:39:03 -0100

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

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

>>From: Didier Breyer <dbreyer@SBB.IHE.BE>

>>Subject:      Lab design - bench space per worker

>>Comments: To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>>To: Multiple recipients of list BIOSAFTY <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>>

>>In relation with the design of a new biological laboratory, I would like to

>>know the work space (in ft or meter) that must be provided per worker.

>>Does anyone can give me data or reference on this point ? Are there any

>>standards ?

>>

>>Thanking you in advance

>>

>>Didier Breyer

>>

>>

>>^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^

>>*   BREYER Didier, Ph.D.     Biosafety Expert                      *

>>*   Biosafety and Biotechnology Service                            *

>>*   Institute of Hygiene and Epidemiology                          *

>>

>>*   Rue Juliette Wytsmanstraat, 14      B-1050 Brussels - Belgium  *

>>*   Ph.: 32-2-642 51 23    Fax: 32-2-642 52 92                     *

>>*   EMail: dbreyer@sbb.ihe.be       Web: http://biosafety.ihe.be   *

>>^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^

>>^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^

>>

>>

>

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

Philippe Stroot

Biosafety Officer

SmithKline Beecham Biologicals

Rue de l'Institut, 89

1330 Rixensart, Belgium

tel 32.2.656.8742

fax 32.2.656.8147

stroot@sbbio.be
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Date:         Mon, 25 Mar 1996 10:25:59 -0600

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

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

From:         Noel Neighbor <nneighbo@COMP.UARK.EDU>

I have been following the BSE controversy for while and thought that some

of you might like to have the address of this group.  It makes for some

interesting reading.  The address to subscribe to is:

                listserv@rz.uni-karlsruhe.de

To send a message to all subscribers:

                bse-l@rz.uni-karlsruhe.de

Noel Neighbor

nneighbo@comp.uark.edu
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Date:         Mon, 25 Mar 1996 16:18:45 -0800

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

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

From:         Melinda Young <biosafe@U.WASHINGTON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Ordering information for video

In-Reply-To:  <9603232313.AA23317@mx4.u.washington.edu>

We have a copy of the video and a pamphlet which indicates that it was

from the NIH Division of Safety with phone number of  301-496-2801.  Ours

is date stamped May 2, 1988.

 On Fri, 22 Mar 1996

barb@HARV-EHS.MHS.HARVARD.EDU wrote:

> Dear Biosafety List,

>

> An overseas alumnus has requested the ordering information for a 1991

> NIH training video entitled: "Working Safety with HIV in the Research Lab"

>

> My office has only a copy of the video with no information in either the

> box or the film itself.  Does anyone out there have an address, phone #,

> FAX line, to contact the proper department at  NIH  to forward?  The

> Safety Department did not know, it may be that I did not speak to the right

> person.

>

> Many thanks for your help with this

>

> Barb

> Harvard University Biosafety

>

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

Date:         Mon, 25 Mar 1996 16:28:32 -0800

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

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

From:         Melinda Young <biosafe@U.WASHINGTON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Human derived hormones and Hep B Vac

In-Reply-To:  <9603242338.AA25746@mx4.u.washington.edu>

Our occupational health practioner has told me that the product literature

and container labeling she saw with the HCG one of our labs had indicates

that it is potentially infectious so we are treating as you indicate.

Melinda Young

EH&s

UW

On Fri, 22

Mar 1996, Richard Fink wrote:

> Good question Tom, luckily no one at MIT has told us if they are working with

> cytokines or HCG so we haven't had to come to a decision.  I would tend to

> lean towards saying that they are covered by OSHA and so must have an ECP,

> be trained and offered vaccination.  If memory serves me right, HCG has been

> shown to transmit blood born disease.  Hope some else has more direct

> experience to share with you.

>

> Richard Fink     Assoc. Biosafety Officer   Mass. Inst. of Tech.

> Biosafty List Owner

> rfink@mit.edu

> rfink@mitvma.mit.edu

>

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

Date:         Tue, 26 Mar 1996 10:24:00 -0500

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

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

From:         Steve Siegel <ssiegel@ENVSERVICES.COM>

Organization: ENV Services, Inc.

Subject:      FORMALDEHYDE DECON EXPERIMENT

CAN ANYBODY GET ME A COPY OF DAVE LUPO'S (B&V TESTING) EXPERIMENT ON

FORMALDEHYDE DECONS THAT WAS DONE A FEW YEARS AGO.

MY FAX IS:610-337-2267

MY EMAIL IS:SSIEGEL@ENVSERVICES.COM

THANKS IN ADVANCE

STEPHEN SIEGEL, CIH

ENV SERVICES

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

Date:         Mon, 25 Mar 1996 17:00:56 EDT

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

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

Comments:     Resent-From: "karen b. byers"

              <Karen=B.=Byers%SS%DFCI@EYE.DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Comments:     Originally-From: "smtp" <SMTP%EYE%Servers@EYE.DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

From:         "karen b. byers" <Karen=B.=Byers%SS%DFCI@EYE.DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Host Addressing Problem: Host does not exist

Forwarded to:      SMTP[BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU]

          cc:

Comments by:       Karen B. Byers@SS@DFCI

   -------------------------- [Original Message] -------------------------

+---------------------------------------------------------------------------+

| This message was generated electronically by the SMTP gateway. Report any |

| errors to your gateway administrator.                                     |

+---------------------------------------------------------------------------+

Dear Karen B. Byers@SS@DFCI:

The following message:

Sent on: Monday, March 25, 1996 at 4:44:03 pm EST

To: BIOSAFTY@MITVA.MIT.EDU

Subject: Biochemicals & bbp

Exerp:

+---------------------------------------------------------------------------+

Many of the MSDS's have "Use Universal Precautions" in the fine print; this

may be what alerted your investigator to the potential for transmission of

bloodborne pathogens. You might want to get protocols and determine if there

is potential for exposure from biochemicals of human origin -- if the cost of

the vaccine is a problem, you may be able to evaluate eligibility on a case-

by-case basis, determined by potential for exposure of the various protocols,

and then the protection of Hep B vaccine would be provided where it is

appropriate. Does this help? I think this work probably is covered by the

OSHA standard -- I saw an OSHA opinion once which, roughly re-phrased, stated

that the bbp standard applied to globulin cleared by the FDA for transfusion.

+---------------------------------------------------------------------------+

Could not be delivered due to a problem in addressing.  The hostname

 'MITVA.MIT.EDU'

does not exist.  Please verify with your correspondent or system

administrator the name of the host and try resending this message.

Thank you.

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

Date:         Tue, 26 Mar 1996 13:17:06 EST

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

Subject:      Re: FORMALDEHYDE DECON EXPERIMENT

In-Reply-To:  Message of Tue,

              26 Mar 1996 10:24:00 -0500 from <ssiegel@ENVSERVICES.COM>

The FAX of the paper is on it's way to you Steve.  The paper was out of my

lab and was published in the AIHA Journal 49(6):277-9 (1988).

Richie Fink

biosafty list owner

rfink@mit.edu

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

Date:         Wed, 27 Mar 1996 10:48:38 -0500

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

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

From:         "karen b. byers" <Karen=B.=Byers%SS%DFCI@EYE.DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      QUESTION ON UV PROTECTION

Hi.  Does anyone have advice on providing appropriate protection from a uv

transilluminator? Several researchers have asked me recently whether their

face shield/safety glasses combination is providing enough protection. I find

the manufacturer's claims very confusing, and the combinations I am presented

with are not at all standardized.  Does one need a uv blocking shield? Or a

uv protective shield? Is it worn over uv blocking goggles, or uv protective

goggles? Some face shields state that that they are appropriate for

welding... isn't that infrared protection, not uv?

And, since the effect of the uv must drop off with distance, does anyone have

specific work practice recommendations for researchers? (I've heard that, in

an effort to get their band cut out accurately, some researchers put their

eye very close to the uv source. And maybe they leave off the face shield and

glasses entirely when they're just taking a quick look... ). I'm definitely

out of my element with these questions and I would really appreciate help.

Thanks!

Thank you.

Karen Byers, 617-632-3890.

         FAX 617-632-3543

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

Date:         Wed, 27 Mar 1996 13:24:02 EST

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

Subject:      Re: QUESTION ON UV PROTECTION

In-Reply-To:  Message of Wed,

              27 Mar 1996 10:48:38 -0500 from

              <Karen=B.=Byers%SS%DFCI@EYE.DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Karen, to work safely with UV illuminator, the researchers need a face shield

rated for UV protection.  Not too long ago there was a letter in the NEJM

of a researcher who had a recurrence of a herpes infection when using an

illuminator without UV protection.  Welding goggles provide UV, IR and light

protection.  Usually they are too dense to allow use in a nonwelding situation.

Richie Fink   Associate Biosafety Officer   Mass. Inst. of Tech

rfink@mit.edu

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

Date:         Wed, 27 Mar 1996 14:02:23 EST

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

Subject:      NE Biological Safety Assoc. Meeting

To all New Englanders, Mid. Atlantic and folks visiting:

        New England Biological Safety Association

                        (NEBSA)

                  Meeting Announcement

                     April 25, 1996

                     To Be Held At

                  Genzyme Corporation

                  500 Soldiers Field Road

                       Allston, MA

Social Hour  (5-6PM)

Dinner (6PM)

        "Kosher Deli Buffet Dinner"

        $15.75 per person

Tours of Genzyme Facility

Business Meeting

RSVP and send checks to Richard Fink by Friday, April 19, 1996!

Make checks payable to "Richard Fink".  Mailing address:

        Richard Fink

        MIT Biosafety Office

        77 Massachusetts Ave.

        20C-208

        Cambridge, MA  02139

Many thanks to Barry Cohen and the Genzyme Corporation for hosting the meeting

 and providing tours of the facility!

Questions about the tour should be directed to Barry Cohen at 617-562-4507.

Other questions should be directed to Betsy Gilman (egilman@mit.edu) or

Richard Fink (rfink@mit.edu) at 617-253-1740.

--=====================_827971259==_--

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

Date:         Thu, 28 Mar 1996 08:56:39 GMT

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

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

From:         Stuart Thompson <STUART@FS1.OH.MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Re: QUESTION ON UV PROTECTION

 * This message contains the file 'uvscreen.eml', which has been

 * uuencoded. If you are using Pegasus Mail, then you can use

 * the browser's eXtract function to lift the original contents

 * out to a file, otherwise you will have to extract the message

 * and uudecode it manually.

Attachment Converted: "e:\eudora\attach\uvscreen.eml"

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

Date:         Thu, 28 Mar 1996 14:11:14 EST

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

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

Comments:     Resent-From: Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA>

Comments:     Originally-From: Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

Subject:      UV

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: multipart/mixed; boundary="=====================_828058207==_"

Thanks Stuart, but some folks may not have UUdecode so, her is the decoded

file:

----------------------------Original message----------------------------

       A graduate student presented at our Occupational Health Service

with skin irritation around the face and neck. She works in a

laboratory where the main disciplines are Biochemistry & Molecular

Biology. She wondered whether the cause of the problem was something

that she was working with.

       I questioned her about the microorganisms that she uses and was

convinced that they were unlikely to cause the problem. From the

nature of her work, I felt that she was likely to use a UV

transilluminator. There had been a case some 12 to 18 months

previously in which someone in the same Division had received burns

affecting the eyes so I questioned her about this. She confirmed that

she used a transilluminator fairly regularly in her research. I

visited the laboratory and saw that the instrument there was

adequately shielded with a hinged screen that is normally used in the

horizontal position just over the light source. However she often used

another one that was not shielded because it was used with a

television camera (see below). She told me that she had received

neither written instructions for use nor a code of practice, nor had

she been provided with sunblock cream. Although she wore a face mask,

it was clear that it did not prevent the UV radiation reaching her

neck and chin and that reflection from her lab coated was clearly

directing the UV behind the mask and affecting most of her face.

       I revisited the laboratory with a physicist who took

measurements of the radiation intensity. He concluded that in the

worst case, a person could receive as much radiation in 6 seconds as

they are permitted in an 8 hour shift. With partial shielding, this

could be reduced to give the permitted dose in 10 minutes, but this is

clearly unsatisfactory, as people may need to spend longer periods

there.

       The problem arises because some of the transilluminators are

used with television cameras to monitor the fluorescence of gels

placed on top of them. With a screen in the way, the image would be

distorted, and any contamination of the screen by the ethidium bromide

dye used to visualise the nucleic acids on the gels would degrade the

quality of the image. Clearly, the camera, must not look though the

screen or the experiment will not be valid. If a safety screen were to

be introduced that invalidated the experiment, then people would not

use it. Hence we designed a vertical screen that stands parallel to

the line of vision of the camera, consists of 4mm acrylic sheet, can

be hinged or permanently installed, and is used in conjunction with a

face mask to intercept the rays that otherwise would strike the chin,

neck and upper part of the operator's lab coat. A height of 30 to 50

cm should be sufficient. This has been successfully installed on

several such transilluminators in the area. People are obviously

unaware that there is a problem and we need to continue to alert

people to it as well as remaining aware that persons with UV damage

might well appear in the surgery.

       In our experience, the materials used to construct screens

provided with transilluminators and the facemasks are normally

sufficient to provide adequate protection. Some manufacturers put

warning stickers on these instruments, probably on the advice of their

lawyers. The problem is not the adequacy of the shielding material but

the UV light which is not intercepted because of the geometry of the

situation or because it is reflected.

       The following notice, laminated in plastic for long life, is

prominently displayed by the transilluminator.

       Before you use the transilluminator, you must understand the

following:

       1. Failure to protect yourself from UV irradiation can lead to

serious burns. Unprotected use for 2-6 seconds can give you the full

dose permitted for an 8 hour working shift.

       2. It is best to use a face visor and the protective screen at

all times, especially if the screen is not in a position to intercept

all the rays directed at the upper half of  your body. When a face

visor alone is used, it does not protect the neck and chin. UV

radiation can pass under the lower edge of the visor, helped by

reflection from the lab coat.

       3. In the vertical position, the hinged transparent screen

intercepts rays which could otherwise pass below the face visor to

strike the neck or chin. It is most effective when horizontal. You

should use the instrument with the hinged side adjacent to your body.

You will need to raise the screen slightly when cutting gels. This

operation allows UV radiation to escape so make sure you are wearing a

face visor.

       4. Hands must be protected; the gloves you wear to protect

against ethidium bromide are perfectly adequate for this purpose.

       5. Onlookers can also be affected, even when standing at the

side. They too must wear protective visors and gloves.

       The above notice is more comprehensible when seen alongside the

instrument, as otherwise point 3 is rather obscure (it was written by

the local safety officer for the situation in his lab). What point 3

is trying to say is that a close-fitting horizontal screen is best,

but interferes with the use of the camera. Some people have burnt

their necks & chins through using a visor alone, so if you can't work

with the screen horizontal, use the screen in the vertical position to

protect the parts that the visor leaves exposed. If only we could send

drawings by E-mail....

Originally from Stuart Thompson, decoded by list owner.

--=====================_828058207==_--

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

Date:         Mon, 1 Apr 1996 15:52:16 -0600

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

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

From:         Noel Neighbor <nneighbo@COMP.UARK.EDU>

I am trying to find useable single, or double door autoclave preferably

from a surplus source rather than from the rebuilders.  The GSA and the

DRMOs have not come up with anything yet.  If anyone has any other

suggestions, I would like to hear them.  Anything from a 20 by 20 inch

size to 30 X 30 would work.  Thanks.

Noel Neighbor

nneighbo@comp.uark.edu

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

Date:         Tue, 2 Apr 1996 08:49:48 -0500

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

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

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

Subject:      BSC certification companies in NE

I am looking for contractors in the Northeast who field test and certify

biosafety cabinets.  I have just finished the bid spec and need ideas on

who to include on the bidder's list.

So far I have

B&V Testing in Waltham, MA

and

Medical Repair Labs in Westbury, NY.

If you know of other companies that I should include, please let me know.

I'll summarize any info to the list so you can e-mail me privately at the

address below.

Thanks,

Francis

I have seen the truth and it makes no sense.

*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*

Francis Churchill

Environmental Safety Specialist

University of Vermont - Environmental Safety Facility

PO BOX 53010

655D Spear Street, Burlington, VT  05405-3010

(802) 863-9002

fchurchi@moose.uvm.edu

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

Date:         Tue, 2 Apr 1996 11:46:47 EST

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

Subject:      Re: BSC certification companies in NE

In-Reply-To:  Message of Tue,

              2 Apr 1996 08:49:48 -0500 from <fchurchi@MOOSE.UVM.EDU>

Frank: The NSF pblishes a listing of Class II certified certifiers.  Contact

the NSF at 313-769-8010 and ask for NSF Listings, Biohazard Cabinetry, Class

II Cabinet Certification Field Certifier Accreditation.

Other national groups:

ENV Services 1-800-345-6094 (headquarters - PA)

Charles Solana & Sons/ICS 516-231-9629

Christopher Rozanski  203-635-1834

That completes the list for PA, NJ, NY. RI, CT, MA, NH, VT, ME of companies

that are listed that service VT.

NOTE:  I make no claims as to how good any of the above are.  Buyer beware.

Richie Fink    Assoc. Biosafety Officer    Mass. Inst. of Tech.

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

Date:         Wed, 3 Apr 1996 13:23:19 -0500

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

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

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

Subject:      BSC certification companies in NE

I have consolidate the responses to my request for BSC certification

companies.  Thanks to everybody who replied.

-Francis

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

The NSF pblishes a listing of Class II certified certifiers.  Contact

the NSF at 313-769-8010 and ask for NSF Listings, Biohazard Cabinetry, Class

II Cabinet Certification Field Certifier Accreditation.

Nick Flynn

B & V Testing, Inc

212 Calvary Street

Waltham, MA 02154

(617) 891-9081

Michael Hebdon

Microbial Assessment Associates

1 Kendall Square, Suite 251, PO Box 9171

Cambridge, MA  02139

(617) 621-7095

Stephen O'Neil

Scientific Air Analysis

47 Fatima Drive

Ashland, MA 01721

800-287-5252 or 508-881-7100

Steve Feinstein

Medical Repair Labs

141 Linden Avenue

Westbury, NY 11590

(800) 292-5255

Ron Bolesta / Christopher Rozanski     Corporate Offices

ENV Services, Inc.                             ENV Services, Inc.

1016 West 8th Ave                           42 Berkley Ave.

King of Prussia, PA  19406                 Cononia, NJ  07067

800 345-6094                                 800 345-6094

Jim Flannery                                   Corporate Offices

Consolidated Safety Services, Inc.      Consolidated Safety Services, Inc.

234 Egypt Road                             4031 University Drive, Suite 400

Norristown, PA  19403                    Fairfax, VA  22030

(800) 298-0808                             (800) 888-4612

I have seen the truth and it makes no sense.

*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*

Francis Churchill

Environmental Safety Specialist

University of Vermont - Environmental Safety Facility

PO BOX 53010

655D Spear Street, Burlington, VT  05405-3010

(802) 863-9002

fchurchi@moose.uvm.edu

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

Date:         Fri, 5 Apr 1996 13:27:01 -0100

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

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

From:         Didier Breyer <dbreyer@SBB.IHE.BE>

Subject:      (Bio)aerosol definition

I would like to find an accurate and exhaustive definition of the term

"aerosol" or "bioaerosol".

Can anybody give me such definition (or a reference where I can find it) ?

Thank you very much in advance

Didier Breyer

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^

*   BREYER Didier, Ph.D.     Biosafety Expert                      *

*   Brussels - Belgium                                             *

*   EMail: dbreyer@sbb.ihe.be       Web: http://biosafety.ihe.be   *

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^

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

Date:         Fri, 5 Apr 1996 16:51:59 -0500

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

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

From:         "Deborah E. Wilson Dr.PH, Chief OSHB" <dew@HELIX.NIH.GOV>

Subject:      Animal Biosafety Level 3 Seminar and Workshop

The Specialty Environments Alliance (S.E.A.) in association with the

American Association for the Accreditation of Laboratory Animal Care

(AAALAC) and the Division of Safety, National Institutes of Health presents

an interdisciplinary Seminar and Workshop featuring planning, design,

construction and operation of Animal Biosafety Level 3 Research Facilities.

Participants will apply concepts learned in the Seminar to case studies in

the Workshop.  Assisted by our Computer Aided Designers, participant groups

will analyze, evaluate and plan an ABL-3 animal facility.  Instructors will

oversee group activities.

DATE:  June 17 and 18, 1996

WHERE: RITZ-CARLTON

       2100 Massachusetts Ave., N.W.

       Washington, D.C.

                            Course Objectives

Identify and Resolve:

        *  facility management problems

        *  animal handling problems

        *  hazard containment

        *  facility ventilation problems

        *  occupational hazards working with animals

        *  liability exposures

        *  chemical hazard and material safety data sheets

        *  regulatory requirements

Learn and Participate in:

        *  case studies utilizing computer aided design software

        *  laboratory facility planning

        *  interdisciplinary team integration of research, construction,

legal,            architectural and engineering professionals

Who should attend:

        *  Biomedical Laboratory managers, administrators, and directors

        *  Biosafety, industrial hygiene and environmental health professionals

        *  animal facility managers and veterinarians

        *  design and construction professionals

For more information or registration materials call S.E.A. at

1-800-340-9945.  The program will be repeated at Stanford University in

September, 1996

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

Date:         Mon, 8 Apr 1996 06:15:00 -0500

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

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

From:         Steve Siegel <ssiegel@ENVSERVICES.COM>

Organization: ENV Services, Inc.

Subject:      list

list

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

Date:         Mon, 8 Apr 1996 06:16:00 -0500

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

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

From:         Steve Siegel <ssiegel@ENVSERVICES.COM>

Organization: ENV Services, Inc.

Subject:      info<list>

info<list>

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

Date:         Mon, 8 Apr 1996 17:21:05 -0400

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

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

From:         "Deborah E. Wilson Dr.PH, Chief OSHB" <dew@HELIX.NIH.GOV>

Subject:      S.E.A. Animal Biosafety Level 3 Workshop

The Specialty Environments Alliance (S.E.A.) has negotiated a special

conference rate for rooms at the Ritz-Carlton, Washington for participants

in the ABL-3 Seminar and Workshop.  To obtain the special conference rate of

$125.00 per night, mention S.E.A. when you make your room reservations.  A

limited number of rooms are available at this rate. To obtain the S.E.A.

conference rate you must make your room reservation prior to May 31, 1996.

Thanks to those of you who let me know there was trouble on the S.E.A. 800

number.  The problem is being fixed.  The number for more information on the

Seminar and Workshop is 1-800-340-9945.

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

Date:         Tue, 9 Apr 1996 16:53:06 +0000

Reply-To:     george@binas.unido.org

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

From:         "George T. Tzotzos" <george@BINAS.UNIDO.ORG>

Organization: UNIDO

Subject:      Re: (Bio)aerosol definition

The Australian guidelines for Large Scale work involving GMOs define

in the glossary

aerosols as suspension in air of finely dispersed solids or liquids

Well this is not all that exhaustive but quite precise.

I hope it is of use to you

Regards,

George T. Tzotzos (Ph.D)

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

Date:         Tue, 9 Apr 1996 12:13:12 GMT

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

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

Comments:     UMIAMIVM JBETANCO 04/09/96 12:13:42 INTERNET

From:         Jairo Betancourt <JBETANCO@UMIAMIVM.IR.MIAMI.EDU>

Subject:      S.E.A. Animal Biosafety Level 3 Workshop

*** Reply to note of 04/08/96 17:36

Deborah: As of today at 12:10 p.m. the 800 number still does not work. At least

I could not get through. I am very interested in attending but I need more info

rmation as soon as possible (end of the fiscal year!!). My fax number is (305)

243-3272. I will try again tomorrow in the morning. Thanks. Jairo B.

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

Date:         Tue, 9 Apr 1996 12:34:11 -0400

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

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

From:         "Deborah E. Wilson Dr.PH, Chief OSHB" <dew@HELIX.NIH.GOV>

Subject:      E-MAIL address for BL-3 Workshop/seminar info

Indivduals interested in receiving the Specialty Environments Alliance

(S.E.A) ABL-3 Seminar and Workshop information and registration materials

may e-mail their requests to:  FEDC@netaxs.com

The 1-800-340-9945 is indeed correct, however the NY switch servicing the

number is experiencing difficulties.  Hang in there, the phone company

should have it sorted out shortly.  Thanks for all your messages and

interest in this seminar and workshop!!

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

Date:         Tue, 9 Apr 1996 13:05:49 EST5EDT

Reply-To:     lalderman@emory.edu

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

From:         Lee Alderman <lalderman@EHSO.EMORY.EDU>

Organization: Emory Environmental Health & Safety

Subject:      Re: E-MAIL address for BL-3 Workshop/seminar info

Hi Debbie,

Please send me the information on the seminar you are planning for

June.

Thanks,

Lee Alderman

Emory University School of Medicine

Environmental Health and Safety Office

1462 Clifton Road, Suite 300

Atlanta, Ga. 30322

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

Date:         Thu, 11 Apr 1996 00:31:53 +0100

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

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

From:         Paul Burke <paul@PBURKE.DEMON.CO.UK>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety WWW Server announcement

I recently took up  Diidier Beyer's advice to take some time to visit the

Belgian Biosafety Server (http://biosafety.ihe.be) and I'd like to thank

him for making this information more widely available. I found it useful

form the point of view of links to the EC Directives on GMOs as well as

good links to other biosafety advice.

Regards

Paul Burke

Biological Safety Adviser

Zeneca Pharmaceuticals

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

Date:         Thu, 11 Apr 1996 15:21:29 -0640

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

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

From:         barb@HARV-EHS.MHS.HARVARD.EDU

Subject:      Viral Viability

I know that I should  have this information at hand but I can't put my finger

on it right now.  In order to save time and frustration with my filing

system, I'm hoping for help here.

What are the survival rates for HIV, HBV (and HCV) in water?  I am doing

a bbp training for plumbers next week and assume that they may be

interested in this data.

Thanks for the help.

Barbara_Ernisse@Harvard.edu

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

Date:         Fri, 12 Apr 1996 12:08:54 +0000

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

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

From:         Alastair Reid <allyreid@OCS6.MIS.ED.AC.UK>

Organization: The University of Edinburgh

Subject:      Belgian/European Biosafety Site

Colleagues in Belgium recently posted notice of their WWW site on

Biological Safety in a Belgian and European context.

I have mislaid the message - could I ask them to contact me direct

with the URL, as I would like to put a link to it on our own WWW

pages.

Many thanks.

Regards,

Alastair Reid

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

 Alastair G. Reid

 Deputy Director, Health and Safety

 The University of Edinburgh

 41 Forrest Road

 Edinburgh, EH1 2QP

 Scotland, U.K.

email  ALLYREID@ocs6.mis.ed.ac.uk

 fax    0131-650-3488

 tel    0131-650-6697

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

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

Date:         Fri, 12 Apr 1996 07:54:07 -0400

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

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

From:         Barry Cohen <bdcohen@TIAC.NET>

Subject:      Re: Belgian/European Biosafety Site

Try http://biosafety.ihe.be

At 12:08 PM 4/12/96 +0000, you wrote:

>Colleagues in Belgium recently posted notice of their WWW site on

>Biological Safety in a Belgian and European context.

>

>I have mislaid the message - could I ask them to contact me direct

>with the URL, as I would like to put a link to it on our own WWW

>pages.

>

>Many thanks.

>

>Regards,

>

>Alastair Reid

>

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

> Alastair G. Reid

> Deputy Director, Health and Safety

> The University of Edinburgh

> 41 Forrest Road

> Edinburgh, EH1 2QP

> Scotland, U.K.

>

>email  ALLYREID@ocs6.mis.ed.ac.uk

> fax    0131-650-3488

> tel    0131-650-6697

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

>

>

Barry David Cohen

Manager, Safety & Environmental Compliance

Genzyme Corporation

500 Soldiers Field Road

Allston, MA 02134

V: (617) 562-4507

F: (617) 562-4510

E: bdcohen@tiac.net

My opinions only; take 'em or leave 'em;

But don't hold me to 'em.

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

Date:         Mon, 15 Apr 1996 11:07:55 -0500

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

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

From:         Carol Showalter <carol-showalter@UIOWA.EDU>

Subject:      LCMV

Is anyone familiar with LCMV, Armstrong strain?  I have a couple of

investigators who would like to work with this at a BL2.  They tell me that

it is being used at BL2 all over the US.  I have tried to reach a couple of

people who are very familiar with this, a CJ Peters at Special Pathogens

Branch of CDC and a Dr Michael Olstone at Scripps. I have not been

successful in making the contacts, and am reaching out to my fellow

biosafety professionals.

 ATCC has an armstrong strain and they recommend it to be used at BL4.  The

BMBL has LCMV at BL2-3,depending on certain factors.  Has _anyone_ ever

looked in to this issue?  I would appreciate some help on this.  TIA!!!!

Carol Showalter

Health Protection Office

U of Iowa

Iowa City, IA  52242

carol-showalter@uiowa.edu

(319) 335-8501

(319) 335-7564 (fax)

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

Date:         Tue, 16 Apr 1996 10:25:00 -0400

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

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

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

Subject:      inspecting autoclaves

We are trying to set up a yearly inspection of the autoclaves on our

campus.  The idea is to have the gaskets and hardware checked to help

prevent an equipment failure.  We already use Bacillus spores to check for

adequate autoclave function.

In the past, our insurance carrier contarcted a boiler inspector to look at

our autoclaves.  He satisfied our insurance company, but we are wondering

if there is anybody that works specifically with autoclaves.  The

manufacturer could do this I'm sure, but we have at least ten different

brands of autoclaves.

Does anybody know of a company that inspects, certifies and/or repairs

autoclaves?

Does anybody have other ideas for how to detect and prevent autoclave failure?

Does anybody know why it's so sunny in California and so rainy in Vermont?

(My body just got back from vacation, my mind is taking a little extra

time!)

If you have answers to either of the first two questions please e-mail me.

I will consolidate private responses and post to the list.

Thanks,

-Francis

I have seen the truth and it makes no sense.

*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*

Francis Churchill

Environmental Safety Specialist

University of Vermont - Environmental Safety Facility

PO BOX 53010

655D Spear Street, Burlington, VT  05405-3010

(802) 863-9002

fchurchi@moose.uvm.edu

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

Date:         Wed, 17 Apr 1996 08:37:25 EDT

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

Subject:      Re: Viral Viability

In-Reply-To:  Message of Thu,

              11 Apr 1996 15:21:29 -0640 from <barb@HARV-EHS.MHS.HARVARD.EDU>

Barbara: I have seen survival rates for HBV and HIV on surfaces but not in

water.  If you get data for aqueous survival, please post it to the list.

Richie Fink   Associate Biosafety Officer   Massachusetts Institute of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu

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

Date:         Wed, 17 Apr 1996 08:47:45 EDT

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

Subject:      Re: LCMV

In-Reply-To:  Message of Mon,

              15 Apr 1996 11:07:55 -0500 from <carol-showalter@UIOWA.EDU>

My ATCC catalog lists LCM virus as Class 3.  The CDC/NIH book lists it as

okay to work with at level 2 so long as you are not generating aerosols, or

producing large amounts or concentrated virus.  In those cases level 3 work

practices should be implemented.  Investigators have used that virus at MIT,

at level 2 containment.

Richie Fink   Associate Biosafety Officer   Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu

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

Date:         Wed, 17 Apr 1996 08:18:20 -0700

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

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

From:         Melinda Young <biosafe@U.WASHINGTON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: LCMV

In-Reply-To:  <9604152058.AA03055@mx4.u.washington.edu>

Our Biosafety Committee also approved a similar LCMV project at BL-2 with

the use of a biosafety cabinet for aerosol producing procedures.  The

project was not done because our animal facility was very reluctant to

allow the animals in their facility.  We expect that is will be done when

a new BL-3 animal facility opens on campus.

Melinda Young

University of Washington

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

Date:         Thu, 18 Apr 1996 16:31:06 EDT

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <RFINK@MITVMA.BITNET>

Subject:      NEBSA Meeting

>>

>>Last call for the April 25th meeting of NEBSA (New England Biological Safety

>>Association)!

>>

>>If anyone in the New England area would like to attend, please call Richard

>>Fink or Betsy Gilman at 617-253-1740 by Friday afternoon, April 19th.

>>

>>The meeting will be at Genzyme (at Allston Landing) and begins at 5PM.

>>Dinner will be served at 6PM, followed by a tour and a short business

>>meeting.  The April 19th RSVP is necessary in order to have the correct

>>numbers for the caterer.  The cost is $15.75 per person.

>>

>>Anyone in the New England Area interested in biosafety should plan to

>>attend!  If you are interested and are not on the mailing list, please let

>>Richard Fink know.  Meeting announcements are faxed to those on the list

>>approximately one month prior to the meeting.

>>

>>Thanks!

>>

>>

>

>

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

Date:         Fri, 19 Apr 1996 11:23:23 -0600

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

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

From:         The Signature Group <signatur@EAGLE.WBM.CA>

Subject:      Agbiotech Conference Saskatoon

AGRICULTURAL BIOTECHNOLOGY

INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE 1996 (ABIC'96)

June 11 to 14, 1996

Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, Canada

The Agricultural Biotechnology International Conference 1996 (ABIC'96) is

the first major international symposium in North America devoted

exclusively to agricultural biotechnology.

About 600 people are expected to participate in the event, which is

separated into five concurrent streams: Animal Science, Crop Development,

Microbials, Technology Transfer and Business.

More than 65 speakers from 16 countries on five continents have been

recruited for the conference. They will address a wide range of topics,

from virtually every sector of agbiotech endeavor, from forage and food

crops to aquaculture, forestry, finance and international trade.

INFORMATION

Full conference information, including the agenda, is available through the

Global Agricultural Biotechnology Association Web site at

http://www.lights.com/gaba/index.html (GABA members are eligible for

registration fee discounts). Further details, including registration kits,

are available by contacting ABIC'96 Coordinator Wanda Brown c/o The

Signature Group, e-mail: signatur@eagle.wbm.ca

Posted by:

Michael Robin, Senior Editor

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

The Signature Group     Westcross House Publications

Strategic Communications, Business Development Support and Publishing

608 Duchess Street, Saskatoon, Saskatchewan, Canada   S7K 0R1

Phone:(306) 934-1772    Fax:(306) 664-6615    E-mail:signatur@eagle.wbm.ca

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

Date:         Thu, 25 Apr 1996 12:10:58 -0400

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

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

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      New 1996 DNA Guidelines

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

FYI:

We just finished the conversion of the new (January, 1996) Recombinant DNA

Guidelines (NIH). The document is now available on the WWW at:

http://www.orcbs.msu.edu/biological/biolsaf.htm

Comments or suggestions are appreciated. Distribution and copying is encouraged.

Yours,

Stefan

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

Date:         Thu, 25 Apr 1996 12:27:24 -0600

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

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

From:         "Clifford W. Bond" <umbcb@GEMINI.OSCS.MONTANA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: New 1996 DNA Guidelines

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Thanks Stefan.  Your webpage is a terriffic resource!

Cheers,

Cliff Bond

At 12:10 PM 4/25/96 -0400, you wrote:

>FYI:

>

>We just finished the conversion of the new (January, 1996) Recombinant DNA

>Guidelines (NIH). The document is now available on the WWW at:

>

>http://www.orcbs.msu.edu/biological/biolsaf.htm

>

>Comments or suggestions are appreciated. Distribution and copying is

encouraged.

>

>Yours,

>

>Stefan

>

>

Clifford W. Bond

Department of Microbiology

Montana State University

Bozeman, MT 59717-0352

Telephone - 406 994-4130

Telefax - 406 994-4926

Internet - umbcb@gemini.oscs.montana.edu

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

Date:         Fri, 26 Apr 1996 14:41:22 EST

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

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

From:         jairo Betancourt <JBETANCO@UMIAMIVM.IR.MIAMI.EDU>

Subject:      (U)

From: Jairo Betancourt

Subject: (U)

Help!! my boss lost the information papers on the meetiong at NIH on Bl3

facilities. I need another copy or the infamous 1-800 number. I want to go so

Thanks anyone (Deborah!!!! Help!!!)

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

Date:         Fri, 26 Apr 1996 15:24:58 EST

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

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

From:         jairo Betancourt <JBETANCO@UMIAMIVM.IR.MIAMI.EDU>

Subject:      (U)

From: Jairo Betancourt

Subject: (U)

Has anyone good suggestions or ideas in safety precautions for research

procedures with Cryptosporidium parvum, Enterocytozoon bieneusi, and

Toxoplasma gondii?. I like to hear your ideas beside what is in the CDC/NIH

Guidelines and Fleming et al. Laboratory Safety. What about any particular

tips for an SOP ? Thanks in advance and Hello to our moderator Richie Fink.

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

Date:         Fri, 26 Apr 1996 15:27:53 +0100

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

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

From:         Robert Casparius <Robert_Casparius_Jr@BROWN.EDU>

Subject:      Transporting Infectious Agents Into the US

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Hi, Can anybody direct me to any regulation governing the transport of

infectious agents into the US from oversees. Need to know if you most

notify any agency in advance and what precautions are required in

tranporting the agents.

Thanks,

Bob

Robert E Casparius

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Brown University

Office of Risk Management

Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

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

Date:         Fri, 26 Apr 1996 14:53:06 -0500

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

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

From:         "LouAnn C. Burnett" <lburnett@UIUC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: (U)

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

At 03:24 PM 4/26/96 EST, Jairo Betancourt wrote:

>Has anyone good suggestions or ideas in safety precautions for research

>procedures with Cryptosporidium parvum, Enterocytozoon bieneusi, and

>Toxoplasma gondii?. I like to hear your ideas beside what is in the CDC/NIH

>Guidelines and Fleming et al. Laboratory Safety. What about any particular

>tips for an SOP ? Thanks in advance and Hello to our moderator Richie Fink.

Jairo,

We have researchers who are working with Cryptosporidium parvum and another

who is working with Toxoplasma gondii.  For work with crypto, in addition to

the provisions of biosafety level 2, we (the Committee on Biological Safety

and Recombinant DNA Review or CBSRDR) emphasize disinfection protocols and

also stress that the lab director needs to be concerned with access to the

lab since crypto may be unusually hazardous for immunocompromised personnel.

 Waste disposal has also been an interesting issue for crypto research.

Cultures are often stored in potassium dichromate, which is collected as a

hazardous chemical waste on our campus.  Potassium dichromate is also an

oxidizer which is, in general, not supposed to be autoclaved.  And there may

be high concentrations of oocysts, the infective stage, in this material.

Because crypto is very resistant to most chemical disinfectants, but is

susceptible to autoclaving, we worked with the autoclave manufacturer to

make sure that the concentrations of potassium dichromate that were

autoclaved were not a concern, especially if the autoclave was wiped down

after every run and overflow was contained. Since this time, the researcher

has successfully switched to another culture medium that is not a hazardous

chemical and may be autoclaved without concern.

For Toxoplasma, our main emphasis is on access.  We (the CBSRDR) included

the following statement in our recommendation for this project:

"Because of the grave consequences of toxoplasmosis in the developing fetus,

serologically negative women of childbearing age who are pregnant or who

might become pregnant during the course of the experiments should not work

in laboratories where Toxoplasma gondii is handled.  Immunocompromised

individuals are also at increased risk for toxoplasmosis."

The final responsibility and determination lies with the laboratory director

to enforce this recommendation.  We did not specifically recommend

serological testing for this lab, but because the lab director is a woman of

childbearing age, she took it upon herself to require serological testing

for her and her staff.

 As for Enterocytozoon bieneusi, we've just had a request from a researcher

to work with this organism and haven't done a risk assessment yet.  I'd be

interested in other folks' experiences.

If you'd like some more specific information, please email or phone me

directly and I'll be glad to share more of what we've done here.

LouAnn

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

LouAnn C. Burnett

Assistant Director, Environmental Health & Safety

Biological Safety Section

Division of Environmental Health & Safety

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

101 S.  Gregory St., MC-225

Urbana, IL  61801

217-244-7362 (office)

217-244-6594 (fax)

lburnett@uiuc.edu

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

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

Date:         Fri, 26 Apr 1996 15:01:46 -0500

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

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

From:         "LouAnn C. Burnett" <lburnett@UIUC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Transporting Infectious Agents Into the US

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

At 03:27 PM 4/26/96 +0100, you wrote:

>Hi, Can anybody direct me to any regulation governing the transport of

>infectious agents into the US from oversees. Need to know if you most

>notify any agency in advance and what precautions are required in

>tranporting the agents.

>

>Thanks,

>Bob

The easiest way I've found to acquire this information is through the CDC

Fax Information Service.

All the information required for these permits are available by automated

fax from the CDC.  Call 404-332-4565 to access this system.  Request

documents #101000, #101005, and #101006 and then enter your fax number.

There may be more hoops to jump through if your imported product is also

animal or plant related.  In that case, USDA comes in.  The CDC can help you

out with that or you can get info on the web at http://www.aphis.usda.gov or

call USDA-APHIS at 301-734-7830.

Also make sure that your materials are packaged properly.  I've found the

Dangerous Goods Hotline at FedEx to be helpful.  I don't have the number at

my fingertips, but the 800 number in the phone book should get you to the

right place.

LouAnn Burnett

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

LouAnn C. Burnett

Assistant Director, Environmental Health & Safety

Biological Safety Section

Division of Environmental Health & Safety

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

101 S.  Gregory St., MC-225

Urbana, IL  61801

217-244-7362 (office)

217-244-6594 (fax)

lburnett@uiuc.edu

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

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

Date:         Fri, 26 Apr 1996 16:49:47 -0400

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

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

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

Subject:      Re: Transporting Infectious Agents Into the US

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

42 CFR part 72 Public Health addresses the interstate shipment of etiologic

agents

                  71.54 & 72.3 address foreign quarantine

9 CFR part 122 USDA addresses importing and interstate transport of

organisms ands vectors

That's what I could find on a Friday afternoon.

Hope it helps - Enjoy the weekend!

-Francis

I have seen the truth and it makes no sense.

*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*

Francis Churchill

Environmental Safety Specialist

University of Vermont - Environmental Safety Facility

PO BOX 53010

655D Spear Street, Burlington, VT  05405-3010

(802) 863-9002

fchurchi@moose.uvm.edu

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

Date:         Fri, 26 Apr 1996 20:04:33 -0800

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

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

From:         info DMcKelvey <DMCKELVEY@CARIBOO.BC.CA>

Subject:      Re: (U)

MIME-version: 1.0

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

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

With regards to your inquiry about handling Cryptosporidia and Toxoplasma,

I am not a specialist in disease control but I am a veterinarian who

handles animals that are shedding Cryptosporidia or Toxoplasmosis oocysts.

(Cannot comment on Enterocytozoon - not a veterinary pathogen as far as

I am aware).

Cryptospordia appears to be transmitted by the fecal-oral route or

though contaminated food or water.  Unlike toxoplasmosis, cryptosporidiosis

may be transmitted by fresh feces. It is not uncommon for persons tending

cattle with cryptosporidiosis to become infected. We recommend frequent

hand-washing, utilizing gloves when handling these animals, their feces,

or bedding, and suggest that persons with compromised immune systems

avoid handling affected animals or their feces.

Toxoplasmosis can be acquired by oral ingestion of infectd raw or paritally

 cooked meat containing tachyzoites (I assume this is not a problem in a

 research

setting) or by ingestion of sporulated oocysts.  Oocysts are shed only by

infected cats, and require 1 to 5 days to sporulate and become infective.

The most common sourcee of sporulated oocysts in a research setting would

probably be handling cat litter, then eating or smoking or otherwise

ingesting the oocysts. When we handle an infected cat in a veterinary

clinic, we wear gloves when cleaning the cage and litter box, and wash

hands after removing the gloves. It is a good idea to dispose of cat

feces within 24 hours, before sporulation can occur.  Pregnant persons should

probably use extra caution when working around cats that may be shedding

toxoplasmosis cysts (e.g. wear gloves when handling these cats). Fetal

tissues and placenta from sheep that have aborted due to toxoplasmosis should

be handled with the same precautions.

Disinfection of areas contaminated with oocysts is a problem, as they are

highly resistant and may survive up to one year in the environment.

Immersion in scalding water for 5 minutes and treatment with ammonia have been

suggested as effective means of removing oocysts from soiled areas.

I hope this is helpful, if you need more information please feel free to

contact me directly:  DMcKelvey@cariboo.bc.ca

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

Date:         Mon, 29 Apr 1996 14:05:36 -0400

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

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

From:         "Deborah E. Wilson Dr.PH, Chief OSHB" <dew@HELIX.NIH.GOV>

Subject:      Re: (U)

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

The Specialty Environments Alliance Animal Biosafety Level 3 Seminar and

Workshop toll-free number is 1-800-340-9945 or you can request info via

e-mail at FEDC@netaxs.com.  If you need something in hard copy faster, let

me know and I'll fax it to you.

The Seminar and Workshop will take place on June 17-18 at the Ritz-Carlton

at 2100 Massachusetts Ave., N.W.  Washington, DC.  Call the Ritz early for a

special room rate of $125.00  (202) 293-2100).  This room rate is available

through May 31st.  Register early for the Workshop/Seminar because

attendance is being limited to enhance participation in the computer aided

design portion of the workshop.  Small groups will work on individual case

studies.  Thanks for all the interest!!

Debbie Wilson

>From: Jairo Betancourt

>Subject: (U)

>

>Help!! my boss lost the information papers on the meetiong at NIH on Bl3

>facilities. I need another copy or the infamous 1-800 number. I want to go so

>Thanks anyone (Deborah!!!! Help!!!)

>

>

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

Date:         Mon, 29 Apr 1996 15:48:15 GMT

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

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

Comments:     UMIAMIVM JBETANCO 04/29/96 15:48:58 INTERNET

From:         Jairo Betancourt <JBETANCO@UMIAMIVM.IR.MIAMI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: (U)

*** Reply to note of 04/29/96 14:21

Yes, Deborah, please fax me that information on this seminar. I need to beat

the fiscal year deadline for obvious reasons. I am sorry my boss lost the

first one you sent me. Thank you very much. jAIRO bETANCOURT

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

Date:         Thu, 2 May 1996 09:44:32 -0400

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      List Maintenance

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

1.  Please note that the list owner has a new (shorter) email address:

Rfink@mit.edu

2.  New subscribers will have to confirm their subscriptions within 48

hours.  This is to cut down on spammers and folks with balky mail servers

that tend to reject mail after 3 or 4 days.

3.  X tagged fields will no longer be in the headers (some mail servers

could not handle them).

Happy spring to all in the Northern Hemisphere, Happy fall to those in the

Southern Hemisphere.

Richard Fink

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 2 May 1996 22:30:06 -0400

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

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

From:         Andrew Braun <AndrewB820@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: List Maintenance

Thanks, Richie

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

Date:         Wed, 8 May 1996 10:07:48 -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:      MA Public Health Assoc. Meeting

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

MA Public Health Assoc., annual spring meeting is Wed. May 22 from 4:30 to

7:30 P.M. at the Volpe Transportation Center (55 Broadway, [near the Kendall

Sq. T stop], Cambridge, MA).  Topic: Outbreaks, Hot Zones and Deadly

Diseases -- Newly Emerging Diseases in the World - Laurie Garrett (author,

The Coming Plague.  She is a health & science writer for Newsday.  She

received the 1996 Pulitzer Prize for coverage of the Ebola outbreak in

Zaire);  AIDS: Implications of the International Epidemic - Max Essex

(chairman, Harvard AIDS Institute, receipent of the Albert Lasker Medical

Research Award).

MPHA members - $20.00; Nonmembers $30.00; On-site registration - add $3.00.

For more info and registration form, call MPHA at 617-524-6696.

Richie Fink    Associate Biosafety Officer   Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 9 May 1996 16:06:48 EST

Reply-To:     Janet Ives <jives@safety.rochester.edu>

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

From:         Janet Ives <jives@SAFETY.ROCHESTER.EDU>

Subject:      Legionella/eye wash stations

Has anyone heard of someone contracting legionella through the use of

a faucet mounted eye-wash station? We are in the process of outfitting our

facility (hospital/research center) with standard eye-wash stations and

the question of legionella exposure was raised. None of the stations we

have reviewed seem to drain the water completely ie. the water stands in

the horizontal cross bar. Any information would be helpful. Thanks Janet

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

Date:         Thu, 9 May 1996 16:58:08 EST

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

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

From:         James Scott <JSCOTT@BOTANY.UTORONTO.CA>

Organization: University of Toronto Botany

Subject:      Legionella and eyewash stations...

Janet, I know of one reference to the isolation of Legionella from

eyewash stations which you may find helpful:

Paszko-Kolva, C., 1991. Isolation of amoebae, Pseudomonas and

    Legionella spp. from eyewash stations.  Appl. Env. Microbiol.

    57(1): 163-167.

James Scott

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

Sporometrics Inc., 18 Melville Avenue, Toronto ON, CANADA  M6G 1Y2

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

Date:         Fri, 10 May 1996 13:58:16 MET-1MEST

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

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

From:         DOBLHOFF-DIER OTTO <DOBLHOFF@EDV2.BOKU.AC.AT>

Organization: Universitaet fuer Bodenkultur Wien

Subject:      Internat. Biosafety Course

Dear Biosafety Discussion list members,

I would like to bring to your attention  the

                                        International Course on

                                         Biological Safety

                                                 in

                         Industrial and Agricultural Biotechnology

__________________________________________________________

     Venue:

     Monday 24 June to Friday 28 June 1996

     Institue for Applied Microbiology

     Nussdorfer Laende 11, A-1190 Vienna, Austria

____________________________________________________________

     Information and Registration:

     Mrs. H.B. Bastiaanse

     TNO Nutrition and Food Research Institute

     P.O. Box 360, NL-3700 AJ Zeist, The Netherlands

     Tel: *31 30 6944 - 714 or 726

     Fax: *31 30 6944 - 192

     E-Mail: havenaar@voeding.tno.nl

_________________________________________________________

For further info see also the EFB Working Party on Safety

in Biotechnology WWW homepage:

http://www.boku.ac.at/iam/efb/efb_wp.htm

________________________________________________________

Costs and hotel accommodation

The costs for this 5-days course are 1100 Dutch G. (approx. 500 ECU), VAT

 excluded. A limited number of participants from Eastern

Europe will be able to participate in the course at the reduced price of 650

 Dutch G. (approx. 300 ECU).

These costs comprises the course proceedings, lunches, coffee/tea, snack and

 dinner. Not included are the hotel costs.

The participants are advised to book in Hotel Arkadenhof, Viriotgasse 5, A-1090

 Vienna, Austria.

Tel. +43 1 3100 837, fax +43 1 3100 848.

The special rate per night incl. breakfast is 850 Austrian Schilling

 (reservation under 'biosafety course').

_______________________________________________________________

Deadline for registration

The ultimate date for registration is 14 June 1996. The number of participants

 is limited. Your registration will be confirmed and an

account will be sent.

Cancellation before 14 June is possible with refund of 80% of the costs.

 Cancellation after 14 June is not possible; replacement is than

advised.

________________________________________________________________

Subjects in the course

During the course the following topics will be introduced by the different

 speakers, demonstrated during site visits, and discussed in

working groups and plenary sessions:

     MICROBIOLOGY AND BIOTECHNOLOGY IN RELATION TO BIOHAZARDS AND

     BIOSAFETY

     - introduction to safety, hazards, risks, risk analysis

     - biological agents, genetically modified organisms

     ASSESSMENT OF POTENTIAL BIOLOGICAL HAZARDS

     - hazards of (genetically modified) biological agents

     - accidental / deliberate release of biological agents and it potential

 consequences

     EVALUATION OF PHYSICAL AND BIOLOGICAL CONTAINMENT PROCEDURES

     - significance of primary and secondary containment and procedures

     - critical control points for equipment; human failures

     - biosafety management and procedures in cases of incidents and (near)

 accidents

     LEGISLATION AND GUIDELINES

     - environmental and occupational legislation and European directives

     - international advisory bodies, industrial and scientific organisations

     TASKS AND RESPONSIBILITIES OF BIOSAFETY OFFICERS

     - education, training and exchange of information on biosafety

     - specific responsibilities on biological agents and genetically modified

 organisms

     INTERNAL AND EXTERNAL COMMUNICATION ON BIOSAFETY

     - communicating biosafety within the institute and industry

     - communicating biosafety with public organisations

_______________________________________________________________

Course management

This course will be organized by the working parties 'Safety in Biotechnology'

 and 'Education' of the European Federation of

Biotechnology in close cooperation with theOEsterreichische Gesellschaft fuer

 Biotechnologie.

     Dr R. Havenaar TNO Nutrition and Food Research Institute,the Netherlands

     Dr O. Doblhoff-Dier Institute for Applied Microbiology,Austria

__________________________________________________________________

Introductory lectures

Lectures will be presented by outstanding scientists with experience in the

 field of applied biotechnology and biosafety.

     Prof. Dr H. Bachmayer Sandoz Group Biosafety, Basel

     Prof. Dr C. Collins United Kingdom

     Dr H. Haymerle Zuerich Kosmos Versicherungen, Austria

     Dr G. Tzotzos UNIDO-VIC, Austria

Otto Doblhoff-Dier, Inst. Appl. Microbiol, Univ. Agric.,

Nussdorfer Laende 11, A-1190 Vienna, Austria, Europe

Tel: *43-1-3692924-464    Fax:*43-1-3692924-400
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I am replying as requested.

Roger Radloff
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Subject:      TB Skin testing

I have a question for all you involved with colleges and universities.  Are

you doing routine T.B. skin testing?  If you are, who is required to be

tested and how often?  Students, food service workers, staff?

Although we have seen an obvious increase in T.B. in this country and

development of MDR- T.B., I have found that some are trying to drop the

requirement all together.  I am concerned that we may be "putting our

heads in the sand" once more and ignoring a major health issue.  (I

personally have flashbacks to the early  1980's and  HIV).   Am I going

overboard?  Do you have information for or against?  I would be most

interesting in any and all replies,  personal or on the list.

As always these thoughts are my own ......

Michele Crase MT(ASCP)

Biological Safety Specialist

Northern Illinois University

DeKalb IL

mcrase@niu.edu

V 815.753.9251

F 815.753.6294
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Our Orthopaedics department performs knee replacement operations on donated

legs.  This generates some amount of mess.  They clean the lab regularly

and do a more thorough cleaning after their week long (more or less) set of

experiments.  They clean with hospital disinfectant and sometimes with

bleach.  THey are now in the process of moving their operating room to a

different lab with better ventilation, sinks, etc.

Their question to me and my question to you:

How long before they can assume everything in their old lab is dead?

Assuming they missed some little culture in a corner of a cabinet when they

cleaned, they want an additional safety factor before someone else occupies

the lab.  THe donated part are not fixed in formaldehyde, the researchers

use universal precatuions.  I always tell them to assume that dried blood

and tissues are contaminted in after days in the exposed air.  They want to

know if anything could still be viable after a month, 3 months, 6 months.

Thanks in advance - again I will summarise private responses to the list.

-Francis

I have seen the truth and it makes no sense.

*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*

Francis Churchill

Environmental Safety Specialist

University of Vermont - Environmental Safety Facility

PO BOX 53010

655D Spear Street, Burlington, VT  05405-3010

(802) 656-5405

fchurchi@moose.uvm.edu
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Having just explained that I summarize responses to the list, I realized

that I didn't post this last summary.  I had asked about how different

institutions were dealing with preventaive maintenance on their autoclaves.

These were the responses.   It looks as though our own Technical Services

Department will be able to provide the service.  Thanks to everybody.

-Francis

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

 This group is based on the west coast but may be able to assist you.

     They service a BROAD range of autoclaves as well as surgical equipment

     (such as tables and lights) and washer/sterilizers.

     Medequip Engineering Service, Inc.

     2323 Galls Creek Road

     Gold Hill, OR   97525

     1-800-992-5678

     Contact: Herman Dennington

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

At UCLA we have an inhouse autoclave guy from our facilities dept. that

services our autoclaves. Some departments have a service agreement

with the autoclave manufacturer. The research depts. are required to

keep a log of maintenance and spore testing for autoclaves used to

autoclave infectious waste. It's a crazy CA law. The law requires

monthly spore testing, annual thermometer check, and recording of

time and temp. for each load.

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

The short answers are "no" and "I dont think it can be done". We have 30 +

autoclaves, some over 30 years old, each is visually inspected daily by

experienced techs, and they still break all the time (even the new ones).

At one point in the past I developed a PM plan to replace common parts

(door gaskets, stem solenoids, four port valves) at specific intervals,

based on past performance, in order to increase reliability.  Funding has

not been forthcoming so I rely on spore test for a functional indicator of

autoclave function, monthly for biohazard machines, bi-annually for others.

From discussions with our local AMSCO rep I believe the chance of a

pressure vessel failure (ie big explosion) is almost non existent if there

is no physical damaage to the chamber so I dont worry too much about that.

We do our maintenance and repair in-house.  A service contract with our

vendor incorporating the PM plan, and with allowance for unscheduled visits

would be prohibitively expensive.  For the present we are going to keep

fixing them as they break, but I would be very interested to know if anyone

has a better crystal ball out there.

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

I can't recall any specific names of companies, but I know we did

autoclave inspections on units at our CA facility.

You might consider calling your insurance carrier for

recommendations or the National Board of Boiler and Pressure

Vessel Inspectors for a recommendation.

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

We have all our autoclaves on a yearly inspection contract.  It is

currently held by Amsco.  Most of them are on service agreements that

also will fix them as they break.

In Ontario, autoclaves are considered "pressure vessels" and as such

must carry a current inspection certificate from either the

government agency or its designate.  Designates are professional

engineers hired by insurance companies so your insurance company may

do the inspection (assuming they have hired an engineer).  You cannot

do one of the "official" inspections yourself unless you hold the

proper designation from the government which is exceptionally

unlikely.  The manufacturer does NOT do these "certificate"

inspections.

So we have two inspections - one under the service agreements (they

will check electronics, timers, in addition to gaskets, hinges, etc)

and one by the boiler inspector (who really only cares about relief

valves, integrity of the jacket, door seals, and safety features).

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

Fred Cook at UVM TSP

send a list of autoclaves, locations, manufaturers, serial #'s, etc

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

We use MDT Castle in Rochester, N.Y. to service our autoclaves.

Sandra Dempsey

Laboratory Manager       "Chance favors the prepared mind."

Biological Sciences                         Pasteur
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At 10:58 AM 5/13/96 -0400, you wrote:

>Their question to me and my question to you:

>

>How long before they can assume everything in their old lab is dead?

HIV can survive in outside of a white blood cell for upto 2 weeks (depending

upon temperature and humidity.  HBV can survive many months in a dried

state.  Clostridia spores - years.  TB - months, maybe longer.  What

survives are the more environmentally hearty subgroup.  The number that

survive for extended time is many logs less then the original number, so it

could be that what is left would be below an infectious dose (depending, of

course, on the pathogen).

>  They want to

>know if anything could still be viable after a month, 3 months, 6 months.

>

Yes, quit possible, see above.

If they think that it is critical to decontaminate the whole space without

chance of missing an area, then a gaseous decontamination would have to be

performed with formaldehyde, chlorine dioxide, ozone or vaporized hydrogen

peroxide.

>Francis Churchill

>Environmental Safety Specialist

>University of Vermont - Environmental Safety Facility

>PO BOX 53010

>655D Spear Street, Burlington, VT  05405-3010

>(802) 656-5405

>fchurchi@moose.uvm.edu

Richie Fink   Associate Biosafety Officer   Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@Mit.edu
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Perhaps an alternate opinion might be useful here.  To suggest that

fogging the area might be required after the laboratory has been used for

prosectioning seems to be a little extreme.

While some viruses can survive in the environment, for them to be of any

risk, one would need to create an opportunity for them to enter the new

host.  Short of rubbing fresh open cuts on contaminated counter tops, the

risks associated with environmental exposures would have to be remote

beyond remote.

Pragmatic advice is that if the area has been given a

cleaning such that there is no blood and limb parts still around, and the

counter tops have been cleaned with an acceptable hospital disinfectant,

there is little reason to expect that the space represents any reasonable

level of risk to the next occupant.

Michael A. Noble MD FRCPC

Microbiology Laboratory

Vancouver Hospital and Heath Sciences Centre: UBC site

Vancouver BC V6T 2B5
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I find the comment about HIV surviving outside of a white blood cell for

upto two weeks incredible. I would like a copy of the study performed that

shows that information. Everything I have ever read about HIV is that it is

a very fragile virus and cannot survive long in this hostile world, outside of

a host. I need copy to correct the mis-information I have passing off to

co-workers.

Thanks,

Lawrence J Hawkins

OMRF

825 N.E. 13th

Oklahoma City, OK 73104

Voice: (405) 271-7266

Fax: (405) 271-7012

E-mail: hawkinsl@cpu2.omrf.uokhsc.edu
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                       Physical Methods to Inactivate HIV

Method              Exposure       Initial       Temperatureb     Reference

                      Time          Viral

                                   Titera

13<pH<1               ?c             10^5             21-25           1

Heat                  10 min.        10^5             56              1

                      30 min.        ?                56              3

                      30 min.        4 x 10^3(PFU)    56              5

                      30 min.        10^4(IP)         56              8

                      5 hrs.d        10^7             54-56           7

                      10 hrs.e       10^4             60              8

                      48 hrs.f       10^2.8           68              8

                      144 hrs.g      10^5             60              9

                      >11 days;

                       <15 days      10^7             36-37           7h

Dessication (in media) 3-7 days      10^7             23-27           7

(in cell associated

 state)               >1 day,

                       <3 days       10^7             30o             7

    a)  TCID50 unless noted otherwise:  IP = infective viral

particles;

        PFU = plaque forming units/ml

    b)  oC

    c)  ? = unknown

    d)  In media with 50% human plasma

    e)  Wet heat

    f)  Virus in lyophilized culture

    g)  Virus in lyophilized Autoplex

    h)  Virus survived in media with 50% human plasma at 23-27oC

        for the entire test period (15 days)

    A pH reduction from 7 to 6 results in about a 3 log reduction in

viral titer (1).

    On the open bench HIV in media with 50% human plasma there was a 6

log reduction in 72 hours with 1 log further reduction in an additional

24 hours (7).  HIV at 54-56oC in media with 50% human plasma had a 3 log

reduction in the 1st hour and 6 logs after 3 hours (7)
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Routine TB skin testing has value if there is a reasonable expectation

that the employee is going to have a work related exposure to

tuberculosis, and that the screening process will identify the exposure

earlier than a specific case investigation.  Most public health programs

have dropped general screening programs, except for high risk

occupations, because routine screening programs are neither

identification effective or cost effective.

A screening program would be more effective if it was focussed on those

faculty and staff that have reasonable expectation of exposure:

Those working in clinical laboratories

Those working with higher risk populations such as recent immigrants, the

elderly, the indigent poor, etc.

In times of constraint, it makes sense to use the resources in the areas

that are the most likely to yield fruit.

Michael A. Noble MD FRCPC

Microbiology Laboratory

Vancouver Hospital and Heath Sciences Centre: UBC site

Vancouver BC V6T 2B5

On Mon, 13 May 1996, Michele Crase wrote:

> I have a question for all you involved with colleges and universities.  Are

> you doing routine T.B. skin testing?  If you are, who is required to be

> tested and how often?  Students, food service workers, staff?

> Although we have seen an obvious increase in T.B. in this country and

> development of MDR- T.B., I have found that some are trying to drop the

> requirement all together.  I am concerned that we may be "putting our

> heads in the sand" once more and ignoring a major health issue.  (I

> personally have flashbacks to the early  1980's and  HIV).   Am I going

> overboard?  Do you have information for or against?  I would be most

> interesting in any and all replies,  personal or on the list.

>

> As always these thoughts are my own ......

>

> Michele Crase MT(ASCP)

> Biological Safety Specialist

> Northern Illinois University

> DeKalb IL

> mcrase@niu.edu

> V 815.753.9251

> F 815.753.6294

>

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

Date:         Mon, 13 May 1996 15:51:18 -0400

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

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

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

Subject:      HIV surviving outside

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

>I find the comment about HIV surviving outside of a white blood cell for

>upto two weeks incredible. I would like a copy of the study performed that

>shows that information. Everything I have ever read about HIV is that it is

>a very fragile virus and cannot survive long in this hostile world, outside of

>a host. I need copy to correct the mis-information I have passing off to

>co-workers.

Check the Journal of Clinical Microbiology, Feb 1994, p 571-574 for an

article titled Survival of Human Immunodeficiency Virus in suspension onto

dried surfaces.

-Francis

I have seen the truth and it makes no sense.

*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*

Francis Churchill

Environmental Safety Specialist

University of Vermont - Environmental Safety Facility

PO BOX 53010

655D Spear Street, Burlington, VT  05405-3010

(802) 656-5405

fchurchi@moose.uvm.edu
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>A screening program would be more effective if it was focussed on those

>faculty and staff that have reasonable expectation of exposure:

>Those working in clinical laboratories

>Those working with higher risk populations such as recent immigrants, the

>elderly, the indigent poor, etc.

OSHA identified 5 high risk groups to be people who work

- in drug treatment facilities

- in correctional facilities

- in clinics / healthcare

- with homeless people

- with longterm care for elderly people

Our psychology department operates a drug treatment propgram.  Employees

associated with this are monitored for TB by our Occupational Health

provider.

-Francis

I have seen the truth and it makes no sense.

*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*&*

Francis Churchill

Environmental Safety Specialist

University of Vermont - Environmental Safety Facility

PO BOX 53010

655D Spear Street, Burlington, VT  05405-3010

(802) 656-5405

fchurchi@moose.uvm.edu
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FYI

Thought this might be of interest to those discussing screening programs.

We currently monitor those working with non-human primates and any of the

OSHA risk groups-always good to see what your social work, etc schools are

doing-Ours runs a program for street teens.

Melinda Young

UofWashington

 ---------- Forwarded message ----------

Date: Sat, 11 May 1996 15:50:54 -0700 (PDT)

From: Jonathan Mayer <jmayer@u.washington.edu>

Reply-To: emerge@u.washington.edu

To: Emerging Infectious Disease <emerge@u.washington.edu>

Subject: Number of U.S. tuberculosis cases lowest since 1953 (fwd)

Interesting.

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

JONATHAN D. MAYER, Ph.D.             Univ. of Washington Box 353550

Professor, University of             Seattle WA 98195 USA

Washington, Depts. of Geography      TEL (206) 543-7110 FAX (206) 543-3313

Medicine (Infectious Diseases),      UW Med. Center Tropical Medicine/Inf.

Family Medicine, Health Services     Disease Clinic paging 548-6190

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

---------- Forwarded message ----------

Date: Thu, 9 May 1996 11:50:01 PDT

From: Reuter / Mike Cooper <C-reuters@clari.net>

Subject: Number of U.S. tuberculosis cases lowest since 1953

         ATLANTA (Reuter) - Tuberculosis cases in the United States

declined for a third consecutive year in 1995 and the TB rate

has fallen to its lowest point since surveillance began 43 years

ago, federal health officials said Thursday.

         The U.S. Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC)

said there were 22,813 TB cases last year, down 6.4 percent from

1994. It was the third year in a row the number of cases

declined. There were 8.7 cases per 100,000 Americans, the lowest

rate of reported TB cases since tracking began in 1953.

