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CONSULTANT’S UPDATE
TIME AND EQUIPMENT, IS IT WORTH THE COST?
By  Robert “Bob” D. Huss, PLS 

In recent years, the field of 
surveying has seen tremen-
dous growth in the area of 
technology and in the avail-
ability of innovative equip-
ment.  These advance-
ments have allowed for 
projects to be completed 

with more efficiency and greater accuracy. 

One development that has forever changed the 
surveying profession is the advent of the 
Global Positioning System (GPS).  Chastain-
Skillman, Inc. has been using GPS for over 
fifteen years as a method of establishing hori-
zontal and vertical control. 

In the past, Static surveying was the standard 
GPS survey method used.  This method in-
volved using at least two receiver antennas 
that simultaneously occupied survey points to 
collect raw data.  The length of the observa-
tion sessions could vary from thirty minutes to 
several hours.  Upon completion of point col-
lection, the data gathered by the receivers had 
to be taken back to the office and downloaded 
onto a computer.  Then, the data was proc-
essed to determine values for the survey 
points occupied. 

Today, Real-Time Kinematic (RTK) surveying 

(Continued on page 2) 

POST SEASON TAX PLANNING
By Keith S. Dodds, EA, CDA, ABA, ATA, ATP 

With the amount of time a lot of us put into 
compiling information for our tax returns, we 
seldom stop to analyze what the information 
might contain.  The excerpts below are from a 
form letter included in a “Letters Tool Kit” 
that Commerce Clearing House (CCH) pro-
vides to their subscribers. 

With a little analysis of last year's tax return and 
some comparison to prior years’ tax returns, you can 
learn some important lessons about your financial 
well-being. 

Look at the Picture:  You may already use your 
checkbook to extrapolate one, three or five months 
into the future to ensure that your income will cover 
the bills.  Why not use your tax return to extrapo-
late one, three or five years into the future to de-
velop a plan that will cover your life? 

Investments:  At some point in your efforts over 
the years to accumulate a savings nest egg, you will 
need to consider diversification - the process of put-
ting your money in the right kind of investment 
vehicles to satisfy your personal risk strategy and 
achieve your goals.  Looking at your tax return will 
help you decide whether the investments you now 
have are the right ones for you.  If you are in a high 
tax bracket and need to diversify away from common 
stocks, for example, looking into tax-exempt bonds 
might help, especially if you have state income taxes 
to worry about, too. 

Reviewing Schedule D covering Capital Gains and 
Losses from last year's return and from the past three 
or four years can be an eye-opener for many people.  
Did you hold stocks long enough to be entitled to 
the long-term capital gains rate?  Did you try to 

(Continued on page 3) 
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LEAD-PAINT INSPECTIONS IN FLORIDA:  WHO CAN PERFORM AN INSPECTION?
By  Paul L. Osley, PE, BCEE, CIH, CSP 

In order to understand Lead-Based Paint 
(LBP) inspection requirements in Florida, 
one must start with EPA Title X regulations.  
Promulgated in 1992, Title X included provi-
sions for defining and controlling lead poison-
ing in the United States.  Since Title X was 
first published, the requirements have been 
promulgated in various Code of Federal 

Regulations (CFR) with specific duties assigned to the following 
federal entities: 

U.S. Housing and Urban Development (HUD) 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 

Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) 

At the time of this writing, Florida has not established regula-

tions or licensing requirements pertaining to LBP inspection or 
abatement.  However, the federal entities listed above do have 
requirements, and are actively enforcing their regulator require-
ments pertaining to lead and lead-based paint inspections, train-
ing, construction and abatement. 

Key Definition: Target Housing is defined as any housing built 
before 1978.

Understanding the definition of Target Housing is key to under-
standing LBP requirements in Florida.  Please notice in the defi-
nition above that target housing is not limited solely to HUD or 
Indian owned housing.  Target housing is any housing built be-
fore 1978.  As with most regulations, there are a few exceptions 
which are beyond the scope of this article.  If you have questions 
regarding exceptions to Title X, please contact us for additional 

(Continued on page 3) 

is the most common GPS survey method in use.  A stationary receiver (Base Station) occupies a known survey point.  This receiver
continuously tracks satellites and logs raw data into its memory.  A second receiver (Rover) tracks the same satellites, but is able to do 
so without having to be stationary.  The rover and the base station collect data from the common satellites and transmit the informa-
tion to a handheld collector, making the values for the data collected immediately accessible without the previously required post-
processing at the office. 

