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This Healthy and Safe School Plan for Hope Chinese Charter School (HCCS) was developed to ensure a 
healthy and safe environment at HCCS and to comply with OAR 581-022-2223.  The initial plan was provided 
to the Oregon Department of Education (ODE) (at ODE.schoolfacilities@state.or.us) on or before January 1, 
2017 and subsequently updated periodically as required. This document, including testing results, will also be 
shared on the HCCS website accessible to parents and interested parties, including the general public. Details 
and contact information are provided within this document. 
 
Hope Chinese Charter School (HCCS) is a Chinese immersion (K-8) public charter school currently serving 
grades Kindergarten through 6th grade as of September 2017.  The school will add one grade per year until it 
reaches 8th grade (projected to be the 2019-20 school year).  A private Chinese immersion preschool program 
is also operated onsite.  All current grades and preschool are in the same facility with plans for all future grades 
to also be in the same facility.  
 
1.  Responsible Person 
The creation, approval, update and maintenance of this plan is the responsibility of:  
 
Name:  Robyn Stolin 
Position: HCCS Facility Manager (FM)  
Contact information:  Mail:  3500 SW 104th Avenue, Beaverton, Oregon 97005, or e-mailed to 
programs@hopeccs.org. 
 
The Facility Manager may seek volunteer and/or professional assistance to complete this plan, however it is 
the FM’s ultimate responsibility to ensure the information is accurate and complete to the best of their ability, 
and that the plan is provided to the school district and accessible on the HCCS public website as per the 
requirements of OAR 581-022-2223.  
 
Questions regarding the Plan should be directed in writing to Hope Chinese Charter School, HCCS, attn: 
Facility Manager, 3500 SW 104th Avenue, Beaverton, Oregon 97005, or e-mailed to programs@hopeccs.org. 
 
 
2.  List of Buildings and Description 
HCCS is located at 3500 SW 104th Avenue, Beaverton, Oregon 97005.  The building, formerly the location of 
the Beaverton Elks Lodge, has been in the process of conversion to an educational facility for HCCS since 
2014.  The facility is a two-level building with a parking lot and adjacent green space/play area.  The 
lodge-to-school conversion is a three phase process, with phase 1 and 2 currently complete (as of September 
2017).  The current grades served occupy the completed phase 1 & 2  portion of the building and will expand 
to other phases as the remaining phases are completed.  All three phases are within the same building. 
Testing outlined in this document applies to the full building, representing all three phases. 
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3.  Testing Summary and Plan Overview 
An Environmental Report was conducted on April 29, 2014 by Environmental Inspection Services on behalf of 
the purchasing party Lindquist Development.  Based upon a review of the report, HCCS identified six 
categories for further investigation, including: 

A) Radon (lower level) 
B) Lead in Drinking Water 
C) Lead Paint  
D) Mold 
E) Indoor Air Quality 
F) Asbestos 

 
Beginning in June, 2016, testing activities and follow up for these areas were conducted in coordination with 
the HCCS Facility Manager.  The information presented below indicates that health and safety is addressed for 
these items. 
 

A. Radon:  
On July 18, 2016, a radon test kit was deployed in the lower level of the HCCS facility. The result of the 
test was 1.2 picocuries per liter (pCi/L) which is well below the EPA threshold of 4 pCi/L..  These results 
are consistent with data from the Oregon Health Authority that indicates the school’s zip code (97005) 
of having a low risk of radon . 1

 
All Radon testing reports can be found in Appendix B of this Plan. 
 
UPDATE:  The school will test the entire facility for elevated radon levels sometime between January 
2018 and January 2019 and again every 10 years to ensure the health and safety of the HCCS and to 
meet the requirements of ORS 332.167. 

 
B.  Lead in Drinking Water: 

On June 22, 2016, 4 drinking water samples were collected for the purpose of testing for the presence 
of lead.  The samples were collected in accordance with industry standards and sent to APEX 
Laboratories, LLC.  The following table illustrates the location of the sample points and the 
corresponding concentration: 
 

Sample # Location EPA 
“Action-Level” 

Concentration Results 

1 Staff Break Room Sink 

15 parts per 
billion (ppb)  2

0.315 ug/L Meets 

2 Entry Hall Drinking Fountain 0.252 ug/L Meets 

3 Cafeteria Drinking Fountain  0.261 ug/L Meets 

4 Cafeteria Kitchen Unfinished valve 46.3 ug/L Does Not Meet 

 
The results indicate that 3 of the 4 samples are well below the EPA “action-level”.   
 

1 https://public.health.oregon.gov/HealthyEnvironments/HealthyNeighborhoods/RadonGas/Documents/final2015_summarytable.pdf 
2 1 part per billion (ppb) is approximately equivalent to 1 microgram per liter (ug/L) 



The cafeteria (kitchen) pipe (no sink or fixture) behind the separated wall had  a concentration of 46.3 
ug/L which exceeds the safe drinking water threshold.  Access was restricted - with a tag indicating its 
status and use restrictions. 
 
On September 30, 2016, 4 additional drinking water samples were collected for the purpose of testing 
for the presence of lead.  The samples were collected in accordance with industry standards and sent 
to APEX Laboratories, LLC.  The following table illustrates the location of the sample points and the 
corresponding concentration: 
 

Sample # Location EPA 
“Action-Level” 

Concentration Results 

1 Classroom 6 Sink 

15 parts per 
billion (ppb)  3

1.43 ug/L Meets 

2 Cafeteria Kitchen (retest) 0.419 ug/L Meets 

3 Lower Level Drinking Fountain 
(NE classroom)  

10.5 ug/L 
Meets 

 
 

The cafeteria (kitchen) pipe (now with sink) behind the separated wall passed retest and is now 
available for full use. 
 
The school will test for lead in the water used for drinking or food preparation every two years and will 
use an Oregon Health Authority accredited lab for all testing. 
 
All drinking water lead test reports can be in Appendix C of this Plan. 

 
C.  Lead Paint:  
The entire facility is being renovated and reconfigured to meet the requirements of the school. As such, 
surfaces consist of new materials and all paint and finishes are new.  Furthermore, there is no flaking 
paint present in the completed phases. Licensed contractors are being used to complete all phases, 
including the completed phase 1 & 2 as well as phase 3, which is underway as of August  2018. 
 
Construction/renovation activities include a plan to reduce exposure to lead paint following compliance 
with the United States Environmental Protection Agency’s Renovation, Repair and Painting Program 
Rule. 

 
D.  Mold: 
On July 18, 2016, Alpha Environmental conducted a mold inspection at the HCCS facility.  Alpha 
inspected the areas of concern including the roof crawl space and the drywall and indicated there were 
no mold issues that they could visually observe.  The HCCS Facility Manager will periodically 
coordinate inspections of the school structure to ensure there are no mold issues, or, if mold is 
discovered, work to determine and appropriately address the issue and source in a timely manner.  
 
E.  Indoor Air Quality: 

3 1 part per billion (ppb) is approximately equivalent to 1 microgram per liter (ug/L) 



On July 14, 2016, Better Air Northwest performed a cleaning of the phase 1 HVAC duct system.The 
cleaning  included:  cleaning all ductwork related to 9 HVAC systems and 3 restroom exhaust fans with 
HEPA filtered negative air machines using agitation tools and viper rods, wiping down the tops of all 
exposed ductwork. 

 
Following the Duct/HVAC cleaning, the Facility Manager cleaned the floor surfaces of the entire 
building's upper level (phase 1 section). These two cleaning events are deemed sufficient to address 
any dust from the demolition and remodeling activities of the school.  The goal of this activity was to 
address any residual construction dust that had entered the HVAC system during the site preparations 
and renovations. 
 
On August 10, 2017, Oregon Ducts Inc. performed a cleaning of the phase 2 HVAC duct system.The 
cleaning  included:  cleaning all ductwork related to 4 HVAC systems  with HEPA filtered negative air 
machines using agitation tools and viper rods, wiping down the tops of all exposed ductwork. 
 
Following the Duct/HVAC cleaning, the HCCS staff cleaned the floor surfaces of the lower level (phase 
2 section). These two cleaning events are deemed sufficient to address any dust from the demolition 
and remodeling activities of the school.  The goal of this activity was to address any residual 
construction dust that had entered the HVAC system during the site preparations and renovations. 
 
F.  Asbestos 
On December 1st 2014, Environmental Inspection Services performed a Phase I inspection with 
collection and testing of 12 samples.  Of the the 12 samples taken there were 4 registered measurable 
amounts of asbestos. 
 
 

Sample # Location & Material “Action-Level” Concentration 

1 Entry vinyl floor mastic (gray vinyl) 

1 % or > 

3% 

8 Card room 9” VAT 4% 

8 Card room mastic 6% 

9 Rear bar floor red VAT 2% 

9 Rear bar floor Mastic 4% 

11 Side hallway white/ black VAT  3% 

11 Side hallway mastic 5% 

 
On June 10-11, 2015, PMG abated 1,800 sqft of vinyl tile & mastic.  This abatement was done in 
advance of construction for phase 1. 
 
On September 2016, Lab/Cor Portland Inc. tested 6 more samples in the phase 2 & 3 space. 
 
 
 
 
 



 

Sample # Location & Material “Action-Level” Concentration 

2 Bar - hard vinyl, tan 

1 % or > 

7% 

3 Behind rar - mastic (layer 02) 2% 

3 Behind bar - hard vinyl, tan (layer 03) 7% 

4 Card room - hard vinyl, off white 3% 

4 Card room - mastic (layer 02) 3% 

5 Kitchen hallway - mastic (layer 02)  4% 

6 Bathroom hall off bar - hard vinyl, tan 
(layer 02) 

2% 

 
On October 22, 2016, PMG abated floor tile and mastic and suspect popcorn ceiling removing a total of 15-20 
containers of material.  This abatement was done in advance of construction in phase 3. 
 
On November 16, 2017, Environmental Inspection Services performed a Phase II inspection with collection 
and testing of 17 samples. 
 

