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MEMORANDUM
SUBJECT: AHERA Accreditation - PoITgy Issyes and cho endations
FROM: Joseph Schechter, Chief \f.-_;f {_\ [, ] K/é’f
: Technical Assistance Sectio '“Zf‘ ‘
Assistance Programs Developmen Branch
Environmental Assistanee Division
TO: Training course Providers

State Program oOffices
Other Interested Parties

for purposes of both information and guidance. Should these
policies change at any time in the future, you will pe SO notified.
We issue this communication in the hope that it will answer certain

ISSUE ONE ~ How MANY INSTRUCTORS ‘8HOULD THERE BE FOR EACH
AHERA TRAINING COURSE.

Discussion: The EPA Model Contractor Accreditation Plan (40 CFR
Part 763) stipulates training course requirements
for each of AHERA's five disciplines: (1)
inspectors, (2) management planners, (3) project
designers, (4) contractors and sSupervisors and (5)
workers. The Plan however, does not specify a

the conduct of any of these courses. Nevertheless,
because the course requirements are broad andg
multidisciplinary, the provision of effective
instruction Necessitates specialized knowledge ang
skill in a wide range of subject areas.



Policy: EPA may approve the use of a single instructor for the
worker course only. Where this is Proposed, the intended
worker course instructor must be -both field experienced
and qualified. There are no circumstances under which

Discussion: The Model Plan requires that individual or group
Sponsors of EPA-approved asbestos training courses
submit to EPA the names and qualifications of course
instructors. Providers are reminded that they must

umentation for any new or gquest instructors
they may plan to utiljze.

Policy: AHERA training course providers are required to subnit
complete doc

ISSUE THREE - RESCINDING CONTINGENT APPROVAL OR DENYING FuULL

Discussion: Because the caliber of course instructors is so
‘ vitally important to the success of the AHERA
accreditation Program, Epatg course reviewers

carefully SCrutinize both Providers ang key

instructors for problem histories of non-compliance

With relevant federal environmental regulations.

Corrective action may not be warranted if an

one or two lectures. However, Regions will direct
course providers not to use these instructors for
future Courses, Where problenm histories are
significant and/or a course Provider is not
responsive to eéXpressed EPA concerns, corrective
actions will bpe taken to ensure the continued
integrity of the training program.



Policy: v e e envin ull
c ' oviders
W - i make their

courses eljgible for EpPA ;evigw)'wﬁg:g providers or key

ins;zug;g:s face legal actions for non-complijance with
\'% vi i or have

demon§;zg;§g 2 pattern of non-compljance over time.

ISSBUE FOUR - HOW QUICKLY MUST TRAINING COURSES BE COMPLETED.

Discussion: Certain providers have proposed segmenting
particular courses into a series of short
Presentations which, when added together, would meet
the Model Plan'sg hour requirements. This would
enable the provision of courses on an evening or
weekend schedule. Even though this Proposal entails
greater complications for auditing, Epa is
Sympathetic to this need.

Policy: Course providers may segment gourses subject to the
following Irestrictjons: (1) the total hours required by
AHERA must be completed within a single two-week
;ime::gmg, (2) attendees shall not _requ
han ej

be required to sit
ours of actu ining in an

si (o] eri e.q. [e] Sessions would be
disallowed), and (3) evening instructjon shall not exceed
a maximum of four hours in any single sessjon.

ISSUE FIVE - CRITERIA FOR GRANTING FULL APPROVAL TO CONTINGENTLY
APPROVED COURSES.

Discussion: Where contingently approved courses are determined
th j

enable their qualification for full approval. By
the same token however, there are also instances
where courses are found to be so Severely deficient
that it is unlikely that they will ever attain the
prescribed standards. Given this dilemma, EPA is
Publishing the following recommended criteria for
use by its course auditors in deciding when to award

full approval to a contingently approved course.

Recommended Decisjion Framework:

fo) Accegtablg courses -- those that meet or exceed the Model
Plan's ;gggi;gmegts == should be granted full approval.




o

lo

- d have
v wi ssible.

I8SUE 81X - GRANDPATHERING OF PRE-1987 COURSES.

Discussion:

Policy: Pre-

b

Some providers have urged Epa to retroactively
reclassify Pre-1987 courses ag fully approved AHERA
courses, because those courses were essentially
equivalent to fully approved AHERA courses, The
Agency is concerned however, about the apparent
arbitrariness of such a decision rule, and also

7 S whi ot i —approval

oactijv u oval.

ISSUE BEVEN - HULTIDIBCIPLINARY REFRESHER COURSES.

‘Discussion:

The Model Plan requires states to provide annual

This is rooted -in  the need for functional
specialization in a highly technical field, a
rapidly changing regulatory and technological
context, and differing levels of knowledge and skill
‘necessary for Successful performance within each
training discipline. The issue has often been
raised as to whether it would be pPermissible for
providers to streamline reaccreditation by offering
a single refresher Course that would meet the update

'1n a combined fashion, The Agency's position on

this matter is that in general, the combining or
Substituting of courses compromises the
reaccreditation Process to an unacceptable degree.



Policy: o) (o) one AHERA

discipline,

ISSUE EIGHT - PROVIDERS WHO OFFER REFRESHER COURSES ONLY.

Discuss;gn; This issue relates to whether or not there is a

-~ Is it reasonable to assume that a refresher course
can stand alone and still fulfil AHERA

Policy: i W jive esher-on
courses and shall not be required to offer full courses
as_a precondition to having their refresher courses

v _

Footnote: Epa strongly recommends two related actions
in this regard: (1) that full course providers Clearly
indicate their telephone humber and the name of a contact
person with their firm Oon any training certificate they
issue (so that subsequent confirmation of a student's
qualification to take a refresher course can be made by
another firm), ang (2) that refresher-only course
providers perform such confirmation Prior to admitting
students into their refresher courses, Strict adherence
to these recommendations will ensure that only qualified
asbestos Professionals become/remain certified.

ISSUE NINE - NON-ENGLISH COURSES.

Discussion: a number of AHERA training courses around the
country are now being conducted in foreign
languages, most often in Spanish or Vietnamese. 2
serious problem arises when the printed materials

the lecture and the Printed materials are pPresented
in different languages. fThis growing problem has
Posed a dilemma for the course providers as well as

Policy: Worker courses mavy be offered jin lanquages other than

English on the condition that trainees are provided




ISSUE TEN =~ RETAKING EXAMINATIONS.

Discussion: This issue relates to the question of how many times

regard. However, Epa strongly recommends that
students only be allowed to retake an examination
twice. After two successive failures, the student
should retake the full course before being alloweq
to retest.

For further information regarding any of the policy issues
addressed herein, please contact Phil King, of my staff, at (202)
382-3949., ag appropriate, this office may transmit additional

CC: Technical Assistance Staff
AHERA accreditation fije
Asbestos Ombudsman Clearinghouse
TSCA Assistance Information Service
Regional Asbestos Coordinators