The ability to maneuver difficult and varied terrain has also allowed for more proficient task 
completion without the inconvenience and/or removal of once inhibiting obstructions (for ex-
ample,  days of line cutting).  Chastain-Skillman’s Sebring office recently purchased a Suzuki 
QUV 4x4 to assist with this problem.  The effectiveness of this new equipment was put to the 
test on a project in south Polk County.  A topographic survey of 4,400 acres was performed for 
use in preparing a flood study to determine base flood elevations for the site.  Approximately 
15,000 points were collected in 
various terrains consisting of 
wetlands, pine scrub, dense 
palmetto plants and cypress 
swamps.  Using this new piece 
of machinery and the latest RTK 
GPS technologies, the project 
took only two months to com-

plete.  If the same project had been attempted using conventional sur-
veying methods, it is estimated that the task would have taken three 
times as long. 

While the actual process of surveying has changed very little over the 
course of time, the ever advancing world of technology and moderni-
zation has continued to bring us new and exciting methods for produc-
ing the final product.  So, is it worth the costs incurred?  When we can 
provide our clients with quality services in a more timely manner, the 
answer is a resounding “yes”. 

Bob Huss is a Senior Project Manager for Chastain-Skillman at the Sebring office, with over 23 years of experience in the survey profession.  He can be 
reached at (863) 382-4160 or bhuss@chastainskillman.com. 

(Time and Equipment—Continued from page 1) 



balance short-term gains with short-term losses?  
Are you bouncing from one investment trend to 
another without a long-term investment plan 
that achieves long-term needs?  Are your mutual 
funds "tax smart"?  Become familiar with dif-
ferent types of banking institutions and their 
products.  Find out about CDs, money-market 
funds, government securities, mutual funds, 
index funds, and sector funds and how they 
interrelate with the determination of your tax 
liability each year.  You may want to put that 
knowledge to work in your investment strategy. 

Trying to implement this type of a five-year 
plan may seem difficult at first.  However, just 
by looking at your tax return you can start the 
critical planning that can lead you to financial 
independence and a comfortable retirement. 

Borrowing patterns:  A look at your inter-
est deductions can also pinpoint ways for you to 
let Uncle Sam in effect pay off some of your 
loans with tax deductions.  Should you have 
more home-equity interest rather than credit 
card debt?  Are you maximizing or overusing 
the advantages of borrowing on margin?  Con-
sumer debt is a necessary way of life these days 

for many taxpayers, but smart borrowing on an 
after-tax basis can help "tame that tiger." 

Medical costs: Should you be taking advan-
tage of the medical expense deduction?  Many 
people assume that with the 7.5 percent ad-
justed gross income floor on medical expenses 
that it doesn't pay for them to keep track of 
expenses to test whether they are entitled to 
itemize.  But with the premiums for long-term 
care insurance now counted as a medical ex-
pense, some individuals are discovering that, 
along with other health insurance premiums, 
deductibles and timing of elective treatments, 
the medical tax deduction is theirs for the tak-
ing.

Retirement planning:  Don't forget to 
protect for eventualities.  Are you maximizing 
the amount that Uncle Sam allows you to save 
tax-free for retirement?  A look at your W-2 for 
the year, and at the retirement contribution 
deductions allowed in determining adjusted 
gross income should tell you a lot.  Should your 
spouse set up his or her own retirement fund, 
too?  Are you over-invested in tax-deferred re-
tirement plans and therefore facing a large 
amount of tax each year after you retire? 

Remember, too, that a defined amount of retire-
ment income will only be available for a defi-
nite amount of time after you retire.  If you are 
spending down your retirement savings that are 
making a five percent return at ten percent per 
year, those savings will be exhausted in a finite 
number of years.  Do the analysis and try to 
save enough so that, between Social Security 
and your savings, you can keep your annual 
withdrawals to under five percent per year and 
still meet living expenses. 

The Big Picture:  Clients often ask their 
accountants, "How long should I keep my tax 
returns?"  It depends on how much of your own 
financial history you want to see documented.  
The tax code requires retention of tax returns 
for a minimum of three years but the more his-
tory you have of your financial progress - or 
regress - over the years, the more information 
you will have for your analysis for the future. 

