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SSEASONEASON ’’SS G GREETINGSREETINGS,,  

�������� would like to thank everyone who 
contributed to making the BECO 20th Annual 
Conference a success.   If you were unable to 
attend, you missed one of the most informative 
Conferences in recent memory.   Special thanks 
goes to Kim & David Corey (as well as a little Divine 
Intervention) who helped coordinate and manage 
the ever volatile speaker lineup for both days.  We 
really couldn’t do it without them. 

We welcome new Board Members Steve Rucker with HC Nutting in Cincinnati 
and Mike Abfall with Avon Lake City Schools as well as returning Board 
Members Brett Brumbaugh (Brumbaugh-Herrick, Toledo) and Ed Keen (Keen & 
Cross, Cincinnati).  Thanks for helping out! 

If you attended and did not have an opportunity to complete a comment card or 
just have a general question or concern, feel free to call, fax or e-mail me.  
Likewise, if you have any ideas or suggestions regarding improvements or 
inclusions for next year’s conference we would like to know them as well.  It’s 
never too early to start planning! 

Additionally, I would like to encourage you to try and attend our regional 
luncheons and bring a friend.  They are always informative, relevant and a great 
way to network with regulators and clients in your area.  Dates, locations and 
topics will be announced soon. 

So sit back with your favorite beverage and budget a few minutes to enjoy the 
articles in this issue.  For those of you who attended and are waiting for the 
unanswered/extended answered questions from the conference speakers…they 
will be included over the next couple of newsletters. 

Feel free to e-mail your comments to wingram@tsitraining.com or you can call 
me at (440) 942-1200.  Enjoy the rest of 2007 and I hope to see you this coming 
year! 

 

�
�

Wayne Ingram, President 

BECO 
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Environmental Concerns in                        
Historic Restorations                                                      
By James Prarat, BECO Immediate Past President 

At the Fall 2007 BECO Conference, Steve Rucker (HC 
Nutting) discussed the often very significant environmental 
concerns when large scale historical building restoration 
takes place.  Regrettably, the environmental concerns are 
usually not expected or planned for, and an Environmental 
Consultant (EC) is often viewed as a hindrance or an 
unnecessary extra cost. 

If the environmental concerns are not dealt with early and 
consistently, the Owner, the Architect and the Engineers 
will likely see the project grind to a screeching halt.  It 
becomes inevitable that many environmental tests and 
inspections are needed very early in the project.  Almost 
without exception, these tests and inspections will show 
that the EC’s involvement will be imperative throughout 
the project. 

Complete historical building 
restorations can often end 
up costing from $300-400 
per square foot!  Properly 
dealing with the 
environmental concerns can 
vary significantly, of course, 
but typically falls into the 
range of $0.10-1.50 per 
square foot or approximately 
1% of the total.  Certainly not enough to kill a project. 

Most importantly, NOT dealing with environmental 
concerns opens the door to project stoppages, lengthy 
project delays, ballooning total project costs, and 
potentially extensive legal liabilities and regulatory 
liabilities and penalties. 

The best advise for anybody getting involved in any 
building renovation or restoration........talk to a qualified 
Environmental Consultant very early in the planning, and 
get a good idea about what needs to be done. 
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OSHA On-Site Consultation moved from the Ohio Depart-
ment of Commerce to the Bureau of Workers’ Compensa-
tion, Division of Industrial Hygiene, on July 1, 2005.  This 
program started out at the Ohio Department of Industrial 
Relations and went through several other organizations 
before moving to the BWC. 
 
I will explain the process of how other safety and health 
services are provided.  I will also re-explain consultation 
as it differs in some On-Site Consultation’s version of the 
Voluntary Protection Program and which one you should 
pursue. 
 
I will debunk some myths (you know when you call your-
self “OSHA” On-Site Consultation) people normally have 
an opinion of you and what you are all  about. 
 
In a nutshell, we have three goals in mind:  OSHA compli-
ance, a safety and health management system, and re-
ducing injuries and illnesses at the facility. 
 