 

Sample # Location & Material “Action-Level” Concentration 

1 Hallway stairwell ledge - tan 1’ tile 

1 % or > 

2% 

1 Hallway stairwell ledge - mastic 6% 

4 Hall floor - exposed black mastic 4% 

5 Hall floor - exposed black mastic 6% 

6 Kitchen hall entry threshold - floor 7% 

8 Kitchen employee room - tan/grey 
linoleum  

18% 

9 Pantry floor - 1’ VAT grey/white tile 3% 

13 Hall ceiling - plumbing elbow insulation 7% 

 
On January 2, 2018, PMG abated floor tile and mastic in phase 3 construction area.  In phase 2, PMG also 
abated approximately 30 pipe elbow/ “T” insulation fittings in the ceiling and floor tile & mastic on the stairwell 
ledge.  This abatement was performed on a no school day over winter break. 
 



The only known or suspected remaining ACBM in the facility is some tile and mastic which is currently secured 
and encased under the wall framing of at least one interior wall. 
 
All asbestos testing and abatement reports can be found in Appendix D of this Plan. 

 
4.  Integrated Pest Management: 
The school plans to periodically monitor for and manage pests, using integrated pest management techniques 
consistent with integrated pest management practices as required under ORS 634.700 through 634.750. 
Inspections will be coordinated and monitored by the Facility Manager. 
 
Our Integrated Pest Management Plan is provided in appendix A of this document. 
 
5.  Communication Plan: 
This plan will be updated as remaining phases are completed.  Any testing will be shared with the district and 
be posted/accessible within five days of receipt of the results per OAR 581-022-2223 requirements and 
responsibilities outlined in this Plan.  Results of tests will be communicated via the HCCS website, e-mails, and 
via a hard copy posted on main communication boards managed by HCCS school administration. 
Communications will include an explanation of the test, results and subsequent plans (if applicable) for 
addressing any issue related to the test results. 
 
An annual statement related to the Healthy and Safe School Plan for Hope Chinese Charter School will be 
provided to the HCCS Board and Beaverton School District and communicated to parents/guardians and the 
general public via the school’s public website and will be available via hard copy at the school facility upon 
request to the school Administration office.  
 
The annual statement will include the following information: 

1.  The HCCS position responsible for the plan for maintaining and implementing the Healthy and Safe 
Schools Plan (HCCS Facility Manager); 

2. How to obtain a copy of the Safe and Healthy Schools Plan; 
3. A certification that the Healthy and Safe School Plan is up to date and that all required testing has been 

completed; 
4. How to access any results for tests conducted pursuant to the Plan; and 
5. A high level summary of major mitigation efforts in the last year as a result of the Healthy and Safe 

Schools Plan. 
6. The reports due under subsection (5) of this rule are in addition to any reporting required by any other 

regulatory authority under state or federal law. 
 
Questions regarding this Plan should be directed in writing via email or hard copy to HCCS Administration, with 
attention to the Facility Manager (refer to the “Plan Responsibility” section of this document for further 
information). 
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I.      INTRODUCTION 
Structural   and   landscape   pests   can   pose   significant   problems   in   schools.      Pests   such   as 
mice   and   cockroaches   can   trigger   asthma.      Mice   and   rats   are   vectors   of   disease.      Many 
children   are   allergic   to   yellow   jacket   stings.      The   pesticides   used   to   remediate   these   and 
other   pests   can   also   pose   health   risks   to   people,   animals,   and   the   environment.      These 
same   pesticides   may   pose   special   health   risks   to   children   due   in   large   part   to   their 
stilldeveloping   organ   systems.      Because   the   health   and   safety   of   students   and   staff   is 
our   first   priority   –   and   a   prerequisite   to   learning   –   it   is   the   policy   of   Hope   Chinese 
Charter   School   (HCCS)   to   approach   pest   management   with   the   least   possible   risk   to 
students   and   staff.      In   addition,   Senate   Bill   637   (incorporated   into   ORS   Chapter   634 
upon   finalization   in   2009)   requires   all   school   districts   to   implement   integrated   pest 
management   in   their   schools.      For   this   reason,   the    HCCS   Board   of   Directors    adopts 
this   integrated   pest   management   plan   for   use   on   the   campuses   of   our   district. 
 
 
II.      WHAT   IS   INTEGRATED   PEST   MANAGEMENT? 
Integrated   Pest   Management,   also   known   as   IPM,   is   a   process   for   achieving   longterm, 
environmentally   sound   pest   suppression   through   a   wide   variety   of   tactics.      Control 
strategies   in   an   IPM   program   include   structural   and   procedural   improvements   to   reduce 
the   food,   water,   shelter,   and   access   used   by   pests.      Since   IPM   focuses   on   remediation 
of   the   fundamental   reasons   why   pests   are   here,   pesticides   are   rarely   used   and   only 
when   necessary. 
 
IPM   Basics 
Education   and   Communication :   The   foundation   for   an   effective   IPM   program   is 
education   and   communication.      We   need   to   know   what   conditions   can   cause   pest 
problems,   why   and   how   to   monitor   for   pests,   proper   identification,   pest   behavior   and 
biology   before   we   can   begin   to   manage   pests   effectively.      Communication   about   pest 
issues   is   essential.       A   protocol   for   reporting   pests   or   pestconducive   conditions   and   a 
record   of   what   action   was   taken   is   the   most   important   part   of   an   effective   IPM   program . 
 
Cultural   &   Sanitation :      Knowing   how   human   behavior   encourages   pests   helps   you 
prevent   them   from   becoming   a   problem.      Small   changes   in   cultural   or   sanitation 
practices   can   have   significant   effects   on   reducing   pest   populations.      Cleaning   under 
kitchen   serving   counters,   reducing   clutter   in   classrooms,   putting   dumpsters   further   from 
kitchen   door/loading   dock,   proper   irrigation   scheduling,   and   overseeding   of   turf   areas 
are   all   examples   of   cultural   and   sanitation   practices   that   can   be   employed   to   reduce 
pests. 
 
Physical   &   Mechanical :      Rodent   traps,   sticky   monitoring   traps   for   insects,   door   sweeps 
on   exterior   doors,   sealing   holes   under   sinks,   proper   drainage   and   mulching   of 
landscapes,   and   keeping   vegetation   at   least   24   inches   from   buildings   are   all   examples 
of   physical   and   mechanical   control. 
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Pesticides:       IPM   focuses   on   remediation   of   the   fundamental   reasons   why   pests   are 
here;   pesticides   should   be   rarely   used   and   only   when   necessary. 
 
 

 
 
 
III.      WHAT   IS   AN   INTEGRATED   PEST   MANAGEMENT   PLAN? 
ORS   634.700   defines   an   IPM   plan   as   a   proactive   strategy   that: 
 
(A)   Focuses   on   the   longterm   prevention   or   suppression   of   pest   problems   through 
economically   sound   measures   that: 
a)   Protect   the   health   and   safety   of   students,   staff   and   faculty; 
b)   Protect   the   integrity   of   campus   buildings   and   grounds; 
c)   Maintain   a   productive   learning   environment;   and 
d)   Protect   local   ecosystem   health; 
 
(B)   Focuses   on   the   prevention   of   pest   problems   by   working   to   reduce   or   eliminate 
conditions   of   property   construction,   operation   and   maintenance   that   promote   or   allow   for 
the   establishment,   feeding,   breeding   and   proliferation   of   pest   populations   or   other 
conditions   that   are   conducive   to   pests   or   that   create   harborage   for   pests; 
 
(C)   Incorporates   the   use   of   sanitation,   structural   remediation   or   habitat   manipulation   or 
of   mechanical,   biological   and   chemical   pest   control   measures   that   present   a   reduced 
risk   or   have   a   low   impact   and,   for   the   purpose   of   mitigating   a   declared   pest   emergency, 
the   application   of   pesticides   that   are   not   lowimpact   pesticides; 
 
(D)   Includes   regular   monitoring   and   inspections   to   detect   pests,   pest   damage   and 
unsanctioned   pesticide   usage; 
 
(E)   Evaluates   the   need   for   pest   control   by   identifying   acceptable   pest   population   density 
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levels; 
 
(F)   Monitors   and   evaluates   the   effectiveness   of   pest   control   measures; 
 
(G)   Excludes   the   application   of   pesticides   on   a   routine   schedule   for   purely   preventive 
purposes,   other   than   applications   of   pesticides   designed   to   attract   or   be   consumed   by 
pests; 
 
(H)   Excludes   the   application   of   pesticides   for   purely   aesthetic   purposes; 
 
(I)   Includes   school   staff   education   about   sanitation,   monitoring   and   inspection   and   about 
pest   control   measures; 
 
(J)   Gives   preference   to   the   use   of   nonchemical   pest   control   measures; 
 
(K)   Allows   the   use   of   lowimpact   pesticides   if   nonchemical   pest   control   measures   are 
ineffective;   and 
 
(L)   Allows   the   application   of   a   pesticide   that   is   not   a   lowimpact   pesticide   only   to 
mitigate   a   declared   pest   emergency   or   if   the   application   is   by,   or   at   the   direction   or   order 
of,   a   public   health   official. 
 
The   above   definition   is   the   basis   for   HCCS   IPM   plan.      This   plan   fleshes   out   the   required 
strategy   from   ORS   634.700   –   634.750   for   HCCS. 
 
Note:       As   mentioned   above,   ORS   634.700   allows   for   the   routine   application   of 
pesticides   designed   to   be   consumed   by   pests.      To   avoid   a   proliferation   of   pests   and/or 
unnecessary   applications   of   pesticides,   we   will   not   set   out   any   ant   or   cockroach   baits 
until   first: 
 
1)   Informing   staff   in   the   area   where   the   pests   are   that   sanitation   and   exclusion   are   the 
primary   means   to   control   the   pest. 
2)   Establishing   an   acceptable   pest   population   density 
3)   Cleaning   up   any   food   debris   in   the   area. 
4)   Sealing   up   any   cracks   or   crevices   where   we   know   the   pests   are   coming   from. 
5)   Setting   out   sticky   insect   monitoring   traps   in   the   area   using   the   sticky   insect 
monitoring   trap   protocol. 
 