Keith Dodds is the Controller of Chastain-Skillman 
Inc.  Keith holds the following licensure, certifica-
tion and accreditation: Enrolled Agent, licensed to 
practice before the IRS, Design/Engineering Ac-
countant, Business Advisor, Tax Advisor and Tax 
Preparer.  He can be reached at (863) 646-1402 
or kdodds@chastainskillman.com.

(Tax Planning—Continued from page 1) 
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information.  Title X and subsequent CFR (HUD, EPA and 
OSHA) regulations are the driving regulations currently in place 
in Florida. 

EPA requires, by regulation, every LBP inspection be performed 
by:

Certified Person (either a Lead Paint Inspector or Risk Assessor) 
working for a 

Certified Firm 

In Florida, all target housing LBP inspections must be performed 
by an individual with a valid EPA Certification, working for a 
firm which is also certified by the EPA for LBP activities in Flor-
ida.  A target housing LBP inspection done without either of 
these Certifications would be in violation of Section 402 of the 
Toxic Substances Control Act.  (Please note, Title X does not 
apply to privately owned commercial/industrial facilities, and the 
scope of such services is not the focus of this article.  For addi-
tional information regarding private sector LBP inspection ser-
vices, please contact us.) 

A LBP inspection generally consists of a room-by-room, surface-
by-surface, interior and exterior evaluation of all dwelling sur-

faces (excluding furnishings) that are painted, stained, shellacked 
or varnished.  LBP inspections conducted in target housing must 
follow Guidelines established by HUD in 1995 and revised in 
1997.  A typical LBP inspection of a single-family dwelling will 
include approximately 130 to150 individual samples analyzed by 
either XRF or paint chip analyses. 

In summary, a person conducting a Lead-Based Paint inspection 
in Florida must be an EPA Certified Lead Paint Inspector or Risk 
Assessor, and must also be working for an EPA Certified Lead 
Paint Activities Firm.  (Note, EPA Region 4 from Atlanta, Geor-
gia is actively auditing and enforcing these requirements, and this 
article does not address the requirements of when a dwelling 
must be inspected.) 

Paul Osley is a Principal/Director of Environmental & Occupational 
Health (EOH) in Chastain-Skillman’s Tampa Office.  In addition, Paul 
oversees EOH services in the Atlanta and Orlando Offices.  His work fo-
cuses on EOH, indoor air quality, industrial hygiene, safety, hazardous 
waste and remedial engineering projects for private and municipal clients.  
Paul received Bachelor’s Degrees in Chemical and Environmental Engi-
neering from the Florida Institute of Technology in 1984 and a Master’s 
Degree in EOH in 1997 from the University of South Florida.  He can be 
reached at (813) 621-9229 or posley@chastainskillman.com. 

(LBP Inspections—Continued from page 2) 



The staff at Chastain-Skillman 
would like to wish you 

a very Happy New Year 

If you have followed 
current trends, then 
you know that issues 
related to mold assess-
ment and remediation 
in indoor settings are 
not going away any-
time soon.  Moreover, 

with the spate of hurricanes experienced 
during the past two years, the gulf coastal 
region of the country is suffering from 
water intrusion and mold contamination 
overload affecting many residential, com-
mercial and public buildings.  On the 
heels of this problem has come a growing 
need for professional mold assessment 
and remediation services involving the 
expertise of public health scientists and 
engineers.  Those who have stayed cur-
rent with mainstream practice guidelines 
know that, if you can see mold contami-
nation in an indoor setting, you do not 
have to test for it in the air or on environ-
mental surfaces before it can be remedi-
ated.  However, there are times because 
of health reasons and/or the burden of a 
pending law suit that testing is indicated. 

From time-to-time, there is also a need 
for rapid and highly specific testing results 
to accommodate post remediation verifi-
cation objectives and/or to meet a par-
ticular industry standard or guideline.  
For example, in a healthcare setting one 

may have a need to remediate a very sen-
sitive unit (pediatric care, cancer chemo-
therapy facility, surgical suite, etc.) occu-
pied by high-risk patients.  In such in-
stances, the remediation effort will re-
quire complete containment to the exclu-
sion of specific opportunistic mold patho-
gens such as Aspergillus fumigatus, Aspergil-
lus flavus and Cryptococcus neoformans.
Moreover, results for decision-making 
purposes may be required within forty-
eight hours after sampling has been com-
pleted.  When these conditions prevail, 
rapid and highly specific fungal analyses of 
airspace samples are essential. Employing 
traditional sampling and analytical meth-
ods are often not enough to achieve these 
objectives.  On the other hand, real-time 
polymerase chain reaction (PCR) analysis, 
which has the ability to identify both vi-
able and nonviable mold elements in the 
airspace, is ideally suited to such chal-
lenges. 

