
COMMENT DOCUMENTS NOT RECEIVED IN TIME FOR 
PUBLICATION IN THE NBAF FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT 
STATEMENT (EIS) 
 
DHS received a small number of comment documents that were postmarked before the 
end of the comment period (August 25, 2008), but were not delivered to the NBAF 
Program Office in time for publication in the CRD.  DHS did consider these comments 
and this document includes the comments and responses as part of the CRD.  
 
Additionally, comments that were postmarked after August 25, 2008 were reviewed and 
considered to the maximum extent practicable during the development of the Final EIS. 
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1| 24.5

Almond, John

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.5

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Flora Industrial Park Site Alternative.
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1| 27.0

Anonymous MD0152, Anonymous MD0152

Page 1 of 2

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 27.0

DHS notes the information submitted by the commentor.
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1 cont.| 27.0

Anonymous MD0152, Anonymous MD0152
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1| 27.0

Anonymous MD0169, Anonymous MD0169

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 27.0

DHS notes the information submitted by the commentor.
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1| 27.0

Anonymous MD0181, Anonymous MD0181

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 27.0

DHS notes the information submitted by the commentor.
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1| 24.5

Barrett, MD, J. Patrick

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.5

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Flora Industrial Park Site Alternative.
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1| 21.3

2| 5.3

3| 2.0

Beall, Ninian

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 21.3

DHS notes the commentor's suggestion.  However, as described in Chapter 1 of the NBAF EIS, the

purpose and need for the proposed action encompasses the need for integrated, BSL 4 laboratories

in the United States necessary to conduct research and develop countermeasures for zoonotic and

foreign animal diseases. The NBAF would assist in ensuring a safe, affordable food supply.  The

NBAF would allow a fully coordinated approach to research, diagnostics, vaccine and antiviral

development, and responses to outbreaks in agricultural animals including cattle, swine, and sheep at

a U.S. facility.  The purpose and need for the proposed action is discussed in Chapter 1 of the NBAF

EIS. DHS disagrees with the commentor's opinion that the risk of escape is greater than the risk of a

pathogen being introduced through an act of bioterrorism. DHS would maintain the NBAF and

ancillary facilities in compliance with applicable environmental, safety, and health requirements and

provide for safe operation and maintenance.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 5.3

DHS notes the commentor's suggestion.  However, as described in Chapter 1 of the NBAF EIS, the

purpose and need for the proposed action encompasses the need for integrated, BSL 4 laboratories

in the United States necessary to conduct research and develop countermeasures for zoonotic and

foreign animal diseases.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 2.0

DHS notes the commentor's question regarding whether NBAF operations would be disclosed to the

public. Procedures and plans to operate the NBAF will include the Institutional Biosafety Committee,

which will include community representatives as described in Section 2.2.2.6 of the NBAF EIS.

Should a decision be made to build NBAF and the site selected, DHS would begin transition and

operational planning which would include consideration of policies and procedures for public

participation, education, and also public advisory initiatives.   After DHS determines the viability and

nature of such a public advisory and oversight function, appropriate roles and responsibilities would

be defined. As previously stated, the NBAF’s mission is defensive and would not involve offensive

bioweapons research or development.  The international treaty, known as the Biological and Toxin

Weapons Convention, to which the United States is a signatory, prohibits the development,

production, stockpiling and acquisition of such weapons.  DHS’s mission is to study foreign animal

and zoonotic (transmitted from animals to humans) diseases that threaten our agricultural livestock

and agricultural economy.  The purpose of the NBAF would be to develop tests to detect foreign

animal and zoonotic diseases and develop vaccines (or other countermeasures such as antiviral

therapies) to protect agriculture and food systems in the United States.
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Blount, Chris

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.5

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Flora Industrial Park Site Alternative.
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MD0177

1| 24.2

2| 8.2

Drew, FACHE, John

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.2

DHS notes the commentor's support for the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 8.2

DHS notes the information submitted by the commentor with regards to the Athens Regional Medical

Center's ability and its role in emergency preparedness.
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1| 27.0

Edwards, James

Page 1 of 4

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 27.0

DHS notes the information submitted by the commentor and the commentor's support for the

Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.
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Edwards, James
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1| 24.5

Flynt, III, R. Mayo

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.5

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Flora Industrial Park Site Alternative.
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MD0171

1| 25.1

2| 21.1

3| 17.1

4| 12.1

5| 27.0

1 cont.| 25.1

Gallagher, Eileen

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.1

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Plum Island Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 21.1

DHS notes the commentor's concerns regarding the pathogens that would be studied in the NBAF.