If you have ever been involved in an OSHA inspection, 
right or wrong, this is how we in On-Site Consultation con-
duct the visit.  The process, depending on the scope, com-
plexity of operations, number of employees, will normally 
be a shorter time period than a compliance inspection��
�

In the opening conference, On-Site Consultants will go 
over what has already been discussed with the point of 
contact before the visit was scheduled. 
 
Also, as a part of the opening conference but not always in 
that order, a review of written documentation, recordkeep-
ing logs, mandated programs and safety and health pro-
gram information will be requested and reviewed.  If the 
information is not available, the On-Site Consultant will 
provide sample written plans, address recordkeeping and 
safety and health program policies and procedures. 
 
The walkthrough will be like a comprehensive OSHA in-
spection.  We will normally look at everything.  Please re-
alize that what we see changes so as we identify hazards 
on the day of the visit, we may not see you entire opera-
tion.   
 

(continued on  page 3) 
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advisory in nature but require abatement of serious haz-
ards within a specified time period. 
 
We do not use the general duty clause but refer to those 
safety and health hazards in another part of our written 
report. 
 
We provide generic (informal and formal) but not site-
specific training to employers. 
 
An OSHA On-Site Consultation requires a written re-
sponse from the employer. 
 
Myths:  
We routinely notify OSHA to conduct a compliance inspec-
tion – No, only for SST, LEP notification, if the employer 
agrees. 
 
Federal OSHA knows which companies that have had an 
On-Site Consultation – No, these are confidential. 
 
Abatement of serious hazards are not required – No, 
abatement IS required. 
 
Other:  
Federal OSHA refers employee non-formal complaints to 
OSHA On-Site Consultation. 
 
Federal OSHA has VPP and On-Site Consultation has 
SHARP. 
 
The only formal training we provide is 10- and 30-Hour 
OSHA Outreach Training for General Industry and Con-
struction.   
 
We typically work with small high-hazard employers—
larger employers receive a lower priority. 
 
On-Site Consultation is part of the OSHA family.  Our 
goals are based on OSHA’s Strategic Plan, 2003-2008. 
 
Why you should choose OSHA on-Site Consultation: 
 
1. Free for small to medium-sized employers. 
2. Assist employers in the abatement of OSHA citations. 
3. Assist employers in developing a safety & health 
      program.  
4.   10- and 30-hour OSHA Industry Outreach Training 
 
Owen Wagner, Industrial Hygienist, 800-282-1425, 
614-771-8467 or owen.wagner@bwc.state.oh.us 
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An essential element of a walkthrough or afterward is em-
ployee interviews.  These will typically be in private for  
 
questions about the company’s safety and health program.  
Normally, a summary of employee answers will be pro-
vided to the company. 
 
Finally, compliance with the OSHA standards is para-
mount.  Please realize that the OSHA standards are the 
minimums.  
 
During the walkthrough we will also look for general duty 
clause violations, industry practices and best management 
practices. 
 
Key Elements:  
Our service is confidential between the employer and 
OSHA On-Site Consultation. 
 
 
The only way Federal OSHA would know the location that 
On-Site has visited is if the company has received a Site 
Specific Targeting Letter from OSHA and requests a full 
comprehensive visit to the company.   If the company re-
quests a consultation, we can ask OSHA for a 90 day de-
ferral on entering the facility.   OSHA will not normally 
know which companies we provide On-Site Consultation 
Services to.  The company would agree to allow On-Site 
Consultation to notify the Area Office for a possible 90 day 
deferral. 

 
Abatement of serious hazards is required.  We are not 
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Jarod’s Law (HB 203) -  An Update 
Presented by: Amanda Burkett, MA 
Ohio Department of Health 
 

Jarod’s Law was introduced as a result of a senseless fatal-
ity that occurred in Lebanon, Ohio. On December 19, 2003. 
Six year old Jarod Bennett was killed in school by a mobile, 
folding cafeteria table. He is one of over a dozen children 
that has be killed by tables, throughout the country. 

 
Jarod Bennett’s death as well as the other reported injuries 
were entirely preventable. Many of the tables - even the ta-
ble that killed Jarod - have decals on them warning of their 
danger.  
 