         ``These declines are significant,'' said Dr Eugene McCray of

CDC's Surveillance and Epidemiologic Investigations Branch.

         Although the CDC said the number of TB cases is falling

because of greater prevention and detection, an increasing

proportion of cases involve people born outside the United

States. In 1995, foreign-born people accounted for 35.7 percent

of reported TB cases, up from 31.3 percent in 1994.

         McCray said many infected people enter the United States

illegally or without having been tested for TB.

         ``The majority of the foreign-born who come into this

country come in as visitors or students, then they decide to

stay. They never go through any screening process,'' he said.

''Then you have a lot of people illegally coming in.''

         The CDC said Haiti, India, Mexico, China, the Philippines

and Vietnam accounted for almost two-thirds of TB cases reported

among foreign-born persons in the United States. Between 1994

and 1995, the number of cases among people born in the United

States fell 10.8 percent, while the number of cases in

foreign-born persons rose 5.4 percent.

         ``Regardless of whether they're here legally or illegally,

we have to be concerned about their public health because it's

going to affect the public health of our people. If you deny

services to people you're going to end up spreading the disease

in the community and you're going to end up having U.S.-born

children and adults getting infected as well,'' McCray said.

         At one time tuberculosis was the leading cause of death in

the United States. Cases began to fall in the 1940s after

scientists discovered the first of several drugs now used to

treat it.

         TB is caused by Mycobacterium tuberculosis bacteria, which

usually attack the lungs and can then spread to other parts of

the body such as the kidney, spine and brain. It is spread

through the air when someone with TB of the lungs or throat

coughs or sneezes.

         People can be infected with TB without feeling ill or being

contagious. But they can develop the disease in the future,

particularly if they have weakened immune systems. This can

include babies, young children, people infected with HIV and

other conditions.
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Subject:      viable MTB

While we're on the subject....

For how long would samples of MTB-infected mouse lung and spleen tissue

samples have to be immersed in formalin for the MTB to be considered

non-viable?  (We want to bring fixed tissue samples out of BL3 for

histology--to include embedding in paraffin and sectioning with microtome.

 These procedures, however, are not currently done in a biosafety cabinet.)

If you direct replies to my email, I will summarize to the list--

Sarah Wolz

PathoGenesis Corp.

swolz@path.path.com
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Date:         Tue, 14 May 1996 23:11:14 -0400

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

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

From:         Karen Estok <estok@UMDNJ.EDU>

Subject:      vinyl gloves for bloodborne pathogens

Mime-Version: 1.0
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Lindsey Kayman (kayman@umdnj.edu) asked me to post this question.

Does anyone know of any studies which indicate whether vinyl gloves are

adequate barriers for work involving bloodborne pathogens?  Besides

normal blood and body fluids we would like to know if vinyl gloves would

be appropriate for work with concentrated HIV in a BL3 lab.  The gloves

would be used by persons who are allergic to latex.  Is there better/more

protective alternative glove available?

Thank you very much for your replies.

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

Date:         Wed, 15 May 1996 08:26:29 -0400

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

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

From:         Karen Estok <estok@UMDNJ.EDU>

Subject:      latex gloves for HIV

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Lindsey Kayman (kayman@umdnj.edu) asked me to post this.

Does anyone know of any studies concerning whether vinyl gloves are

sufficient protection against bloodborne pathogens.  I am also specifically

interested in knowing whether vinyl gloves are acceptable for working with

concentrated HIV.  The vinyl gloves would be used by persons who are

allergic to latex and who also have skin reactions with nitrile gloves.

Thank you very much.

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

Date:         Wed, 15 May 1996 08:53:00 -0400

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

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

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      FYI: Shipment of Infect. Agents

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

[Federal Register: May 9, 1996 (Volume 61, Number 91)]

[Notices]

[Page 21186-21187]

From the Federal Register Online via GPO Access [wais.access.gpo.gov]

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

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES

[INFO-96-16]

Proposed Projects

    1. Importation and Shipment of Etiologic Agents--(0920-0199)--

Revision--The Antiterrorism and Effective Death Penalty Act of 1996

(Public Law 104-132) authorizes the Secretary of Health and Human

Services (HHS) to regulate the transfer of certain infectious agents

harmful to humans. The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC)

is the agency within the Department responsible for promulgating

regulations. CDC is proposing a rule designed to ensure that select

infectious agents are not shipped to parties not equipped to handle

them appropriately, or who do not have legitimate reasons to use them

and to implement a system whereby scientists and researchers involved

in legitimate research may continue transferring and receiving these

agents without undue burdens. Respondents include laboratory facilities

such as those operated by government agencies, universities, research

institutions, and commercial entities.

    Those facilities requesting select infectious agents listed in the

regulation must register with the Secretary of HHS, or with registering

entities authorized by the Secretary, as capable and equipped to handle

the select infectious agents in accordance with guidelines developed by

CDC, the National Institutes for Health (NIH) and the Department of

Defense.

    Once registered, facilities must complete a federally-developed

form, CDC Form EA-101, for each transfer of the agent. Information on

this form will include the name of the requestor and requesting

facility, the name of the transferor and transferring facility, the

name of the responsible facility official for the transferor and

requestor, the requesting facility's registration number, the

transferring facility's registration number, the name of the agent(s)

being shipped, and the proposed use of the agent. The package is being

revised to include burden for laboratories to register with the

Secretary. The total cost to respondents is estimated at $14,490.

<Table> (see original article)

Proposed Data Collections Submitted for Public Comment and

Recommendations

    In compliance with the requirement of Section 3506(c)(2)(A) of the

Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 for opportunity for public comment on

proposed data collection projects, the Centers for Disease Control and

Prevention (CDC) will publish periodic summaries of proposed projects.

To request more information on the proposed projects or to obtain a

copy of the data collection plans and instruments, call the CDC Reports

Clearance Officer on (404) 639-7090.

    Comments are invited on: (a) Whether the proposed collection of

information is necessary for the proper performance of the functions of

the agency, including whether the information shall have practical

utility; (b) the accuracy of the agency's estimate of the burden of the

proposed collection of information; (c) ways to enhance the quality,

utility, and clarity of the information to be collected; and (d) ways

to minimize the burden of the collection of information on respondents,

including through the use of automated collection techniques for other

forms of information technology. Send comments to Wilma Johnson, CDC

Reports Clearance Officer, 1600 Clifton Road, MS-D24, Atlanta, GA

30333. Written comments should be received within 60 days of this

notice.
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Date:         Wed, 15 May 1996 09:22:58 -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: vinyl gloves for bloodborne pathogens

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

At 11:11 PM 5/14/96 -0400, you wrote:

>Lindsey Kayman (kayman@umdnj.edu) asked me to post this question.

>

>Does anyone know of any studies which indicate whether vinyl gloves are

>adequate barriers for work involving bloodborne pathogens?  Besides

>normal blood and body fluids we would like to know if vinyl gloves would

>be appropriate for work with concentrated HIV in a BL3 lab.  The gloves

>would be used by persons who are allergic to latex.  Is there better/more

>protective alternative glove available?

>

>Thank you very much for your replies.

>

J. of Clin Micro; Apr. 1990, Vol. 28, #4 - Leakage ofVirus through Used

Vinyl and Latex Examination Gloves (Korniewicz D, et. al.) - A total of 480

examination gloves (240 vinyl and 240 latex) were stressed by using

manipulations designed to mimic patient care.  At the highest use level, 38

(63%) of 60 vinyl gloves leaked bacteriophage phi-X174 compared with 4 (7%)

of 60 latex gloves.  At lower use level, there was no statistically

significant differences in leakage.

I remember reading some other papers re: vinyl vs. latex but can't find them

in my files.  I think that in general, vinyl had more pinholes then latex.

Also presterilized latex gloves had less pinholes then regular latex gloves.

Alternatives: nitrile gloves, thermoplastic elastomer (TPE) gloves.  For TPE

see article in Amer. J. of Infect. Control - Vol. 21 # 6 (Dec. '93), pg

289-296 - Permeability of latex and thermoplastic elastomer gloves to the

bacteriophage phiX174 by Curtis Hamann & Jerry Nelson.  They concluded that

TPE was equal to or better then latex.  They use TPE gloves from Tactyl

Technologies, Inc., Vista, CA called Tactylon.

Say hi to Lindsey for me.

Richie Fink      Associate Biosafety Officer      Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu
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Date:         Wed, 15 May 1996 13:43:43 +0000

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

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

From:         THOMPSON CHRISTINA Z <THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM>

Subject:      Re: vinyl gloves for bloodborne pathogens

In-Reply-To:  <BIOSAFTY%96051423115534@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

MIME-version: 1.0
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Vinyl gloves are not good protection from much of anything, especially not

concentrated HIV or a concentrated culture of any infectious agent.  If

people have latex allergies, they should try nitrile gloves (the blue ones

that are about the same thickness and flexibility of latex).  There are

also cotton glove liners that some people use with latex, but it has been

shown that they really aren't very effective at preventing allergy

symptoms.  The best thing is nitrile.

Chris Thompson

Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly and Co.

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

Date:         Wed, 15 May 1996 13:11:00 GMT-0300

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

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

From:         Susana Mersich <smersich@QB.FCEN.UBA.AR>

Subject:      Re: vinyl gloves for bloodborne pathogens

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

At 13:43 15/05/96 +0000, you wrote:

>Vinyl gloves are not good protection from much of anything, especially not

>concentrated HIV or a concentrated culture of any infectious agent.  If

>people have latex allergies, they should try nitrile gloves (the blue ones

>that are about the same thickness and flexibility of latex).  There are

>also cotton glove liners that some people use with latex, but it has been

>shown that they really aren't very effective at preventing allergy

>symptoms.  The best thing is nitrile.

>

>Chris Thompson

>Biosafety Officer

>Eli Lilly and Co.

>

I have used cotton gloves and latex gloves to work with concentrated virus

and they were very effective at preventing my allergy symptons.

Lindsay, what about using two latex or two vinyl gloves as we do with

radioactive samples

Dr Susana Mersich

Lab.of Virology.FCEyN-UBA>

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

Date:         Wed, 15 May 1996 13:11:54 +0000

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

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

From:         Esmeralda Party <partye@ROCKVAX.ROCKEFELLER.EDU>

Subject:      Re: vinyl gloves for bloodborne pathogens

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Karen:

I agree with the others who have answered that vinyl gloves are not

protective,  I believe the other publication that Rich was refering to was

ours.  We found 22% failure of PVC in a passive test and when the glove was

exposed to ethanol before exposure to lambda phage the failure rate

increased to 56%.  If you need to show the data to somebody it was published

in Biotechniques Vol 9 No.2, 1990, "Virus Prenetration of Examination

Gloves",  R. Klein, E. Party and E. Gershey.

People here that have latex allergies use a PVC glove underneath the latex

glove.

  Esmeralda Party

  Assistant Director,

  Laboratory Safety & Environmental Health

  The Rockefeller University

  1230 York Ave

  New York, NY 10021

  Phone: (212) 327-8324;  fax: (212) 327-8340

   e-mail: partye@rockvax.rockefeller.edu

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

Date:         Wed, 15 May 1996 15:24:03 -0400

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: vinyl gloves for bloodborne pathogens

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Thank you Esmeralda, yours was the paper I was thinking of.  It is good to

have all this talent here for when we need help.

Richie Fink

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

At 01:11 PM 5/15/96 +0000, you wrote:

>Karen:

>I agree with the others who have answered that vinyl gloves are not

>protective,  I believe the other publication that Rich was refering to was

>ours.  We found 22% failure of PVC in a passive test and when the glove was

>exposed to ethanol before exposure to lambda phage the failure rate

>increased to 56%.  If you need to show the data to somebody it was published

>in Biotechniques Vol 9 No.2, 1990, "Virus Prenetration of Examination

>Gloves",  R. Klein, E. Party and E. Gershey.

>

>People here that have latex allergies use a PVC glove underneath the latex

>glove.

>

>

>  Esmeralda Party

>  Assistant Director,

>  Laboratory Safety & Environmental Health

>  The Rockefeller University

>  1230 York Ave

>  New York, NY 10021

>  Phone: (212) 327-8324;  fax: (212) 327-8340

>   e-mail: partye@rockvax.rockefeller.edu

>

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

Date:         Thu, 16 May 1996 03:06:50 -0400

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

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

From:         Peter Le Blanc Smith <pmlbs@AAHL.DAH.CSIRO.AU>

Subject:      Re: vinyl gloves for bloodborne pathogens

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

At 23.11 14-05-96 -0400, you wrote:

>Lindsey Kayman (kayman@umdnj.edu) asked me to post this question.

>

>Does anyone know of any studies which indicate whether vinyl gloves are

>adequate barriers for work involving bloodborne pathogens?  Besides

>normal blood and body fluids we would like to know if vinyl gloves would

>be appropriate for work with concentrated HIV in a BL3 lab.  The gloves

>would be used by persons who are allergic to latex.  Is there better/more

>protective alternative glove available?

>

>Thank you very much for your replies.

>

The US company, Best Manufacturing Company, Menlo, Geogia 30731

(1-800-241-0323) produce N-DEX brand disposable gloves. They are 100%

nitrile (hypoallergenic)and are available with low powder or powder free.

Longer cuff is also available. They would have a technical package of

information for you to evaluate.

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

-----

The views contained in this email message are personal and do not

necessarily reflect the view of AAHL or CSIRO.

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

-----

Peter Le Blanc Smith

Biocontainment Microbiologist

Australian Animal Health Laboratory

Telephone +61 52 275451

Fax       +61 52 275555

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

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

Date:         Thu, 16 May 1996 08:25:20 -0400

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Vinyl gloves

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

I think that the following bounced directly to me and never made it out to

the list, so I am reposting, Richie Fink, Biosafty List Owner.

>

>------------------------ Message in error (76 lines) --------------------------

>From: Stuart Thompson <STUART@fs1.oh.man.ac.uk>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Date: Thu, 16 May 1996 08:27:17 GMT

>Subject: Re: vinyl gloves for bloodborne pathogens

>

>Vinyl gloves also give very poor protection against penetration by

>organic chemicals, in particular 1-fluoro-2,4-dinitrobenzene (FDNB).

>They failed to protect workers handling this material and staining

>of the fingers and contact dermatitis resulted. This could not be

>explained by bad laboratory techinque, and permeability testing on

>samples of the glove materials confirmed that vinyl was highly

>permeable to FDNB. Surgeon's rubber gloves gave better, but still

>imperfect protection. Nitrile gloves were preferred.

>

>Reference: Safety aspects of handling the potent allergen FDNB.

>J.S.Thompson and O.P.Edmonds. Ann. occup. Hyg. 1980, 23, 27-33.

>

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

Date:         Thu, 16 May 1996 10:18:56 -0700

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

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

From:         Melinda Young <biosafe@U.WASHINGTON.EDU>

Subject:      Bat colonies

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Greetings:

We have a new investigator who is bringing a colony of wild caught bats to

campus.  One of our biosafety committee members has asked that I check

around to locate others who might have experience in this area as this is

new to our campus.

Your comments will be appreciated.

Melinda Young

EH&S

U of Washington

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

Date:         Thu, 16 May 1996 11:43:59 -0800

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

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

From:         Wes Brain <brain@WPO.SOSC.OSSHE.EDU>

Subject:      Bat colonies -Reply

Melinda, It wasn't apparent exactly "what info" you are seeking.  But

I did forward it to our "Bat Expert" Professor Stephen Cross.

Wes Brain

Safety Officer

Southern Oregon State College

1250 Siskiyou Blvd.

Ashland, OR 97520

brain@wpo.sosc.osshe.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 16 May 1996 15:05:18 +0000

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

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

From:         Esmeralda Party <partye@ROCKVAX.ROCKEFELLER.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bat colonies

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Melinda,

I have no experience with bats, but when I hear "bats" I think about rabies.

 I believe that 50% of the reported rabies cases are associated with bats.

  Esmeralda Party

  Assistant Director,

  Laboratory Safety & Environmental Health

  The Rockefeller University

  1230 York Ave

  New York, NY 10021

  Phone: (212) 327-8324;  fax: (212) 327-8340

   e-mail: partye@rockvax.rockefeller.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 16 May 1996 14:00:00 -0600

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

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

From:         "Kathryn C. Traxel 8-1100" <TRAXEL.KATHRYN@IGATE.PPRD.ABBOTT.COM>

Subject:      Re: Bat colonies

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7BIT

>We have a new investigator who is bringing a colony of wild caught bats

> to campus.  One of our biosafety committee members has asked that I

> check around to locate others who might have experience in this area

> as this is new to our campus.

Coincidentally, bats have been a recent thread on the lab animal mailing

list, Compmed.  This was posted there earlier today.  Hope it helps...

>          There is a book by Susan M. Barnard entitled "The

>          Maintenanece of Bats in Captivity" which is reportedly

>          revised annually.  My 1991 edition lists her phone #'s at GA

>          Dept. of Natural Resources 404 961 4127 and at the Atlanta

>          Zoo 404 624 5618 fax: 404 627 7514.  She has a chapter on

>          the maintenance of insect colonies.

>

>          Henry B. Warren, VMD

>          hbw@warren.med.harvard.edu

Katie Traxel

Abbott Labs

Traxel.Kathryn@IGATE.abbott.com

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

Date:         Thu, 16 May 1996 15:44:49 -0400

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bat colonies

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

>We have a new investigator who is bringing a colony of wild caught bats to

>campus.

>

>Your comments will be appreciated.

>

>Melinda Young

I would suggest that you check with your animal care committee regarding

what zoonotic diseases (other then rabies) that the bats may carry, where

and how long they will be quarantined, where they will be housed afterwards,

who will be doing the care, are they fruit or insect eating bats - if

insects then you would also have to be concerned about their food escaping

into other labs.  Luckily we have never had bats on campus, just one

investigator who went to bat caves.

Richie Fink        Associate Biosafety Officer            Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 16 May 1996 15:52:27 -0400

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

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

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bat colonies

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

For your information:

The Ascension of Wildlife Rabies: A Cause for Public Health Concern or

Intervention?

Authors: Charles E. Rupprecht, VMD, PhD, Jean S. Smith, MS, Makonnen

Fekadu, DVM, PhD, and James E. Childs, ScD, Centers for Disease Control and

Prevention

Emerging Infectious Diseases 1:4, 1995

---------

.......The apparent source of human rabies has also changed: 14 of the 18

cases acquired in the United States since 1980 involved rabies variants

associated with insectivorous bats [10].

The latest report, in March 1995, typifies recent trends. A bat,

subsequently found to be rabid, was found in the bedroom of a 4-year-old

girl in Washington State. The child denied any contact with the bat, and no

postexposure treatment was initiated. A bat-associated rabies virus variant

was later identified in biopsy specimens from the child and from the bat's

carcass [11].....

.......Since the transmission of rabies by a bat was first reported in

1953, rabid insectivorous bats have caused an average of 700 to 800 cases

annually, and have been found throughout the United States, excluding

Alaska and Hawaii [12]. The discovery of these cases, coincident with the

marked reduction of canine rabies cases, has afforded a certain

epidemiologic luxury to enhance surveillance among wildlife. Similar to the

Carnivora, the chiropteran families most important in rabies perpetuation

(e.g., Vespertilionidae, Molossidae) have several species that are highly

adaptable, abundant, and widespread. Rabies virus variants maintained by

insectivorous bats appear to be exchanged largely independently from those

in terrestrial mammalian reservoirs [23], despite documented

spillovers..........

.......Bats serve many critical ecologic functions worldwide and generally

avoid contact with humans. However, they may be infected with many

pathogens without demonstrating obvious clinical signs of infection. When

bats are placed in a private household or pet shop, the hazard of disease

transmission to humans is greatly increased. Persons currently possessing

imported bats should be advised not to display them in settings where human

contact can occur........

---------

10.Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Human rabies - Alabama,

Tennessee, and Texas, 1994. MMWR 1995;44:269-72.

11.Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Human rabies - Washington

state, 1995. MMWR 1995; 44:625-7.

12.Krebs JW, Strine TW, Smith JS, Rupprecht CE, Childs JE. Rabies

surveillance in the United States during 1993. J Am Vet Med Assoc

1994;205:1695-709.

---------

The original article is available at CDC's website.

Hope this helps.

Stefan
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Date:         Thu, 16 May 1996 15:59:36 -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:      BIOSAFTY: error report from OVPR.UGA.EDU

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

The following bounced directly to my owner mailbox so am resending to the

list, RF; biosafty list owner.

>From: "Daryl E. Rowe" <der@OVPR.UGA.EDU>

>Organization: Office of the VP for Research - UGA

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Date: Thu, 16 May 1996 14:25:45 EST5EDT

>Subject: Re: Bat colonies

>Reply-to: "Dr. Daryl E. Rowe" <DER@OVPR.UGA.EDU>

>CC: "J. Roger Broderson" <BRODERSO@uga.cc.uga.edu>

>Priority: normal

>X-mailer: Pegasus Mail for Windows (v2.23)

>Message-ID: <F2DF2C4382@ovpr.uga.edu>

>

>Date:          Thu, 16 May 1996 10:18:56 -0700

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

>From:          Melinda Young <biosafe@U.WASHINGTON.EDU>

>Subject:       Bat colonies

>To:            Multiple recipients of list BIOSAFTY <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>

>Greetings:

>

>We have a new investigator who is bringing a colony of wild caught bats to

>campus.  One of our biosafety committee members has asked that I check

>around to locate others who might have experience in this area as this is

>new to our campus.

>

>Your comments will be appreciated.

>

>Melinda Young

>EH&S

>U of Washington

>

>Melinda,

>

>You might try contacting Robert McLean, Ph.D. at the CDC in Ft.

>Collins, Colorado - telephone (303)221-6456.  He was recommended by

>our director of Animal Care and Use Dr. Roger Broderson.

>Sincerely,

>

>Daryl

>

>Daryl E. Rowe, Dr.P.H., R.S.

>Coordinator for Biosafety

>University of Georgia

>Boyd Graduate Studies Research Center

>Athens, Georgia 30602-7411

>(706) 542-0112  E-mail  DER@OVPR.UGA.EDU

>

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

Date:         Fri, 17 May 1996 07:48:34 +1000

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

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

From:         Sharifah Syed Ibrahim <Sharifah.SyedIbrahim@JCU.EDU.AU>

Subject:      Re: Bat colonies

In-Reply-To:  <199605161907.PAA17075@rockvax.rockefeller.edu>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Esmeralda & Melinda:

Which kind of bats is your new investigator working with?

Fruit-eating bats? Insectivourous ones? Or the blood-sucking type?

Bats have been maligned enough without Esmeralda's rabies scare.

cheers,

nora

On Thu, 16 May 1996, Esmeralda Party wrote:

> Melinda,

>

> I have no experience with bats, but when I hear "bats" I think about rabies.

>  I believe that 50% of the reported rabies cases are associated with bats.

>

>   Esmeralda Party

>   Assistant Director,

>   Laboratory Safety & Environmental Health

>   The Rockefeller University

>   1230 York Ave

>   New York, NY 10021

>   Phone: (212) 327-8324;  fax: (212) 327-8340

>    e-mail: partye@rockvax.rockefeller.edu

>
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Much interest in gloves.  I have followed this topic over the last

several years, and would appreciate your filling in some of the gaps.

One of the first cases of a health care worker aquiring HIV was following

prolonged exposure to unprotected hands during a cardiac arrest

procedure, so that part of transmission is well documented.  The

propensity of vinyl gloves to badly tear is also well established.  The

ability to pass viruses through vinyl gloves is demonstrated, however, I

have yet to see the case report demonstrating the transmission of a

bloodborne pathogen to a HCW wearing intact vinyl gloves.  Since there is

so much concensus on the fact that vinyl gloves provide no protection, I

would assume that the literature would be replete with such

cases, especially considering all the grief that we got into when we all

rushed into latex gloves.

So where are all the reported cases?

Michael A. Noble MD FRCPC

Microbiology Laboratory

Vancouver Hospital and Heath Sciences Centre: UBC site

Vancouver BC V6T 2B5

On Wed, 15 May 1996, Esmeralda Party wrote:

> Karen:

> I agree with the others who have answered that vinyl gloves are not

> protective,  I believe the other publication that Rich was refering to was

> ours.  We found 22% failure of PVC in a passive test and when the glove was

> exposed to ethanol before exposure to lambda phage the failure rate

> increased to 56%.  If you need to show the data to somebody it was published

> in Biotechniques Vol 9 No.2, 1990, "Virus Prenetration of Examination

> Gloves",  R. Klein, E. Party and E. Gershey.

>

> People here that have latex allergies use a PVC glove underneath the latex

> glove.

>

>

>   Esmeralda Party

>   Assistant Director,

>   Laboratory Safety & Environmental Health

>   The Rockefeller University

>   1230 York Ave

>   New York, NY 10021

>   Phone: (212) 327-8324;  fax: (212) 327-8340

>    e-mail: partye@rockvax.rockefeller.edu

>

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

Date:         Fri, 17 May 1996 13:08:29 -0400

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

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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Through Dec. 1995 there have only been 43 documented work acquired HIV cases

and another 100+ possible.  Most are due to needle sticks and neither type

of glove would be protective.  I know of no study of infection rates (any

disease) in people wearing latex vs. vinyl.  I do know that vinyl are not as

popular among health care workers and researcher due to their poor fit.  So,

combine HIV's low transmission rate with the likely "low" (relatively

speaking) use of vinyl gloves, and with the fact that intake skin is a

fairly good barrier to transmission,  it would be very hard to find a

statistically valid difference.  The best one can do in these circumstances

is to test the materials involved for there resistance to viral penetration

and recommend the glove that offers superior resistance.

Richie Fink      Associate Biosafety Officer     Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu

At 05:55 PM 5/16/96 -0700, you wrote:

>Much interest in gloves.  I have followed this topic over the last

>several years, and would appreciate your filling in some of the gaps.

>One of the first cases of a health care worker aquiring HIV was following

>prolonged exposure to unprotected hands during a cardiac arrest

>procedure, so that part of transmission is well documented.  The

>propensity of vinyl gloves to badly tear is also well established.  The

>ability to pass viruses through vinyl gloves is demonstrated, however, I

>have yet to see the case report demonstrating the transmission of a

>bloodborne pathogen to a HCW wearing intact vinyl gloves.  Since there is

>so much concensus on the fact that vinyl gloves provide no protection, I

>would assume that the literature would be replete with such

>cases, especially considering all the grief that we got into when we all

>rushed into latex gloves.

>So where are all the reported cases?

>

>Michael A. Noble MD FRCPC

>Microbiology Laboratory

>Vancouver Hospital and Heath Sciences Centre: UBC site

>Vancouver BC V6T 2B5

>

>On Wed, 15 May 1996, Esmeralda Party wrote:

>

>> Karen:

>> I agree with the others who have answered that vinyl gloves are not

>> protective,  I believe the other publication that Rich was refering to was

>> ours.  We found 22% failure of PVC in a passive test and when the glove was

>> exposed to ethanol before exposure to lambda phage the failure rate

>> increased to 56%.  If you need to show the data to somebody it was published

>> in Biotechniques Vol 9 No.2, 1990, "Virus Prenetration of Examination

>> Gloves",  R. Klein, E. Party and E. Gershey.

>>

>> People here that have latex allergies use a PVC glove underneath the latex

>> glove.

>>

>>

>>   Esmeralda Party

>>   Assistant Director,

>>   Laboratory Safety & Environmental Health

>>   The Rockefeller University

>>   1230 York Ave

>>   New York, NY 10021

>>   Phone: (212) 327-8324;  fax: (212) 327-8340

>>    e-mail: partye@rockvax.rockefeller.edu

>>

>
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Greetings,

Does anybody know what a GLP program would refer to? It might be associated

with the FDA or pharmaceutical industry. Thanks.

Brian Wimmer

bjw@nwu.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:         DOBLHOFF-DIER OTTO <DOBLHOFF@EDV2.BOKU.AC.AT>

Organization: Universitaet fuer Bodenkultur Wien

Subject:      Re: GLP Programs?

Dear Brian,

I am sure you will get a lot of answers to that question. But just to

make sure you do here it is

Good Laboratory Practice

referring to the guidelines for quality control of laboratory

activities especially those involved in medical and pharmaceutical

activities, but can be also applied to any other lab

Ther are many books available on this topic. If you need some titles

please contact me

Otto

Otto Doblhoff-Dier, Inst. Appl. Microbiol, Univ. Agric.,

Nussdorfer Laende 11, A-1190 Vienna, Austria, Europe

Tel: *43-1-3692924-464    Fax:*43-1-3692924-400
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From:         Michael Mispagel <MISPAGEL.M@CALC.VET.UGA.EDU>

Organization: College of Vet. Med

Subject:      Re: GLP Programs?

Brian Wimmer asked about GLP programs. The following

discusses some aspects of them.  Complete copies of the EPA

and FDA GLPs can be found on my homepage

http://www.ovpr.uga.edu/qau/qau_intr.html.

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

GOOD LABORATORY PRACTICES

The Good Laboratory Practice standards (GLPs) are

federal regulations promulgated by both the Food and

Drug Administration in 21 CFR Part 58 and the

Environmental Protection Agency in 40 CFR Part 160.

Other federal agencies are also requiring compliance

with

these internationally recognized standards to insure data

of the highest quality and integrity.

These regulations describe the practices for conducting

nonclinical laboratory studies that support or are

intended

to support applications for research or marketing permits

for products regulated by FDA or EPA such as animal

food additives, human and animal drugs, medical

devices

for human use, biological products, electronic products,

or pesticide products.

The regulations do not pertain to studies utilizing human

subjects or clinical studies for which the current Good

Clinical Practice (cGCP) standards would apply.  Nor do

the GLPs pertain to basic exploratory studies carried out

to determine whether a test article has any potential

utility or, for FDA studies only, to determine physical or

chemical characteristics of a test article.

In brief generalities and without being comprehensive,

the following practices must be adhered to for

compliance with the standards:

A Sponsor is required to notify the testing facility that

the study must comply with the GLPs.

Personnel records must be available to prove adequate

education, training and experience to enable the

individual to perform the assigned functions.

Testing Facility Management must be identified to

designate or replace the Study Director, to assure the

presence of a Quality Assurance Unit, the

characterization of test and control articles, and to

assure

the presence of  adequate personnel, resources, facilities,

equipment, materials, and methodologies.

The Study Director must be designated as the single

source of study control who assures that the protocol is

approved and followed, that all experimental data are

recorded, that the GLPs are followed, and that all raw

data, documentation, protocols, specimens, and final

reports are archived.

A Quality Assurance Unit must exist to assure

management that facilities, personnel, practices

and records are in compliance with regulations, to

maintain a master schedule sheet of studies, to

inspect each nonclinical study at intervals to assure

compliance and to report findings to Study

Director and Management, to review the final report to

assure that it accurately reflects the raw

data, and to prepare and sign a QA statement in the final

report.

Equipment shall have standard operating procedures

(SOPs) describing their use, maintenance, and

calibration.

All methods shall have written standard operating

procedures.  Deviations from the SOPs must be

authorized by the Study Director.

Each study shall have a written Protocol describing the

objectives and methods for the conduct of the study.

Data must be recorded in ink, dated and initialed.

Changes in data entries must be as specified.

The final report shall contain a compliance statement

signed by the applicant, the sponsor and the Study

Director describing deviations, if any,  from the GLP

standards.

Before initiating a study requiring compliance with the

GLPs, please contact Dr. Michael Mispagel, UGA's

Quality Assurance Unit, at 2-5875 to assist you in

meeting these standards.

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

Michael E. Mispagel, Ph.D.

Quality Assurance Manager

University of Georgia

College of Veterinary Medicine

Athens GA 30602-7371

(706)542-5875; FAX (706)542-8254

MISPAGEL.M@CALC.VET.UGA.EDU

-----------------------------------------------------------
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GLP = Good Laboratory Practices and is a FDA/pharmaceutical program.

Richie Fink    Associate Biosafety Officer    Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu

At 03:41 PM 5/20/96 -0500, you wrote:

>Greetings,

>

>Does anybody know what a GLP program would refer to? It might be associated

>with the FDA or pharmaceutical industry. Thanks.

>

>Brian Wimmer

>bjw@nwu.edu

>
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More specifically, the FDA Good Laboratory Practice regulations (21 CFR

Part 58; 1st proposed 1978, final rule 1987) apply to nonclinical

laboratory studies (i.e., toxicology or other supporting nonclinical

laboratory studies) performed to support applications for research or

marketing permits for products regulated by FDA for human or animal drugs,

food and color additives, animal food additives, medical devices,

biological products or electronic products.  Other countries have GLP

regulations similar to FDA's for submission of studies in support of

product registration to their governments.  In the U.S., EPA has similar

regulations for the conduct of studies supporting registration of

agricultural chemicals.

FDA's GLP regulations cover organization and personnel conducting the

studies; facilities for animal care, handling of test articles, and

laboratory areas; equipment design, maintenance, and calibration; standard

operating procedures (written); test and control article characterization;

protocol for conduct of a study; records and reports; and disqualification

of a testing facilities.

Anyone considering conducting a study which must be conducted under GLPs

for submission to FDA or a foreign government MUST know what they are

doing and must follow the GLP regulations.  They are very prescriptive,

especially in terms of documentation.

I'm sure that anyone considering conducting a study which must be

conducted under GLP regulations can get a copy of the regulations from the

Federal Register, from FDA, or from the particular foreign government that

might be concerned.

Chris Thompson

Biosafety Officer

  (and spent some time in the GLP quality assurance unit)

Eli Lilly and Co.
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>Does anybody know what a GLP program would refer to? It might be associated

>with the FDA or pharmaceutical industry. Thanks.

I've seen lots of replies to this already.  But here's our contribution. . .

Upon receipt of Brian's email, I forwarded his question to my co-worker, Dr.

Irene Cooke, Assistant Director, Environmental Health and Safety, Quality

Assurance Section here at University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign (UIUC).

Irene has replied below.  Please note that she has offered to share program

documents and information about UIUC's program if desired.  You can contact

Dr. Cooke through me or directly at i-cooke@uiuc.edu.

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

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

>LouAnn

> here is the info on GLP .. feel free to copy, edit, modify,

>distribute .. You may also wish to mention that we have program documents

>etc already made and set up, and if he wants them I would be happy to share

>that with him.

>Thanks,

>Irene

>

>QS: What are GLPs ?

>

>Ans:  Good Laboratory Practices (GLPs)  are regulations set forth in either

>Title 21, Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), Part 58, Title 40 CFR Part 160

>or Title 40 CFR Part 792.  GLP conditions are required for conducting

>studies that support or are intended to support applications for research or

>marketing permits for products regulated by the Food and Drug Administration

>(FDA) or the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA).  It is a method to

>ensure that the quality and integrity of data generated in the course of a

>study are adequate to meet Federal requirements.  In brief, a study is in

>compliance with GLP regulations when it has a sound protocol, qualified

>personnel to run the study, standard operating procedures, proper and

>adequate facilities, calibrated and maintained equipment, fully retrievable

>raw data and overview by an independent QA officer.

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

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

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

LouAnn C. Burnett

Assistant Director, Environmental Health & Safety

Biological Safety Section

Division of Environmental Health & Safety

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

101 S.  Gregory St., MC-225

Urbana, IL  61801

217-244-7362 (office)

217-244-6594 (fax)

lburnett@uiuc.edu

--------------------------------------------------------------------
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From:         Carolyn <CAROLYN@PLINY.EHS.UFL.EDU>

Organization: U. of Florida Env. Hlth. & Safety

Subject:      Vaccinia

Here at the University of Florida, we have a policy of requiring

everyone who works with vaccinia virus (wt or recombinant) to have a

current (last 10 years) smallpox vaccination.  This policy is based

on the recommendations of the CDC ACIP (immunization practices group)

and the BMBL.  We have been challenged by our physicians/researchers

to change this mandatory vaccination policy to one of allowing a

formal declination after appropriate training.  Some believe that the

risk associated with vaccination is equivalent or greater than the

risk of accidental lab exposure, especially among the population of

younger people in their 20's who have never been vaccinated.

My questions to those of you who have researchers using vaccinia:

1) How does your institution handle the vaccination requirement?

2) If you allow unvaccinated workers, do you require a signed

declination form?

3) If you have a "choice" policy, do you have mandatory vaccination

requirements for certain groups (use of recombinant with higher risk

than wt vaccinia, inoculation of animals, etc.)?

4) How many labs at your institution use vaccinia (we have 8)?

5) How many "vaccinia workers" are there (we have about 20)?

6) Can you send me your policy statement, declination statement, etc?

Please respond to me at my email address:  Carolyn@pliny.ehs.ufl.edu

and I will post the compiled answers (if any) to the list.  Thanks!!!

______________________________________________________________________

Carolyn Keierleber, Ph.D.       Environmental Health & Safety

Biological Safety Officer       Box 112 190

phone   (352) 392-1591          University of Florida

fax     (352) 392-3647          Gainesville, FL 32611

internet:   carolyn@pliny.ehs.ufl.edu

______________________________________________________________________
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Subject:      Human Blood and Research

Hello,

I would like to ask a question of all you University Safety Officers with

regard to using human blood in research.  Where do your researchers

obtain small quantities for bio-research?  Is there a supplier for whole

blood you use?  Do the researchers have a qualified individual draw

from themselves?  This question has come up a couple of times now and

I thought I would throw this question out.

Coming from the Hospital and Blood Bank industry, I know we did not

provide blood to researchers due to liability issues.  I am also concerned

with researchers using blood that has not been tested for blood borne

pathogens.  As you can see I have no answers.  I would appreciate any

advice or information you would have.

Thank you

Michele Crase MT(ASCP)                     mcrase@niu.edu

Biological Safety Specialist                  V 815.753.9251

Environmental Health and Safety         F 815.753.6294

Northern Illinois University

DeKalb IL                                            Standard disclaimers

 apply***
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Generally our researchers get blood from the local hospitals and/or themselves.

Richie Fink     Associate Biosafety Officer    Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu

At 03:20 PM 5/22/96 -0500, you wrote:

>Hello,

>

>I would like to ask a question of all you University Safety Officers with

>regard to using human blood in research.  Where do your researchers

>obtain small quantities for bio-research?  >Thank you

>Michele Crase MT(ASCP)                     mcrase@niu.edu

>Biological Safety Specialist                  V 815.753.9251

>Environmental Health and Safety         F 815.753.6294

>Northern Illinois University

>DeKalb IL                                            Standard disclaimers

> apply***

>
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Michele,

With regard to human blood in research, I've encountered researchers who

will use expired blood bank blood or have it drawn from themselves or other

lab personnel.  No researcher may use human blood or blood products without

complying with the University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign (UIUC)

Bloodborne Pathogen Exposure Control Plan (ECP).  The lab must be trained as

required in the ECP and the Illinois Department of Labor-adopted OSHA

regulation.  The principal investigator must offer his/her personnel the

hepatitis B vaccination series and the lab must handle the waste materials

according to Illinois potentially infectious medical waste (PIMW)

regulations.  The laboratory is posted as a biosafety level 2 lab indicating

the use of human blood/body fluids.

We also have a lot of researchers who use serum and transferrin and other

human-derived products.  These folks are also subject to the bloodborne

pathogen regs.  If they can provide detailed documentation that shows that

certain tests and inactivation methods have been performed on the material

and that the testing/methods are adequate and lot-specific, we MIGHT exempt

certain parts of the requirements.  Training is NEVER exempted.

LouAnn

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

LouAnn C. Burnett

Assistant Director, Environmental Health & Safety

Biological Safety Section

Division of Environmental Health & Safety

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

101 S.  Gregory St., MC-225

Urbana, IL  61801

217-244-7362 (office)

217-244-6594 (fax)

lburnett@uiuc.edu

--------------------------------------------------------------------
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Even though I'm not at a university, I hope my answer can be useful also.

Several years ago, we established a written research human blood donor

policy/program to formalize and standardize procedures that had been

somewhat looser and inconsistent across our research laboratories.  This

was put together prior to the OSHA bloodborne pathogens standard, but with

some of the same concerns in mind.  Phlebotomists are trained and

"certified" (if they have medical technology background, they may be

exempt from phlebotomy training by virtue of their prior training).  There

are phlebotomy stations set up in a few areas in research buildings, and

these stations are subject to the routine building safety inspections.

Researchers may use donors only from an approved list of donors (numbering

over 100) who are volunteers and undergo twice-annual screening for BBP.

There is a database that all phlebotomists log into to see if the donor is

listed, and they then enter the date and quantity of blood drawn.  Donors

are compensated a small amount, which varies depending on the quantity

donated, but it seems to be important to many of them to receive something

for the inconvenience of being stuck.

As Lou Ann stated regarding U of I practices, everyone here who

participates in this program must follow all the requirements of the OSHA

BBP standard.  This is just one facet of the compliance requirements in

research.  Our research blood donor policy was developed by concerned

parties in research, in concert with employee health services and legal

departments.  The screening of donors is administered and paid for by

employee health.  (Fortunately for us, the director of employee health is

firmly committed to such preventive measures.)

I'd be glad to share details of our blood donor policy with anyone who

requests.

Chris Thompson

Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly & Co.

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:         Darlene Ward <dward@ADMIN.FSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re[2]: Human Blood and Research

     Chris,

     Are there any guidelines or regs reguarding phlebotomist certification

     and training? Who does the training for phlebotomist?

     Darlene Ward

     dward@admin.fsu.edu

______________________________ Reply Separator _________________________________

Subject: Re: Human Blood and Research

Author:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> at Internet

Date:    5/23/96 8:58 AM

Even though I'm not at a university, I hope my answer can be useful also.

Several years ago, we established a written research human blood donor

policy/program to formalize and standardize procedures that had been

somewhat looser and inconsistent across our research laboratories.  This

was put together prior to the OSHA bloodborne pathogens standard, but with

some of the same concerns in mind.  Phlebotomists are trained and

"certified" (if they have medical technology background, they may be exempt

from phlebotomy training by virtue of their prior training).  There are

phlebotomy stations set up in a few areas in research buildings, and these

stations are subject to the routine building safety inspections.

Researchers may use donors only from an approved list of donors (numbering

over 100) who are volunteers and undergo twice-annual screening for BBP.

There is a database that all phlebotomists log into to see if the donor is

listed, and they then enter the date and quantity of blood drawn.  Donors

are compensated a small amount, which varies depending on the quantity

donated, but it seems to be important to many of them to receive something

for the inconvenience of being stuck.

As Lou Ann stated regarding U of I practices, everyone here who

participates in this program must follow all the requirements of the OSHA

BBP standard.  This is just one facet of the compliance requirements in

research.  Our research blood donor policy was developed by concerned

parties in research, in concert with employee health services and legal

departments.  The screening of donors is administered and paid for by

employee health.  (Fortunately for us, the director of employee health is

firmly committed to such preventive measures.)

I'd be glad to share details of our blood donor policy with anyone who

requests.

Chris Thompson

Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly & Co.

317-277-4795
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I know of no regulations for phlebotomist certification.  We just

established our own, which includes training by a nurse, med tech, or

other qualified individual, with particular attention to universal

precautions; and practice on a dummy arm and 3 of your closest friends.

:-)

Actually, their qualifications, responsibilities, and venipuncture

guidelines are outlined in a fair amount of detail in our written policy.

Chris
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At 03:20 PM 5/22/96 -0500, you wrote:

>Hello,

>

>I would like to ask a question of all you University Safety Officers with

>regard to using human blood in research.  Where do your researchers

>obtain small quantities for bio-research?  Is there a supplier for whole

>blood you use?  Do the researchers have a qualified individual draw

>from themselves?  This question has come up a couple of times now and

>I thought I would throw this question out.

>

>Coming from the Hospital and Blood Bank industry, I know we did not

>provide blood to researchers due to liability issues.  I am also concerned

>with researchers using blood that has not been tested for blood borne

>pathogens.  As you can see I have no answers.  I would appreciate any

>advice or information you would have.

>

>Thank you

>Michele Crase MT(ASCP)                     mcrase@niu.edu

>Biological Safety Specialist                  V 815.753.9251

>Environmental Health and Safety         F 815.753.6294

>Northern Illinois University

>DeKalb IL                                            Standard disclaimers

> apply***

>

>I readily understand the concerns that you express.  Those who worked

mainly in the healthcare setting over the last 10 years have made the

assumption that the concepts of universal precautions or body substance

isolation are understood and accepted by everyone working with blood.

Unfortunately we know that that is not the case; indeed there are still

individuals that routinely mouth pipette all sorts of materials including

human blood.

How far should university OH&S departments and biosafety committees go, to

ensure that safe practice procedures are in place in the research setting.

Does just providing information go far enough?

At what point does the researcher or the department head or faculty head

become responcible for faulty practice.
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Subject:      Class III Pathogens

I have run across some previously hidden cultures and have discovered

that some of them are considered to be Class III pathogens by ATCC.

My question is, what is a Class III pathogen?  Is is similiar to a

BSL3?  Are there general guidelines for hanndling and/or disposal in

print or on the internet?

As always, thanks in advance!

A novice in biosafety,

Amanda

Amanda Dixon

Chemistry Department

Randolph-Macon Woman's College

Lynchburg, VA 24503

804-947-8568

adixon@main.RMWC.edu
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A Class III pathogen is an agent that should handled according to BSL3

guidelines (large concentrations/volumes/animal passage may dictate

increasing containment level, and procedures that attenuate the strain may

allow reducing the containment).  I have found over the years that the ATCC

is extremely conservative in there classification.  More reliable would be

the NIH/CDC Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical Laboratories and the

NIH rDNA Guidelines.  If you have web access goto Stefan Wagner's page:

www.orcbs.msu.edu/biological/biosaf.htm for both of these items.

Regardless of what they are, if they are in sealed containers, they can be

safely transported to an autoclave and killed.  General recommendations:

wear gloves, lab coat and pick up sealed containers (or if not sealed, seal

them in a biosafety cabinet or fume hood), place in tray or biohazard bag

(bag should not be rubberbanded or taped shut), transport to autoclave.  If

sealed containers have liquid in them, then autoclave at a minimum of 121 C

for a minimum of 15 minutes.  The more materials the longer the time

necessary.  Raising the temperature shortens the kill time (max temp if

autocalve bags are used - about 125 C).  If there is no liquid, then the

containers will have to be opened in the autoclave to allow steam to

penetrate.  If it is not possible to open then autoclave at the highest

temperature possible overnight for a dry heat kill  or place in a dry heat

sterilizing oven for 2 or so hours (depending upon temperature and load).

Sorry can't be more specific on times but kill time is highly dependent upon

amount of materials loaded in a sterilizer, size of the sterilizer, type of

sterilizer, temperature, and load configuration (tightly packed stuff takes

longer then well spaced stuff).

Richard Fink     Associate  Biosafety Officer           Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu

At 02:04 PM 5/23/96 EST, you wrote:

>I have run across some previously hidden cultures and have discovered

>that some of them are considered to be Class III pathogens by ATCC.

>My question is, what is a Class III pathogen?  Is is similiar to a

>BSL3?  Are there general guidelines for hanndling and/or disposal in

>print or on the internet?

>

>As always, thanks in advance!

>

>A novice in biosafety,

>Amanda

>

>

>

>Amanda Dixon

>Chemistry Department

>Randolph-Macon Woman's College

>Lynchburg, VA 24503

>804-947-8568

>adixon@main.RMWC.edu

>
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Surf the Net for Safety

This one-day workshop will reach participants how to use the Internet

and the World Wide Web to access and retrieve important health and

safety information. In addition participants will be introduced

to the Pros and Cons of publishing and distributing their own

information on the Internet.

Participants Will Learn:

* Why they should use the Internet

*How to find the best access provider

*How to communicate via E-mail, Mailing Lists and Newsgroups

*Hardware and software requirements

*How to select the most appropriate software

*Internet Lingo and what it all means

*How to use search tools effectively

*How to download important safety regulations and guidelines

*How to set-up a Web page

*The universal Web language - Hypertext Markup Language (HTML)

Course Agenda

I.Defining the Internet

* History

*Understanding the make-up

*A glimpse of the future

II. Getting Connected

* Types of service providers

* Choosing the provider that meets your personal & financial needs

III. Finding Health & Safety Information

*E-mail

*Mailing Lists

*Newsgroups

IV. Downloading Safety Resources

*Gopher

*Telnet

*FTP

*What works and what doesn't

V. Make the World Wide Web Work for You

*Selecting a Web Browser

*Using the best search tools available

*Helpful hints from the Pros

VI. Designing a Web Page

* Hypertext Markup Language (HTML)

* What it takes to be a Web Publisher

*Pros & cons of publishing your own health & safety page

Instructor

Stefan Wagener, Ph.D., is the Institutional Biosafety Officer at

Michigan State University.  Currently President of BIOS, Inc. a

biosafety consulting firm, he has developed web pages for

numerous health and safety organizations.  He is nationally and

internationally recognized for his contributions to biosafety

information on the Internet.  See Stefan's technical expertise at

work by visiting the home page at http://www.orcbs.msu.edu

Eagleson Institute

The Eagleson Institute is a nonprofit foundation with a mission to

promote the principles and practices of laboratory safety.  We carry

out our mission by offering seminars, producing videotapes, awarding

scholarships, sponsoring lectures and conducting a referral service

for answering questions.

People remember only 20% of what they hear and 90% of what they say

and do.  With this in mind, our training strategy is to combine

lectures with reinforcement activities.

Participants at Institute seminars spend a lot of time in small groups

working on problem sets, discussing related topics, taking part in

role plays, and most importantly participating in hands-on

laboratories,

Remember Confucius says "What I hear, I forget; What I see, I

remember; What I do, I understand."

REGISTRATION FORM

If you would like to register for this course, please FAX or send this

form to the Eagleson Institute.

NAME:_______________________________________________________________

COMPANY:____________________________________________________________

ADDRESS:____________________________________________________________

        ____________________________________________________________

TELEPHONE NUMBER:_________________________________________________

FAX NUMBER:______________________________________________________

TUITION

         $145 (before May 24, 1996) plus $20 computer lab fee.

         $175 (After May 24, 1996) plus $20 computer lab fee.

--=====================_832893564==_--
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Julie Johnson pointed out to me that in my post of yesterday there was no

date or place for the course (I had just scanned in the announcement and

didn't look that closesly - oops).  The course (Surf the Net for Safety)

will be held

JUNE 6 at Northeasterns Batterymarch Campus - financial district of Boston, MA.
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From:         Janet Ives <jives@SAFETY.ROCHESTER.EDU>

Subject:      TB

An interesting question came up recently about the probability of an OR

patient contracting TB from using an anethesia machine after it had been

used on a confirmed TB patient. The gas machine's manufacturer says that

TB is killed by the soda lime of the CO2 scrubber (alkalinity and heat)

but they have no documentation backing up this claim. What do you all

think? Thank you very much. Janet Ives
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We have some personnel who have expressed some concerns handling paperwork

coming from animal labs.  The concern is that the paperwork could have been

contaminated with blood, body fluids, tissues, etc.   We also have labs

where HIV work is being performed.  Are these valid concerns?  What kind of

procedures are you using to handle contaminated (or potentially

contaminated) paperwork.  Thanks in advance.

Reuben B. Watkins

Southern Research Institute

P.O. Box 55305

Birmingham, AL  35255-5305

watkins@sri.org

(205)581-2661
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From:         Sarah Wolz <swolz@PATH.PATH.COM>

Subject:      Re: contaminated paper

<<We have some personnel who have expressed some concerns handling paperwork

coming from animal labs.  We also have labs

where HIV work is being performed. >>

While this might be as much voodoo as prudent practice (TB being mostly an

airborne risk), our Biosafety Level III tuberculosis lab has an inexpensive

 fax machine.  Lab personnel either "fax" data sheets, notes, lab results,

etc. to themselves at another fax machine located outside the BL3 lab, or

use the computer network.
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At 16.45 24-05-96 -0500, you wrote:

>We have some personnel who have expressed some concerns handling paperwork

>coming from animal labs.  The concern is that the paperwork could have been

>contaminated with blood, body fluids, tissues, etc.   We also have labs

>where HIV work is being performed.  Are these valid concerns?  What kind of

>procedures are you using to handle contaminated (or potentially

>contaminated) paperwork.  Thanks in advance.

>Reuben B. Watkins

>Southern Research Institute

>P.O. Box 55305

>Birmingham, AL  35255-5305

>watkins@sri.org

>(205)581-2661

I believe that it is a basic tenet of biosafety and biocontainment that

infectious material should remain as close to the source as practicable. Any

transferable materials should not be allowed to become contaminated in a

laboratory or an animal facility and then be removed (other than in proper

containers for opening in other biocontainment areas e.g. a biosafety cabinet).

Risk assessment plays an important part in the decision to remove any

infectious/contaminated material.

Staff either should be confident that paper is safe to handle because there

are good management and scientific procedures in place or, if concerned,

need to treat it as contaminated.

If paper is required to record data in an animal room and is contaminated,

then it should remain in the animal room. Solutions to the problem of

transferring that information vary in cost and sophistication. Some may seem

to be "over the top" for your applications.

Transferring data by rewriting it on a clean sheet in a clean area within

the animal facility is labor intensive and may give rise to clerical errors.

Electronic records.

Voice mail is an option to record results via telephone.

A networked computer terminal would be out of wet areas but perhaps within a

clean area of an animal facility. A computer to transfer data to a floppy

disk would break the link between the contaminated data (on paper) and the

'clean' environment. A photocopier has been used to achieve the same result

but facsimile machines would also be an option.

Disinfection of paper.

Sealing paper in a bag for surface disinfection prior to removal for

sterilization by gamma-irradiation is a good solution (if you have access to

a gamma irradiation facility).

Single sheets of paper may be decontaminated by liquid aldehydes... if the

ink is waterproof. Gaseous formaldehyde is an alternative, should you have a

safe facility to achieve the >15 hour exposure and there would be

significant residual formaldehyde hazard.

Many years ago I had no choice but to read data off steam sterilized paper,

again a test of waterproof ink on strong paper may be the key to success.

I hope that this is of some help.

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

-----

The views contained in this email message are personal and do not

necessarily reflect the view of AAHL or CSIRO.

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

-----

Peter Le Blanc Smith

Biocontainment Microbiologist

Australian Animal Health Laboratory

Telephone +61 52 275451

Fax       +61 52 275555

------------------------------------------------
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Reference the inquiry about concerns with handling paperwork from

contaminated laboratories.

I use duplicate page notebooks so the original can stay in the lab and

the carbon copy can be removed for use in my office. The carbon copy can

be transmitted by FAX as has been suggested. The carbon copy can also

heat treated by autoclaving in a biohazard bag for transfer to a clean

area. Many other forms of paper records can also be autoclaved.

Jack King

dking@asrr.arsusda.gov
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Organization: Universitaet fuer Bodenkultur Wien

Subject:      Re: paper

Reference the inquiry about concerns with handling paperwork from

contaminated laboratories.

We use the fax machine or the computer network for transfer of

written information from the L3 area to the rest of the building.

About a year ago a quiet inexpensive fax machine was put on the

market ( I am sorry i can not remeber the brand), which had a

detachable scanner unit (much like the computer handy scanners), so

you could use it as eihter normal fax machine (sticking your sheet in

a slot) or could pass the scanning unit over a bound eg. lab book. If

you check the telecom stores I am sure you will be able to find it.

Otto

Otto Doblhoff-Dier, Inst. Appl. Microbiol, Univ. Agric.,

Nussdorfer Laende 11, A-1190 Vienna, Austria, Europe

Tel: *43-1-3692924-464    Fax:*43-1-3692924-400
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Mail*Link(r) SMTP               NIH Guidelines and Transgenic Animals

I am looking for Biosafety Officer responses to the following:

Below are responses regarding review of transgenic protocols by Institutional

Biosafety Committees.  The answers are all over the book and there seems to be

no universally held opinion as to the necessity of review by the IBC.

> Our Institutional Biosafety Committee (IBC) is trying to

> come to terms with the language of the "NIH Guidelines for Research

> Involving Recombinant DNA Molecules" which state in Sections III-C and

> III-C-4 that: Experiments involving whole animals in which the animal's

> genome has been altered by stable introduction of recombinant DNA, or DNA

> derived therefrom, into the germ-line (transgenic animals)...require IBC

> approval before initiation.  Literally interpreted, all transgenic animal

> production and experimentation would require IBC approval.  Am I just in

> the dark ages here while everyone else is running all their transgenic

> animal protocols through their IBC or is there a loophole I haven't found

> or is this one of those GIRs (generally ignored regulations)???

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

We do quite a bit of transgenic work on our campus (current tg mouse

population is ~ 5,000 with more constructs being made daily). To date there

has been no IBC review of this work.

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

We wrestled with this when it first came out.  As for

transgenics, if receiving an already made transgenic with an established

genetic change, the investigator would fill out our IBC forms, notify the

committee, and if the committee chair approved, they could go ahead and

receive the animals - the whole process takes about a week so we don't hold

up any research.  If the committee chair had any questions, he could call a

full committee meeting and it would take 3 - 4 weeks.  If you want to MAKE

a transgenic animal, however, you must have full committee approval prior

to starting the experiment.  It requires our IBC forms and a meeting of the

full IBC so it takes about 3 - 4 weeks to get done.  The IBC approval is

done simultaneously with the IACUC approval and if either approval is still

pending, approval is conditional on the other committee's approval.  These

rules are still pretty new so I think many are still getting around to

enacting them!!

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

Right now only animals that are being injected with vectors for the

introduction of a gene into an animal are being reviewed by our rDNA

committee and required to develop a SOP for the Biosafety Committee.  My

impression that the only requirements for a transgenic animal is that

precautions be made to prevent escape or inadvertent breeding (i.e. in a

cage in a room).  Even it it did go through your IBC it would basically be a

rubber stamp.  To add another nuance, transgenic animals are becoming so

common and readily available commercially that it would be difficult unless

you reviewed the nomenclature on every animal ordered to even know some were

transgenics.  Just another mutant mouse strain. So for mice it would be a

"Generally Ignored Regulation".

You might call Dr. Nelson Wibel (301- 496-9838)of the Office of Recombinant

DNA Activities (NIH)

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

Technically they have do have to approved, but qualify for exempt status whoch

means the committee does not actually have to review it. This committee is

more

 like the IRB than the IACUC and provides an exempt status. More problematic

is

 the record keeping requirements in Apprndix D which require such things as

per

manent marking of neonates by 72 hours of age and permanent record of the use

a

nd disposal of each animal.

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

we run all of our transgenic protocols through the IBC in the form

of an MOA (memorandum of agreement).  That's not to say that some of the

researchers consider this a GIR--I know of one who has never done this, and

has suffered no retribution.  I ran my protocol through them, however, and

recommend all of my researchers to do the same.

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

I will speak for two facilities:

At the **  we have in place a biosafety committee

which oversees and reviews all biosafety related issues including genetic

manipulations (ie knockout and transgenic mice).

In comparison at the **  the biosafety committee is

simply a token committee created I suspect for regulation purposes.  To

date there has not been a request for protocols from this committee, nor

has information needed by this committee been reviewed elsewhere.

Anyway I think the point is that we are now entering the time similar to

the early IACUC days in which many institutions were reviewing formally

protocols where others were not.  I suspect that this may be one of the

areas AAALAC will start to target, and USDA in the next couple of years to

assure that these protocols are actually reviewed.

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

Production of transgenic animals, yes.  Use of transgenic animals, nyet.

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

I asked my Biosafety Officer the same thing. She told me that she called NIH

(OPRR maybe?) and they said yes all transgenics are covered. ie. no loophole

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

I may be really out of the loop, but:

The definition given of recombinant DNA molecules in the NIH Guidelines

doesn't

seem to fit transgenic animals, which really doesn't make sense to me, but it

may be the reason IBCs aren't reviewing the animal protocols.

Take a look at the definition in section I-B and see what you think.
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Comments:     UMIAMIVM JBETANCO 05/29/96 09:23:40 INTERNET

From:         jAIRO bETANCOURT <JBETANCO@UMIAMIVM.IR.MIAMI.EDU>

Subject:      Re: (U)

*** Reply to note of 04/26/96 16:36

Thank you to all of you who responded to my concern on research with these

organisms. Thank you LouAnn. I would like to know if there is a particular tip

on the SOP in the laboratory that will make a difference in relation to any

other similar type of research agent.
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SOLUTIONS Software Corporation announces their NEW Web site address:

                         http://www.env-sol.com

Links included are the Web sites of ALL 50 STATES Home Pages and U.S. Gov't

sites.

There is also an electronic catalogue describing numerous CD-ROM products

containing:

Regulatory(CFR, FAR, FR, TSCA),

Environmental(Innovative Technology)and

Scientific(IRIS,Test Methods, MSDS) Databases.
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Control of BIOHAZARDS in the Research Laboratory

July 8 to 12, 1996

Course Description

The Control of Biohazards in the Research Laboratory is

designed to provide instruction on the recognition and

control of biohazards including infectious agents, oncogenic

viruses, recombinant DNA, chemical carcinogens and other

toxic agents. The course is directed to safety officers,

clinical and biomedical laboratory supervisors, bench

scientists, industrial hygienists and technicians.

Instruction will be provided in the practices and procedures

of biohazard control and in the organization, planning and

implementation of a biosafety program.

Course Features

This four and one half day course consists of lectures,

laboratory exercises and opportunities for informal

discussions with course faculty, for review of pertinent

audiovisual materials and for examination of biosafety

equipment and devices. Theoretical background and basic

principles will be covered.

Subject Areas

An overview of cell biology and host-parasite relationships

Hazard potential of infectious agents, recombinant DNA and

     oncogenic viruses

Dissemination of contaminants

Equipment designed for safety

Containment concepts: primary and secondary barriers

Personal practices and hygiene

Universal precautions and bloodborne pathogens

Safe handling and housing of laboratory animals

Sterilization and disinfection

Tuberculosis overview

Emergency procedures

Development of a safety program

Effective safety training

Laboratory inspections

Medical surveillance

Federal regulations involving laboratory safety

Packaging and shipment of biological materials.

Dates  July 8 to 12, 1996

Place

Omni Inner Harbor Hotel

101 West Fayette Street

Baltimore, MD 21201

 410 752 1100

Registration

8:30 to 9:00 a.m., The Omni Inner Harbor Hotel,  Carroll

Room, Lobby level

Fee

$1,200 per person to include registration, continental

breakfasts, refreshments, 2 lunches and a banquet.  Tuition

discounts are not available.  All fees are payable in

advance.  A letter confirming enrollment will be sent to

each registrant.  Foreign payments must be made in a draft

on a U.S. bank.  Only one-half of the fee will be returned

if withdrawal is made after June 1, 1996.

Course Credits

This program has been approved by the Johns Hopkins

University for 3 Continuing Education Units.

This course also qualifies for 4.5 ABIH Certification

Maintenance Credits.

Course Manual

A course manual will provide lecture outlines, data tables

and graphics used in the lectures, laboratory exercises and

supporting materials.

Social Functions

A complimentary banquet for registrants will be held on

Thursday, July 11, 1996.  Additional guests are invited for

a charge of $30.

Hotel Accommodations

Accommodations have been reserved at the Omni Inner Harbor

Hotel.  Rates $125 Single, $140 Double.

Note

The Johns Hopkins University reserves the right to cancel

the course, in which case the enrollment fee will be fully

refunded to the applicant.

Course Directors

Byron S. Tepper, Ph.D., CSP is Associate Professor of

Environmental Health Sciences, The Johns Hopkins University

School of Hygiene and Public Health, and Associate Professor

of Occupational Medicine, The Johns Hopkins University

School of Medicine.  He is a Fellow of the American Academy

of Microbiology.  He is the former Director of the Office of

Safety and Environmental Health of The Johns Hopkins

University and The Johns Hopkins Hospital.  Dr. Tepper is a

microbiologist who entered the field of biosafety after 15

years of research on leprosy and other mycobacterial

diseases.  He is a Certified Safety Professional with more

than 20 years experience in biosafety, occupational safety

and environmental health.  He developed and has continuously

directed the course "Control of Biohazards in the Research

Laboratory" which has been presented at Johns Hopkins since

1979.  He is a charter member of the American Biological

Safety Association, ABSA, and, currently, President.  He is

past president of the ABSA Chesapeake Area Chapter and the

Campus Safety Association, CSA.  Dr. Tepper is a recognized

consultant in biosafety, laboratory safety, laboratory

design and hospital safety.

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, is the Biosafety Officer of

the Office of Safety and Environmental Health of The Johns

Hopkins University and The Johns Hopkins Hospital, and

Assistant Professor of Occupational Medicine, The Johns

Hopkins University School of Medicine.  Dr. Gilpin is a

basic, clinical, industrial research microbiologist with more

than 25 years experience in research, product development

and environmental health.  He joined Hopkins seven years ago

after managing a department of research and development at a

major in-vitro diagnostic manufacturer.  Dr. Gilpin has

developed and directed microbiology courses for medical

students, graduate students, and drug company marketing

personnel.  He is a Registered Biological Safety

Professional, Chair of the American Biological Safety

Association Bylaws Committee, and President Elect of the

Chesapeake Chapter of the American Biological Safety

Association.  He is a member of the American Society for

Microbiology, and the American Society of Safety Engineers.

 Dr. Gilpin is a recognized consultant in environmental

microbiology including environmental monitoring of

legionella bacteria, laboratory and hospital safety, and the

role of microorganisms in indoor air quality.

For Further Information  Contact

Dr. Byron S. Tepper

Phone   410 828 6330

Fax       410 828 6331

Dr. Richard W. Gilpin

Phone  410 955 5918

 Fax     410 955 5929

Course Registration Form

Please mail remittance and completed registration to

  Dawn Moreland, Registrar       Telephone: 800 755 2557

  Center for Occupational & Environmental Health

  The Johns Hopkins University

  5501 Hopkins Bayview Circle, Suite 2B.34

  Baltimore, MD  21224

Name

_________________________________________________________

Address

________________________________________________________

City __________________ State ___ Zip Code _____________

Area Code Telephone Number

    ______________________________________

Present Position

    __________________________________________________

*Please make checks payable to: JHU Biohazards Course.

Check or purchase order must accompany  registration form to

guarantee enrollment in the course.

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

Hotel Reservation Form

Please complete and mail to:

  Omni Inner Harbor Hotel    Telephone  410 752 1100

  101 W. Fayette Street          Fax  410 625 3805

  Baltimore, MD 21201

I am enrolled in the Biohazards Course presented by The

Johns Hopkins University, July 8 12, 1996.  Please make the

following reservation for me

      Rates: $125 Single _ $140 Double _; per night.

____Single_____ Double for __________nights.

Reservations should be made by June 1, 1996.

Name

__________________________________________________________

Address

________________________________________________________

City __________________ State ___ Zip Code ____________

Area Code Telephone Number

______________________________________

Arrival Date _________    Departure Date ___________

Please hold my reservation for late arrival    _.