By definition and as identified in Section 1.1 of the NBAF EIS, BSL-4 facilities are specifically

designed to safely handle exotic pathogens that pose a high risk of life threatening disease in animals

and humans through the aerosol route and for which there is no known vaccine or therapy.  It is

because of the risks posed that the NBAF is needed in order to provide a modern, integrated high-

containment facility to safely and effectively address the accidental or intentional introduction of

animal diseases of high consequence into the United States.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 17.1

DHS notes the commentor's concern.  A site-specific emergency response plan will be developed and

coordinated with the local emergency management plan regarding evacuations and other emergency

response measures for all potential emergency events including accidents at the NBAF. DHS would

offer coordination and training to local medical personnel regarding the effects of pathogens to be

studied at the NBAF.  Emergency management plans will also include training for local law

enforcement, health care, and fire and rescue personnel. The need for an evacuation under an

accident conditions is considered to be a very low probability event.  Evacuation would not be needed

in case of an accidental release of FMD because FMD is not a public health threat.  Cats, dogs, birds

and other non-cloven hoofed household pets are not also affected by FMD.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 12.1

DHS notes the commentor's concerns regarding contamination. To control this risk, and as stated in

Section 2.2.2.5, the NBAF would develop a Spill Prevention Control and Countermeasures Plan

(SPCC) that specifies operating procedures to prevent spills, control measures to contain spills, and

countermeasures to contain, cleanup, and mitigate the effects of a spill reaching a water body.

Additionally, as stated in  Section 3.1 disposal of medical, hazardous, and industrial solid waste is

governed by federal and state regulations promulgated under the RCRA.  The NBAF will be required

to comply with each and every applicable waste management regulation.

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 27.0

DHS notes the commentor's questions regarding the history of accidents at the PIADC facility on

Plum Island.   Since 1954, there has been one accidental release of FMD from biocontainment (but

not off Plum Island) and that occurred in 1978 when some cattle that were maintained by the

research facility in outdoor confinements became infected.  This release did not spread from the

island.  In addition, there have been five incidences involving a compromise of biocontainment,

however, no pathogens were released.  DHS will consider these incidents and their outcomes, as well

as other such historic biocontainment incidents and laboratory-acquired infections, in the United
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States and worldwide, described in Appendix B, to improve the structural and engineered safety of

the final NBAF design and to incorporate lessons learned from incidents of human error into the

operating procedures.  Laboratory-acquired infections have not been shown to be a threat to the

community at large.
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1| 24.3
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Garrett, Michael
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.3

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 15.3

DHS notes the information submitted by the commentor.
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1| 24.4

2| 8.4

Hemenway, Robert

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.4

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 8.4

DHS notes the information submitted by the commentor.
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Hodges, Susan

Page 1 of 4

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 4.0

DHS notes the commentor’s concerns about DHS's toll-free fax number and the date by which

comments on the NBAF Draft EIS had to be received in order to be considered by DHS.  DHS is not

aware of any misprints of the toll-free fax number in its public outreach literature but does regret any

inconvience or miscommunication of information in this regard during the public meetings.  DHS did

receive approximately 100 comments documents via fax.  The 60-day public comment period on the

NBAF Draft EIS ended on August 25, and DHS considered and has responded to in this Comment

Response Document all comment documents postmarked on or before August 25, 2008.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 12.2

DHS notes the commentor’s drought concerns and DHS acknowledges current regional drought

conditions. As described in Section 3.7.3.3.1 of the NBAF EIS, the South Milledge Avenue Site

alternative would use approximately 118,000 gallons per day of potable water an amount that is

approximately 0.76% of Athens’ current annual average of 15.5 million gallons per day usage.  The

NBAF annual potable water usage is expected to be approximately equivalent to the amount

consumed by 228 residential homes.
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Hodges, Susan

Page 2 of 4

 Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 8.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding the impact of the NBAF operation at the South

Milledge Avenue Site on the area's potable water infrastructure and general water resources. An

evaluation of the impact from the proposed operation of the NBAF at the South Milledge Avenue Site

Alternative on the potable water supply and infrastructure is located in Chapter 3, Section 3.3.3 of the

NBAF EIS. Based on planned improvements that comply with NBAF design criteria, no potable water

infrastructure constraints have been identified for the South Milledge Avenue Site. In addition, an

evaluation of the impact from the NBAF operation on the area's general water resources, to include

surface water and groundwater, is located in Chapter 3, Section 3.7.3 of the NBAF EIS.
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Hodges, Susan
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1| 24.5