 
 
IV.      SCHOOL   DISTRICT   IPM   PLAN   COORDINATOR 
 
The    HCCS   Board   of   Directors    designates   the   HCCS   Facilities   Manager   as   the   IPM 
Plan   Coordinator.      The   Coordinator   is   key   to   successful   IPM   implementation   at   HCCS, 
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and   is   given   the   authority   for   overall   implementation   and   evaluation   of   this   plan.      The 
Coordinator   is   responsible   for: 
 
A.      Attending   not   less   than   six   hours   of   IPM   training   each   year 
The   training   will   include   a   general   review   of   IPM   principles   and   the   requirements   of   ORS 
634.700   –   634.750.      It   will   also   include   handson   training   on   updated   exclusion 
practices,   monitoring   &   inspection   techniques,   and   management   strategies   for   common 
pests. 
 
B.      Conducting   outreach   to   the   school   community   (custodians,   maintenance, 
construction,   grounds,   faculty,   and   kitchen   staff)   about   the   school’s   IPM   plan; 
The   IPM   Coordinator   (or   designee)   will   provide   training   as   outlined   in   Section   V   below. 
 
C.         Overseeing   pest   prevention   efforts; 
The   Coordinator   will   work   with   administration,   custodian/maintenance,   teachers   and 
staff   to   reduce   clutter   and   food   in   the   classrooms,   and   seal   up   pest   entry   points. 
 
D.      Assuring   that   the   decisionmaking   process   for   implementing   IPM   in   the 
district   (section   VI)   is   followed; 
The   Coordinator   will   continually   assess   and   improve   the   pest   monitoring,   reporting,   and 
action   protocol. 
 
E.      Ensuring   that   all   notification,   posting,   and   recordkeeping   requirements   in 
section   VII   are   met   when   the   decision   to   make   a   pesticide   application   is   made; 
 
F.      Maintaining   the   approved   pesticides   list   as   per   section   VIII; 
 
G.      Responding   to   inquiries   and   complaints   about   noncompliance   with   the   plan; 

Responses   to   inquiries   and   complaints   will   be   in   writing   and   kept   on   record   with   the 
Coordinator.  

 
H.      Placing   and   checking   sticky   insect   monitoring   traps   around   facility; 
 
I.           Keeping   records   of   pest   complaints   using   pest   logs   located   in   HCCS   office. 
 
J.      Developing   protocols   and   provisions   for   pest   avoidance   and   prevention   during 
construction   and   renovation   projects.       The   Coordinator   will   be   involved   in   drafting 
any   bids,   and   will   have   the   authority   to   halt   construction   projects   if   protocols   and 
provisions   for   pest   avoidance   and   prevention   are   not   being   met. 
 
V.      RESPONSIBILITIES   +   TRAINING/EDUCATION   of   SCHOOL   EMPLOYEES 
Note:      ORS   634.700   (3)   (i)   requires   staff   education   “about   sanitation,   monitoring   and 
inspection   and   about   pest   control   measures”.      All   staff   should   have   at   least   a   general 
review   of   IPM   principles   and   strategy   as   outlined   in   Sections   II   and   III. 
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A.       IPM   Plan   Coordinator 
 

1.      Training   (see   section   IV   above) 
2.      Responsibilities   (see   section   IV   above) 

 
B.       Custodial   /   Maintenance   Staff 

 
1.      Training/Education 
Custodial      The   IPM   Plan   Coordinator   (or   a   designee   of   the   Coordinator)   will   train 

custodial   staff   at   least   annually   on   sanitation,   monitoring,   inspection,   and   reporting,   and 
their   responsibilities   as   outlined   below. 

 
Maintenance      The   IPM   Plan   Coordinator   (or   a   designee   of   the   Coordinator)   will   train 

maintenance   staff/volunteers   at   least   annually   on   identifying   pestconducive   conditions 
and   mechanical   control   methods   (such   as   door   sweeps   on   exterior   doors   and   sealing 
holes   under   sinks),   and   their   responsibilities   as   outlined   below.   

 
2.      Responsibilities 
1)   Attending   annual   IPM   training   provided   by   the   IPM   Coordinator   (or   designee). 
 
2)   Continually   monitoring   for   pestconducive   conditions   during   daily   work,   and 
sealing   small   holes   and   cracks   when   noticed   (if   this   can   be   done   in   a   short   amount 
of   time) 

 
3)   Reporting   pest   problems   and   pestconducive   conditions   that   he/she   cannot 
resolve   in   a   short   amount   of   time   to   the   IPM   Coordinator. 
 
4)   Reporting   teachers   to   IPM   Coordinator   who   repeatedly   refuse   to   or   need 
assistance   to   reduce   clutter   and   other   pestconducive   conditions   in   their   classrooms. 

 
5)   Confiscating      reporting   any   unapproved   pesticides   (such   as   aerosol   spray   cans) 
discovered   in   their   regular   duties   or   during   an   inspection   and   delivering   them   – 
reporting   them   to   the   IPM   Coordinator. 

 
6)   Assisting   IPM   Coordinator   with   resolving   issues   found   in   annual   inspection   report. 
 
7)   Working   with   the   IPM   Coordinator   to   develop   a   protocol   and   priority   list   with 
deadlines   for   sealing   holes,   installing   external   door   sweeps,   and   other   pest   exclusion 
needs   which   cannot   be   done   in   a   short   period   of   time. 
 
8)      HCCS   may   contract   for   these   services,   hiring   companies   that   meet   training 
requirements   and   outlining   responsibilities   in   the   contract.      The   HCCS   Facility 
Manager   is   responsible   for   monitoring   contractors   and   their   associated   requirements 
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with   meeting   the   responsibilities   outlined   above. 
 
C.       Grounds   Department 
 

1.      Training/Education 
The   head   of   grounds   staff   (or   designee)   will   train   grounds   staff/volunteers   at   least   once 
per   year.      Each   year   before   the   training,   the   head   of   grounds   staff   will   meet   with   the   IPM 
Coordinator   to   review   the   annual   report   of   pesticide   applications   and   plan   training   for   all 
grounds   staff.      The   annual   training   will   review   this   IPM   Plan   (especially   grounds 
department   responsibilities   outlined   below)   and   data   from   the   annual   report   related   to 
pesticide   applications   by   grounds   crew.         It   will   also   review   the   OSU   turf   management 
publications   EC   1521,   EC   1278,   EC   1550,   EC   1638E,   and   PNW   299   (available   free 
online   at    http://extension.oregonstate.edu/catalog/ ).      Grounds   staff/volunteers   will   also 
be   trained   in   basic   monitoring   for   common   pests   on   grounds. 
  

2.      Responsibilities 
Grounds   crews   are   responsible   for: 
 

1)   Attending   annual   IPM   training   provided   by   the   IPM   Coordinator   (or   designee). 
 

2)   Working   with   the   IPM   Coordinator   to   reduce   conditions   conducive   to   weeds, 
gophers,   moles,   yellow   jackets,   and   other   outdoor   pests 

 
3)   Keeping   vegetation   (including   tree   branches   and   bushes)   at   least   18   inches   from 
building   surfaces. 
 
4)   Proper   mulching   in   landscaped   areas   to   reduce   weeds. 
 
5)   Proper   fertilization,   overseeding,   mowing   height,   edging,   drainage,   aeration,   and 
irrigation   scheduling   in   turf   areas   to   reduce   weeds. 
 
6)   When   the   decision   is   made   to   apply   a   pesticide,   following   notification,   posting, 
recordkeeping   and   reporting   protocols   in   Section   VII. 
 
7)   HCCS   may   contract   for   these   services,   hiring   companies   that   meet   training 
requirements   and   outlining   responsibilities   in   the   contract.      The   HCCS   Facility 
Manager   is   responsible   for   monitoring   contractors   and   their   associated   requirements 
with   meeting   the   responsibilities   outlined   above. 

 
D.       Kitchen   Staff 
 

1.      Training/Education 
The   IPM   Coordinator   (or   a   designee   of   the   Coordinator)   will   train   kitchen   staff/volunteers 
at   least   once   per   year   on   the   basic   principles   of   IPM   and   their   responsibilities   as 
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outlined   below. 
 
2.      Responsibilities 

Kitchen   Staff   /   volunteers   are   responsible   for: 
 

1)   Attending   annual   IPM   training   provided   by   the   IPM   Coordinator   (or   designee). 
 
2)   Assuring   floor   under   serving   counters   and   movable   equipment   is   kept   free   of   food 
and   drink   debris. 
  
3)   Avoiding   longterm   storage   or   use   of   cardboard   boxes. 
 
4)   Removing   recycle   products   daily. 

 
5)   Keeping   outside   doors   closed   at   all   times   (except   during   deliveries   and   emptying 
trash). 
 
6)   Keeping   all   food   items   in   sealed   containers. 

 
7)   Immediately   reporting   any   sightings   of   rodents   or   rodent   droppings   to   the   IPM 
Coordinator,   and   following   up   with   an   email   to   the   Coordinator   (for   records). 
 
8)   Reporting   to   the   Coordinator   any   pestconducive   conditions   that   require 
maintenance   (e.g.,   leaky   faucets,   dumpster   too   near   building,   drains   need   scrubbing, 
buildup   of   floor   grease   requiring   spraywashing,   etc.) 
 
9)   HCCS   may   contract   for   these   services,   hiring   companies   that   meet   training 
requirements   and   outlining   responsibilities   in   the   contract.      The   HCCS   Facility 
Manager   is   responsible   for   monitoring   contractors   and   their   associated   requirements 
with   meeting   the   responsibilities   outlined   above. 

 
E.       Faculty 
 

1.      Training/Education 
The   IPM   Plan   Coordinator   (or   a   designee   of   the   Coordinator)   will   train   faculty   and 
principals   at   least   once   per   year   on   the   basic   principals   of   IPM   and   their   responsibilities 
as   outlined   below.      These   short   (15   –   20   minutes)   training   are   arranged   by   the 
Coordinator   with   individual   principals   when   openings   in   their   school   Faculty   Meeting 
schedules   permit.      During   the   training,   the   Coordinator   will   review   the   following   with 
Faculty: 
 

1)   What   pestconducive   conditions   are   (clutter,   food   debris,   moisture,   cracks,   holes, 
etc.),   and   the   importance   of   reporting   these   in   a   timely   manner. 

 



11 
Appendix   (A)  

 

2)   The   importance   of   keeping   their   classrooms   and   work   areas   free   of   clutter. 
 

3)   The   importance   of   having   students   clean   up   after   themselves   when   food   or   drink 
is   consumed   in   the   classroom. 
 