 Reservations may be guaranteed for late arrival by one

night's deposit.  Include check payable to the hotel or

major credit card number:

 AMEX _, VISA _, MC _  Card Number ___________________

    Exp.Date____________

Signature

_______________________________________________________
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Date:         Mon, 3 Jun 1996 14:53:00 -0700

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

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

From:         Sue Johns <JOHNSS@WIPP.CARLSBAD.NM.US>

Subject:      Report Outlines Safety and Health Accomplishments

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7BIT

          The 102-page 1995 Industrial Safety and Health Annual Performance

          Report from the U.S. Department of Energy's Waste Isolation Pilot

          Plant (WIPP) is available to you at no cost.  This annual report is

          considered a model by organizations such as the Department of

          Energy's Voluntary Protection Program (VPP).  As the first and only

          VPP Star Site, the WIPP has fulfilled Star Site responsibilities,

          and this report will tell you how we did it.  It covers topics such

          as:

               Significant achievements of 1995

               Management commitment and employee involvement

               Work-site analysis and hazard control

               Industrial hygiene program review

               Fire protection

               Training

               Motivation and awareness

               Annual injury report

               Management Safety Accountability Program status, with graphs

          The Department of Energy's Carlsbad Area Office is preparing the

          WIPP for a 1998 opening date.  Located 26 miles east of Carlsbad,

          New Mexico, the WIPP is designed to demonstrate the safe, permanent

          disposal of transuranic waste left from the research and

          development of nuclear weapons.  Project facilities include

          excavated rooms 2,150 feet below the earth's surface in a salt

          formation that is about 225 million years old and 2,000 feet thick.

          Stirred your interest?  For a free copy of the report, E-mail Sue

          Johns at Johnss@wipp.carlsbad.nm.us, or call Frank Burchardt at 1-

          800-336-9477.
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

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

From:         "Jeffry E. Rozak 847 938-4431"

              <ROZAK.JEFFRY@IGATE.PPRD.ABBOTT.COM>

Subject:      Outlines for Biosafety Training

Mime-Version: 1.0
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7BIT

We are in the process of developing a Biosafety training seminar for our

researchers and technicians in the R&D environment.  The seminar focus

will be on general biosafety issues, but our limit is one hour.

Has anyone developed a biosafety outline/seminar that would be

applicable to R&D researchers within the given time frame?  Your input,

references, etc. would be appreciated.  Thanks

Jeffry Rozak

PPD R&D Safety

Abbott Laboratories

847 938-4431

Jeffry.Rozak@Abbott.com
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Date:         Mon, 3 Jun 1996 22:13:18 -0600

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

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

From:         "Thomas M. Horiagon" <horiagon@NETINS.NET>

Subject:      Re: Outlines for Biosafety Training

Mime-Version: 1.0
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>We are in the process of developing a Biosafety training seminar for our

>researchers and technicians in the R&D environment.  The seminar focus

>will be on general biosafety issues, but our limit is one hour.

>

>Has anyone developed a biosafety outline/seminar that would be

>applicable to R&D researchers within the given time frame?  Your input,

>references, etc. would be appreciated.  Thanks

>

>

>Jeffry Rozak

>PPD R&D Safety

>Abbott Laboratories

>847 938-4431

>Jeffry.Rozak@Abbott.com

The Howard Hughes Medical Institute and Whitehead Institute (MIT) have

developed a good training video which will fit your time requirements.  The

safety messages are conveyed by extremely prestigious biologists and are

quite effective.  I don't have price/availability information but the HHMI

administrative offices in Bethesda, MD should be able to help.

Tom Horiagon, MD

Des Moines, IA

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

Date:         Tue, 4 Jun 1996 10:06:21 EST

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

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

From:         Carolyn <CAROLYN@PLINY.EHS.UFL.EDU>

Organization: U. of Florida Env. Hlth. & Safety

Subject:      vaccinia follow-up

Some time ago, I asked the list about the requirements of their

institution regarding smallpox immunization for vaccinia workers.  I

received very few responses, some advice, citations, etc.

summary:

Only four responders have vaccinia workers.  3/4 require the

immunization, but not for everyone who works in the lab or monitoring

regarding the immunization was not provided so that some could skip

it with no consequences.  No one cited a formal declination statement

or policy.  Of the 4, there were between 2 and 5 labs or 20 - 50

folks involved.

UF Biosafety has proposed a formal declination/acceptance of the

immunization statement to our attorneys and we think this will be our

new policy.  Training will be provided to workers before they make

a decision.  The IBC may still require mandatory vaccination for some

projects, similar to what is stated in the 1990 British publication

"Vaccination of laboratory workers handling vaccinia and related

poxviruses infectious for humans".

I have tons of info on the subject, including the various federal

guidance documents.  Thanks for the help!!

______________________________________________________________________

Carolyn Keierleber, Ph.D.       Environmental Health & Safety

Biological Safety Officer       Box 112 190

phone   (352) 392-1591          University of Florida

fax     (352) 392-3647          Gainesville, FL 32611

internet:   carolyn@pliny.ehs.ufl.edu

______________________________________________________________________
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From:         "Dr. Richard Gilpin" <gilpin@WELCHLINK.WELCH.JHU.EDU>

Organization: Johns Hopkins Institutions

Subject:      [Fwd: BIOCONTROL COURSE]
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        id KAA23694; Mon, 3 Jun 1996 10:57:55 -0400
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Control of BIOHAZARDS in the Research Laboratory

July 8 to 12, 1996

Course Description

The Control of Biohazards in the Research Laboratory is

designed to provide instruction on the recognition and

control of biohazards including infectious agents, oncogenic

viruses, recombinant DNA, chemical carcinogens and other

toxic agents. The course is directed to safety officers,

clinical and biomedical laboratory supervisors, bench

scientists, industrial hygienists and technicians.

Instruction will be provided in the practices and procedures

of biohazard control and in the organization, planning and

implementation of a biosafety program.

Course Features

This four and one half day course consists of lectures,

laboratory exercises and opportunities for informal

discussions with course faculty, for review of pertinent

audiovisual materials and for examination of biosafety

equipment and devices. Theoretical background and basic

principles will be covered.

Subject Areas

An overview of cell biology and host-parasite relationships

Hazard potential of infectious agents, recombinant DNA and

     oncogenic viruses

Dissemination of contaminants

Equipment designed for safety

Containment concepts: primary and secondary barriers

Personal practices and hygiene

Universal precautions and bloodborne pathogens

Safe handling and housing of laboratory animals

Sterilization and disinfection

Tuberculosis overview

Emergency procedures

Development of a safety program

Effective safety training

Laboratory inspections

Medical surveillance

Federal regulations involving laboratory safety

Packaging and shipment of biological materials.

Dates  July 8 to 12, 1996

Place

Omni Inner Harbor Hotel

101 West Fayette Street

Baltimore, MD 21201

 410 752 1100

Registration

8:30 to 9:00 a.m., The Omni Inner Harbor Hotel,  Carroll

Room, Lobby level

Fee

$1,200 per person to include registration, continental

breakfasts, refreshments, 2 lunches and a banquet.  Tuition

discounts are not available.  All fees are payable in

advance.  A letter confirming enrollment will be sent to

each registrant.  Foreign payments must be made in a draft

on a U.S. bank.  Only one-half of the fee will be returned

if withdrawal is made after June 1, 1996.

Course Credits

This program has been approved by the Johns Hopkins

University for 3 Continuing Education Units.

This course also qualifies for 4.5 ABIH Certification

Maintenance Credits.

Course Manual

A course manual will provide lecture outlines, data tables

and graphics used in the lectures, laboratory exercises and

supporting materials.

Social Functions

A complimentary banquet for registrants will be held on

Thursday, July 11, 1996.  Additional guests are invited for

a charge of $30.

Hotel Accommodations

Accommodations have been reserved at the Omni Inner Harbor

Hotel.  Rates $125 Single, $140 Double.

Note

The Johns Hopkins University reserves the right to cancel

the course, in which case the enrollment fee will be fully

refunded to the applicant.

Course Directors

Byron S. Tepper, Ph.D., CSP is Associate Professor of

Environmental Health Sciences, The Johns Hopkins University

School of Hygiene and Public Health, and Associate Professor

of Occupational Medicine, The Johns Hopkins University

School of Medicine.  He is a Fellow of the American Academy

of Microbiology.  He is the former Director of the Office of

Safety and Environmental Health of The Johns Hopkins

University and The Johns Hopkins Hospital.  Dr. Tepper is a

microbiologist who entered the field of biosafety after 15

years of research on leprosy and other mycobacterial

diseases.  He is a Certified Safety Professional with more

than 20 years experience in biosafety, occupational safety

and environmental health.  He developed and has continuously

directed the course "Control of Biohazards in the Research

Laboratory" which has been presented at Johns Hopkins since

1979.  He is a charter member of the American Biological

Safety Association, ABSA, and, currently, President.  He is

past president of the ABSA Chesapeake Area Chapter and the

Campus Safety Association, CSA.  Dr. Tepper is a recognized

consultant in biosafety, laboratory safety, laboratory

design and hospital safety.

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., RBP, is the Biosafety Officer of

the Office of Safety and Environmental Health of The Johns

Hopkins University and The Johns Hopkins Hospital, and

Assistant Professor of Occupational Medicine, The Johns

Hopkins University School of Medicine.  Dr. Gilpin is a

basic, clinical, industrial research microbiologist with more

than 25 years experience in research, product development

and environmental health.  He joined Hopkins seven years ago

after managing a department of research and development at a

major in-vitro diagnostic manufacturer.  Dr. Gilpin has

developed and directed microbiology courses for medical

students, graduate students, and drug company marketing

personnel.  He is a Registered Biological Safety

Professional, Chair of the American Biological Safety

Association Bylaws Committee, and President Elect of the

Chesapeake Chapter of the American Biological Safety

Association.  He is a member of the American Society for

Microbiology, and the American Society of Safety Engineers.

 Dr. Gilpin is a recognized consultant in environmental

microbiology including environmental monitoring of

legionella bacteria, laboratory and hospital safety, and the

role of microorganisms in indoor air quality.

For Further Information  Contact

Dr. Byron S. Tepper

Phone   410 828 6330

Fax       410 828 6331

Dr. Richard W. Gilpin

Phone  410 955 5918

 Fax     410 955 5929

Course Registration Form

Please mail remittance and completed registration to

  Dawn Moreland, Registrar       Telephone: 800 755 2557

  Center for Occupational & Environmental Health

  The Johns Hopkins University

  5501 Hopkins Bayview Circle, Suite 2B.34

  Baltimore, MD  21224

Name

_________________________________________________________

Address

________________________________________________________

City __________________ State ___ Zip Code _____________

Area Code Telephone Number

    ______________________________________

Present Position

    __________________________________________________

*Please make checks payable to: JHU Biohazards Course.

Check or purchase order must accompany  registration form to

guarantee enrollment in the course.

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

Hotel Reservation Form

Please complete and mail to:

  Omni Inner Harbor Hotel    Telephone  410 752 1100

  101 W. Fayette Street          Fax  410 625 3805

  Baltimore, MD 21201

I am enrolled in the Biohazards Course presented by The

Johns Hopkins University, July 8 12, 1996.  Please make the

following reservation for me

      Rates: $125 Single _ $140 Double _; per night.

____Single_____ Double for __________nights.

Reservations should be made by June 1, 1996.

Name

__________________________________________________________

Address

________________________________________________________

City __________________ State ___ Zip Code ____________

Area Code Telephone Number

______________________________________

Arrival Date _________    Departure Date ___________

Please hold my reservation for late arrival    _.

 Reservations may be guaranteed for late arrival by one

night's deposit.  Include check payable to the hotel or

major credit card number:

 AMEX _, VISA _, MC _  Card Number ___________________

    Exp.Date____________

Signature

_______________________________________________________
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Date:         Wed, 5 Jun 1996 14:42:00 -0700

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

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

From:         Sarah Wolz <swolz@PATH.PATH.COM>

Subject:      deconning BL3 equipment

What recommendations does anyone have for removing electronic or other

sensitive equipment (i.e. fax machine, computer, microscope) from a BL3?

 Our BL3 manager wants to ensure the equipment is "sterile" before deploying

it outside of the BL3--and is concerned about the sterility of the inner

parts.  Our primary BL3 pathogen is M. tuberculosis.  Thanks!

Sarah Wolz

PathoGenesis Corp

swolz@path.path.com
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Date:         Wed, 5 Jun 1996 16:26:46 -0700

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

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

From:         "Francis J. Roth" <fjroth@VOICENET.COM>

Subject:      NIH recombinant DNA guidelines
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Could anyone tell me where I might be able to obtain a copy of the NIH

recombinant DNA guidelines.  Please forward any information to me at

fjroth@voicenet.com

Thank you.  Francis Roth

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

Date:         Thu, 6 Jun 1996 08:07:15 -0600

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

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

From:         "Clifford W. Bond" <umbcb@GEMINI.OSCS.MONTANA.EDU>

Subject:      Re: NIH recombinant DNA guidelines

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Hi Francis,

The complete text of the January 1996 NIH Guidelines for Recombinant DNA

Molecules (January 1996) is available on Stefan Wagners homepage at:

   http://www.orcbs.msu.edu/biological/NIH/NIH95-1.htm

Cliff Bond

At 04:26 PM 6/5/96 -0700, you wrote:

>Could anyone tell me where I might be able to obtain a copy of the NIH

>recombinant DNA guidelines.  Please forward any information to me at

>

>fjroth@voicenet.com

>

>Thank you.  Francis Roth

>

>

Clifford W. Bond

Department of Microbiology

Montana State University

Bozeman, MT 59717-0352

Telephone - 406 994-4130

Telefax - 406 994-4926

Internet - umbcb@gemini.oscs.montana.edu
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Date:         Fri, 7 Jun 1996 09:05:14 -0400

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

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

From:         "L-Soft list server at MITVMA (1.8b) (by way of Richard Fink

              <rfink@mit.edu>)" <LISTSERV@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Subject:      NIH guidelines

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

>From: "Leslie Hofherr" <LESLIE@hhmi.ucla.edu>

>To: BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU

>Date:          Wed, 5 Jun 1996 17:09:02 PST

>Subject:       Re: NIH recombinant DNA guidelines

Francis,

Try Office of Recombinant DNA Activities, NIH/MSC 7010, 6000

Executive Boulevard, Suite 302, Bethesda, MD, 20892-7010. Phone

Number (301) 496-9838. Ask for the "Laboratory Safety Monograph" in

addition to the Guidelines if you are the biosafety person.

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

Date:         Fri, 7 Jun 1996 08:53:57 -0700

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

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

From:         Melinda Young <biosafe@U.WASHINGTON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: NIH guidelines

In-Reply-To:  <9606071304.AA10622@MIT.MIT.EDU>

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

A recent message mentioned the "Laboratory Safety Monograph".  Does anyone

know the date of publication on that.  One I have is dated 1/79.  Has it

been updated?

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

Date:         Fri, 7 Jun 1996 14:19:01 -0400

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

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

From:         Barb Ernisse <Barbara_ernisse@HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Plumbers and bloodborne pathogens

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

My task for early summer is to write an exposure control plan to protect the

plumbers against bloodborne pathogens (and, incidentally, all the other

nasties in the sewage).  In the tradition of safety, I am asking if anyone

out there on the Net has already invented this wheel and is willing to share

their experiences (and plans) with me.

I am particularly hoping for means of disinfecting tools used by the

plumbers.  Laboratory stuff is easy to decon, most if it becomes regulated

waste.  I think I know better than to suggest THAT one to the plumbers'

union!   Short of that answer, what disinfectants will work through the

grease with out removing the lubrication?

There is also an electically driven power snake that requires cleaning and

disinfecting.   Spartan Tools manufactured the models in use.  Does any one

have a phone number for Spartan?

Thanks in advance for the input

__________

Barb Ernisse

Associate Biosafety Officer

Harvard University

{Barbara_Ernisse@Harvard.edu}

46 Oxford Street

Cambridge, MA 02138

(617) 495-2102
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

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

From:         "Francis J. Roth" <fjroth@VOICENET.COM>

Subject:      Re: NIH guidelines
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I just wanted to take this opportunity to thank everyone who helped me in

my search of the NIH guidelines... I found them, as well as a lot of

other great information on the Michigan State University homepage...

And for those of you who put the work into the MSU Website... GREAT JOB!

 What a wonderful find (the MSU website) for a safety professional!

Anyway... Thanks again to all...

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

Date:         Mon, 10 Jun 1996 08:14:00 -0700

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

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

From:         Sue Johns <JOHNSS@WIPP.CARLSBAD.NM.US>

Subject:      Report Provides Training and Guidelines
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          A copy of the 173-page Command and Control Radiological

          Transportation Emergencies Course from the U.S. Department of

          Energy's Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) is available to you at

          no cost.  This training book will give you a throught understanding

          of the responsibilities of the First Responder and Incident

          Commander at the scene of a transportation incident.  The training

          publication includes a summary of actions that would be required to

          protect you, the public, and the environment.

          Although this is a WIPP-specific course book, the instruction in

          this manual could parallel other hazardous material training you

          may have received previously.  It covers topics such as:

                    Introduction to Radiation

                    Waste Acceptance

                    Transportation Regulations

                    Package Design

                    Emergency Response

                    First Response Actions

                    Contamination Control

                    Incident Command System

                    Radiological Assistance Team Operations

                    TRUPACT-II Recovery (plus sample forms and checklist)

          The WIPP is designed to permanently dispose of transuranic

          radioactive waste left from the research and production of nuclear

          weapons.  Located in southeastern New Mexico, 26 miles east of

          Carlsbad, project facilities include disposal rooms excavated in an

          ancient, stable salt formation, 2,150 feet underground.

          Transuranic waste consists of clothing, tools, rags, and other

          items contaminated with trace amounts of radioactive elements,

          mostly plutonium.

          Permission can also be obtained to reproduce the handbook and/or

          modify it for organizational use through the DOE's Technology

          Transfer Program.  For a free copy of the Command and Control

          Radiological Transportation Emergencies Course, e-mail your mailing

          address to Sue Johns at Johnss@wipp.carlsbad.nm.us, or call Frank

          Burchardt at 1-800-336-9477.
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----------------------------------------------------------------------

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES

Public Health Service

42 CFR Part 72

RIN 0905-AE70

Additional Requirements for Facilities Transferring or Receiving

Select Infectious Agents

AGENCY: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), Public Health

Service (PHS), Department of Health and Human Services (HHS).

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

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

SUMMARY: This proposed rule is being promulgated in accordance with

Section
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511 of Public Law 104-132, ``The Antiterrorism and Effective Death

Penalty Act of 1996,'' (enacted April 24, 1996) which requires such a

proposal be issued within 60 days of enactment and a final rule not

later than 120 days of enactment. CDC proposes this rule to place

additional shipping and handling requirements on laboratory facilities

that transfer or receive select infectious agents capable of causing

substantial harm to human health. CDC is concerned about the

possibility that the interstate transportation of certain infectious

agents could have adverse health consequences for human health and

safety. These requirements apply to laboratory facilities such as those

operated by government agencies, universities, research institutions,

and commercial entities. Those facilities requesting select infectious

agents listed in the regulation must register with the Secretary of

HHS, or with registering entities authorized by the Secretary, as

capable and equipped to handle the select infectious agents in

accordance with requirements developed by CDC, the National Institutes

for Health (NIH), and the Department of Defense.

DATES: Written comments must be received on or before July 10, 1996.

Written comments on the proposed information collection requirements

should also be submitted on or before July 10, 1996.

ADDRESSES: Mail written comments to the following address: Lynn Myers,

Office of Health and Safety, Centers for Disease Control and

Prevention, 1600 Clifton Road, Atlanta, GA 30333; telephone (404) 639-

2453 or 639-3235. Mail written comments on the proposed information

collection requirements to: Office of Information and Regulatory

Affairs, OMB, New Executive Office Bldg., 725 17th Street, NW, rm.

10235, Washington, DC 20503, Attn: Desk Officer for CDC.

    Copies: To order copies of the Federal Register containing this

document, send your request to: New orders, Superintendent of

Documents, P.O. Box 371954, Pittsburgh, PA 15250-7954. Specify the date

of the issue requested and enclose a check or money order payable to

the Superintendent of Documents, or enclose a Visa or MasterCard number

and expiration date. Credit card orders can also be placed by calling

the order desk at (202) 512-1800 or by faxing to (202) 512-2250. The

cost of each copy is $8.00. As an alternative, you can view and

photocopy the Federal Register document at most libraries designated as

Federal Depository Libraries and at many other public and private

libraries throughout the country that receive the Federal Register.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Dr. Stephen Morse, National Center for Infectious Diseases, Centers for

Disease Control and Prevention, 1600 Clifton Road, Atlanta, GA 30333;

telephone (404) 639-3222.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The current rules found at 42 C.F.R. Part 72

were last updated in 1980 and contain specific requirements for the

packaging, labeling, and transport of infectious agents shipped in

interstate commerce. That regulation does not currently contain

provisions restricting parties who may transfer these agents. This

proposed rule is designed to ensure that select infectious agents are

not shipped to parties who are not equipped to handle them

appropriately, or who otherwise lack proper authorization for their

requests, and to implement a system whereby scientists in research

institutions may continue transferring and receiving these agents

without undue burdens.

I. Background

    In recent years, the threat of illegitimate use of infectious

agents has attracted increasing interest from the perspective of public

health. CDC is concerned about the possibility that the interstate

transportation of certain infectious agents could have adverse

consequences for human health and safety. CDC has already requested

that all those entities that ship dangerous human infectious agents

exercise increased vigilance prior to shipment to minimize the risk of

illicit access to infectious agents. Of special concern are pathogens

and toxins causing anthrax, botulism, brucellosis, plague, Q fever,

tularemia, and all agents classified for work at Biosafety level 4.

    In particular, CDC has already requested that potential providers

of these agents carefully and thoroughly review all requests before

transferring these agents. This March, 1996, CDC request for voluntary

safeguards has been a first step in strengthening regulatory and

statutory protections in this area.

II. Proposed Rule

    In accordance with Section 511 of Public Law 104-132, ``The

Antiterrorism and Effective Death Penalty Act of 1996,'' CDC is

proposing new regulations regarding acquisition and transfer of select

infectious agents. These proposed regulations have been developed with

input from professional associations, the research community, law

enforcement authorities, and concerned members of the public. It is

anticipated that most facilities transferring these agents are engaged

in activities consisting of interstate commerce, thus subjecting both

intrastate and interstate transfers made by such facilities to this

regulation. In addition, because these agents have the potential for

causing mass destruction or widespread disease in humans, CDC has

determined intrastate transfers of these agents from one geographical

site to another also pose a risk of potential interstate transmission

of disease; therefore, intrastate transfers of these agents are also

subject to the regulation. Transfers within a single facility at a

single geographical site, however, are not subject to this regulation

provided, that the intended use of the agent remains consistent with

that specified in the most current transfer form. Facilities that

receive select infectious agents are responsible for implementing their

own tracking mechanisms of intra-facility transfers of agents within a

single geographical site.

    The proposed rule is based upon the key principles of ensuring that

the public safety is protected without encumbering legitimate

scientific and medical research. In addition, the proposed rule focuses

on strengthening public-private sector accountability through

involvement with professional associations and close coordination with

the research community actually handling these agents. Such

relationships, combined with expanded federal criminal sanctions,

minimize the need for an additional, expansive federal regulatory

structure.

    Specifically, the rule is designed to:

    <bullet> collect and provide information concerning the location

where certain potentially-hazardous infectious agents are transferred;

    <bullet> track the acquisition and transfer of these specific

infectious agents; and

    <bullet> establish a process for alerting appropriate authorities

if an unauthorized attempt is made to acquire these agents.

    The proposed rule is premised upon the following fundamental

components: (1) A comprehensive list of select infectious agents; (2) a

registration of facilities transferring these agents; (3) transfer

requirements; (4) verification procedures including audit, quality

control, and accountability mechanisms; (5) agent disposal

requirements; and (6) research and clinical exemptions.

III. Select Infectious Agents List

    The proposed list of select infectious agents (Appendix A) was

originally developed from agents placed on the ``Australia list'' (15

C.F.R. Part 799.1,
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Supplement No. 1, Export Control Classification Number 1C61B) of

selected infectious agents whose export from the U.S. is controlled due

to their capacity for causing substantial harm to human health. After

consultation with experts representing affected professional groups,

the proposed list now includes those agents provided in Appendix A. CDC

will continue consultation with these groups and update the list as

necessary. Future updates will be published in the Federal Register for

public review and comment. Comments are specifically solicited

regarding those agents included or not included on this proposed list.

IV. Registration of Facilities Transferring Select Infectious

Agents

    Commercial suppliers of these select infectious agents, as well as

government agencies, universities, research institutions, individuals

and private companies that transfer or obtain these agents, or that

wish to work with these agents, must register with the Secretary of HHS

or with an organization authorized by the Secretary. Registration

requires that a responsible facility official certify that the facility

and its laboratory operations meet the biosafety level 2, 3, and/or 4

requirements for working with infectious agents as described in the

Third Edition of ``CDC/NIH Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical

Laboratories.'' Inspection of the facility seeking registration may be

required by the Secretary or an organization authorized by the

Secretary to determine whether the applicant facility meets the

appropriate biosafety level requirements. In return for the

certification and a site registration fee, facilities will be issued a

unique registration number by the Secretary or the registering entity

indicating that the facility is registered to work with these select

infectious agents at the prescribed biosafety level. The registration

number will then be used to help validate all requests for transfer of

these agents.

    Registration requests may be denied if the Secretary or the

registering entity determines that the applicant facility is not able

to comply with any provision of the regulation. Registrations may be

withdrawn by the Secretary or registering entity for failure to comply

with the regulation or if it is determined that a registered facility

can no longer handle agents at the appropriate biosafety level or

handles agents in a manner that appears intended to harm the health of

humans. Withdrawals and denials will be based upon sufficient evidence

in the discretion the Secretary or registering entity. Any withdrawal

or denial may be appealed to the Secretary.

V. Transfer Requirements

    Prior to transferring one of these select infectious agents, the

proposed rule requires both the shipping (transferor) and receiving

(requestor) parties to initiate completion of an approved transfer

form. Completion of the form is finalized when the requestor

acknowledges receipt of the requested agent. The form includes the list

of these restricted agents and requires information about the

requestor, transferor, the requesting and transferring facilities,

their registration numbers, the restricted agent requested, and the

proposed use of the agent. The form must accompany the request or

purchase order for obtaining these restricted agents, a copy must be

maintained by both the requesting and transferring facility, and a copy

must be sent to a designated central repository which would be

available to Federal and authorized local law enforcement authorities

and other officials authorized by the Secretary. The form could later

be used for tracking purposes in case of illegitimate access to these

agents. Falsification of this form is a Federal criminal offense.

VI. Verification Procedures

    To facilitate the shipment of these select infectious agents, each

facility shipping or receiving a covered agent must have a

``responsible facility official.'' This person should be either a

biosafety officer, a senior management official of the facility, or

both. The responsible facility official should not be the same person

as those individuals actually transferring and receiving the agents at

the facilities.

    The requestor's responsible facility official must sign each

request, certifying that the individual researcher requesting the agent

is officially affiliated with the facility and that the laboratory

meets current CDC/NIH Guidelines for working with the requested agent.

The responsible facility official sending the restricted agent is

required to verify that the receiving facility holds a currently valid

registration number, indicating that the recipient has the required

biosafety level capability. Inability to validate the necessary

information may result in immediate notification of the appropriate

authorities.

    After transfer of the agent, receipt must be acknowledged by the

recipient to the transferor electronically or telephonically within 24

hours, followed by a paper copy of receipt within 3 business days of

receiving the agent. Copies of the completed transfer form must be

retained by both the requestor's and transferor's facilities for a

period of five (5) years after the date of shipment or for one (1) year

after the agents are properly disposed, whichever is longer, and one

copy must be sent to the transferor's authorized registering entity for

placement in a centralized repository.

VII. Agent Disposal Requirements

    The form requires a signed statement that the agents will be stored

in accordance with prudent laboratory practices, destroyed after

completion of the work, or transferred to an approved repository.

Facilities must have in place procedures for the appropriate disposal

of agents.

VIII. Research and Clinical Exemptions

    In order to provide strains for reference diagnostic and research

studies at Biosafety Level 2 facilities, less pathogenic strains of

restricted viral agents as described in the CDC/NIH ``Biosafety in

Microbiological and biomedical Laboratories'' manual or those

specifically mentioned on the new CDC Form EA-101 are exempt from the

list of select infectious agents. Toxins for medical use, inactivated

for used as vaccines, or preparations for biomedical research use at an

LD<INF>50 for vertebrates of more than 100 nanograms per kilogram of

body weight, are exempt. Transfer of clinical specimens for diagnostic

and verification purposes is also exempt. However, isolates of these

agents from clinical specimens must be destroyed after confirmation or

sent to an approved repository after diagnostic procedures are

complete. Other than for these purposes, such isolates may not be

transferred to another site without using the transfer form and

approval by the responsible facility officials.

IX. Criminal and Civil Penalties

    Violations of proposed 42 C.F.R. Part 72 are subject to criminal

penalties as prescribed in 42 U.S.C. 271 and 18 U.S.C. 3559 and 3571.

Specifically, individuals in violation of this rule are subject to a

fine of no more than $250,000 or one more year in jail, or both.

Violations by organizations are currently subject to a fine no greater

than $500,000 per event. A false, fictitious, fraudulent statement or

representation on the forms required in the regulation for registration

of facilities or for transfers of select agents is subject to a fine or

imprisonment for not more than five years, or both, for an individual;

and a fine for an organization. 18 U.S.C. 1001, 3517.
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Part 2

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

X. Public Comment

    Public comment is solicited on all aspects of this proposed

amendment to the CDC regulation, ``Interstate Shipment of Etiologic

Agents,'' 42 C.F.R. Part 72. In addition, CDC solicits comments on the

following items:

    (1) The list of select infectious agents covered by this proposed

rule (see Appendix A);

    (2) The names of organizations that would be candidates to be

authorized by the Secretary as a ``registering entity'' to determine

those facilities that are capable of handling the agents covered by

this regulation;

    (3) The names and addresses of all facilities with biosafety level

capacity that may handle these agents; and

    (4) The utility of conducting mandatory preregistration inspections

of all applicant facilities versus random or for cause preregistration

inspections conducted in the discretion of the registering entity or

the Secretary.

    (5) The advantages or disadvantages of the Secretary or registering

entity sending copies of transfer forms to the applicable state health

departments.

    We are not able to acknowledge or respond to comments individually.

We will consider all comments we receive by the date and time specified

in the DATES section of this preamble, and, if we proceed with a

subsequent document, we will respond to the comments in the preamble to

the document. In addition, all commenters are advised that, pursuant to

the Administrative Procedure Act, all information provided to CDC in

response to this request for comment will be publicly available.

XI. Analysis of Impacts

A. Review Under Executive Order 12866, Sections 202 and 205 of the

Unfunded mandate Reform Act of 1995 (P.L. 104-4), and by the Regulatory

Flexibility Act (5 USC 603-605)

    The Department has examined the potential impact of this proposed

rule as directed by Executive Order 12866, by sections 202 and 205 of

the Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of 1995 (Public Law 104-4, and by the

Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 U.S.C. 603-605).

    Executive Order 12866 directs agencies to assess the costs and

benefits of available regulatory alternatives, and, when regulation is

necessary, to select regulatory approaches that maximize net benefits.

This proposed rule is designed to ensure that select infectious agents

are not shipped to parties who are not equipped to handle them

appropriately or who otherwise lack proper authorization for their

requests. The approach selected decentralizes the oversight process for

this purpose, imposes minimal administrative costs, and prevents

possible serious, harmful effects to public safety and health. (The

proposal has been reviewed by the Office of Management and Budget under

the terms of the Executive Order.)

    The Unfunded Mandates Reform Act of 1995, in sections 202 and 205,

requires that agencies prepare several analytic statements before

proposing a rule that may result in annual expenditures by State, local

and tribal governments, or by the private sector, of $100 million. As

any final rule resulting from this proposal would not result in

expenditures of this magnitude, such statements are not necessary.

    The Regulatory Flexibility Act requires agencies to prepare a

regulatory flexibility analysis, describing the impact of the proposed

rules on small entities, but also permits agency heads to certify that

a proposed rule will not, if promulgated, have a significant economic

impact on a substantial number of small entities. The Secretary hereby

has determined that this proposed rule would not have such impact, as

it would primarily affect large research institutions.

B. Review under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995

    The proposed rule contains information collection requirements

which are subject to review by the Office of Management and Budget

(OMB) under the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. The title, description

and respondent description of the information collection are shown

below with an estimate of the annual reporting burden. Included in the

estimate is the time for reviewing instructions, gathering and

maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the

collection of information. With respect to the following collection of

information, CDC invites comments on: (a) Whether the proposed

collection of information is necessary for the proper performance of

CDC's functions, including whether the information shall have practical

utility; (b) the accuracy of CDC's estimate of the burden of the

proposed collection of information including the validity of the

methodology and assumptions used; (c) ways to enhance the quality,

utility, and clarity of the information to be collected; and (d) ways

to minimize the burden of the collection of information on respondents,

including through the use of automatic collection techniques for other

forms of information technology.

    Title: Additional Requirements for Facilities Transferring or

Receiving Select Infectious Agents.

    Description: The Antiterrorism and Effective Death Penalty Act of

1996 (Public Law 104-132) authorizes the Secretary of Health and Human

Services (HHS) to regulate the transfer of certain infectious agents

harmful to humans. The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC)

is the agency within the Department responsible for promulgating this

regulation. CDC is proposing a rule designed to ensure that select

infectious agents are not shipped to parties who are not equipped to

handle them appropriately, or who otherwise lack proper authorization

for their requests, and to implement a system whereby scientists in

research institutions may continue transferring and receiving these

agents without undue burdens. Respondents include laboratory facilities

such as those operated by government agencies, universities, research

institutions, and commercial entities.

    Those facilities requesting select infectious agents listed in the

regulation must register with the Secretary of HHS, or with registering

entities authorized by the Secretary, as capable and equipped to handle

the select infectious agents in accordance with requirements developed

by CDC, the National Institutes for Health (NIH) and the Department of

Defense.

    Title: Additional Requirements for Facilities Transferring or

Receiving Select Infectious Agents

    Description: The Autiterrorism and Effective Death Penalty Act of

1996 (Public Law 104-132) authorizes the Secretary of Health and Human

Services (HHS) to regulate the transfer of certain infectious agents

harmful to humans. The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC)

is the agency within the Department responsible for promulgating this

regulation. CDC is proposing a rule designed to ensure that select

infectious agents are not shipped to parties who are not equipped to

handle them appropriately, or who otherwise lack proper authorization

for their requests, and to implement a system whereby scientists in

research institutions may continue transferring and receiving these

agents without undue burdens. Respondents include laboratory facilities

such as those operated by government agencies, universities, research

institutions, and commercial entities.

    Those facilities requesting select infectious agents listed in the

regulation must register with the Secretary of HHS, or with registering

entities authorized by the Secretary, as capable and
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equipped to handle the select infectious agents in accordance with

requirements developed by CDC, the National Institutes for Health (NIH)

and the Department of Defense.

    Once registered, facilities must complete a federally-developed

form, CDC Form EA-101, for each transfer of an agent covered by this

proposed rule. Information on this form will include the name of the

requestor and requesting facility, the name of the transferor and

transferring facility, the name of the responsible facility official

for the transferor and requestor, the requesting facility's

registration number, the transferring facility's registration number,

the name of the agent(s) being shipped, and the proposed use of the

agent. The package is being revised to include the burden for

laboratories to register with the Secretary.

    Description of Respondents: Commercial suppliers of these select

infectious agents, as well as government agencies, universities,

research institutions, and private companies that transfer or obtain

these agents, or that wish to work with these agents.

                                        Estimated Annual Reporting Burden

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

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

                                      No. of       Frequency of    Total

annual      Hour per

          CFR  section              respondents      responses

responses       response       Total hours

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

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

72.6(a).........................           1,000               1

1,000             .25             250

72.6(d).........................           1,000               3

3,000            1.05           3,150

72.6(e).........................             120              21

2,520             .17             428

72.6(f).........................           1,000               3

3,000             .11             330

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

---

    Total.......................

4,158

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

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

    Reporting or Disclosures: These estimates are an approximation of

the average time expected to be necessary for a collection of

information. They are based on past experience of respondents reporting

such information to CDC. There are no capital costs or operating and

maintenance costs for the respondents associated with this information

collection.

    The agency has submitted a copy of this proposed rule to OMB for

its review of these information collection. Interested persons are

requested to send comments regarding this information collection,

including suggestions for reducing the burden, to the Office of

Information and Regulatory Affairs, OMB, New Executive Office Bldg.,

725 17th Street, NW., rm 10235, Washington, DC 20503, Attn: Desk

Officer for CDC. Submit written comments on the information collection

by July 10, 1996.

List of Subjects in 42 CFR Part 72

    Biologics, Packaging and containers, Transportation.

    Dated: May 16, 1996.

David Satcher,

Director, Centers for Disease Control and Prevention.

    Dated: May 28, 1996.

Donna E. Shalala,

Secretary, Department of Health and Human Services.

    For the reasons set out in the preamble, it is proposed to amend 42

CFR Chapter 1 as follows:

PART 72--INTERSTATE SHIPMENT OF ETIOLOGIC AGENTS

    1. The authority citation for Part 72 is revised to read as

follows:

    Authority: 42 U.S.C. 264, 271; 31 U.S.C. 9701; 18 U.S.C. 3559,

3571; Public Law 104-132.

    2. Sections 72.6 and 72.7 are added to read as follows:

Sec. 72.6  Additional requirements for facilities transferring or

receiving select infectious agents.

    (a) Registration of facilities. (1) Prior to transferring or

receiving a select infectious agent listed in Appendix A of this part,

a laboratory facility shall register with a registering entity

authorized by the Secretary (paragraph (c) of this section) or be

approved by the Secretary as equipped and capable of handling the

covered agent at Biosafety Level (BSL) 2, 3, or 4, depending on the

agent.

    (2) Registration will include:

    (i) Sufficient information provided by the responsible facility

official indicating that the applicant facility, and its laboratory or

laboratories, are equipped and capable of handling the agents at BSL 2,

3, or 4, depending upon the agent, and the type of work being performed

with the agents;

    (ii) Inspection of the applicant facility at the discretion of the

Secretary or the registering entity in consultation with the Secretary;

    (iii) Issuance by the registering entity of a registration number

unique to each facility;

    (iv) Collection of a periodic site registration fee by the

registering entity or the Secretary. A schedule of fees collected by

the Secretary to cover the direct costs (e.g., salaries, equipment,

travel) and indirect costs (e.g., rent, telephone service and a

proportionate share of management and administration costs) related to

administration of this part will be published in the Federal Register

and updated annually.

    (v) Follow-up inspections of the facility by the registering entity

or the Secretary, as appropriate, to ensure the facility continues to

meet approved standards and recordkeeping requirements.

    (3) Such registration shall remain effective until relinquished by

the facility or withdrawn by the Secretary or the registering entity.

    (4) The registration may be denied or withdrawn by the registering

entity or the Secretary based on:

    (i) Evidence that the facility is not or is no longer capable of

handling covered agents at the applicable biosafety level;

    (ii) Evidence that the facility has handled covered agents in a

manner in contravention of the applicable biosafety level requirements;

    (iii) Evidence that the facility has or intends to use covered

agents in a manner harmful to the health of humans;

    (iv) Evidence that the facility has failed to comply with any

provisions of this part or has acted in a manner in contravention of

this part; or

    (v) Failure to pay any required registration fee.

    (5) The requirements for BSL-2, 3, and 4 operations pertaining to

this section are contained in the CDC/NIH publication, ``Biosafety in

Microbiological and Biomedical Laboratories,'' Third Edition, May 1993

which is hereby incorporated by reference. To the extent the document

and this part are inconsistent, the part shall control.

    (6) Additional specific requirements for handling toxins subject to

this part must be met and are found in 32 CFR 627.17 and in The

Biological Defense
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Safety Program, Technical Safety Requirements (DA Pamphlet 385-69),

Subpart C--Operational Requirements.

    (b) Appeals. A decision made by the Secretary or a registering

entity to deny or withdraw registration of a particular facility may be

appealed to the Secretary. An application for appeal must be received

by the Secretary no later than 14 days after the appealing party's

application for registration was denied or no later than 14 days after

the appealing party's registration was withdrawn. The application must

clearly identify the issues presented by the appeal and fully explain

the appealing party's position with respect to those issues. The

Secretary may allow the filing of opposing briefs, informal

conferences, or whatever steps the Secretary considers appropriate to

fairly resolve the appeal.

    (c) Authorized registering entities. (1) The Secretary may

authorize a state agency or private entity to register facilities under

paragraph (a) of this section, if the Secretary determines that the

registering entity's criteria for determining the biosafety standards

for facilities handling select infectious agents are consistent with

the requirements contained in the CDC/NIH publication ``Biosafety in

Microbiological and Biomedical Laboratories,'' Third Edition.

    (2) A registering entity shall maintain:

    (i) A database of all facilities formerly and currently registered

as BSL 2, 3, or 4 capable of working with agents in Appendix A of this

part. The database shall include the name and address of the registered

facility, the date the facility was registered, the facility's

registration number, and the name and phone number of the responsible

facility representative. The database shall remain publicly available.

    (ii) A copy of each CDC Form EA-101 transmitted by each transferor

registered by that registering entity. Such forms shall be made readily

accessible to the Secretary and to appropriate federal law enforcement

authorities and/or authorized local law enforcement authorities.

    (3) In the event the Secretary authorizes more than one registering

entity, or if otherwise necessary, the Secretary may require the

establishment of a consolidated database to carry out the provisions of

paragraph (c)(2) of this section.

    (d) Requests for infectious agents. (1) Prior to the transfer of

any infectious agent contained in Appendix A, of this part a CDC Form

EA-101 must be completed for each transfer sought. As specified in CDC

Form EA-101, the information provided must include:

    (i) The name of the requestor and requesting facility;

    (ii) The name of the transferror and transferring facility;

    (iii) The names of the responsible facility officials for both the

transferor and requestor;

    (iv) The requesting facility's registration number;

    (v) The transferring facility's registration number;

    (vi) The name of the agent(s) being shipped; and

    (vii) The proposed use of the agent(s).

    (2) The form must be signed by the transferror and requestor, and

the responsible facility officials representing both the transferring

and requesting facilities. A copy of the completed CDC From EA-101 must

be retained by both transferring and requesting facilities for a period

of five (5) years after the date of shipment or for one (1) year after

the agents are properly disposed, whichever is longer. All CDC forms

EA-101 must be produced upon request to appropriate federal and

authorized local law enforcement authorities, officials authorized by

the Secretary, and officials of the registering entity.

    (e) Verification of registration. (1) Prior to transferring any

agent covered by this part, the transferror's responsible facility

official must verify with the requestor's responsible facility

official, and as appropriate, with the registering entity:

    (i) That the requesting facility retains a valid, current

registration;

    (ii) That the requestor is officially affiliated with the

requesting facility; and

    (iii) That the proposed use of the agent by the requestor is

correctly indicated on CDC Form EA-101.

    (2) In the event that any party is unable to verify the information

required in paragraph (e)(1) of this section, or there is suspicion

that the agent may not be used for the requested purpose, then the

party shall immediately notify CDC and the appropriate law enforcement

authorities.

    (f) Transfer. (1) Upon completion of the CDC Form EA-101 and

verification of registration, the transferring facility must ship the

agents in accordance with packaging and shipping requirements in this

part or other applicable regulations.

    (2) The requesting facility's responsible official must acknowledge

receipt of the agent telephonically or otherwise electronically within

24 hours of receipt and provide a paper copy of receipt to the

transferror within 3 business days of receipt of the agent.

    (3) Upon telephonic acknowledgment of receipt of the agent, the

transferor shall provide a completed copy of CDC Form EA-101 within 24

hours to the registering entity (holding that facility's registration),

in accordance with paragraph (c)(2) of this section for filing in a

centralized repository.

    (g) Inspections. (1) Registering entities or the Secretary may

conduct random or for cause inspections of registered facilities to

assure compliance with this part. All CDC forms EA-101 and records

deemed relevant by inspecting officials must be produced upon request

to authorized personnel conducting these inspections. Inspections may

also include review of the mechanisms developed by a facility to track

intra-facility transfers not subject to this part as well as the

facility's agent disposal procedures.

    (2) In addition, the Secretary may conduct inspections of

registering entities, and/or any consolidated database established in

accordance with paragraph (c)(3) of this section, to assure compliance

with this part.

    (h) Exemptions. Select infectious agents otherwise covered by this

part are exempt from its provisions if:

    (1) The agent(s) are less pathogenic strains which can be used for

reference diagnostic or verification procedures and/or research studies

at BSL-2, or lower, as described in the CDC/NIH publication,

``Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical Laboratories,'' Third

Edition; or

    (2) The agent is part of a clinical specimen intended for

diagnostic and/or reference verification purposes. Isolates of covered

agents from clinical specimens shall be disposed of in accordance with

paragraph (i) of this section after diagnostic procedures have been

completed.

    (3) The agent is a toxin having an LD<INF>50 for vertebrates of

more than 100 nanograms per kilogram of body weight which is used for

legitimate medical purposes or biomedical research or is one of the

listed toxins which has been inactivated for use as a vaccine or

otherwise detoxified for use in biomedical research procedures.

    (i) Agent disposal. (1) Upon termination of the use of the agent,

all cultures and stocks of it will be

    (i) Securely stored in accordance with prudent laboratory

practices,

    (ii) Transferred to another registered facility in accordance with

this part, or

    (iii) Destroyed on-site by autoclaving, incineration, or another

recognized sterilization or neutralization process. (2) When an agent,

previously transferred to a facility in accordance with this part, is

destroyed, the
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responsible facility official must formally notify the registering

entity. A copy of such formal notification must be kept on record by

the responsible facility official for a period of five (5) years and is

subject to paragraph (g) of this section.

    (j) Definitions. As used in this section:

    Facility means any individual or government agency, university,

corporation, company, partnerhship, society, association, firm, or

other legal entity located at a single geographical site that may

transfer or receive through any means a select infectious agent subject

to this part.

    Registering entity means an organization or state agency authorized

by the Secretary to register facilities as capable of handling select

infectious agents at Biosafety Level 2, 3, or 4, depending on the

agent, in accordance with the CDC/NIH publication ``Biosafety in

Microbiological and Biomedical Laboratories.''

    Requestor means any person who receives or seeks to receive through

any means a select infectious agent subject to this part from any other

person.

    Responsible facility official means an official authorized to

transfer and receive select infectious agents covered by this part on

behalf of the transferor's and/or requestor's facility. This person

should be either a biosafety officer, a senior management official of

the facility, or both. The responsible facility official should not be

an individual who actually transfers or receives an agent at the

facility.

    Secretary means the Secretary of the Department of Health and Human

Services or her or his designee.

    Select infectious agent means an agent, virus, bacteria, fungi,

rickettsiae or toxin listed in Appendix A of this part. The term also

includes genetically modified microorganisms or genetic elements that

contain nucleic acid sequences associated with pathogenicity from

organisms on Appendix A, and genetically modified microorganisms on

Appendix A, and genetically modified microorganisms or genetic elements

that contain nucleic acid sequences coding for any of the toxins in

Appendix A, or their toxic subunits.

    Transfer (a) means the conveyance or movement from a point of

origination to a point of destination either

    (1) From one state or territory to another or

    (2) Entirely within one contiguous state or territory.

    (b) The term does not include intra-facility conveyances within a

facility located at a single geographical site provided, that the

intended use of the agent remains consistent with that specified in the

most current transfer form.

    Transferor means any person who transfers or seeks to transfer

through any means a select infectious agent subject to this part to any

other person.

Sec. 72.7  Penalties.

    Individuals in violation of this part are subject to a fine of no

more than $250,000 or one year in jail, or both. Violations by

organizations are subject to a fine of no more than $500,000 per event.

A false, fictitious, or fraudulent statement or representation on the

Government forms required in the part for registration of facilities or

for transfers of select agents is subject to a fine or imprisonment for

not more than five years, or both for an individual; and a fine for an

organization.

Appendix A to Part 72--Select Infectious Agents

Viruses

1. Crimean-Congo haemorrhagic fever virus

2. Chikungunya virus

3. Ebola virus

4. Hantaviruses

5. Japanese encephalitis virsus

6. Lassa fever virus

7. Marburg virus

8. Rift Valley fever virus

9. Tick-borne encephalitis viruses

10. Variola major virus (Smallpox virus)

11. Yellow fever virus

12. South American Haemorrhagic fever viruses (Junin, Machupo,

Sabia, Guanarito, and those yet to be decribed)

13. Encephalitis viruses (Venezuelan, Western, Eastern)

14. Kyasanur Forest Disease virus

    Exemptions: Vaccine strains of these viral agents as described

in the third edition of the CDC/NIH ``Biosafety in Microbiological

and Biomedical Laboratories'' are exempt.

Bacteria*

1. Bacillus anthracis

2. Brucella abortus, B. melitensis, B. suis

3. Chlamydia psittaci

4. Clostridium botulinum

5. Francisella tularensis

6. Burkholderia (Pseudomonas) mallei

7. Burkholderia (Pseudomonas) pseudomallei

8. Yersinia pestis

Rickettsiae*

1. Coxiella burnetii

2. Rickettsia prowazekii

3. Rickettsia rickettsii

Fungi

1. Histoplasma capsulatum (incl. var duboisii)

Toxins

1. Abrin

2. Botulinum toxins

3. Clostridium perfringens toxin

4. Corynebacterium diphtheriae toxin

5. Cyanginosins

6. Staphylococcal enterotoxins

7. Shigella dysenteriae neurotoxin

8. Ricin

9. Saxitoxin

10. Shigatoxin

11. Tetanus toxin

12. Tetrodotoxin

13. Trichothecene mycotoxins

14. Verrucologen

    Exemptions: Toxins for medical use, inactivated for use as

vaccines, or toxin preparations for biomedical research use at an

LD<INF>50 for vertebrates of more than 100 nanograms per kilogram

body weight (e.g., microbial toxins such as the botulinum toxins,

tetanus toxin, diphtheria toxin, and Shigella dysenteriae

neurotoxin) are exempt.

Recombinant organisms/molecules

1. Genetically modified microorganisms or genetic elements that

contain nucleic acid sequences associated with pathogenicity from

organisms on restricted list.

2. Genetically modified microorganisms or genetic elements tht

contain nucleic acid sequences coding for any of the toxins on the

restricted list, or their toxic subunits.

    * The deliberate transfer of a drug resistance trait to

microorganisms on this list that are not know to acquire the trait

naturally is prohibited by HIH ``Guidelines for Research Involving

Recombinant DNA Molecules,'' if such acquisition could compromise

the use of the drug to control these disease agents in humans or

veterinary medicine.

[FR Doc. 96-14707 Filed 6-7-96; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4160-18-M
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Date:         Tue, 11 Jun 1996 16:16:01 -0500

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

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

From:         Ed Hager <Ed.Hager@LHSC.ON.CA>

Subject:      Non-Incineration Biomedical Waste Treatment

Microwaves, Autoclaves, Pyrolysis Units.   Can anyone comment on this

relatively new player in the biomedical waste treatment field, namely ...

Tempico Remedy-One Rotoclave process, out of Louisiana.

This system appears to be very efficient in processing waste and

reducing processing costs.

Ed Hager ed.hager@lhsc.on.ca
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Date:         Thu, 13 Jun 1996 17:14:53 EDT

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

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

From:         "karen b. byers" <Karen=B.=Byers%SS%DFCI@EYE.DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      ic policy on guide dogs

Does anyone have an infection control policy on guide dogs that they would be

willing to share? Our Institute library is looking for a policy or reference

to answer a question from which came up at a Special Libraries meeting. I

will post a summary of responses received. Thanks for your help.

e-mail: karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu
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Date:         Mon, 17 Jun 1996 09:33:04 -0500

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

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

From:         Judy Lucas <jlucas@SHRSYS.HSLC.ORG>

Subject:      Re: Report Provides Training and Guidelines

In-Reply-To:  <01I5QMC3W6X290O9XN@wipp.carlsbad.nm.us>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Thank you for your information.  I am interested in receiving a copy of

this document.  Please mail to me at: J. Patterson, Cephalon, Inc., 145

Brandywine Parkway, West Chester, PA 19380

On Mon, 10 Jun 1996, Sue Johns wrote:

>           A copy of the 173-page Command and Control Radiological

>           Transportation Emergencies Course from the U.S. Department of

>           Energy's Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) is available to you at

>           no cost.  This training book will give you a throught understanding

>           of the responsibilities of the First Responder and Incident

>           Commander at the scene of a transportation incident.  The training

>           publication includes a summary of actions that would be required to

>           protect you, the public, and the environment.

>

>           Although this is a WIPP-specific course book, the instruction in

>           this manual could parallel other hazardous material training you

>           may have received previously.  It covers topics such as:

>

>                     Introduction to Radiation

>                     Waste Acceptance

>                     Transportation Regulations

>                     Package Design

>                     Emergency Response

>                     First Response Actions

>                     Contamination Control

>                     Incident Command System

>                     Radiological Assistance Team Operations

>                     TRUPACT-II Recovery (plus sample forms and checklist)

>

>           The WIPP is designed to permanently dispose of transuranic

>           radioactive waste left from the research and production of nuclear

>           weapons.  Located in southeastern New Mexico, 26 miles east of

>           Carlsbad, project facilities include disposal rooms excavated in an

>           ancient, stable salt formation, 2,150 feet underground.

>           Transuranic waste consists of clothing, tools, rags, and other

>           items contaminated with trace amounts of radioactive elements,

>           mostly plutonium.

>

>           Permission can also be obtained to reproduce the handbook and/or

>           modify it for organizational use through the DOE's Technology

>           Transfer Program.  For a free copy of the Command and Control

>           Radiological Transportation Emergencies Course, e-mail your mailing

>           address to Sue Johns at Johnss@wipp.carlsbad.nm.us, or call Frank

>           Burchardt at 1-800-336-9477.

>
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Date:         Mon, 17 Jun 1996 09:35:10 -0400

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

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

From:         "L-Soft list server at MITVMA (1.8b)" <LISTSERV@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Output of job "JONES.LINDA_M+" from

              JONES.LINDA_M+@CLEVELAND.VA.GOV

Command replies from JONES.LINDA_M+@CLEVELAND.VA.GOV are being forwarded to you.

Unknown command - "@". Try HELP.

Summary of resource utilization

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

 CPU time:        0.157 sec                Device I/O:       17

 Overhead CPU:    0.078 sec                Paging I/O:       81

 CPU model:        9121                    DASD model:     3390
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Date:         Thu, 20 Jun 1996 14:03:37 -0500

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

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

From:         "LouAnn C. Burnett" <lburnett@UIUC.EDU>

Subject:      HCV disinfection

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Happy Summer!

Are there published data out there on appropriate disinfection methods for

hepatitis C virus--especially chemical disinfection?  Most of the

information I've picked up in the past couple years talks only about

inactivation of blood factors to prevent transmission by transfusion.  Any

info or hints of where to start looking would be greatly appreciated!!

LouAnn Burnett

Biological Safety Section

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign
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Date:         Thu, 20 Jun 1996 18:03:00 -0700

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

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

From:         Sarah Wolz <swolz@PATH.PATH.COM>

Subject:      TB droplet nuclei

I am posting this request for a colleague:

Looking for any information regarding the survival of TB in droplet nuclei.

 How long can viable organisms be recovered from air and/or surfaces if

released as nuclei?  Looking for experimental as well as anecdotal

information, and really would like accompanying references.  Please respond

to Dr. Sherman; anyone wishing a summary of responses, contact him as well.

 Thanks--Sarah

David Sherman

PathoGenesis Corp.

201 Elliott Ave W, Seattle, WA  98119

206-467-8100

dsherman@path.path.com
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Date:         Fri, 21 Jun 1996 08:44:45 -0400

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

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

From:         Barb Ernisse <Barbara_ernisse@HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: HCV disinfection

Mime-Version: 1.0
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LouAnn,

I've been researching the same question and have not found any published

data.  If anyone out there has references, please pass them along.

What I have heard is anecdotal information.  The viral structure of HCV is

more similar to HIV than to HBV.  From this, the working hypothesis is that

survival of HCV on surfaces and susceptibility to disinfection will be

comparable to HIV and the same recommendations would apply.

Not great information but at least it is something to work from.  And to

repeat, if anyone has anything further, please share it with us.

Thank you

__________

Barb Ernisse

Associate Biosafety Officer

Harvard University

{Barbara_Ernisse@Harvard.edu}

46 Oxford Street

Cambridge, MA 02138

(617) 495-2102
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Date:         Fri, 21 Jun 1996 08:00:42 EDT

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

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

From:         "Judy M. Pointer/MDACC"

              <Judy_M._Pointer/MDACC%MDACC@NOTES.MDACC.TMC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: TB droplet nuclei

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: Text/Plain

A couple of years back I investigated this question.  Apparently M. TB can

survive for a long time outside of a host.  [refer to Laboratory Centre for

Disease Control Material Safety Data Sheet - Infectious Substances,

Mycobacterium tuberculosis, Mycobacterium bovis, Jan. 1993].  It states

survival times of: guinea pig carcasses - 49 days; carpet - up to 70 days; dust

- 90 to 120 days; cockroaches - 40 days; manure - 45 days; paper book - 105

days, sputum (cool, dark location) - 6 to 8 months, etc.  Get the picture.  I

remember reading that viable organisms had been cultured off of acid fast

slides up to 10 days after processing.

But I think all of this is a bit misleading.  You can culture TB from many

exposed objects because it lays dormant in a resistant form.  But you can't

actually "catch" TB from these objects unless you some how resuspend the

dormant organisms into an aerosol of the right size and of the right

hydroscopic nature (like a droplet nuclei).  The particles must be inhaled into

the lower alveolar regions of the lungs and pass through the cell walls of the

alveolar macrophages that reside there.  The size and hydroscopic nature of

droplet nuclei allow this.  I don't know for sure (I haven't read about any

tests) but I think that "right-sized" TB particles of the wrong

"hydroscopicity" (if there is such a word) wouldn't do the trick.

One thing that could shoot down this assumption is if there has ever been a

reported case where someone caught TB from a carpet, etc. when they were never

exposed to the ambient air of an active pulmonary TB patient.  If any one can

shed some light on this, I sure would like to have it.  Recently we were

concerned about the possibility of creating infectious TB aerosols from animal

bedding of TB shedding rodents.  Everyone agreed that you could probably

culture viable organisms from the bedding, but would the aerosols created

really be infectious for alveolar macrophages?  Don't know.

J. Pointer

Environmental Health & Safety

UT MD Anderson Cancer Center

Houston, Tx

jpointer @ notes.mdacc. tmc.edu
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Date:         Fri, 21 Jun 1996 08:47:14 -0500

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

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

From:         "LouAnn C. Burnett" <lburnett@UIUC.EDU>

Subject:      Infectious Agent MSDS sheets

Mime-Version: 1.0
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Judy Pointer wrote:

>In 1989  the Laboratory Centre for Disease Control, Minister of National

Health

>and Welfare, Canada, came out with a whole slew of Material Safety Data Sheets

>for infectious agents.  I ordered a bunch of them, and have used them ever

>since.  Each one is a three page doc. (in French or English) with lots of

info,

>such as Laboratory-Acquired Infections, Pathogenicity, Infectious dose,

>Incubation Period, Reservoir, Bl level, etc.  Each has a section on

>Susceptibility to Disinfectants.

Judy and all--

FYI:  There is a 1993 version of these MSDSs.   They are wonderfully

helpful.  I have them organized in three binders that receive LOTS of use.

This is the address in my file (from letter dated 5/26/93):

Office of Biosafety

Laboratory Centre for Disease Control

Health Protection Branch Building #7

Room 6B

Tunney's Pasture

Ottawa, Ontario

Canada

K1A 0L2

Phone: 613-957-1779

Fax: 613-941-0596

Perhaps someone else on BIOSAFTY knows more about this. . .?

LouAnn Burnett

Biological Safety Section

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign
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Date:         Fri, 21 Jun 1996 07:12:45 -0700

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

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

From:         Rich Conrad <rconrad@ENV-SOL.COM>

Subject:      +++++++New web site

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

"SOLUTIONS Software Corporation announces their NEW Web site address:

                         http://www.env-sol.com

There are links to the Web sites of ALL 50 STATES Home Pages as well as US Gov't

sites. There is also an electronic catalogue describing numerous CD-ROM products

containing Regulatory(CFR, FAR, FR, TSCA), Environmental(Innovative Technology)

and Scientific(IRIS,Test Methods, MSDS) Databases."
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Date:         Fri, 21 Jun 1996 10:21:09 -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:      HCV
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LouAnn,

        I haven't seen anything specific for HCV but, it is an enveloped RNA

virus and RNA viruses in general are more susceptible to disinfectants then

DNA viruses such as HBV.  So, if you use something that will inactivate HBV

then it should inactivate HCV.  HBV sterilizing  agents are 2%

gluteraldehyde, 6-10% hydrogen peroxide, 8-12% formaldehyde (20-30%

formalin).  HBV disinfectants are: formalin >8%, iodophor >30 mg/L free

iodine (>70 mg/L available Iodine); and chlorine compounds at >50 mg/L free

available Cl.  (from Disinfection, Sterilization and Preservation 4th ed.

page 451).

        HAV is a naked RNA virus which should be more resistant then an

enveloped RNA virus so agents that kill HAV should also work against HCV.

See table in DS&P on  page 465.  Various phenolics, quats, iodophors,

chlorine compounds, aldehydes all worked.

Richie Fink      Associate Biosafety Officer    Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@Mit.edu
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Date:         Fri, 21 Jun 1996 11:05:52 -0400

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

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

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: HCV disinfection
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Hi LouAnn,

I think Rich pointed out already the current status on HCV disinfection, so

I skip that part of my post.............

By the way, here is an interesting article on the <<politics>> of HCV.

Point your browser to:

http://www.ticllc.net/~ahcpub/011207.html

Stefan
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Date:         Fri, 21 Jun 1996 11:38:51 -0400

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

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

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      BSE UK eradication plan
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The full text of the UK BSE eradication plan can now be accessed at

http://www.open.gov.uk/maff/bse/eradprog/eradprog.htm

Stefan
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Date:         Mon, 24 Jun 1996 17:12:44 +0200

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

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

From:         Didier Breyer <dbreyer@SBB.IHE.BE>

Subject:      Biohazard sign
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Greetings from Belgium

Does anyone know in which case the official Biohazard sign (ISO 3864) has

to be posted on the entrance of a laboratory:

- just for human pathogens and genetically modified organisms of class of

risk > 1 ?

- also for plant and animal pathogens ?

Thank you for information

Didier Breyer

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^

*   BREYER Didier, Ph.D.     Biosafety Expert                      *

*   Biosafety and Biotechnology Service                            *

*   Institute of Hygiene and Epidemiology                          *

*   Rue Juliette Wytsmanstraat, 14      B-1050 Brussels - Belgium  *

*   Ph.: 32-2-642 51 23    Fax: 32-2-642 52 92                     *

*   EMail: dbreyer@sbb.ihe.be       Web: http://biosafety.ihe.be   *

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^
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Date:         Mon, 24 Jun 1996 13:39:39 -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: deconning BL3 equipment
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The only way to ensure sterility (without destroying the instruments, though

it may be interesting to see how the FAX performs after autoclaving :) ) -

is via gaseous sterilization - overnight with formaldehyde or vaporized

hydrogen peroxide for many hours.  You can get decontamination with about

4-6 hours of formaldehyde, 1-2 hours of vaporized hydrogen peroxide or 2+

hours of ozone.

Liquid disinfectants or steriliants will only get the outside surfaces and

not the possibly contaminated inside surfaces.   This may be quite

acceptable if you are not sending the instruments out for servicing and if

you label them as internally contaminated so no one unknowingly pokes inside.

Richie Fink

rfink@mit.edu

biosafty list owner

At 02:42 PM 6/5/96 -0700, you wrote:

>What recommendations does anyone have for removing electronic or other

>sensitive equipment (i.e. fax machine, computer, microscope) from a BL3?

> Our BL3 manager wants to ensure the equipment is "sterile" before deploying

>it outside of the BL3--and is concerned about the sterility of the inner

>parts.  Our primary BL3 pathogen is M. tuberculosis.  Thanks!

>

>Sarah Wolz

>PathoGenesis Corp

>swolz@path.path.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 <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Outlines for Biosafety Training
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At 04:42 PM 6/3/96 -0500, you wrote:

>We are in the process of developing a Biosafety training seminar for our

>researchers and technicians in the R&D environment.  The seminar focus

>will be on general biosafety issues, but our limit is one hour.

>

>Has anyone developed a biosafety outline/seminar that would be

>applicable to R&D researchers within the given time frame?  Your input,

>references, etc. would be appreciated.  Thanks

>

>

>Jeffry Rozak

>PPD R&D Safety

>Abbott Laboratories

>847 938-4431

>Jeffry.Rozak@Abbott.com

>

A good starting place would be the Howard Hughes Med. Inst.'s video

"Practicing Safe Science".  While not strictly biosafety, it covers a wide

variety of safety issues in a research laboratory - chemical, fire, glass,

physical hazards, accidents and biosafety.  It runs about 1/2 hour and then

you can use the other 1/2 hour for more intensive biosafety issue.  I don't

have a set program, but usually include slides of the following:  Sulkin and

Pikes studies of Lab. acquired illness, how aerosols are produced (have a

set of fluorescein dye substituting for biological showing how orgs can be

aerosolized during vortexing, mixing with a pipet, flaming a loop, touching

a colony with a hot loop, opening microcent. tubes, falling drop, breaking

test tube), another set of data slides showing how the hands get very

contaminated and then going through BL1,2,3 procedures relating how it

protects the worker and environment.  Some groups get slides or video on

working in a biosafety cabinet (video from Eagleson Institute, Sanford, ME).

Usually also put in about the pluses and minuses of various disinfectants.

Hope this helps, any questions - email me at rfink@mit.edu

Richie Fink   Assoc. Biosafety Officer    Mass. Inst. of Tech.
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Perhaps this question is better answered when the question is asked "Is it

possible to transmit TB via a computer or facsimile machine, if the

equipment has been in a level 3 laboratory.

First you could address the problem of internal and external contamination,

assuming that the primary mode of contamination would be via hands that

handle the keyboard, and paper roles.  Then you could address even if there

were viable bugs inside, how would they get transmitted to a vulnerable person.

Looked at in this way, I think that an alternative to gassing the fax would

be removing the paper roll, and wiping down the exterior surface of the machine.

Same with the computer.  Hopefully the computer keyboard would have had a

plastic keycover over top.  Even without this an external cleaning would

still be a more than acceptable approach.

At 01:39 PM 6/24/96 -0400, you wrote:

>The only way to ensure sterility (without destroying the instruments, though

>it may be interesting to see how the FAX performs after autoclaving :) ) -

>is via gaseous sterilization - overnight with formaldehyde or vaporized

>hydrogen peroxide for many hours.  You can get decontamination with about

>4-6 hours of formaldehyde, 1-2 hours of vaporized hydrogen peroxide or 2+

>hours of ozone.

>

>Liquid disinfectants or steriliants will only get the outside surfaces and

>not the possibly contaminated inside surfaces.   This may be quite

>acceptable if you are not sending the instruments out for servicing and if

>you label them as internally contaminated so no one unknowingly pokes inside.