Holmes, F. Clarke

Page 2 of 2

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.5

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Flora Industrial Park Site Alternative.
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Jackson, Barbara
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 3.0

DHS notes commentor's suggestion.  Should a decision be made to build NBAF, DHS would meet all

federal, state and local regulations.
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1| 3.0

Jackson, Barbara
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1| 25.4

2| 15.4

Kirkwood, Arlen

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.4

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 15.4

DHS notes the commentor's concerns regarding the economic effects of an accidental release of a

pathogen. Chapter 3, Section 3.14 and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS investigate the chances of a

variety of accidents that could occur with the proposed NBAF and consequences of potential

accidents.  DHS cannot guarantee that the NBAF would never experience an accident; however, the

risk of an accidental release of a pathogen from the NBAF is extremely low. The economic impact of

an accidental release, including the impact on the livestock-related industries, is presented in Chapter

3, Section 3.10.9 and Appendix D of the NBAF EIS. The major economic effect from an accidental

release of a pathogen would be a potential ban on all U.S. livestock products until the country was

determined to be disease-free.
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1| 27.0

Koenig, Marie Hodgson

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 27.0

DHS notes the information submitted by the commentor.
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1| 25.2

2| 6.2

3| 21.2
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1 cont.| 25.2

Koenig, Marie Hodgson

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 6.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern and acknowledges the proximity of the South Milledge Avenue

Site to the State Botanical Garden.  As described in Section 3.8.3.1.1 of the NBAF EIS, 80% of the

site consists of pasture, and the adjacent lands consist of forested lands and small, perennial

headwater streams.  Approximately 30 acres of open pasture, 0.2 acres of forested habitat, and less

than 0.1 acres of wetlands would be affected by the NBAF.  However, construction and normal

operations of the NBAF would have no direct impact on the State Botanical Garden as indicated in

Sections 3.8.3.2 and 3.8.3.3.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 21.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the five mainland site alternatives and reference to the U.S.

Government Accountability Office report (May 2008) as justification.  DHS believes that experience

shows that facilities utilizing modern biocontainment technologies and safety protocols, such as would

be employed in the design, construction, and operation of the NBAF, would enable it to be safely

operated on the mainland.  The conclusions expressed in Section 3.14 of the NBAF EIS show that

even though Plum Island has a lower potential impact in case of a release, the probability of a release

is low at all sites.  The lower potential effect is due both to the water barrier around the island and the

lack of livestock and susceptible wildlife species.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 23.0

DHS notes the commentor’s concern regarding the effects of construction of the NBAF on birds.

Section 3.5.5.3 addresses operational noise impacts associated with the proposed NBAF. Minor

noise impacts would result from an increase in traffic and operation of the facility’s filtration, heating,

and cooling systems. Section 3.5.5.3 describes noise-attenuating design features that would minimize

noise emissions. In the event of a power outage, operation of back-up generators could have a short-

term impact on wildlife by discouraging utilization of immediately adjacent habitats. Routine

operations at the NBAF would not be likely to have significant noise impacts on wildlife.  Security

requirements at the proposed NBAF would require continuous outdoor nighttime lighting. Nighttime

lighting has the potential to impact wildlife through astronomical and ecological light pollution.

Unshielded lighting can shine upward and interfere with bird migration, disorienting birds and causing

them to collide with structures.  Birds are attracted to lights and may collide with lighted structures.

Most concerns involve lighting associated with high-rise buildings and tele-communication towers;

however, even residential lighting can affect some birds. The USFWS advocates the use of shielded

lighting to minimize adverse impacts on migratory birds. Shielded fixtures direct light downwards and

can be used to keep light within the boundaries of the site. The NBAF would employ the minimum

intensity of lighting that is necessary to provide adequate security.  Mitigative measures, such as

those described above, will be considered in the final design of the NBAF. Lighting would have the
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potential for adverse impacts (i.e., repulsion and interference with foraging behavior) on resident

wildlife immediately adjacent to the NBAF. However, the use of shielded lighting would minimize the

potential for impacts in adjacent habitats. Given the relatively low profile of the building and the use of

mitigative measures, significant lighting impacts on migratory birds would not be likely to occur.
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Lewis, III, A. Jefferson
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MD0160