2.      Responsibilities 

Faculty   are   responsible   for: 
 

1)   Attending   annual   basic   IPM   training   provided   by   the   IPM   Coordinator   (or 
designee). 
 
2)   Keeping   their   classrooms   and   work   areas   free   of   clutter. 
 
3)   Making   sure   students   clean   up   after   themselves   when   food   or   drink   is   consumed 
in   the   classroom. 
 
4)   Reporting   pests   and   pestconducive   conditions   to   the   IPM   Coordinator,   inperson 
   by   email      by   letter.   In   emergency   situations,   by   phone. 

 
F.       School   Principal 
 

1.      Training/Education 
(Same   training/education   as   Faculty) 
 
2.      Responsibilities 

The   School   Principal   is   responsible   for: 
 

1)   Scheduling   time   for   teachers   to   receive   annual   training   provided   by   the   IPM 
Coordinator   (or   designee). 
 
2)   Attending   annual   IPM   training   for   teachers. 
 
3)   Assuring   that   teachers   keep   their   rooms   clean   and   free   of   clutter   in   accordance 
with   the   IPM   Coordinator’s   instructions. 
 
4)   Assuring   that   all   faculty,   administrators,   staff,   students   and   parents   receive   the 
annual   notice   (provided   by   the   IPM   Coordinator)   of   potential   pesticide   products   that 
could   be   used   on   school   property   as   per   Section   VII. 
 
5)   Working   with   the   IPM   Coordinator   to   make   sure   all   notifications   of   pesticide 
applications   reach   all   faculty,   administrators,   staff,   students   and   parents   through 
posting   in   the   front   office      email      the   district’s   website   –   letter   other. 
 

G.       Other 
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1.      Training/Education 

Basic   training   on   the   principles   of   IPM   and   the   main   points   of   this   IPM   Plan   should   also 
be   provided   to   school   nurses,   administrative   staff,   onsite   volunteers,   and   students. 
Coaches/volunteers   who   use   athletic   fields   should   be   given   an   overview   and   updates   of 
basic   monitoring   and   IPM   practices   for   turf   so   they   understand   key   pest   problems   to 
look   out   for   and   when   to   report   them. 

 
2.      Responsibilities 

All   other   staff   are   responsible   for   keep   their   work   areas   free   of   clutter,   and   reporting 
pests   and   pestconducive   conditions   to   the   IPM   Coordinator.      Students   are   responsible 
for   reporting   pests   to   their   teachers. 
 
 
VI.      IPM   PROCESS 
 
A.      Monitoring   –   Reporting   –   Action   Protocol 
Monitoring   is   the   most   important   requirement   of   ORS   634.700   –   634.750 .      It   is   the 
backbone   of   HCCS   IPM   Program.      It   provides   recent   and   accurate   information   to   make 
intelligent   and   effective   pest   management   decisions.      It   can   be   defined   as   the   regular 
and   ongoing   inspection   of   areas   where   pest   problems   do   or   might   occur.      Information 
gathered   from   these   inspections   is   always   written   down. 
 
As   much   as   possible,   monitoring   should   be   incorporated   into   the   daily   activities   of 
school   staff.      Staff   training   on   monitoring   should   include   what   to   look   for   and   how   to 
record   and   report   the   information. 
 

1.      Monitoring   &   Reporting   –   All   Staff 
After   a   brief   (15   –   20   minute)   training   by   the   IPM   Coordinator   (or   designee)   on   pests 
and   pestconducive   conditions,   staff   will   be   expected   to   report   pests   or   pestconducive 
conditions   they   observe   during   the   normal   course   of   their   daily   work.      Reporting   will   be 
done   verbally,   by   email,   using   Pest   Logs,   by   written   letter   to   the   IPM   Coordinator.   

 
2.      Monitoring   &   Reporting   –   Coordinator   and   Custodial/Maintenance   Staff 

During   the   normal   course   of   their   daily   work,   the   IPM   Coordinator   and 
custodial/maintenance   staff   will   monitor   structures   and   building   perimeters   for: 
 

1) Pestconducive   conditions   inside   and   outside   the   building   (structural 
deterioration,   holes   that   allow   pests   to   enter,   conditions   that   provide   pest 
harborage). 

 
2) The   level   of   sanitation   inside   and   out   (waste   disposal   procedures,   level   of 

cleanliness   inside   and   out,   conditions   that   supply   food   and   water   to   pests) 
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3) The   amount   of   pest   damage   and   the   number   and   location   of   pest   signs   (rodent 
droppings,   termite   shelter   tubes,   cockroaches   caught   in   sticky   traps,   etc.) 

 
4) Human   behaviors   that   affect   the   pests   (food   preparation   procedures, 

concessions   procedures,   classroom   food,   etc.) 
 
5) Their   own   management   activities   (caulking/sealing,   cleaning,   setting   out   traps, 

treating   pests,   etc.)   and   their   effects   on   the   pest   population. 
 

6) Any   pests   or   pestconducive   conditions   will   be   reported   to   the   IPM   Coordinator 
either   orally,   or   by   email,   using   Pest   Logs,   or   written   letter   to   the   Coordinator.   

 
3.      Monitoring   &   Reporting   –   Grounds   Staff 

During   normal   daily   activities,   grounds   staff   will   monitor   for   invasive   weeds,   gophers, 
moles,   yellow   jackets,   and   other   outdoor   pests.      These   will   be   reported   to   the   IPM 
Coordinator   orally,   or   by   email,   using   Pest   Logs,   or   written   letter   to   the   Coordinator. 

 
4.      Sticky   monitoring   traps   for   insects 

Sticky   traps   are   neither   a   substitute   for   pesticides   nor   an   alternative   for   reducing   pest 
populations,   but   rather   a   diagnostic   tool   to   aid   in   identifying   a   pest’s   presence,   their 
reproductive   stage,   the   likely   direction   pests   are   coming   from,   and   the   number   of   pests. 
 
All   staff/related   volunteers   will   be   made   aware   of   the   traps   and   their   purpose   so   they 
don’t   disturb   them.   The   IPM   Coordinator   and/or   Custodial/maintenance   staff/volunteers 
(after   proper   training   by   Coordinator)   will   be   responsible   for   setting   them   out   and 
checking   them   once   per   month,   and   replacing   them   once   every   four   months. 
 
Sticky   monitoring   traps   will   be   placed   in   the   kitchen   and   any   other   “pestvulnerable 
areas”   the   Coordinator   deems   necessary. 
 
Kitchen   sticky   insect   traps   will   be   checked   monthly   (primarily   for   drain   flies,   ants,   and 
cockroaches). 
 

5.      Monitoring   for   Mice 
In   addition   to   monitoring   for   signs   of   mice   (droppings,   gnawing,   hair,   etc.),   traps   will   be 
placed   in   the   kitchen   (and   any   other   area   the   IPM   Coordinator   deems   necessary),   and 
checked   monthly   by   the   Coordinator. 
 

6.      Reporting   (pests,   signs   of   pests,   and   conducive   conditions) 
When   staff   observe   pests   or   pestconducive   conditions   they   should   tell,   email,   jot   down 
on   Pest   Logs,   call   the   IPM   Coordinator. 
 

7.      Reporting   “Pests   of   Concern” 
“A   pest   of   concern”   is   a   pest   determined   to   be   a   public   health   risk   or   a   significant 
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nuisance   pest.      These   include   cockroaches   (disease   vectors,   asthma   triggers),   mice   & 
rats   (disease   vectors,   asthma   triggers),   yellow   jackets   (sting   can   cause   anaphylactic 
shock),   cornered   nutria,   raccoons,   cats,   dogs,   opossums,   skunks   (they   can   bite),   and 
bed   bugs   (significant   nuisance   pest). 
 
When   pests   of   concern   (or   their   droppings,   nests,   etc.)   are   observed,   staff   should 
contact   the   IPM   Plan   Coordinator   immediately. 
 

8.      Action! 
a)    Structural 
Any   items   (such   as   sealing   up   holes)   that   custodial/maintenance   staff   observe   that   they 
can   resolve   should   be   taken   care   of   and   reported   to   IPM   Coordinator.      The   Coordinator 
will   keep   records   of   these   actions   using   Pest   Logs. 
 
If   the   actions   needed   are   not   something   that   can   be   accomplished   alone   with   minimal 
time,   the   Coordinator   will   meet   with   them   to   develop   a   plan   of   action   with   a   proposed 
deadline   for   completion   based   on   the   severity   of   the   risk   or   nuisance. 
 
The   Coordinator   will   inform   the   Principal   and   Board   of   actions   being   taken/work 
performed,   and   monitor   the   completion   of   all   work.      The   Coordinator   will   keep   records   of 
actions   taken/work   performed   using   Pest   Logs. 
 
The   Coordinator   will   keep   records   of   time   and   money   spent   to   manage   pests. 
 
b)    Grounds  
When   pests   on   grounds   reach   a   threshold   established   by   the   IPM   Coordinator,   action 
will   be   taken   as   per   guidelines   developed   by   the   Coordinator   and   Grounds   Crew/related 
volunteers.      The   Grounds   Crew/volunteers   or   Coordinator   will   keep   records   of   actions, 
time,   and   money   spent   to   manage   pests   on   grounds. 
 

9.      Acceptable   Thresholds 
A   threshold   is   the   number   of   pests   that   can   be   tolerated   before   taking   action.      The 
acceptable   threshold   for   cockroaches,   mice,   rats,   raccoons,   cats,   dogs,   opossums, 
skunks,   and   nutria   is   0. 
 
Acceptable   thresholds   for   other   pests   will   be   determined   by   the   IPM   Coordinator, 
Principal   and   Board. 
 
B.      Inspections 
 
The   IPM   Plan   Coordinator   will   conduct   an   annual   inspection   using   the   annual   IPM 
inspection   form.      During   the   inspection   he   or   she   will   also   inspect   or   review: 
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1)   Human   behaviors   that   affect   the   pests   (working   conditions   that   encourage   or   support 
pests,   food   preparation   procedures   that   provide   food   for   pests,   etc.) 

 
2)   Management   activities   (caulking/sealing,   cleaning,   setting   out   traps,   treating   pests, 
etc.)   and   their   effects   on   the   pest   population. 
 