>

>Richie Fink

>rfink@mit.edu

>biosafty list owner

>

>At 02:42 PM 6/5/96 -0700, you wrote:

>>What recommendations does anyone have for removing electronic or other

>>sensitive equipment (i.e. fax machine, computer, microscope) from a BL3?

>> Our BL3 manager wants to ensure the equipment is "sterile" before deploying

>>it outside of the BL3--and is concerned about the sterility of the inner

>>parts.  Our primary BL3 pathogen is M. tuberculosis.  Thanks!

>>

>>Sarah Wolz

>>PathoGenesis Corp

>>swolz@path.path.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:         Darlene Ward <dward@ADMIN.FSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Infectious Agent MSDS sheets

     How can I receive a copy of these MSDS for infectious agents?

     Darlene Ward

     dward@admin.fsu.edu

______________________________ Reply Separator _________________________________

Subject: Infectious Agent MSDS sheets

Author:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> at Internet

Date:    6/21/96 10:06 AM

Judy Pointer wrote:

>In 1989  the Laboratory Centre for Disease Control, Minister of National

Health

>and Welfare, Canada, came out with a whole slew of Material Safety Data Sheets

>for infectious agents.  I ordered a bunch of them, and have used them ever

>since.  Each one is a three page doc. (in French or English) with lots of

info,

>such as Laboratory-Acquired Infections, Pathogenicity, Infectious dose,

>Incubation Period, Reservoir, Bl level, etc.  Each has a section on

>Susceptibility to Disinfectants.

Judy and all--

FYI:  There is a 1993 version of these MSDSs.   They are wonderfully

helpful.  I have them organized in three binders that receive LOTS of use.

This is the address in my file (from letter dated 5/26/93):

Office of Biosafety

Laboratory Centre for Disease Control

Health Protection Branch Building #7

Room 6B

Tunney's Pasture

Ottawa, Ontario

Canada

K1A 0L2

Phone: 613-957-1779

Fax: 613-941-0596

Perhaps someone else on BIOSAFTY knows more about this. . .?

LouAnn Burnett

Biological Safety Section

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign
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Darlene,

Your best bet would be to try the address and/or phone number that are in

the message I sent last week (see below).  Let us know whether anything's

changed.

LouAnn

At 08:06 AM 6/25/96 EST, you wrote:

>     How can I receive a copy of these MSDS for infectious agents?

>

>     Darlene Ward

>     dward@admin.fsu.edu

>Judy and all--

>FYI:  There is a 1993 version of these MSDSs.   They are wonderfully

>helpful.  I have them organized in three binders that receive LOTS of use.

>This is the address in my file (from letter dated 5/26/93):

>

>Office of Biosafety

>Laboratory Centre for Disease Control

>Health Protection Branch Building #7

>Room 6B

>Tunney's Pasture

>Ottawa, Ontario

>Canada

>K1A 0L2

>Phone: 613-957-1779

>Fax: 613-941-0596

>

>Perhaps someone else on BIOSAFTY knows more about this. . .?

>

>LouAnn Burnett

>Biological Safety Section

>University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

>
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Subject:      Tetanus Toxin
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A researcher at SIUC is interested in using a clostridium tetani clone to

produce tetanus toxin.  While I'm not particularly concerned with c. tetani

(BL2), I am concerned in the amount of tetanus toxin that will be produced.

Does anyone have an LD50 for this compound?  I haven't been able to find one

with my resources.  Also, if anyone has experience with the safety concerns

of this organism, I would enjoy hearing from you.

Thanks!

Julia Kniesly, CIH

Center for Environmental Health & Safety

Southern Illinos University

Carbondale, IL  62901-6898

jkniesly@siu.edu
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Subject:      Re: Tetanus Toxin
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Julia,

A few years ago we had a researcher propose work of a similar nature with

Clostridium perfringens.  I found some help in a 1975 book called "The

Pathogenic Anaerobic Bacteria" by Louis DS. Smith published by Charles C.

Thomas Publisher, Springfield Illinois.  I only have a photocopy of the

chapter on C. perfringens toxins so I don't know what information on C.

tetani you could find.  There are probably more recent books or publications.

LCB

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

LouAnn C. Burnett

Biological Safety Section

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

217-244-7362

lburnett@uiuc.edu

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

LouAnn C. Burnett

Biological Safety Section, DEHS

244-7362

lburnett@uiuc.edu
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From:         "Judy M. Pointer/MDACC"

              <Judy_M._Pointer/MDACC%MDACC@NOTES.MDACC.TMC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Tetanus Toxin
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Check out 42 CFR Part 75 , Proposed rule    "Additional Requirements" for ...

receiving, transferring select infectious agents.  Clostridium is on the list

b/c of terriorist potential use.  Stefan @ msu.edu   sent the complete text on

6/11/96 in two parts to all of Biosafty chat group.  Also you can find it on

the CDC home page on the net at  www.cdc.gov   under   what's new.  In other

words, you may need some control documentation if your institute wants to use

this toxin.  There are some exemptions - you need to read the reg.   Also there

are references to toxins in the NIH rDNA Guidelines, also found on

www.orcbs.msu.edu   If a toxin's LD 50 is below 100 ng and it is used in rDNA

experiments then it needs ORDA notification, approval,etc.  They tell you in

the guide how to handle it.  The part of the guide that relates to this is in

Section III, I think.

I don't think this toxin is volatile or dangerous other than injection or

ingestion - but it's really potent, so it can be used as biowarfare agent.  I

think that is the main concern of the toxin and organism that produces it.  Can

find the LD50 on RTECS databases from CCINFO, but I have no way of sending that

over e-mail.  They're real loooooong. Call your libraries nearby.  Some

(probably public health type) are bound to have CCINFO on CDs.  It's real easy

to search.
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The following bounced and has been redirected back to the list by the list

owner:

>From: "Millis, Nick" <ssdnsm@msmail.ttuhsc.edu>

>To: owner-biosafty <owner-biosafty@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>Subject: RE: Tetanus Toxin

>Date: Wed, 26 Jun 96 14:20:00 PDT

According to an old RTECS (1986) that I have, the LD50 is 100 pg/kg

 intraperitoneal for mouse.  Someone might have more current info.

You may also be interested to note that tetanus toxin is listed as

 a "select infectious agent" in the proposed regulations from the

CDC in the Federal Register Vol. 61 No. 112, June 10, 1996 page

29327.

See the web site http://www.access.gpo.gov/su_docs/aces/aces140.html

Nick S. Millis

Texas Tech University Health Sciences Center

Lubbock, Texas 79430

ssdnsm@ttuhsc.edu

 ----------

>>Does anyone have an LD50 for this compound?  I haven't been able to find one

>>with my resources.  Also, if anyone has experience with the safety concerns

>>of this organism, I would enjoy hearing from you.

>>Thanks!

>>Julia Kniesly, CIH

>>Center for Environmental Health & Safety

>>Southern Illinos University

>>Carbondale, IL  62901-6898

>>jkniesly@siu.edu
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Hi LouAnn!  Good to hear from a "local" collegue!  The reference you cited

sounds like a good one to have around.  I'll try to locate it through one of

the state libraries.  Fortunately, it looks like cloning tetanus (at least

the whole toxin) will require *much* more paperwork than our researcher is

willing to pursue.  I finally found the LD50 (<2.5 ng/kg) -- toxic enough

that experiments cloning the whole toxin require prior ORDA approval.  This

researcher (actually, a grad. student) just wanted to know if it would be

easy to generate her own toxoid for vaccine without worrying about any small

variations in batch lots should she purchase the vaccine.

- Julie

At 10:31 AM 6/26/96 -0500, you wrote:

>Julia,

>A few years ago we had a researcher propose work of a similar nature with

>Clostridium perfringens.  I found some help in a 1975 book called "The

>Pathogenic Anaerobic Bacteria" by Louis DS. Smith published by Charles C.

>Thomas Publisher, Springfield Illinois.  I only have a photocopy of the

>chapter on C. perfringens toxins so I don't know what information on C.

>tetani you could find.  There are probably more recent books or publications.

>

>LCB

>

Julia Kniesly, CIH

Center for Environmental Health & Safety

Southern Illinos University

Carbondale, IL  62901-6898

jkniesly@siu.edu
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We have been having labels printed to indentify treated infectious medical

waste.  Our state requires that they be placed on bags before disposal.

Does anyone know which safety supply company sells these as a regularly

stocked item?  Our cost to have them printed in small quantities has been

more than I like to see spent.

Noel Neighbor

nneighbo@comp.uark.edu
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At 07:52 AM 6/28/96 -0500 ,Noel Neighbor  wrote:

>We have been having labels printed to indentify treated infectious medical

>waste.  Our state requires that they be placed on bags before disposal.

>Does anyone know which safety supply company sells these as a regularly

>stocked item?

Shamrock  has a catalog "Tapes and Labels for the Laboratory".  They have

several pages of biohazard type labels--more than I've seen in other

catalogs.  I don't see any specific to TREATED biohazardous waste although

there is one that says: "Biohazard--Autoclave Before Disposal" and then has

line headed "Date Autoclaved" to put the date treated in. My price list

doesn't include the prices for these particular labels but we've found

Shamrock's prices to be pretty good.  Their number is 1-800-323-0249.

Do these labels have to be a specific color and size?  If not, you might

considered laser printing your own.  There are several different sizes of

labels available including whole sheets that "crack and peel" that go

(carefully) through the laser printer.  Our hazardous waste tracking program

and our sharps disposal program both customize labels in this way.  The main

obstacle is to get labels that stick.  Address labels designed for envelopes

don't always work on plastic and other materials.  We've found Shamrock's

blank laser labels will stick to cold hard plastic sharps disposal

containers where other labels fell off.  There's an excellent program called

BearRock Labeler 2 (Windows)  that we use that will bar code, date,

sequentially number, etc. labels.  I'm pretty sure you can import graphics

(e.g., biohazard symbol) if you want.

Email me directly if you need more info.  Good luck.

LouAnn Burnett

Biological Safety Section

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

217-244-7362
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I'm trying to fight off a rumor mill with some facts and thought I'd get

some help from y'all:

One of our campus police was told by a campus firefighter that he knew of

another emergency responder that had acquired TB by giving CPR to someone

with TB disease.  This has created an uproar in our police department and

I've been asked to help them out with some solid info.  Our police officers

are issued CPR pocket masks and they have access to ventilation bags.

Does anyone have any experience with exposure control protocols specific to

TB or other infectious aerosols and CPR?  I've got tons of info on TB's

infectiousness and the medical surveillance, etc.  I'm really looking for

information specific to this one type of activity.

Thanks!

LouAnn Burnett

Biological Safety Section

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign
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Does anyone plan to attend the public meeting on the newest version of

EPA's proposed Medical Waste Incineration Rule?  The meeting is to be held

July 10 in Alexandria, VA.

I'd also like to know if anyone has seen EPA's newest version of a

definition of medical waste in that proposed rule.  I have the Federal

Register from June 20, 1996, in which they dance all around the issue

(implying they will be using New York's definition), but don't really say

what definition they're adopting.  Our concern (and desire) is that they

omit non-infected animals and non-infectious look-alikes (e.g., syringes

without needles that were used with nothing infectious) from the

definition of medical waste.  It looks like they've arrived at a

reasonable definition at this point, but I'm not so convinced as to be

totally comfortable.  Does anyone know?

Thanks for any information you may have.

Chris Thompson

Biosafety Officer

Eli Lilly & Company
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CPR attenders are frequently nose to face with individuals who are coughing

and sputtering.  Whether this is happening on a university campus lawn, or

an office, or an emergency department, this is a practice that has increased

risk of TB transmission.

In the hospital setting, staff at risk are tested on a regular basis (q6

months, or q12 months) to check for the exposures that snuck by undiagnosed.

The same would be appropriate for firefighters and police.

If they are found to be new converters, then they would go to Public Health

for INH prophylaxis.  Until now, individuals who are skin test positive,

have been considered as safe, however, now that we have molecular markers

for TB, the ability to develop evidence for second infections is at hand,

and strategies for skin test positive personnel may change.

 At 12:49 PM 7/2/96 -0500, you wrote:

>I'm trying to fight off a rumor mill with some facts and thought I'd get

>some help from y'all:

>

>One of our campus police was told by a campus firefighter that he knew of

>another emergency responder that had acquired TB by giving CPR to someone

>with TB disease.  This has created an uproar in our police department and

>I've been asked to help them out with some solid info.  Our police officers

>are issued CPR pocket masks and they have access to ventilation bags.

>

>Does anyone have any experience with exposure control protocols specific to

>TB or other infectious aerosols and CPR?  I've got tons of info on TB's

>infectiousness and the medical surveillance, etc.  I'm really looking for

>information specific to this one type of activity.

>

>Thanks!

>

>LouAnn Burnett

>Biological Safety Section

>University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

>

>
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It makes sence that if a victim or rescuer had a TB infection, it could

transfer during CPR.  Pocket masks which have a one-way valve to protect

the rescuer and a separate exhalation valve for the victim (no microbial

protection).  Campus police and firefighters can easily be provided with

these masks and with training in their use.  For trained teams they

actually can make CPR more effective (2-person CPR becomes quicker,

maintaining a seal around the victim is better with a mask, etc.).

For people who won't be trained beyond the basic CPR level, there are

keychain masks that provide a barrier.  These are not reusable, and don't

have the bag/O2 connections that the pocket mask has, but they don't

require any additional training to use.

There is a risk, but it can be managed.  I guess that's what our job is all

about.

Francis

Francis Churchill

Environmental Safety Specialist

University of Vermont - Environmental Safety Facility

PO BOX 53010

655D Spear Street, Burlington, VT  05405-3010

(802) 656-5405

fchurchi@moose.uvm.edu
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To Christina and all,

I plan on attending.  See below for more info, I had attended the one on

Valentine's Day also.  Notice that the "sharps" are more clearly defined

than other segments.

Larry

>Does anyone plan to attend the public meeting on the newest version of

>EPA's proposed Medical Waste Incineration Rule?  The meeting is to be held

>July 10 in Alexandria, VA.

>

>I'd also like to know if anyone has seen EPA's newest version of a

>definition of medical waste in that proposed rule.  I have the Federal

>Register from June 20, 1996, in which they dance all around the issue

>(implying they will be using New York's definition), but don't really say

>what definition they're adopting.  Our concern (and desire) is that they

>omit non-infected animals and non-infectious look-alikes (e.g., syringes

>without needles that were used with nothing infectious) from the

>definition of medical waste.  It looks like they've arrived at a

>reasonable definition at this point, but I'm not so convinced as to be

>totally comfortable.  Does anyone know?

From my note to  Biosafety List on Feb 15, 1996.

New York State Department of Health

Definition of Regulated Medical Waste*

1.      "Regulated medical waste" shall mean any of the following waste

which is generated in the diagnosis, treatment or immunization of human

beings or animals, in research pertaining thereto, or in the production and

testing of biologicals, provided however, that regulated medical waste

shall not include hazardous waste identified or listed pursuant to Section

27-0903 of the Environmental Conservation Law, or any household waste

promulgated under such section.

(a) Cultures and stocks. This waste shall include cultures and stocks of

agents infectious to humans, and associated biologicals, cultures from

medical or pathological laboratories, cultures and stocks of infectious

agents from research and industrial laboratories, wastes from the

production of biologicals, discarded live or attenuated vaccines, or

culture dishes and devices used to transfer, inoculate, or mix cultures.

(b) Human pathological wastes. This waste shall include tissue, organs, and

body parts (except teeth and the contiguous structures of bone and gum),

body fluids that are removed during surgery, autopsy, or other medical

procedures, or specimens of body fluids and their containers, and discarded

material saturated with such body fluids other than urine, provided that

the Commissioner, by duly promulgated regulation, may exclude such

discarded material saturated with body fluids from this definitions if the

Commissioner finds that it does not pose a significant risk to public

health. This waste shall not include urine or fecal materials submitted for

other than diagnosis of infectious diseases.

(c) Human blood and blood products. This waste shall include: (I) discarded

waste human blood, discarded blood components (e.g. serum and plasma),

containers with free flowing blood or blood components or discarded

saturated material containing free flowing blood or blood components; and

(II) materials saturated with blood or blood products provided that the

commissioner, by duly promulgated regulation, may exclude such material

saturated with blood or blood products from this definitions if the

commissioner finds that it does not pose a significant risk to public

health.

(d) Sharps. This waste shall include but not be limited to discarded unused

sharps and sharps used in animal or human patient care, medical research,

or clinical or pharmaceutical laboratories, hypodermic, intravenous, or

other medical needles, hypodermic or intravenous syringes to which a needle

or other sharp is still attached, Pasteur pipettes, scalpel blades, or

blood vials. This waste shall include, but not be limited to, other types

of broken or unbroken glass (including slides and cover slips) in contact

with infectious agents. This waste shall not include those parts of

syringes from which sharps are specifically designed to be easily removed

and from which sharps have actually been removed, and which are intended

for recycling or other disposal, so long as such syringes have not come in

contact with infectious agents.

(e) Animal Waste. This waste shall mean discarded materials including

carcasses, body parts, body fluids, or bedding originating from animals

known to be contaminated with infectious agents (i.e. zoonotic organisms)

or from animals inoculated during research, production of biologicals, or

pharmaceutical testing with infectious agents.

(f)     Any other waste material containing infectious agents designated by the

commissioner as regulated medical waste.

*.      New York State Department of Health. Public Health Law 1389-aa

(Definitions) as amended by Chapter 438 of the Laws of 1993.

Larry J. Thompson, DVM, PhD

Director of Biosafety

College of Veterinary Medicine

Cornell University                               Phone 607-253-3966

Upper Tower Road                                fax  607-253-3943

Ithaca, NY  14853                                LJT2@Cornell.edu

       "If Stupidity got us into this mess, then why can't it get us out?" "

     - Will Rogers (1879-1935)

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

Date:         Mon, 8 Jul 1996 08:58:00 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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From:         Steve Siegel <ssiegel@ENVSERVICES.COM>

Organization: ENV Services, Inc.

Subject:      ABSA 97 PRESENTATIONS

Content-Type: text

ENV is looking for any ideas or areas of interest for its 1997 ABSA

Presentation.  These should pertain to aspects of Biological Safety

Cabinets or Lab Ventilation. In the past ENV has done experiements with BSC

decontamination but is looking for others areas of interest. Thanks in

advance for your ideas.

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

Stephen Siegel,CIH

Marketing Coordinator

ENV Services Inc., 1016 West Eighth Avenue, King of Prussia, PA 19406

Phone: 1-800-883-3681x127, Fax: 1-610-337-2267, email:ssiegel@envservices.com

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

ENV Services: BSC, Lab Hood, Cleanroom, & Chemical Exposure Testing.

                          Visit our Web Page at www.pond.com/~envservs

************************************************************************
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Stephen,

I think it might be quite educational to present a lecture and if possible

demonstration on the effects of various working procedures on the

effectiveness of Biological Safety Cabinet function.  I have found that as a

demonstration, using smoke to visualize air movement and how it's affected

by overloaded cabinets, large equipment in cabinets, bunsen burners,

movement in front of cabinets, etc. is both entertaining and informative.

Gene Shematek

shematek@netway.ab.ca

>ENV is looking for any ideas or areas of interest for its 1997 ABSA

>Presentation.  These should pertain to aspects of Biological Safety

>Cabinets or Lab Ventilation. In the past ENV has done experiements with BSC

>decontamination but is looking for others areas of interest. Thanks in

>advance for your ideas.

>

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

>Stephen Siegel,CIH

>Marketing Coordinator

>ENV Services Inc., 1016 West Eighth Avenue, King of Prussia, PA 19406

>Phone: 1-800-883-3681x127, Fax: 1-610-337-2267, email:ssiegel@envservices.com

>

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

>ENV Services: BSC, Lab Hood, Cleanroom, & Chemical Exposure Testing.

>                          Visit our Web Page at www.pond.com/~envservs

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

>

>
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From:         Leslie Hofherr <LESLIE@HHMI.UCLA.EDU>

Subject:      Autoclave Indicator Ampules

Does anyone have a reference for the autoclave ampules sold

containing B. stearothermophilus used to indicate of attainment

of sterilization conditions? I have a research group which has placed a

particular brand of ampule inside the biohazardous waste bags,

autoclaved the waste with the ampule inside the bag and found that after

 autoclaving

for 90 minutes the B. stearothermophilus grew. Ampules which were

placed outside of the bag did not grow. The directions for use

state that the ampules should be placed on the outside of the bag or

next to what ever you are autoclaving.

Is biohazardous waste so dense that it needs to be autoclaved for

more than 90 minutes? or is there something funny about these

ampules? The gauges on the autoclave indicate it is reaching the

correct pressure and temp. for sterilization.

Leslie Hofherr

UCLA Lab. and Bio. Safety
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There were a number of articles a number of years ago in J. of Clin Micro (I

think)  on autoclave times to sterilize materials in autoclave bags.  The

minimum time was 60-90 minutes with the bags open.  In our experience the

minimum time for a 3/4 full bag at 121 C is 60-90  minutes depending upon

the size of the autoclave.  A large autoclave with lots of head room above

the bag can do it in 60 minutes, crammed in 90 minutes.  It takes time for

the steam to replace the air within a bag and then to heat up all of the

materials.  The more open the bag and the greater the open space above the

bag, the easier it is for the steam to replace the air and the shorter the

sterilization time.  Another way to reduce time is to increase the

temperature to the bags' max. temp (usually around 125 C).  We generally do

2 bags simultaneously at 125 C for 50 minutes.

An ampule outside the bag is fairly useless - it will be negative after 10'

at 121 C.  The important parameter is when the waste inside the bag has been

at 121 C for 10'.

Don't have time (sorry) to find the ref's now, if you still need them next

week, send me a note.

Richie Fink   Associate Biosafety Officer   Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@Mit.edu

 At 09:33 AM 7/9/96 PST, you wrote:

>Does anyone have a reference for the autoclave ampules sold

>containing B. stearothermophilus used to indicate of attainment

>of sterilization conditions? I have a research group which has placed a

>particular brand of ampule inside the biohazardous waste bags,

>autoclaved the waste with the ampule inside the bag and found that after

> autoclaving

>for 90 minutes the B. stearothermophilus grew. Ampules which were

>placed outside of the bag did not grow. The directions for use

>state that the ampules should be placed on the outside of the bag or

>next to what ever you are autoclaving.

>Is biohazardous waste so dense that it needs to be autoclaved for

>more than 90 minutes? or is there something funny about these

>ampules? The gauges on the autoclave indicate it is reaching the

>correct pressure and temp. for sterilization.

>

>Leslie Hofherr

>UCLA Lab. and Bio. Safety

>
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On Tuesday, July 9, 1996 at 11:33:38 am DST,

Leslie Hofherr <LESLIE@HHMI.UCLA.EDU> wrote:

>Does anyone have a reference for the autoclave ampules sold

>containing B. stearothermophilus used to indicate of attainment

>of sterilization conditions? I have a research group which has placed a

>particular brand of ampule inside the biohazardous waste bags,

>autoclaved the waste with the ampule inside the bag and found that after

> autoclaving

>for 90 minutes the B. stearothermophilus grew. Ampules which were

>placed outside of the bag did not grow. The directions for use

>state that the ampules should be placed on the outside of the bag or

>next to what ever you are autoclaving.

>Is biohazardous waste so dense that it needs to be autoclaved for

>more than 90 minutes? or is there something funny about these

>ampules? The gauges on the autoclave indicate it is reaching the

>correct pressure and temp. for sterilization.

This would to my opinion largely depend of the size of this bag. Outside the

bag the ampule will experience the autoclaving circumstances (90 min, 120 oC

?) and hence die. Inside the bag the heat has to reach the core through

convection; this depends on the size, and the composition of the material.

The "denser", the better, the more air, the worse (Air is an excellent

insulator). Apparently 120 oC wasn't reached for 90 min. Nothing funny about

the ampules, simple engineering, knowing nothing about biosafety.

kees

>

>Leslie Hofherr

>UCLA Lab. and Bio. Safety

>
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          Report Outlines Safety and Health Accomplishments at the Department

          of Energy's Waste Isolation Pilot Plant

          The 102-page 1995 Industrial Safety and Health Annual Performance

          Report from the U.S. Department of Energy's Waste Isolation Pilot

          Plant (WIPP) is available to you at no cost.  This annual report is

          considered a model by organizations such as the Department of

          Energy's Voluntary Protection Program (VPP).  As the first and only

          VPP Star Site, the WIPP has fulfilled Star Site responsibilities,

          and this report will tell you how we did it.  It covers topics such

          as:

               Significant achievements of 1995

               Management commitment and employee involvement

               Work-site analysis and hazard control

               Industrial Hygiene program review

               Fire protection

               Training

               Motivation and awareness

               Annual injury report

               Management Safety Accountability Program status, with graphs

          The Department of Energy's Carlsbad Area Office is preparing the

          WIPP for a 1998 opening date.  Located 26 miles east of Carlsbad,

          New Mexico, the WIPP is designed to demonstrate the safe, permanent

          disposal of transuranic radioactive waste left from the research

          and development of nuclear weapons.  Project facilities include

          excavated rooms 2,150 feet below the earth's surface in a salt

          formation that is about 225 million years old and 2,000 feet thick.

          Stirred your interest?  For a free copy of the report, e-mail your

          mailing address to Sue Johns at Johnss@wipp.carlsbad.nm.us, or call

          Frank Burchardt at 1-800-336-9477.
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In 1993 we published the results from a study on laboratory biomedical waste

decontamination using steam sterilization(1). The time required to reach 121

C at the load center (measured using type K thermocouples) in a

polypropylene bag half loaded with biomedical waste (avg. 4.2 kg), closed

with an elastomeric band and standing freely in a gravity autoclave was from

20 to 70 min depending on the type of waste and the location of the bag in

the autoclave. To this, sterilization time (15 min) and cooling period must

be added. Addition of water, double bagging or the use of a stainless stell

container increased the heat-up time up to 124 min in some cases. Slashing

bags or processing at 123 C or 132 C decreased this time down to 10 min in

some cases. Depending on the type of waste and the conditions, 90 minutes at

121 C might be too short to get a sterilization of the load including the

ampule.

For biosafety level 2 microorganisms, we used 123 C for 90 min; for

biosafety level 3 microorganisms we used 132 C for 90 min. The bags are

closed with an elastomeric band because of the risk of biological

contamination of the staff and the surrounding when using open bags. No

water is added. All autoclave indicator ampules are negative after

incubation using these settings.  =20

G=E9rard Ozanne

Health and Safety Officer

Laboratoire de sant=E9 publique du Qu=E9bec

Qu=E9bec, Canada

1. Ozanne G., R. Huot and C. Montpetit. 1993. Influence of packaging and

processing conditions on the decontamination of laboratory biomedical waste

by steam sterilization. Appl. Environ. Microbiol 59(12):4335-4337.

>Does anyone have a reference for the autoclave ampules sold

>containing B. stearothermophilus used to indicate of attainment

>of sterilization conditions? I have a research group which has placed a

>particular brand of ampule inside the biohazardous waste bags,

>autoclaved the waste with the ampule inside the bag and found that after

> autoclaving

>for 90 minutes the B. stearothermophilus grew. Ampules which were

>placed outside of the bag did not grow. The directions for use

>state that the ampules should be placed on the outside of the bag or

>next to what ever you are autoclaving.

>Is biohazardous waste so dense that it needs to be autoclaved for

>more than 90 minutes? or is there something funny about these

>ampules? The gauges on the autoclave indicate it is reaching the

>correct pressure and temp. for sterilization.

>

>Leslie Hofherr

>UCLA Lab. and Bio. Safety

>

>
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Subject:      Pseudomonas aeruginosa
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I am looking for references about the hazard classification of Pseudomonas

aeruginosa.  I know it can cause opportunistic infections in humans, but

does this happen in "healthy human adults"?  I am also confused with the

new Appendix B in the NIH Guidelines, which now list Burkholderia ssp.

Does Burkholderia include ALL former Pseudomonas or just some of them?

I am a microbiologist by training, but it seems I have been out of the lab

and into safety too much to have seen this change.

Any information, and especially references, gladly accepted.

Chris

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

PLEASE NOTE NEW e-MAIL ADDRESS: ccarlson@uclink4.berkeley.edu

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

Chris Carlson

Biosafety Officer

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

**********************************************************************
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Ps. aeruginosa can cause dermatitis in otherwise healthy adults.  MMWR has

had a number of reports over the years of dermatitis resulting from exposure

in whirlpool and hot tubs.  Burn patients are at high risk as are people

with cystic fibrosis.

Pseudomonads were a very heterogenous genera, it is less so now.  Some have

been spun off to Burholderia, Comamonas, and Shewanella.

Was                                                    Current (actual or

proposed)

Ps. cepacia                                    Burkholderia cepacia

Ps. caryophylli                              B. caryophylli

Ps. gladioli                                    B. gladioli

Ps. pickettii                                    B. pickettii

Ps. acidovorans                             Comamonas acidovorans

Ps. testosteroni                               C. testosteroni

Ps. putrefaciens                              Shewanella putrefaciens

Welcome to the DNA/RNA transformed world of microbiology!

Richie Fink    Assoc. Biosafety Officer     Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu

At 11:26 AM 7/12/96 -0800, you wrote:

>I am looking for references about the hazard classification of Pseudomonas

>aeruginosa.  I know it can cause opportunistic infections in humans, but

>does this happen in "healthy human adults"?  I am also confused with the

>new Appendix B in the NIH Guidelines, which now list Burkholderia ssp.

>Does Burkholderia include ALL former Pseudomonas or just some of them?

>

>I am a microbiologist by training, but it seems I have been out of the lab

>and into safety too much to have seen this change.

>

>Any information, and especially references, gladly accepted.

>

>Chris

>

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

>PLEASE NOTE NEW e-MAIL ADDRESS: ccarlson@uclink4.berkeley.edu

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

>

>Chris Carlson

>Biosafety Officer

>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

>

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

>
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>Posted: Fri, 12 Jul 96 19:03:01 -0400

>Date: Fri, 12 Jul 96 19:02:01 -0400

>Sender: burgener~ja@glaxo.com

>From: "Jyl Burgener" <burgener~ja@glaxo.com>

>To: "Richard Fink" <rfink@MIT.EDU>

>Subject: Re: Autoclave Indicator Ampules

>Msg-Class: ALL-IN-1 V2.4 BL8 27-Apr-1990 + WPS-PLUS V4.0

>

>[This message is converted from WPS-PLUS to ASCII]

>

>Rich,

>

>I have not been able to put this message on the biolist.  Could you help me

with

>it?

>

>                                        Date Sent: 11-Jul-1996 10:22am EDT

>                                        From:      Jyl Burgener

>                                                   BURGENER JA

>                                        Dept:      Environmental Safety

>                                        Tel No:    (919) 990-6450

>

>TO:  Remote Addressee                     ( biosafety@mitvma.mit.edu )

>

>

>Subject: Disinfectant Protocol

>

>

>I am seeking a protocol or journal reference that would describe the

>experimental design used to perform a comparison between two

>disinfectants used for hand washing or surgical scrub.  Thank you for

>your help and input.

>

>
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One journal reference which compares surgical scrub products is:

"Inactivation of Human Immunodeficiency Virus by Betadine Products and

Chlorhexidine". Journal of Acquired Immune Deficiency Syndromes 2:16-20.

Also, the FDA has a home page on the www; there may be a reference for FDA's

standardized procedures for the evalution of antiseptics. If not, and you are

patiently persistent on the telephone, you will eventually get through to

someone at the FDA who can help you.  Good luck!
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Here are some references that may be helpful.

References

1. Price, P.B. 1938. New quantitative test applied to study of bacteria

flora and disinfectant action of mechanical cleansing. J. Infectious

Disease, 63: 301-318.

2. Williamson, P. and A.M. Klingman. 1965. A new method for the

quantitative investigation of cutaneous bacteria. J. Invest. Dermatology,

45: 498-503.

3. Updegraff, D.M. 1964. A cultural method of quantitatively studying the

microorganisms of skin. J. Invest. Dermatology, 43: 129-137.

4. Kundsin, R.B. and C.W. Walter. 1964. The bacteriology of surgical gloves

from 200 operations. Bacteriological Proceedings.

5. Developments in Industrial Microbiology, Vol. 14, Amer. Institute of

Biological Sciences. Symposium: Current Problems and Approaches in Skin

Microbiology. 1973 Proceedings from a general meeting in Minneapolis,

Minnesota, August 27 - September 1, 1972.

6. Steere, A.C. and Mallison, G.F. 1975. Handwashing practices for the

prevention of nosocomial infections. Ann. Int. Med., 83(5): 683-689.

7. Federal Register, 39: 33135-33140.

8. Vesley, D., Lillquist, D.R. and Le, C.T. 1985. Evaluation of

nongermicidal handwashing protocols for removal of transient microbial

flora. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 49(5): 1067-1071.

I have a protocol that we use in our Environmental Microbiology course as a

student exercise. It is a modification of an FDA method (Federal Register,

39:33135-33140).  If you would like a copy of our "nonofficial glove juice

test protocol for the evaluation of antiseptic handwashing products" please

email me privately.  I will be on vacation next week, but will answer when

I return.

>>                                        Date Sent: 11-Jul-1996 10:22am EDT

>>                                        From:      Jyl Burgener

>>                                                   BURGENER JA

>>                                        Dept:      Environmental Safety

>>                                        Tel No:    (919) 990-6450

>>

>>TO:  Remote Addressee                     ( biosafety@mitvma.mit.edu )

>>

>>

>>Subject: Disinfectant Protocol

>>

>>

>>I am seeking a protocol or journal reference that would describe the

>>experimental design used to perform a comparison between two

>>disinfectants used for hand washing or surgical scrub.  Thank you for

>>your help and input.

>>

>>

Melissa A. Nellis, MPH            Phone:(612)626-5892

University of Minnesota           FAX:  (612)624-1949

Environmental Health and Safety

Boynton Health Service W-140

410 Church St. SE

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55455      nelli001@maroon.tc.umn.edu
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          New Report Provide

          Guidelines for WIPP Quality Assurance Description Program

          A copy of the Quality Assurance Program Description, from the U.S.

          Department of Energy's Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP), is

          available to you at no cost.  This document establishes the minimum

          quality requirements for developing and implementing quality

          assurance programs.

          The report is based on the principle that work should be planned,

          documented, performed under controlled conditions, and periodically

          assessed to establish work item quality and process effectiveness.

          Although the report was written for the WIPP, it also could be used

          by managers or employees at other locations in establishing,

          implementing, and assessing quality assurance programs at their own

          facilities.  Key topics include requirements for:

               Management of Quality Assurance

               Performance of Qualtiy Assurance

               Sample Control and Qualtiy Assurance

               Scientific Investigation Quality Assurance

               Software

          The WIPP is designed to safely and permanently dispose of

          transuranic waste in an ancient, stable salt formation 2,150 feet

          underground.  The facility currently is in an environmental

          compliance permitting phase with the U.S. Environmental Protection

          Agency and the New Mexico Environment Department.

          Permission can be obtained to reproduce the document or modify it

          for organizational use through the DOE's Technology Transfer

          Program.  If you are interested in obtaining non-exclusive

          intellectual property rights to the document, please request a

          "Technology Transfer Instrument" form with your request.

          For a free copy of the Quality Assurance Program Description, e-

          mail Sue Johns at Johnss@wipp.carlsbad.nm.us and include your

          mailing address so that the transfer can be provided.  For

          additional information call Frank Burchardt, toll-free, at 1-800-

          336-9477.
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I am casting a net far and wide in the hope that someone will know of the

company which has taken over the Vickers Medical Pathoflex range of flexible

film isolators (class III isolators). I understand that Vickers has sold

this part of their business.

We have not had occasion to order spares or consumables for some years.

Meanwhile, the agency has changed hands here. The new agent has, after some

months, been unable to trace the new company - perhaps a commercial wrangle.

The only information I have so far is a name ACC (perhaps a european company).

I would appreciate any information. Thank you in anticipation.

Peter Le Blanc Smith

Biocontainment Microbiologist

Australian Animal Health Laboratory

Telephone +61 52 275451

Fax       +61 52 275555
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Subject:      CDC WORKERS EVACUATED?
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Anybody knows more?

Please post.

Thanks

Stefan

CDC WORKERS EVACUATED - ATLANTA, USA

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

>From AP wires:

19 July 1996

>

>        Health Workers Evacuated

>

>           ATLANTA (AP) - The Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

>        evacuated one of its buildings after nine people became sick shortly

>        after arriving for work.

>

>           The employees, suffering from nausea, headaches, diarrhea and

>        rapid heartbeats, were treated at area hospitals Friday, CDC

>        spokeswoman Barbara Reynolds said.

>

>           By late Friday, a CDC emergency response team had not discovered

>        what made the third-floor workers ill, Reynolds said.

>

>           The number of people evacuated was not available.

>

>           The evacuated building houses offices of the National

>        Immunization Program and the National Center for Prevention of HIV,

>        STD and Tuberculosis. It remained closed all day.

- --

David Ornstein

http://www.pragmaticainc.com/davido

Outbreak      --- http://www.outbreak.org/

Browsercaps   --- http://www.pragmaticainc.com/bc/

......................................................................jw
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Reply-To:     Janet Ives <jives@safety.rochester.edu>

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

From:         Janet Ives <jives@SAFETY.ROCHESTER.EDU>

Subject:      viruses

Hi folks,

I am currently gathering some information for a principal investigator

regarding some viruses I have never heard of and/or do not have info on.

If any one has any information (especially an appropriate biosafety

level), I would greatly appreciate a reply. The viruses are human

rotavirus, Norwalk virus, Snow Mountain virus, and Hawaii virus. Thank you.
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From:         Paul Rubock <rubockpa@UMDNJ.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Tetanus Toxin

In-Reply-To:  <9606261500.AA14061@saluki-mail.fiber2.siu.edu> from "Julie

              Kniesly" at Jun 26, 96 10:00:01 am
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Julie, I have a 1982 reference, "Bacterial Toxins: a Table of Lethal

Amounts" from Micro. Rev, vol 46, p. 86.  There it is stated that the LD

50 for mice is 1 ng. and for humans, <2.5 ng/kg. Looks like this is hot

stuff.  Good to hear from you in an electronicmanner of speaking >

> A researcher at SIUC is interested in using a clostridium tetani clone to

> produce tetanus toxin.  While I'm not particularly concerned with c. tetani

> (BL2), I am concerned in the amount of tetanus toxin that will be produced.

> Does anyone have an LD50 for this compound?  I haven't been able to find one

> with my resources.  Also, if anyone has experience with the safety concerns

> of this organism, I would enjoy hearing from you.

>

> Thanks!

>

> Julia Kniesly, CIH

> Center for Environmental Health & Safety

> Southern Illinos University

> Carbondale, IL  62901-6898

> jkniesly@siu.edu

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

From:         "Deborah E. Wilson Dr.PH, Chief OSHB" <dew@HELIX.NIH.GOV>

Subject:      Symposium and Workshop Announcement
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        The Specialty Environments Alliance (S.E.A.) in association with

Stanford University, American Association for Accreditation of Laboratory

Animal Care (AAALAC), B-Safe and BioNet

presents:

            An Interdisciplinary Animal Biosafety Level 3 Seminar and Workshop

                                       featuring

                     Planning, Design, Construction and Operation of

                      Animal Biosafety Level 3 Research Facilities

                              September 11 and 12, 1996

                                Stanford University

                              Tresidder Union Building

This two-day Seminar and Workshop includes one day of lectures and seminars

and the second day is a computer assisted design workshop.  Participants

will apply concepts learned to case studies.  Assisted by computer aided

designers, participant groups will analyze evaluate and plan an ABL-3 animal

facility.  Instructors will oversee group activities.

COURSE OBJECTIVES:

Identify and Resolve:

        *  Facility management problems

        *  Animal handling problems

        *  Hazard containment

        *  Facility Ventilation Problems

        *  Occupational hazard working with animals

        *  Liability exposures

        *  Chemical hazards

        *  Regulatory requirements

Learn and Participate in:

        *  Case studies using computer aided design software

        *  Laboratory and animal facility planning

        *  Interdisciplinary team integration of research, construction,

legal, architectural              and engineering professionals

WHO SHOULD ATTEND?

        *  Biomedical laboratory managers, administrators, and directors

        *  Biosafety, industrial hygiene and environmental health professionals

        *  Animal Facility managers and veterinarians

        *  Design and Construction professionals

FACULTY:

Kathryn Bayne, MS, PhD, DVM

        Associate Director, American Association for Accreditation of

Laboratory Animal Care         (AAALAC)

Murrray L. Cohen, Ph.D., M.P.H., C.I.H.

        Consultant, Former Chief, Medical Device Evaluation Branch, CDC and

Director, Division         of Safety Research, NIOSH

Linda Cork, DVM, Ph.D

        Professor and Chair, Department of Comparative Medicine, Stanford

University

Sanford Feldman, D.V.M.. Ph.D.

        Vice President for Scientific Affairs, AnMed/Biosafe, Inc.  Formerly

Deputy Chief,              Laboratory Animal Medicine and Surgery, NHLBI, NIH

Lisa J. Flynn

        Senior Occupational Safety and Health Specialist, Division of

Safety, NIH

John H. Keene, DrPH

        President, Biohaztec Associates

Glenn Otto, D.V.M.

        Director, Rodent Clinical Services, Veterinary Service Center,

Stanford University

David W. Starfield, Esq.

        Senior Partner, Starfield and Payne, P.C.

Theodore J. Traum, P.E.

        President, Allied Professionals Alliance, a consortium of

archetectural, engineering and         environmental firms

Deborah E. Wilson, DrPH

        Chief, Occupational Safety and Health, NIH

Register early, spaces are limited.

For more information call the Specialty Environments Alliance at

1-800-340-9945 or e-mail your request to FEDC@netaxs.com
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From:         "Madeline J. Dalrymple" <Dalrympl@UWYO.EDU>

Subject:      IAFA Certification of Biosafety Cabinets
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Hi

     Someone suggested having our biological safety cabinets IAFA certified.

 Can anyone share some information or opinions about this method of

certification?

Madeline Dalrymple,

Biological Safety Officer

Environmental Health and Safety

University of Wyoming

Laramie, WY, USA

email:    dalrympl@uwyo.edu

phone:    307-766-2723
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From:         "Deborah E. Wilson Dr.PH, Chief OSHB" <dew@HELIX.NIH.GOV>

Subject:      BL-3 SEMINAR AND WORKSHOP
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        The Specialty Environments Alliance (S.E.A.) in association with

Stanford University, American Association for Accreditation of Laboratory

Animal Care (AAALAC), B-Safe and BioNet

presents:

            An Interdisciplinary Animal Biosafety Level 3 Seminar and Workshop

                                       featuring

                     Planning, Design, Construction and Operation of

                      Animal Biosafety Level 3 Research Facilities

                              September 11 and 12, 1996

                                Stanford University

                              Tresidder Union Building

This two-day Seminar and Workshop includes one day of lectures and seminars

and the second day is a computer assisted design workshop.  Participants

will apply concepts learned to case studies.  Assisted by computer aided

designers, participant groups will analyze evaluate and plan an ABL-3 animal

facility.  Instructors will oversee group activities.

COURSE OBJECTIVES:

Identify and Resolve:

        *  Facility management problems

        *  Animal handling problems

        *  Hazard containment

        *  Facility Ventilation Problems

        *  Occupational hazard working with animals

        *  Liability exposures

        *  Chemical hazards

        *  Regulatory requirements

Learn and Participate in:

        *  Case studies using computer aided design software

        *  Laboratory and animal facility planning

        *  Interdisciplinary team integration of research, construction,

        legal, architectural and engineering professionals

WHO SHOULD ATTEND?

        *  Biomedical laboratory managers, administrators, and directors

        *  Biosafety, industrial hygiene and environmental health professionals

        *  Animal Facility managers and veterinarians

        *  Design and Construction professionals

FACULTY:

Kathryn Bayne, MS, PhD, DVM

        Associate Director, American Association for Accreditation of

        Laboratory Animal Care  (AAALAC)

Murrray L. Cohen, Ph.D., M.P.H., C.I.H.

        Consultant, Former Chief, Medical Device Evaluation Branch, CDC and

        Director, Division of Safety Research, NIOSH

Linda Cork, DVM, Ph.D

        Professor and Chair, Department of Comparative Medicine, Stanford

        University

Sanford Feldman, D.V.M.. Ph.D.

        Vice President for Scientific Affairs, AnMed/Biosafe, Inc.  Formerly

        Deputy Chief, Laboratory Animal Medicine and Surgery, NHLBI, NIH

Lisa J. Flynn

        Senior Occupational Safety and Health Specialist, Division of

        Safety, NIH

John H. Keene, DrPH

        President, Biohaztec Associates

Glenn Otto, D.V.M.

        Director, Rodent Clinical Services, Veterinary Service Center,

        Stanford University

David W. Starfield, Esq.

        Senior Partner, Starfield and Payne, P.C.

Theodore J. Traum, P.E.

        President, Allied Professionals Alliance, a consortium of

        archetectural, engineering and environmental firms

Deborah E. Wilson, DrPH

        Chief, Occupational Safety and Health, NIH

Register early, spaces are limited.

For more information call the Specialty Environments Alliance at

1-800-340-9945 or e-mail your request to FEDC@netaxs.com
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stuart Thompson <STUART@FS1.OH.MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Eye infections transmitted via microscope eyepieces?

Our practice nurse has recently seen a person with conjuctivitis

allegedly caught from an infected microscope eyepiece. She tells me

that this is not an isolated case. What experiences do others have of

this problem? Are Mediwipes appropriate for disinfection of the

eyepieces or is there a better way? What do the microscope

manufacturers recommend? Finally, can conjunctivitis be caused by

exposure to UV light through improper  use of  a fluorescence

microscope?

Stuart Thompson

Biological Safety Officer

University of Manchester
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From:         Ann Rathbun <PLOLINGE@AM.PNU.COM>

Subject:      non-human primate bites
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We are in the process of updating our SOPs regarding the handling of

non-human primates.  One questions that has been raised is regarding what

to do in the event someone was bitten.  Currently, our SOPs do not

distinguish between different monkey species and our clinic would treat all

species bites the same.  Our current SOPs are based on the 1987 CDC

guidelines.

Some of our vets raised the question .. are the SOPs necessary for all

non-human primate bites?  And that NEW WORLD monkeys (which we did not have

when our original SOPs were written) are not known to carry B virus so why

treat bites from New World monkeys any different than a regular animal bite

(dog, rodent, etc.).  For those who may be in the dark as to what a NEW

World monkey is as opposed to an OLD world monkey (I had to ask..)

New world monkeys are squirrel, Cevus, or marmoset,

Old world monkeys would be macaque, stump tail, or reese.

If anyone has any references on this I would appreciate it.

Thanks,

Patty Olinger

Pharmacia & Upjohn - Research Safety 616-833-7931

PLOLINGE@am.pnu.com
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From:         "LouAnn C. Burnett" <lburnett@UIUC.EDU>

Subject:      lab animal allergy
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After an  AAALAC site visit to one of our animal care facilities, the site

visitors recommended that we upgrade animal user and caretaker training

regarding laboratory animal allergy.  I am working with the animal care

staff to develop educational materials and presentations.

I'd appreciate any resources, references,  procedures, policies, advice,

etc., that anyone has found to be particularly useful for this issue.

Thanks a lot!!!

LouAnn

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

LouAnn C. Burnett

Assistant Director, Environmental Health & Safety

Biological Safety Section

Division of Environmental Health & Safety

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

101 S.  Gregory St., MC-225

Urbana, IL  61801

217-244-7362 (office)

217-244-6594 (fax)

lburnett@uiuc.edu

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

Subject:      Re: IAFA Certification of Biosafety Cabinets
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I don't know about IAFA certification. We have our cabinets certified IAW

National Sanitation Foundation (NSF) Standard #49.

I didn't answer your question, but thought it might be helpful info.

Francis

Francis Churchill

Environmental Safety Specialist

University of Vermont - Environmental Safety Facility

PO BOX 53010

655D Spear Street, Burlington, VT  05405-3010

(802) 656-5405

fchurchi@moose.uvm.edu
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From:         "Larry J. Thompson" <ljt2@CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: lab animal allergy
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>After an  AAALAC site visit to one of our animal care facilities, the site

>visitors recommended that we upgrade animal user and caretaker training

>regarding laboratory animal allergy.  I am working with the animal care

>staff to develop educational materials and presentations.

>I'd appreciate any resources, references,  procedures, policies, advice,

>etc., that anyone has found to be particularly useful for this issue.

LouAnn,

A recent reference for your allergy issue,

Epi. Assessment of Lab Animal Allergy Among University Employees

Amer J of Industrial Medicine 29:67-74 (1996)

author L.J. Fuortes

TTFN

Larry

Larry J. Thompson, DVM, PhD

Director of Biosafety

College of Veterinary Medicine

Cornell University                               Phone 607-253-3966

Upper Tower Road                                fax  607-253-3943

Ithaca, NY  14853                                LJT2@Cornell.edu

       "The great tradgedies of science are the slaying of beautiful

hypotheses by ugly facts"

                              (Huxley)
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From:         THOMPSON CHRISTINA Z <THOMPSON_CHRISTINA_Z@LILLY.COM>

Subject:      Re: non-human primate bites

In-Reply-To:  <205f36e0@am.pnu.com>
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We do have different procedures for treating monkey bites, depending upon

whether the bite was from an Old World or New World monkey.

If the individual is bitten by an Old World monkey (macaques in our case),

the potential for B virus infection is assumed.  Therefore, the monkey and

person receiving the bite are monitored for B virus infection.  The wound

site is also cultured for B virus.

On the other hand, we treat bites from New World monkeys (e.g., squirrel

monkeys) no differently than we would a rodent bite.  Our New World

monkeys are quarantined for 60-90 days prior to being moved to animal

research areas, and we then keep those monkeys around for years.

If you would like further details, let me know.

Chris Thompson

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:         gillian norton <Gil@OHS.UWO.CA>

Organization: OHS, U. of Western Ontario

Subject:      use of radioisotopes in biological safety cabinets

Does anyone have  references about what radioisotopes and what

quantity of isotope are acceptable for use in  Class 11A  biological safety

 cabinets?

NSF 49 refers to " volatile radionuclides" Does this mean that 32P

can be used at any amount? At what level should a class II B2 cabinet

be used? What is meant in NSF 49 by " trace quantities" of

radionuclides?
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From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: use of radioisotopes in biological safety cabinets
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>Does anyone have  references about what radioisotopes and what

>quantity of isotope are acceptable for use in  Class 11A  biological safety

> cabinets?

>NSF 49 refers to " volatile radionuclides" Does this mean that 32P

>can be used at any amount? At what level should a class II B2 cabinet

>be used? What is meant in NSF 49 by " trace quantities" of

>radionuclides?

There are no easy answers to this question.

1. The type of radioistope that can be used in the laboratory depends on

your license (assuming that the situation is similar in Canada).

2. BSCs in which radioisotopes are used might require some design

modifications in the cabinet itself (IIA) like charcoal filters and /or in

the building exhaust system (IIB2).

3. I 125 should not be used in a Class II A.

P32 might require additional shielding.

4. Nonvolatile radioisotopes approved for bench work in the laboratory can

be permitted in the BSC as long as the same safety procedures/precautions

are in place, and monitoring is done.

Please seek advice from a radiation safety expert at your facility.

Hope this helps.

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

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

From:         Andrew Braun <AndrewB820@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Contaminated Liquid N2 Refrigerators

Does anyone have a suggestion as to a method of cleaning out a liquid N2

strorage freezer when the N2 has become contaminated? How, for instance, do

you clean the individual vial surfaces without destroying the samples within?

Andy Braun

MGH, Boston
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From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Contaminated Liquid N2 Refrigerators
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Hi Andy - interesting question, but first a question for you - what is the

N2 contaminated with?

Richie Fink

MIT, Cambridge

At 07:46 AM 8/11/96 -0400, you wrote:

>Does anyone have a suggestion as to a method of cleaning out a liquid N2

>strorage freezer when the N2 has become contaminated? How, for instance, do

>you clean the individual vial surfaces without destroying the samples within?

>

>Andy Braun

>MGH, Boston

>

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

Date:         Mon, 12 Aug 1996 09:54:50 -0400

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: Contaminated Liquid N2 Refrigerators
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Andy,

This is only a suggestion.  Often biological samples will be set up for

freezing with DMSO in the buffers, then the vials' temperature reduced

gradually in steps.  One of the steps could be a dry ice/ethanol bath.  The

bath would be small, in a fume hood (due to potential flammablility), but if

the contaminating agent is sensitive to ethanol it might work.  The

temperature is higher than liquid nitrogen but the samples do not thaw and

viability  of stored sample is at least partially retained.  It may drop

somewhat but not to zero.   There might be other combinations of alcohols

with dry ice that might work as well but I have not used them.  Check the

freezing point of any other alcohol used, and water content as well.

Hope this helps.

Claudia Mickelson

MIT ,  Boston

At 07:46 AM 8/11/96 -0400, you wrote:

>Does anyone have a suggestion as to a method of cleaning out a liquid N2

>strorage freezer when the N2 has become contaminated? How, for instance, do

>you clean the individual vial surfaces without destroying the samples within?

>

>Andy Braun

>MGH, Boston

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

From:         Andrew Braun <AndrewB820@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Contaminated Liquid N2 Refrigerators

Richie,

     This is a general question. How about TB? Ebola? Hanta? E. Coli?

Andy

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

Date:         Tue, 13 Aug 1996 17:23:51 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>
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From:         Andrew Braun <AndrewB820@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Contaminated Liquid N2 Refrigerators

Claudia,

     Nice idea. Thanks. This is just a general question posed by an

investigator rather than a pecific instance.

Andy
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From:         Michele Crase <E00MMC1@WPO.CSO.NIU.EDU>

Subject:      Poison Control Centers

I have just rec'd a call from a friend who had some disturbing news.  She

said that the Federal Gov. has withdrawn money for Poison Control

Centers.  How and when this happened is a mystery to us.  In northern

Illinois, a local hospital recently shut down their Poison Control Center

citing duplication of services.  Now we have no #!!!  I tried the number we

had and got a canned message.  Try your number and make sure it

works!  I would also be interested in hearing why this was done and

what we are doing to compensate.

Thanks

Michele Crase

mcrase@niu.edu
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From:         Greg Ritchie <g1623122@EROLS.COM>

Subject:      Re: Poison Control Centers
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At 03:40 PM 8/15/96 -0500, you wrote:

>I have just rec'd a call from a friend who had some disturbing news.  She

>said that the Federal Gov. has withdrawn money for Poison Control

>Centers.  How and when this happened is a mystery to us.  In northern

>Illinois, a local hospital recently shut down their Poison Control Center

>citing duplication of services.  Now we have no #!!!  I tried the number we

>had and got a canned message.  Try your number and make sure it

>works!  I would also be interested in hearing why this was done and

>what we are doing to compensate.

>

>Thanks

>

>Michele Crase

>mcrase@niu.edu

>

>Michele: I research govt. environmental/health info. Let me know if I can

help point you in the right direction.

--

I'm a biotechnology, pharmaceutical, healthcare, environmental information

researcher living in Washington, D.C. If you need answers to specific

questions perhaps I can get your answer with all the resources here in

Washington - or at least point you in the right direction. Consider me as a

resource to help you.
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          New Report Provides Training and Guidelines for Audiovisual Record

          Keeping

          A copy of the 45-page Audiovisual Record Keeping Handbook from the

          U.S. Department of Energy's Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) is

          available to you at no cost.  This training book was designed as an

          Audiovisual Records Keeping Handbook to facilitate compliance with

          federal laws and regulations.  The handbook sets forth a step-by-

          step approach to managing record.

          Although this is a WIPP-specific course book, the instructional

          material is intended to be used by audiovisual managers, employees,

          and record coordinators.  This Audiovisual Records Handbook

          explains how to:

               Inventory records

               Caption and label records

               Complete a records inventory and disposition schedule

               Store and preserve records

          The WIPP is designed to permanently dispose of transuranic

          radioactive waste left from the research and production of nuclear

          weapons.  Located in southeastern New Mexico, 26 miles east of

          Carlsbad, project facilities include disposal rooms excavated in an

          ancient, stable salt formation, 2,150 feet underground.

          Transuranic waste consists of clothing, tools, rags, and other

          items contaminated with trace amounts of radioactive elements,

          mostly plutonium.

          Permission can also be obtained to reproduce the handbook and/or

          modify it for organizational use through the DOE's Technology

          Transfer Program.  For a free copy of the Audiovisual Record

          Keeping Handbook and more information, E-mail Sue Johns at

          Johnss@wipp.carlsbad.nm.us, or call Frank Burchardt at 1-800-336-

          9477.

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

Date:         Thu, 22 Aug 1996 15:19:21 -0400

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

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

From:         "Deanna S. Robbins" <drobbins@UMABNET.AB.UMD.EDU>

Subject:      Toxins listed in Proposed CDC rule

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

I am "clueless" about a number of the toxins mentioned in the proposed

"Addotpma; Requirements for Facilities Transferring or Receiving Select

Infectious Agent." In particular, I need information or references

concerning Abrin, the Cyanginosins, Saxitoxin, Trichothecene mycotoxins,

and Verrucologen.  Any suggestions? Any help greatly appreciated!

Deanna Robbins

Department of Veterans Affairs Medical Center

Baltimore, Maryland

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

Date:         Fri, 23 Aug 1996 09:17:57 -0400

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

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

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Toxins listed in Proposed CDC rule

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Hi Deanna;

Here you go. If available, I included some URL's (Internet addresses) where

you might find some more information.

I hope this helps.

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

Abrin:

Highly toxic glycoprotein, from "Abrus precatorius" (a bean). Abrin belongs

to the group of lectins, which exist in various tissues of plants.

http://128.253.135.85/Tariq/Lectins.htm

----------

Cyanoginosins:

Lethal toxins, that belong to the group of microcystins produced by

cyanobacteria.

http://luff.latrobe.edu.au./~botbml/mictox.html

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

Saxitoxin:

Poison found in certain edible mollusks at certain times; elaborated by

Gonyaulax species (Dinoflagellate protozoans) and consumed by mollusks,

fishes, etc. without ill effects; it is neurotoxic and causes respiratory

paralysis and other effects in mammals, known as paralytic shellfish

poisoning

http://vm.cfsan.fda.gov/~mow/chap37.html

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

Trichothecene mycotoxins:

The trichothecenes produced by Fusarium species, are a group of tetracyclic

12,13-epoxytrichothecene skeleton mycotoxins. As a group, they cause a

variety of symptoms in mammals that might include hemorrhage throughout the

digestive tract, depression of blood regeneration processes, and changes in

the

reproductive system. Signs of intoxication with this mycotoxin include

weight loss, reduced food consumption and utilization, vomiting, diarrhea,

abortion and death.

http://128.253.135.85/Manuel/myco.htm

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

Verrucologen:

A mycotoxin from Penicillium verruculosum. You can get a MSDS on that from

Sigma.

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

Have a nice day.

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

* Stefan Wagener, Ph.D.              *

* Biological Safety Officer          *

* Michigan State University          *

* C-126 Engineering Research Complex *

* East Lansing, MI 48824-1326        *

*                                    *

* Phone:  (517) 355-6503             *

* Fax:    (517) 353-4871             *

*                                    *

* Email:  Stefan@msu.edu             *

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

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

Date:         Fri, 23 Aug 1996 12:41:17 -0005

Reply-To:     chrism@ccohs.ca

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

Comments:     Authenticated sender is <chrism@[192.82.104.1]>

From:         Chris Moore <chrism@CCOHS.CA>

Organization: CCOHS

Subject:      New Mailing List - Health & Safety Canada

A new mailing list, "Health and Safety Canada", has just been

created.

HS-Canada is a means of distributing messages to a group of

individuals with interests in occupational health and safety in a

Canadian context.  Although the list is intended primarily for

Canadians, anyone with an interest in Canadian occupational health

and safety issues is welcome to subscribe.  Messages may be sent in

English or French.

List moderators - Andrew Cutz - cutza@northernc.on.ca (technical)

                - Chris Moore - chrism@ccohs.ca (administrative)

Messages sent to HS-Canada may relate to any occupational or

environmental health and safety topic specific to Canada, specific to

one or more provinces or territories, or of interest to people

working in health and safety in Canada.

The Canadian Centre for Occupational Health and Safety (CCOHS)

provides the facilities for this mailing list, but is in no way

responsible for the accuracy or content of information exchanged

among list subscribers.

To subscribe to HS-Canada, send e-mail to majordomo@ccohs.ca

The body of the message should be

subscribe hs-canada

Any further questions about the list should be directed to the list

owner, Chris Moore (chrism@ccohs.ca).

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

Date:         Fri, 23 Aug 1996 13:08:52 EST

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

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

From:         James Scott <JSCOTT@BOTANY.UTORONTO.CA>

Organization: University of Toronto Botany

Subject:      further to trichothecenes...

Actually, a bunch of fungi in addition to the fusaria produce

trichothecenes and related compounds.  Perhaps the most notorious of

these is Stachybotrys chartarum (aka S. atra), which is a frequent

contaminant on water-damaged drywall and other cellulose-rich

building materials.  The spores of this fungus contain high

concentrations of macrocyclic trichothecenes.  There is a growing

body of scientific literature that associates the respiration of

aerosols of these spores with acute trichothecene mycotoxicoses in

humans and farm animals, particularly horses.  A sobering recent

report (MMWR, HETA 95-0160-2571), suggested a link between exposure

to airborne spores of S. atra and acute pulmonary hemorrhage in

infants in the Cleveland area.

James Scott

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

Date:         Mon, 26 Aug 1996 09:56:40 MST-0700

Reply-To:     therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu

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

From:         THERESE STINNETT <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Organization: UCHSC - Facilities

Subject:      transfer of infectious agents

I am requesting information on how institutions, universities in

particular, go about tracking information on shipping and receiving

of potentially infectious material.

In our setting it seems there is no central record-keeping.  Yet, in

the case of a spill or accident, or perceived exposure, we would be

asked to provide information on the specifics of the shipment.  I

have never had to deal with such a situation myself.

I would appreciate feedback on how such situations  have been dealt

with and how to set up an internal tracking system.  I feel we have

one carrier account that would likely be the means of shipment.

Thanks in advance.

T. Stinnett

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

Date:         Mon, 26 Aug 1996 13:46:34 -0400

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

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

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: transfer of infectious agents

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Hi Therese;

There are a couple of issues that need to be addressed.

First, who would call on you for information about a shipment and why?

Is it about a shipment of infectious materials that has left your facility

and you are providing the required 24 h emergency information?

Or is it about shipments that are received and while handling at your

facility a problem is discovered and staff needs your help?

In the first case, if you offer that service, you need to request all

pertinent information from the shipper (the person responsible for the

shipment). You might be even considering being involved in the packaging

process, to ensure compliance with DOT or other requirements. At least get

a copy of the shipping papers prior to shipment to follow up with any

questions you might have. Emergency response information should include the

nature of the agent, quantity, routes of transmission, relevant medical

treatment options (e.g., vaccination), spill clean-up and more.

In the second case you know as much as the people handling the package at

your facility. The only information you have is the copy of the shipping

papers (if available) and hopefully a phone number of the shipper to get a

better idea what they are shipping.

In any case, consider your involvement very carefully and establish

necessary procedures of being informed. Keep in mind that the shipper is

responsible for all aspects of the packing of dangerous goods in compliance

with applicable regulations.

In respect to the shipment process, any person responsible for the carriage

or opening of packages containing infectious substances becoming aware of

damage to or leakage from such a package, that person must:

- avoid handling the package to keep handling (and contamination) to a minimum;

- inspect adjacent packages for contamination and put aside any that may

have been contaminated;

- inform the appropriate public health authority or veterinary authority,

and provide information on any other countries (or areas) of transit where

persons might have been exposed to danger;

- and notify the consignor (shipper) and/or consignee (recipient).

----------

Hope this helps. Let me know if you need further assistance, or if you

would like to clarify your situation a little bit more.

As usually my own humble opinion and not that of MSU.

Stefan

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

* Stefan Wagener, Ph.D.              *

* Biological Safety Officer          *

* Michigan State University          *

* C-126 Engineering Research Complex *

* East Lansing, MI 48824-1326        *

*                                    *

* Phone:  (517) 355-6503             *

* Fax:    (517) 353-4871             *

*                                    *

* Email:  Stefan@msu.edu             *

**************************************
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Date:         Tue, 27 Aug 1996 09:48:51 EDT

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

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

From:         "Judy M. Pointer/MDACC"

              <Judy_M._Pointer/MDACC%MDACC@NOTES.MDACC.TMC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: transfer of infectious agents

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: Text/Plain

Therese - our procedure is as follows.  Maybe this will help.

When potentially infectious material is received at MD Anderson for research

use (not clinical) we request the Principal Investigator submit a registration

document to our IBC (Institutional Biosafety Committee).  The registration

document details the proposed handling, storage, etc. procedures.  The

committee reviews the request for registration and use and approves it as is,

or suggests modifications before approval.  The signed document + changes are

filed in our Office of Research.

To cover shipment of potentially infectious material from MD Anderson to off

site locations (intra & inter institutional - both clinical and non-clinical)

we have written a policy and disseminated it to all the researches.  The policy

requires the inclusion of a form with the shipment, giving information about

the nature and hazard potentially of the agent.  If the agent is  "highly

pathogenic" (BL 3 or higher), prior to shipment or transfer, a signed letter

(accepting responsibility)  from the intended receiver is required before

shipment.  All DOT regs must be followed during transports.

If you would like a copy of our transport policy &/or the forms, e-mail me back

- and I'll send them via computer.  Plagerisms is welcome. My e-mail address is

jpointer @ notes.mda.tmc.edu

When a spill or accident happens - we have other forms that are used to report

the incident to the safety office.  The safety office takes immediate action if

necessary - to clean up or contain.  Incident /Exposure forms are filled out on

the scene.  Incident / Exposure forms are filed in the Employee Health Services

Department with the employee's records and in the Safety Office.  After a spill

the safety office checks to see if the PI was registered to handle the agent -

if not, a safety violation can be issued to the PI if warranted.  Monthly

tabulations of accidents are reported back to the Safety Office and Safety

committees.  Failure to register infectious agents is reported to the Biosafety

Committee, and may be reported to regulatory agencies &/or Hospital

Administration Executives, if the violation is of a very serious nature

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

Date:         Tue, 27 Aug 1996 16:06:07 CST

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

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

From:         Gail VanGorp <gvangorp@SMTPGATE.ANL.GOV>

Subject:      Milk from Ukraine

     Raw milk, juice, baby food, and water imported from Ukraine for

     research use -- if all these substances have USDA import permits, are

     there any further concerns regarding microorganisms?  If so, which

     ones, and what biosafety level would you recommend?

     (I have not found any USDA warnings for any of these substances

     imported from Ukraine.)

     Thank you very much for your input.

     Gail S. Van Gorp, CIH              Argonne National Laboratory

     gvangorp@anl.gov                   9700 South Cass Avenue

     630/252-3689 (direct)              Building 200, Room L-162

     630/252-7608 (fax)                 Argonne, Illinois 60439

     +++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

     Disclaimer: The view(s) expressed above are my own, and do not necessarily

     represent those of Argonne National Laboratory, the University of Chicago,

     or the U.S. Department of Energy.