House Bill 203 (OAC 3701-54),  a.k.a. ‘Jarod’s Law’ went 
into effect September 27, 2007.  What is Jarod’s Law?  It is 
a comprehensive School Health and Safety program requir-
ing: 
 

1. Annual inspections of public and nonpublic school 
buildings and grounds; 

2. Identification of ‘dangerous conditions’; 
3. ODH inspectors use of ‘checklists’; 
4. Inspections to be conducted during the school year, 

during regular school hours 
 
The reports are public and recommendations for change will 
be issued to the Chief Administrator, Superintendent, Board 
of Ed. and State Auditor.  The act requires a written plan by 
the BOE addressing the abatement of hazardous conditions 
with a timeline for completion of abatement actions. 
 
ODH will develop and maintain information regarding dan-
gerous conditions or recalled products as they are made 
known on a quarterly basis via electronic mail and on the 
ODH website. 
 
A Registered Sanitarian  from the local Board of Health 
armed with ODH forms (HEA Forms 5234, 5235, 5236) is 
required to perform the inspection.  While the law requires 

this inspection annually, schools will have 15 months to 
complete the process.  
 
Each school principal, chief administrator or gov-
erning authority  (3701-54-05) shall cooperate with the 
board of health that has jurisdiction over the school in 
the conduct of school inspections by providing the fol-
lowing: 

 
(1) Access to the building and grounds for the inspection 
at any time;  
 
(2) Record of inspections of the school grounds and 
buildings for dangerous and recalled products that have 
been identified by the local board of health; 
 
(3) Any records or other information the board of health 
considers necessary to evaluate the health and safety of 
the school; and 
 
(4) A representative of the school building or district  
shall accompany the sanitarian during the course of the 
inspection, with advance notice from the board of health 
and upon request of the sanitarian. 
 

School grounds and building exterior  (3701-54-06) 
inspections shall include the following areas: 
 

1. School grounds and building exterior 
2. Playgrounds 
3. Solid waste disposal areas 
4. Outdoor athletic facilities 

All school indoor environments (3701-54-07)  as well 
as entrances, hallways, and stairwells are subject to 
inspections.  A representative number of ‘like’ class-
rooms will be physically inspected randomly chosen by 
the inspector if homogeneous in nature. 
 

Specialty classroom inspections (3701-54-08) shall 
include all science labs, visual arts classrooms, Indus

(continued on page 5) 
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Jarod’s Law (HB 203)  
(continued from page 4) 
trial arts, stage and set construction areas, music rooms, 
family and consumer science rooms. There are further revi-
sions/clarifications due out for specialty classrooms. 
 

 
Jarod and Mom (Jenny) – Age 6 

 
Administrative and non-classroom inspection areas  
(3701-54-09)  shall include auditoriums, student dining areas, 
libraries, media centers, indoor athletic facilities, locker 
rooms, weight/training rooms, restrooms, custodial closets, 
mechanical rooms, attics, mezzanines, basements and crawl 
spaces, water and waste water treatment systems, health-
care areas, administrative areas and break rooms. 
 
The spring OBER will include answers to questions rasised 
during the conference regarding certain aspects of Jarod’s 
Law as well as any further developments as they are known.   
 
For further information you can contact: 
�

 

Shocking news!  
Alien bacteria enters mans body and kills him in 
days! 
 
Doctors and family alarmed when they 
found out that an alien entered the man’s 
body from the shower in the gym where 
he works out. There is also evidence this 
bacteria has invaded many hospitals and 
businesses throughout the country. Ex-
perts conclude this is a ticking time bomb 
that could kill you next. 
 
Sounds like it was ripped from the pages of the National En-
quirer doesn't it? Actually, this really can happen anywhere 
and it is not as uncommon as you may think.  The fact is that 
five to ten percent of people exhibit signs they already have 
been targeted by the “alien” bacteria.  
 
No, this is not about alien bacteria from outer space. This arti-
cle is about Legionella bacteria which, studies show, may be 
present in the cooling towers and/or potable water systems of 
up to 70 percent of buildings.  What is even more surprising is 
that Legionella bacteria is typically introduced to facilities 
right through the public water system.  Pat Hand with Bureau 
Veritas presented facts and myths about Legionella and pre-
sented ways to prevent Legionella from becoming a headache 
for you and your facility at BECO’s 2007 Conference.   
 