C.      Pest   Emergencies   (see   also   Section   VII.   B.   below) 
IMPORTANT:      If   a   pest   emergency   is   declared,   the   area   must   be   evacuated   and 
cordoned   off   before   taking   any   other   steps .      When   the   IPM   Plan   Coordinator,   after 
consultation   with   school   faculty   and   administration,   determines   that   the   presence   of   a 
pest   or   pests   immediately   threatens   the   health   or   safety   of   students,   staff,   faculty 
members   or   members   of   the   public   using   the   campus,   or   the   structural   integrity   of 
campus   facilities,   he   or   she   may   declare   a   pest   emergency.      Examples   include   (but   are 
not   limited   to)   yellow   jackets   swarming   in   areas   frequented   by   children,   a   nutria   in   an 
area   frequented   by   children,   a   half   a   dozen   mice   or   rats   running   through   occupied   areas 
of   a   school   building.      The   Coordinator   will   keep   records   of   actions   taken   using   Pest 
Logs. 
 
D.      Annual   IPM   Report   (completed   by   IPM   Plan   Coordinator) 
In   January   of   each   year,   the   IPM   Plan   Coordinator   will   provide   the   HCCS   Board   and   the 
Beaverton   School   District   (BSD)   an   annual   IPM   report   (as   part   of   the   Healthy   School 
Plan).      The   report   will   include   a   summary   of   data   gathered   from   Pest   Logs,   or   emails, 
or   Coordinator   notes,      as   well   as   costs   for   PMPs   and   pesticides   (including   turf   and 
landscape   pesticides).      Costs   for   items   such   as   sealants,   fixing   screens,   door   sweeps 
and   other   items   that   would   not   normally   be   considered   part   of   pest   control   will   not   be 
recorded.   
 
Prevention   and   management   steps   taken   that   proved   to   be   ineffective   and   led   to   the 
decision   to   make   a   pesticide   application   will   be   copied   and   pasted   or   incorporated   into 
the   annual   report   of   pesticide   applications   (see   section   VII.   D) 
 
 
VII.      PESTICIDE   APPLICATIONS:      REQUIRED   NOTIFICATION,   POSTING,   RECORD 
KEEPING,   AND   REPORTING 
Any   pesticide   application   (this   includes   weed   control   products,   ant   baits,   and   all 
professional   and   overthecounter   products)   on   school   property   must   be   made   by   a 
licensed   commercial   or   public   pesticide   applicator.      At   the   beginning   of   each   school 
year,   all   faculty,   administrators,   staff,   adult   students   and   parents   will   be   given   a   list   of 
potential   pesticide   products   that   could   be   used   in   the   event   that   other   pest   management 
measures   are   ineffective.      They   will   also   be   informed   of   the   procedures   for   notification 
and   posting   of   individual   applications,   including   those   for   pest   emergencies.      This 
information   will   be   provided   to   all   the   above   via   email   as   well   as   posted   to   the   HCCS 
Website.      Hard   copies   will   be   available   upon   request   to   the   HCCS   main   office. 
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A.      Notification   and   Posting   for   Nonemergencies 
When   prevention   or   management   of   pests   through   other   measures   proves   to   be 
ineffective,   the   use   of   a   lowrisk   pesticide   is   permissible.       Documentation   of   these 
measures   is   a   prerequisite   to   the   approval   of   any   application   of   a   lowrisk   pesticide. 
This   documentation   will   remain   on   file   with   the   IPM   Plan   Coordinator. 
 
Nonemergency   pesticide   applications   may   occur   in   or   around   a   school   while   school   is 
in   session,   preferably   when   students   are   not   present,   unless   the   IPM   Plan   Coordinator 
authorizes   an   exception.      If   the   labeling   of   a   pesticide   product   specifies   a   reentry   time,   a 
pesticide   may   not   be   applied   to   an   area   of   campus   where   the   school   expects   students 
to   be   present   before   expiration   of   that   reentry   time.      If   the   labeling   does   not   specify   a 
reentry   time,   a   pesticide   may   not   be   applied   to   an   area   of   a   campus   where   the   school 
expects   students   to   be   present   before   expiration   of   a   reentry   time   that   the   IPM   Plan 
Coordinator   determines   to   be   appropriate   based   on   the   times   at   which   students   would 
normally   be   expected   to   be   in   the   area,   area   ventilation   and   whether   the   area   will   be 
cleaned   before   students   are   present. 
 
The   IPM   Plan   Coordinator   (or   a   designee   of   the   Coordinator)   will   give   written   notice   of   a 
proposed   pesticide   application   (via   the   method   most   likely   to   reach   the   intended 
recipients)   at   least   24   hours   before   the   application   occurs. 
 
The   notice   must   identify   the   name,   trademark   or   type   of   pesticide   product,   the   EPA 
registration   number   of   the   product,   the   expected   area   of   the   application,   the   expected 
date   of   application   and   the   reason   for   the   application. 
 
The   IPM   Plan   Coordinator   (or   a   designee   of   the   Coordinator)   shall   place   warning   signs 
around   pesticide   application   areas   beginning   no   later   than   24   hours   before   the 
application   occurs   and   ending   no   earlier   than   72   hours   after   the   application   occurs. 
 
A   warning   sign   must   bear   the   words   “Warning:      pesticidetreated   area”,   and   give   the 
expected   or   actual   date   and   time   for   the   application,   the   expected   or   actual   reentry   time, 
and   provide   the   telephone   number   of   a   contact   person   (the   person   who   is   to   make   the 
application   and/or   the   IPM   Plan   Coordinator). 
 
B.      Notification   and   Posting   for   Emergencies 
Important   Notes: 
1)    The   IPM   Plan   Coordinator   may   not   declare   the   existence   of   a   pest   emergency   until 
after   consultation   with   school   faculty   and   administration. 

2)    If   a   pesticide   is   applied   at   a   campus   due   to   a   pest   emergency,   the   Coordinator   shall 
review   the   IPM   plan   to   determine   whether   modification   of   the   plan   might   prevent 
future   pest   emergencies,   and   provide   a   written   report   of   such   to   HCCS   Board   of 
Directors. 

3)    HCCS   Board   of   Directors   shall   review   and   take   formal   action   on   any 
recommendations   in   the   report. 
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The   declaration   of   the   existence   of   a   pest   emergency   is   the   only   time   a   non   lowimpact 
pesticide   may   be   applied. 
 
If   a   pest   emergency   is   declared,   the   area   must   be   evacuated   and   cordoned   off   before 
taking   any   other   steps. 
 
If   a   pest   emergency   makes   it   impracticable   to   give   a   pesticide   application   notice   no   later 
than   24   hours   before   the   pesticide   application   occurs,   the   IPM   Plan   Coordinator   shall 
send   the   notice   no   later   than   24   hours   after   the   application   occurs. 
 
The   Coordinator   or   designee   shall   place   notification   signs   around   the   area   as   soon   as 
practicable   but   no   later   than   at   the   time   the   application   occurs. 
 
Note:   ORS   634.700   also   allows   the   application   of   a   nonlowimpact   pesticide   “by,   or   at 
the   direction   or   order   of,   a   public   health   official”.      If   this   occurs,   every   effort   must   be 
made   to   comply   with   notification   and   posting   requirements   above. 
 
C.      Record   Keeping   of   Pesticide   Applications 
The   IPM   Plan   Coordinator   or   designee   shall   keep   a   copy   of   the   following   pesticide 
product   information   on   file   at   the   Facility   Manager’s   office   at   HCCS   which   is   also   the 
office   of   the   IPM   Plan   Coordinator: 
● A   copy   of   the   label 
● A   copy   of   the   MSDS 
● The   brand   name   and   USEPA   registration   number   of   the   product 
● The   approximate   amount   and   concentration   of   product   applied 
● The   location   of   the   application 
● The   pest   condition   that   prompted   the   application 
● The   type   of   application   and   whether   the   application   proved   effective 
● The   pesticide   applicator’s   license   numbers   and   pesticide   trainee   or   certificate 

numbers   of   the   person   applying   the   pesticide 
● The   name(s)   of   the   person(s)   applying   the   pesticide 
● The   dates   on   which   notices   of   the   application   were   given 
● The   dates   and   times   for   the   placement   and   removal   of   warning   signs  
● Copies   of   all   required   notices   given,   including   the   dates   the   IPM   Plan   Coordinator 

gave   the   notices 
 
The   above   records   must   be   kept   on   file   at   the   Facility   Manager’s   office   at   HCCS,   and   at 
the   office   of   the   IPM   Plan   Coordinator,   for   at   least   four   years   following   the   application 
date. 
 
D.      Annual   Report   of   Pesticide   Applications 
In   January   of   each   year,   the   IPM   Plan   Coordinator   will   provide    HCCS   Board   of   Directors 
and   BSD   (as   part   of   the   Healthy   School   Plan)   an   annual   report   of   all   pesticide 
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applications   made   the   previous   year.      The   report   will   contain   the   following   for   each 
application: 
● The   brand   name   and   USEPA   registration   number   of   the   product   applied 
● The   approximate   amount   and   concentration   of   product   applied 
● The   location   of   the   application 
● The   prevention   or   management   steps   taken   that   proved   to   be   ineffective   and   led   to 

the   decision   to   make   a   pesticide   application 
● The   type   of   application   and   whether   the   application   proved   effective 
 
 
VIII.      APPROVED   LIST   OF   LOWIMPACT   PESTICIDES 
Note:      All   pesticides   used   must   be   used   in   strict   accordance   with   label   instructions.  
 
According   to   ORS   634.705   (5),   the   governing   body   of   a   school   district   shall   adopt   a   list 
of   lowimpact   pesticides   for   use   with   their   integrated   pest   management   plan.   The 
governing   body   may   include   any   product   on   the   list   except   products   that: 
 

(a)   Contain   a   pesticide   product   or   active   ingredient   that   has   the   signal   words 
“warning”   or   “danger”   on   the   label; 
(b)   Contain   a   pesticide   product   classified   as   a   human   carcinogen   or   probable 
human   carcinogen   under   the   United   States   Environmental   Protection   Agency 
1986   Guidelines   for   Carcinogen   Risk   Assessment;   or 
(c)   Contain   a   pesticide   product   classified   as   carcinogenic   to   humans   or   likely   to 
be   carcinogenic   to   humans   under   the   United   States   Environmental   Protection 
Agency   2003   Draft   Final   Guidelines   for   Carcinogen   Risk   Assessment. 
 

