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Transcript of Public Comments (4)

Michael Richmond

Director, Green Clean Institute

My name is Michael Richmond.  I’m with the Green Clean Institute.  You’ll find us at www.greencleaninstitute.com.  Primarily our role since 2005 has been to provide a third party that has somewhat of a disinterest in whether it be the product or whether it be a janitorial service or some other type of supply line program where we can create what we would feel to be a reputable benchmark for green clean certified janitorial services.  So at this point, the Green Clean Institute has developed and implemented a Green Clean certification course that is offered to janitorial and office cleaning programs in most states right now, as far as our student body goes.

Green clean as a whole, we all know, has been an evolving type of program, and as that, we have a sense that it’s a bit of an ad hoc trying to find our way along as to what are the definitions for “green clean.”  And in doing this, we’re kind of segmented.  The concept for those individuals who are thinking in terms of the greater biosphere of the world look at the rainforest, they look at the marine life, and they wonder whether we’re impacting that and words like sustainability become an issue for them.  Those who are concerned about marine life and so forth, they look at whether or not we’re harming the oceans and rivers.  Those who are involved in our industries look at the draining of our resources so that they feel as though we may not be able to replenish what we’ve got.  But there seems to be several different definitions for what “green clean” is.  As a matter of fact, the EPA has listed 12 different principles for green chemistry, and while that’s interesting, it doesn’t have a lot of application to the janitorial realm that we’re involved in.

When it comes to green schools, what we’re finding is that they, too, are finding their way along as far as what’s going to be the green standard for their schools and it has a reflection into those people who maintain and keep those buildings clean.  With the advent of such things as MRSA, we’ve seen that while green policies go into place, suddenly they have to bail out of all those green principles, and bring in whatever resources they need to try to clean the school up, not understanding perhaps the full ramifications of what MRSA is all about from a germ control status, or how they’re going to do it and not break the protocols that we’ve all claimed are going to go into place for that.  So when they don’t understand the concept of how fomites or vectors are part of the program, basically it means we’re working in an element of ignorance as far as the workforce who literally brings the green.

So maybe it is a vested interest for the Green Clean Institute, but we feel that while the emphasis currently is on getting current legislation in place and in a greater program – I call it green program for my own definition purposes – I feel there are three predominant areas.  And in an effort to try to help in the definition of what green is relative to facilities and buildings, a green program, really, in our eyes, has three segments, one of which is a green agenda where the administration, such as the Lt. Governor’s Office and the State of Illinois, those who are involved in the Boards of Education and the heads of corporations, are literally passing along mandates, laws, and rules to try to say, “we’re going green.”  So the first phase is the green agenda.

The second phase is interesting and I think it’s where we’re at right now.  It’s the emphasis of green product.  And we know that at some point in time we got to turn talk into action, and so right now we have a lot of interest in green products and who’s authorizing those green products?  Is it ISO, is it Green Seal, whoever else, whether it be the EPA?  Who’s going to make these protocols as far as the green products?

The third part of that green program, after green agenda and green product, is green practices, and this is where my interest comes to play, because I feel that the workforce is sometimes being neglected in the sense that you cannot simply add product to a cart with a MSD sheet and say, “There you go – we are now green clean.”  And in the bill – although some of the news reporting relative to the bill that’s involved says that they’re going to be concerning themselves with not only green products and this green legislation, but they’re also trying to come up with some green practice guidelines – in the body of the bill that is pending, there is not a lot of real language about the workforce.

Will they be trained, or are they simply going to be the unwitting inheritors of legislation and responsibilities that we lay on them and they don’t know the difference?  When it comes down to such things as even the microfibers that are out there, they don’t know that there’s a color-coding that goes along with the microfibers that are supposed to be used in these situations.  They’re handed a rag and they do what they normally do with those rags.  They don’t understand, perhaps, that a microfiber can work without chemicals, which, when we’re talking about green applications – if the workforce are not taught that these things are part of how you’re to implement, then we have that third leg of the stool that is not being trained.

From our vantage point, obviously since 2005, we’ve been endeavoring to create the training programs that allow individuals to affordably and simply get themselves up to speed with some of the base level information required for those individuals who are inheriting these rules that have been currently mandated.  And so we want to participate in this program as much as possible because we feel we have something to say.  And for any of you who may be listening that I can be a help to, I’m happy to address, speak to, and assist in any way that I can to help promote the green project, as far as my area of great concern, green practices.

I’ve submitted this to the Office of the Lt. Governor in writing.  I have copies for those who may be here if you’d like to review my notes on this subject.  And I feel that if we could come to a concept of what really a green program is, it’ll involve green agenda, where the powers that be make those decisions.  It’ll be green product, where we introduce it effectively.  It’ll incorporate an area that is currently being neglected – green practices – where the workforce who are out there are the people who literally bring the green, and they need to be trained to effectively do that.  So I appreciate the time to speak, and I’d be happy to answer any questions if that’s appropriate.

Yolanda Brown

St. Clair Regional Office of Education

Illinois State Board of Education

Good morning everyone.  I am commenting on the cleaning supply alternative qualification process, and I too have already submitted my comment via email.  Basically, the manufacturer or distributor of a non-pre-qualified supply does not have to seek alternative third-party qualification if the company has a dedicated team of scientists that develop products that are environmentally sensitive and have been rigorously tested to be a safe alternative to providing a cleaner and healthier environment, specifically as it relates to indoor air quality as referenced by the EPA.

Such high standards of said manufacturer or distributor must be mirrored throughout the organization and extend with absolute commitment in providing environmentally sensitive products as its core mission to be excluded from providing alternative qualification.  That’s it.  Thank you.