Studies have shown that Legionella bacteria grow in a very 
specific set of conditions that can be present in your water 
system, cooling water tower, fountains, fire sprinkler system, 
hot tub, and other locations.  The good news is that with 
proper water system treatment and maintenance Legionella 
bacteria growth can be controlled and/or prevented.  If you 
suspect that your facility may be at risk for the presence of 
Legionella bacteria, you can perform a Legionella Risk As-
sessment including appropriate sampling to prevent employee 
sickness.    
 
Article submitted by BECO board member Don  
Obermeier who is the Division Manager of the Northeast 
Ohio office of Bureau Veritas North America, Inc. located in 
Akron, Ohio.�
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Course Description � Cleveland  Columbus � Cincinnati � Canton � Toledo 

 Asbestos Worker 
 Initial - 4 Days                                                $499 

Feb  25-28 
April 14-17 
June 16-19 

Jan 29– Feb1 
March 25-28 
May 20-23 

   

 Asbestos Contractor/ 

 Supervisor                                            $599 

 Initial - 5 Days   

January 7-11 
March 3-7 

April 28-May 2 

Feb 11-15 
April 7-11 
June 9-13 

  �

 Asbestos Building  Inspector/ 
 Management Planner   
 Initial - 5 Days                                 $799 
 Inspector-$410,  MP-$389  

February 4-8 
Mar 31-April 4 

June 2-6 

January 14-18 
March 10-14 

May 5-9 

  �

 Asbestos Project Designer    

 Initial - 3 Days                                 $699 
January 22-24 

July 29-31 
April 22-24 
Sept 23-25 

   

 Asbestos O&M (OSHA Class III) 

 Initial-2 Days, $279  

Ref-1/2 Day $95 

March 14-Ref 
March 24-25 
May 14-15 
May 16 Ref 

January 3-4 
Jan 3-Ref 

June 24-25 
June 24-Ref 

  �

 Asbestos Worker  

 Refresher - 1 Day                           $129 

February 12 
April 8 

June 10 

January 8 
March 4 
April 29 

Cincinnati � Canton � Toledo 

 Asbestos Contractor  
 Supervisor  Refresher  

 1 Day                                               $149 

January 15 
February 13 

March 11 
April 9 
May 6 

June 11 

January 9 
February 5 

March 5 
April 1 

April 30 
June 3 

January 23 
February 20 

March 18 
April 17 
May 15 
June 18 

January 29 
 

March 26 
 

May 20 
 

 
February 26 

 
April 22 

 

 Asbestos Inspector/ 
 Management Planner   

 Refresher - 1 Day                        $149 
 Inspector-$85,  MP-$64  

January 16 
February 14 

March 12 
April 10 
May 7 

June 12 

January 10 
February 6 

March 6 
April 2 
May 1 
June 4 

January 24 
February 21 

March 19 
April 18 
May 16 
June 19 

January 30 
 

March 27 
 

May 21 
 

 
February 25 

 
April 23 

 Asbestos Project Designer   

 Refresher - 1 Day                        $189 

January 17 
March 13 

May 8 

February 7 
April 3 
June 5 

 
March 20 

 
 
 

Asbestos OSHA Class II Worker                  $155 

Roofing, Flooring, Siding Initial-1 Day  

March 24 
May 14 

January 3 
June 24 
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Meth labs' effects linger long after          
drug's users leave 
Lack of state laws means new tenants might share homes 
with toxic residue  
 
CINCINNATI (AP) -- No Ohio law regulates the cleanup or 
disclosure of homes 
and apartments that 
are used as labs to 
cook methampheta-
mine, leaving unwit-
ting future tenants at 
risk from poisonous 
fumes and residue.  

Cindy Wilson, 33, 
says soon after moving into a rental home in western 
Hamilton County, she and her four children began suffer-
ing from nosebleeds and coughing spasms, symptoms her 
doctor told her could be caused by exposure to metham-
phetamine. 

Testing by county health officials found that the property 
had been used as a meth lab. Fearing for her family's 
heath, Wilson and her family left. 