     +++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

     End of Message.

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

Date:         Tue, 27 Aug 1996 19:24:34 -0400

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

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

From:         Dennis Hays <dbhays@USAOR.NET>

Subject:      Flavobacterium and IAQ

MIME-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I was wondering if anyone could help me out with an indoor air quality

issue.  Are there any known adverse health effects to Flavobacteria.  A

recent IH investigation revealed microbial contamination with

Flavobacterium (29,000 CFU/ml).

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

Date:         Wed, 28 Aug 1996 09:16:19 -0400

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Flavobacterium and IAQ

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Aerosolized Flavobacteria have been implicated in adverse reaction due to

endotoxin exposure.  Symptoms of endotoxin range from mild flu like to

severe respiratory distress.

Richie Fink     Assoc. Biosafety Officer      Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu

At 07:24 PM 8/27/96 -0400, you wrote:

>I was wondering if anyone could help me out with an indoor air quality

>issue.  Are there any known adverse health effects to Flavobacteria.  A

>recent IH investigation revealed microbial contamination with

>Flavobacterium (29,000 CFU/ml).

>

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

Date:         Wed, 28 Aug 1996 09:56:45 CST

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

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

From:         Gail VanGorp <gvangorp@SMTPGATE.ANL.GOV>

Subject:      Raw Milk from Ukraine

     Raw milk, juice, baby food, and water imported from Ukraine for

     research use -- if all these substances have USDA import permits, are

     there any further concerns regarding microorganisms?  If so, which

     ones, and what biosafety level would you recommend?

     (I have not found any USDA warnings for any of these substances

     imported from Ukraine.)

     Thank you very much for your input.

     Gail S. Van Gorp, CIH              Argonne National Laboratory

     gvangorp@anl.gov                   9700 South Cass Avenue

     630/252-3689 (direct)              Building 200, Room L-162

     630/252-7608 (fax)                 Argonne, Illinois 60439

     +++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

     Disclaimer: The view(s) expressed above are my own, and do not

     necessarily represent those of Argonne National Laboratory, the

     University of Chicago, or the U.S. Department of Energy.

     +++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

     End of Message.

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

Date:         Wed, 28 Aug 1996 10:31:16 CST

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

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

From:         Gail VanGorp <gvangorp@SMTPGATE.ANL.GOV>

Subject:      Raw Milk from Ukraine

     Raw milk, juice, baby food, and water imported from Ukraine for

     research use -- if all these substances have USDA import permits, are

     there any further concerns regarding microorganisms?  If so, which

     ones, and what biosafety level would you recommend?

     (I have not found any USDA warnings for any of these substances

     imported from Ukraine.)

     Thank you very much for your input.

     Gail S. Van Gorp, CIH      Argonne National Laboratory

     gvangorp@anl.gov           9700 South Cass Avenue

     630/252-3689 (direct)      Building 200, Room L-162

     630/252-7608 (fax)         Argonne, Illinois 60439

     +++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

     Disclaimer: The view(s) expressed above are my own, and do not

     necessarily represent those of Argonne National Laboratory, the

     University of Chicago, or the U.S. Department of Energy.

     +++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

     End of Message.

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

Date:         Wed, 28 Aug 1996 12:37:47 -0400

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

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

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Raw Milk from Ukraine

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

You might want to contact the following agencies to inquire about the

permit and any restrictions that are applicable:

Animal products, such as dairy products, are restricted if they originate

in countries that have a different disease status than the United States.

In many case, requirements depend on the destination of the product in this

country. For more information on these imports, phone (301) 734-4401 or

send an e-mail inquiry to the APHIS VS National Import-Export Center

at:"vsncie@aphis.usda.gov"

For information on importing plant products, including fruits, vegetables,

phone (301) 734-8645 or send an e-mail inquiry to APHIS PPQ plant products

at: "a348ospp@attmail.com"

Hope this helps.

Stefan

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

Date:         Wed, 28 Aug 1996 15:22:38 -0500

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

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

From:         Scott Rusk <srusk@NADC.ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Milk from Ukraine -Reply

Gail -- There is an Automated Document Retrieval System for APHIS

import services 301-734-4952.  You could also contact the office staff at

301-436-7885 to get information on import requirements.

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

Date:         Thu, 29 Aug 1996 09:30:25 -0400

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

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

From:         Paul Rubock <rubockpa@UMDNJ.EDU>

Subject:      decon specs (fwd)

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

 Forwarded message:

> From rubockpa@UMDNJ.EDU Thu Aug 29 09:25:34 EDT 1996

> From: Paul Rubock <rubockpa@UMDNJ.EDU>

> Subject: decon specs

> To: safety@uvmvm.uvm.edu

> Date: Thu, 29 Aug 1996 09:25:32 -0400 (EDT)

> Cc: rubockpa@UMDNJ.EDU

> X-Mailer: ELM [version 2.4 PL25]

> Mime-Version: 1.0

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

> Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

> Content-Length: 1291

>

> Our institution has been disposing of its Reg. Med. Waste through placing

> NON-SHARPS in a plastic container lined with a red bag.  The bag and

> container-as a unit-were removed to the vendor's treatment site and the

> containers decontaminated and returned to us.  Lately, the re-usable

> containers have been returned to us in a less-than-satifactory state.

> Infectious disease issues aside, the containers were VISIBLY

> SOILED-a key consideration when dealing with such environmental

> surfaces.  We want to find another vendor for this type of service.

>

> Has anyone out there ever composed specs. for the vendors' decon. process

> of reusable containers (and the trucks that haul them) that they would

> like to share.  I have one set of guidelines from the state of Pa.

> stating that reusable containers shall be:

> exposed (all surfaces) to water of at least 180F for at least 15 seconds OR

>

> treated for at least 3 minutes with: hypochlorite sol'n (500 ppm. available

> chlorine) or phenolic solution (500 ppm active agent) or iodoform

> solution (100 ppm. avail. iodine) or quats (400 ppm. active agent). This

> sounds OK to me if disinfection is preceded or concurrent

> with PHYSICAL REMOVAL of all visible "soil".  Any comments? Thank you.

> Paul Rubock

> ph.   201-622-8424

> fax.  201-982-3694

>

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

Date:         Thu, 29 Aug 1996 08:27:52 MST-0700

Reply-To:     therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu

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

From:         THERESE STINNETT <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Organization: UCHSC - Facilities

Subject:      HEPA filter removal

What is the standard for removal of HEPA filters from a BSC being

retired due to unserviceable motors?  No history of infectious or

radioactive use; strictly murine & human cell lines, tissue culture,

for the past decade.

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

Date:         Thu, 29 Aug 1996 09:29:20 -0500

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

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

From:         Julie Kniesly <jkniesly@SIU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: decon specs (fwd)

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Hi Paul!  Sorry that I can't help you -- we don't have any contractor specs

for biowaste disposal here at SIU since we do all our disposal in-house

(burn in pathological incinerator).  It's pretty rediculous that your hauler

is returning containers with such visible contamination!  Good luck writing

specs for a new contractor.

At 09:30 AM 8/29/96 -0400, you wrote:

>> Our institution has been disposing of its Reg. Med. Waste through placing

>> NON-SHARPS in a plastic container lined with a red bag.  The bag and

>> container-as a unit-were removed to the vendor's treatment site and the

>> containers decontaminated and returned to us.  Lately, the re-usable

>> containers have been returned to us in a less-than-satifactory state.

>> Infectious disease issues aside, the containers were VISIBLY

>> SOILED-a key consideration when dealing with such environmental

>> surfaces.  We want to find another vendor for this type of service.

>>

>> Has anyone out there ever composed specs. for the vendors' decon. process

>> of reusable containers (and the trucks that haul them) that they would

>> like to share.  I have one set of guidelines from the state of Pa.

>> stating that reusable containers shall be:

>> exposed (all surfaces) to water of at least 180F for at least 15 seconds OR

>>

>> treated for at least 3 minutes with: hypochlorite sol'n (500 ppm. available

>> chlorine) or phenolic solution (500 ppm active agent) or iodoform

>> solution (100 ppm. avail. iodine) or quats (400 ppm. active agent). This

>> sounds OK to me if disinfection is preceded or concurrent

>> with PHYSICAL REMOVAL of all visible "soil".  Any comments? Thank you.

>> Paul Rubock

>> ph.   201-622-8424

>> fax.  201-982-3694

>>

>

Julia Kniesly, CIH

Center for Environmental Health & Safety

Southern Illinos University

Carbondale, IL  62901-6898

jkniesly@siu.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 29 Aug 1996 10:38:21 -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: decon specs (fwd)

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

  I have one set of guidelines from the state of Pa.

>> stating that reusable containers shall be:

>> exposed (all surfaces) to water of at least 180F for at least 15 seconds OR

>>

>> treated for at least 3 minutes with: hypochlorite sol'n (500 ppm. available

>> chlorine) or phenolic solution (500 ppm active agent) or iodoform

>> solution (100 ppm. avail. iodine) or quats (400 ppm. active agent). This

>> sounds OK to me if disinfection is preceded or concurrent

>> with PHYSICAL REMOVAL of all visible "soil".  Any comments? Thank you.

>> Paul Rubock

>> ph.   201-622-8424

>> fax.  201-982-3694

>>

>

Paul,

My $0.02:

The physical removal of visible soil is a must for successful

decontamination.  Water at 180F can decontaminate but would take longer then

15 seconds.  500ppm of phenolic is a bit weak, Ps. aeruginosa will easily

survive that for 3 minutes.  To kill with a phenolic in 3 minutes one needs

800-1000ppm.  Quats are never tuberculocidal and are so-so virucidal agents,

but prevent growth of organisms even at very low concentrations.  The

halogens have the broadest spectrum of lethality to microorganisms.

Richie Fink      Associate Biosafety Officer    Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu

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

Date:         Thu, 29 Aug 1996 10:05:12 -0500

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

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

From:         "LouAnn C. Burnett" <lburnett@UIUC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: decon specs (fwd)

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

>> Has anyone out there ever composed specs. for the vendors' decon. process

>> of reusable containers (and the trucks that haul them) that they would

>> like to share.  I have one set of guidelines from the state of Pa.

>> stating that reusable containers shall be:

>> exposed (all surfaces) to water of at least 180F for at least 15 seconds OR

>>

>> treated for at least 3 minutes with: hypochlorite sol'n (500 ppm. available

>> chlorine) or phenolic solution (500 ppm active agent) or iodoform

>> solution (100 ppm. avail. iodine) or quats (400 ppm. active agent). This

>> sounds OK to me if disinfection is preceded or concurrent

>> with PHYSICAL REMOVAL of all visible "soil".  Any comments? Thank you.

Paul,

Illinois Potentially Infectious Medical Waste (PIMW)  regs require reusable

containers to be cleaned and disinfected.  I'll (mostly) quote the

regs--maybe you can use something similar for your specs:

a) Cleaning and disinfection comprises:

        1)  Washing with a solution of detergent used in accordance with

manufacturer's instructions and agitation to remove visible contamination

from each surface, followed by a clean water rinse; and

        2) One of the following methods of low-level disinfection

             a) exposure to hot water of at least 82 degress Centigrade (180

degrees Fahrenheit) for a minimum of fifteen (15) seconds;

             b) rinsing with, or immersion in, a chemical disinfectant

registered by the USEPA, as identified on its label and used in accordance

with manufacturer's instructions;

             c) rinsing with, or immersion in, a hypochlorite solution at a

concentration of 50 ppm.

              d) other methods approved by Illinois EPA as equivalent.

b)  A detegent-sanitizer used in conjunction with agitation to remove

visible contamination may be substituted for the methods above, if used in

accordance with the manufacturer's instructions.

Hope this helps!

LouAnn Burnett

Biological Safety Section

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

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

From:         "Johns, Sue" <johnss@WIPP.CARLSBAD.NM.US>

Subject:      DOE Publishes Waste Minimization and Pollution Prevention

              Awareness Plan for WIPP

The Waste Minimization and Pollution Prevention Awareness Program Plan for

the U.S. Department of Energy's Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) is an

organized, comprehensive effort to systematically reduce the quantity and

toxicity of wastes generated at the WIPP site.

This plan focuses on eliminating or minimizing waste generation through

source reduction, material substitution, and environmentally sound

recycling.  These efforts offer increased protection of public health and

the environment, and they will provide the following additional benefits:

        Reduction of nonradioactive waste management and compliance costs.

        Reduction of resource usage.

        Reduction or elimination of inventories and releases of hazardous

        chemicals reportable under the Emergency Planning and Community

Right-to

Know Act.

Although some of the material is WIPP specific, mush of the information in

the plan could be used in designing or redesigning a plan for your facility

or organization.  Topics include:

        Situation Analysis

        Current Situation

        Program Directives

        Relevant Site Directives or Guidance

        Barrier Analysis

        Site-Wide Program Elements

        Employee Involvement

        Tracking and Reporting

        Pollution Prevention Opportunity Assessments

To obtain a copy of the Waste Minimization and Pollution Prevention

Awareness Program Plan, e-mail Sue Johns at Johnss@wipp.carlsbad.nm.us for a

free copy.  If you need further assistance, call Frank Burchardt at

1-800-336-9477.
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Subject:      What would you do?? What is a diagnostic specimen??
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MIME-Version: 1.0
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Our university is closing a facility and moving the labs located there.

Some of the material they want to move are freezers full of frozen

non-human primate tissues and specimens.  One plan is to secure the

freezers and ship them with the materials in them.  It could be a 5 hour

trip by truck. We have our own drivers and truck.

Our hazardous material expert says this can not be done

because the material is not being shipped for the purpose of diagnosis.

(If the material is called a diagnostic specimen, it is exempt for DOT

regulation)

Do these freezer need to be emptied and material packaged as infectious

substances?

Melinda Young
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From:         Sarah Wolz <swolz@PATH.PATH.COM>

Subject:      BBP decon

We have an employee who occasionally goes to local ER's to pick up human

abscess fluid samples for an aspect of our research.  Most of these samples

come from the indigent IV drug abuser population.  Samples are aliquoted

into small vials, then quick-frozen using an EtOH-dry ice bath before being

transported back to our facility, using secondary and tertiary containers.

 I am considering supplying her with some easily transported materials to

use in deconning the exterior of the vials before plunging into the ice

bath.  We have some samples of "Clean&Safe"-- a 0.13% benzethonium chloride,

20% EtOH towelette.  The convenience of the towelettes is appealing, as the

employee is frequently called in the middle of the night--and she could just

keep a stash in her car.   Does anyone have any information on the efficacy

of such antiseptic cleansing towelettes against bloodborne pathogens--or

have a better idea?   (i.e. squirt bottle of bleach?)

Thanks--

Sarah Wolz

PathoGenesis Corp

Seattle, WA
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Subject:      Re: What would you do?? What is a diagnostic specimen?
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MIME-Version: 1.0
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I would look for a way to ensure that the door closure is secure, wrap

the unit in plastic sheeting, and make the argument it fits the criteria for

TDG packaging.  By virtue of the plastic wrap it would be waterprook.  By

virtue of its metal container it would more than meet pressure

resistance.  By viture of its size, it more than fits size requirements.

Put whatever labels on the surface that the would be required, and ensure

that the contents are defined within the shippers declaration form.

Clearly breaking the unit down for purposes of shipping only increases

the risk to the specimens, the shippers, and the public.

Michael A. Noble MD FRCPC

Microbiology Laboratory

Vancouver Hospital and Heath Sciences Centre: UBC site

Vancouver BC V6T 2B5

On Tue, 3 Sep 1996, Melinda Young wrote:

> Our university is closing a facility and moving the labs located there.

> Some of the material they want to move are freezers full of frozen

> non-human primate tissues and specimens.  One plan is to secure the

> freezers and ship them with the materials in them.  It could be a 5 hour

> trip by truck. We have our own drivers and truck.

>

> Our hazardous material expert says this can not be done

> because the material is not being shipped for the purpose of diagnosis.

> (If the material is called a diagnostic specimen, it is exempt for DOT

> regulation)

>

> Do these freezer need to be emptied and material packaged as infectious

> substances?

>

> Melinda Young

>
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Melinda,

DOT regulates infectious materials.  So, if the tissues and specimens do not

have an agent infectious to humans or animals it would be exempt.   So you

need to find out from the investigator whether the materials contain

infectious agents.  If they do, then you would have to follow the DOT

regulations re: packaging, labeling and manifesting.

Richie Fink   Associate Biosafety Officer    Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@Mit.edu

>Some of the material they want to move are freezers full of frozen

>non-human primate tissues and specimens.  One plan is to secure the

>freezers and ship them with the materials in them.  It could be a 5 hour

>trip by truck. We have our own drivers and truck.

>

>Our hazardous material expert says this can not be done
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Subject:      Re: BBP decon

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Sarah,

I'm not a big fan of Quats - low cidal properties.  I'ld feel better using

70% isopropyl alcohol wipes or a phenolic wipe such as Vionex (Viro Research

International 1-800-395-9929).

Richie Fink   Associate Biosafety Officer   Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu

>bath.  We have some samples of "Clean&Safe"-- a 0.13% benzethonium chloride,

>20% EtOH towelette.  The convenience of the towelettes is appealing, as the

>employee is frequently called in the middle of the night--and she could just

>keep a stash in her car.   Does anyone have any information on the efficacy

>of such antiseptic cleansing towelettes against bloodborne pathogens--or

>have a better idea?   (i.e. squirt bottle of bleach?)

>

>Thanks--

>Sarah Wolz

>PathoGenesis Corp

>Seattle, WA

>
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In the opinion of our hazardous materials expert (and with which I

concur), the specimens you describe would not be considered infectious

substances per DOT unless they are from animals that were known to be

infected with a human or animal pathogen or died of an infectious disease.

Therefore, they would be exempt from DOT regulation for truck transport,

and you should be able to transport them as you wish - in the freezer, on

your truck.

On the other hand, if they are known to be or reasonably suspected to be

infected, then they are regulated for transport as infectious substances

(unless you declare them to be diagnostic specimens). But then I don't

know if the freezer would really meet DOT packaging specifications, as who

knows if someone has dropped on its corner from 29 feet, as DOT requires?

(Even though common sense tells you it's probably a safe shipping

container, it would have to meet DOT specs.)

Chris Thompson

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

The above is my opinion only, not the opinion or advice of Eli Lilly & Co.
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From:         Charles Penner <charles_penner@DNAX.ORG>

Subject:      Brdu anyone?

Mail*Link(r) SMTP               Brdu anyone?

Looking for your knowledge, experience and suggestions to the following:

Shortly,

I am very curious about our proposed handling of (teratogen\mutagen\RTECS -

carcinogen) 5-BROMO-2'-DEOXYURIDINE (BrdU) in our animal facility.  We plan

on administering the DNA precursor to mice in their drinking water (0.8 mg/ml

- sterile water), and then examine the surface markers on labeled cells.

Concern  1. Will the animal bedding be overly contaminated with Brdu?  What

additional

            safety precautions should be taken to protect personnel and\or

area mice?

Concern  2. Disposal of animal bedding as a hazardous waste?  LD50 8400

mg/kg.

Thank you for your input in advance.
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The assumption being made, presumably, is that the samples may contain

Herpes simiae, which if true, may represent some hazard.

Having said this, you can make the argument that the freezer would be a

satisfactory package if the door was secured closed, and the unit was

enveloped in plastic sheeting to make it waterproof.

Labelling and documentation can comply.

Clearly, if the tissues are known to contain, or are highly likely to

contain Herpes simiae, emptying the freezer and transporting individual

boxes would only serve to increase risk.

Michael A. Noble MD FRCPC

Microbiology Laboratory

Vancouver Hospital and Health Sciences Centre

Vancouver BC Canada V5Z 1M9

Tele:  (604) 875-4630  Fax: (604) 875-4100
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From:         Peter Doob <PDOOB@IRP.NIDA.NIH.GOV>

Subject:      Transport of freezers -Reply

In our small research institution, the Safety Unit provides several

research support services outside the traditional safety arena, so

our approach may be unique.

As we provide freezer backup services,  we would plan on having a

suitably equipped safety staffer accompany the truck(s), as much to

protect against loss of samples (due to defrosting brought about by

truck breakdown, accident, bizarre weather, etc.) as to ensure a safe

trip.  We would pack freezers with enough dry ice for 15 hours if the

trip was expected to take 5, and would take a chest of dry ice slabs

along for contingencies.  We would lash each freezer shut separately

and check to see that tying off (restraining) the units against

movement during shipment was adequate.  We would make sure that dry

ice supply at the destination was adequate to handle the freezers

that might not power up successfully due to the ride.  Unless

protecting the paint job was a concern, we would not try to plastic

wrap a freezer.   We would probably insist that a scientific freezer

maintenance firm do the hauling .  And before we shouted

"Gentlepersons, start your engines" we would post to this listserv to

tap the wisdom and experiences of our most thoughtful and caring

colleagues.

Pete Doob

Safety Officer

National Institute on Drug Abuse

Baltimore, MD

410-550-1678
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Mime-Version: 1.0
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Charles, Bromodeoxy uridine is routinely used at MD Anderson in patient

injections - it is an indicator of the number of cells that are going through

cell division (it stains the DNA).  It's also used in animal studies.  It is

non-volatile and has low toxicity compared to many of the chemicals we give

patient's and animals.  It's primary hazard, in a rodent facility, would be

excretion of the parent compound in urinary &/or fecal products, adsorption of

excrement on to animal bedding, and inhalation of contaminated bedding.

In our animal facility we handle it like the antineoplastic drugs.

1. Animals are housed in the biohazard suite (a negative air flow facility with

100% exhaust air going through a HEPA/Charcoal filter bank + 13 room fresh air

changes per hour (ACH).

2. Animal bedding is dumped in negative pressure cage dumpers or Class IIB

Biological Safety Cabinets.

3. Animal cages have bonnets (i.e. microisolators).

4. Staff giving injections, do so in Class II cabinets and/or wear Dust/Mist

mask or HEPA respirator.

5. Facility is cleaned with a damp mop or a vacuum equipped with a HEPA

filtered exhaust.

6. Bedding is disposed in biohazard boxes and incinerated.

7. Staff are gloved and gowned while in the biohazard suite at all times.  They

shower before leaving and the area is restricted to only those advised of the

hazards.

8. All animal experiments with antineoplastics and other low  hazard level,

non-volatile, chemical agents are maintained under these conditions for a

minimum 10 day wash-out period, post injections.

That being said - note that the amount and duration of use of this one chemical

alone would probably cause no occupational hazard to the staff.  However, when

this is added to all the other chemicals handled here, and when many of our

animal care staff work in the area for decades - the cumulative exposure could

be great.  That's why we do it.  On a scale of 1 to 10 of bad things you could

work with in animals - BrDU is probably a 2.  But since some of it is excreted

in the urine and since it is a DNA effector, it falls into that class of agents

which need some control.

In your case - they are putting BrDU into drinking water - Yes - there will be

some in the bedding, take precautions so that the bedding is not aerosolized or

respired.  Will there be some molecular BrDU in the air - No - it is not

volatile.  The only airborne molecules will be found adsorbed to bedding or

other aerosolized solid matter.  So treat it as a particulate hazard.  It is

not a percutaneous hazard - to my knowledge.

Judy Pointer - Safety Specialist,

Biological and Chemical

Environmental Health & Safety

MD Anderson Cancer Center

Houston
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MIME-Version: 1.0
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              boundary="PART.BOUNDARY.0.538.emout10.mail.aol.com.841993895"

--PART.BOUNDARY.0.538.emout10.mail.aol.com.841993895

Content-ID: <0_538_841993895@emout10.mail.aol.com.25850>

Content-type: text/plain

Who's Who Guide

--PART.BOUNDARY.0.538.emout10.mail.aol.com.841993895

Content-ID: <0_538_841993895@emout10.mail.aol.com.25851>

Content-type: text/plain;

        name="REGISTER.TXT"

Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

You can get your Web Site listed in the 1997 edition of =

The Who's Who Guide absolutely FREE!

=0D

This is the third edition of the Who's Who Guide and it

is packed with hundreds of listings of web sites from =

all over the world. We advertise the Who's Who Guide

to hundreds of thousands of computer users every year =

and so you can get great exposure for your site. When =

we receive your listing we will respond by E-Mail and =

let you know the new location for the Guide.

=0D

Please complete the form below and your Web Site will =

be included in the Who's Who Guide - 1997. You must =

complete this form in it's entirety. Please do not =

leave any blanks. Type n/a for any question which is =

not applicable to your Web Site. Do NOT change the line =

structure. Your answers are imported into our database.

Type your answers EXACTLY the way you wish them to =

appear in the Who's Who Guide.

=0D

Send you registration for m to: djsa121851@aol.com

=0D

Administrative Information

=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=

=3D

=0D

1>  Type of Listing (New or Modify)...:    =

2>  Organization Name.................:                  =

3>  Your Name.........................:                          =

4>  Voice Telephone Number............:             =

5>  Your E-Mail Address...............:                =

=0D

Who's Who Guide Listing

=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D=3D

           =

6>  Company Name......................:                       =

7>  E-Mail Address....................:                     =

8>  WWW Address.......................:                        =

9>  Description (Line 1 of 5).........:          =

10> Description (Line 2 of 5).........:          =

11> Description (Line 3 of 5).........:          =

12> Description (Line 4 of 5).........:          =

13> Description (Line 5 of 5).........:          =

--PART.BOUNDARY.0.538.emout10.mail.aol.com.841993895--
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Janet Ives <jives@SAFETY.ROCHESTER.EDU>

Subject:      Transfer of Infectious Agents

Judy Pointer,

I 'd love to get a copy of the transfer policy and the forms to go with it.

I too am faced with dealing with the transfer of infectious agents at our

institution. Thanks. Janet

On Tue, 27 Aug 1996 09:48:51 EDT, Judy M. Pointer/MDACC wrote:

>

>

>Therese - our procedure is as follows.  Maybe this will help.

>

>When potentially infectious material is received at MD Anderson for research

>use (not clinical) we request the Principal Investigator submit a registration

>document to our IBC (Institutional Biosafety Committee).  The registration

>document details the proposed handling, storage, etc. procedures.  The

>committee reviews the request for registration and use and approves it as is,

>or suggests modifications before approval.  The signed document + changes are

>filed in our Office of Research.

>

>To cover shipment of potentially infectious material from MD Anderson to off

>site locations (intra & inter institutional - both clinical and non-clinical)

>we have written a policy and disseminated it to all the researches.  The policy

>requires the inclusion of a form with the shipment, giving information about

>the nature and hazard potentially of the agent.  If the agent is  "highly

>pathogenic" (BL 3 or higher), prior to shipment or transfer, a signed letter

>(accepting responsibility)  from the intended receiver is required before

>shipment.  All DOT regs must be followed during transports.

>

>If you would like a copy of our transport policy &/or the forms, e-mail me back

>- and I'll send them via computer.  Plagerisms is welcome. My e-mail address is

>jpointer @ notes.mda.tmc.edu

>

>When a spill or accident happens - we have other forms that are used to report

>the incident to the safety office.  The safety office takes immediate action if

>necessary - to clean up or contain.  Incident /Exposure forms are filled out on

>the scene.  Incident / Exposure forms are filed in the Employee Health Services

>Department with the employee's records and in the Safety Office.  After a spill

>the safety office checks to see if the PI was registered to handle the agent -

>if not, a safety violation can be issued to the PI if warranted.  Monthly

>tabulations of accidents are reported back to the Safety Office and Safety

>committees.  Failure to register infectious agents is reported to the Biosafety

>Committee, and may be reported to regulatory agencies &/or Hospital

>Administration Executives, if the violation is of a very serious nature

Janet Ives, Industrial Hygienist

Department of Environmental Health and Safety

University of Rochester

jives@safety.rochester.edu

(716)275-3014
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Mime-Version: 1.0
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I need a referral to someone who may be knowledgable about a particular

genetically engineered bacteria and any safe work precautions that we should

take.  Although Pseudomonas fluorescens is considered to be nonpathogenic

(and exempt from the "NIH Guidelines for Research Involving Recombinant DNA

Molecules", listed in Appendix A-1, sublist A, p. 28), I would like an

independent verification that this particular recombinant strain (HK44) is

safe to work with.

We have a researcher who will be releasing this bioluminescent reporter

bacteria in large-scale semi-contained soil caissons or lysimeters.   (The

organism will be used in field studies of on-line biodegradation process

monitoring, control, and optimization for subsurface soil bioremediation of

PAH contaminants.)  The quantity that will be "released" will be about 10e14

cells, partially mixed with about 30 cubic yards of soil, some of which has

been previously contaminated with naphthalene.   I am the health and safety

officer and need advice on what would be prudent safety precautions (eg.

respirators? safety exclusion zone? etc.) for the people who will be working

to fill the lysimeters and mix the bacteria with the soil.

This particular Pseudomonas fluorescens is Strain HK44 (details of the HK44

construction were presented in Science 249:778, 1990.).   HK44 resulted from

the merging of HK9 (later called 18H) with the recombinant

self-transmissible plasmid pUTK21.  The plasmid pUTK21 consists of the

naphthalene degradative plasmid pKA1 (derived from P. fluorescens 5RL, which

has resistance to ampicillin)  to which the intergeneric lux transposon

Tn4431 was inserted.  [The lux gene cassette in Tn4431 is from Vibrio

fischeri; Tn4431 also contains a tetracycline resistance gene and other

transposon genes from Escherichia coli.]

  The University of Tennesse reports that this strain did not sustain growth

at 37 C under culture conditions in the lab.

All this is out of my area of expertise and I would appreciate any advice or

referral to someone who may be knowledgable about this bacterial strain.

Thank you in advance.  You may respond to be directly, if you wish.

(vickdo@ornl.gov)

David O. Vick, M.S., CIH

   Environmental Sciences Health and Safety

  Office of Safety and Health Protection

Oak Ridge National Laboratory              Tel:  (423) 576-6056

P.O. Box 2008                                          Fax: (423) 574-4946

Building-1505  MS-6035                         email:  idv@ornl.gov

Oak Ridge, TN 37831-2008

                                                          @@

Vaya con Dios, mi amigo             \____/

BTW,

If what is written looks too stupid to be written by me, I disclaim it. On

the other hand, if it is brilliant, then I have no one to blame but myself.
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        I'm Greg Ritchie, an environmental scientist (masters degree in

toxicology, course work for Ph.D.) living in the Washington D.C. area. I'm

currently setting up my own EPA library research consulting service. I have

familiarity with the EPA library, National Library of Medicine, and Library

of Congress. The consulting service is designed to help people who can

relate to the following experiences I've had: You've discovered that posting

a technical question on a mailing list may or may not result in a timely,

adequate answer. You realize that searching the Internet may involve hours

of work and in the end you may have little to show for it. You've had the

experience of phoning the EPA for help and been passed from one office to

another before getting a person who may or may not give an adequate answer

to your problem. It's been your experience that people may not have the time

to research your question to your satisfaction and give you "individual

attention". Finally, you've discovered that some EPA documents are not "for

free" and that the distributor from whom you need to order a copy may take

weeks or months to get it into their inventory. Flying to Washington D.C. to

do your own research can be expensive - in time and money. These are real

world problems, folks!

        The idea of my service is to take your question, go over to the EPA

library (only 20 minutes away), go through their materials and databases,

and "sort the wheat from the chaff" for you. I'll also try to get a

technical point of contact if you request one. I encourage you to phone the

EPA library or do your own online searching to get the answer "for free" if

you can. If that works for you - great - and more power to you! For those of

you would would like some more "individual attention", are increasingly

realizing that "time is money", and are seeking an alternative to "the

system", perhaps my service may be able to help you.

        Please remember that I'm still in the process of setting up my

service and it is not yet fully operational because I have a full time job

during the day. I hope to be making the transition to running my service on

a full-time basis very soon. In the interim, I have access to other

government information sources at night and so can provide a limited form of

my service right now.

        I'm truly excited about the prospect of applying my familiarity with

the EPA library to "making a positive impact" for some of you out there.

Interested? Feel free to contact me via e-mail. (Please not: my internet

service provider is growing rapidly and is having to upgrade their e-mail

facilities accordingly. The result has been that e-mail has been "down"

sometimes, and so be patient if I appear to take time to respond to your

message as the problem may be that I have difficulty accessing my e-mail

from the internet service provider's server).

--

I'm a biotechnology, pharmaceutical, healthcare, environmental information

researcher living in Washington, D.C. If you need answers to specific

questions perhaps I can get your answer with all the resources here in

Washington - or at least point you in the right direction. Consider me as a

resource to help you.
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New Publications on Biotechnology Regulation and

Public Debate from The International Centre for Human

and Public Affairs (ORDER INFO SEE BELOW)

Coping with Deliberate Release

The Limits of Risk Assessment

Edited by Ad van Dommelen

ISBN 90-802139-4-2; Dfl(dutch guilders) 69,-, 256 pages with

index

      The fifteen chapters of this volume are the concerted

attempt of internationally distinguished authors from Europe,

the United States and Japan to map promises and perils in the

emerging social and political landscape of modern biotechnolo-

gy. The limits of risk assessment in relation to the delibera-

te release of genetically modified organisms are addressed

with regard to the `Scientific Backgrounds' (Part I), the

`Regulatory Practice' (Part II), and the `Political Conditi-

ons' (Part III). Contributions among others by: Philip Regal -

Sheldon Krimsky - Christine von Weizs=E4cker - Les Levidow

Contested Technology

Ethics, Risk and Public Debate

Edited by Ren=E9 von Schomberg

ISBN 90-802139-2-6; Dfl (dutch guilders) 59,-, 265 pages with

index

      New discursive procedures for technology assessment are

introduced and reflected within the framework offered by

critical theories such as Ulrich Beck's analysis of the `risk

society', J=FCrgen Habermas' theory of communicative action and

Anthony Giddens's approach to late-modernity. The papers

collected for this volume address the following themes: conte-

sted technology: the social-philosophical dimension; public

debate and technological innovation, ethics of risk assessment

and implications for the legal system. Contributions among

others by: Wolfgang van den Daele - Fritz Gloede - Ruth McNal-

ly and Peter Wheale

The Social Management of Biotechnology: Workshop Proceedings

Edited by Peter Wheale

Dfl(dutch guilders) 29,-

      This volume of collected papers is designed to inform,

stimulate and engage all those interested in the emerging

biotechnological age. Topics covered in the text include the

ethical questions raised by the creation of transgenic farm

animals, the morality of genetic experimentation on animals,

the controversy surrounding the patenting of genetic material

and of the transgenic animals themselves, and the ethical

implications of engineering transgenic animals for the sole

purpose of transplanting their organs into humans (xenograf-

ting). Also considered are the environmental hazards, public

policy issues, and the political implications of modern bio-

technology and genetic engineering.

ORDER INFORMATION

Mail your order with a cheque or money order payable to ICHPA

to (or transfer to Postbank account 4307323):

INTERNATIONAL CENTRE FOR HUMAN AND PUBLIC AFFAIRS (ICHPA)

Pastoor Smitsstraat 25

5014 RH Tilburg   Phone/Fax +31-13-5360751

The Netherlands           email: R.vonSchomberg@kub.nl

Rene von Schomberg

Tilburg University

Postbox 90153

5000 LE Tilburg

The Netherlands

tel +31-13-4663018 fax: 31-13-4662892

email: R.vonSchomberg@kub.nl

www page(case sensitive!):

http://www.kub.nl:2080/FWW/EnvEthics/Intro.html
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Hello David.

I did my Master's Research on JP-4 jet fuel degrading micoorganisms at Rice U.

for the "National Consortium for Ground Water Research".  My undergraduate is

in Microbiology.  One bug identified in the consortium of organisms I isolated

was a Toluene degrading Pseudomonas Fluorescence.  Yes, this is probably only

going to grow at lower temps.  It's adapted to the subsurface (aquifer

environment).  Also subsurface micoorganism are adapted to survive with a

minimal amount of carbon source and probably won't compete very well with other

organisms more adapted to survive in the nutrient rich body.  I never took

pathogen precautions (just BL 1 - standard microbiological practices) when I

worked with it.   We did have Class II biological safety cabinets to work in

and we did always kill autoclave our cultures before disposal.  I wore gloves

too - but more to keep my cultures clean than to protect myself.  But then I

didn't deal with the large quantities your project proposes.

I now work in a hospital - do safety stuff.  I think you should basically

handle this as a particulate dust hazard, i.e. go with TLVs established for

"Particulate Not Otherwise Classified" in the work environment.  I think it

regulates inhalable particulate to 10 mg/m^3 and respirable particulate (under

3 micron diameter) to 3 mg/m^3.  Folks should wear dust mist masks, at the

minimum, with the large volumes when the material is otherwise not contained.

Antibiotic resistance adds some concern - but still this should not be a

pathogenic org. b/c of it's temp. requirements.

By the way, the deliberate release of recombinant organisms into the

environment (which this sounds like it is) is covered in the NIH Guidelines for

working with recombinant molecules).  The Office of Recombinant DNA Research at

NIH passes judgement on whether orgs with new genes could harm the community,

etc.  You can find rDNA Guide on Stefans web page  www.orcbs.msu.edu   Also the

EPA has regs on this and the Department of Agriculture has something to do with

this stuff too, I think.  Maybe someone else would know more about that.
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Organization: UCHSC - Facilities

Subject:      incubators

What is the current opinion on the use of decontaminants in CO2

incubators dedicated to tissue culture?  Essentially a

fungicide to keep the mold spores down.......
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From:         Darlene Ward <dward@ADMIN.FSU.EDU>

Subject:      Penicillium patulin

     I need info on the toxicity of Penicillium patulin/urticae and methods

     of decontamination. In addition, I need to know what methods are used

     to decontaminate a coldroom that has mold/mildew growth on the walls

     and possibly other unknowns. Any references/information would be very

     appreciated.

     Thank you

     Darlene Ward

     dward@admin.fsu.edu
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I am looking for information regarding the potential hazard of the p24

protein from HIV-1. A researcher at Brown wants to conduct research

involving immune response to this protein. However, a number of individuals

in the facility are concerned about the risk of exposure. They are not

concerned with exposure to HIV, but to the protein itself. Any information

would be of great help.

Thanx,

Bob

Robert E Casparius

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Brown University

Office of Risk Management

Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912
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Just about any fungi under the proper conditions can produce a toxic

metabolite.  Whether the fungi in question is doing so can only be answered

by actual in situ testing.  P. patulin/urticae can produce patulin a fairly

mild mycotoxin.  It has fairly good anitbiotic, antifungal and

antineoplastic properties and had been tried as an oral antibiotic but the

toxicity was too great.  It has been used as a topical antibiotic.  LD50 IV

in mice - 0.5mg.  LD to cats, mice & rabbits (IV) 10-15mg/kg.

It has caused serious cattle poisoning.  Production of the toxin (on media)

is enhanced by acid conditions.  See Chap. 4 in Moulds, Toxins & Foods by C.

Moreau; John Wiley & Sons, 1979.

See also Chap. 8 in Mycotoxins and Phytoalexins by Raghubir Sharma &

Dattajirao Salunkhe; CRC Press, 1991.  They report no evidence of human

illness from ingestion of patulin contaminated foods.  Patulin can be

degraded via sulfur dioxide, Vit. B1, and sulfhydryl-containing compounds.

In theraputic studies, nasal instillation of  1:5000 caused no ill effects.

Topical application of 01% in vaseline caused no ill effects but 1% did.

Oral ingestion (conc. not given) caused gastric irritation, nausea, and

vomiting.  IV perfusion of 100mg in 500ml produced no ill effects.

Basically I wouldn't worry about any mycotoxins production.  It is too

likely in a nonacidic environment and the toxicity is rather low in any

case.  Too clean the walls - use your favorite disinfectant, chlorine,

iodine, phenolic, 6% hydrogen peroxide, whatever, the fungi is not terrible

resistant.

 At 01:09 PM 9/12/96 EST, you wrote:

>     I need info on the toxicity of Penicillium patulin/urticae and methods

>     of decontamination. In addition, I need to know what methods are used

>     to decontaminate a coldroom that has mold/mildew growth on the walls

>     and possibly other unknowns. Any references/information would be very

>     appreciated.

>

>     Thank you

>

>     Darlene Ward

>     dward@admin.fsu.edu

>
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We have been conducting regular safety audits of our biosafety

        laboratories and are in the process of comparing like programs to revise

        our current version.  Most of the basic concepts are covered, including

        Bloodborne Pathogens.

Can anyone assist with the location of reference materials or existing

        programs that would help with the revision process.  I had no luck

        searching the WWW.  Thanks.

Jeffry Rozak - jeffry.rozak@abbott.com

PPRD Biosafety - Abbott Laboratories
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Posting-date: Fri, 13 Sep 1996 00:00:00 CDT

A1-type: DOCUMENT

We have been conducting regular safety audits of our biosafety

laboratories and are in the process of comparing like programs to revise

our current version.  Most of the basic concepts are covered, including

Bloodborne Pathogens.

Can anyone assist with the location of reference materials or existing

programs that would help with the revision process.  I had no luck

searching the WWW.  Thanks.

Jeffry Rozak - jeffry.rozak@abbott.com

PPRD Biosafety - Abbott Laboratories

--Boundary (ID /USFC2wpNtWlDZVthhjXIw)--
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Subject:      Re: Audit Procedures!

I like to look at the CAP/NCCLS safety checklist portion of the

clinical lab inspections.  It is a good starting point even if you

are not doing clinical lab work.
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From:         Leslie Hofherr <LESLIE@HHMI.UCLA.EDU>

Subject:      carcinogen use in animal studies

A research group would like to inject mice with known carcinogens

some of will come out of the mice in the urine or feces. The

carcinogens will then contaminate the animal bedding. Does anyone

have any suggestions on procedures for changing carcinogen

contaminated animal bedding or the equipment needed to contain the

contaminated animal bedding during the changing process? Also, is

there a better type of cage and/or bedding material to use to limit

aerosolization of the urine/bedding material containing the

carcinogens? Do you have procedures for transporting animals from the

animal facility to the laboratory and back which have been injected with

such carcinogens?

I'd greatly appreciate any information or experience you may have on

this topic!!

Leslie Hofherr

UCLA Laboratory and Biological Safety

Leslie@hhmi.ucla.edu

(310)206-3929
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Leslie wrote:

>A research group would like to inject mice with known carcinogens

>some of will come out of the mice in the urine or feces. The

>carcinogens will then contaminate the animal bedding.

You know that some of the carcinogens administered will be excreted or will

they be metabolized into something else?

>Does anyone

>have any suggestions on procedures for changing carcinogen

>contaminated animal bedding or the equipment needed to contain the

>contaminated animal bedding during the changing process? Also, is

>there a better type of cage and/or bedding material to use to limit

>aerosolization of the urine/bedding material containing the

>carcinogens?

When researchers use carcinogens in mice here, they have to use disposable

cages during the first 48-72 hours when most of the carcinogen will be

excreted.  The bedding is not changed during that time and the animals are

housed in a fume hood/animal hood.  At the end of that period, the cage and

bedding is all disposed of reducing the handling of the bedding and the

generation of aerosols.  The bedding and cages are incinerated.

Do you have procedures for transporting animals from the

>animal facility to the laboratory and back which have been injected with

>such carcinogens?

I try to restrict the movement of cages during the first few days after

administration and use hoods for the cages.  How effective that is will

depend on the material in question.

  Esmeralda Party

  Assistant Director,

  Laboratory Safety & Environmental Health

  The Rockefeller University

  1230 York Ave

  New York, NY 10021

  Phone: (212) 327-8324;  fax: (212) 327-8340

   e-mail: partye@rockvax.rockefeller.edu
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Leslie Hofherr from UCLA asked:

A research group would like to inject mice with known carcinogens

some of will come out of the mice in the urine or feces. The

carcinogens will then contaminate the animal bedding. Does anyone

have any suggestions on procedures .......?

Our institute's main thing is handling carcinogens so we have a pretty

sophisticated system for animal experiments.  Maybe you could use some of the

basic principles found below and come up with something for your situation.

In our animal facility(s) we handle all DNA effectors (including carcinogens,

antineoplastics, mutagens, teratogens, etc.) and highly toxic materials as

follows:

1. Animals are housed in the biohazard suite (a negative air flow facility with

100% exhaust air going through a HEPA/Charcoal filter bank + 13 room fresh air

changes per hour (ACH).

2. Animal bedding is dumped in negative pressure cage dumpers or Class IIB

Biological Safety Cabinets, equipped with HEPA filters inside the suite.

3. Animal cages have bonnets (i.e. microisolators) and corn cob bedding.

Emptied non - disposable cages are sprayed with disenfectant before removal

from the suite for cleaning in a high pressure / temp automatic cage washer,

or disposable cages are burned in biohazard boxes.

4. Staff giving injections, do so in Class II cabinets and/or wear Dust/Mist

mask or HEPA respirator.  Procedure rooms with Class IIA or Class IIB (100%

exhaust) Bio safety cabinets are available in the biohazard facility for giving

injections, autopsies, etc.  Volatile chemicals can only be handled/injected

in the 100% exhaust cabinets (class IIB).  Volatile chemicals (carcinogens,

etc) are not allowed to be administered to rodents via water bottle [drip,

drip].  But they can gavage them , in side of safety cabinets.

5. Facility is cleaned with a damp mop or a vacuum equipped with a HEPA

filtered exhaust.  Rodent program, and all that stuff is in place.

6. Bedding is disposed in biohazard boxes and incinerated on site.  All waste

from the facility is incinerated.

7. Staff are gloved and gowned while in the biohazard suite at all times.  They

wear an appropriate respirator (dust/mist for particulate and non-volatile

agents, and/or activated charcoal with HEPA cartridge for volatile

carcinogens).   They shower before leaving and the area is restricted to only

those advised of the hazards.  The institute washes their uniforms.

8. All animal experiments with toxic, carcinogenic, etc. chemical agents are

maintained under these conditions for a minimum 10 day wash-out period (2 cage

change outs for rodents), post injections.

9. Ususally inoculated animals are not removed from the biohazard suite alive,

only for disposal.  With approval from the IBC an exception to this can be made

for short term metabolic studies (less than 24 hours) in an investigator's lab,

but only if the animal is to be sacrificed (not returned to the facility).  We

have a separate animal elevator (not around patients or other staff) that is

accessable only to approved animal staff - key card activated.  Animals must be

transported in this elevator in a secure cage and taken directly to the lab.

Even with this prcaution - we occationally get an escapee.  Then we have to

track it down and document the release.

Judy Pointer

UT MD Anderson Cancer Center

Houston, TX
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Subject:      Re: carcinogen use in animal studies

     Leslie:

     You may want to bounce this question off the CompMed list--they deal

     with animal research.  Great resource.

     Gwenn Oki

     Research Subjects Protection

     City of Hope National Medical Center

______________________________ Reply Separator _________________________________

Subject: carcinogen use in animal studies

Author:  A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU> at INTERNET

Date:    9/13/96 4:07 PM

A research group would like to inject mice with known carcinogens

some of will come out of the mice in the urine or feces. The

carcinogens will then contaminate the animal bedding. Does anyone

have any suggestions on procedures for changing carcinogen

contaminated animal bedding or the equipment needed to contain the

contaminated animal bedding during the changing process? Also, is

there a better type of cage and/or bedding material to use to limit

aerosolization of the urine/bedding material containing the

carcinogens? Do you have procedures for transporting animals from the

animal facility to the laboratory and back which have been injected with

such carcinogens?

I'd greatly appreciate any information or experience you may have on

this topic!!

Leslie Hofherr

UCLA Laboratory and Biological Safety

Leslie@hhmi.ucla.edu

(310)206-3929
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At 03:36 PM 9/11/96 MST-0700, you wrote:

>What is the current opinion on the use of decontaminants in CO2

>incubators dedicated to tissue culture?  Essentially a

>fungicide to keep the mold spores down.......

>

A QAC seems to be the disinfectant of choice in any humidifying

water-reservoir. Do the manufacturers make any suggestions?

If the incubator is already contaminated, it can be a frustrating time

trying to remove the persistent regrowth. I have had some success with a

thorough clean and disinfection. The incubator may need to be dismantled

(internally) and all panels and shelves cleaned and decontaminated or the

removable metal items steam sterilized. I have found that the gaskets, for

example, sealing the C02 sensor and rubber bungs in ports can be a source

for regrowth. Soaking these gaskets in glutaraldehyde (1%) disinfectant

overnight followed by rinsing seemed to fix that problem. I think that the

sensor was carefully wiped over with glutaraldehyde (1%) disinfectant. It

might be prudent to consult the manufacturer, agent or a competent

instrument technician so that one doesn't damage the incubator.

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

-----

The views contained in this email message are personal and do not

necessarily reflect the view of AAHL or CSIRO.

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

-----

Peter Le Blanc Smith

Biocontainment Microbiologist

Australian Animal Health Laboratory

Telephone +61 52 275451

Fax       +61 52 275555
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From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      ABSA

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

 As many of you probably know, the next ABSA (Amer. Bio. Safety Assoc.)

meeting is this Oct. 20-23 in Salt Lake City.  I will be arriving Fri. the

18th.  We had a nice Biosafty get together in Danvers last year, want to try

again in Salt Lake?

E-mail me privately (rfink@mit.edu) if you are going to be there with dates

and times that would be good for you meet for dinner.  I'll reply to all

with the most popular time.

Richie Fink

Biosafty List Owner

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

Date:         Wed, 18 Sep 1996 15:57:56 -0400

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

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

From:         Claudia Mickelson <claudiam@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: ABSA

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Richie,  I enjoyed the get together in Danvers, what evening s are free? Claudia

At 10:57 AM 9/18/96 -0400, you wrote:

> As many of you probably know, the next ABSA (Amer. Bio. Safety Assoc.)

>meeting is this Oct. 20-23 in Salt Lake City.  I will be arriving Fri. the

>18th.  We had a nice Biosafty get together in Danvers last year, want to try

>again in Salt Lake?

>E-mail me privately (rfink@mit.edu) if you are going to be there with dates

>and times that would be good for you meet for dinner.  I'll reply to all

>with the most popular time.

>

>Richie Fink

>Biosafty List Owner

>

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

Date:         Thu, 19 Sep 1996 08:18:44 -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: ABSA

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Sunday (after the reception), Monday,  Wed.

At 03:57 PM 9/18/96 -0400, you wrote:

>Richie,  I enjoyed the get together in Danvers, what evening s are free?

Claudia

>

>

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

Date:         Thu, 19 Sep 1996 11:33:28 -0400

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

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

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: ABSA SLC Program

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

For more information you can contact ABSA directly via email:

estygariii@aol.com.

Richie Fink

Biosafty List Owner

>             AMERICAN BIOLOGICAL SAFETY ASSOCIATION

>                       PRELIMINARY PROGRAM

>                       OCTOBER 20-23, 1996

>          SALT LAKE CITY, MARRIOTT, SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH

>

>

>

>                    SATURDAY, OCTOBER 19, 1996

>

>

>7:00 - 5:00 pm      Registration

>

>PRE-CONFERENCE WORKSHOPS

>(Advance registration required)

>

>8:00 - 5:00 pm

>SHIPPING REGULATIONS

>     Jim McKay, Art Rutledge

>     Saf-T-Pak

>     Edmonton, Alberta, Canada

>

>8:00 - 12:00 pm

>BIOSAFETY RESOURCES ON THE

>INTERNET - BEGINNING

>     Stefan Wagener          Richard Fink

>     Michigan State Univ     MIT

>     Lansing, Michigan     Cambridge, Massachusetts

>

>1:00 - 5:00 pm

>BIOSAFETY RESOURCES ON THE

>INTERNET - ADVANCED

>     Stefan Wagener          Richard Fink

>     Michigan State Univ     MIT

>     Lansing, Michigan     Cambridge, Massachusetts

>

>1:00 - 5:00 pm

>BSL-3 SOPS AND TRAINING

>     Karen Byers          Ben Fontes

>     Dana Farber Cancer     Yale University

>     Boston, Massachusetts     New Haven, Connecticut

>

>     Henry Matthews          Linda Wolfe

>     CDC                             MIT

>     Atlanta, Georgia          Cambridge,  Massachusetts

>

>

>     SUNDAY, OCTOBER 20, 1996

>

>

>Registration 7:00 - 5:00 pm

>

>Pre-Conference Workshops

>(Advance registration required)

>

>8:00 - 12:00 pm

>HANDS ON CONSTRUCTION

>SOLUTIONS FOR BSL-3 FACILITIES

>     Paul Langevin

>     Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada

>     Winnipeg, Canada

>

>8:00 - 12:00 pm

>RISK ASSESSMENT AND ANALYSIS IN

>BIOSAFETY

>     Diane Fleming

>     Biosafety Consultant

>     Bowie, Maryland

>

>1:00 - 5:00 pm

>RECUMBINANT DNA RESEARCH:

>FROM LAB TO GREENHOUSE TO

>FIELD

>     Patricia Traynor

>     Information Systems for Biotechnology

>     Blacksburg, Virginia

> 1:00 - 5:00 pm

>GLOVING MANAGEMENT

>     Wava Truscott

>     SafeSkin

>     San Diego, California

>

>6:00 - 8:00 pm     OPENING

>RECEPTION - Exhibit Hall

>

>

>     MONDAY, OCTOBER 21, 1996

>

>

>7:00 - 5:00 pm     Registration

>7:00 - 5:00 pm     Exhibit Hall

>7:00 - 8:00 am     Continental Breakfast /Exhibits

>

>8:00 - 8:30 am     OPENING REMARKS

>          Byron S. Tepper, President, ABSA

>          Barbara Johnson, Local Arrangements Chair

>          Jerry J. Tulis, Program Chair

>

>PRESENTATION OF ARNOLD G. WEDUM AWARD FOR

>CONTRIBUTIONS TO MICROBIOLOGICAL SAFETY BY:

>          Byron S. Tepper, President, ABSA

>

>8:30 - 9:30 am     SESSION I

>EAGLESON LECTURE OCCUPATIONAL EXPOSURE FOR

>HEALTHCARE WORKERS:  A PERSONAL PERSPECTIVE

>     Patti A. Wetzel

>     National AIDS Educator

>     Fort Worth, Texas

>

>9:30 - 10:00 am     COFFEE BREAK /EXHIBITS

>

>10:00 - 12:00 noon     SESSION II

>HEALTHY AIR

>

>Moderator:     Jerry J. Tulis

>          Duke University Medical Center

>          Durham, North Carolina

>

>10:00 - 10:30 am

>CONDITIONS ASSOCIATED WITH THE PROLIFERATION

>OF FUNGAL GROWTH IN VENTILATION SYSTEMS

>     Wayne R. Thomann, Jerry J. Tulis, Linda Schmalbeck

>     Duke University Medical Center

>     Durham, North Carolina

>

>10:30 - 10:50 am

>INDOOR AIR QUALITY INVESTIGATION OF A HOSPITAL

>OPERATING SPACE

>     Jack S. Wunder, Robert Orlikowski,

>     Danial Rauwald

>     University of Wisconsin

>     Madison, Wisconsin

>

>10:50 - 11:20 am

>MICROBIAL EMISSIONS FROM A LARGE MUNICIPAL

>SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT

>     Jerry J. Tulis, Wayne R. Thomann, Linda Schmalbeck, Stephen Jadatz

>     Duke University Medical Center

>     Durham, North Carolina

>

>11:20 - 11:45 am

>IMPROVED CONTROL OF MICROBIAL EXPOSURE HAZARDS IN

>BUILDINGS

>     Cecil Smith, Leona Ayers

>     Ohio State University

>     Columbus, Ohio

>

>11:45 - 12:00 noon

>OPEN DISCUSSION

>

>12:00 - 1:30 pm          LUNCH /EXHIBITS

>

>1:30 - 2:30  pm     SESSION III

>GROSS MEMORIAL LECTURE

>

>Moderator:      Debra L. Hunt

>          Duke University Medical Center

>          Durham, North Carolina

>

>1:30 - 2:00 pm     1996 Awardee:

>REPORTED VERSUS OBSERVED RISKS OF EXPOSURE IN THE

>OPERATING ROOM

>     Marc T. Latta, Debra L. Hunt, and

>     Jerry J. Tulis

>     Duke University and Medical Center

>     Durham, North Carolina

>

>2:00 - 2:30 pm     1994 Awardee:

>RESPIRATOR AND SURGICAL MASK FILTER EFFICIENCIES

>USING THREE AIRBORNE BACTERIA

>     Nicole V. McCullough, Lisa M. Brosseau,

>     Donald Vesley, Candace Pilon, Jeff Adams

>     University of Minnesota

>     Minneapolis, Minnesota

>

>2:30  - 3:00 pm     COFFEE BREAK /EXHIBITS

>

>3:00 - 5:00 pm     BUSINESS MEETING

>

>

>

>                     TUESDAY, OCTOBER 22, 1996

>

>

>7:00 - 5:00 pm     Registration

>7:00 - 3:00 pm     Exhibit Hall Open

>7:00 - 8:00 am     Continental Breakfast /Exhibits

>

>8:00 - 9:20 am     SESSION IV

>MEDICAL SURVEILLANCE AND IMMUNOLOGIC READINESS

>

>Moderator:       Mary L. Cipriano

>          Abbott Laboratories

>          Abbott Park, Illinois

>

>8:00 - 8:30 am

>PATIENT CARE DELIVERY UNDER MAXIMUM BIOLOGICAL

>CONTAINMENT CONDITIONS

>     Stephen W. Lomax, Robert J. Hawley

>     U. S. Army Medical Research

>     Institute of Infectious Diseases

>     Fort Detrick

>     Frederick, Maryland

>

>8:30 - 9:00 am

>MANAGING AND USING IMMUNIZATION AND MEDICAL

>SURVEILLANCE DATA

>     David G. Taylor, Richard C.

>     Knudsen, Jonathan Y. Richmond

>     Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

>     Atlanta, Georgia

>

>9:00 - 9:20 am

>OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH AND MEDICAL SUPPORT

>OF PERSONNEL AND THE BIOLOGICAL SAFETY

>PROGRAM AT DUGWAY PROVING GROUND

>     J. David Laraway

>     U.S. Army Dugway Proving Ground

>     Dugway, Utah

>9:20 - 9:50 am     COFFEE BREAK /EXHIBITS

>

>9:50 - 10:50 am     SESSION V

>ANIMAL HUSBANDRY PRACTICES AND HAZARDS

>

>Moderator:       Manuel S. Barbeito

>          Biosafety Consultant

>          Frederick, Maryland

>

>9:50 - 10:10 am

>THE POULTRY HEALTH LABORATORY OF THE UNIVERSITY

>OF ARKANSAS

>     Noel Neighbor

>     University of Arkansas

>     Fayetteville, Arkansas

>

>10:10 - 10:30 am

>SURVEY OF HAZARDS ASSOCIATED WITH SWINE

>VETERINARIANS

>     Amy L. Hafer, Ricky  L. Langley,

>     W.E. Morgan Morrow, Jerry J. Tulis

>     Plum Island Animal Disease Center,

>     Duke University Medical Center,

>     North Carolina State University

>     Greenport, New York, Durham and

>     Raleigh, North Carolina

>

>1030 - 1050 am

>CHARACTERIZATION OF BLOOD-CONTAINING AEROSOL

>GENERATED DURING CANINE TOTAL HIP REPLACEMENT

>SURGERY

>     M. Craig Johnson, Roy M. Buchan,

>     Peter D. Schwarz, Del R. Sandfort

>     Colorado State University

>     Fort Collins, Colorado

>

>10:50 - 11:00 am     OPEN DISCUSSION

>

>11:00 - 11:50 am     SESSION VI

>WEDUM MEMORIAL LECTURE

>OVERVIEW OF OLD UNITED STATES BIOLOGICAL WEAPONS

>PROGRAM

>     William C. Patrick, III

>     Consultant to U.S. on Biological Warfare

>     Frederick, Maryland

>

>11:50 - 12:00 noon

>WEDUM MEMORIAL LECTURE AWARD PRESENTATION

>

>12:00 - 1:30 pm     LUNCH / EXHIBITS

>

>1:30 - 2:30 pm     SESSION VII

>LABORATORY DESIGN AND COMMISSIONING

>

>Moderator:       W. Emmett Barkley

>          Howard Hughes Medical Institute

>          Chevy Chase, Maryland

>

>1:30 - 1:50 pm

>CONCEPTS BEHIND THE PLANNED INFECTIOUS

>DISEASES LABORATORY AT THE CENTERS FOR

>DISEASE  CONTROL AND PREVENTION

>     Jonathan T. Crane, James F. Riley

>     HOK Architects, Inc.

>     Atlanta, Georgia

>

>1:50 - 2:10 pm

>DIRECTORATE OF PUBLIC WORKS (DPW) AND FACILITY

>ENGINEER'S ROLE IN SUPPORT OF A BIOLOGICAL

>TEST PROGRAM

>     David B. Thomas, Jerry N. Simpson

>     U.S. Army Dugway Proving Ground

>     Dugway, Utah

>

>2:10 - 2:30 pm

>MATERIAL TEST FACILITY TESTING CAPABILITIES

>     Gary Bodily

>     U.S. Army Dugway Proving Ground

>     Dugway, Utah

>

>2:30 - 3:00 pm     COFFEE BREAK /EXHIBITS

>3:00 - 5:00 pm     POSTER PRESENTATIONS

>

>A FOLLOW-UP INVESTIGATION OF CHLORINE BLEACH

>FOGGING AS AN ALTERNATIVE TECHNIQUE TO

>FORMALDEHYDE DECONTAMINATION OF

>BIOLOGICAL SAFETY CABINETS

>     Stephen A. Siegel, Richard C. Gastner

>     ENV Services, Inc.

>     King of Prussia, Pennsylvania

>

>UPGRADE OF A BIOLOGICAL CONTAINMENT LEVEL 3

>FACILITY AT DEFENCE RESEARCH LABORATORY

>SUFFIELD

>     D. Bader, J. Cherwonogrodzky, B.

>     Laidlaw, L. Nagata, F. Schmaltz, M.

>     Spence, J. Lawrence, J. Piea

>     Defence Research Establishment

>     Suffield, Equal Air,

>     Sunwise Engineering

>     Medicine Hat, Alberta, Canada

>

>RECOVERY AND SURVIVAL OF THREE BACTERIA ON

>RESPIRATOR FILTERS AND SURGICAL MASKS

>     Nicole V. McCullough, Lisa M. Brosseau,

>     Donald Vesley, Candace Pilon, Jeff Adams

>     University of Minnesota

>     Minneapolis, Minnesota

>

>THE CANADIAN INSPECTION PROGRAMME FOR

>CONTAINMENT LEVEL 3 AND CONTAINMENT

>LEVEL 4 LABORATORIES

>     N. Robichaud

>     Laboratory Centre for Disease

>     Control,  Health Canada

>     Ottawa, Ontario, Canada

>

>AEROSOL INFECTION OF MICE WITH MYCOBACTERIUM

>TUBERCULOSIS  USING A NOSE-ONLY EXPOSURE DEVICE

>     Liana Tsenova, Andre Moreira,

>     Esmeralda Party, Gilla Kaplan

>     The Rockefeller University

>     New York City, New York

>

>DEVELOPMENT AND MANAGEMENT OF A SURPLUS

>CHEMICAL EXCHANGE PROGRAM FOR DUKE

>UNIVERSITY/MEDICAL CENTER

>     Stephen E. Jadatz, Wayne R. Thomann,

>     Michael Lonon, Jerry J. Tulis

>     Duke University and Medical Center

>     Durham, North Carolina

>

>RADIOACTIVE WASTE MINIMIZATION PROGRAM AT DUKE

>UNIVERSITY

>     David Hill, Wayne R. Thomann, Jerry J. Tulis

>     Duke University and Medical Center

>     Durham, North Carolina

>

>THE COMPLIANCE ASSISTANCE PROGRAM; AN INTERACTIVE

>APPROACH TO LABORATORY SAFETY

>     Robert J. Hashimoto, David H. Silberman,

>     Lawrence M. Gibbs

>     Stanford University

>     Stanford, California

>

>

>                    WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 23, 1996

>

>

>8:00 - 10:00      Registration

>

>8:00 - 9:00 am     SESSION VIII

>BIOLOGICAL SAFETY PROGRAMS  AT DUGWAY

>PROVING GROUND

>Moderator:       Diane O. Fleming

>          Biosafety Consultant

>          Bowie, Maryland

>

>8:00 - 8:20 am

>THE ROLE OF MANAGEMENT IN THE DEVELOPMENT

>AND SUPPORT OF A BIOSAFETY PROGRAM

>     I. Gary Resnick, Barbara Johnson

>     U.S. Army Dugway Proving Ground

>     Dugway, Utah

>

>8:20 - 8:40 am

>PUBLIC AFFAIRS IN SUPPORT OF BIOLOGICAL

>SAFETY PROGRAMS: MANAGING THE COMMUNICATIONS,

>COMMUNICATING THE RISK

>     Cheryl Parrott

>     U.S. Army Dugway Proving Ground

>     Dugway, Utah

>

>8:40 - 9:00 am

>LEGAL SUPPORT FOR DUGWAY PROVING GROUND

>BIOLOGICAL SAFETY PROGRAM

>     Jack C. Skeen

>     U.S. Army Dugway Proving Ground

>     Dugway, Utah

>

>9:00 - 9:30 am     COFFEE BREAK

>

>9:30  - 11:30 am     SESSION IX

>THE THREAT OF BIOTERRORISM

>

>Moderator:       Jonathan Y. Richmond

>          Centers for Disease Control

>          and  Prevention

>          Atlanta, Georgia

>

>

>9:30 -  10:00 am

>THE "OHIO PLAGUE INCIDENT:"  TRIGGER FOR A FEDERAL

>REGULATION RESTRICTING POSSESSION, TRANSFER AND

>USE OF DEADLY INFECTIOUS AGENTS

>     Richard C. Knudsen, Jonathan Y. Richmond

>     Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

>     Atlanta, Georgia

>

>10:00 - 10:30 am

>THE PHS INITIATIVE REGARDING TRANSFER OF AGENTS

>HAVING POTENTIAL USE IN BIOTERRORISM

>     Jonathan Y. Richmond, Richard C. Knudsen,

>     Stephen A. Morse, Joseph A. Foster

>     Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

>     Atlanta, Georgia

>

>10:30 - 10:55 am

>ASSESSING THE BW TERRORIST THREAT

>     David Kay, Michael Maldony

>     Hicks & Associates Inc./Science

>     Applications Inter. Corp.