Real-time PCR analysis provides for spe-
cific mold DNA identification (mold fin-
ger printing if you will), and the results 
are available within twenty-four hours 
turnaround time.  PCR samples are col-
lected onto a filter cassette employing a 
calibrated pump.  Typically at least 600 
to 1000 liters of air need to pass through 
the filter cassette to retrieve an accept-
able sample for analytical purposes.  

Laboratory analytical results are highly 
specific and are reported to the genus and 
species level of mold present with quanti-
tative values reported in cells per cubic 
meter of air sampled.  Like any form of 
air sampling and analyses, PCR is subject 
to interference/matrix effects in highly 
contaminated and/or high particulate 
environments.  In addition PCR analysis 
is quite expensive, costing about $300 to 
$600 per sample depending on reporting 
time and special handling needs.  How-
ever, when rapid highly specific analytical 
results are needed for decision-making 
purposes, PCR is the ideal choice.  Com-
bined with real-time particle counting 
technology and culture-based methods, 
PCR fosters a high level of post remedia-
tion assurance. 

Dr. Tim Varney is the Director of Health Risk 
Assessment in Chastain-Skillman’s Lakeland 
office.   He has a BA in Geology (Minor in Biol-
ogy), and a Masters of Public Health and Ph.D. 
from the University of South Florida.  With over 
35 years of experience in environmental con-
tamination, environmental and occupational 
exposure assessment, health risk assessment and 
public health, Tim holds licensure and certifica-
tion in a number of technical/scientific special-
ties.  At present, his work focuses on exposure 
evaluation, health-risk assessment, and expert 
witness.  He can be reached at (863) 646-1402 
or tvarney@chastainskillman.com. 

THE VALUE OF REAL-TIME PCR ANALYSIS IN MOLD ASSESSMENT AND

REMEDIATION
By  Timothy C. Varney, PhD, CIH, RS, CHMM 
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After performing dozens of structural in-
vestigations related to hurricane damage 
claims, the following observations may be 
useful in helping our readers as they make 
future home renovation and/or landscape 
decisions. 

Two major sources of damage dominated 
the claims investigated.  While these sources seemed pain-
fully obvious after the fact, what we learn from them could 
help us prevent considerable future heartache and cost.  The 
culprits in almost every claim investigated were water intru-
sion and tree damage.  Weather experts hint that we may be 
on the cusp of a twenty year cycle of considerably higher 
tropical storm activity, thus planning ahead seems prudent. 

Newer homes resisted damage in a very respectable manner.  
Water intrusion due to loss of shingles was mainly confined 
to homes with considerably older shingles.  For roofs that are 
15+ years old, it may be wise to consider having the roof 
inspected by a professional for storm resistance capability.  
However, installing a new roof before the next hurricane 
season should be planned with careful consideration.  Newer 
homes which sustained considerable shingle damage, and thus 

water intrusion, had shingles which had been installed in the 
few months immediately preceding the hurricanes.  Shingles 
have tabs of tar which, over a few months of exposure to the 
sun, melt and bind the shingles to each other, greatly decreas-
ing the probability that the shingles will lift in the wind and be 
torn from the roof.  The lesson to learn here is that, now that 
the hurricane season has come to a close, the time to install a 
new roof is now, within the next few months, which will pro-
vide ample time for the shingles to bind. 

The second prime cause of major storm damage was the result 
of trees falling onto houses. While we prize our oaks, pines 
and others for their shade, beauty and potential energy sav-
ings, it may be wise to think twice about either building 
among large trees or planting trees close to a structure, as 
most trees have the potential to grow to a size which could 
cause considerable damage if it falls onto a building.  If large 
trees are already near a building, keeping them trimmed and 
free of any dead/damaged limbs is important, and it may be 
worth considering having them removed. 