1| 26.0

Lewis, III, A. Jefferson

Page 2 of 2

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 26.0

DHS notes the commentor’s concern regarding the proximity of the site to the State Botanical Garden

and the Whitehall Forest Important Bird Area (IBA).  As indicated in Sections 3.8.3.2 and 3.8.3.3 of

the NBAF EIS, construction and normal operations of the NBAF would have no direct impact on the

State Botanical Garden or IBA.  The NBAF would affect primarily pasture areas that have low wildlife

habitat value due to their disturbed condition, lack of native vegetation, and lack of wildlife food and

cover.  The forested portion of the NBAF site along the Oconee River is a high-value riparian wildlife

corridor that connects the State Botanical Garden with the IBA.  However, impacts to the forested

riparian area would be minor (0.2 acre), and these impacts would occur within the existing pasture

fence-line in areas that have been disturbed by grazing.  The high-value forested riparian corridor

would be preserved; and therefore, the NBAF would not have significant direct impacts on wildlife

dispersal between the State Botanical Garden and the IBA.  The potential impacts of an accidental

release on wildlife are addressed in Section 3.8.9.  Birds are not susceptible to diseases that are

currently designated to be studied at the NBAF. Although the NBAF EIS acknowledges the potential

for significant impacts on other species of wildlife in the event of an accidental release, the risk of

such a release is extremely low (see Section 3.14).   It has been shown that modern biosafety

laboratories can be safely operated in populated areas and in areas with abundant wildlife.  State-of-

the-art biocontainment facilities such as the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention in downtown

Atlanta, Georgia, employ modern biocontainment technologies and safety protocols, such as would

be employed in the design, construction, and operation of the NBAF. Furthermore, the purpose of the

NBAF is to combat diseases that could have significant effects on wildlife. Research at the NBAF

would include the development of vaccines for wildlife that could prevent adverse impacts from a

foreign introduction.

 

Since the inception of the NBAF project, DHS has supported a vigorous public outreach program.

DHS has conducted public meetings in excess of the minimum required by NEPA regulations; to

date, 24 public meetings have been held in the vicinity of NBAF site alternatives and in Washington,

D.C. to solicit public input on the EIS, allow the public to voice their concerns, and to get their

questions answered DHS has also provided fact sheets, reports, exhibits, and a Web page

(http://www.dhs.gov/nbaf).  Additionally, various means of communication (mail, toll free telephone

and fax lines, and NBAF Web site) have been provided to facilitate public comment.  It is DHS policy

to encourage public input on matters of national and international importance.
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1| 24.5

Primos, Houston

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.5

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Flora Industrial Park Site Alternative.
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Rell, Jodi

Page 1 of 2

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 1.0

DHS notes the Governor's support for the proposed research that would be conducted within the

NBAF.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 25.1

DHS notes the Governor's opposition to the Plum Island Site Alternative. It has been shown that

modern biosafety laboratories can be safely operated in populated areas.  An example is the Centers

for Disease Control and Prevention in downtown Atlanta, Georgia, where such facilities employ

modern biocontainment technologies and safety protocols, such as would be employed in the design,

construction, and operation of the NBAF.  Regarding the threat of terrorists, a Threat and Risk

Assessment (designated as For Official Use Only) was prepared that evaluated site-specific security

issues including those from a terrorist threat.  Regardless of location, the NBAF would have the levels

of protection and control required by applicable DHS security directives.
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cont.

3|5.0

Rell, Jodi

Page 2 of 2

 Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 5.0

DHS notes the Governor's statement and opinion supporting the Manhattan Campus Site.
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1| 24.3

Royster, Jr., T.S.

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.3

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.
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1| 25.2
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4| 12.2

5| 4.2

cont.|
1| 25.2

Sikora, Walter

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 21.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the five mainland site alternatives.  It has been shown that

modern biosafety laboratories can be safely operated in populated areas.  An example is the Centers

for Disease Control and Prevention in downtown Atlanta, Georgia, where such facilities employ

modern biocontainment technologies and safety protocols, such as would be employed in the design,

construction, and operation of the NBAF.  No-fly zones would be considered along with other security

measures for the proposed NBAF regardless of the site selected.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 5.0

See response to Comment No. 2.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 12.2

DHS notes the commentor’s drought concerns and acknowledges current regional drought

conditions.  As described in Section 3.7.3.3.1 of the NBAF EIS, the South Milledge Avenue Site

Alternative would use approximately 118,000 gallons per day of potable water, an amount that is

approximately 0.76% of Athens’ current annual average of 15.5 million gallons per day usage.  The

NBAF annual potable water usage is expected to be approximately equivalent to the amount

consumed by 228 residential homes.