>     McLean, Virginia

>

>10:55 - 11:20 am

>UNDERSTANDING THE CONSEQUENCES OF TERRORIST USE

>OF AIRBORNE HAZARDOUS CHEMICAL AND BIOLOGICAL

>AGENTS RELEASED INSIDE LARGE STRUCTURES

>     Gary T. Phillips, Gordon Eggum, Richard McNally,

>     Morton Rubenstein, Lindsey Thornhill

>     Science Applications International

>     Corporation

>     San Diego, California

>

>11:20 - 11:30 am     OPEN DISCUSSION

>

>11:30 - 12:00 noon     INVITED LECTURE

>HOW TO DEAL WITH THE PRESS AND OTHER PUBLIC

>RELATIONS ACTIVITIES

>     Robert W. Norton

>     United States Department of Agriculture

>     Greenbelt, Maryland

>

>12:00 - 1:30 pm     LUNCH

>

>

>1:30 - 2:30 pm     SESSION X

>BIOSAFETY RESEARCH AND FUTURE CHALLENGES

>

>Moderator:     Jerome P. Schmidt

>          Biosafety Consultant

>          San Antonio, Texas

>

>1:30 - 2:00 pm

>EMERGING COMMUNICABLE DISEASES: THE RESPONSE

>OF WHO

>     Lindsay  J. Martinez

>     World Health Organization

>     Geneva, Switzerland

>

>2:00 - 2:30 pm

>EVALUATION OF MICROBIAL CONTAMINATION IN A

> NATURAL PRODUCTS RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT

>FACILITY

>     Christina Z. Thompson, Stanley K. Lengerich,

>     Morris L.V. French

>     Eli Lilly and Company, MicroAir Inc.

>     Indianapolis, Indiana

>

>2:30 - 3:00 pm     BREAK

>

>3:00 - 4:00 pm     SESSION XI

>BIOLOGICAL CONTAINMENT

>

>Moderator:       Gerard J. Spahn

>          The Salk Institute

>          La Jolla, California

>

>3:00 - 3:20 pm

>PREDICTING PERFORMANCE BASED ON AIRFLOW

>PATTERNS

>     Bob Jones, David Stuart, Dan Ghidoni,

>     Dennis Eagleson

>     The Baker Company

>     Sanford, Maine

>

>3:20 - 3:40 pm

>CURRENT ISSUES IN THE CERTIFICATION OF CLASS II

>BIOLOGICAL SAFETY CABINETS

>     David S. Phillips, Richard Gastner,

>     Stephen Siegel

>     ENV Services, Inc.

>     King of Prussia, Pennsylvania

> 3:40 - 4:00 pm

>EMISSIONS FROM AUTOCLAVES - HAZARDOUS OR NOT

>     Julia Hadar

>     The Hebrew University

>     Jerusalem, Israel

>

>4:00 - 4:20 pm

>AN EVALUATION OF THE MONOLITHIC DOME

>CONSTRUCTION METHOD FOR BIOLOGICAL CONTAINMENT

>STRUCTURES

>     Noel Neighbor, David South

>     University of Arkansas, Monolithic Constructors

>     Fayetteville, Arkansas, Italy, Texas

>

>4:20 - 4:30 pm

>CLOSING REMARKS AND ADJOURNMENT

>

>

>

>                  For air travel you may contact

>                      Passageways Travel at

>                          800-748-0406.

>

>

>

>                     DUGWAY TOUR INFORMATION

>

>Fax the following information to ABSA if you would like to participate

in the tour, (1) name, (2) social security number (if you are a US citizen)

or passport number and city/country of origin (if you are a foreign

>national), and (3) institution affiliation to the ABSA office 847-566-4580

by August 1st. Please recall when visiting Dugway you should bring a

picture I.D., and that federal law prohibits carrying weapons, explosives

>or cameras while on base.

>              PRE-CONFERENCE COURSES

>                          TO BE OFFERED AT

>                   ABSA CONFERENCE SALT LAKE CITY

>

>1.  SHIPPING REGULATIONS  - 8:00 - 5:00

>pm - Saturday

>Jim McKay and Art Rutledge, Saf-T-Pak

>Course contents include applicability, limitations, classsification,

identification, packing, marking and labeling documentation, shipping

with dry ice, shipping with overpacks, offering your shipment

>for transport, emergency response and common shippping problems.

>

>2.  BIOSAFETY RESOURCES ON THE INTERNET - INTRODUCTION

- 8:00 - 12:00 pm - Saturday

>Stefan Wagener, PhD, Biosafety Officer, Michigan

>State University and Richard Fink, Associate

>Biosafety Officer, Massachusetts Institute of Technology.

>Participants will learn how to get connected, facts about history and

ownership of Internet, available health and safety resources on the Internet,

email, newsgroups, mailing lists, netiquette, the pros and cons of Telnet,

FTP and Gopher, the world wide web and where the web is going.

>

>3.  BIOSAFETY RESOURCES ON THE INTERNET - ADVANCED

- 1:00 - 5:00 pm - Saturday

>Stefan Wagener, PhD, Biosafety Officer, Michigan

>State University and Richard Fink, Associate

>Biosafety Officer, Massachusetts Institute of Technology.

>Participants will learn how to work efficiently with a web browser, to

explore available health and safety resources on the Internet,  how to

>download programs and documents from the Internet and topics and

tricks to make the WWW work.

>

>4.  BSL-3 SOPS AND TRAINING - 1:00 - 5:00 pm - Saturday

>Karen Byers, MS, Dana-Farber Cancer Institute; Ben

>Fontes, MPH, Yale University, Henry Matthews,

>PhD, Centers for Disease Control and Prevention,

>Linda Wolfe, BSP Massachusetts Institute of Technology.

>BSL-3 Biosafety Programs are designed to provide practical information

on the biosafety elements necessary for efficient and safe operation of a

BSL-3 facility. Program administration and review, emergency response,

waste issues, medical surveillance and Animal BSL-3 are among the

>topics to be discussed. Standard Operating Procedures and training

programs will also be covered. Each presenter will present information

>on BSL-3 programs at their institutions.

>

>5.  HANDS ON CONSTRUCTION SOLUTIONS FOR BL3 FACILITIES

- 8:00 - 12:00 pm - Sunday

>Paul Langevin, P. Eng., Senior Project Manager for

>Federal Laboratories, Winnipeg, Agriculture and

>Agri-Food Canada.

>This course will present options and provide solutions for the design and

construction of BSL-3 facilities. Topics will include laboratory layout,

>equipment and furnishings, finishes, containment barriers, decontamination

and service transfer devices, liquid effluent treatment, mechanical and

>electrical design principles, and testing and commissioning.

>

>6.  RISK ASSESSMENT AND ANALYSIS IN BIOSAFETY -

>8:00 - 12:00 pm - Sunday

>Diane Fleming, Biosafety Consultant

>The objectives of the course are to identify some of the features associated

with selected microorganisms, compare and contrast risk group criteria from

different countries, lists of agents for the USA, determine information needed

to verify a risk assessment, critique containment conditions and recognize that

risk assessment is ultimately a subjective process.

>

>7.  RECOMBINANT DNA RESEARCH: FROM LAB TO GREENHOUSE

 TO FIELD  - 1:00 - 5:00 pm -  Sunday

>Patricia Traynor, PhD. National Biological Impact

>Assessment Program, Institutional Biosafety

>Committees (IBCs) in the United States, Virginia Tech.

>This course will cover: basic techniques, NIH Guidelines, federal

regulations, biosafety resources and products on the horizon.

>

>8.  GLOVING MANAGEMENT - 1:00 - 5:00 pm - Sunday

>Wava Truscott, PhD, VP Scientific Affairs SafeSkin Corp.

>Course objectives include discussing the following topics, barrier

integrity preservation practices, different glove-related reactions, a plan

of action

>for manageing latex sensitivies,  glove selection criteria, glove associated

wound healing deterrents, hazards associated with glove powder, gloving

>practices that contribute to the spread of nosocomial disease and attributes

critical to proper glove selection.

>

>

>We reserve the right to cancel any course based on lack of participation.

Should a course be canceled, the course registration fee will be refunded in

full.

>

>

>                 AMERICAN BIOLOGICAL SAFETY ASSOCIATION

>THIRTY-EIGHTH BIOLOGICAL SAFETY CONFERENCE, OCTOBER 20-23, 1996, SALT LAKE

CITY, UTAH

>                          REGISTRATION FORM

>Please provide all information requested below exactly as it should appear

on our computer files.

>

>_____________________________________________________________

>Last  Name          First Name     Middle Initial      Guest/Spouse (If

attending)

>_____________________________________________________________

>Affiliation                        Department

>_____________________________________________________________  >Street

Address                     PO Box

>_____________________________________________________________

>City                          State                    Zip

>_____________________________________________________________

Office Phone                  Fax Number               Highest Degree

>

>CONFERENCE FEES:    Pre/Sept 20     Post/Sept 20       Amount Enclosed

>ABSA Member                        $260           $285           $_____________

>Non-Member                           $360           $385

$_____________

>Single Day Registration

(Day__________)                    $150           $150           $_____________

>Emeritus Member                    $ 60           $ 60           $_____________

>Student Registration                $ 35           $ 35

$_____________

>

>(Registration fee includes continental breakfasts, coffee breaks, 2

lunches, opening reception and closing dinner)

>

>PRE-CONFERENCE COURSES

>                                              Member         Non-Member

>1. Shipping Regulations           $190           $215           $_____________

>2. Biosafety Resources

on the Internet-Beginning           $125           $150           $_____________

>3. Biosafety Resources

on the  Internet-Advanced           $125           $150           $_____________

>4. BSL-3 SOPs and Training    $125           $150           $_____________

>5. Hands on Solutions for

BSL-3 Facilities                           $125           $150

$_____________

>6. Risk Assessment and Analysis

 in Biosafety                                 $125           $150

$_____________

>7. Recombinant DNA Research$125           $150           $_____________

>8. Gloving Management            $125           $150           $_____________

>

>ADDITIONAL TICKETS

>Additional Lunch Tickets           $ 15           $ 15           $_____________

>Closing Dinner                            $ 48           $ 48

$_____________

>Trip to Dugway Proving Grounds

(Thursday)                                     $ 28           $ 28

$_____________

>

>PLEASE NOTE ANY SPECIAL DIETARY NEEDS:

__________________________________________________________________________

>

>Please check your choice(s) for the Tuesday Dinner:    __ Chicken     __

Salmon __ Sirloin

>

>____ Please check here if you require special accommodation to maximize

your participation. You will be contacted directly by a member of our

planning staff to discuss what arrangements can be made to meet those needs.

>

>   Check enclosed made payable to American Biological Safety Association.

Checks must be drawn on U.S. banks in U.S. dollars, otherwise they will be

returned to sender.

>

>   Please charge to my Visa / Master Card

#________________________________________________

Exp Date:________________

>

Signature:_____________________________________________

>

>INSTRUCTIONS:

>1.  Guests/Spouses are invited to the Opening Reception.  Guests/Spouses

need to purchase tickets for other events they attend.

>2.  Payment or credit card information must accompany form.  Forms received

without full payment will be returned to sender.

>

>CANCELLATION POLICY:  Cancellations received prior to September 25, 1996 -

90% refund.  Cancellations received September 25-29, 1996 - 50% refund.

Cancellations received after September 29, 1996 - no refund.  SUBSTITUTES  are

>welcome with prior notification if possible.  Mail to:  ABSA, 1202 Allanson

Rd., Mundelein, IL  60060, (847) 949-1517  Fax (847) 566-4580

>

>

>

>

>               American Biological Safety Association

>                       Hotel Reservation Form

>                         October 20-23, 1996

>

>            SALT LAKE CITY MARRIOTT, Salt Lake City, Utah

>

>Cut off date:  October 4, 1996                    Room Rates:    $101

Single/Double

>

>To make your reservation we request you either (1) enclosed a check or

money order covering the first night's stay, or (2) send us the entire

number of your American Express, Diners Club, Visa, Discover Card, Master

Card or Carte Blanche.  Don't forget the expiration date and your signature.

It is necessary to

>complete all the information below.  The Salt Lake City Marriott regrets

that it cannot hold your reservation after 6:00 pm on the arrival without

one of the above.

>

>Mail form to:  75 South West Temple               Reservation Number:

>          Salt Lake City, UT 84101           801-531-0800

>

>Name:______________________________________________________________________

_______________

>

>Address:___________________________________________________________________

_______________

>

>City/State/Zip:____________________________________________________________

_______________

>

>Arrival on:________ Departure on:___________ Please reserve_____________

Room(s) for __________

>People

>

>Name(s) of person(s) sharing accommodations:

>

>______________________________     ___________________________

______________________

>

>Special

Requests:___________________________________________________________________

_______

>

>

>  Check or money order enclosed    Amount:$___________

>

>  Discover       Diners Club         Carte Blanche       Visa

Master Card

>

>Credit Card #__________________________________________________________ Exp

Date:_________

>

>I authorize the Salt Lake City Marriott to charge my account for one

night's deposit and all applicable taxes.

>

>Signature:_________________________________________________________________

_________________

>

>Check out time is 12:00. Rooms may not be available for check in until 3:00

pm. Reservations requested beyond the cut off date are subject to

availability. Rooms may still be available but not necessarily at your group

rate.

>

>

>

>FOR DUGWAY TOUR:

>

>If space is not available at the Salt Lake City Marriott reservations can

be made at:

>

>The Salt Lake Airport Hilton at: 1-800-999-3730 or 801-539-1515.  The

Hilton is holding rooms for Thursday October 24, 1996 only.  The rate for

ABSA members is $94.00 Single or  Double.

>

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

Date:         Fri, 20 Sep 1996 09:22:04 MET-1MEST

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

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

From:         DOBLHOFF-DIER OTTO <DOBLHOFF@EDV2.BOKU.AC.AT>

Organization: Universitaet fuer Bodenkultur Wien

Subject:      Re: ABSA SLC Program

Dear Richie,

The program of the ABSA sounds great. Though travel funds and time

wil lnot allow me to go to the states to take part, I would be very

interested in the proceedings.

 I am the secretary of the European Federation of Biotechnol.'s

 Working Party (WP) on Safety in Biotechnol. and our WP members

 would be very interested in the procedures.To my knowledge ABSA

is considering to found  a European group (EBSA?), this information

coming from Helmut Bachmayer is a member in both ABSA and our WP. I

hope our groups can establish a formal contact and maybe there will

be an opportunity for a joint meeting, symposia, conference. (Vienna,

maybe?). Anyway, the European WP on Biosafety wishes ABSA a

scientifically challenging conference...

Thanks

Otto

Otto Doblhoff-Dier, Inst. Appl. Microbiol, Univ. Agric.,

Nussdorfer Laende 11, A-1190 Vienna, Austria, Europe

Tel: *43-1-36006-6204    Fax:*43-1-3697615

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

Date:         Fri, 20 Sep 1996 08:34:02 -0600

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

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

From:         "Johns, Sue" <johnss@WIPP.CARLSBAD.NM.US>

Subject:      New Report Provides Training & Guidelines for Audiovisual Record

              Keeping

A copy of the 45-page Audiovisual Record Keeping Handbook from the U.S.

Department of Energy's Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) is available to

you at no cost.  This training book was designed as an Audiovisual Records

Keeping Handbook to facilitate compliance with federal laws and regulations.

 The handbook sets forth a step-by-step approach to managing records.

Although this is a WIPP-specific course book, the instructional material is

intended to be used by audiovisual managers, employees, and record

coordinators.  This Audiovisual Records Handbook explains how to:

        Inventory records

        Caption and label records

        Complete a records inventory and disposition schedule

        Store and preserve records

For a free copy of the Audiovisual Record Keeping Handbook and more

information, E-mail Sue Johns your mailing address, or call Frank Burchardt

at 1-800-336-9477.

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

Date:         Fri, 20 Sep 1996 13:06:36 -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:      Training Materials For ABSA Conference

Mime-Version: 1.0

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

Forwarded message from ABSA Education and Training Committee:

>Richie:

>

>Would you please pass on the word via BIOSAFTY that ABSA is looking for

>members to submit their original biosafety training materials for the annual

>exhibit to be held at the Salt Lake City conference in October.

>

>Past exhibits have contained training handouts, manuals, posters, videos,

>computer demos, and lots of other interesting items that members are willing

>to make available.  The items are displayed during the conference and

>attendees are encouraged to browse the exhibit during the breaks, lunch, etc.

>

>It is important to specify if you will provide materials after the

>conference to those who request copies.  If you are willing to make

>materials available, specify if they are free or if there is a cost

>associated with the item.  Items such as videotapes usually have a cost.

>

>Materials should be sent directly to the ABSA National Office (1202 Allanson

>Rd., Mundelein, IL, 60060) as soon as possible!

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 23 Sep 1996 10:28:10 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Infect. Diseases in Xenotransplants, PHS notice

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Today's Federal Register contains a proposed guideline from the Department

of Health and Human Services on Infectious Diseases Issues in

Xenotransplantation.

A copy of the publication (PDF file) was placed in the Biosafety Page at

MSU for your easy access:

http://www.orcbs.msu.edu/biological/biolsaf.htm

See you at the ABSA meeting in Utah.

Stefan :-)

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 24 Sep 1996 14:56:43 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Judy M. Pointer/MDACC"

              <Judy_M._Pointer/MDACC%MDACC@NOTES.MDACC.TMC.EDU>

Subject:      NEED ADVICE

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: Text/Plain

Three questions I need to pose to all you Biosafety experts :

1. Can I beg, borrow or steal your well written, concise, flexible,

institution-wide "chemical hygiene plan" - (we need to gear up to OSHA

compliance in near future and ours is 15 years old)?

- I'm willing to barter away my institutional biological specimen transport

policy  and/or my institutional hearing conservation policy.

2.  Who has used Racal PAPRs [powered air pressure respirators] for respiratory

compliance with hospital TB control policies and /or TB research work?  How did

they work out?  Did they eliminate medical surveillance and/or fit testing

requirements? Were they cost effective?  Did the docs, clinical care staff,

research PIs & lab staff like them?  How did you sterilize them for use in

surgery suites?  How do they hold up?  What kind of maintenance program is

needed for them?  Are there other brands that do the same job?  Have you got

any policies written on them (applications, purpose, compliance monitoring,

maintenance procedures, etc.)?

3.  Who uses SCBAs (self contained breathing apparatus)?  We use them for our

fire response team, our HazMat team (halogenated chemical pours, Hydrogen

Fluoride release response, some chemical spill response) and in our ethylene

oxide sterilizer area - gas release response.  Under 30 units total.  I've got

to come up with a SCBA policy by Jan. 1, 97.  Haven't started yet.  ACK!  Any

help to get me started would be greatly appreciated.  The closer to OSHA

respiratory program compliance the better.

THXS in advance,

Judy Pointer

UT M.D. Anderson Cancer Center

1515 Holcombe Blvd., Box 168

Houston, TX 77346

TEL. 713-745-1423    FAX   713 745-1523

jpointer @ notes.utmdacc.tmc.edu @ internet

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 25 Sep 1996 08:57:08 GMT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Comments:     UMIAMIVM JBETANCO 09/25/96 08:57:11 INTERNET

From:         Jairo Betancourt <JBETANCO@UMIAMIVM.IR.MIAMI.EDU>

Subject:      NEED ADVICE

*** Reply to note of 09/24/96 17:38

I will be more than happy to send you our chemical hygiene plan and our

Respiratory protection Policy. E-Mail me your address or call me at (305)

243-3400.

        Jairo betancourt- University of Miami.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 27 Sep 1996 08:24:41 EST5EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tom Bialke <tom@RAGS.KENT.EDU>

Organization: Kent State University

Subject:      Viability of HIV and HEP-B

My questions to the collective wisdom of the List are:

(My apologies if these have been addressed before, if they have

please point me in that direction)

How long will the HIV and HEP-B virus remain viable after a person

has died?

How long will the Rabies virus remain vialbe in a dead animal?

Tom Bialke

TOM@RAGS.KENT.EDU

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 27 Sep 1996 08:50:14 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Scott Rusk <srusk@NADC.ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Position Announcement

Please spread the word of an opening for Environmental Health

Technician at the USDA, ARS, National Animal Disease Center (NADC),

Ames, Iowa.  Anyone interested should contact Carolyn Kehrli (sounds

like curly) at 515-239-8277 for application forms and information.

The position is with the Environmental Health & Safety Department which

functions in all areas of safety & health, e.g., radiological, chemical,

biological, occupational health, industrial safety, environmental, etc.  The

Department provides service to the NADC and the National Veterinary

Services Laboratories (NVSL).  The two facilities are on 600+ acres and

employ approximately 500 scientists, technicians, and support personnel.

 The missions of the two Centers include basic and applied research,

veterinary biologics, and diagnostics for animal diseases of economic

and veterinary importance (large animal species).

This is an entry level position with general chemistry and biology

(science) college course work, a good attitude, and an excellent work

ethic as basic requirements.  It is a permanent position with a salary

range from $17,000 - $28,000 depending on qualifications.  The

incumbent will perform job duties associated with many of the ongoing

safety programs at the Centers.  (biological safety cabinet testing, fume

hood testing, EtO sterilization, radioactive waste program, chemical

waste programs, biological security, formaldehyde decontamination,

biological filters, fire extinguishers, facility inspections, emergency

preparedness, etc., etc.

Applications will be accepted for two weeks beginning Monday, Sept.

30.

Scott Rusk, Head

Environmental Health & Safety

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 30 Sep 1996 14:16:19 +500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         gillian norton <Gil@OHS.UWO.CA>

Organization: OHS, U. of Western Ontario

Subject:      What containment levels?

What containment level and safety practices should be used for the

following antibiotic resistant organisms?

Staphylococcus aureus : methacillin resistant

Enterococci: vancomycin resistant

The research will involve liquid culture of up to 100ml vols. Will

the antibiotic resistance raise the containment level from 2 to 3?

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 30 Sep 1996 15:55:12 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Eye infections transmitted via microscope eyepieces?

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Sorry for the delay in answering but it took awhile to dig out the

information.  I have a draft of a manuscript (I don't know if it was ever

published or presented)  from around 1982 concerning infections from

microscope use.  The title and author are: "Industrial Ocular Infections

Associated with Microscope Use: An Evaluation of a Commercially Available

Utraviolet Sanitization Unit to Disinfect Industrial Microscope Oculars." by

RB Olcerst, IBM Corp., Poughkeepsie, NY.  In it he reports that workers who

use microscopes were found to suffer from sties and conjunctivitis 10 times

as much as the control group.   The IBM group decided against biocidal wipes

as they damaged the lens coatings and contributed to volatile organic

emissions.  I have no info re: conjunctivitis from UV exposure via a

microscope, but would think it would be possible.

Richard Fink   Assoc. Biosafety Officer, Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu

At 01:27 PM 8/5/96 GMT, you wrote:

>Our practice nurse has recently seen a person with conjuctivitis

>allegedly caught from an infected microscope eyepiece. She tells me

>that this is not an isolated case. What experiences do others have of

>this problem? Are Mediwipes appropriate for disinfection of the

>eyepieces or is there a better way? What do the microscope

>manufacturers recommend? Finally, can conjunctivitis be caused by

>exposure to UV light through improper  use of  a fluorescence

>microscope?

>

>Stuart Thompson

>Biological Safety Officer

>University of Manchester

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 30 Sep 1996 16:43:42 EST

Reply-To:     speaker@ehs.psu.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Curt Speaker <speaker@SAFETY-1.UNIVSFTY.PSU.EDU>

Organization: University Safety - Penn State Univ

Subject:      Re: eye infection from microscope

I remember the study Richie is references regarding transmission of

conjuntivitis via microscope eyepieces.  I think it is much less

likely to occur from a UV exposure, given that glass absorbs UV

light...right?!?

So , what would be the best way to disinfect the eyepieces???

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State University

speaker@ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 1 Oct 1996 11:44:23 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Didier Breyer <dbreyer@SBB.IHE.BE>

Subject:      Re: What containment levels?

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

>What containment level and safety practices should be used for the

>following antibiotic resistant organisms?

>Staphylococcus aureus : methacillin resistant

>Enterococci: vancomycin resistant

>

>The research will involve liquid culture of up to 100ml vols. Will

>the antibiotic resistance raise the containment level from 2 to 3?

Dear Gillian,

The information you give is certainly not complete enough to allow an

accurate answer to your question. Our experience in Belgium in the

evaluation of contained use activities with GMO's or pathogens lead us to

conclude that the answer to such a question needs a full risk assessment

based on a detailed description of the activity: what's the goal of your

activity ? what kind of equipment do you use ? (for example, do you use

equipment, like centrifuges, which can contain aerosols ?) what kind of

techniques do you use ? Do these techniques generate aerosols ? Are the

organisms you are working with airborne-pathogens (I think that S. aureus

can be transmitted by the air and could be infectious via aerosols,

particularly if produced in large amounts). etc etc ...

Moreover, the containment levels must not be considered as four distinct

entities (BL-1, BL-2, BL-3 and BL-4). A "general" containment can be viewed

as the accurate combination of a secondary containment (the building, the

room), a primary containment (equipments such as biological safety

cabinets), laboratory practices and a waste management.

Just an example: in Belgium, we recommand for laboratories performing

secondary cultures or antibiotic-resistance analysis of M. tuberculosis a

true level 3 containment. On the other hand, we consider that primary

identification of TB from clinical samples can be performed in a level 2

laboratory (no negative air-pressure, no dedicated air system, ...), BUT

with the use of appropriate personal protective equipment (aerosol-free

centrifuge, BSC, mask, ...) and with focused attention on the laboratory

practices (which can be considered as BL-3 practices).

Do not forget that 90% of laboratory-acquired infections originate from

human errors and that the main objective of a level 3 secondary

containement is to prevent the escape of large amounts of aerosols to the

environment or to other occupied areas of the facility.

For your information, you can find the containment criteria recommanded in

Belgium for laboratories, animal facilities, greenhouses, hospital rooms

and large-scale units in which pathogen or genetically modified

(micro-)organisms are manipulated at

<http://biosafety.ihe.be/GB/ConfinGB/MenuConf.html>

Hope this will help

Regards

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^

*   BREYER Didier, Ph.D.     Biosafety Expert                      *

*   Biosafety and Biotechnology Service                            *

*   Institute of Hygiene and Epidemiology                          *

*   Rue Juliette Wytsmanstraat, 14      B-1050 Brussels - Belgium  *

*   Ph.: 32-2-642 51 23    Fax: 32-2-642 52 92                     *

*   EMail: dbreyer@sbb.ihe.be       WWW: http://biosafety.ihe.be   *

*                                   FTP: biosafety.ihe.be          *

^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^^

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 1 Oct 1996 07:57:46 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Lynn H. Veach" <cat@ORNL.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Eye infections transmitted via microscope eyepieces?

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Some possible references of interest:

Saari KM

Occupational eye injuries in Finland.

Acta Ophthalmol.  Suppl. 1984 v. 161 :17-28

Olcerst RB

Microbes and ocular infections

Am. Ind. Hug. Assoc. J. v.48 (5) :425-31 , 1987

Paul M

Ocular infections and the industrial use of microscopes J. Occup. Med. 1989

v. 31 (9):763-6

PM 9/30/96 -0400, you wrote:

>Sorry for the delay in answering but it took awhile to dig out the

>information.  I have a draft of a manuscript (I don't know if it was ever

>published or presented)  from around 1982 concerning infections from

>microscope use.  The title and author are: "Industrial Ocular Infections

>Associated with Microscope Use: An Evaluation of a Commercially Available

>Utraviolet Sanitization Unit to Disinfect Industrial Microscope Oculars." by

>RB Olcerst, IBM Corp., Poughkeepsie, NY.  In it he reports that workers who

>use microscopes were found to suffer from sties and conjunctivitis 10 times

>as much as the control group.   The IBM group decided against biocidal wipes

>as they damaged the lens coatings and contributed to volatile organic

>emissions.  I have no info re: conjunctivitis from UV exposure via a

>microscope, but would think it would be possible.

>

>Richard Fink   Assoc. Biosafety Officer, Mass. Inst. of Tech.

>rfink@mit.edu

>

>At 01:27 PM 8/5/96 GMT, you wrote:

>>Our practice nurse has recently seen a person with conjuctivitis

>>allegedly caught from an infected microscope eyepiece. She tells me

>>that this is not an isolated case. What experiences do others have of

>>this problem? Are Mediwipes appropriate for disinfection of the

>>eyepieces or is there a better way? What do the microscope

>>manufacturers recommend? Finally, can conjunctivitis be caused by

>>exposure to UV light through improper  use of  a fluorescence

>>microscope?

>>

>>Stuart Thompson

>>Biological Safety Officer

>>University of Manchester

>>

>

>

Lynn H. Veach

CAT@ornl.gov

Lockheed Martin Energy Systems

Biology Library

POB 2009

Bldg 9224 MS 8079

Oak Ridge, Tn 37831-8079

(423) 574-1241  FAX (423) 574-1240

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 1 Oct 1996 09:26:27 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Brian J. Wimmer" <bwimmer@MERLE.ACNS.NWU.EDU>

Subject:      Embalming and Nervous system tissue

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

A question was raised from our anatomy labs for the med school:

Is there a minumum amount of time needed for the embalming

fluid(formaldehyde, ethanol, phenol,diethylene glycol), to be present in a

cadaver for it to have its effects on  the brain and other

nervous system tissue? Someone is worried about viruses remaining infectious

in brain and spinal cord tissue. Is there references I can use to research

this question?

Thanks for the help.

Brian J. Wimmer

Laboratory Safety Specialist

Northwestern University

bjw@nwu.edu

(847)491-5581

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 1 Oct 1996 10:43:40 -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: Viability of HIV and HEP-B

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

I don't think I have ever seen these questions addressed.  I hope someone in

the group can answer them, I would be very interested too.  Perhaps someone

in the funeral business might know the answer to your first question.

Richie Fink

rfink@mit.edu

At 08:24 AM 9/27/96 EST5EDT, you wrote:

>My questions to the collective wisdom of the List are:

>(My apologies if these have been addressed before, if they have

>please point me in that direction)

>

>How long will the HIV and HEP-B virus remain viable after a person

>has died?

>

>How long will the Rabies virus remain vialbe in a dead animal?

>

>

>Tom Bialke

>TOM@RAGS.KENT.EDU

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 1 Oct 1996 11:14:59 EST

Reply-To:     speaker@ehs.psu.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Curt Speaker <speaker@SAFETY-1.UNIVSFTY.PSU.EDU>

Organization: University Safety - Penn State Univ

Subject:      Re: Embalming and Nervous system tissue

I have been told by people at our Hershey Medical Center that since

every effort is made to remove blood and body fluids from cadavers

before the are embalmed, bloodborne pathogens should not be an issue.

 Nervous tissue may be another story due to blood/brain barriers.

I think it would be prudent to follow maximum viability

considerations - ie., 4-6 hours for HIV, a week for HBV.

Just my $.02

Curt Speaker

Biosafety Officer

Penn State University

speaker@ehs.psu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 1 Oct 1996 21:18:26 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Mail Man <Djsa121851@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Who's Who Guide

If you would like a copy of the 1997 edition

of the Who's Who Guide, which is packed with

hundreds of WWW Sites from all over the world,

then just visit.......

    http://206.136.141.254

If you have a web site you would like to list

in the 1997 edition of the Who's Who Guide, go to

our Registration Site..........

    http://206.136.141.254/register.htm

If you need to set up a Web Site of your own, and

you need a Web Host, telnet://206.136.141.254

We also offer a one week FREE TRIAL. You'll also

get FULL INTERNET and thousands of SHAREWARE GAMES!

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 3 Oct 1996 09:29:02 CST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Brian Olson <bolson@PROMEGA.COM>

Subject:      Wanted:  Aerosol consultant

Hi, I am a long time reader of this list and find the topics very pertinent

to our operations and projects.  I hope the following is acceptable to this

mail list.

We are looking for a consultant that specializes in analyzing aerosol

generation in standard bacterial fermentation processes.  We need someone

with extensive commercial 'large scale' fermentation processing experience.

If you can direct me to a source (consultant-bank) where I can find someone

for this project, or would like more information about this project, please

send me an email directly [bolson@promega.com].

Thanks,

Brian Olson

Manager, Env. Health & Safety

Promega Corporation

Madison, WI

bolson@promega.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 3 Oct 1996 10:07:26 CST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Brian Olson <bolson@PROMEGA.COM>

Subject:      aerosol consultant needed.

2nd send - Error first time...............................................

Hi, I am a long time reader of this list and find the topics very pertinent

to our operations and projects.  I hope the following is acceptable to this

mail list.

We are looking for a consultant that specializes in analyzing aerosol

generation in standard bacterial fermentation processes.  We need someone

with extensive commercial 'large scale' fermentation processing experience.

If you can direct me to a source (consultant-bank) where I can find someone

for this project, or would like more information about this project, please

send me an email directly [bolson@promega.com].

Thanks,

Brian Olson

Manager, Env. Health & Safety

Promega Corporation

Madison, WI

bolson@promega.com

Received: from helix.promega.com by MRNA.PROMEGA.COM (SMTPLINK V2.10.08)

    ; Thu, 03 Oct 96 10:01:00 CST

Return-Path: <Mailer-Daemon@cdc1.cdc.gov>

Received: from cdc1.cdc.gov (cdc1.cdc.gov [158.111.4.15]) by helix.promega.com

 (8.7.3/8.7.3) with SMTP id JAA08867 for <bolson@PROMEGA.COM>; Thu, 3 Oct 1996

 09:58:46 -0500 (CDT)

Received: from SmtpOut.em.cdc.gov by cdc1.cdc.gov (5.0/SMI-SVR4)

    id AA07860; Thu, 3 Oct 1996 10:49:50 -0400

Received: by SmtpOut.em.cdc.gov with Microsoft Mail

    id <325363BF@SmtpOut.em.cdc.gov>; Thu, 03 Oct 96 10:57:03 EST

From: POSTMASTER@NIOSHE2.EM.CDC.GOV

To: Brian Olson <bolson@PROMEGA.COM>

Subject: Mail failure

Date: Thu, 03 Oct 96 10:47:00 EST

Message-Id: <325363BF@SmtpOut.em.cdc.gov>

Encoding: 53 TEXT

X-Mailer: Microsoft Mail V3.0

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 3 Oct 1996 14:28:33 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johns, Sue" <johnss@WIPP.CARLSBAD.NM.US>

Subject:      New Report Outlines Safety and Health Accomplishments at

              Department of Energy's Waste Isolation Pilot Plan

The 1995 Industrial Safety and Health Annual Performance Report from the

U.S. Department of Energy's (DOE) Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) was

previously made available to you at no cost.  This annual report has been

considered a model by organizations such as the DOE's Voluntary Protection

Program (VPP).  As the first VPP Star Site, the WIPP has fulfilled Star Site

responsibilities.

As an enhancement to the earlier report, we now are offering copies of the

Voluntary Protection Program Assessment Checklist.  This guide was adapted

from the DOE-VPP onsite review criteria.  It covers topics such as:

        General criteria

        Management leadership

        Employee involvement elements

        Work-site analysis

        Hazard prevention and control

        Safety and health training

The DOE's Carlsbad Area Office is preparing the WIPP for a November 1997

opening date.  The WIPP is designed to safely and permanently dispose of

defense generated transuranic waste left from the research and development

of nuclear weapons.

For a free copy of the 1995 Industrial Safety and Health Annual Performance

Report or the Voluntary Protection Program Assessment Checklist, e-mail your

request, including your mailing address, to Sue Johns at:

Johnss@wipp.carlsbad.nm.us.  If further assistance is required, please call

Frank Burchardt at 1-800-336-9477.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 3 Oct 1996 15:43:33 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johns, Sue" <johnss@WIPP.CARLSBAD.NM.US>

Subject:      New Report Outlines Safety and Health Accomplishments At

              Department of Energy's Waste Isolation Pilot Plant

The 1995 Industrial Safety and Health Annual Performance Report from the

U.S. Department of Energy's (DOE) Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) was

previously made available to you at no cost.  This annual report has been

considered a model by organizations such as the DOE's Voluntary Protection

Program (VPP).  As the first VPP Star Site, the WIPP has fulfilled Star Site

responsibilities.

As an enhancement to the earlier report, we now are offering copies of the

Voluntary Protection Program Assessment Checklist.  This guide was adapted

from the DOE-VPP onsite review criteria.  It covers topics such as:

        General criteria

        Management leadership

        Employee involvement elements

        Work-site analysis

        Hazard prevention and control

        Safety and health training

The DOE's Carlsbad Area Office is preparing the WIPP for a November 1997

opening date.  Located 26 miles east of Carlsbad, New Mexico, the WIPP is

designed to safely and permanently dispose of defense generated transuranic

waste left from the research and development of nuclear weapons.

For a free copy of the 1995 Industrial Safety and Health Annual Performance

Report or the Voluntary Protection Program Assessment Checklist, e-mail your

request, including your mailing address, to Sue Johns at:

Johnss@wipp.carlsbad.nm.us.  If further assistance is required, please call

Frank Burchardt at 1-800-336-9477.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 4 Oct 1996 09:33:36 MET-1MEST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         DOBLHOFF-DIER OTTO <DOBLHOFF@EDV2.BOKU.AC.AT>

Organization: Universitaet fuer Bodenkultur Wien

Subject:      Re: Wanted:  Aerosol consultant

Dear Brian,

there are people in UK how have done great stuff on aersols in

fermentation processes, validation of aerosol-samplers etc. Please

contact

Allen Bennett

Biosafety Investigation Unit

Centre for Appl. Microbiol. and Research

Porton Down, Salisbury, SP40jg, UK

Tel: *44-1980 612392

Fax: *44-1980 611384

or

G. Leaver

AEA Technology

Biotechnol. Services

353 Harwell

Didcoto 0X110RA, UK

tel: *44-1235-436126

FAX: *44-1235-432997

Hope that will help

Otto

Otto Doblhoff-Dier, Inst. Appl. Microbiol, Univ. Agric.,

Nussdorfer Laende 11, A-1190 Vienna, Austria, Europe

Tel: *43-1-36006-6204    Fax:*43-1-3697615

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 4 Oct 1996 11:41:33 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Barry Cohen <bdcohen@TIAC.NET>

Subject:      Pest Control: Inspection Frequency

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Facilities that perform rDNA activities or manufacture under cGMP are

required to have a Pest Control Policy in place.  Does anyone know of any

specific citations in the regs that talk about frequency of inspections

(monthly, quarterly, semi-anully, etc).

Any personal thoughts on the subject.

Thanks for efforts.

Barry

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Barry David Cohen

Site Manager, Safety & Environmental Compliance

Genzyme Corporation

500 Soldiers Field Road

Allston, MA 02134

VM:    (617) 562-4507

FAX   (617) 562-4510

EM:    bdcohen@tiac.net

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 4 Oct 1996 12:18:02 -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: Pest Control: Inspection Frequency

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Don't know about GMP but under NIH rDNA - no inspection frequency is

mentioned.  We have the pest control co. inspect/check each lab at least

monthly.

Richie.

Assoc. Biosafety Officer,  MA Inst. of Tech

rfink@Mit.edu

At 11:41 AM 10/4/96 -0400, you wrote:

>Facilities that perform rDNA activities or manufacture under cGMP are

>required to have a Pest Control Policy in place.  Does anyone know of any

>specific citations in the regs that talk about frequency of inspections

>(monthly, quarterly, semi-anully, etc).

>

>Any personal thoughts on the subject.

>

>Thanks for efforts.

>

>Barry

>

>~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

>Barry David Cohen

>Site Manager, Safety & Environmental Compliance

>Genzyme Corporation

>500 Soldiers Field Road

>Allston, MA 02134

>VM:    (617) 562-4507

>FAX   (617) 562-4510

>EM:    bdcohen@tiac.net

>~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 4 Oct 1996 14:47:00 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sarah Wolz <swolz@PATH.PATH.COM>

Subject:      Fate of BBPs in HPLC eluant

I'm interesting in finding information on the fate of bloodborne pathogens

when eluting human plasma components off an HPLC column in  (1) 90%

methanol/10% water,  or (2) 60% acetonitrile, 38% water and 2%

dinitrofluorobenzene.  I'm trying to characterize this waste--and it sure

would make life simpler if I could call it just solvent waste, and not mixed

biohazardous/chemical waste...  If anyone has any direct information on this

issue, or knows of someone I could contact, please let me know.  We are not

able to culture the material for validation ourselves.

If you contact me directly, I will post a summary to the list.  Thanks--

Sarah Wolz

PathoGenesis Corp.

swolz@path.path.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 4 Oct 1996 15:49:21 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Melinda Young <biosafe@U.WASHINGTON.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Embalming and Nervous system tissue

In-Reply-To:  <199610011426.AA194359971@merle.acns.nwu.edu>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

I have been gone most of this week so I'm not sure that this was answered.

But when I see a question about embalming and brain tissue I think of Slow

viruses or prions.(transmissible spongiform enceplaopathies) These agents

are known to remain infectious when formalin-fixed.  Check Biosafety in

Microbiological....page 121.

______________________________________________________________________________

Melinda Young, R.S.                     University of Washington

Biosafety Supervisor                    Environmental Health and Safety

Biosafety/Environmental Health Section  Box 354400

biosafe@u.washington.edu                Seattle, WA 98195-4400

(206)543-7278-voice mail

(206)543-3351-fax                       Office:Rm 411 of Hall Health Center

(206)543-9510-answered by real person 8-5 weekdays

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 4 Oct 1996 17:05:00 -0800

Reply-To:     JOHN BAIR <john.bair@filebank.cts.com>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         JOHN BAIR <john.bair@FILEBANK.CTS.COM>

Organization: The File Bank BBS - Fallbrook, CA  619-728-7307 (data)

Subject:      Re: Pest Control: Inspection Frequency

As a licensed pest control person I must say that inspections are only

half the job. An integrated approach should be instituted. The pests

should be built out. Inspections are to insure that your program is

effective. What is your problem?

John Bair

=========================================================================

Date:         Sat, 5 Oct 1996 04:47:44 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         HENRY BOYTER <hboyter@AM.EARTHTECH.COM>

Subject:      Flavobacteria

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: TEXT/PLAIN; CHARSET=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Does anyone have info on flavobacteria and indoor air quality that they could

share.  Please respond directly.

HBoyter@earthtech.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Sat, 5 Oct 1996 18:26:14 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         HENRY BOYTER <hboyter@AM.EARTHTECH.COM>

Subject:      Flavobacteria and IAQ

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: TEXT/PLAIN; CHARSET=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Does anyone have info on flavobacteria and indoor air quality case histories

that they could share.  Please respond directly.

HBoyter@earthtech.com

Senior Scientist

EARTH TECH

=========================================================================

Date:         Sun, 6 Oct 1996 00:47:30 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         HENRY BOYTER <hboyter@AM.EARTHTECH.COM>

Subject:      Flavobacteria and IAQ

In-Reply-To:  <9610041617.AA13491@MIT.MIT.EDU>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: TEXT/PLAIN; CHARSET=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Does anyone have info or case histories on flavobacteria and indoor air quality

that they could share.  Please respond directly.

HBoyter@earthtech.com

Senior Scientist EARTH TECH

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 7 Oct 1996 01:08:02 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         HENRY BOYTER <hboyter@AM.EARTHTECH.COM>

Subject:      Biosafety

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: TEXT/PLAIN; CHARSET=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Does anyone have info or case histories on flavobacteria and indoor air quality

that they could share.  Please respond directly.

Dr. Henry A. Boyter, Jr.

Senior Scientist EARTH TECH

HBoyter@earthtech.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 9 Oct 1996 15:55:59 PST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Leslie Hofherr <LESLIE@HHMI.UCLA.EDU>

Subject:      air currents

Are air curtains ever used to limit a persons exposure to infectious

aerosols? Examples would be to place a downward air curtain in a doorway to

limit aerosols spreading from the room or place a downward air

curtain in front of a piece of equipement that would generate aersols

to limit the aerosol from spreading to the room.

A graduate student who uses a cell sorter asked me this question.

My first impression is that it would be expensive to design air

curtains, and that they would not be practical because a curtain

would have to generated and then the aersol contaminated curtain

would have to be pulled through some kind of HEPA filtration system.

But maybe there is some application for air currents in control of

biohazardous aerosols?

Leslie Hofherr, M.P.H.

UCLA Laboratory and Biological Safety

Leslie Hofherr

UCLA Laboratory and Biosafety

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 10 Oct 1996 10:45:24 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: air currents

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

>Are air curtains ever used to limit a persons exposure to infectious

>aerosols?

Yes, assuming you mean a laminar flow of clean air surrounding your object.

This principle is used for example in clean benches and biosafety cabinets.

For people protection, it is used as one directional airflow in facilities.

Having the air from a positive pressure environment (e.g., clean hallway)

being drawn through a clean ante-room into a potentially contaminated

isolation room (negative pressure). People in the hallway and the ante-room

are protected.

The setting you are talking about is probably not feasible, since every

clean stream of laminar air is prone to interruption by moving objects,

causing disturbances in the airflow pattern. To put a piece of equipment in

a downward air curtain would only work if the curtain is very big or the

equipment very small and no one moves around in the curtain.

A better way would be to have the equipment or part of it under constant

negative air pressure with the result that any potential aerosol is

immediately removed.

Last but not least, if administrative and engineering controls do not take

care of the problem use PPE, like a respirator.

Best thing to do, is to eliminate the hazard.

Hope this helps.

Stefan

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 10 Oct 1996 11:59:56 EDT

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:      SLC, Dinner, Error messages

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

The 2nd annual Biosafty dinner will be held in Salt Lake City on Oct. 21 at

the Lazy Moon Pub.  We are gathering at the lobby of the downtown Marriott

at 6:30PM under a BL2 sign.  All are welcomed.

As many of you have noticed, when you post to the list you get one or more

error messages.  The new version of Listserv notifies the poster along with

the list owner of delivery errors.   These errors do NOT mean that your post

did not go to the list, it did, just that one or more subscribers did not

get your posting due to bad address, full mailbox, computer off line, etc.

Ignore the errors.  I will read the documentation manual and see if I can

revert it back to the old way - only the list owner got notified.

Richie Fink

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Sun, 13 Oct 1996 02:41:16 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lillian Connors <lconnors@FREENET.COLUMBUS.OH.US>

Subject:      Confined space entry -- blood tank

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

   Blood is collected from floor scuppers in abattoirs, glycolated,

and transported via tank trucks to a rendering plant.  The blood

is drained via 2-inch flexible hoses by gravity to a holding sump.

Sometimes clots of blood as large as trout are found in the bottom

of the truck tank, where they could clog the drain unless removed.

It is the custom at a certain rendering plant that a man alone

enters the blood tank through a roof hatch, wearing waterproof

boots and gloves, and he picks up the clots and puts them into

a pail.  Then he hoists the pail by hand directly overhead to

another man who is outside the tank.  The bottom of the pail is

usually dripping wet.  Sometimes as many as five pails of clots

are removed from a single truck tank.  The man may have to clean

out as many as six tanks per workday.

   What are appropriate microbiological indicators to assess

the air quality inside the truck tank?  Do research results

exist to support a requirement to wear personal protective

equipment while working inside the blood tank?

   The abattoirs primarily handle cattle, swine, and chickens.

--Lillian Connors   lconnors@freenet.columbus.oh.us

=========================================================================

Date:         Sun, 13 Oct 1996 10:11:23 GMT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stuart Thompson <STUART@FS1.OH.MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Re: Confined space entry -- blood tank

> It is the custom at a certain rendering plant that a man alone

> enters the blood tank through a roof hatch, wearing waterproof

> boots and gloves, and he picks up the clots and puts them into

> a pail.  Then he hoists the pail by hand directly overhead to

> another man who is outside the tank.  The bottom of the pail is

> usually dripping wet.  Sometimes as many as five pails of clots

> are removed from a single truck tank.  The man may have to clean

> out as many as six tanks per workday.

Apart from the hazards you mention, you should take appropriate

precautions to protect anyone who enters any type of tank or other

confined space. Ensure ventilation is adequate. Have an emergency

procedure for rescuing the operative from the tank without

endangering the lives of others. Practice the rescue. Involve the

local fire department or other emergency organisation whom you might

have to call on in case of accident.

I perceive this to be a very slippery working environment and you

should take steps to minimise slipping and falling. What happens if

the operative slips, rendering him unconscious, with his face in the

blood?

Stuart.Thompson

Biological Safety Officer

University of Manchester

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 14 Oct 1996 13:37:51 +0200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Didier Breyer <dbreyer@SBB.IHE.BE>

Subject:      European Biological Safety Association

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

The European Biological Safety Association (E.B.S.A.) was founded in June

1996 to promote biosafety as a scientific discipline and serve the growing

needs of the biosafety professionals throughout Europe.

You can now reach EBSA through Internet, at:

http://biosafety.ihe.be/EBSA/HomeEBSA.html

Feel free to acquaint your colleagues and other professional friends about

this emerging association.

Kind Regards

Didier BREYER

dbreyer@sbb.ihe.be

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 14 Oct 1996 10:21:19 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Judy M. Pointer/MDACC"

              <Judy_M._Pointer/MDACC%MDACC@NOTES.MDACC.TMC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Confined space entry -- blood tank

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: Text/Plain

--Lillian Connors   lconnors@freenet.columbus.oh.us    wrote about rendering

plant / blood tank hazards.

-->    "Blood is collected from floor scuppers in abattoirs, glycolated,

and transported via tank trucks to a rendering plant.  The blood

is drained via 2-inch flexible hoses by gravity to a holding sump. ..."

Good gravy - what a yucky job!  I don't know about the chemical aspect of your

question.  What does glycolation do to tanks of blood, anyway?

But there are lots of well documented microbiological hazards (Brucellosis.

Scrappie, etc. and I guess even Mad Cow disease) associated with animal product

workers.  I have a bunch of NIOSH abstracts I can FAX to you about this.  One

of them specifically mentions Q-fever (a rickettsial disease) outbreaks in

abattoirs.  Also they talk about primary exposure routes from inhalation of

aerosols (droplets, mists).

I bet NIOSH would be a great help on this one.  If I couldn't get a standard

safety SOP from them, I would put HEPA respirators (probably PAPR type - if no

vapor /gas chem hazard) or SCBAs (if vapor/gas chem problems) on the workers

going into the tank.  A less desirable alternative would be a full face HEPA

canister respirator.  They need full face protection (to cover eyes, hair) plus

full protective clothing (tyveks or some type of other disposable, or

sterilizable outer garments).  Don't let them wear their blood covered clothing

home or to lunch, etc.  Depending on the messiness - they probably need showers

before leaving the plant.  Also, I think there needs to be a buddy system, and

life line, for the confined space entry.

Send me back your FAX number and I'll send off the abstracts.  Judy Pointer

jpointer @ notes.mdacc.tmc.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 15 Oct 1996 15:04:00 DST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Rozak, Jeff E. AP" <Rozakje@PRDAPP01.PRDAP.MSMAIL.ABBOTT.COM>

Subject:      BL2-BL3 Pass-through

Does anyone have experience or information regarding the use and/or

installation of a "small" sample pass-through type window from a BL2 to BL3

lab.

In looking at various options and it seems that a sliding door design might

be effective.  Any system would assure negative air pressure in the BL3.

 Note:  Installation would be conducted with all labs shut-down.   Any

assistance would be appreciated.  Thanks!

JEFFRY.ROZAK@ABBOTT.COM

Abbott Laboratories

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 15 Oct 1996 22:38:13 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Traci Thomas <trthoma2@VT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: NEED ADVICE

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

>*** Reply to note of 09/24/96 17:38

>

>I will be more than happy to send you our chemical hygiene plan and our

>Respiratory protection Policy. E-Mail me your address or call me at (305)

>243-3400.

>        Jairo betancourt- University of Miami.

Jairo -

        I received the chemical hygiene plan this week. Thank you very

much. It will be very helpful in doing one of our projects this semester.

Thank you.

Traci Thomas

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 16 Oct 1996 10:36:00 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sarah Wolz <swolz@PATH.PATH.COM>

Subject:      Re: BL2-BL3 Pass-through

We use an electronically interlocking double door pass-through from our BL3.

 Only one door can be opened at a time.   Items are placed in the

"interstitial space", door closed, then the other door can be opened to

remove the articles.  If you want more information on this, contact me

directly.

Sarah Wolz/PathoGenesis Corp.

swolz@path.path.com

206-467-8100

 ----------

From: A Biosafety Discussion List

To: Multiple recipients of list BIOSAFTY

Subject: BL2-BL3 Pass-through

Date: Tuesday, October 15, 1996 3:04PM

Does anyone have experience or information regarding the use and/or

installation of a "small" sample pass-through type window from a BL2 to BL3

lab.

In looking at various options and it seems that a sliding door design might

be effective.  Any system would assure negative air pressure in the BL3.

 Note:  Installation would be conducted with all labs shut-down.   Any

assistance would be appreciated.  Thanks!

JEFFRY.ROZAK@ABBOTT.COM

Abbott Laboratories

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 16 Oct 1996 09:12:29 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Noel Neighbor <nneighbo@COMP.UARK.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BL2-BL3 Pass-through

In-Reply-To:  <3263A7FC@msmail.abbott>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

At the Poultry Health Lab virology area we have a pass-through which

utilizes a disinfectant trap. There is an 11" X 11" opening on both sides

of the wall with a barrier which extends several inches into the liquid

filled trap.  We place samples in zip-lock bags for passage through the

system.  The advantage is that we do not have to remember to close any

door(We have a door anyway which helps to slow evaporation), but have the

disadvantage of having to make sure that the trap is

not allowed to run dry and has enough disinfectant in it.  Next to the

trap is a window which allows notes to be shown from either side.  We will

be presenting the lab at the ABSA meeting next week.  I think that we have

a picture of the pass-through which could be included in the slides.

Noel Neighbor

nneighbo@comp.uark.edu

On Tue, 15 Oct 1996, Rozak, Jeff E. AP wrote:

> Does anyone have experience or information regarding the use and/or

> installation of a "small" sample pass-through type window from a BL2 to BL3

> lab.

>

> In looking at various options and it seems that a sliding door design might

> be effective.  Any system would assure negative air pressure in the BL3.

>  Note:  Installation would be conducted with all labs shut-down.   Any

> assistance would be appreciated.  Thanks!

>

> JEFFRY.ROZAK@ABBOTT.COM

> Abbott Laboratories

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 17 Oct 1996 10:55:16 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      NEW! ABSA on the WWW

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Just in time for the ABSA conference in Salt Lake City, we have finished

the first (still unofficial) ABSA home page.

Please visit ABSA on the World Wide Web at:

http://www.absa.msu.edu

Any feedback is highly encouraged. Also, talk to me at the conference and

let me know how you like it. I am also looking for ABSA volunteers that are

willing to make this the best biosafety web site on the Internet.

See you soon and have a safe trip to Utah. This will be a great conference.

Somebody mentioned SNOW.....

Stefan  :-)

**************************************

* Stefan Wagener, Ph.D.              *

* Biological Safety Officer          *

* Michigan State University          *

* C-126 Engineering Research Complex *

* East Lansing, MI 48824-1326        *

*                                    *

* Phone:  (517) 355-6503             *

* Fax:    (517) 353-4871             *

* Email:  Stefan@msu.edu             *

*                                    *

* http://www.orcbs.msu.edu           *

**************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 17 Oct 1996 10:54:44 -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: NEW! ABSA on the WWW

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

>

>See you soon and have a safe trip to Utah. This will be a great conference.

>Somebody mentioned SNOW.....

>

>Stefan  :-)

>

>

The forecast (via WWW) was for highs in the 60's over the weekend and lows

in the 40's in SLC.  Chance of snow, snow mixed with rain, or snow changing

to rain above 7000' in the mountains outside of SLC.  Doesn't sound quite

like skiing yet but diehards may want to pack their skis just in case.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 17 Oct 1996 10:24:01 MST-0700

Reply-To:     therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         THERESE STINNETT <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Organization: UCHSC - Facilities

Subject:      Re: BL2-BL3 Pass-through

> Does anyone have experience or information regarding the use and/or

> installation of a "small" sample pass-through type window from a BL2 to BL3

> lab.

In my previous life, as a research assistant, we used a UV pass-box

which actually went from an admin office within the BL3 area, to the

outer hall of the lab building.  We used it for paperwork only as I

recall and the time exposure was 15 to 20 minutes under most

circumstances.  I don't recall how the doors worked exactly, but I'm

pretty certain they were not sliding doors.  If UV was not

appropriate there was a way to shut it off I believe.  It may have

been that it was wired into the door.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 18 Oct 1996 10:47:22 CST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Gail VanGorp <gvangorp@SMTPGATE.ANL.GOV>

Subject:      Conference Dress

     I've never attended the ABSA conference and classes before, so could

     someone give me an idea of what people wear?  PLEASE respond to:

     <gvangorp@anl.gov>, because surely not everyone's interested!

     Thank you.

     GVG

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 18 Oct 1996 15:50:58 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johns, Sue" <johnss@WIPP.CARLSBAD.NM.US>

Subject:      New Report Outlines Safety and Health Accomplishments at

              Department of Energy's Waste Isolation Pilot Plant

The 1995 Industrial Safety and Health Annual Performance Report from the

U.S. Department of Energy's (DOE) Waste Isolation Pilot Plant (WIPP) was

previously made available to you at no cost.  This annual report has

been considered a model by organizations such as the DOE's Voluntary

Protection Program (VPP).  As the first and only VPP Star Site, the WIPP

haass fulfilled Star Site responsibilities.

As an enhancement to the earlier report, we now are offering copies of

the Voluntary Protection Program Assessment Checklist.  This guide was

adapted from the DOE-VPP onsite review criteria.  It covers topics such

as:

        General criteria

        Management leadership

        Employee involvement elements

        Work-site analysis

        Hazard prevention and control

        Safety and health training

The DOE's Carlsbad Area Office is preparing the WIPP for a 1997 opening

date.  Located 26 miles east of Carlsbad, New Mexico, the WIPP is

designed to demonstrate the safe, permanent disposal of transuranic

waste left from the research and development of nuclear weapons.

For a free copy of the 1995 Industrial Safety and Health Annual

Performance Report or the Voluntary Protection Program Assessment

Checklist, e-mail your request, including your mailing address to Sue

Johns at: Johnss@wipp.carlsbad.nm.us.  If further assistance is

required, please call Frank Burchardt at 1-800-336-9477.

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 22 Oct 1996 15:01:58 MET-1MEST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         DOBLHOFF-DIER OTTO <DOBLHOFF@EDV2.BOKU.AC.AT>

Organization: Universitaet fuer Bodenkultur Wien

Subject:      New Book

Hey everybody,

Just recieved this information concerning a new book. This might be

interesting for some of you

Microbial Diseases of Occupations, Sports and Recreations

Collins C.H., Aw T.C., Grange J.M. eds.

Butterworth, Heinemann Publishers, Oxford, UK, November 1996

Orders:

 Customer Services Departement, Heinemann Publishers, Oxford,

PO BOX 382, Oxford, OX2 8RU, UK

 Tel: *44-0-1865314301

 Fax: *44-0-1865-314029

 email: bhuk.orders@bhein.rel.co.uk

www: http://www.heinemann.co.uk

Otto

Otto Doblhoff-Dier, Inst. Appl. Microbiol, Univ. Agric.,

Nussdorfer Laende 11, A-1190 Vienna, Austria, Europe

Tel: *43-1-36006-6204    Fax:*43-1-3697615

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 22 Oct 1996 12:15:23 MST-0700

Reply-To:     therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         THERESE STINNETT <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Organization: UCHSC - Facilities

Subject:      centrifuges in the hallway

where should I look for guidance on the use of centrifuges in general

hallways in a research facility?  what if the section is also doing

clinical work with human specimens?

Terry Stinnett

UCHSC, Health & Safety Div

BioSafety Officer

Denver, CO 80262

303-315-6754

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 23 Oct 1996 12:01:31 MET-1MEST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         DOBLHOFF-DIER OTTO <DOBLHOFF@EDV2.BOKU.AC.AT>

Organization: Universitaet fuer Bodenkultur Wien

Subject:      New Book

Hey everybody,

Just recieved this information concerning a new book. This might be

interesting for some of you

Microbial Diseases of Occupations, Sports and Recreations

Collins C.H., Aw T.C., Grange J.M. eds.

Butterworth, Heinemann Publishers, Oxford, UK, November 1996

Orders:

 Customer Services Departement, Heinemann Publishers, Oxford,

PO BOX 382, Oxford, OX2 8RU, UK

 Tel: *44-0-1865314301

 Fax: *44-0-1865-314029

 email: bhuk.orders@bhein.rel.co.uk

www: http://www.heinemann.co.uk

Otto

Otto Doblhoff-Dier, Inst. Appl. Microbiol, Univ. Agric.,

Nussdorfer Laende 11, A-1190 Vienna, Austria, Europe

Tel: *43-1-36006-6204    Fax:*43-1-3697615

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 28 Oct 1996 11:19:10 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "LouAnn C. Burnett" <lburnett@UIUC.EDU>

Subject:      Resource Query

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Hi!

I hope all you who were able to attend ABSA made your way home from  Salt

Lake City safe and sound. . .and to those of you who could not attend,

please consider joining us in San Diego next October.  The conference offers

a great opportunity to swap stories and successes (and gripes!) and to meet

some truly wonderful people.

One of the discussions that came up at an informal dinner discussion at ABSA

was what biosafety (or related) resources exist.  Each of us has our

favorite books, journals, web sites, etc. that we turn to again and again.

Several of us thought it might be interesting and productive to survey the

BIOSAFTY list for your favorite resources.  If you will email me directly

with those materials you find yourself reaching for time and again in the

course of your activities, I will summarize them for the list and also

provide them for publication in the ABSA newsletter and send them on to

Stefan Wagener for inclusion on the ABSA home page.

Please send as complete a reference for each source as possible(e.g,

edition, publishers name and address, etc).  Please do not list the NIH

Recombinant DNA Guidelines or the CDC Biosafety in Microbiological and

Biomedical Laboratories publication.

I'll collect info for the next month or so and then I'll summarize it.

Again, please email me DIRECTLY so we don't tie up the list with this info.

My email address is "lburnett@uiuc.edu".  That's an "L", not a  "1" at the

beginning of the address.

I look forward to hearing from y'all!

LouAnn

-------------------------------------------------------------------

LouAnn C. Burnett

Assistant Director, Environmental Health & Safety

Biological Safety Section

Division of Environmental Health & Safety

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

217-244-7362 (office)     217-244-6594 (fax)

--------------------------------------------------------------------

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 28 Oct 1996 14:20:15 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Michael Hanna <mhanna@UMICH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Resource Query

Recommend you incl:

        Control of Communicable Diseases Manual (16th ed., 1995) American

Public Health Assoc.

***********************************

M.Hanna

UM-OSEH-B&LS

Ph. 313-763-6973

-------------

Original Text

From "LouAnn C. Burnett" <lburnett@UIUC.EDU>, on 10/28/96 11:19 AM:

Hi!

I hope all you who were able to attend ABSA made your way home from  Salt

Lake City safe and sound. . .and to those of you who could not attend,

please consider joining us in San Diego next October.  The conference

offers

a great opportunity to swap stories and successes (and gripes!) and to meet

some truly wonderful people.

One of the discussions that came up at an informal dinner discussion at

ABSA

was what biosafety (or related) resources exist.  Each of us has our

favorite books, journals, web sites, etc. that we turn to again and again.

Several of us thought it might be interesting and productive to survey the

BIOSAFTY list for your favorite resources.  If you will email me directly

with those materials you find yourself reaching for time and again in the

course of your activities, I will summarize them for the list and also

provide them for publication in the ABSA newsletter and send them on to

Stefan Wagener for inclusion on the ABSA home page.

Please send as complete a reference for each source as possible(e.g,

edition, publishers name and address, etc).  Please do not list the NIH

Recombinant DNA Guidelines or the CDC Biosafety in Microbiological and

Biomedical Laboratories publication.

I'll collect info for the next month or so and then I'll summarize it.

Again, please email me DIRECTLY so we don't tie up the list with this info.

My email address is "lburnett@uiuc.edu".  That's an "L", not a  "1" at the

beginning of the address.

I look forward to hearing from y'all!

LouAnn

-------------------------------------------------------------------

LouAnn C. Burnett

Assistant Director, Environmental Health & Safety

Biological Safety Section

Division of Environmental Health & Safety

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

217-244-7362 (office)     217-244-6594 (fax)

--------------------------------------------------------------------

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 30 Oct 1996 10:20:43 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "LouAnn C. Burnett" <lburnett@UIUC.EDU>

Subject:      FWD:  Classification of biohazardous agents - RFI

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

While catching up on some other listservers, I found this posting on ProMED

from a colleague in London.  (I believe that Jillian attended the ABSA

meeting in Williamsburg).  She brings up an interesting question--to be

honest, I had not noticed the discrepancy that she brings up.  I don't

believe that Jillian is subscribed to BIOSAFTY so I would recommend that

replies come to BIOSAFTY (to educate us) with a CC:  directly to Jillian.

And maybe Richie can send her some info on subscribing to our list. . .

LouAnn Burnett

Biological Safety Section

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

P.S.  To my knowledge, no one from the ProMED list has responded to her query.

>

>From: Jillian Deans <jillian.deans@hse.gov.uk>

>Date: Friday, October 25, 1996  0:04:13 EDT

>Subject: PRO> Classification of biohazardous agents - RFI

>

>CLASSIFICATION OF BIOHAZARDOUS AGENTS - REQUEST FOR INFORMATION

>===============================================================

>

>I work for the UK Health and Safety Executive in a section which deals with

>policy on occupationally-acquired infection/working with micro-organisms.

>Part of my work has involved the implementation of a European Community [EC]

>Directive on the protection of workers from risks related to biological

>agents in the workplace - subsidiary to this is another Directive which

>provides a Community Classification of biological agents - the list

>classifies numerous species of bacteria, viruses, fungi and parasites into

>one of four hazard groups (using similar definitions to those which appear in

>the 3rd edition of `Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical Laboratories'

>[BMBL]).

>

>Periodically we have the opportunity to propose amendments to the Community

>classification and in preparation for a forthcoming meeting I have been

>comparing the EC list, the UK list (which contains agents in addition to that

>specified by EC and certain agents which have been placed in higher hazard

>groups than specified by EC - we are not at liberty to place agents in a

>hazard group lower than that indicated by the EC) and the US classification

>as it appears in BMBL.  In doing so I came across the latest edition of the

>NIH guidelines for research involving rDNA molecules which contains a list of

>agents in different risk groups.  This list appears to be heavily based upon

>the information in Section VII of BMBL but I have noticed in particular that

>the former has allocated HIV, SIV and the agents of transmissible spongiform

>encephalopathies to Risk Group 3 whereas in the latter they are allocated to

>Risk Group 2.  In the EC classification all these agents have been

>categorised as Hazard Group 3 (together with HBV, HCV, HEV, HDV - which I

>note are in risk group 2 in both US documents) although we are permitted to

>slightly relax the physical containment demanded at BSL-3 but not all the way

>to BSL-2.

>

>My query is twofold:

>

>What is the status/scope of each of these lists?

>

>What is the basis for allocating HIV etc to Risk Group 2 in one and Risk

>Group 3 in another?  (I understand that a special committee of the ASM will

>keep the list in the NIH guidelines under review but I have been unable to

>find records etc. of their past deliberations.)

>

>- --

>Jillian Deans

>Higher Scientific Officer

>Health Directorate

>Health and Safety Executive

>United Kingdom

>Tel +44 (0) 171 717 6266

>Fax +44 (0) 171 717 6199

>email: <jillian.deans@hse.gov.uk>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 31 Oct 1996 01:27:34 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: FWD:  Classification of biohazardous agents - RFI

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

>>What is the status/scope of each of these lists?

>>

>>What is the basis for allocating HIV etc to Risk Group 2 in one and Risk

>>Group 3 in another?  (I understand that a special committee of the ASM will

>>keep the list in the NIH guidelines under review but I have been unable to

>>find records etc. of their past deliberations.)