As   a   part   of   pesticide   registration   under   the   Federal   Insecticide   Fungicide   and 
Rodenticide   Act   (FIFRA)   and   reregistration   required   by   the   Food   Quality   Protection   Act 
(FQPA),   EPA   Office   of   Pesticide   Programs   (OPP)   classifies   pesticide   active   ingredients 
(a.i.)   with   regards   to   their   potential   to   cause   cancer   in   humans.   Depending   on   when   a 
pesticide   active   ingredient   was   last   evaluated   the   classification   system   used   may   differ 
as   described   above. 

 
The   National   Pesticide   Information   Center   ( http://npic.orst.edu/ )   can   be   contacted   at 
1.800.858.7378   or    npic@ace.orst.edu    for   assistance   in   determining   a   pesticide   a.i. 
cancer   classification. 
 
Next   is   the   most   current   list   of   approved   lowimpact   pesticides,   as   presented   by 
Beaverton   School   District   in   their   IPM   Plan. 
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July 25, 2016 ** LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT ** Pg 1 of 1

Attention: P4777 / RICHARD CASON / ALPHA ENVIRONMENTAL SVCS INC

Kit #: 4793024     Result: 1.2 ± 0.2 pCi/l
Location: Basement  
Ray Hoy
3500 Sw 104th Ave
Beaverton,  OR 97005-1941

Analysis Note :
Analyzed : 2016-07-23 at 12:00 pm

Started : 2016-07-18 at 5:00 pm
Ended : 2016-07-21 at 8:00 am

Hours/MST% : 63 hours   11.3%  60°F

Air Chek, Inc.  1936 Butler Bridge Rd,   Mills River,   NC 28759-3892   Phone: (828) 684-0893 Fax: (828) 684-8498
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12232 S.W. Garden Place

Tigard, OR  97223

 503-718-2323 Phone

 503-718-0333 Fax

Apex Labs

Hope Charter School

RE: Lead Drinking Water / [none]

Beaverton, OR 97005

3500 SW 104th Ave

Robyn Stolin

Enclosed are the results of analyses for work order A6G0164, which was received by the laboratory on 

6/23/2016 at 11:38:00AM.

Thank you for using Apex Labs.  We appreciate your business and strive to provide the highest quality 

services to the environmental industry.  

If you have any questions concerning this report or the services we offer , please feel free to contact me 

by email at: ldomenighini@apex-labs.com, or by phone at 503-718-2323.

Saturday, July 9, 2016

Lisa Domenighini, Client Services Manager

Apex Laboratories The results in this report apply to the samples analyzed in accordance with the chain of 

custody document. This analytical report must be reproduced in its entirety.
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Apex Labs
12232 S.W. Garden Place

Tigard, OR  97223

 503-718-2323 Phone

 503-718-0333 Fax

Beaverton, OR  97005 07/09/16 09:39Robyn Stolin

3500 SW 104th Ave

Hope Charter School

Reported:

Project Manager:

Project Number:

Lead Drinking WaterProject: 

[none]

ANALYTICAL REPORT FOR SAMPLES

SAMPLE INFORMATION

Sample ID Laboratory ID Matrix Date Sampled Date Received

A6G0164-01 06/22/16 00:00 06/23/16 11:38001 Drinking Water

A6G0164-02 06/22/16 00:00 06/23/16 11:38002 Drinking Water

A6G0164-03 06/22/16 00:00 06/23/16 11:38003 Drinking Water

A6G0164-04 06/22/16 00:00 06/23/16 11:38004 Drinking Water

Lisa Domenighini, Client Services Manager

Apex Laboratories The results in this report apply to the samples analyzed in accordance with the chain of 

custody document. This analytical report must be reproduced in its entirety.
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Apex Labs
12232 S.W. Garden Place

Tigard, OR  97223

 503-718-2323 Phone

 503-718-0333 Fax

Beaverton, OR  97005 07/09/16 09:39Robyn Stolin

3500 SW 104th Ave

Hope Charter School

Reported:

Project Manager:

Project Number:

Lead Drinking WaterProject: 

[none]

ANALYTICAL SAMPLE RESULTS

Total Metals in Drinking Water by EPA 200.8 (ICPMS)

ResultAnalyte Limit

Reporting

Method Notes DilutionUnitsMDL Date Analyzed

Matrix:  Drinking Water001  (A6G0164-01)

Batch: 6070192

Lead EPA 200.8ug/L 07/07/16 22:3210.315 --- 0.200

Matrix:  Drinking Water002  (A6G0164-02)

Batch: 6070175

Lead EPA 200.8ug/L 07/07/16 17:2310.252 --- 0.200

Matrix:  Drinking Water003  (A6G0164-03)

Batch: 6070192

Lead EPA 200.8ug/L 07/07/16 22:3610.261 --- 0.200

Matrix:  Drinking Water004  (A6G0164-04)

Batch: 6070175

Lead EPA 200.8ug/L 07/07/16 17:25146.3 --- 0.200

Lisa Domenighini, Client Services Manager

Apex Laboratories The results in this report apply to the samples analyzed in accordance with the chain of 

custody document. This analytical report must be reproduced in its entirety.
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Apex Labs
12232 S.W. Garden Place

Tigard, OR  97223

 503-718-2323 Phone

 503-718-0333 Fax

Beaverton, OR  97005 07/09/16 09:39Robyn Stolin

3500 SW 104th Ave

Hope Charter School

Reported:

Project Manager:

Project Number:

Lead Drinking WaterProject: 

[none]

QUALITY CONTROL (QC) SAMPLE RESULTS

Total Metals in Drinking Water by EPA 200.8 (ICPMS)

Result Limit
Reporting

Units Amount
Spike

Result
Source

%REC
%REC
Limits RPD

RPD
Limit Notes  Analyte MDL Dil.

Batch 6070175 - Matrix Matched Direct Inject Drinking Water

Blank (6070175-BLK1) Prepared: 07/07/16 15:15   Analyzed: 07/07/16 16:28

EPA 200.8

Lead ug/LND 0.200  ---  ---  ---  --- 1  ---  ---  --- 

LCS (6070175-BS1) Prepared: 07/07/16 15:15   Analyzed: 07/07/16 16:31

EPA 200.8

Lead ug/L16.4 0.200 85-115%  ---  ---  --- 1 16.7  --- 98

Matrix Spike (6070175-MS2) Prepared: 07/07/16 15:15   Analyzed: 07/07/16 17:27

QC Source Sample:  004  (A6G0164-04)

EPA 200.8

Lead ug/L62.2 0.200 70-130%  ---  ---  --- 1 16.7 46.3 96

Batch 6070192 - EPA 3015A Drinking Water

Blank (6070192-BLK1) Prepared: 07/07/16 18:20   Analyzed: 07/07/16 22:28

EPA 200.8

Lead ug/LND 0.200  ---  ---  ---  --- 1  ---  ---  --- 

LCS (6070192-BS1) Prepared: 07/07/16 18:20   Analyzed: 07/07/16 22:30

EPA 200.8

Lead ug/L16.6 0.200 85-115%  ---  ---  --- 1 16.7  --- 100

Duplicate (6070192-DUP1) Prepared: 07/07/16 18:20   Analyzed: 07/07/16 22:34

QC Source Sample:  001  (A6G0164-01)

EPA 200.8

Lead ug/L0.309 0.200  --- 2 --- 20%1  --- 0.315  --- 

Matrix Spike (6070192-MS1) Prepared: 07/07/16 18:20   Analyzed: 07/07/16 22:38

QC Source Sample:  003  (A6G0164-03)

EPA 200.8

Lead ug/L16.6 0.200 70-130%  ---  ---  --- 1 16.7 0.261 98

Lisa Domenighini, Client Services Manager

Apex Laboratories The results in this report apply to the samples analyzed in accordance with the chain of 

custody document. This analytical report must be reproduced in its entirety.
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Apex Labs
12232 S.W. Garden Place

Tigard, OR  97223

 503-718-2323 Phone

 503-718-0333 Fax

Beaverton, OR  97005 07/09/16 09:39Robyn Stolin

3500 SW 104th Ave

Hope Charter School

Reported:

Project Manager:

Project Number:

Lead Drinking WaterProject: 

[none]

SAMPLE PREPARATION INFORMATION

Total Metals in Drinking Water by EPA 200.8 (ICPMS)

Prep: EPA 3015A

SampledMatrix Method Prepared Factor

RL PrepDefault

Initial/FinalInitial/Final

Sample

Lab Number 

Batch:  6070192

A6G0164-01 Drinking Water 06/22/16 00:00EPA 200.8 07/07/16 18:20 1.0045mL/50mL 45mL/50mL

A6G0164-03 Drinking Water 06/22/16 00:00EPA 200.8 07/07/16 18:20 1.0045mL/50mL 45mL/50mL

Prep: Matrix Matched Direct Inject

SampledMatrix Method Prepared Factor

RL PrepDefault

Initial/FinalInitial/Final

Sample

Lab Number 

Batch:  6070175

A6G0164-02 Drinking Water 06/22/16 00:00EPA 200.8 07/07/16 15:15 1.0045mL/50mL 45mL/50mL

A6G0164-04 Drinking Water 06/22/16 00:00EPA 200.8 07/07/16 15:15 1.0045mL/50mL 45mL/50mL

Lisa Domenighini, Client Services Manager

Apex Laboratories The results in this report apply to the samples analyzed in accordance with the chain of 

custody document. This analytical report must be reproduced in its entirety.