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 4.2

DHS prepared the NBAF EIS and all associated advertizements and mailings in accordance with the

provisions of NEPA (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) and CEQ’s regulations for implementing NEPA (40 CFR

1500 et seq.). Since the inception of the NBAF project, DHS has supported a vigorous public

outreach program.  DHS has conducted public meetings in excess of the minimum required by NEPA

regulations; to date, 24 public meetings have been held in the vicinity of NBAF site alternatives and in

Washington, D.C. to solicit public input on the EIS, allow the public to voice their concerns, and to get

their questions answered DHS has also provided fact sheets, reports, exhibits, and a Web page

(http://www.dhs.gov/nbaf).  Additionally, various means of communication (mail, toll free telephone

and fax lines, and NBAF Web site) have been provided to facilitate public comment.  It is DHS policy

to encourage public input on matters of national and international importance.
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Stallbaumer, Patricia

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.4

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 5.1

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative in favor of the Plum

Island Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 13.4

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding the potential effects of an accidental release on

wildlife in the vicinity of the Manhattan Campus Site. The potential impacts of an accidental release

on wildlife and the potential response measures are addressed in Section 3.8.9.  Although the NBAF

EIS acknowledges the potential for significant impacts on wildlife in the event of an accidental

release, the risk of such a release is extremely low (see Section 3.14).   It has been shown that

modern biosafety laboratories can be safely operated in populated areas and in areas with abundant

wildlife.  State-of-the-art biocontainment facilities such as the Centers for Disease Control and

Prevention in downtown Atlanta, Georgia, employ modern biocontainment technologies and safety

protocols, such as would be employed in the design, construction, and operation of NBAF.

Furthermore, the purpose of NBAF is to combat diseases that could have significant effects on

wildlife. Research at the NBAF would include the development of vaccines for wildlife that could

prevent adverse impacts from a foreign introduction.

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 19.4

DHS notes the commenter’s concern regarding potential tornado impacts to the NBAF. The NBAF

would be designed and built to withstand the normal meteorological conditions that are present within

the geographic area of the selected site (hurricanes, tornados, etc.). Given the nature of the facility,

more stringent building codes are applied to the NBAF than are used for homes and most

businesses, regardless of which NBAF site is chosen.  The building would be built to withstand wind

pressures up to 170% of the winds which are expected to occur locally within a period of 50 years.

This means the building’s structural system could resist a wind speed that is expected to occur, on

the average, only once in a 500 year period.

In the unlikely event that a 500-year wind storm strikes the facility, the interior BSL-3Ag and BSL-4

spaces would be expected to withstand a 200 mph wind load (commonly determined to be an F3

tornado). If the NBAF took a direct hit from an F3 tornado, the exterior walls and roofing of the

building would likely fail first.  This breach in the exterior skin would cause a dramatic increase in

internal pressures leading to further failure of the building’s interior and exterior walls. However, the

loss of these architectural wall components should actually decrease the overall wind loading applied

to the building, and diminish the possibility of damage to the building’s primary structural system.

Since the walls of the BSL-3Ag and BSL-4 spaces would be reinforced cast-in-place concrete, those

inner walls would be expected to withstand the tornado.
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DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding the NBAF.  The purpose and need for the proposed

action is discussed in Chapter 1 of the NBAF EIS.  DHS can not guarantee that the NBAF would

never experience an accident.  However, as discussed in Section 2.2.1.1, modern biosafety design

substantially diminishes the chances of a release as the primary design goal is to provide an

adequate level of redundant safety and biocontainment that would be integrated into every

component of the building.  A discussion of human health and safety is included in Section 3.14.

 

Comment No: 6                     Issue Code: 21.4

DHS believes proven procedures for the movement of select agents via ground and air transportation

is quite safe. Only qualified and trained carriers will be used. For detailed information on the transport

and handling of pathogens see 3.11.9. 
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 19.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding the NBAF. DHS can not guarantee that the NBAF

would never experience an accident.  However, as discussed in Section 2.2.1.1, modern biosafety

design substantially diminishes the chances of a release as the primary design goal is to provide an

adequate level of redundant safety and biocontainment that would be integrated into every

component of the building.  A discussion of human health and safety is included in Section 3.14.

Accidents could occur in the form of procedural violations (operational accidents), natural phenomena

accidents, external events, and intentional acts.  Although some “accidents” are more likely to occur

than others (e.g., safety protocol not being followed), the chances of an accidental release are low.