The BMBL does not assign a risk group level, but rather focuses on the

biological containment level (e.g., safety precautions and equipment)

appropriate for a specific task (experiment) or project. In  the case of

HIV this can be BSL 2 or 3.

The NIH guidelines focus on the relative hazards of infective

microorganisms to individuals and the community  (Risk Groups). The

assignment to a risk group might then trigger an appropriate containment

level, depending on the work. For example, Risk Group 2 agents can be

manipulated at different biosafety levels depending on the experiment.

There might be a chance that the next version of the BMBL is addressing

Risk Groups in addition to Biosafety Levels.

Hope this helps. Any comment or correction appreciated.

Stefan

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 30 Oct 1996 16:30:30 -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:      Re: FWD:  Classification of biohazardous agents - RFI

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

At 10:20 AM 10/30/96 -0600, you wrote:

[SNIP]

>  I don't

>believe that Jillian is subscribed to BIOSAFTY so I would recommend that

>replies come to BIOSAFTY (to educate us) with a CC:  directly to Jillian.

>And maybe Richie can send her some info on subscribing to our list. . .

>

>LouAnn Burnett

>Biological Safety Section

>University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

>

>P.S.  To my knowledge, no one from the ProMED list has responded to her query.

>

>>

>>From: Jillian Deans <jillian.deans@hse.gov.uk>

>>Date: Friday, October 25, 1996  0:04:13 EDT

>>Subject: PRO> Classification of biohazardous agents - RFI

>>

[SNIP]

>>My query is twofold:

>>

>>What is the status/scope of each of these lists?

The BMBL is a reference document that provides guidelines to how to handle

various pathogenic agents based partially on the experience of laboratory

acquired illnesses with the agents, partially on mode of transmission and

partially on the seriousness of the illness and whether there is treatment

available.  Melding all of this together yielded a baseline biosafety level.

Concentrating the agent, passage through animals or media, growing large

quantities, creating large aerosols could move the recommended biosafety

level up or down a step.  The appendix to the NIH rDNA Guidelines looked at

the agents on the bases of risk,  and assigned them to risk groups.  Risk

groups do not necessarily equal biosafety levels.  One must review the

experimental protocol being used with the agent to come up with the

biosafety (or containment) level.  Also the review done for NIH is more

recent then the one performed for the BMBL.   Handling of HIV and HBV, in

the US, is governed by OSHA under the Bloodborne Pathogen Standard.  If one

is growing either organisms, the requirements under OSHA are very similar to

that of BSL-3.  If one is just working with clinical specimens then BSL-2 is

suitable.

>>  (I understand that a special committee of the ASM will

>>keep the list in the NIH guidelines under review but I have been unable to

>>find records etc. of their past deliberations.)

Contact the NIH, that information should be available from them.

Jillian, if you wish to join the Biosafty mailing list, please send an

e-mail message to: Listserv@mitvma.mit.edu

In the body of the message put:

Sub Biosafty Jillian Deans

Do not include a signature file.

Richie Fink,  Assoc. Biosafety Officer,  Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 30 Oct 1996 15:43:19 -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:      Interactive Computer Training Program

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="ISO-8859-1"

Hi

     At the ABSA conference I met Carolyn K... from the University of

Florida (I think) looking at the computer training exhibit.  I'm sorry but I

lost her card,  and I hope Carolyn subscribes to this list!

     I said I knew of a company that produced interactive training programs

we found impressive.  They appear very flexible, allowing purchacers to

insert their own video and text segments. The recordkeeping aspect of their

programs seemed good too.  Check out Clarity Multimedia, thru Costal Video

Communications.  We call Jay Glover at 1-800-767-7703.

     Madeline Dalrymple

     University of Wyoming

     dalrympl@uwyo.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 31 Oct 1996 09:12:32 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Cathy Novosad, Hygiene Safety Officer" <CATHY@EHS.UOGUELPH.CA>

Organization: Environmental Health and Safety

Subject:      unsubcribe

unsubcribe

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 31 Oct 1996 12:39:41 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Barry Cohen <bdcohen@TIAC.NET>

Subject:      Biosafety Level Signs

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Most or all of you are familiar with the black and orange biosafety level

signs that adorned the doors of laboratories.  They have a self-adhesive

back.  One version is just the BL-#; the other version has BL-# and the list

of practices.

Does anyone know where I can purchase these signs.  I have looked in a lot

of catalogues and can not seem to find them.

Your help is most appreciated.

Barry

p.s.  Stefan Wagener: Great job on the ABSA Web Site!

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Barry David Cohen

Site Manager, Safety & Environmental Compliance

Genzyme Corporation

500 Soldiers Field Road

Allston, MA 02134

Voice:    (617) 562-4507

FAX        (617) 562-4510

e-mail:   bdcohen@tiac.net

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 31 Oct 1996 12:14:17 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Franklin R. Champlin" <franko@TUT.MSSTATE.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level Signs

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

To all:

I too have been unable to find these signs; I look each year at the ASM

General meeting, as well as at ABSA, Fisher Safety Catalog, and the like.

Kinda glad to see this question on the discussion list Barry.

Frank Champlin

Mississippi State University

At 12:39 PM 10/31/96 -0500, you wrote:

>Most or all of you are familiar with the black and orange biosafety level

>signs that adorned the doors of laboratories.  They have a self-adhesive

>back.  One version is just the BL-#; the other version has BL-# and the list

>of practices.

>

>Does anyone know where I can purchase these signs.  I have looked in a lot

>of catalogues and can not seem to find them.

>

>Your help is most appreciated.

>

>Barry

>

>p.s.  Stefan Wagener: Great job on the ABSA Web Site!

>

>~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

>Barry David Cohen

>Site Manager, Safety & Environmental Compliance

>Genzyme Corporation

>500 Soldiers Field Road

>Allston, MA 02134

>Voice:    (617) 562-4507

>FAX        (617) 562-4510

>e-mail:   bdcohen@tiac.net

>~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 31 Oct 1996 13:21:26 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Vanda Sadilek <Vanda_Sadilek.HWC@INET.HWC.CA>

Subject:      Handling / Transporting of (Animal) Waste Sharps / Vials

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: Text/Plain

It was suggested that I "cross-post" the following query (which I originally

sent to hs-canada ) to this BIOSAFTY list .   So, here it is:

I was asked to comment on an operational policy which deals with the handling,

transportation and disposal of waste sharps and vials used on ANIMALS (cattle,

pigs etc.) for TB testing, blood taking etc.  It addresses employees who often

vaccinate, take blood from animals at various "field" locations (i.e. away from

the office) and must transport (in company vehicles) and eventually dispose of

the waste materials and equipment (syringes, vials).

Not wanting to reinvent the wheel, I am interested in hearing from individuals

who use or have developed similar procedures and are willing to share their

information. Any suggestions would be greatly appreciated.

Thanks in advance.

Vanda Sadilek,  MSc, CPHI(C)

Environmental Health Officer,

Health Canada, OEHS

Edmonton, AB

(403) 495-3921    fax  (403) 495-2177

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 31 Oct 1996 13:42:10 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: BL-#

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

BL signs can be purchased from Boston Tag and Label; 296 Newton St.;

Waltham, MA 02154.  617-893-9080.  If they seem uncertain, tell them they

are the signs that MIT purchases from them.

Richie Fink,  Assoc. Biosafety Officer,  Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 31 Oct 1996 13:49:16 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Barry Cohen <bdcohen@TIAC.NET>

Subject:      BL # Signs

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

I got a reply from Rich Fink at MIT.

Boston Tag and Label

296 Newton Street

Waltham, MA 02154

(617) 783-2760

Contact:  Peter Katz

Barry

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Barry David Cohen

Site Manager, Safety & Environmental Compliance

Genzyme Corporation

500 Soldiers Field Road

Allston, MA 02134

Voice:    (617) 562-4507

FAX        (617) 562-4510

e-mail:   bdcohen@tiac.net

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 31 Oct 1996 13:53:30 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Amanda Dixon <adixon@MAIN.RMWC.EDU>

Organization: Randolph-Macon Woman's College

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level Signs

Lab Safety Supply (800-356-0783) has a couple of different biohazard

signs that allow you to write in specific information such as

infectious agent, contact information, special procedures, etc.  If

you have their current catalog look on pages 1064 and 1081.  They

also make custom signs.

>Most or all of you are familiar with the black and orange biosafety level

>signs that adorned the doors of laboratories.  They have a self-adhesive

>back.  One version is just the BL-#; the other version has BL-# and the list

>of practices.

>

>Does anyone know where I can purchase these signs.  I have looked in a lot

>of catalogues and can not seem to find them.

>

>Your help is most appreciated.

>

>Barry

>

>p.s.  Stefan Wagener: Great job on the ABSA Web Site!

>

>~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

>Barry David Cohen

>Site Manager, Safety & Environmental Compliance

>Genzyme Corporation

>500 Soldiers Field Road

>Allston, MA 02134

>Voice:    (617) 562-4507

>FAX        (617) 562-4510

>e-mail:   bdcohen@tiac.net

>~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

>

>

Amanda Dixon

Chemistry Department

Randolph-Macon Woman's College

Lynchburg, VA 24503

804-947-8568

adixon@main.RMWC.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 31 Oct 1996 13:25:42 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Scott Rusk <srusk@NADC.ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Biosafety Level Signs -Reply

Try Biodex 1800-224-6339 and/or Lab Safety Supply 1-800-356-0783

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 31 Oct 1996 15:42:13 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Len Borzynski <lenb@UBVMS.CC.BUFFALO.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level Signs

In-Reply-To:  <1.5.4.32.19961031173941.00679ad0@tiac.net>

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

In addition to the sources mentioned in other posts, Brady USA, INC. in

Rochester, NY (800) 817-8080 (VOice Mail ext. 3955) , (800) 635-7557 has

the Biohazard signage. In addition, they have a desktop computerized

labeling device that can produce custom labels for your needs on various

materials, tapes etc. It is not cheap, but may be feasible if you need to

produce multiple labels. Safety label software is available from Maxisoft

for under $200, that can print labels on your laser or bubble jet printer.

A demo disk is available, as well as a laminator. Their number is (800)

825-9212. We are currently evaluating our signage needs, and may use a

local printer to provide custom, flexible signage for our laboratories.

                                Len

                                Leonard J. Borzynski, CIH

                                University at Buffalo

                                307 Michael Hall

                                Buffalo, NY 14214-3077

                                (716) 829-3301

                                Fax   829-2516

                                lenb@ubvms.cc.buffalo.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 31 Oct 1996 15:02:01 -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:      Forward of BL signs bounced message

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

The following message bounced prior to going out to the list.  Forwarded by

list owner.

--------------------- Message in error (90 lines) --------------------------

>Return-Path: <harriet@OEHS.UPENN.EDU>

>Received: from MITVMA (NJE origin SMTP@MITVMA) by MITVMA.MIT.EDU (LMail

V1.2b/1.

>8b) with BSMTP id 8590; Thu, 31 Oct 1996 14:16:31 -0500

>Received: from noc4.dccs.upenn.edu by mitvma.mit.edu (IBM VM SMTP V2R3)

>   with TCP; Thu, 31 Oct 96 14:16:28 EST

>Received: from oehs.upenn.edu (SERVER.OEHS.UPENN.EDU [130.91.180.196]) by

> noc4.dccs.upenn.edu (8.7.5/8.7.3) with SMTP id OAA18186 for

> <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>; Thu, 31 Oct 1996 14:17:11 -0500

>Message-Id: <199610311917.OAA18186@noc4.dccs.upenn.edu>

>Date: 31 Oct 1996 14:16:28 -0500

>From: "HARRIET IZENBERG" <harriet@oehs.upenn.edu>

>Subject: Re: Biosafety Level Signs

>To: "A Biosafety Discussion List" <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

>

>                      RE>>Biosafety Level Signs                    10/31/96

>TRY:

>LAB SAFETY SUPPLY  1-800-356-0783

>WORLDWIDE SIGN COMPANY  1-800-554-3011

>PRINZING ENTERPRIZES 1-708-393-2080

>READYMADE SAFETY SIGNS AND IDENTIFICATION PRODUCTS  1-800-544-2440

>

>

>

Richie Fink,  Assoc. Biosafety Officer,  Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 1 Nov 1996 09:22:03 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., R.B.P."

              <gilpin@WELCHLINK.WELCH.JHU.EDU>

Organization: Biosafety Division, JHI HSE

Subject:      Biosafety Level Signs

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Laboratory signage system is available from Dr. Byron Tepper.

He has the system being used at Johns Hopkins.

Call him at 410 828 6330

Richard W. Gilpin, Ph.D., R.B.P.

Johns Hopkins Biosafety Division

gilpin@welchlink.welch.jhu.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 1 Nov 1996 09:47:24 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Francis Churchill <fchurchi@ESF.UVM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety Level Signs

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

I used a graphic design program to develop BSL signs, biowaste signs, and a

few others.  I print them out on orange/red paper and laminate.  They're

cheap, easy to customize and quick.

"Alcohol, hashish, prussic acid, strychnine are weak dilutions; the surest

poison is time." - Ralph Waldo Emerson

Francis Churchill

Environmental Safety Specialist

University of Vermont - Environmental Safety Facility

PO BOX 53010

655D Spear Street, Burlington, VT  05405-3010

(802) 656-5405

fchurchi@zoo.uvm.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 1 Nov 1996 11:29:37 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "John V. Murphy" <jmurphy@JULIET.STFX.CA>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

unsubscribe

      XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX

      X                                                               X

      X           John Vincent Murphy - Serials Department            X

      X                                                               X

      X  Angus L. MacDonald Library - St. Francis Xavier University   X

      X                                                               X

      X         Antigonish - Nova Scotia - CANADA - B2G 1C0           X

      X                                                               X

       X      PHONE: (902) 867 - 3984     FAX:  (902) 867 - 5153     X

        X                                                           X

         X       VOICE MAILl: (902) 867 - 3001  (MailBox 4077)     X

          X                                                       X

           X  e-mail: jmurphy@stfx.ca     WWW: coming soon...    X

           X                                                     X

           X  "There are no such things as `stupid questions',   X

           X    just `stupid answers'.  <Garfield>               X

           X                                                     X

           XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 5 Nov 1996 09:02:03 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johns, Sue" <johnss@WIPP.CARLSBAD.NM.US>

Subject:      Department of Energy and Westinghouse Ofer Free Grant Writing

              Package

Educational institutions and non-profit organizations: Do you need grant

money?

Educational consultants: Do your clients need effective grant writing

courses?

If the answer to either question is "Yes," the Westinhouse Electric

Corporation (WEC) and the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) can assist you

with a new course titled "Writing Winning Grant Proposals."

The complete four-hour course package contains an instructor's guide,

trainee guide, and handouts, all available at no cost.  WEC and DOE have

used the package to train more than 200 teachers, principals,

superintendents, and representatives of non-profit organizations as part

of their regional educational outreach efforts.

During the past year, numerous organizations have been assisted through

the WEC/DOE effort, and all have reported a 100 percent success rate in

receiving the grants for which they applied.

In recognition that adults learn best by doing, "Writing Winning Grant

Proposals" consists of simulation during which trainees comparatively

score sections taken from real proposals.  The objective is to get

trainees to view proposals from the perspective of the evaluators.  The

course concludes with a simulation during which trainees have the

opportunity to write a proposal section and evaluate the write-ups of

fellow trainees.

To obtain non-exclusive rights to use the course at no cost, start by

sending an e-mail message to Sue Johns at Johnss@wipp.carlsbad.nm.us or

call Frank Burchardt at 1-800-336-9477.  Additional information can be

obtained by visiting our home page on the Internet at

http://www.wipp.carlsbad.nm.us.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 7 Nov 1996 11:07:55 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Biosafty Archives

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

ABSA's Communication Committee wishes to place the Biosafty archives on the

ABSA Home Page.  Currently the archives are restricted to subscribers, the

web page would be very public.  So I need to get a consensus:

1.  Archives with names and email addresses;

2.  Archives with just names and no email addresses;

3.  Archives with no names, no email addresses.

Please vote ASAP, preferably directly to me at rfink@mit.edu

Richard Fink

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 7 Nov 1996 11:50:28 -0005

Reply-To:     chrism@ccohs.ca

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Comments:     Authenticated sender is <chrism@[192.82.104.1]>

From:         Chris Moore <chrism@CCOHS.CA>

Organization: CCOHS

Subject:      Health & Safety Canada list now available as a digest

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7BIT

This message is being posted to several lists, so please accept my

apologies in advance if you receive multiple copies of it.

There is now a digested version of the HS-Canada mailing list

available.  To subscribe to it, send e-mail to majordomo@ccohs.ca

- the body of the message should be

subscribe hs-canada-digest

Digests are sent daily.

If this is the first you have heard about the HS-Canada list, it is a

free, e-mail based mailing list for discussions of health and safety

issues in a Canadian context.  If you are in Canada, or are simply

interested in discussions of Canadian health and safety discussions,

you are welcome to subscribe.  There is, of course, a "regular"

version of the list as well.  If you would like to receive messages

individually, right after they are sent, send e-mail to

majordomo@ccohs.ca - the body of the message should be

subscribe hs-canada

Please contact me by private e-mail if you would like any more

details.

Chris

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 7 Nov 1996 13:12:22 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Gene Theios <GTHEIOS@WPSMTP.SIUMED.EDU>

Subject:      Biosafty Archives -Reply

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain

Archives with names and email addresses.

 Gene Theios

Office of Environmental Safety

Southern Illinois University, School of Medicine

Springfield, IL

>>> Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU> 11/07/96 10:07am >>>

ABSA's Communication Committee wishes to place the Biosafty archives

on the

ABSA Home Page.  Currently the archives are restricted to subscribers,

the

web page would be very public.  So I need to get a consensus:

1.  Archives with names and email addresses;

2.  Archives with just names and no email addresses;

3.  Archives with no names, no email addresses.

Please vote ASAP, preferably directly to me at rfink@mit.edu

Richard Fink

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 7 Nov 1996 14:42:45 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Linda B. Wolfe" <lwolfe@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafty Archives

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

I vote for Names and email addresses.   Linda

At 11:07 AM 11/7/96 -0500, you wrote:

>ABSA's Communication Committee wishes to place the Biosafty archives on the

>ABSA Home Page.  Currently the archives are restricted to subscribers, the

>web page would be very public.  So I need to get a consensus:

>

>1.  Archives with names and email addresses;

>2.  Archives with just names and no email addresses;

>3.  Archives with no names, no email addresses.

>

>Please vote ASAP, preferably directly to me at rfink@mit.edu

>

>Richard Fink

>Biosafty List Owner

>rfink@mit.edu

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 7 Nov 1996 13:47:01 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Dr. Theodore J. Klingen" <gstjk@OLEMISS.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafty Archives

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

At 11:07 AM 11/7/96 -0500, you wrote:

>ABSA's Communication Committee wishes to place the Biosafty archives on the

>ABSA Home Page.  Currently the archives are restricted to subscribers, the

>web page would be very public.  So I need to get a consensus:

>

>1.  Archives with names and email addresses;

>2.  Archives with just names and no email addresses;

>3.  Archives with no names, no email addresses.

>

>Please vote ASAP, preferably directly to me at rfink@mit.edu

>

>Richard Fink

>Biosafty List Owner

>rfink@mit.edu

>

>I would vote for Archives with names and email addresses.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 7 Nov 1996 16:56:44 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Braun <AndrewB820@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Biosafty Archives

Rich et al.

   I vote for names only. Should people want replies to their own e-mail

address they can include it in the bulk of the message. Those who do not want

their address avaialble to every junk e-mail firm in the world (such as me)

can leave the address out of their message. I think many Biosafty users will

drop out if they find their junk e-mail level increases. Thanks for asking.

Andy Braun

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 7 Nov 1996 16:43:16 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Pamela Hubley <Pamela_Hubley@MILLIPORE.COM>

Subject:      Bloodborne Pathogens Training

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: Text/Plain

Hello all,

 It's time again for annual bloodborne pathogens training to meet the

OSHA standard.  Does anyone have any particularly good training materials,

overheads, videos, etc. that they would be willing to share or give me

information

about?

 Thanks in advance for your help,

 Pamela Hubley

 Health and Safety Engineer

 Millipore Corp.

 pamela_hubley@millipore.com

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 8 Nov 1996 08:14:20 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         FERINM <ferinm@AA.WL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Bloodborne Pathogens Training

In-Reply-To:  <9611080109.AD0897@milligust>

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; CHARSET=US-ASCII

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7BIT

>Hello all,

>

> It's time again for annual bloodborne pathogens training to meet the OSHA

standard.  Does anyone have any particularly good training materials,

overheads, videos, etc. that they would be willing to share or give me

information about?

>

> Thanks in advance for your help,

>

> Pamela Hubley

> Health and Safety Engineer

> Millipore Corp.

>

> pamela_hubley@millipore.com

Hi Pamela,

One overhead I frequently use is Table 16 from the HIV/AIDS Surveillance

Report, Vol 7, No. 2. This table is titled Health care workers with documented

and possible occupationally acquired AIDS/HIV infection, by occupation,

reported through December, 1995, United States. I use it to compare and

contrast the risk of occupationally acquired HIV vs. HBV, etc.  I also use it

to point out that percutaneous exposure accounted for 42 of 49 seroconversions.

Hope this helps.

Mark Ferin

Parke-Davis Pharmaceutical Research

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 8 Nov 1996 08:31:15 EST5EDT

Reply-To:     tom@RAGS.kent.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tom Bialke <tom@RAGS.KENT.EDU>

Organization: Kent State University

Subject:      Using Wild Animals for Study

In the past dead animals, found along road sides for example, have

been brought into the Biology depart for study in a Parasitology

laboratory classes.

What is your institution's policy on this? If you do not have an

official policy, your thoughts would be welcome.

Tom Bialke

TOM@RAGS.KENT.EDU

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 8 Nov 1996 09:19:13 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Judy M. Pointer/MDACC"

              <Judy_M._Pointer/MDACC%MDACC@NOTES.MDACC.TMC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Bloodborne Path Training

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: Text/Plain

Hi Pamela.  The table that Mark mentioned can be found on the CDC home page.

Last time I looked, CDC had a complete training program including a set of 17

training slides (you could down load these free) on bloodborne pathogens.  Find

it at www.cdc.gov  then go to the AIDS section.  Judy Pointer, MD Anderson,

Texas
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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:      Archives of the Web
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I have received 41 replies (out of 302).  Currently leaning towards removing

names and/or email addresses of those who would prefer the public archives

that way.  I'll have to see how many want some degree of anonymity.

Richard Fink

Biosafty List Owner

rfink@mit.edu
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From:         "LouAnn C. Burnett" <lburnett@UIUC.EDU>

Subject:      more CLASSIFICATION OF BIOHAZARDOUS AGENTS
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FYI--I'm forwarding this reply to Jillian Deans' query on the ProMED

listserver--I circulated the original query to BIOSAFTY a few days ago.  Dr.

Deans, in attempting to provide information for European Community policy,

questioned the apparent discrepancy in HIV classification between the NIH

guidelines (Risk Group 3) and BMBL (BSL2 through BSL3, depending on

quantities and activities) .

 --LouAnn Burnett, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

********************************************************

>From: Cristina de Albuquerque Possas <cpossas@ax.apc.org>

>Date: Thu, 7 Nov 1996 23:21:36 -0500

>Subject: PRO> Classification of biohazardous agents (02)

>

>CLASSIFICATION OF BIOHAZARDOUS AGENTS (02)

>==========================================

>[see: Classification of biohazardous agents - RFI   961025134606]

>

>Date: Thu, 7 Nov 1996 22:52:35 -0200

>From: Cristina de Albuquerque Possas <cpossas@ax.apc.org>

>

>

>Dr.Deans' request for information on classification of biohazardous agents

>has been also a concern for the Brazilian Project to Strengthening the

>Scientific and Technological Capacity of Research Institutes and Reference

>Hospitals for Emerging and Reemerging Infectious Diseases. In the Ministry

>of Health, our research team for biosafety has just started working on

>definitions for a Brazilian list, and has compared the NIH guidelines for

>research involving rDNA molecules, EC, UK and BMBL classifications. In a

>first approach, we have decided that, in case of doubt, we should be careful

>and not relax the physical containment criteria. So, in the case of

>divergence between BSL-3 and BSL-2 in different lists, our option has

>been, in our preliminary approach, for BSL-3 classification. For this

>reason, we endorse Dr.Deans' request.

>

>- --

>Cristina de Albuquerque Possas

>Nucleus for Science and Technology Studies - NECT/CICT

>Oswaldo Cruz Foundation - FIOCRUZ

>Avenida Brasil 4036 - 7.andar s.715 - Manguinhos

>Rio de Janeiro- RJ Brasil CEP 21040

>Phone - 55-21-2605979

>Fax - 55-21-2609944

><cpossas@ax.apc.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:         "Larry J. Thompson" <ljt2@CORNELL.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Using Wild Animals for Study
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>In the past dead animals, found along road sides for example, have been

>brought into the Biology depart for study in a Parasitology laboratory

>classes.

>What is your institution's policy on this? If you do not have an official

>policy, your thoughts would be welcome.

Tom,

  Each use of an animal in teaching must be cleared by the Animal Use

committee and, if a hazard could be present, the Biohazard Review

committee.  Around here we handle all "road kills" or wild-caught mammals

as rabies-suspect animals.  We would require the folks picking it up and

contacting it in any way (that would include all the students) to:

    #1.  Be vaccinated against rabies.

    #2.  Handle the body appropriately to avoid exposure (gloves, splash

protection, etc)

    #3.  Don't open the CNS except on the Necropsy floor (with proper

procedures).

     #4.  Dispose the body (and body contents) by incineration.

     #5.  Very seriously reconsider if all this is worth the trouble, and

isn't there an easier way to make the same point in a teaching situation?

Other possible problems would include Lyme Disease, salmonella, crypto,

Giardia, Lepto, etc, etc. as well as external and internal parasites.

Usually what makes them (the animal) a really neat lab case is the wide

number of problems that they could have.  We make the instructors address

the problems and how they would control them for all situations.  For

example, maybe the lab techs could handle the animal in a prep lab and only

bring into the student lab the gut contents, skin with parasites, etc and

not the entire carcass.

And, yes, remind them that you know hunters could face the same hazards,

except the hunters do it by choice and usually get to observe if the animal

is acting normal or not before dispatching it.

One last point.  Usually it is the intro courses that love doing this sort

of stuff.  It is always the intro courses which have the most inexperienced

students in them.

TTFN

Larry

Larry J. Thompson, DVM, PhD

Director of Biosafety

College of Veterinary Medicine

Cornell University                               Phone 607-253-3966

Upper Tower Road                                fax  607-253-3943

Ithaca, NY  14853                                LJT2@Cornell.edu

"I have made this letter longer than usual, only because I have not had the

time to make it shorter." -- Blaise Pascal, Provincial Letters
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From:         Peter Le Blanc Smith <pmlbs@AAHL.DAH.CSIRO.AU>

Subject:      Re: Penicillium patulin
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At 01:09 PM 9/12/96 EST, you wrote:

>     I need info on the toxicity of Penicillium patulin/urticae and methods

>     of decontamination. In addition, I need to know what methods are used

>     to decontaminate a coldroom that has mold/mildew growth on the walls

>     and possibly other unknowns. Any references/information would be very

>     appreciated.

>

>     Thank you

>

>     Darlene Ward

>     dward@admin.fsu.edu

>

I have been tardy if catching up on postings. I hope that this may be of

some use.

I have had some success with removing each item, through a dunk or wipe down

with disinfectant, prior to temporary cold storage. The room can then be

returned to room temperature for a gaseous formaldehyde decontamination. You

will need to be confident that you have the appropriate personal protective

equipment and can seal the cold room and safely neutralize or scrub the air

purged from the room. Condensate collection trays and drains can be treated

with glutaraldehyde -  as may other nooks and crannies, cooling coils and

fins. Again the appropriate PPE must be used.

The room is then available for a thorough clean to remove substrate material

which supports fungal growth. A second gaseous decontamination can be

preformed on the clean room.  Items can then be returned to clean storage

containers, racks etc. Cardboard boxes are common storage-inventory material

which provide a substrate for fungal growth. The cardboard is best packed in

plastic (bags or boxes) to limit the opportunity to absorb moisture or

become seeded with spores. We have treated cardboard with copper sulphate as

a fungicide. (There may be better fungicides.)

----------------------------------------------------------------------------

-----

The views contained in this email message are personal and do not

necessarily reflect the view of AAHL or CSIRO.

----------------------------------------------------------------------------

-----

Peter Le Blanc Smith

Biocontainment Microbiologist

Australian Animal Health Laboratory

Telephone +61 3 52275451

Fax       +61 3 52275555
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Helmut Bachmayer <Helmut.H.B.BACHMAYER@PHARMA.SANDOZ.COM>

Subject:      Standards in QC labs

Dear colleagues:

Our pharmaceutical manufacturing QC labs (in a number of countries

worldwide) use (human) pathogens in risk group 2 as positive standards.

Not all of these labs have formal Biosafety Level 2 status while adequate

safety measures are certainly applied.

I would appreciate learning about the situation in similar settings of

other companies as well as on the regulatory aspects.

Helmut Bachmayer

Corporate Biosafety Officer, Sandoz Group
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From:         Burton Ogle <BOGLE@GEMS.VCU.EDU>

Organization: Virginia Commonwealth University

Subject:      disinfection of legionella
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Could someone please forward me a recommendation for disinfecting a hot

tub which may be contaminated with legionella.  I am particularly

interested in using a household bleach (5% sodium hypochlorite) solution

and would like a practical recipe.  Also, if available, I would like a

literature reference.  Thanks

Burt Ogle, CIH, CSP

BOGLE@GEMS.VCU.EDU
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Reply-To:     therese.stinnett@uchsc.edu

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         THERESE STINNETT <Therese.Stinnett@UCHSC.EDU>

Organization: UCHSC - Facilities

Subject:      Re: disinfection of legionella

Legionella is relatively resistant to the effects of chlorine & heat.

It is found in tap water/drinking water, which has been treated with

chlorine.

> Could someone please forward me a recommendation for disinfecting a hot

> tub which may be contaminated with legionella.  I am particularly

> interested in using a household bleach (5% sodium hypochlorite) solution

> and would like a practical recipe.  Also, if available, I would like a

> literature reference.  Thanks

>

> Burt Ogle, CIH, CSP

> BOGLE@GEMS.VCU.EDU

>

I won't be able to give you a lot of advice on ridding the system of

legionella, but I have a few questions

1)  is this a private hot tub or one used in the university setting?

2)  is there a regular maintenance plan for it?  what types of

additives are already going into it?  for our personal one at home we

use chlorine & bromine but I can't offer ppm since I'm at work

3)  how often is it drained. cleaned, filters changed & refilled?

4)  have you actually cultured for legionella & gotten the results?

is there a solid reason for believing it contaminated?

Legionella are an aerosol risk, so I would incorporate PPE suitable

for aerosol protection into whatever plan you come up with.  My

understanding  is that while they are found in many places still

water is the most likely breeding ground.  The hot tub, with its

intermittent filtration, would not be what I consider a still water

site.

It is often found in relationship with a variety of amoebae. It

wouldn't be found in sterilized water, but as soon as the water

became colonized with other organims, esp. amoebae, then it is likely

to be found.

From Medical Microbiology, 3d ed, S. Barron, p 554:

the two most common means of eradicating are periodic superheating of

water ( which I think will burn out your motor on the hot tub) and

continuous chlorination, but again I don't know the ppm you need to

achieve; also ask what other organisms are growing in there...

most infections are subclinical; those who are immunocompromised or

elderly are more at risk, and that again goes to the use:  personal

or public?

hope that helped

Terry Stinnett

UCHSC, Health & Safety Div

BioSafety Officer

Denver, CO 80262

303-315-6754
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From:         Philippe Stroot <stroot@SBBIO.BE>

Subject:      Re: Standards in QC labs
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Dear Helmut,

On our site (I don't know about other SB sites), the manufacturing QC labs

where risk group 2 agents are likely to be used (even as positive controls)

have a BL2 level status.  Labs have an airlock, HEPA filtration, but are

currently not maintained at a negative pressure (this may be changed in

future facilities).  Practices are basic BL2 practices, they are mainly

based on the use of class II BSCs.  Waste are systematically autoclaved

(except for waste excluded from autoclaving).

QC laboratory standards are justified by either (or both!) biosafety and

cGMP requirements.  In any case, they have to match with both types of

requirements.  They are in line with the site biosafety standards, which

also cover R&D and manufacturing activities.

The standards we have adopted for QC labs may appear extreme.  They

guarantee a good level of confidence in operations that are mostly routine

activities and involve large numbers of samples and rather numerous

technicians who may be involved in many projects.

I hope this may help you as an example (maybe not representative) of what is

done elsewhere.  Don't hesitate to contact me for more.

Best regards,

Philippe Stroot

Biosafety Officer,

SmithKline Beecham Biologicals
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From:         Tim Ryan <tryan@UH.EDU>

Subject:      Cyclone Bio Sampler
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Can anyone help me with the area code and number for a company named

Contamination and Infection Control Technologies, supposedly located in

Addison, Michigan?  I've tried all 4 Michigan area codes, and the city

listing itself has no listing for the company.

I want to speak to the company because I'm looking for info on their

Aerojet-General liquid-scrubber air sampler, for potential use in a

bioaerosol sampling application.  If anyone has any info on this device I'd

appreciate a lead on the company or the sampler.

Also, any firsthand experience reports concerning the use of the sampler

would be appreciated for those who have the time.

Thanks.

USPS:  Tim Ryan, CIH, CSP

       Director/Risk Manager - Environmental & Physical Safety Department

       University of Houston

       EPSD-1852

       Houston, TX 77204-1852

Office: (713) 743-5858  Mobile: (713) 907-5196

FAX:    (713) 743-5859  Pager:  (713) 971-0728

E-mail: tryan@uh.edu

URL--> http://www.uh.edu/administration/epsd.html

___________________________________________________________________

              == "de gustibus non est disputandum" ==
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From:         "Lindsey V. Kayman" <kayman@UMDNJ.EDU>

Subject:      CJ contaminated transferrin
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Hi,

Is anyone aware of a customer notice by Becton Dickinson (Collaborative

Biomedical Products) that certain lots of their human transferrin

contains plasma units from a donor who later was diagosed to have

Creutzfeld-Jakob Disease.

Becton Dickinson is not recalling the transferrin and is not even

recommending that the lots not be used.  They recommend the application

of Universal Precautions.

The phone number for technical service at BD is 800-343-2035.

At my insitution we are recommending that reserchers not use the

indicated lots, that they clean surfaces with a 2.5% bleach solution and

that they determine if they have already used any of the potentially

contaminated lots.

I would be interested to know if anyone else is also addressing this.

(If this has already been brought up on the list serve, I appologize.  I

just resubscribed today.)

Lindsey Kayman

(908) 235-4058
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Subject:      transferrin
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Hi,  since I sent out my last posting I've been getting alot of

telephone calls that the precautions I listed are inadequate. I also

spoke with Becton Dickenson Technical Services who told me that they are

still selling possibly contaminated lots.  They are contacting customers

in advance to inform them of the contamination and to ask them if they

still want the transferrin.  Apparently Gibco and Sigma also use the same

supplier of human serum and thir products are also affected.  I would be

interested to hear how other insitutions are addressing this issue.

Thank you.

Linsdey Kayman

(908) 235-4058
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From:         "LouAnn C. Burnett" <lburnett@UIUC.EDU>

Subject:      Biosafety in Field Research
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I just got a call from a researcher at our Illinois State Water Survey--an

affiliate agency to University of Illinois.  Their safety committee is

gathering information on biosafety precautions that their personnel should

take when they are doing field work in natural water sources (anything from

drainage ditches to the Mississippi to Lake Michigan) and in natural

surroundings (from prairie to deep forest), as well as urban settings

(e.g., Chicagoland).  She was specifically concerned about vaccinations and

also mentioned Lyme disease and human erlichiosis.

My question:  does anyone have a program like this already set up?  I'd

love to hear what you've done.  As usual, ANY advice is warmly accepted!!

LouAnn Burnett

Biological Safety Section

University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign

lburnett@uiuc.edu
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From:         Chris Carlson <ccarlson@UCLINK4.BERKELEY.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety in Field Research
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We have a booklet called Safety Guidelines for Field Research.  You can

access it on our web site (www.ehs.berkeley.edu) under "publications", or I

would be glad to send you a hard copy.

This is a very generalized book, but it's a good start. The preventative

vaccines and stuff we leave to our Occ. Health Clinic and the Travel

Clinic, on an individual basis.

Good luck!

Chris

*********************************************************************

Chris Carlson

Biosafety Officer

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

**********************************************************************

PLEASE NOTE NEW e-MAIL ADDRESS: ccarlson@uclink4.berkeley.edu

**********************************************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 15 Nov 1996 15:06:00 -0800

Reply-To:     JOHN BAIR <john.bair@filebank.cts.com>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         JOHN BAIR <john.bair@FILEBANK.CTS.COM>

Organization: The File Bank BBS - Fallbrook, CA  619-728-7307 (data)

Subject:      Re: Biosafety in Field Research

hi;

  I am looking for information about safety while cleaning up mouse

droppings.We have had a number of cases of Hantavirus in southern Cal..

What cleaniong procedures are recommended?

thanks

John BAir
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Andrew Braun <AndrewB820@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: transferrin

Mass General and Brigham & Women's Hospitals in Boston recieved a recall from

Irvine, a media supplier recalling their lots containing the contaminated

transferrin. The transferrin was supplied to them by Bayer who informed their

customers. Irvine as recommended recipients quarantine the media and send a

notarized claim for refund. Clearly Irvine is far more responsible that other

suppliers. We received a list of all customers who got the media and have

contacted them with the suggestion that they stop using it immediately.

    On the other hand no one knows whether CJD is transmitted through

physical contact. It seem unlikely. All the evidence indicates that ingestion

(or transplanation) is the only means of transmission. We suggest no one eat

their media.

Andrew Braun, Biosafety Officer
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From:         Martha McRae <mmcrae@CCGATE.DP.BECKMAN.COM>

Subject:      flameless electric burner
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Our local fire dept. does not allow the use of flammable gases in

biosafety cabinets.  I have a researcher who insists that a flame is

needed for the tc work planned.  I have located a source for an

incinerator for inoculating loop sterilization, but I need help

identifying a vendor or distributor for an electric Bunsen-type burner.

Also, I would also be interested in obtaining information on fires or

explosions in class 2 biosafety cabinets associated with flammable

gas (especially piped in natural gas or the portable propane powered

burners) or excessive flammable liquid use. While I can describe to

the researchers how an LEL could be exceeded resulting in an adverse

result, I've always found supplying information on real incidents

lends credibility.

If you send your responses to me directly, I will summarize to the

list.

Thanks in advance.

Martha A. McRae

Beckman Instruments, Inc.

1050 Page Mill Road

Palo Alto, CA 94304

ph. (415) 859-1712

fax (415) 859-1720

mmcrae@ccgate.dp.beckman.com
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Subject:      Re: flameless electric burner
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Hi Martha,

I think the fire department is correct.  A biosafety cabinet is no place for

flammable gases.  In 1977, when I was at UCSD, one of our technicians was

using a flame in a Baker cabinet.  She accidentally ignited a beaker of

ethanol used for surface sterilization.  A small explosion resulted.  Noone

was injured, but the glass screen broke (it was safety glass fortunately)

and  her hands shook for several hours.

A further reason for not using flames is to avoid disruption of the air flow

patterns.  When you have hoods certified, ask the certifier to test the hood

with a flame present.  The results are interesting.

I do not allow flames in my cabinets.

For further support, you might try contacting the folks at Nuaire or Baker

for their advice.

Cheers,

Cliff Bond

At 09:39 AM 11/18/96 -0800, you wrote:

>Our local fire dept. does not allow the use of flammable gases in

>biosafety cabinets.  I have a researcher who insists that a flame is

>needed for the tc work planned.  I have located a source for an

>incinerator for inoculating loop sterilization, but I need help

>identifying a vendor or distributor for an electric Bunsen-type burner.

>

>Also, I would also be interested in obtaining information on fires or

>explosions in class 2 biosafety cabinets associated with flammable

>gas (especially piped in natural gas or the portable propane powered

>burners) or excessive flammable liquid use. While I can describe to

>the researchers how an LEL could be exceeded resulting in an adverse

>result, I've always found supplying information on real incidents

>lends credibility.

>

>If you send your responses to me directly, I will summarize to the

>list.

>

>Thanks in advance.

>

>Martha A. McRae

>Beckman Instruments, Inc.

>1050 Page Mill Road

>Palo Alto, CA 94304

>ph. (415) 859-1712

>fax (415) 859-1720

>mmcrae@ccgate.dp.beckman.com

>

>

Clifford W. Bond

Department of Microbiology

PO Box 173520

Montana State University

Bozeman, MT 59717-0352

Telephone - 406 994-4130

Telefax - 406 994-4926

Internet - umbcb@gemini.oscs.montana.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 19 Nov 1996 20:11:14 -0400

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      HEPA filter removal procedure in animal care area
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Please direct your answer directly to Mike, since he is not subscribed to

the list.

Thanks.  Stefan

>Date: Fri, 15 Nov 1996 15:16:20 -0800

>From: First Last <username@gemini.mco.edu>

>Subject: HEPA filter removal procedure in animal care area

>MIME-version: 1.0

>

>From: mvaligosky@gemini.mco.edu

>

>I am looking for some guidance on HEPA filter removal from

>ventilation units servicing our animal research

>facility.Please call me at 419-381-4521 or e-mail some

>information to me. I just don't want to have to reinvent

>the wheel. I am also interested in finding out if you are

>aware of any Biosafety Officer training programs, to allow

>for management of the biosafety hazards associated w/P3

>labs. Thanks

>

>Mike Valigosky,

>Medical College of Ohio

>Safety and Health Coord.

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 19 Nov 1996 10:12:50 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "karen b. byers" <Karen=B.=Byers%SS%DFCI@EYE.DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      contaminated transferrin

I'm suggesting a 2-level approach for getting information out  to researchers

about the media which may have contaminated transferrin, based on the risk

assessment which I had to do yesterday:

1. Immediate fax or e-mail notification of the potential problem to all

groups which do any IN VIVO preparations -- therapeutic biological products,

etc...

2. A general announcement to research laboratories which use media products

labeled "FOR RESEARCH USE ONLY", (such as the B-D product.). I agree with

Andy Braun that tissue culture media transfers should be a low-risk activity

for an individual wearing gloves and lab coat and working in a biosafety

cabinet.  NOTE THAT THE B-D ANNOUNCEMENT SUGGESTS MAKING AN EXCEPTION FOR

those RESEARCH ACTIVITIES INVOLVING NEURONAL CULTURE, since there is the

potential for infection of the culture and, I assume, proliferation of the

virus.. or prion..or the CJD agent..

Thank you, Lindsay, for posting this problem and the B-D phone number. The

biosafty posting preceded any official notification so I had a "running

start" -- at least 10 minutes to formulate a plan before people started

demanding to know what I was going to do about this!

Feel free to comment on everything I have overlooked, everybody!

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 19 Nov 1996 16:32:32 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Neil Straus <STRAUS@BOTANY.UTORONTO.CA>

Organization: University of Toronto Botany

Subject:      Re: CJ contaminated transferrin

I assume the real danger of contracting Creutzfeld-Jacob disease from

contaminated media is not from someone eating their media; I took Andrew Braun's

point as a good example of gallows humor.  Presumably the real danger would

come from procedures that produce aerosols; Creutzfeld-Jacob Disease is a

horrible way to die.

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 20 Nov 1996 09:59:54 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Barry Cohen <bdcohen@TIAC.NET>

Subject:      Sterile Non-Latex Gloves

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

I am working with an individual who has a documented latex allergy.

I am looking for a substitute that is medical grade (bloodborne pathogens

concerns) and comes pre-packaged and sterile.

Please supply vendor info if you have it.

Thank you for your consideration.

Barry

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Barry David Cohen

Site Manager, Safety & Environmental Compliance

Genzyme Corporation

500 Soldiers Field Road

Allston, MA 02134

Voice:    (617) 562-4507

FAX        (617) 562-4510

e-mail:   bdcohen@tiac.net

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 20 Nov 1996 09:59:21 -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: CJ contaminated transferrin

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Actually the routes of transmission are not known.  It is known that you can

get it contaminated electrodes that enter the brain, from corneal

transplants from someone who had CJD.  Probably from contact of CJD material

to an open wound (assuming that CJD transmits in a similar manner to Kuru).

The data from Great Britain regarding "mad cow disease" is pointing a finger

at the possibility that ingestion of CJD agent (or similar agent) can

transmit the disease.  So while I too took Andy's comment as humorous, as

with many humorous items, there is an element of truth.  Oh well, I was so

looking forward to my afternoon media snack :) .

At 04:32 PM 11/19/96 EST, you wrote:

>I assume the real danger of contracting Creutzfeld-Jacob disease from

>contaminated media is not from someone eating their media; I took Andrew

Braun's

>point as a good example of gallows humor.  Presumably the real danger would

>come from procedures that produce aerosols; Creutzfeld-Jacob Disease is a

>horrible way to die.

>

Richie Fink,  Assoc. Biosafety Officer,  Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 21 Nov 1996 13:14:37 MET-1MEST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         DOBLHOFF-DIER OTTO <DOBLHOFF@EDV2.BOKU.AC.AT>

Organization: Universitaet fuer Bodenkultur Wien

Subject:      BSE and serum vendors

Hi everybody,

The information on the transferrin was passed on to our cell culture

group and we discussed the issue of prion infected material. As we

are in the process of buying large quantities of (bovine) serum for

our animal cell culture activities (which include the GMP production

of clinical trial material, so prion contamination would be of real

concern!!) we once again discussed origin and possible vendors.

Our questions to the discussion list members, that

might be of considerable interest to everybody, who is working with

animal cells:

1) Are your institutions readily supplied with quality certificates

for serum, including certification of origin?

2) Have you made good/bad experience with serum vendors (which

vendor, and why)?

3) Has you institution got a list of approved serum vendors?

Maybe these first questions can get a disussion going on the serum

issue  and,  as for the transferrin issue, we could have a early

warning system.

Thanks for participating

Otto

Otto Doblhoff-Dier, Inst. Appl. Microbiol, Univ. Agric.,

Nussdorfer Laende 11, A-1190 Vienna, Austria, Europe

Tel: *43-1-36006-6204    Fax:*43-1-3697615

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 21 Nov 1996 07:54:07 PST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Comments:     HW1      FVAUGHAN 11/21/96 07:54:38 HW1SMTP

From:         Frank Vaughan <HW1.FVAUGHAN@HW1.CAHWNET.GOV>

Subject:      HEPA filter removal procedure in animal care area

*** Reply to note of 11/21/96 03:36

unsubscribe

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 21 Nov 1996 11:35:28 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Neil Straus <STRAUS@BOTANY.UTORONTO.CA>

Organization: University of Toronto Botany

Subject:      Transferrin contaminated media

Karen Byers's suggestion of using biosafety cabinets is a good one. This is

particularly pertinent for procedures that have the potential of producing

aerosols.  It might be a good idea to remind people that many routine, simple

procedures have the potential of producing aerosols;  a list of these

procedures would include: opening bottles that are under positive/negative

pressure (this includes media bottles that have been warmed up or bottles

used immediately after removing from the refrigerator), pipetting especially

where pipetting involves blow-out at the end (the vast majority of

micropipetters and many other mechanical pipetting aids), tissue homogenization

etc.

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 21 Nov 1996 13:13:01 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Barry Cohen <bdcohen@TIAC.NET>

Subject:      Mycobacterium bovis

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

As part of my info search on the above-referenced subject, I call upon the

collective wisdom of the list to offer any relevant information:

-  cases of infection in humans

-  seroconversion of healthy employees or immunocompromised employees

-  precautions in  labs other than what is mentioned in the BMBL

-  any other experiences of interest

Thanks for your help.

Barry

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Barry David Cohen

Site Manager, Safety & Environmental Compliance

Genzyme Corporation

500 Soldiers Field Road

Allston, MA 02134

Voice:    (617) 562-4507

FAX        (617) 562-4510

e-mail:   bdcohen@tiac.net

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 22 Nov 1996 17:27:00 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Jeffry E. Rozak 847-938-4431"

              <ROZAK.JEFFRY@IGATE.PPRD.ABBOTT.COM>

Subject:      Gloves Again

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: MULTIPART/MIXED; BOUNDARY="Boundary (ID JhiO40exwVUevLdUGjsOfg)"

--Boundary (ID JhiO40exwVUevLdUGjsOfg)

Content-type: TEXT/PLAIN; CHARSET=US-ASCII

Recycled information of vinyl gloves.

--Boundary (ID JhiO40exwVUevLdUGjsOfg)

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: MESSAGE/RFC822

Date: Fri, 17 May 1996 11:08:00 CDT

From:

 "/R=INET/R=MITVMA.MIT.EDU/U=BIOSAFTY/FFN=A Biosafety Discussion

 List/"@ppdmr.abbott.com

Subject: Re: vinyl gloves for bloodborne pathogens

To:

 "/R=INET/R=MITVMA.MIT.EDU/U=BIOSAFTY/FFN=Multiple recipients of list

 BIOSAFT/"@ppdmr.abbott.com

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: TEXT/PLAIN; CHARSET=US-ASCII

Posting-date: Fri, 22 Nov 1996 00:00:00 CDT

Importance: normal

A1-type: MAIL

Through Dec. 1995 there have only been 43 documented work acquired HIV cases

and another 100+ possible.  Most are due to needle sticks and neither type

of glove would be protective.  I know of no study of infection rates (any

disease) in people wearing latex vs. vinyl.  I do know that vinyl are not as

popular among health care workers and researcher due to their poor fit.  So,

combine HIV's low transmission rate with the likely "low" (relatively

speaking) use of vinyl gloves, and with the fact that intake skin is a

fairly good barrier to transmission,  it would be very hard to find a

statistically valid difference.  The best one can do in these circumstances

is to test the materials involved for there resistance to viral penetration

and recommend the glove that offers superior resistance.

Richie Fink      Associate Biosafety Officer     Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu

At 05:55 PM 5/16/96 -0700, you wrote:

>Much interest in gloves.  I have followed this topic over the last

>several years, and would appreciate your filling in some of the gaps.

>One of the first cases of a health care worker aquiring HIV was following

>prolonged exposure to unprotected hands during a cardiac arrest

>procedure, so that part of transmission is well documented.  The

>propensity of vinyl gloves to badly tear is also well established.  The

>ability to pass viruses through vinyl gloves is demonstrated, however, I

>have yet to see the case report demonstrating the transmission of a

>bloodborne pathogen to a HCW wearing intact vinyl gloves.  Since there is

>so much concensus on the fact that vinyl gloves provide no protection, I

>would assume that the literature would be replete with such

>cases, especially considering all the grief that we got into when we all

>rushed into latex gloves.

>So where are all the reported cases?

>

>Michael A. Noble MD FRCPC

>Microbiology Laboratory

>Vancouver Hospital and Heath Sciences Centre: UBC site

>Vancouver BC V6T 2B5

>

>On Wed, 15 May 1996, Esmeralda Party wrote:

>

>> Karen:

>> I agree with the others who have answered that vinyl gloves are not

>> protective,  I believe the other publication that Rich was refering to was

>> ours.  We found 22% failure of PVC in a passive test and when the glove was

>> exposed to ethanol before exposure to lambda phage the failure rate

>> increased to 56%.  If you need to show the data to somebody it was published

>> in Biotechniques Vol 9 No.2, 1990, "Virus Prenetration of Examination

>> Gloves",  R. Klein, E. Party and E. Gershey.

>>

>> People here that have latex allergies use a PVC glove underneath the latex

>> glove.

>>

>>

>>   Esmeralda Party

>>   Assistant Director,

>>   Laboratory Safety & Environmental Health

>>   The Rockefeller University

>>   1230 York Ave

>>   New York, NY 10021

>>   Phone: (212) 327-8324;  fax: (212) 327-8340

>>    e-mail: partye@rockvax.rockefeller.edu

>>

>

--Boundary (ID JhiO40exwVUevLdUGjsOfg)

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: MESSAGE/RFC822

Date: Fri, 17 May 1996 13:21:00 CDT

From: postmaster@abbott.com

Subject:

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: TEXT/PLAIN; CHARSET=US-ASCII

Posting-date: Fri, 17 May 1996 13:21:00 CDT

Importance: normal

A1-type: DOCUMENT

RFC-822-headers:

Received: from abtlabs.pprd.abbott.com by RANDB.PPRD.Abbott.Com

 (PMDF V4.3-13 #13852) id <01I4TAZA3V1CA7BKDG@RANDB.PPRD.Abbott.Com>; Fri,

 17 May 1996 13:19:44 -0600 (CST)

Received: from vms.dc.lsoft.com by abtlabs.pprd.abbott.com with SMTP id AA29011

 (5.67c/IDA-1.4.4 for <ROZAK.JEFFRY@IGATE.PPRD.ABBOTT.COM>); Fri,

 17 May 1996 13:19:33 -0500

Received: from PEACH.EASE.LSOFT.COM (205.186.43.4)

 by VMS.DC.LSOFT.COM (LSMTP for OpenVMS v1.0a) with SMTP id DE01E192 ; Fri,

 17 May 1996 14:16:13 -0400

Received: from MITVMA.MIT.EDU by MITVMA.MIT.EDU (LISTSERV release 1.8b)

 with NJE id 6291 for BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU; Fri, 17 May 1996 13:08:01 -0400

Received: from MITVMA (NJE origin SMTP@MITVMA)

 by MITVMA.MIT.EDU (LMail V1.2b/1.8b) with BSMTP id 7669; Fri,

 17 May 1996 13:07:48 -0400

Received: from MIT.EDU by mitvma.mit.edu (IBM VM SMTP V2R3) with TCP; Fri,

 17 May 96 13:07:48 EDT

Received: from MIT.MIT.EDU by MIT.EDU with SMTP id AA03362; Fri,

 17 May 96 13:07:08 EDT

Received: from EMS-13.MIT.EDU by MIT.MIT.EDU (5.61/4.7) id AA07623; Fri,

 17 May 96 13:08:30 EDT

X-Sender: rfink@po9.mit.edu

X-Envelope-to: "ROZAK,JEFFRY"@igate.Abbott.Com

X-Mailer: Windows Eudora Pro Version 2.1.2

--Boundary (ID JhiO40exwVUevLdUGjsOfg)--

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 22 Nov 1996 19:11:41 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stuart Rosenberg <stuart@SCRIPPS.EDU>

Subject:      Scrapie (LPH???)

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Good Morning/Evening

Is anyone familiar with a disinfectant known as LPH that is used to reduce

the infectivity of scrapie; specifically used on glassware.  My only

familiarity with anything that is refered to as LPH is Lactase-Phlorizin

Hydrolase.

Any help or direction would be greatly appreciated--please respond either

through the list server or directly to me stuart@scripps.edu.

Thanks!!!!

sdr

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 15 Nov 1996 14:14:27 +200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Martin JANCA VUT-FS-BRNO <JANCA@UVSS.FME.VUTBR.CZ>

Subject:      unsubscribe

      Please, drop for me anybody name of LISTSERV for this group.

      Thanks.

                                                                        Martin

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------

 -----------

Ing. Martin JANCA - Postgrad. student   Tel.: 05 / 4114 2473

Technical University of Brno                 FAX : 00 42 5 758256

Faculty of Mechanical Engineering

Department of Industrial Robots

Technicka 2

616 69  Brno

Czech Republic - EUROPE             E-mail: janca@uvss.fme.vutbr.cz

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------

 -----------

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 25 Nov 1996 08:17:23 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Lindsey Kayman <kayman@UMDNJ.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Sterile Non-Latex Gloves

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Here is some info I've collected...

Some non-latex surgical gloves

Tactyl ( styrene-ethylene-butadiene-styrene thermoplastic elastomer)

        Allerderm - tactyl light synthetic surgical gloves , sizes 5.5-9.

gloves contain powder.  Order direct: (800) 365-6868

        Smartcare- tactyl surgical gloves (800-822-8956)

        Regent Gloves Biogel Neotech  (1-800-843-8497)

Neoprene-based gloves

        Baxter: duraprene Synthetic Surgeon's Gloves(800-327-7503)

        Maxxim Medical - Neolon Surgical Gloves - 1-800-346-8849

Elastyren (styrene isoprene styrene and styrene butadiene styrene polymer)

        Johnson and Johnson Allergard Synthetic Surgical Gloves (800-255-2500)

        ECI Medical Tech- Elastyren Latex-free Sterile Surgical Gloves

(1-800-Not latx)

At 09:59 AM 11/20/96 -0500, you wrote:

>I am working with an individual who has a documented latex allergy.

>

>I am looking for a substitute that is medical grade (bloodborne pathogens

>concerns) and comes pre-packaged and sterile.

>

>Please supply vendor info if you have it.

>

>Thank you for your consideration.

>

>Barry

>~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

>Barry David Cohen

>Site Manager, Safety & Environmental Compliance

>Genzyme Corporation

>500 Soldiers Field Road

>Allston, MA 02134

>Voice:    (617) 562-4507

>FAX        (617) 562-4510

>e-mail:   bdcohen@tiac.net

>~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

>

>

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 25 Nov 1996 09:24:35 EDT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Judy M. Pointer/MDACC"

              <Judy_M._Pointer/MDACC%MDACC@NOTES.MDACC.TMC.EDU>

Subject:      Desperately Seeking a Prionologist - CJD expertise

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: Text/Plain

Dear list,

The transferrin message kept me real busy last week - getting the word out to

all our researchers!  I've been intently reviewing all your chatter.  Thanks

Lindsey, for alerting us.

NOW, I need some info on the possibility of transmission of CJD prions from

tissue culture media into tissue cultures of various types.

Apparently, some of our researchers have been using the potentially

contaminated lots of transferrin / media on various cell types [animal, human,

established cell lines and primary cultures of various organ systems].  We are

now stuck with advising them what to do next.  So far we have advised all to

discard immediately, unless critical, then contact Safety for risk/benefit

analysis of continuing work.

We're having an inservice next week for affected staff.  I'm sure they'll have

lots of questions.

SO -  If CJD prions were in those lots of transferrin:

(1).  which cells/cell types could they infect?

(2).  would they amplify or sustain in the culture systems?

(2).  how would we test tissue cultures for CJD prion presence?  Would they

produce cytopathic effect (CPE)?

(3).  if no CJD are detected can we assume the cultures are free and can be

handled at BL 1?

(4).  if prions do show up, how can we test staff for exposure?

I know this is a lot to ask, but I've already read all the info on the CDC web

page, and no mention of risk of transmission to researchers or potential of

growth in tissue culture is made.  It seems, not much is known about CJD for

sure.  Surely someone out there has tried to culture CJD prions before and

knows all about this [heard USAMERID was doing it, probably CDC too] .

Thanks in advance for your expertise.  PS: please post your responses to the

list - I'm sure all would like to know.  But if you are real shy - you can call

me or E-mail direct.

Judy Pointer

Biological & Chemical Safety Specialist

UT M.D. Anderson Cancer Research Center, Box 168

Houston, TX 77030

(713) 745-1423

jpointer @ notes.mda.tmc.edu

FAX (713) 745-1523

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 25 Nov 1996 10:53:08 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stefan Wagener <stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Mycobacterium bovis

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

Mycobacterium bovis

Human infections with M. bovis have been associated mainly with outbreaks

of tuberculosis in certain animals (e.g., dairy cattle). M. bovis infection

is being recognized with increased frequency  in cattle, deer, lamas,

buffalo, goats and others especially in developing countries. Humans become

infected by drinking contaminated milk (non-pasteurized) or by sharing a

closed air space with a group of animals (e.g., cows) with pulmonary

disease (respiratory route). In humans there is no easy symptomatic

differentiation between M. bovis and M. tuberculosis possible.

Extrapulmonary tuberculosis is present in a higher percentage of persons

diseased with M. bovis than in those with M. tuberculosis.

M. bovis is used for the development of the live, attenuated BCG vaccine.

The anti-tuberculosis drugs used for treating M. tuberculosis are also used

for M. bovis (effectively).

I have no numbers for seroconversion. Precautions in the laboratory,

clinical and veterinary environment should be based on the CDC

recommendations (e.g. BMBL and the 1994 TB guidelines) as well as the OSHA

TB enforcement policies.

Hope this helps.

Stefan

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 25 Nov 1996 09:53:05 -0700

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Johns, Sue" <johnss@WIPP.CARLSBAD.NM.US>

Subject:      Department of Energy and Westinghouse Offer Free Grant Writing

              Package

Educational institutions and non-profit organizations: Do you need grant

Money?

Educational consultants: Do your clients need effective grant writing

courses?

If the answer to either question is "Yes," the Westinghouse Electric

Corporation (WEC) and the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) can assist you

with a new course titled "Writing Winning Grant Proposals."

The complete four-hour course package contains an instructor's guide,

trainee guide, and handouts, all available at no cost.  WEC and DOE have

used the package to train more than 200 teachers, principals,

superintendents, and representatives of non-profit organizations as part

of their regional educational outreach efforts.

During the past year, numerous organizations have been assisted through

the WEC/DOE effort, and all have reported a 100 percent success rate in

receiving the grants for which they applied.

In recognition that adults learn best by doing, "Writing Winning Grant

Proposals" consists of simulation during which trainees comparatively

score sections taken from real proposals.  The objective is to get

trainees to view proposals from the perspective of the evaluators.  The

course concludes with a simulation during which trainees have the

opportunity to write a proposal section and evaluate the write-ups of

fellow trainees.

To obtain non-exclusive rights to use the course at no cost, start by

sending an e-mail to Sue Johns at Johnss@wipp.carlsbad.nm.us, that

includes your mailing address or call Frank Burchardt at 1-800-336-9477.

 Additional information about the WIPP project can be obtained by

visiting our home page on the Internet at

http://www.wipp.carlsbad.nm.us.

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 26 Nov 1996 09:35:00 +0100

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         kees de gooijer <Kees.deGooijer@ALGEMEEN.PK.WAU.NL>

Subject:      Prion expertise

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

>Date:    Mon, 25 Nov 1996 09:24:35 EDT

>From:    "Judy M. Pointer/MDACC"

>         <Judy_M._Pointer/MDACC%MDACC@NOTES.MDACC.TMC.EDU>

>Subject: Desperately Seeking a Prionologist - CJD expertise

Hi Judy,

I have forwarded this message to :

1. ACDF-L@LX1.ZOD.WAU.NL

2. BSE-L@RZ.UNI-KARLSRUHE.DE

the first being an animal cell discussion forum, the second a BSE discussion

list. Feel free to join in, both lists run standard (LISTSERV@...., SUBSCRIBE

ACDF-L or BSE-L, respectively). Please post any findings to ACDF-L as well !

kees

I tried to respond to you to

>jpointer @ notes.mda.tmc.edu

but that failed....

Dr.Ir. C.D. (Kees) de Gooijer

||   //  //

||  //| //

|| // |// Wageningen Agricultural University

||//  |/  Food- & Bioprocess Engineering Group

          P.O. Box 8129, 6700 EV Wageningen, The Netherlands

          Phone : ()31-317-483975, Fax : ()31-317-482237

          E-mail : kees.degooijer@algemeen.pk.wau.nl

Dutch Biotechnology Association : WWW.KNCV.NL/SECTIES/NBV/

Bioprocess Engineering : WWW.SPB.WAU.NL/T34/NL/

Animal cells : LISTSERV@LX1.ZOD.WAU.NL Subscribe ACDF-L
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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: disinfection of legionella
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The Cl concentration in tap water is around 0.75 to 1.5 ppm which Legionella

p. and the ameoba that it lives in are resistant too.  But if one increases

the free Cl concentration to >20ppm the ameoba and Lp both die.  For a

reference see Effect of Chlorine on the Survival and Growth of Legionella

pneumophilia and Hartmannella vermiformis, pages 242 - 245 in Legionella,

Current Status and Emerging Perspectives edited by James Barbaree, Robert

Breiman & Alfre Dufour, ASM, 1993.

Most household bleach contains 52500 ppm of Cl, so 1 gallon of bleach could

treat 1,050 gallons of water (50ppm - need extra to take care of Cl

scavaging by dead cells, and other organic debris).

At 10:18 AM 11/13/96 -0500, you wrote:

>Could someone please forward me a recommendation for disinfecting a hot

>tub which may be contaminated with legionella.  I am particularly

>interested in using a household bleach (5% sodium hypochlorite) solution

>and would like a practical recipe.  Also, if available, I would like a

>literature reference.  Thanks

>

>Burt Ogle, CIH, CSP

>BOGLE@GEMS.VCU.EDU

>

Richie Fink,  Assoc. Biosafety Officer,  Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Randall Morin <morin@MAIL.NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Prion expertise
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The National Institutes of Neurological Diseases and Stroke (NINDS) of the

NIH has been studying prions for many years.  Dr. Clarence (Joe) Gibbs is a

recognized expert on CJD and other "slow viruses".  His number is (301)

496-4821, fax (301) 496-9946.  Good luck.

At 09:35 AM 11/26/96 +0100, you wrote:

>>Date:    Mon, 25 Nov 1996 09:24:35 EDT

>>From:    "Judy M. Pointer/MDACC"

>>         <Judy_M._Pointer/MDACC%MDACC@NOTES.MDACC.TMC.EDU>

>>Subject: Desperately Seeking a Prionologist - CJD expertise

>Hi Judy,

>

>I have forwarded this message to :

>

>1. ACDF-L@LX1.ZOD.WAU.NL

>2. BSE-L@RZ.UNI-KARLSRUHE.DE

>

>the first being an animal cell discussion forum, the second a BSE discussion

>list. Feel free to join in, both lists run standard (LISTSERV@...., SUBSCRIBE

>ACDF-L or BSE-L, respectively). Please post any findings to ACDF-L as well !

>

>kees

>

>

>

>I tried to respond to you to

>>jpointer @ notes.mda.tmc.edu

>

>but that failed....

>

>Dr.Ir. C.D. (Kees) de Gooijer

>||   //  //

>||  //| //

>|| // |// Wageningen Agricultural University

>||//  |/  Food- & Bioprocess Engineering Group

>          P.O. Box 8129, 6700 EV Wageningen, The Netherlands

>          Phone : ()31-317-483975, Fax : ()31-317-482237

>          E-mail : kees.degooijer@algemeen.pk.wau.nl

>Dutch Biotechnology Association : WWW.KNCV.NL/SECTIES/NBV/

>Bioprocess Engineering : WWW.SPB.WAU.NL/T34/NL/

>Animal cells : LISTSERV@LX1.ZOD.WAU.NL Subscribe ACDF-L

>

>

Randall Morin, Dr.P.H.