As for windows, it appears that most standard windows with-
stood the force of the hurricane winds.  Damage and water 
intrusion through window openings was mainly the result of 

trees or limbs first breaking 
the window, not from being 
“blown out”. 

In  summary,  homes/
buildings built to code dur-
ing the past 10 to 15 years 
performed rather well in the 
storms.  Timely roof re-
placement and smart land-
scaping could be the two 
most important areas ad-
dressed to protect one’s 
property. 

Paul Racette is a Department 
Head/Senior Project Engineer for 
Chastain-Skillman's Structural 
Department in Lakeland. Paul 
received a Bachelor of Civil Engi-
neering degree from the University 
of South Florida in 1977. He can 
be reached at (863) 646-1402 or 
pracette@chastainskillman.com.
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HURRICANES: STRUCTURAL LESSONS LEARNED
By: Paul H. Racette, PE 
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Five Chastain-Skillman engineers trekked to the “Land of the Midnight Sun” 
to participate in the World Water & Environmental Resources Congress 
held May 15-19, 2005 in Anchorage.  The Congress was sponsored by the 
Environmental & Water Resources Institute (EWRI) of the American Soci-
ety of Civil Engineers (ASCE).  The Congress included presentations and 
poster sessions on a wide range of topics, including water distribution sys-
tem analysis, applied research in water, wastewater, and stormwater, and 
best management practices and emerging technologies.  The Congress pro-

vided an opportunity for many committees to meet and discuss current topics. 

Chastain-Skillman was well represented at the Congress, with its engineers participating on committees and presenting papers.  Paul
Bizier, PE, DEE was the Marketing and Communications Chair for the Congress.  Paul is active on several EWRI committees.  Jim 
Chastain, PhD, PE is chair of the Public Health Committee and presented a paper based on his doctoral dissertation.  Karen Karvazy,
PE and Lisa Lassi, PE chaired and attended several committee meetings related to wastewater issues.  Doug Jones, PE chaired the Wa-
ter Supply Engineering Committee and presented a paper on UV disinfection. 

Karen, Lisa, and Paul are currently serving on a major committee tasked with revising the ASCE’s “Manual of Practice for Gravity
Sanitary Sewer Design and Construction”.  It is the first update of the manual since 1982.  This manual serves as the technical basis for 
many of the sewer regulations in the Florida Administrative Code as well as those of most other states. 

Jim Chastain presented the results of his doctoral research on contaminant detection at the conference.  Since 2001, the federal gov-
ernment has provided millions of dollars in research funding for detection of contaminants (either accidental or intentional introduc-
tion) in water distribution systems.  The hottest area of research involves devising computer models to optimize the placement of real-
time sensors within the water system.  Most of the research is highly theoretical and is being conducted by mathematicians and com-
puter scientists who have limited practical knowledge of water distribution systems.  Current working models presented at the confer-
ence involve small generic “Any Town USA” water systems.  The models for these generic systems have been assembled using custom
algorithms and software and often running on parallel computing systems or supercomputers (Sandia National Laboratories is using its 
nuclear weapons research computers!!). 

Jim began research into contaminant detection prior to it becoming a hot research area after the 2001 terrorist attacks.  With his back-
ground in consulting, Jim realized that contaminant detection systems that involve expensive computer systems and sensors are beyond 
the financial capability of most small-to-medium sized cities.  At the Anchorage Congress, Jim presented the results of his doctoral 
research in which he proposed a different approach to contaminant detection.  Rather than using computer simulations to create a data-
base of water system response to contamination 
at every node in the system, his method consid-
ers concentration threshold and “time since 
injection” parameters.  This method identifies 
monitoring locations required to efficiently 
cover the system.  As a result, his method util-
izes cost-effective, commercially-available wa-
ter modeling software and spreadsheets instead 
of custom applications and high-speed hard-
ware.  Clients wishing to consider this method 
as part of their infrastructure security program 
should contact Jim Chastain at our Lakeland 
office.

At the Anchorage Congress, Doug Jones pre-
sented a paper on sizing UV disinfection sys-
tems for water reuse.  Ultraviolet (UV) irradia-
tion has become the most common alternative 
to chlorination for wastewater disinfection.  