Page 5 of 7



Apex Labs
12232 S.W. Garden Place

Tigard, OR  97223

 503-718-2323 Phone

 503-718-0333 Fax

Beaverton, OR  97005 07/09/16 09:39Robyn Stolin

3500 SW 104th Ave

Hope Charter School

Reported:

Project Manager:

Project Number:

Lead Drinking WaterProject: 

[none]

Notes and Definitions 

Qualifiers:

Notes and Conventions:

DET

Unless specifically requested, this report contains only results for Batch QC derived from client samples included in this report.  All 

analyses were performed with the appropriate Batch QC (including Sample Duplicates, Matrix Spikes and/or Matrix Spike Duplicates) 

in  order to meet or exceed method and regulatory requirements. Any exceptions to this will be qualified in this report. Complete Batch 

QC results are available upon request.  In cases where there is insufficient sample provided for Sample Duplicates and/or Matrix 

Spikes, a Lab Control Sample Duplicate (LCS Dup) is analyzed to demonstrate accuracy and precision of the extraction and analysis.

Sample results reported on a dry weight basis.  Results listed as 'wet' or without 'dry'designation are not dry weight corrected.

Relative Percent DifferenceRPD

dry

Not ReportedNR

Analyte NOT DETECTED at or above the reporting limitND

Analyte DETECTED

MDL If MDL is not listed, data has been evaluated to the Method Reporting Limit only.

Batch   

QC

WMSC Water Miscible Solvent Correction has been applied to Results and MRLs for volatiles soil samples per EPA 8000C.

Blank  

Policy

Apex assesses blank data for potential high bias down to a level equal to ½ the method reporting limit (MRL), except for conventional 

chemistry and HCID analyses which are assessed only to the MRL. Sample results flagged with a B or B-02 qualifier are potentially 

biased high if they are less than ten times the level found in the blank for inorganic analyses or less than five times the level found in 

the blank for organic analyses.

For accurate comparison of volatile results to the level found in the blank; water sample results should be divided by the dilution factor, 

and soil sample results should be divided by 1/50 of the sample dilution to account for the sample prep factor. 

Results qualified as reported below the MRL may include a potential high bias if associated with a B or B-02 qualified blank. B and 

B-02 qualifications are not applied to J qualified results reported below the MRL.

  --- QC results are not applicable. For example, % Recoveries for Blanks and Duplicates, % RPD for Blanks, Blank Spikes and Matrix 

Spikes, etc.

  *** Used to indicate a possible discrepancy with the Sample and Sample Duplicate results when the %RPD is not available.  In this case, 

either the Sample or the Sample Duplicate has a reportable result for this analyte, while the other is Non Detect (ND).

Lisa Domenighini, Client Services Manager

Apex Laboratories The results in this report apply to the samples analyzed in accordance with the chain of 

custody document. This analytical report must be reproduced in its entirety.
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Apex Labs
12232 S.W. Garden Place

Tigard, OR  97223

 503-718-2323 Phone

 503-718-0333 Fax

Beaverton, OR  97005 07/09/16 09:39Robyn Stolin

3500 SW 104th Ave

Hope Charter School

Reported:

Project Manager:

Project Number:

Lead Drinking WaterProject: 

[none]

Lisa Domenighini, Client Services Manager

Apex Laboratories The results in this report apply to the samples analyzed in accordance with the chain of 

custody document. This analytical report must be reproduced in its entirety.
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12232 S.W. Garden Place

Tigard, OR  97223

 503-718-2323 Phone

 503-718-0333 Fax

Apex Labs

Hope Charter School

RE: Lead Drinking Water / [none]

Beaverton, OR 97005

3500 SW 104th Ave

Robyn Stolin

Enclosed are the results of analyses for work order A6I0954, which was received by the laboratory on 

9/30/2016 at 10:38:00AM.

Thank you for using Apex Labs.  We appreciate your business and strive to provide the highest quality 

services to the environmental industry.  

If you have any questions concerning this report or the services we offer , please feel free to contact me 

by email at: ldomenighini@apex-labs.com, or by phone at 503-718-2323.

Thursday, October 13, 2016

Lisa Domenighini, Client Services Manager

Apex Laboratories The results in this report apply to the samples analyzed in accordance with the chain of 

custody document. This analytical report must be reproduced in its entirety.
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Apex Labs
12232 S.W. Garden Place

Tigard, OR  97223

 503-718-2323 Phone

 503-718-0333 Fax

Beaverton, OR  97005 10/13/16 11:23Robyn Stolin

3500 SW 104th Ave

Hope Charter School

Reported:

Project Manager:

Project Number:

Lead Drinking WaterProject: 

[none]

ANALYTICAL REPORT FOR SAMPLES

SAMPLE INFORMATION

Sample ID Laboratory ID Matrix Date Sampled Date Received

A6I0954-01 09/30/16 08:20 09/30/16 10:38Classroom 6 Stub 003 Drinking Water

A6I0954-02 09/30/16 08:25 09/30/16 10:38Lunch Prep Sink 004 Drinking Water

A6I0954-03 09/30/16 08:30 09/30/16 10:38Basement Fountain 005 Drinking Water

Lisa Domenighini, Client Services Manager

Apex Laboratories The results in this report apply to the samples analyzed in accordance with the chain of 

custody document. This analytical report must be reproduced in its entirety.
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Apex Labs
12232 S.W. Garden Place

Tigard, OR  97223

 503-718-2323 Phone

 503-718-0333 Fax

Beaverton, OR  97005 10/13/16 11:23Robyn Stolin

3500 SW 104th Ave

Hope Charter School

Reported:

Project Manager:

Project Number:

Lead Drinking WaterProject: 

[none]

ANALYTICAL SAMPLE RESULTS

Total Metals in Drinking Water by EPA 200.8 (ICPMS)

ResultAnalyte Limit

Reporting

Method Notes DilutionUnitsMDL Date Analyzed

Matrix:  Drinking WaterClassroom 6 Stub 003  (A6I0954-01RE1)

Batch: 6091195

Lead EPA 200.8ug/L 10/01/16 14:4411.43 --- 0.200

Matrix:  Drinking WaterLunch Prep Sink 004  (A6I0954-02)

Batch: 6091195

Lead EPA 200.8ug/L 10/01/16 14:3710.419 --- 0.200

Matrix:  Drinking WaterBasement Fountain 005  (A6I0954-03)

Batch: 6100399

DW-DLead EPA 200.8ug/L 10/11/16 14:19110.5 --- 0.200

Lisa Domenighini, Client Services Manager

Apex Laboratories The results in this report apply to the samples analyzed in accordance with the chain of 

custody document. This analytical report must be reproduced in its entirety.
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Apex Labs
12232 S.W. Garden Place

Tigard, OR  97223

 503-718-2323 Phone

 503-718-0333 Fax

Beaverton, OR  97005 10/13/16 11:23Robyn Stolin

3500 SW 104th Ave

Hope Charter School

Reported:

Project Manager:

Project Number:

Lead Drinking WaterProject: 

[none]

QUALITY CONTROL (QC) SAMPLE RESULTS

Total Metals in Drinking Water by EPA 200.8 (ICPMS)

Result Limit
Reporting

Units Amount
Spike

Result
Source

%REC
%REC
Limits RPD

RPD
Limit Notes  Analyte MDL Dil.

Batch 6091195 - Matrix Matched Direct Inject Drinking Water

Blank (6091195-BLK1) Prepared: 09/30/16 18:30   Analyzed: 10/01/16 13:43

EPA 200.8

Lead ug/LND 0.200  ---  ---  ---  --- 1  ---  ---  --- 

LCS (6091195-BS1) Prepared: 09/30/16 18:30   Analyzed: 10/01/16 13:45

EPA 200.8

Lead ug/L16.9 0.200 85-115%  ---  ---  --- 1 16.7  --- 101

Matrix Spike (6091195-MS2) Prepared: 09/30/16 18:30   Analyzed: 10/01/16 14:46

QC Source Sample:  Lunch Prep Sink 004  (A6I0954-02)

EPA 200.8

Lead ug/L15.5 0.200 70-130%  ---  ---  --- 1 16.7 0.419 90

Batch 6100399 - EPA 3015A Drinking Water

Blank (6100399-BLK1) Prepared: 10/10/16 11:50   Analyzed: 10/11/16 14:12

EPA 200.8

Lead ug/LND 0.200  ---  ---  ---  --- 1  ---  ---  --- 

LCS (6100399-BS1) Prepared: 10/10/16 11:50   Analyzed: 10/11/16 14:13

EPA 200.8

Lead ug/L16.0 0.200 85-115%  ---  ---  --- 1 16.7  --- 96

Lisa Domenighini, Client Services Manager

Apex Laboratories The results in this report apply to the samples analyzed in accordance with the chain of 

custody document. This analytical report must be reproduced in its entirety.

Page 4 of 7



Apex Labs
12232 S.W. Garden Place

Tigard, OR  97223

 503-718-2323 Phone

 503-718-0333 Fax

Beaverton, OR  97005 10/13/16 11:23Robyn Stolin

3500 SW 104th Ave

Hope Charter School

Reported:

Project Manager:

Project Number:

Lead Drinking WaterProject: 

[none]

SAMPLE PREPARATION INFORMATION

Total Metals in Drinking Water by EPA 200.8 (ICPMS)

Prep: EPA 3015A

SampledMatrix Method Prepared Factor

RL PrepDefault

Initial/FinalInitial/Final

Sample

Lab Number 

Batch:  6100399

A6I0954-03 Drinking Water 09/30/16 08:30EPA 200.8 10/10/16 11:50 1.0045mL/50mL 45mL/50mL

Prep: Matrix Matched Direct Inject

SampledMatrix Method Prepared Factor

RL PrepDefault

Initial/FinalInitial/Final

Sample

Lab Number 

Batch:  6091195

A6I0954-01RE1 Drinking Water 09/30/16 08:20EPA 200.8 09/30/16 18:30 1.0045mL/50mL 45mL/50mL

A6I0954-02 Drinking Water 09/30/16 08:25EPA 200.8 09/30/16 18:30 1.0045mL/50mL 45mL/50mL

Lisa Domenighini, Client Services Manager

Apex Laboratories The results in this report apply to the samples analyzed in accordance with the chain of 

custody document. This analytical report must be reproduced in its entirety.
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Apex Labs
12232 S.W. Garden Place

Tigard, OR  97223

 503-718-2323 Phone

 503-718-0333 Fax

Beaverton, OR  97005 10/13/16 11:23Robyn Stolin

3500 SW 104th Ave

Hope Charter School

Reported:

Project Manager:

Project Number:

Lead Drinking WaterProject: 

[none]

Notes and Definitions 

Qualifiers:

DW-D Turbidity greater than 1 NTU. Sample was digested per EPA Method 200.8.