Paul Kuczek

School District 211 – Palatine, IL

The specific area I’d like to make comment on at this time is in the floor finishes and floor waxes and strippers section.  I know that New York – I have a copy here of – the State of New York in their category 17 under public comment specifically is not adopting the Green Seal incorporated standard for floor finishes, waxes, or strippers, which is GS-40; does not preclude companies from selecting them.  This is a pretty significant part of our school district and public schools all over.

I’d like to see some verbiage added on page 13 at the end in the product category where practical in the choice of products because these… the Green Seal certification process is unclear to many people.  Just because the product is “Sealed,” does it actually work?  And in the Illinois law, it references choosing a product that lasts at least three years before requiring stripping.  I’d like to see how long some of these products have been certified before I can determine that they’re going to last three years.  If they haven’t been certified for three years, how do you know they’re going to last?  So I’d like to see some verbiage added in the product – in the durability section to include, “with a proven record of safety and sustainable performance.”

Then going forward to page 18 of the Illinois act, I’d like to see as we were talking – as the prior gentleman talked about – some of the policies and procedures, a lot of school districts choose not to strip and wax because it’s encapsulating asbestos floor tiles – things like that.  I’d like to see some text to include some procedures maybe in the direction of a non-aggressive manor, some choices of floor pads, things like that that a staff… that school districts that don’t have deep pockets may have a gap in their training and end up doing more harm than good in an effort to meet this criteria because they don’t know what they’re doing.  So I’d like to see some attention to the products similar to the State of New York where we give ourselves more time to determine are these floor coverings going to last and are they going to do the job that the school districts are expecting them to do; because if not, it could become a costly and time-consuming experiment for us.  That’s really all I have today, and I thank you for our time.

Julie Campbell

Illinois Food Allergy Education Association

I’d like to comment on the draft guidelines.  The law is very good because it eliminates toxins from schools and it eliminates products that cause ozone depletion.  The Illinois Food Allergy Education Association did not learn of this legislation until it was enacted or we would have commented earlier.

There are several parts in the guidelines that refer to promoting the use of renewable resources.  Page 11, the first bullet point, which is under the head note of “Preferable Product Attributes,” says, “use of renewable resources such as bio-based solvents from citrus, seed, vegetable, and pine oils.”  As the language as written, “such as” is read as “for example.”  In other words, it’s not limited to those items enumerated.  Also on page 12, under chrome cleaners, polishes, and it’s actually repeated under several other sections, the second bullet point states, “Bio-based renewable resources: prefer products that use oils derived from renewable resources as compared to oils from non-renewable resources.”

IFAEA just wants to caution the committee to please not use products that have any of the eight major allergens in them.  The eight major allergens are soy, wheat, dairy, eggs, peanuts, tree nuts, fish, and shell fish.  You would be surprised at the number of products that contain some of these allergens.  It’s not just a hypothetical possibility.  As a matter of fact, you could go to the Field Museum next month.  They’re doing a show on George Washington Carver who planted peanuts, and they have a whole section on products where peanuts are used that most people don’t even realize.  And if you read the back of some of your shampoos, some of the natural cleaning products and cleaning agents, they do have some of these allergens in them.

This affects many children.  The Council may not know that there are 10 food allergy support groups in Illinois.  They range from Rockford, Champaign-Urbana, Peoria, Joliet, and the major Chicagoland metropolitan area.  So this affects many, many students; it’s not just an isolated group of people.

The Healthy Schools Campaign, which was the impetus – I understand – behind the law, did not consult any of the food allergy population about this.  On page 16 of your guidelines, they note the vulnerable populations under the best practices for implementation.  Food allergies are not mentioned.

Some of your supporting state agencies, which are listed on page four, include the State Board of Education.  IFAEA has been recommended by the State Board of Education in their April 2007 publication, “Mealtime Minutes.”  We are listed as a resource for food allergy information.  I have a copy of that if you’d like to see it.

Also, because we are so concerned, we have developed this literature, “Green cleaning in schools law.”  It says, “Don’t wipe off one allergen and put on another.  Please read the ingredients of your cleaning products.”  And on the back, we’ve stated several of the relevant sections of the law.  These were mailed out to the 60 school-based health centers in Illinois and they will be mailed out to more of the schools.  I was at a resource fair for food allergy and celiac disease sufferers.  About 400 people were there and no one knew about the law, and many people were concerned and certainly took the cards.

We also… one of the biggest concerns that the schools have is in cleaning products and what cleaning products really clean the allergens off surfaces – lunch tables; if kids eat in the classrooms, the desks.  There was actually a study done and published in the Journal of Allergy and Clinical Immunology, and based on the study, we came up with this, which we are going to distribute in a form like this, to all 800 Chicago public schools in 2008.  And it’s how to best wash allergens off a table.  The study was done in 2004.

As Illinois is only the second state in the nation to implement a green cleaning policy, this really wasn’t on anyone’s radar screen until recently.  I would urge the Council, if they have questions about the products that they’re going to recommend, to speak to the physician who is the communicating author of the study: Dr. Wood at Johns Hopkins.  If you can get an answer from him, you’re better than me.  One of the other authors is Dr. Chapman, and he works at Indoor Biotechnologies in Charlottesville, Virginia.  He helped with this study and he could also probably answer questions for you.

Of course the law we know is not to cause problems.  The spirit of the law is very good, and we certainly support that.  We just want to caution you, and we know that the Council doesn’t want to cause any food allergy reactions.  And of course the Council doesn’t want the liability if they have products that contain these allergens, if there were a situation to develop where someone had a reaction, to come back to the products that you recommended.  So for that reason, we just ask that you exercise caution in selecting those products.  Thank you.
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