(Continued on page 7) 

NORTHERN EXPOSURE!
By Douglas E. Jones, PE; Karen J. Karvazy, PE; and Lisa S. Lassi, PE 



This gain in popularity is the result of effluent toxicity and safety concerns associated with conventional chlorination.  Historically, the 
Florida Department of Environmental Protection (FDEP) has been reluctant to permit UV disinfection systems for public access reuse 
application.  The regulatory hurdles were lowered somewhat with the acceptance by FDEP of the National Water Research Institute’s 
(NWRI) UV disinfection guidelines.  While permitting has become easier, the design engineer must still be capable of evaluating UV 
manufacturer’s claims and properly sizing the system. 

In Doug’s paper, the City of Auburndale Allred Wastewater Treatment Plant was used as a case study on how to evaluate UV equip-
ment and size systems.  This facility was the first treatment plant in Florida to be designed and permitted in accordance with the 
NWRI guidelines.  Subsequent to construction of the Auburndale UV system, Chastain-Skillman has designed systems for the Jackson-
ville Electric Authority and Toho Water Authority.  Clients wishing to consider UV disinfection for their facility should contact Doug 
Jones at the Tampa office. 

On a lighter note, two “marvels of engineering” of historic 
significance were presented at the Congress, the Trans-
Alaska Oil Pipeline and the Alaska Railroad.  These two 
engineering projects were constructed in different eras; 
however, both continue to have important impacts on the 
Alaska and U.S. economy. 

The Trans-Alaska Oil Pipeline is 48-inches in diameter and 
extends 800 miles from Prudhoe Bay on the North Slope 
south to the harbor in Valdez.  The pipeline was engineered 
to traverse areas of permafrost and withstand temperature 
swings of over 130 degrees Fahrenheit.  The pipeline was 
built to strict environmental requirements, something that 
in 1977 was new to many design professionals.  The pipe-
line was completed in an amazing 38 months by 28,000 
workers.  In the last 30 years, 14 billion barrels of crude oil 
have been pumped through the line. 

The construction of the Alaska Railroad took eight years, 
hitting a peak in 1917 with 4,500 workers.  The route cov-
ers more than 500 miles from tidewater Whittier to An-
chorage and through the heart of Alaska to Fairbanks.  Traversing two major mountain ranges, the 950-foot deep Hurricane Gulch,
the route passes Denali National Park through the Alaskan bush often unreachable by land.  The Railroad provides both freight and 
passenger service and is one of the last remaining “flag stop” lines in the northern hemisphere. 

Of course, it was not all work and no play!  The long days (sunrise was 4 a.m. and sunset 10 p.m.) provided ample opportunity to see 
the sites, including the incredible wildlife of Kenai Fjords, scenic Anchorage bike paths, and stunning flightseeing tour of the Denali 
Mountain Range (Mt. McKinley). 

Doug Jones is a Senior Project Manager in the Environmental Engineering Department of Chastain-Skillman’s Tampa office.  He earned Master’s 
Degrees in Microbiology and Engineering from the University of South Florida.  He can be reached at (813) 621-9229 or 
djones@chastainskillman.com. 

Karen Karvazy is a Senior Project Engineer in the Environmental Engineering Department of Chastain-Skillman's Tampa office. She earned her 
Bachelor's of Science degree in Environmental Engineering from North Carolina State University and her Master's Degree from Duke University.  She 
can be reached at (813) 621-9229 or kkarvazy@chastainskillman.com. 

Lisa Lassi is a Senior Project Manager in the Environmental Engineering Department of Chastain-Skillman’s Lakeland office.  Lisa has been with the 
firm for twenty-six years, initially starting as a draftsperson while working on her Bachelor’s Degree.  She earned a Bachelor’s Degree in Civil Engi-
neering and a Master’s Degree in Environmental Engineering from the University of South Florida.  Lisa is responsible for the design, permitting, and 
construction of water and wastewater projects for various municipal and private clients.  She can be reached at (863) 646-1402 or
llassi@chastainskillman.com. 

(Northern Exposure—Continued from page 6) 
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This newsletter is provided solely for informational purposes and presents only highly condensed summaries relating to the topics presented.  There-
fore, it should not be relied upon as a complete record for purposes of regulatory compliance, nor is it intended to furnish advice adequate to any 
particular circumstances.  For additional information on any of the topics in this newsletter, please contact the author, or Allan Duhm, (863) 
646-1402, or e-mail us. 
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