Wilson now worries that there are thousands of Ohioans 
just like her. State and local officials in Ohio do not have 
the authority to force a cleanup of properties used as meth 
labs, or to notify prospective owners and tenants. 

Exposure to large amounts of meth might cause problems 
ranging from skin and eye irritation and nausea to severe 
respiratory problems, depression, liver and kidney dam-
age, leukemia, and other forms of cancer. 

Although there has been little research on the long-term 
health affects of living in a former meth lab, there clearly is 
some risk from lingering meth residue, said John Martyny, 
who studies contamination and exposure from meth labs 
at National Jewish Medical and Research Center in Den-
ver.  

Vapors from cooking meth can spread through the house, 
sticking to walls and floors and seeping into carpeting, 
wallpaper and heating ducts. High levels of residue have 
been found in meth labs that have been vacant for three 
months, Martyny said. 

Meth vapors are particularly harmful to children, he said. 
"If you moved into a meth home even months afterward 
with a small child, especially an infant, the odds are the 
infant would start testing positive for methamphetamine," 
Martyny said. 

House Bill 92 proposed in March by state Rep. Stephen 
Dyer, a Democrat from Green, would ask the Ohio Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency to establish cleanup stan-
dards and create a public database for all vehicles and 
properties that have been meth labs. 

However, it has stalled in a legislative committee.  

�

USEPA Approves Online Annual  
Asbestos Refreshers 
By Wayne Ingram, President BECO 

WASHINGTON, D.C. --  The United States 
Environmental Agency has made a determi-
nation that the Asbestos Model Accreditation Plan (MAP) 
(40 CFR Part 763, Appendix C to Subpart E) does not pro-
hibit online annual refresher training.  However, this deter-
mination does not extend to initial training, as asbestos 
MAP initial training requires hands-on training. 

This determination by the EPA does not mean that MAP 
training providers can immediately begin conducting online 
refresher training under existing course approvals.  To be 
able to teach an asbestos MAP annual refresher course 
online, training providers must seek a new course ap-
proval from one of the EPA-approved MAP states.  The 
course should be designed specifically for online training 
and must meet all of the MAP requirements.   Most states 
have approved asbestos worker accreditation programs.  
Therefore, EPA no longer approves MAP courses 
(including online courses).  EPA-approved MAP states 
have the discretion of whether or not to approve online 
asbestos MAP annual refresher training courses. 

To assist EPA MAP–approved states in reviewing online 
courses, EPA developed guidance for online annual re-
fresher training.  You will find a copy of the document 
Guidelines for States Regarding Online Asbestos 
Model Accreditation Plan (MAP) Annual Refresher 
Training at: http://www.epa.gov/asbestos/pubs/guidelines-
for-online-map-refresher-training-final-7-9-07.pdf.  At their 
discretion, states may choose to be more stringent than 
the recommendations provided in the EPA guidelines. 

Mark Needham, of the Ohio Department of 
Health Asbestos Program stated that there 
are several key issues at this juncture that 
online training proponents have not been able 
to satisfactorily address.  The Ohio Adminis-
trative Code Final Rule 3701-34-07, revised 

on 9/9/04 requires training be administered in a manner 
that ensures the following: 
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If you have any comments, ideas or suggestions on this 
topic, please feel free to send them to info@becohio.org 
and we may include them in the next OBER. 
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Chemical Facility Anti-Terrorism Standards 
(CFATS) 
 
The Cuyahoga County 
Local Emergency Plan-
ning Committee recently 
hosted seminars on the 
Chemical Facility Anti-
Terrorism Standards 
(CFATS).  These semi-
nars were planned by 
the Building and Facili-
ties sub-committee and 
were held at three loca-
tions in Cuyahoga 
County.  Inspector Gar-
ret Hansen with Region 
3 of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) was the 
feature speaker on CFATS. 
 
The Department of Homeland Security (DHS) has new 
regulations in place for securing our Nations’ Chemical 
Storage Facilities.  The CFATS Interim Final Rule was 
published on April 9, 2007 and went into effect on June 8, 
2007. 
 