Notes and Conventions:

DET

Unless specifically requested, this report contains only results for Batch QC derived from client samples included in this report.  All 

analyses were performed with the appropriate Batch QC (including Sample Duplicates, Matrix Spikes and/or Matrix Spike Duplicates) 

in  order to meet or exceed method and regulatory requirements. Any exceptions to this will be qualified in this report. Complete Batch 

QC results are available upon request.  In cases where there is insufficient sample provided for Sample Duplicates and/or Matrix 

Spikes, a Lab Control Sample Duplicate (LCS Dup) is analyzed to demonstrate accuracy and precision of the extraction and analysis.

Sample results reported on a dry weight basis.  Results listed as 'wet' or without 'dry'designation are not dry weight corrected.

Relative Percent DifferenceRPD

dry

Not ReportedNR

Analyte NOT DETECTED at or above the reporting limitND

Analyte DETECTED

MDL If MDL is not listed, data has been evaluated to the Method Reporting Limit only.

Batch   

QC

WMSC Water Miscible Solvent Correction has been applied to Results and MRLs for volatiles soil samples per EPA 8000C.

Blank  

Policy

Apex assesses blank data for potential high bias down to a level equal to ½ the method reporting limit (MRL), except for conventional 

chemistry and HCID analyses which are assessed only to the MRL. Sample results flagged with a B or B-02 qualifier are potentially 

biased high if they are less than ten times the level found in the blank for inorganic analyses or less than five times the level found in 

the blank for organic analyses.

For accurate comparison of volatile results to the level found in the blank; water sample results should be divided by the dilution factor, 

and soil sample results should be divided by 1/50 of the sample dilution to account for the sample prep factor. 

Results qualified as reported below the MRL may include a potential high bias if associated with a B or B-02 qualified blank. B and 

B-02 qualifications are not applied to J qualified results reported below the MRL.

  --- QC results are not applicable. For example, % Recoveries for Blanks and Duplicates, % RPD for Blanks, Blank Spikes and Matrix 

Spikes, etc.

  *** Used to indicate a possible discrepancy with the Sample and Sample Duplicate results when the %RPD is not available.  In this case, 

either the Sample or the Sample Duplicate has a reportable result for this analyte, while the other is Non Detect (ND).

Lisa Domenighini, Client Services Manager

Apex Laboratories The results in this report apply to the samples analyzed in accordance with the chain of 

custody document. This analytical report must be reproduced in its entirety.
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Apex Labs
12232 S.W. Garden Place

Tigard, OR  97223

 503-718-2323 Phone

 503-718-0333 Fax

Beaverton, OR  97005 10/13/16 11:23Robyn Stolin

3500 SW 104th Ave

Hope Charter School

Reported:

Project Manager:

Project Number:

Lead Drinking WaterProject: 

[none]

Lisa Domenighini, Client Services Manager

Apex Laboratories The results in this report apply to the samples analyzed in accordance with the chain of 

custody document. This analytical report must be reproduced in its entirety.
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Appendix D 
 

Asbestos Testing & Abatement Reports 
 

1.   Appendix D pg. 1-24:  Lease exhibit E - Asbestos Survey 2014 
2.   Appendix D pg 1-4:  PMG June 2016 abatement report 
3.   Appendix D pg 1-4:  LabCor Sept. 2016 asbestos test results 
4.   Appendix D pg 1-6:  PMG October 2016 abatement report 
5.   Appendix D pg 1-33:  Phase II Asbestos Survey November 2017 
6.   Appendix D pg 1-4:  January 2018 abatement report 



























































BULK SAMPLE ASBESTOS ANALYSIS

Job Number: 164192

Project Name: 3500 SW 104th

Project Number:

Project Notes:

 P.O. No: n/a

Report Date: 09/13/2016

Lindquist Development Co.Client:

PO Box 42135
Portland, OR  97242

Report Number: 164192R01

Phone:  (503) 224-5055
http://www.labcorpdx.net

4321 SW Corbett Ave., Ste A
Portland, OR  97239

Lab/Cor Portland, Inc.

Asbestos and Environmental Analysis

Client Sample ID: 1 Sample ID: S1 Date Analyzed: 09/13/2016

Analyst: Stephanie GoldenClient Sample Description: Kitchen Ceiling

Asbestos Mineral Fibers Layer 
Percent: Chrysotile Amosite Crocidolite

Percent
Asbestos:

- - -%85compressed fibers 
material, tan with paint, 
off-white

Layer 01

NAD

- - -% Trace15mastic, dark brown

Layer 02

< 1 %Anthophyllite-

Cellulose

Mineral
Wool Synthetic

Fibrous
Glass

Other Fibers

MatrixOther                   

30 % 15 % 55 % - - - 0 %Layer 01

- - - - 1 % - 99 %Layer 02 Talc

Client Sample ID: 2 Sample ID: S2 Date Analyzed: 09/13/2016

Analyst: Stephanie GoldenClient Sample Description: Bar

Asbestos Mineral Fibers Layer 
Percent: Chrysotile Amosite Crocidolite

Percent
Asbestos:

7 % - -%95hard vinyl, tan

Layer 01

7 %

- - -%5mastic, black

Layer 02

NAD

Cellulose

Mineral
Wool Synthetic

Fibrous
Glass

Other Fibers

MatrixOther                   

- - - - - - 93 %Layer 01

- - - - - - 100 %Layer 02
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Job Number: 164192 Report Number: 164192R01

BULK SAMPLE ASBESTOS ANALYSIS

Report Date: 09/13/2016

Phone:  (503) 224-5055
http://www.labcorpdx.net

4321 SW Corbett Ave., Ste A
Portland, OR  97239

Lab/Cor Portland, Inc.

Asbestos and Environmental Analysis

Client Sample ID: 3 Sample ID: S3 Date Analyzed: 09/13/2016

Analyst: Stephanie GoldenClient Sample Description: Behind Bar

Asbestos Mineral Fibers Layer 
Percent: Chrysotile Amosite Crocidolite

Percent
Asbestos:

- - -%60hard vinyl, red

Layer 01

NAD

2 % - -%1mastic, black

Layer 02

2 %

7 % - -%38hard vinyl, tan

Layer 03

7 %

- - -%1mastic, black

Layer 04

NAD

Cellulose

Mineral
Wool Synthetic

Fibrous
Glass

Other Fibers

MatrixOther                   

- - - - - - 100 %Layer 01

- - - - - - 98 %Layer 02

- - - - - - 93 %Layer 03

- - - - - - 100 %Layer 04

Client Sample ID: 4 Sample ID: S4 Date Analyzed: 09/13/2016

Analyst: Stephanie GoldenClient Sample Description: Card Room

Asbestos Mineral Fibers Layer 
Percent: Chrysotile Amosite Crocidolite

Percent
Asbestos:

3 % - -%98hard vinyl, off-white

Layer 01

3 %

3 % - -%2mastic, black

Layer 02

3 %

Cellulose

Mineral
Wool Synthetic

Fibrous
Glass

Other Fibers

MatrixOther                   

- - - - - - 97 %Layer 01

- - - - - - 97 %Layer 02
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Job Number: 164192 Report Number: 164192R01

BULK SAMPLE ASBESTOS ANALYSIS

Report Date: 09/13/2016

Phone:  (503) 224-5055
http://www.labcorpdx.net

4321 SW Corbett Ave., Ste A
Portland, OR  97239

Lab/Cor Portland, Inc.

Asbestos and Environmental Analysis

Client Sample ID: 5 Sample ID: S5 Date Analyzed: 09/13/2016

Analyst: Stephanie GoldenClient Sample Description: Kitchen Hallway

Asbestos Mineral Fibers Layer 
Percent: Chrysotile Amosite Crocidolite

Percent
Asbestos:

Trace - -%98hard vinyl, off-white

Layer 01

< 1 %

4 % - -%2mastic, black

Layer 02

4 %

Cellulose

Mineral
Wool Synthetic

Fibrous
Glass

Other Fibers

MatrixOther                   

- - - - - - 100 %Layer 01

- - - - - - 96 %Layer 02

Client Sample ID: 6 Sample ID: S6 Date Analyzed: 09/13/2016

Analyst: Stephanie GoldenClient Sample Description: Bathroom Hall off Bar

Asbestos Mineral Fibers Layer 
Percent: Chrysotile Amosite Crocidolite

Percent
Asbestos:

- - -%2mastic, off-white/gray

Layer 01

NAD

2 % - -%93hard vinyl, tan

Layer 02

2 %

- - -% Trace5mastic, brown

Layer 03

< 1 %Anthophyllite-

Cellulose

Mineral
Wool Synthetic

Fibrous
Glass

Other Fibers

MatrixOther                   

- 15 % - 8 % - - 77 %Layer 01

- - - - - - 98 %Layer 02

- - - - 2 % - 98 %Layer 03 Talc
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Job Number: 164192 Report Number: 164192R01

BULK SAMPLE ASBESTOS ANALYSIS

Report Date: 09/13/2016

Phone:  (503) 224-5055
http://www.labcorpdx.net

4321 SW Corbett Ave., Ste A
Portland, OR  97239

Lab/Cor Portland, Inc.

Asbestos and Environmental Analysis

This laboratory participates in the National Voluntary Laboratory Accreditation Program (NVLAP).
Testing method is per 40 CFR 763 Subpart E, Appendix A, PLM.

�•"NAD" is No Asbestos Detected. 
�•Asbestos consists of the following minerals: chrysotile, amosite, crocidolite, tremolite, actinolite, anthophyllite.
�•Material binders, such as those found in vinyl floor tiles, may prevent the detection of small diameter asbestos fibers. A gravimetric 

preparation and point-count is recommended for such samples.
�•Quantitative analysis by PLM point count or TEM may be recommended for samples testing at < or = to 1% asbestos.
�•The following estimate of error for this method by visual estimation of asbestos percent are as follows:
�•1% asbestos: 0-3% error, 5% asbestos: 1-9% error, 10% asbestos: 5-15% error, 20% asbestos: 10-30% error.
�•This report pertains only to the samples listed on the report. Report considered valid only when signed by analyst

Reviewed by:

Stephanie Golden

Technical Manager
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