Manager, Safety & Environmental Protection Program

SAIC Frederick

NCI-FCRDC, Fort Detrick, Frederick, MD 21702-1201

(301) 846-1451, morin@mail.ncifcrf.gov

Fax:  (301) 846-6619
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Biosafety in Field Research
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Lou Ann:

Not many of our folks go off to the wilds that we know of.  For certain

urban areas a kevlar vest would probably be a good safety precaution :).  In

the more natural rural wilds, the ticks pose the highest risk of disease

transmission so use of a good tick repellant, careful inspection of ones

skin for ticks, tucking pants legs into socks would be good ways of

minimizing exposure to ticks.  Other things to consider would be not

drinking untreated water (giardia is in more places then many think),

carring a first aid kit and cleaning, treating any wounds - good rich soil

is also rich in microorganisms, some of which may cause infection.  Maps,

compasses, cellular phone, GPS, emergency rations, a mylar blanket (light

weight, folds into a small bundle and will keep one warm)  are other things

to consider.   Waterproof boots and an extra pair or two of socks for when

the waterproofing doesn't work.

That's about all I can think of.

Richie Fink,  Assoc. Biosafety Officer,  Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Richard Fink <rfink@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Mycobacterium bovis
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Barry,

I opened the old paper vault, blew the dust off, cough, cough, hack, and

found the following:

Mycobacterium bovis as an occupational hazard in abattoir workers, a letter

from P. Georghiou, A.M. Patel, and A. Konstantios that appeared in Aust. NZ

J. Med 1989, 19:409-410.  They report 87 cases of bovine TB in workers over

a 35 year period.  Pulmonary TB accured in 67 cases and nonpulmonary in 20

cases.  Aerosol transmission suspected in all except 13 cases acquired via

drinking unpasteurized milk.

Pulmonary tuberculosis due to BCG in a technician employed in a BCG

laborartory, H.C. Engbaek, B. Vergmann, & K. Bunch-Christensen; Bulletin of

the World Health Organization, 55(4):517-520 (1977).   "It was concluded

from the examinations carried out that the strain isolated was an attenuated

mucobacterium indistinguishable from BCG.  The BCG-induced tuberculous lung

process that was verified bacteriologically in 1975 may either have

developed from a metastatic lesion following the BSG vaccinations in 1944,

1949, and 1951 or have originated from an aerogenic infection during

production of BCG vaccine.

Cold Abscess after accidental BCG inoculation, letter from John Warren, D.

Nairn & M. Robertson to Lancet Aug. 4, 1984 (Vol. 2 (8397)) page 289.  A 32

yr. old doc jammed a needle attached to a BCG syringe into her thumb.  Took

no preventative measures, thumb became noticable infected 2 months latter -

BCG isolated.  Treated via surgical drainage and drugs after initial drug

therapy failed.

So, M. bovis - treat as a class 3.  M. bovis-BCG generally not infectious,

based on the millions of vaccinations and only a few infections.

Richie Fink,  Assoc. Biosafety Officer,  Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Donna DiNunzio <donna_dinunzio@COLLAGEN.COM>

Subject:      Bloodborne Pathogens in Mist/Aerosol Form

We have a new procedure that requires the misting of human blood through a

syringe.  I want to research the respiratory or other hazards associated with

this procedure and the proper control methods.

Any advice?
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stuart Thompson <STUART@FS1.OH.MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Re: Desperately Seeking a Prionologist - CJD expertise

I missed the start of this correspondence. Can you send me the name

of the manufacturer whose media were contaminated with prions, and a

copy of any key E-mail messages concerning this matter, e.g. the

original warning.

Thank you

Stuart Thompson

Biological Safety Officer, Health & Safety Services

University of Manchester
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stuart Thompson <STUART@FS1.OH.MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Viruses in human tissue

One of our researchers proposes to inject unscreened primary human

breast cancer cells (and normal tissue from women undergoing surgery

for breast reduction as controls) into "nude" athymic mice. Because

these mice are immunodeficient, the human cells can survive and

multiply therein.

The question arises whether any viruses associated with these cells

(e,g, hepatitis B, but many others are possible) could replicate

within the transplanted cells and liberate virus that could be

transmitted to the animal handlers, for example as a result of a

bite.

Our risk assessment suggests that the risk is low, and that the use

of containment level 2 facilities and gloves as personal protection

will be adequate. Is this correct? Should vaccination with hepatitis

B be performed (this is required for those who inject the cells into

the animals but may well be unnecessary for the animal house staff

who merely care for the mice afterwards)?

I welcome opinions plus descriptions of how other organisations

handle similar scenarios.

Stuart Thompson

Biological Safety Officer

University of Manchester
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Sandy Fry <SCFRY@BCSC02.GOV.BC.CA>

Subject:      Transferrin contaminated media

To: BIOSAF1 --INTERNET BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MI

*** Reply to note of 11/22/96 13:14

 More on the subject of transferrin: A very good reference for this subject, in

deed one that addresses many of J. Pointers concerns(re: CPE, infectivity in ce

ll cultures, etc) is "How to Limit the Spread of Creutzfeldt-Jakob Disease" (In

fection Control and Hospital Epidemiology August 1996, Vol. 17, No.8:521 - 528.

)from the fourth International Conference on the Prevention of Infection.

Regards,

Sandy Fry, Laboratory Safety Coordinator

Ministry of Health, B.C. Centre for Disease Control
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From:         Peter Le Blanc Smith <pmlbs@AAHL.DAH.CSIRO.AU>

Subject:      Re: Transferrin contaminated media
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At 11:35 AM 11/21/96 EST,  Neil Straus wrote:

>Karen Byers's suggestion of using biosafety cabinets is a good one. This is

>particularly pertinent for procedures that have the potential of producing

>aerosols.  It might be a good idea to remind people that many routine, simple

>procedures have the potential of producing aerosols;  a list of these

>procedures would include: opening bottles that are under positive/negative

>pressure (this includes media bottles that have been warmed up or bottles

>used immediately after removing from the refrigerator), pipetting especially

>where pipetting involves blow-out at the end (the vast majority of

>micropipetters and many other mechanical pipetting aids), tissue homogenization

>etc.

>

General biocontainment issues and staff safety suggest we need to think of

the people who service and test laboratory equipment such as biological

safety cabinets.  Prions resist inactivation by gaseous formaldehyde which

is a normal treatment for all biosafety cabinets before service and

validation tests.

I addressed this problem by utilizing a cytotoxic drug safety cabinet

(Australian Standard 2567. Laminar flow cytotoxic drug safety cabinets).

The cabinet is used to contain material to immediately below the work floor.

Here any contamination is accessible. The cabinet fans, plenum & laminar

flow filter are protected in an area where decontamination would be

extremely difficult.

The Australian/New Zealand Standard 2243.3:1995 Safety in laboratories. Part

3: Microbiology, notes the use of cytotoxic drug safety cabinets for this

(novel) purpose.

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------

Any opinions contained in this email message are personal and do not

necessarily reflect the view of AAHL or CSIRO.

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------

Peter Le Blanc Smith                            pmlbs@aahl.dah.csiro.au

Biocontainment Microbiologist

Australian Animal Health Laboratory             Ph:  (03)  5227 5000

Private Mail Bag 24                             Int: +61 3 5227 5000

Geelong Vic 3213                                Fax: (03)  5227 5555

Australia                                       Int: +61 3 5227 5555

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------
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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 M. Pointer/MDACC"

              <Judy_M._Pointer/MDACC%MDACC@NOTES.MDACC.TMC.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Transferrin contaminated media
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Hi Peter

Your concern about decon of Safety Cabinets used for prion work intrigued me.

Never considered this before.  Thought you (and the list) might like some

information our infection control officer dug up about disinfectants, etc. for

CJD.  I pasted it below.  I don't know where she got the info.

"People who service and test laboratory equipment such as biological

safety cabinets" are often the most neglected group in the hazard agent

handling chain.  We wipe test for radioactivity, and surface decon most

equipment - but the expense involved in treating all biomedical equipment

(taken out of service for repair) as if it is contaminated with deadly

pathogens is beyond our budget.  And, unless sophisticated post cleaning tests

are performed, it is often not possible to determine if the deconing was c

ompletely successful.

Our HEPA filter/BSC cabinet contractor does the deconing of the equipment he

services.  Other medical equipment is serviced in house by our biomedical

engineering staff who are trained in potential hazards associated with the

job.  The safety office checks, and tags, all equipment (including plumbing

fixtures, etc.) in laboratories for proper cleaning and wipe testing before any

servicing is undertaken.  Special situations [like equipment from BL 3 labs]

are handled individually.  This is time consuming (we have over a million

square feet of lab space) and I worry about the actual effectiveness.  Has

anyone got a better way?

" .. info on decontamination measures required to kill CJD,...

Instruments:

1. wipe down instruments before sterilizing; do not wash

2. use steam sterilization, prevacuum, for 18 minutes at 134 C, or

3. use steam sterilization, standard gravity, for 60 minutes at 134 degrees C

4, incinerate all trash, sharps, tissue, blood products, etc.

5.  when these measures are not possible, soak for 1 hour in 1 Eq/L sodium

hydroxide, followed by 1 hour steam sterilization at 121 degrees C, standard

gravity.

6.  when equipment has come into direct contact with contamination and items 2

through 6 are not possible, soak the item for 1 hour in 1 Eq/L sodium hydroxide.

7. contain and incinerate liquid waste, including wash water.

8.  disinfect all surfaces with 1 Eq/L sodium hydroxide, then clean routinely,

e.g., lab counter top.

9.  The following chemicals do not completely destroy CJD agent:

2.5% sodium hypochlorite, 60 minutes

10% formaldehyde, weeks

5% glutaraldehyde, 3 weeks, 4 degrees C

88% ethylene oxide, 43 degrees C, 4 hours

regular cycle, standard gravity, steam sterilization"
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Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         DOBLHOFF-DIER OTTO <DOBLHOFF@EDV2.BOKU.AC.AT>

Organization: Universitaet fuer Bodenkultur Wien

Subject:      Inactivation of prions

Hey everybody,

Some more maybe usefull info on the inactivation of prions. I found this

information on one of the prion sites on the net, when compiling

material for a lecture on prions. I have not checked if the  EC guidelines

I also got from the net are equivalent to the original document, but

to my knowledge they are ok.

___________________________________________________________

Prions:

Heat resistant

some loss of infectivity occurs at temperatures above 100 deg C,

more than 120 deg C for long periods is needed for inactivation

Resistant to common sterilants and other chemical agents is very high

Resistance to extremes of pH and to ultra-violet or ionising

irradiation

_____________________________________________________________

III/3385/92-EN, COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNlTlES,

Directorate-General for Internal market and Industrial affairs, DG III/C-3,

COMMITTEE FOR VETERINARY MEDICINAL PRODUCTS

WORKING PARTY ON IMMUNOLOGICALMEDICINAL PRODUCTS,

NOTE FOR GUIDANCE,

Guidelines for minimizing the risk of transmission of agents causing

spongiform encephalopathies via veterinary medicinal products

autoclaving at appropriate conditions (recommended parameters are 134-138 C

for at least 18 minutes for porous-load autoclaving, and 132 C for one hour

for gravity-displacement autoclaving)

treatment with sodium hypochlorite (preferably: solution containing at

least 2% available chlorine, for at least 1 h at 20 C); autoclaving at

shorter times and/or lower temperatures than those given above

treatment with sodium hydroxide (preferably: 1 N solution, for at

least 1 h at 20 C)

extraction by organic solvents (use the organic phase); removal of protein by

precipitation, ultracentrifugation or absorption preparation of filtrates by

passage through 10-nm-filters

passage through appropriate chromatographic columns

(before reusing treat columns for 4 h with at least 0.1 N sodium hydroxide)

treatment with 6M urea

________________________________________________________

If anybody is interested in obtaining the slides for lecturing

(Microsoft Power Point format), I am quiete willing to pass them on

Otto

Otto Doblhoff-Dier, Inst. Appl. Microbiol, Univ. Agric.,

Nussdorfer Laende 11, A-1190 Vienna, Austria, Europe

Tel: *43-1-36006-6204    Fax:*43-1-3697615
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From:         Leslie Hofherr <LESLIE@HHMI.UCLA.EDU>

Subject:      New Positions at UCLA

I am officially looking to fill to newly created positions at UCLA:

Assistant Laboratory and Biological Safety Officer -- Level II

The Office of EH&S is seeking an individual to assist in the

biological and laboratory safty program.

the successful candidate will be responsible for the aspects of

biological safety and laboratory safety primarily in the School of

Medicine at UCLA. Emphasis will be on conducting biological safety

and laboratory safety surveys, providing training and information to

the research community, and development of new program areas within

the biological and laboratory safety programs. Topics emphasized

include research activities involving biohazardous agents and

recombinant DNA molecules, bloodborne pathogens, medical waste

management, the laboratory standard, shipment of biohazardous

materials, carcinogen use, and other topics. The successful candidate

will serve as the Biosafety Officer in the absence of the Biosafety

Officer, may serve as an EH&S representative on safety committees and

is required to serve as a member of the EH&S emergency and hazardous

materials response team.

The ideal candidate should have an advanced degree in microbiology, virology,

genetics, molecular biology, or public health or closely related

field with a minimum of two years research laboratory experience in a

university or industry setting. Special consideration will be given

to candidates with experience in a university and in a biological

safety or laboratory safety program. A bachelor's degree and three

years experience in any of the above listed fields is the minimum

acceptable requirement. Knowledge of biosafety containment

techniques, disease epidemiology, general laboratory safety and

laboratory survey methodologies and techniques required.

Ability to communicate effectively orally and in writing, and to work

effectively as a member of a health and safety team required. Ability

to use a PC and software required.

Assistant Laboratory and Biological Safety Officer -- Level I

The Office of EH&S is seeking an individual to assist in the

biological and laboratory safety program. The successful candidate

will be responsible for all aspects of biological safety and

laboratory safety primarily in the Life Sciences Division at UCAL.

Emphasis will be on conducting biological safety and laboratory

safety surveys, and providing training and information to the

research community. Topics emphasized include research activities

involving biohazardous agents and recombinant DNA molecules,

bloodborne pathogens, medical waste management, the laboratory

standard, shipment of biohazardous materials, carcinogen use, and

other topics. The successful candidate may serve as an EH&S

representative on safety committees and is required to serve as a

memeber of the EH&S emergency and hazardous materials response team.

Candidates should have a bachelor's degree in microbiology, virology,

genetics, molecular biology, or public health or closely related

field with a minimum of two years research laboratory experience in a

university or industry setting being strongly preferred. Special

consideration will be given to candidates with experience in a

university and in a biological safety or laboratory safety program. A

bachelor's degree and three years experience in any of the above

listed fields is the minimum acceptable requirement. Knowledge of

biosafety containment techniques, disease epidemology, general

laboratory safety, and laboratory survey methodologies and techniques

required. Ability to communicate effectively orally and in writing

and to work effectively as a member of a health and safety team

required. Ability to use a PC and software required

Send resume and cover letter to:

UCLA- Administrative Services

Personal Office

731 S. Circle Dr.

Los Angeles, CA, 90095-1526

or fax them to: (310) 206-2112

For more information about the positions contact Leslie Hofherr at

(310) 206-3929 Phone, or e-mail address Leslie@hhmi.ucla.edu.
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Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         DOBLHOFF-DIER OTTO <DOBLHOFF@EDV2.BOKU.AC.AT>

Organization: Universitaet fuer Bodenkultur Wien

Subject:      Re: Prions lecture slides

Hey everybody,

I have been getting a number of requests for my prion lecture slides

I offered to share with other people in need of slides for lecturing

on this topic.

I tried to email the rather large powerpoint files and in some cases

this did not work. Therefore I have made the prion lecture and two

other lectures available in a zipped format on the internet.

You can use the material for lectures, just please let me know what

you think of the quality. Do not use the material for publications

as much of it was compiled from othersources and may be copyrighted.

You can access them by going to the homepage of the European Federation

Biotechnology's Working Party on Safety in Biotechnology

http://www.boku.ac.at/iam/efb/efb_wp.htm

Then click on the link to publications page (first link on the page)

and click on the links of the zip files that are located in the last

section of the publication page

newdev.zip a lecture on new developements in biosafety including

animal cell cultures (operator and environmental safety, product safety),

prions, emerging infetctious diseases originally presented at the Medical

Faculty in Lublijana 96

prions.zip a lecture on prions including aetiology,

animal and human prion diseases, inactivation of prions etc.

These slides are a subset of the newdev.zip file

cellcult.zip a lecture on biosafety of animal cell cultures (operator and

environmental safety) and cell culture derived products (including virus

removal validation) originally presented at the biosafety workshop

in Rio de Janeiro 96

Hope the people wanting the slides have a full inernet connection

Otto

Otto Doblhoff-Dier, Inst. Appl. Microbiol, Univ. Agric.,

Nussdorfer Laende 11, A-1190 Vienna, Austria, Europe

Tel: *43-1-36006-6204    Fax:*43-1-3697615

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 5 Dec 1996 18:54:50 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Vanda Sadilek <Vanda_Sadilek.HWC@INET.HWC.CA>

Subject:      Maintenance of Ventilation System for Medical Isolation Room
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A maintenance worker expressed concern regarding his duty to change the HEPA

filter in the HVAC system serving a medical isolation room at his institutional

workplace.   A room (located in the facility's medical clinic) which has its

own independant ventilation system has been designated as an isolation area

(respiratory).  He is responsible to replace the HEPA filter (a "BGE" 2 foot

cube type) on this HVAC system once per year.  Access to the filter is through

an adjacent mechanical room.  He would like to know what procedures and

precautions he should be following while conducting this duty.  How should the

filter be disposed?

Any suggestions or comments would be appreciated.

Thanks

Vanda Sadilek

Environmental Health Officer

Health Canada, OEHS

Edmonton, Alberta

(403) 495-3921

(403) 495-2177 fax
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From:         Michele Crase <E00MMC1@WPO.CSO.NIU.EDU>

Subject:      Dissection and Formaldehyde

Greetings,

I am looking for documentation on formaldehyde allergies among those

who's profession includes dissection of specimens fixed with

formaldehyde.  I am looking for studies or other information showing

other problems with long term effects of exposure as well.   You can

send any information to me directly.  I appreciate your help!

Michele Crase CLS(ASCP)

Biosafety Specialist

EHS- Northern Illinois University

mcrase@niu.edu
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Comments:     Authenticated sender is <jives@mailroom.safety.rochester.edu>

From:         Janet Ives <jives@SAFETY.ROCHESTER.EDU>

Subject:      biosafety level 2/3 or 2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Content-transfer-encoding: 7BIT

Hi folks,

Hope everyone is enjoying the holiday season! I am in need of the

specifics of biosafety level 2+ or 2/3. What are the parameters of

primary, secondary containment, and work practices? I have

conflicting information from various sources and need a

clarification.  Please respond to my e-mail address. Thanks

in advance.

Janet Ives, Industrial Hygienist

Department of Environmental Health and Safety

University of Rochester

jives@safety.rochester.edu

(716)275-3014

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 6 Dec 1996 14:37:55 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Claudia Ashby <SilkyBrown@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Bloodborne Pathogens in Mist/Aerosol Form

At the barest minimum, you'll need to wear a full face shield, but in view of

the fact that you said Human serum, I would recommend a HEPA filter

respirator. The respirator must be fit tested for each individual who is

doing the procedure.

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 6 Dec 1996 14:49:30 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Tim Ryan <tryan@UH.EDU>

Subject:      Re: biosafety level 2/3 or 2+

MIME-version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

>Hi folks,

>

>Hope everyone is enjoying the holiday season! I am in need of the

>specifics of biosafety level 2+ or 2/3. What are the parameters of

>primary, secondary containment, and work practices? I have

>conflicting information from various sources and need a

>clarification.  Please respond to my e-mail address. Thanks

>in advance.

>

If there are no objections, I'd just as soon see this discussion on the

list.  In my experience the "+" designation is arbitrary or at least poorly

documented, and so I'd like to hear what others have to say on this

question.

USPS:  Tim Ryan, CIH, CSP

       Director/Risk Manager - Environmental & Physical Safety Department

       University of Houston

       EPSD-1852

       Houston, TX 77204-1852

Office: (713) 743-5858  Mobile: (713) 907-5196

FAX:    (713) 743-5859  Pager:  (713) 971-0728

E-mail: tryan@uh.edu

URL--> http://www.uh.edu/administration/epsd.html

___________________________________________________________________

              == "de gustibus non est disputandum" ==

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 9 Dec 1996 10:12:19 -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: flameless electric burner

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

At 09:39 AM 11/18/96 -0800, you wrote:

>  I have a researcher who insists that a flame is needed for the tc work

planned.

If the researcher is using proper asceptic techniques and the BSC is working

properly,  there is no need for a flame or heat source.

>I have located a source for an incinerator for inoculating loop

sterilization, but I >need help identifying a vendor or distributor for an

electric Bunsen-type burner.

I'm not sure what the difference is.  The ceramic core heaters such as

Bacti-Cinerator are capable of "flaming" the tops of tubes and bottles.

>Also, I would also be interested in obtaining information on fires or

>explosions in class 2 biosafety cabinets associated with flammable

>gas (especially piped in natural gas or the portable propane powered

>burners) or excessive flammable liquid use.

I haven't heard of any cabinets going boom, would be interested if you get

any private responses regarding explosions.  The biggest reason not to use a

flame is that the flame disrupts the laminar flow and if you leave it on

long enough (and we are talking only a minute +/-) the disruption is enough

to move air accross the front air barrier.  The pilot light on a

louch-o-matic does not produce enough heat to affect the flow but the full

flame does.  The ceramic core heaters on the other hand only disrupts the

flow about 2" along the axis of the  unit and about 6" in front of the unit

even when left on for long times.

Richie Fink,  Assoc. Biosafety Officer,  Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 9 Dec 1996 18:05:16 EST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "karen b. byers" <Karen=B.=Byers%SS%DFCI@EYE.DFCI.HARVARD.EDU>

Subject:      Re: biosafety level 2/3 or 2+

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII

Hi. In response to Janet's question, I think Biosafety Level 2/3 was first

described in the Federal Register, Vol.49, No. 201, Tuesday, October 16,

1984. p.40556. There was a PHS announcement of availability of limited

quantities of HTLV-III virus and cell-line material, with an "APPENDIX-

BIOSAFETY GUIDELINES FOR USE OF HTLV-III AND RELATED VIRUSES."

I can fax the page from the fed.reg.

To quote a few phrases:

"Biosafety Level 2 practices, containment equipment, and facilities are

recommended for activities utilizing known or potentially infectious body

fluids and tissues. Additional containment equipment and special practices

described for Biosafety Level 3 should be used for small-scale research

activities involving HTLV-III, related viruses, and virus producing cell

lines. Large-scale production and activities which involve the handling of

large volumes of virus-producing cells should be restricted to Biosafety

Level 3 facilities."   Applicant requesting HTLV-III for research purposes

must certify that Biosafety Level 3 "STandard Microbiological Practices"

Special Practices, and Containment equipment as described on pages 14 through

16 (BMBL, 84-08395). In addition, the applicant must describe the facility in

which the research will be conducted. The minimum facility specifications are

those described for a Biosafety Level 2 facility."

Hope this helps. There was a nice table in the 1988 agent summary statement

which also cleared up most questions....

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 10 Dec 1996 13:28:58 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Scott Keimig, Ph.D., CIH" <keimig@MAIL.NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Position Available - Biosafety Officer

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

SAIC Frederick, a division of Science Applications International

Corporation, has a challenging opportunity for a specialist in biological

safety to join our Safety & Environmental Protection Program at the National

Cancer Institute's Frederick Cancer Research & Development Center in

Frederick, Maryland, USA.

The successful candidate will join a multi-disciplinary safety team and will

be responsible for the enforcement of an existing, comprehensive safety

program governing work with biohazardous materials.  Principal duties

include: evaluation of research and related activities for biohazard risk;

assessment of equipment, operations, and facility design for effective

biohazard control; development/review of biosafety SOPs; review of biosafety

program compliance; and training in related areas.  M.S. degree in

safety-related field with four years safety-related experience, preferably

in a biomedical research institution. Possession of RBP, CIH, or CSP

preferred.  Salary commensurate with credentials plus a comprehensive

benefits program including insurance, 401(K) savings plan, stock purchase

program, and more.

For consideration, forward resume, references, and salary requirements to

Barbara Norton-Gill, Technical Recruiter, SAIC Frederick NCI-FCRDC, PO Box

B, Frederick, MD 21702-1201, or e-mail: hr@mail.ncifcrf.gov.

______________________________________________________________________________

Manager, Occupational & Environmental Hygiene

Safety and Environmental Protection Program

NCI - Frederick Cancer Research

and Development Center

(301)846-1451 fax: (301)846-6619

______________________________________________________________________________
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Date:         Wed, 11 Dec 1996 10:59:20 +1200

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stu MacDiarmid <macdiarmids@RA.MAF.GOVT.NZ>

Subject:      BSE and serum vendors

MIME-Version: 1.0
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Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7BIT

Colleagues,

a few weeks ago, before I joined this list, there was some

interesting correspondence on the issue of biological

products possibly contaminated with agents of the prion

diseases. A friend copied some of the discussion to me.

One of the correspondents stated "As far as sourcing bovine

serum this should only be sourced from "BSE free"

countries..." and New Zealand was mentioned as one such

country.

This Ministry has for several years operated an active

surveillance program to support our claims that New Zealand

livestock are free from scrapie and BSE, and I believe that

our case is compelling [I can supply copies our supporting

documentation to anyone who is interested].

However, in recent years we have been concerned that the

volume of foetal bovine serum traded internationally as "New

Zealand origin" far exceeds the actual volume produced.

About two years ago I saw figures, for instance, of the

volume of "New Zealand origin" foetal bovine serum imported

into Europe, and the figure was several times our entire

national production!

So, while I endorse the recommendation that serum and

similar products should be sourced from countries

demonstrably free from BSE, I also recommend that

concerned purchasers of such product insist on seeing

documentation demonstrating the source.

Stuart C MacDiarmid

National Manager (Agricultural Security)

Regulatory Authority

Ministry of Agriculture

PO Box 2526

Wellington

New Zealand.

Phone ; +64-4-472 0367

Fax   ; +64-4-474 4133

Email ; macdiarmids@ra.maf.govt.nz,

100357.1514@compuserve.com

***************************************************************

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 10 Dec 1996 15:00:58 PST

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Brad Manning <manning@CCMAIL.NEVADA.EDU>

Subject:      ABSA Address

     Netters,

     I am seeking the street address, phone, and e-mail address of the

     American Biological Safety Association.

     Thanks,

     Brad Manning

     internet: manning@ccmail.nevada.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 10 Dec 1996 22:57:57 +0000

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Hamilton Nashe Ltd." <hnashe@HNASHE.COM>

Subject:      IGES'97 The Environmental Solutions Exhibition

In-Reply-To:  <850239413.912073.0@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

MIME-Version: 1.0

IGES'97 The Environmental Solutions Exhibition

The International Guide for Environmental Solutions (IGES'97), is a new

and exciting exhibition and reference guide for products and services in

the Environmental Solutions industry.

To develop this site we are looking to add as much information as

possible from around the world making IGES'97 a one stop reference guide

for the Environmental Industry.

We desperately need your help in creating this unique free service.  So

if you can help us we are looking for resources throughout the Internet.

We need:

        URL links to WWW sites

        FTP Sites that offer software or demos for Environmental

Solutions

        Mailing Lists

        Newsgroups

        Features and interesting articles

        Press releases

To see our site please visit http://www.hnashe.com/ihome.htm

To see the topics we are covering please visit our contents page at

http://www.hnashe.com/frames/acontent.htm

The site contains profiles of top organisations, government initiatives

and legislative data, creating a global management centre for the

necessity of supply to the demand from the expansion of the

environmental market place today.

IGES'97 also provides an environmental search engine and valuable links

plus numerous other sections of interest from job search to valuable

comment on current issues by key figures of government and industry.

This site is updated daily and is continuously under construction,

however, IGES will be achieving a more complete stage further in the

year.

Keep abreast of information, see who's working with the finest in the

environmental field and generating the right response.

If  you  supply us with any information please sign our guest book where

this month you could win a PSION Series 3a

The International Guide For Environmental Solutions

Internet:       WWW.hnashe.com/ihome.htm

E-mail          iges@hnashe.com
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Date:         Thu, 12 Dec 1996 11:03:19 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Stefan Wagener <Stefan@MSU.EDU>

Subject:      T.cruzi infection?

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

FYI,

An interesting but also sad story. Something to take home and think about.

Point your web browser to:

http://www.easynet.on.ca/~kristof/fraud.html

Stefan

=========================================================================

Date:         Thu, 12 Dec 1996 15:48:06 -0600

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Scott Rusk <srusk@NADC.ARS.USDA.GOV>

Subject:      Shipping to Cuba

Does anyone know if there are political do's & don't's regarding shipping

strains of Cryptosporidium parvum from the U. S. to Cuba??

=========================================================================

Date:         Fri, 13 Dec 1996 14:38:17 -0500

Reply-To:     kristof@easynet.on.ca

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Bozena Kristof <kristof@EASYNET.ON.CA>

Organization: ***************

Subject:      NO Biosaftey Standards at the University of Guelph - Infected

              with Trypanosomiasis and left to die

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii

Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Dear BIOSAFTY LIST-MEMBERS

I am writing this in the hope   that something may be done concerning

a serious breach of the law at the University of Guelph .

I assure you that my story is completely true and may be backed

up  by official documentation at your request. I  encourage you to

access my web-site which contains a summary of my ordeal.

Web-site : http://www.easynet.on.ca/~kristof/fraud.html

I  had contracted African Sleeping  Sickness or Trypanosomiasis because

of the research activity of a professor [Dr. Lucy Mutharia] in the

Microbiology dept. at the  University of Guelph - my duty in this lab

being a lab tech drawing blood from animals.  It was a six year  ordeal

to save my life from a disease  that "gives no respite from suffering

day or night and ends in death"  -World Health Organization Web Page.

My web-site documents my ordeal including the  denials

of both the Ministry of Labour and the  University of Guelph. I could

not count on help from either institution but on

the contrary I was subjected to lies and distortions of the truth  for

six years.

I had been inoculating both rabbits and mice with trypanosomes while I

had been working in the Microbiology Department. I had never been told

at that time that trypanosomes were being injected into the animals even

though I was doing many of the inoculations. I had no reason to suspect

that this research could be carried out in the department because it was

a teaching facility and it was Biosafety Level I. There were no special

precautions taken whatsoever. Nothing was told to me even when many of

the animals had died. I had questioned  the researcher [Dr. Lucy

Mutharia] and she told me nothing. When I had developed a severe rash in

1990 which  lasted well over one month I still had not been told

anything until four years later. In 1994, I was informed that the

researcher had been using only procyclic forms of Trypanosoma Congolense

and Trypanosoma Brucei Brucei. In actual fact, this researcher admitted

in 1996 (6 years after I had been infected) that she was also using

procyclic forms of Trypanosoma Brucei Gambiense, Trypanosoma Brucei

Rhodesiense, Trypanosoma Simiae, and  bloodstream forms of Trypanosoma

Brucei Brucei and Trypanosoma Simae. While inoculating the mice and

rabbits I would occasionally stick myself with the syringe because  the

animal would move. Throughout this time I was never told to take special

precautions. Furthermore, this same researcher would leave blood  from

the experimental mice and rabbits on the surgical table and I would

clean it up.

I was eventually diagnosed (positive for African trypanosomiasis) by the

CATT method and by the end of last year (1995)  I had a constant

headache every day, the  fingers on my hands and were so sensitive that

I could not sleep any more at night. The one side of the back of my neck

was swollen and my eyes felt as if they would pop out of their sockets.

The doctor who had examined me when I had my anaphylactic reaction in

Aug. 1990 noted that it could be due to parasites. However, this was

never followed up because a doctor would never think of looking for

this in North America. I had also  been to  another specialist including

a parasitologist (1994)  for commonly found parasites in Canada but I

was not given a diagnosis.  However this same doctor  did report that my

symptoms suggest  that trypanosomiasis should not be discounted. Since

they do not test for African Trypanosomes in North America, I was

advised by my doctor to go to Europe for testing.

I had been treated with pentamidine for nine days although I have

developed diabetes as a side effect. Presently my health is relatively

excellent compared to before my treatment.

SUMMARY : The university was breaking the law by not following the

proper  biosafety level of level 2 which of  course would be more

expensive and  elaborate for the university to set up.  After my first

sign of Trypanosomiasis  symptoms in August 1990, the university's

Biohazard Committee conveniently passed  a level -1 permit for the

Micro. prof's  research. Although the Federal Permit(Agriculture

Canada),  issued to the professor, in Oct 1989,  said that Biosafety

level-2 conditions  must be "strictly" followed the  professor continued

working in a  level-1 facility risking exposure to  not only myself but

countless  undergrads and other staff. Even  though the University

claims it had  the dubious right to break the Federal  permit (although

this may be easily  argued against) the professor was  handling

trypanosomes for approx.  11 months before the university passed  a

permit that allowed level-1  conditions-she was handling both  procyclic

and bloodstream forms of  trypanosomes. Note that  Health Canada,

Centre for Disease Control and the  World Health Organization  say that

Level-2 conditions must be used at  all times when working with

Trypanosomes. In essence I was left to  die.

The Ministry of Labour during  two investigations was

just trying  to cover up for the University which  I also have

documented. This included  Minister Witmer herself. I have every

statement  on my web-site covered by  documentation from the

Ministry's  offices (Toronto) obtained by the  Freedom of Information

Act or by signed letters sent to me from the various  players involved.

My campaign against the Ministry of Labour and the University of Guelph

is one of Justice, for how can something like this happen in Canada?

If you have  any further questions  please feel free to send me private

e-mail or  fax  to 519-856-1381 or phone 519-856-4503.

Sincerely

Bozena Kristof

<forwarded by Ladislav Kristof, husband >

=========================================================================

Date:         Mon, 16 Dec 1996 08:48:08 GMT

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Comments:     UMIAMIVM JBETANCO 12/16/96 08:48:01 INTERNET

From:         Jairo Betancourt <JBETANCO@UMIAMIVM.IR.MIAMI.EDU>

Subject:      Shipping to Cuba

*** Reply to note of 12/12/96 16:41

If it is for scientific or research purposes, I do not think do. Contact the

Department of Treasure. They have an automatic fax number with a menu to

retrieve tha ppropriate documents you need to read.

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 17 Dec 1996 14:17:55 -0800

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Melinda Young <biosafe@U.WASHINGTON.EDU>

Subject:      Laboratory Safety Manuals

In-Reply-To:  <9607091841.AA07163@MIT.MIT.EDU>

MIME-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: TEXT/PLAIN; charset=US-ASCII

Greetings:

I'm looking for ideas and opinions of what to do about laboratory safety

manual updates in the electronic age.

The University of Washington EH&S currently has three manuals:

Radiation Safety Manual, Biohazard Safety Manual and a Laboratory Safety

Manual(covers the Chemical Hygiene Plan and Chemical Waste disposal).

We are debating how best to update these manuals and are getting

suggestions like:

1. Do away with them completely and put everything on the Web-that is what

all the other universities are doing.

2. Cut them down in size to only the how to's and leave out all the policy

and whys. No wants to know policy, regulations, or why they have to do it

anyway.

So what are you doing?

In the biohazard safety manual we include all the regulatory text of the

bloodborne pathogen standard as OSHA says a copy of the regulatory text

must be accessible to the worker.  Is a Web page accessible to the worker?

Could the manual say for a copy of the text call------ or see our web page

at -----.

Do you have the manuals reviewed before printing by some type of advisory

committee?  What is the make-up of the committee.

Any and all thoughts on this subject are appreciated.

Melinda Young

______________________________________________________________________________

Melinda Young, R.S.                     University of Washington

Biosafety Supervisor                    Environmental Health and Safety

Biosafety/Environmental Health Section  Box 354400

biosafe@u.washington.edu                Seattle, WA 98195-4400

(206)543-7278-voice mail

(206)543-3351-fax                       Office:Rm 411 of Hall Health Center

(206)543-9510-answered by real person 8-5 weekdays

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 17 Dec 1996 20:28:24 -0500

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: Laboratory Safety Manuals

Ms. Young:

The WEB has certainly made access to safety information very easy. However, I

direct you to the OSHA WEB site - osha-slc.gov to review the section entitled

interpretations - specifically, items related to Hazard Communication.

Several individuals have received comments from OSHA on using electronic

means of communicating information to employees. While OSHA allows faxes,

e-mails, etc., what happens if the power goes out and you need access to info

- Are other access areas available? They state a hard copy shoould be

available. Therefore, it makes sense to retain several hard copies of

policies and procedures. Remember, if visited by OSHA, they can request a

copy of your policy/procedures. Much easier when it is handy.

With respect to your second idea of "downsizing the policy", create a master

policy and procedure manual. However, provide employees a simplified "How to

manual" (pocket/calender size) that is easily accessible. There's an idea -

put your How To's into a calender format that is updated annually. Provide

important numbers, contacts, etc. You can easily fill each month with issue

related to biohazard, chemical hazards, electrical safety, waste disposal

(infectious, radioactive, hazardous, non-hazardous chemicals). Yale

University had a program called "Waste Watcher" calender format that

incorporated guidelines for waste disposal.

As a consultant, any manuals I develop are often reviewed by one person to

make the process go faster. However, final drafts are reviewed by other

members of safety committees before printing.

Hope this is helpful.

Ed Krisiunas, MT(ASCP), CIC - Spectrum

860-675-1217

860-675-1311 (fax)
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Date:         Wed, 18 Dec 1996 08:25:07 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Randall Morin <morin@MAIL.NCIFCRF.GOV>

Subject:      Re: Laboratory Safety Manuals

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

At the National Cancer Institute - Frederick Cancer Research and Development

Center, we have placed the following documents on our internal Employee Home

Page:

1)  Environment, Safety, and Health Compliance Manual (includes Chemical

Hygiene Plan)

2)  Biological Exposure Control Plan

3)  Radiation Safety Manual

These documents are also available in hard copy by request, but the primary

access is through our website.

Randall Morin

At 02:17 PM 12/17/96 -0800, you wrote:

>Greetings:

>

>I'm looking for ideas and opinions of what to do about laboratory safety

>manual updates in the electronic age.

>

>The University of Washington EH&S currently has three manuals:

>Radiation Safety Manual, Biohazard Safety Manual and a Laboratory Safety

>Manual(covers the Chemical Hygiene Plan and Chemical Waste disposal).

>

>We are debating how best to update these manuals and are getting

>suggestions like:

>

>1. Do away with them completely and put everything on the Web-that is what

>all the other universities are doing.

>

>2. Cut them down in size to only the how to's and leave out all the policy

>and whys. No wants to know policy, regulations, or why they have to do it

>anyway.

>

>So what are you doing?

>

>In the biohazard safety manual we include all the regulatory text of the

>bloodborne pathogen standard as OSHA says a copy of the regulatory text

>must be accessible to the worker.  Is a Web page accessible to the worker?

>Could the manual say for a copy of the text call------ or see our web page

>at -----.

>

>Do you have the manuals reviewed before printing by some type of advisory

>committee?  What is the make-up of the committee.

>

>Any and all thoughts on this subject are appreciated.

>

>Melinda Young

>

>

>______________________________________________________________________________

>

>Melinda Young, R.S.                     University of Washington

>Biosafety Supervisor                    Environmental Health and Safety

>Biosafety/Environmental Health Section  Box 354400

>biosafe@u.washington.edu                Seattle, WA 98195-4400

>(206)543-7278-voice mail

>(206)543-3351-fax                       Office:Rm 411 of Hall Health Center

>(206)543-9510-answered by real person 8-5 weekdays

>

>

Randall Morin, Dr.P.H.

Manager, Safety & Environmental Protection Program

SAIC Frederick

NCI-FCRDC, Fort Detrick, Frederick, MD 21702-1201

(301) 846-1451, morin@mail.ncifcrf.gov

Fax:  (301) 846-6619
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Date:         Wed, 18 Dec 1996 09:10:48 -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: Laboratory Safety Manuals

Mime-Version: 1.0

Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"

We are currently updating our Biosafety Manual.  Our plans are to have both

hard copy and placing it on our web page.  If there is an accident in the

lab and there is a need to refer to the manual, it is easier and faster for

them to have a hard copy (one that they can grab on the way out) then to

have to go to a computer and get to the web page.  Also what would they do

if there is a power outage, or if the campus network was down?  Best to have

an old fashion paper copy.

We don't go into explaining policy or regulations, just present them.  The

appendices to the manual are full of regulation texts, just in case anyone

is curious.

Our manual is presented to our IBC for review and comments prior to publication.

At 02:17 PM 12/17/96 -0800, you wrote:

>Greetings:

>

>I'm looking for ideas and opinions of what to do about laboratory safety

>manual updates in the electronic age.

>[stuff deleted]

>Do you have the manuals reviewed before printing by some type of advisory

>committee?  What is the make-up of the committee.

>

>Any and all thoughts on this subject are appreciated.

>

>Melinda Young

>

Richie Fink,  Assoc. Biosafety Officer,  Mass. Inst. of Tech.

rfink@mit.edu

=========================================================================

Date:         Wed, 18 Dec 1996 09:38:16 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         "Ralph Stuart, University of Vermont" <rstuart@ESF.UVM.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Laboratory Safety Manuals
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>I'm looking for ideas and opinions of what to do about laboratory safety

>manual updates in the electronic age.

We're looking at a similar question. My inclination is to develop a

multi-media approach to distributing  safety information. It has to be

accessible off-line, but there's too much information we're trying to share

to put into a readable format on paper. In addition, safety information

tends to be quite audience-specific.  The Web is good at providing a

portion of  large amounts of information to specific groups.

So, our current approach is to put the administrative information (general

policies which are written in stone, e.g. regulatory compliance programs)

on paper and distribute it widely. But technical information or procedures

that are likely to change get put on the Web. The paper refers to the Web

and vice versa. We're just starting this, so I'm not sure how effective it

will be, but I am optimistic that it will save trees if nothing else.

BTW, other media should be considered as the web pages and paper are

designed. For example, we don't expect either of these to inspire safe

behavior by themselves. So, we're also investigating putting together a

video to carry some of the motivational message. Of course, the best way to

motivate good behavior is one-on-one.

Good luck.

- Ralph

Ralph Stuart

Chemical Safety Coordinator

University of Vermont

655 Spear St.

Burlington, VT   05405

rstuart@esf.uvm.edu

fax: (802)656-5407

Owner: SAFETY list

           lepc list
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All,

Here at the University of North Texas Health Science Center at Forth

Worth we are working to put all institutional policies online

including the safety policies.  The policies are in pdf format and

require Adobe Acrobat Reader.  The advantage is that the pdf look

good when printed.  We no longer distribute paper copies of the

safety manual, rather we expect the departments to print additional

copies if needed.  Each department was supplied a paper copy after

the last major revision.  Updates to the manual are posted as a

separate pdf  file which can be printed for insertion into existing

paper copies.  You can take a look at:

http://www.hsc.unt.edu/policies/policies.html

Rodney A. Barton

Assistant Safety Officer

University of North Texas Health Science Center

3500 Camp Bowie Blvd.

Fort Worth, Texas 76107

817-735-2697

RBarton@hsc.unt.edu
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At Rockefeller University we have a mixture of new and old technologies.

Our manual is very comprehensive including policies, procedures and

informational materials covering general safety, chemical and compressed

gases, biological, non-ionizing and ionizing radiation.  For this reason we

have chosen to place only one copy of the manual in each department.  We put

it on the web over a year ago.  We also have a section titled policies and

procedures where we have the different OSHA plans, haz com, chp, exposure

control, lock out/tag out, contractor policy, etc.   Through the web version

of the manual, there are links to MSDS collections, NIH recombinant DNA,

BMBL, NRC and a link to Stefan's home page.

All these are good options to have and make the regulator happy, but the

best is the one on one contact done at every chance you have.

Esmeralda Party

Assistant Director,

Biological & Radiation Safety Officer

Laboratory Safety & Environmental Health

The Rockefeller University

1230 York Avenue

New Yorkn NY 10021-6399

phone: (212) 327-8324

fax: (212) 327-8340

email: partye@rockvax.rockefeller.edu
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A researcher is considering a protocol that call for rinsing pipets with

50/50 mixtures of diethyl ether and dimethylchlorosilane in order to make

them biologically inactive. After buying the dimethylchlorosilane and

reviewing the MSDS, he is concerned about the fire, health and corrosivity

hazards associated with the mixture.

Does anybody have experience with establishing a protocol for the safe use

of this mixture, or suggestions for alternatives?

Thanks for any help.

Ralph Stuart

Chemical Safety Coordinator

University of Vermont

655 Spear St.

Burlington, VT   05405

rstuart@esf.uvm.edu

fax: (802)656-5407

Owner: SAFETY list

           lepc list
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We will be building a new facility next year that potentially could require

the disposal of large quantities of an effluent containing recombinant plant

material into the sanitary sewer system.  What issues do we need to take

into consideration to determine if this material needs to be treated in some

way before disposal because it is recombinant?
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From:         DOBLHOFF-DIER OTTO <DOBLHOFF@EDV2.BOKU.AC.AT>

Organization: Universitaet fuer Bodenkultur Wien

Subject:      Re: Sewer disposal of recombinant material

Dear Rich,

The question of disposal of recombinant MO has to be answered by

basically addressing two issues

1) the Risk Group your recombinant MO is in (1-4)

2) the legistlation in the country of use

Here in Europe disposing recombinant MO even Risk Group 1 will

normally include inactivation (i.e. the inactivation of living

organisms), which seems to be Good Microbiological Practice really.

Additionally, I guess you would not like to have people picking up

your valuable strain from the sewer. To save energy costs for

inactivation it is very advisable to validate your inactivation

procedure as in many cases satifactory inactivation can be achieved

with very much shorter times and lower temperature than the

traditional 121 deg.C.

There have been considerable discussion (especially in

Germany) about the additional inactivation of DNA, that is reducing the

probability that the recombinant DNA construct will be taken up by

sewage MO (sorry about that, scientifically speaking not very

relevant, but has been a political issue).

Merry Xmas to all the group

Otto

Otto Doblhoff-Dier, Inst. Appl. Microbiol, Univ. Agric.,

Nussdorfer Laende 11, A-1190 Vienna, Austria, Europe

Tel: *43-1-36006-6204    Fax:*43-1-3697615
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From:         DOBLHOFF-DIER OTTO <DOBLHOFF@EDV2.BOKU.AC.AT>

Organization: Universitaet fuer Bodenkultur Wien

Subject:      Re: Sewer disposal of recombinant material

Dear Rich,

Reading your question once more carefully, I found you were talking

of PLANT material. Sorry, didn't get that right the first time.

Speaking for countries within the EU basically the same will apply

as for MO, if your recombinant plant has not been approved for

large scale release ( in which case there can be no scientific reason to use

inactivation procedures).

You could off course argue, that plant material will not easily

reproduce after disposal into the sewer. This, if you can prove it,

might make inactivation not necessary. But agian, you might not want

your competitors picking up live material...

Otto

Otto Doblhoff-Dier, Inst. Appl. Microbiol, Univ. Agric.,

Nussdorfer Laende 11, A-1190 Vienna, Austria, Europe

Tel: *43-1-36006-6204    Fax:*43-1-3697615
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From:         Stuart Thompson <STUART@FS1.OH.MAN.AC.UK>

Subject:      Re: Dimethylchlorosilane

> A researcher is considering a protocol that call for rinsing pipets with

> 50/50 mixtures of diethyl ether and dimethylchlorosilane in order to make

> them biologically inactive. After buying the dimethylchlorosilane and

> reviewing the MSDS, he is concerned about the fire, health and corrosivity

> hazards associated with the mixture.

>

> Does anybody have experience with establishing a protocol for the safe use

> of this mixture, or suggestions for alternatives?

By "biologically inactive", I believe that the intention is to make

the pipets less likely to adsorb hydrophobic materials, not to

sterilise them. This would still be necessary after treatment if

they are to be used for tissue culture or other aseptic procedures.

Dichlorodimethylsilane reacts with hydroxyl groups on the surface of

the glass, making them unavailable for chemical interaction via

hydrogen bonding e.g. with proteins or carbohydrates. The hydroxyl

groups also have acidic properties that are affected by the

proximity of other groups on the surface of the glass and the

treatment reduces this property too. The surface after the treatment

with dichlorodimethylsilane has a distinctly hydrophobic character

because of all the methyl groups introduced. It will therefore bond

to lipids and any hydrophobic areas on the surface of proteins to

which it might be exposed. The chemical treatment replaces a

hydrophilic, slightly charged surface by a hydrophobic surface, and

so alters, but can never elininate, the interactions of the surface

with the surrounding environment. The process resembles that used to

convert silica particles into so-called "reverse-phase" supports for

chromatography of the type known as HPLC. The difference is that the

latter commonly involves addition of hydrocarbon chains of up to 18

carbons on the surface, rather than a couple of methyl groups. For

details, look in any good chromatography textbook or consult a

supplier of reverse-phase chromatography materials.

The reagent used has the properties of an acid chloride and

hydrolyses in moist air to liberate HCl. The vapours are therefore

pungent and the operation should be carried out in a fume hood. Get a

hazard data sheet from the supplier and ask advice about the

recomnended procedure for its use for coating glassware.

The ether functions purely as a diluent. I would be very unhappy

about using this because of the fire and explosion hazard. Maybe the

manufacturer has a preferred alternative. I would use a chlorinated

solvent (e.g. chloroform, dichloromethane) of low flammability that

could be easily evaporated off in a fume hood, so long as local

regulations are complied with. I carried out this procedure several

times in my previous career as a laboratory research scientist and

never had any problems. The important factors are to use a good fume

hood and wear heavy duty protective gloves to avoid skin contact,

also goggles or a face mask. An easy, routine job for a person such

as myself who had a good chemical training. If the biologist is

worried, he/she should talk to a friendly chemist.

Stuart Thompson

Biological Safety Officer

University of Manchester

England
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A belated thanks for the responses I received about use of Bunsen

burners in BSCs.  The promised synopsis is below:

One responder was surprised that gas burners were not the way to go.

That's all their institute ever used with no apparent problems.

A couple of responders mentioned the concern of gas build up with the

air recirculation in the cabinet, however, one responder felt that if

the cabinet were 100% exhaust, gas use would probably be okay. (See

fires and solvent use below, however!)  BTW, our fire dept. {we're in

Palo Alto, CA, which falls under the Uniform Fire Code (+ what ever

the fire chief has determined is required to provide safety) for

those of you who asked}, does not allow flammable gas to be used in a

lab (fume) hood unless there are automatic shut-offs installed should

the air flow decrease to 50% normal flow.  So even if the BSCs in

question were 100% exhaust, use of gas would probably not be an

option for us.

The alternates to a "Bunsen-type" burner offered were as follows:

From Chris Thompson at Eli Lilly--"When we've weaned people from

flames, they become happy with the ceramic incinerators for loops, or

with disposable plastic inoculating loops and spreaders.  The latter

2 items are found in common scientific supply catalogs."

From Leslie Delphin--"The "Fireboy" electric-type burner is made in

Switzerland."

From Kees de Gooijer--"Couldn't you use a 'paint stripper'?  It sure is hot air

coming out!  Coming from B&D around 30$"

From Sandra Filippi at Prince George's Community College--"Suggestion 1:  Use

single use sterile individually wrapped inoculating loop.  Example:  Fisher

brand disposable inoculating loops and needles on page 635 of the 95/96 catalog.

Suggestion 2:  Use electric loop sterilizer.  Example:  Bacti-Cinerator* III

sterilizer Oxford number 8889-001007 page 636 of the 95/96 Fisher catalog.

Lists for $220."

From Peter Le Blanc Smith at the Australian Animal Health Lab--"Lancer (Division

of Sherwood Medical), St Louis, years ago manufactured a Bacti-Cinerator for use

with an isolation transformer. The mouth of the incinerator may produce a hot

zone suitable for tissue culture work."

From Curt Speaker at Penn State University--"The policy that I enforce here at

Penn State is that we will only allow gas service to be connected to a

biological safety cabinet if the investigator agrees to use either:

1. A touch-matic burner (see page 185 of the 96/97 Thomas Sci. catalog

or page 187 of the VWR Sci catalog).  This burner has a very low

profile and a small pilot light.  The only time that normal-sized

flame appears is when the user rests their hand on a platform on the

unit.  Cost is ~$100.

OR

2. a micro-burner (p. 188 in VWR or p. 185 in Thomas).  This is

basically a miniature (3.5" high) version of a Bunsen burner.  It sits

much lower and produces a much smaller flame than a full-sized Bunsen

burner.  Cost is ~$10.

These smaller flames also produce much less turbulence inside of the

hood."

Several other responders mentioned the touch-matic as an option.

PLEASE NOTE THAT at least four responders mentioned that the use of

open flame in the BSC will disrupt the air flow in the BSC which could

therefore lead to contamination.

Now for the incidents:

Many of the incidents in BSCs using flame appear to have also involved

the use of ethanol or other solvent used in cleanup.

Chris Thompson from Eli Lilly reported that they have probably had a

half-dozen fires in BSCs due to the use of flames and alcohol.  This

included the not so fun experience of having the exhaust HEPA filters

catch fire which went undetected for a while.  (BTW, per Chris,

Flamers are discouraged at Lilly.)

Cliff Bond reported that in 1977 at UCSD a technician accidentally

ignited a beaker of ethanol (used for surface decon) which was in the

BSC with the flame.  A small explosion resulted which was big enough

to break the glass face screen (which was fortunately safety glass).

Luckily no one was injured.  (He is now at the Dept. of Microbiology

at Montana State U. where they do not allow flames in the cabinets.)

I received an anecdotal report of a fire at UCLA involving the use of

flames and solvent within the BSC.  The cabinet was pretty much

destroyed.

I received one report of a gas burner, which was inadvertently left on

overnight, causing enough heat build up in the cabinet to melt the

glue holding the filters together.  The resultant decon and filter

replacement cost over $700.00.

Another responder knew of a case where the pilot light on the burner

went out resulting in the cabinet filling with natural gas.  This was

discovered before an explosion occurred.

Last, but not least the proactive approach--One company reported that

they voluntarily prohibit the use of gas in BSCs as they recognize (as

part of their loss control analysis) the potential for gas build up

and fire.  Their researchers have been able to conduct their work

successfully without flames.

There were several of you who suggested I contact BSC manufacturers

and certifiers about incidents.  Due to the crunch before the

holidays, I will do that early next year and report back anything I

think would be of interest to the list.

There has also been interest expressed on this topic within our local

biosafety group, BSAF (the Biological Safety Affairs Forum), and I

hope to work with those interested in developing a training/retraining

program so we have fewer people at institutes of higher learning

subsequently entering the workplace thinking flames are the only way

to go.  If anyone else wants to share their experiences, training

programs, horror stories, etc., please don't hesitate to contact me.

Again, I apologize for the belated synopsis.

Thanks for your help!

Martha A. McRae

Manger, EH&S

Beckman Instruments, Inc.

1050 page Mill Road

Palo Alto CA 94304

(415) 859-1712

mmcrae@ccgate.dp.beckman.com
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Does anyone remember seeing  or know of a consolidated table or listing of

RFD's (reference doses for chemicals) like EPA cites in their IRIS database

that is available for purchase?

Any help is much appreciated.   Thank You

Lynn H. Veach

CAT@ornl.gov

Lockheed Martin Energy Research

ORNL Research Libraries

POB 2009

Bldg 9224 MS 8079

Oak Ridge, Tn 37831-8079

(423) 574-1241  FAX (423) 574-1240
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All,

My apologies to anyone who tried to access the UNT Health Science

Center Procedures and Policies web page.  These were open in to the

outside in the old days of Gopher servers. And I just assumed they

still were.

The are plans to open them up and I'll let any one who is interested

know when that happens.  There's probably not anything too novel in

our Safety manual as much of it was taken from other recources which

were available on the net when we set out to do a major revision a

few years ago.

If you are intresed in the use of pdf files check out the CDC's

electronic virsion of Morbidity and Mortalily weekly report at:

http://www.cdc.gov/epo/mmwr/mmwr.html

There is a link on this page to download the required software as

well as instructions for setting up your web browser to use it.

Rodney A. Barton

Assistant Safety Officer

University of North Texas Health Science Center

3500 Camp Bowie Blvd.

Fort Worth, Texas 76107

817-735-2697

RBarton@hsc.unt.edu
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From:         Leslie Hofherr <LESLIE@HHMI.UCLA.EDU>

Subject:      Battery powder pipetmen

Seasons Greetings,

I have a question. Has anyone had any safety problems with the Rainin

edp-2 pipetmens? We had one explode and luckly no one was hirt. A

representative of Rainin acknowledged that they knew of this problem

and stated that is was a rare occurence. They could not offer any preventative

measures to take to prevent this from happening and are retrieving the damaged

pipetmen to study it.

Leslie Hofherr

UCLA
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Subject:      POST-EXPOSURE PROPHYLAXIS

The new HIV post-exposure phophylaxis guidelines really push PROMPT

administration of post-exposure prophylaxis after HIV exposure. To this end,

many HIV researchers are interested in having on-hand a single dose of PEP to

take after calling the post-exposure prophylaxis physician to report the

exposure. This would eliminate the delay involved while the on-call physician

responds; typical response time can be an hour if someone has to drive in

during the peak traffic hours. The physician would respond as soon as

physically possible and provide the rest of the PEP series and the

appropriate monitoring, etc....

Do any of you have programs where the first dose of PEP is essentially self-

administered? How have you set them up?  I would be grateful for any in-put

or policies; please respond to BIOSAFTY or my e-mail is

karen_byers@dfci.harvard.edu.; phone is 617-632-3890; fax is 617-632-3543.

THANK YOU.
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From:         Beverly Hiles <beverly_hiles@INTERNETMAIL.PR.CYANAMID.COM>

Subject:      Assignment of Biosafety Levels to Unknowns

     Hello BioSafety Netters.

     I would appreciate your input on a question that has come up recently.

     What Biosafety Level should be assigned to organisms of unknown

     pathogenicity? In a screening laboratory? In a pilot plant?

     Please respond via e-mail to the address below. I will summarize any

     responses back to the list.

     Beverly Hiles

     Safety Engineer/Biosafety Officer

     Wyeth/Lederle Labs

     Pearl River, New York

     beverly_hiles@internetmail.pr.cyanamid.com
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I would appreciate the groups' comment on the following:

A group of researchers here has been using a "blow-out" hood for the

disection of rat pups and fetuses and for the preparation of tissue

culture media.  The animals are antibody negative for certain pathogens

and are not purposely infected with any nasties.

The media sometimes includes transferrin-a human blood product

and hence a Bloodborne Pathogens issues.  Anyway, I would like to see

all this work done in a BSC, if necessary, one fitted with a special sash

to accomodate a disecting scope.  While, no one really

argued the prudence of confining media prep. to a BSC, it seems that

within the safety committee some people felt that "certain" manipulations

of animal tissues, for instance when the only media in use was a saline

solution, could be performed safely in the "blow out".

My sentiments remain: 1-Even the rats are free of certain pathogens there is

still enough that is unknown about indigenous rodent viruses to NOT have

them "blowing out" at you in a concentrated manner as would be the case

in a "blow-out" hood" and 2-If the need exists disecting scope while

keeping the work "clean" the resources must be found to purchase a the

BSC with a special sash and not use the "blow-out".

I appreciate your shared thoughts on this issue.
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Hello Paul. Another helpful argument:  a`blow out' hood could be contributing

significantly to sensitizing the researchers using it and setting them up for

animal allergies--a significant potential health problem which may limit

their research activities in the future.
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Hello,

I have several questions related to the use of sharps containers:

Much of the waste that is being disposed of at my company as a "sharp" is not

really a sharp according to State of Massachusetts definition (plastic pipette

tips, plastic pipettes, etc.)  Have others determined this is also the case for

their institution and asked employees to separate out these non-sharps for

separate waste treatment?  If so, what kind of response have your received?

Can someone recommend a container appropriate for collecting long

(approximately one foot in length) plastic pipettes for autoclaving? We need a

container approximately 1.5 foot in length, approximately 5 gallon capacity,

which does not have permanent "biohazard" labeling.

Does anyone within the Biosafty List have experience at their institution using

"recyclable" sharps containers, i.e. containers which are collected from

multiple institutions, disinfected by a vendor, and returned for reuse

(containers received may have been used by other institutions with unknown

types of organisms)?  What has been your experience with these containers and

what vendor do you use for a supplier?

Please respond to me directly at pamela_hubley@millipore.com.

  Thanks in advance for your help.

   Pamela Hubley, CIH, CSP

   Health and Safety Engineer

   Millipore Corporation
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I am trying to find a source for BSL-2 and up signage which is compliant in

all respects with the NIH GUIDELINES.  Any help will be appreciated very

much.  Hope you all have a very safe and happy new year!

Frank

...........................................................................

Franklin R. Champlin, Ph.D.

Assoc. Prof. Microbiol., Joint Assoc. Prof. Vet. Med. Res., and BSO

Department of Biological Sciences           Biosafety Office

P.O. Drawer GY                              P.O. Drawer 6223

Mississippi State, MS 39762                 Mississippi State, MS 39762

Voice Mail @ (601)325-7595                  Voice Mail @ (601)325-3294

Fax @ (601)325-7939                         Fax @ (601)325-8776

...........................................................................
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A possible solution may be the safety signage software available from

Environmental Resource Center, Cary NC  800-537-2372.  Allegedly, one can

custom design signs to meet regulatory requirements, including color,

pictographs, etc.  We have not used it at our facility, but are considering

purchase.

At 07:51 12/30/96 -0600, you wrote:

>I am trying to find a source for BSL-2 and up signage which is compliant in

>all respects with the NIH GUIDELINES.  Any help will be appreciated very

>much.  Hope you all have a very safe and happy new year!

>

>Frank

>
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In response to Paul Rubock

At MD Anderson we have gradually eliminated all of our class 100 "blow-out

hoods".  Our director has it set up so that all hood purchases pass through the

safety office before the order goes out on bid, and he doesn't approve class

100 hoods.  He calls them anti-safety devises.  This policy was in response to

a study done (back in the 80s) on our Pharmacy staff - who dispensed

antineoplastic drugs in these hoods.  The study showed low levels of

antineoplastics in the urine of the staff; the levels correlated with their

work schedules.

We have a few blow-out hoods remaining in one of our animal areas.  Staff are

required to always wear respirators (95% efficient for particulates) when

working in these hoods, and they can never handle any known biological agents

or chemicals (other than saline, media, clean animals, etc.) in them.  When

these hoods die, they will be replaced with BSCs.

In a couple instances, investigators have had to do surgery, &/or dissect

animals (that have Risk Group 2 agents in them) using sterio microscopes,

bronchoscopes and other surgery-type equipment.  In all cases, where RG 2

agents are used and the agent/animal/system can not be manipulated in a Class

II BSC, we require HEPA respirators, 99% efficient (properly fit tested) to be

worn by all staff involved in the procedure.  We give them special training and

inform of the risks and unkowns associated with the agent.  We restrict the

staff and the area.  Develop a special spill plan, and arrange with Employee

Health for surveillance if appropriate.  Usually the first operational

procedure is observed by myself or the Director or someone else in the Safety

Office that is knowlegable.  We sometimes ask them to do a dry run-thru, if the

agent's effects are unkown (i.e., no or few studies as to it's effect on

humans, like gene-therapy viral vectors or hybirdized viral agents.).  We also

insure negative air flow & 100% exhaust into/from the handling room &/or

in-room recirculation of supply air through portable HEPA units.

My personal opinion is that all handling of animals (even clean ones) should be

done in BSCs and cage dumping should be done in negative pressure cage

dumpers.  Certaininly, all animal inoculations and dissections should be done

inside them.  There is alot of resistance to this from researchers who have

been handling lab animals without this expensive equipment and apparently, with

no harm, for years.  In fact, I handled lab animals for years without

protection - and I have the allergies to prove it.  So I always push for - at

the very minimum - Respirators, and use of lab bench tops in lieu of "blow-out

hoods".
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From:         Ed Krisiunas <EKrisiunas@AOL.COM>

Subject:      Re: Working with a strain of wild polio virus

One of the researchers I am working with is considering an experiment with a

wild polio virus. He wishes to use this strain because he needs to replicate

an experiment performed at another university. CDC/NIH guidelines list polio

virus as a Class II agent. We are presently following those guidelines. What

additional precautions should be taken?
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Our Biosafety committee would say in a BSC or on the bench but not a blow

out hood. And all our researchers who come from other institutions always

tell us everyone else lets us do it in a horizontal flow hood.

______________________________________________________________________________

Melinda Young, R.S.                     University of Washington

Biosafety Supervisor                    Environmental Health and Safety

Biosafety/Environmental Health Section  Box 354400

biosafe@u.washington.edu                Seattle, WA 98195-4400

(206)543-7278-voice mail

(206)543-3351-fax                       Office:Rm 411 of Hall Health Center

(206)543-9510-answered by real person 8-5 weekdays
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A building in which Trypanosoma ssp and Leishmania are used in research is

experiencing a problem with Drosphila in the hallways and the laboratories.

The use of traps has significantly reduced the problem, but there continues

to be problems on weekends and holidays. A faculty member has expressed

concern with regards to the transmission of Trypanosoma ssp or Leishmania

via the Drosophila. Can anybody tell me if this is a potential risk or

direct me to documentation that would help me.

Thank you,

Bob

Robert E Casparius

Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

Brown University

Office of Risk Management

Box 1914

164 Angell Street

Providence, RI 02912

=========================================================================

Date:         Tue, 31 Dec 1996 14:09:14 -0500

Reply-To:     A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

Sender:       A Biosafety Discussion List <BIOSAFTY@MITVMA.MIT.EDU>

From:         Claudia Mickelson <claudiam@MIT.EDU>

Subject:      Re: Transmission of Trypanosoma and Leishmania by Drosophila
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This sounds like  a problem.   I suggest looking at the following articles.

Brener Z. Laboratory-acquired Chagas disease: An endemic disease among

parasitologists? IN: Morel CM, ed. Genes and Antigens of Parasites: A

Laboratory Manual. 2nd ed. Rio de Janero: Oswaldo Cruz; 1984:3-9

Hofflin JM et al., Laboratory-acquired Chagas Disease. Trans R Soc Trop Med

Hyg 1987 81:437-40

Herwaldt BL et al., Laboratory-acquired malaria, leishmaniasis,

trypanosomiasis and toxoplasmosis. Am J Trop med Hyg 1993 48: 313-23

Hudson L et al., Suggested guidelines for work with live Trypanosoma cruzi.

Trans R Soc Trop Med Hyg 1983 77:416-9  (helpful hints on controlling

infected insect vectors).

If you need detailed info on transmission mechanism let me know.  I hope

this helps.

Claudia Mickelson

Biosafety Officer, MIT

At 12:14 PM 12/31/96 +0100, you wrote:

>A building in which Trypanosoma ssp and Leishmania are used in research is

>experiencing a problem with Drosphila in the hallways and the laboratories.

>The use of traps has significantly reduced the problem, but there continues

>to be problems on weekends and holidays. A faculty member has expressed

>concern with regards to the transmission of Trypanosoma ssp or Leishmania

>via the Drosophila. Can anybody tell me if this is a potential risk or

>direct me to documentation that would help me.

>

>Thank you,

>Bob

>

>Robert E Casparius

>Radiation and Biological Safety Officer

>Brown University

>Office of Risk Management

>Box 1914

>164 Angell Street

>Providence, RI 02912

>