Appendix A of the Standard lists the Chemicals of Interest 
(COI’s) and the Screening Threshold Quantity (STQ) for 
the chemicals on the list.  The final version of Appendix A 
was posted on the DHS website on November 2, 2007.  
However, Appendix A is not official until it is posted in the 
Federal Register.  Appendix “A” has been published in the 
Federal Register as of November 20th, 2007 and facilities 
have 60-days to complete and submit their Top-Screen 
requirement information to DHS. 
 
There are approximately 300 chemicals of interest on Ap-
pendix A and include very common industrial chemicals 
such as chlorine, hydrogen peroxide, acetone and ammo-
nia. The selection of the chemical and stored quantities in 
Appendix A was based upon an evaluation of three major 
issues: 
 
1. Release-quantities of toxic, flammable, or explosive 
chemicals that have the potential to create significant ad-
verse consequences for human life or health if intention-
ally released or detonated; 
2. Theft and diversion-chemicals that have the potential, if 
stolen or diverted, to be used or converted into weapons; 
and 
3. Sabotage and contamination-chemicals that, if mixed 
with other readily available materials, have the potential to 
create significant adverse consequences for human life or 
health." 
 
If a facility stores a COI in it’s raw form or in a mixture at or 
above the STQ, the facility is required to, at a minimum, 
go to the DHS website at www.dhs.gov/chemicalsecurity 
complete and submit a Top Screen.  Every facility that the 
Standards apply to must complete the Top Screen within 

sixty-days (60) from when Appendix “A” is published in the 
Federal Register.  Prior to getting access to the website to 
complete the Top Screen, facilities must apply for a user 
name and password.  Processing time to get a user name 
and password is approximately ten-days (10). 
The Top Screen consists of a web-based questionnaire 
that requests general facility information as well as infor-
mation on the COIs at your facility.  For most facilities it is 
anticipated that it will take approximately thirty (30) min-
utes (+ or -) to complete the Top Screen once all the infor-
mation is gathered.  The purpose of the Top Screen is to 
place your facility in a preliminary tier or determine if your 
facility is excluded/exempt from the regulation.  DHS rec-
ommends that if your facility is unsure if these regulations 
apply to you that you go ahead and complete the Top 
Screen.  If the regulations do not apply to your facility, the 
DHS will notify you if you are exempt and you will have 
documentation that you did comply with CFATS.   
 
Certain facilities including public water systems, the De-
partment of Defense (DOD), the Department of Energy 
(DOE), the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC), water 
treatment facilities, and maritime facilities regulated by the 
U.S. Coast Guard are exempt from CFATS. 
 
Covered facilities must satisfy the Risk-Based Perform-
ance Standards (RBPS) published at 6 Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR) §27.230.  There are nineteen (19) 
RBPS in the rule.  Depending on which Tier (1 thru 4) your 
facility falls into; you may be required to submit additional 
information on-line including a Security Vulnerability 
Analysis (SVA) & a Site Security Plan (SSP).  This infor-
mation will be managed with the Chemical Security As-
sessment Tool (CSAT), which is the IT backbone of the 
CFATS Program.  SVA and SSP tools will be operational 
and available in the near future.  The newest CSAT com-
ponent is the Terrorist Screening Database (TSDB) tool, 
which is used to identify potential terrorists and terrorist 
organizations.  The TSDB tool will be available in spring of 
2008. 
 
The information gathered by DHS under CFATS will be 
handled as a new class of protected information identified 
as Chemical-Terrorism Vulnerability Information (CVI).  
CVI was adopted and designed to protect information 
about facility security operations that could be exploited by 
terrorists.  Access to CVI will be limited to restricted users 
with a “need to know” and the information will not be avail-
able to the general public.  Eligible users will include the 
facilities employees; Federal employees, contractors, and 
grantees; and State/local government employees.  DHS 
will provide CVI training to the users regarding mainte-
nance, handling, and disclosure of the CVI information 
gathered under CFATS.  Violation of CVI rules is grounds 
for a civil penalty and/or other enforcement or corrective 
action by DHS and appropriate personnel actions for Fed-
eral employees. 

 
This information was summarized by  
LEPC Board Member Don Obermeier  

with Bureau Veritas North America, Inc. 
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