The specific objective of the hazard identification, accident analysis, and risk assessment is to identify

the likelihood and consequences from accidents or intentional subversive acts. In addition to

identifying the potential for or likelihood of the scenarios leading to adverse consequences, this

analysis provides support for the identification of specific engineering and administrative controls to

either prevent a pathogen release or mitigate the consequences of such a release.  The risk of an

accidental release of a pathogen is extremely low.  The risk of an accidental release of a pathogen is

extremely low, but the economic effect would be significant for all sites. 

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 5.0

DHS notes the commentor's preference for siting the NBAF in a more isolated location. As described

in Section 2.3.1 of the NBAF EIS, DHS's site selection criteria included, but were not limited to, such

factors as proximity to research capabilities and workforce.  As such, some but not all of the sites

selected for analysis as reasonable alternatives in the NBAF EIS are located in suburban or semi-

urban areas.  Nevertheless, it has been shown that modern biosafety laboratories can be safely

operated in populated areas.  An example is the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention in

downtown Atlanta, Georgia, where such facilities employ modern biocontainment technologies and

safety protocols, such as would be employed in the design, construction, and operation of the NBAF.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 6.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern and acknowledges the proximity of the South Milledge Avenue

Site to the State Botanical Garden.  As described in Section 3.8.3.1.1 of the NBAF EIS, 80% of the

site consists of pasture, and the adjacent lands consist of forested lands and small, perennial

headwater streams.  Approximately 30 acres of open pasture, 0.2 acres of forested habitat, and less

than 0.1 acres of wetlands would be affected by the NBAF.  However, construction and normal

operations of the NBAF would have no direct impact on the State Botanical Garden as indicated in

Sections 3.8.3.2 and 3.8.3.3.  Only minimal indirect effects would occur from operations due to

increases in light and noise.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 27.0

DHS notes the commentor's request.
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Thrasher, III, Grady
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 11.2

DHS notes the commentor's concerns regarding the effects of construction on bedrock in the area.

The NBAF EIS Section 3.6.3 describes the South Milledge Avenue Site alternative's soil and

geological conditions and Section 3.6.3.2 describes potential construction consequences.  A detailed

geotechnical report will be prepared for the selected site and will be used in the NBAF's final design

specifications including subsurface rock strata and construction implications.  The proposed NBAF

developed footprint will reduce the allowable area for groundwater recharge, however preliminary

design parameters such as pervious pavement and stormwater reuse will minimize the effect.

Section 3.5.3 of the NBAF EIS describes the potential construction and operational consequences

from noise affects at the South Milledge Avenue Site alternative.  Once a site is selected, a detailed

geotechnical report will be prepared and results included in construction management efforts. If

blasting is required, steps will be taken to minimize the blast number(s), intensity, and duration.  A

blasting plan would be developed implementing blasting measures such as minimizing explosive

weights, stemming depths and material, and delay configurations all to mitigate potential noise levels.
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Thrasher, III, Grady
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 Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 6.2

DHS notes the commentor’s concern regarding the proximity of the site to the State Botanical Garden

and the Whitehall Forest Important Bird Area (IBA).  As indicated in Sections 3.8.3.2 and 3.8.3.3 of

the NBAF EIS, construction and normal operations of the NBAF would have no direct impact on the

State Botanical Garden or IBA.  The NBAF would affect primarily pasture areas that have low wildlife

habitat value due to their disturbed condition, lack of native vegetation, and lack of wildlife food and

cover.  The forested portion of the NBAF site along the Oconee River is a high-value riparian wildlife

corridor that connects the State Botanical Garden with the IBA.  However, impacts to the forested

riparian area would be minor (0.2 acre), and these impacts would occur within the existing pasture

fence-line in areas that have been disturbed by grazing.  The high-value forested riparian corridor

would be preserved; and therefore, the NBAF would not have significant direct impacts on wildlife

dispersal between the State Botanical Garden and the IBA.  The potential impacts of an accidental

release on wildlife are addressed in Section 3.8.9.  Birds are not susceptible to diseases that are

currently designated to be studied at the NBAF. Although the NBAF EIS acknowledges the potential

for significant impacts on other species of wildlife in the event of an accidental release, the risk of

such a release is extremely low (see Section 3.14).   Recreational amenities would not be

substantially affected by construction or operation of the NBAF.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.3

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.5

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Flora Industrial Park Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 8.5

DHS notes the commentor's statement.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.5

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Flora Industrial Park Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 8.5

DHS notes the commentor's statement.
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Multiple Signatory Letter 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentors' opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.
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