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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: 12.2

DHS notes the commentor’s drought concerns and DHS acknowledges 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 approximately 0.76% of Athens 15.5

million gallons per day usage.  The NBAF annual potable water usage is comparable to 228

residential homes' annual potable water usage.  Additional water conservation will be addressed

during the NBAF's final design.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 21.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding earthquake impacts to the NBAF operation as located

at the South Milledge Avenue Site.  Sections 3.4, 3.6, and 3.14.3.2 and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS,

address NBAF design criteria and accident scenarios associated with events such as earthquakes,

tornadoes and flooding. The NBAF would be designed and constructed to withstand the seismic

conditions that are present within the geographic area of the selected site. The structural design basis

and construction / building codes and standards used for the South Milledge Avenue site to withstand

seismic conditions are provided in Section 2A.5 (Structural Basis for Design - Athens, Georgia) and

Section 6.1 (General Codes and Standards) of the NBAF Site Characterization Study, dated 25, July

2008 and located on the DHS website.     

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 15.2

DHS notes the commentor's statement regarding poverty level. The number of short-term and

permanent jobs are discussed in Section 3.10. It is expected that approximately 2,700 direct

temporary jobs would result from construction of the NBAF, with many of the jobs being filled locally.

Approximately 483 permanent jobs, including the initial 326 direct jobs, would result from operation of

the NBAF.  A portion of the permanent jobs at the NBAF will be filled locally and the household

spending by new residents and the operations of the NBAF are expected to indirectly support

additional jobs that will be filled by the local labor force.  
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.
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Heynen, Jennifer
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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: 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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August 22, 2008 

Hi, my name is Sandy Hiccum.  I am a resident of Kansas and I want to let you know that 

I do support the NBAF in Kansas.  And believe that this would be a wonderful place to 

have your facility. 

Thank you. 

1| 24.4

Hiccum, Sandy
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.4

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.1

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Plum Island Site Alternative.  Other locations to construct

the NBAF were considered in Section 2.4.3 of the NBAF EIS.  These alternatives were considered

but eliminated from detailed study in the EIS based on the evaluation criteria calling for proximity to

research programs that could be linked to the NBAF mission and proximity to a technical workforce.

These alternatives included remote locations such as an island, desert, or arctic habitat distant from

populated areas or inhospitable to escaped animal hosts/vectors.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 25.0

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the five mainland site alternatives.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 5.0

See response to comment No: 2.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 21.0

DHS notes the commentor's position and concern regarding the safe operation of the NBAF on a

mainland site.   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 the NBAF to be safely operated on the mainland.  Sections

3.8.9, 3.10.9, 3.14, and Appendices B, D, and E of the NBAF EIS provide a detailed analysis of the

consequences from a accidental or deliberate pathogen release.  Should the NBAF Record of

Decision call for the design, construction, and operations of the NBAF then site specific protocols and

emergency response plans would be developed, in coordination with local emergency response

agencies that would consider the diversity and density of human, livestock, and wildlife populations

residing within the area.  DHS would have site-specific standard operating procedures and

emergency response plans in place prior to the initiation of research activities at the NBAF. 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: 5                     Issue Code: 15.0

DHS notes the commentor's concern.  The potential economic effects of an accidental release are

discussed in Section 3.10.9 and Appendix D of the NBAF EIS.  The risk of an accidental release of a

pathogen is extremely low, but DHS acknowledges that the economic effect would be significant for

all sites.   It should be noted that a primary objective of the NBAF is to combat the spread of viruses

that could enter the United States inadvertently or as the result of a terrorist act.  Hence, the risk of

operating the NBAF must be balanced against the potential benefits of the research that would be

conducted at the facility
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August 25, 2008 

Elaine Hicks and I live in Butner, North Carolina, and I oppose the lab. 

Thank you. 

1| 25.3

Hicks, Elaine
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.3

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

December 20082-1190



 

Hightower, Brooke

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 commentor's support for the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.4

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.
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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: 24.1

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative in favor of

upgrading the Plum Island facility.  Upgrading the existing facility was considered but dismissed as a

reasonable alternative based on the age of the facility, its inability to support a BSL-4 laboratory and

animal space, and cost as discussed in Section 2.4.1 of the NBAF EIS.  Siting the proposed NBAF on

Plum Island is one of the six action alternatives under consideration.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 5.1

The proposed NBAF requires BSL-4 capability to meet mission requirements (DHS and USDA).

PIADC does not have BSL-4 laboratory or animal space, and the existing PIADC facilities are

inadequate to support a BSL-4 laboratory.  Upgrading the existing facilities to allow PIADC to meet

the current mission would be more costly than building the NBAF on Plum Island, as discussed in

Section 2.4.1 of the NBAF EIS.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 5.0

DHS notes the commentor's concern. As described in Section 2.4.3 of the NBAF EIS, other potential

locations to construct the NBAF were considered during the site selection process but were

eliminated based on evaluation by the selection committee.  It was suggested during the scoping

process that the NBAF be constructed in a remote location such as an island distant from populated

areas or in a location that would be inhospitable (e.g., desert or arctic habitat) to escaped animal

hosts/vectors; however, the evaluation criteria called for proximity to research programs that could be

linked to the NBAF mission and proximity to a technical workforce.  The Plum Island Site is an

isolated location as was suggested while still meeting the requirements listed in the EOI. 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 NBAF.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 21.6

DHS notes the commentor's support for the NBAF and understanding that the proposed research

would be safely conducted at the NBAF Texas Research Park location. Additionally DHS notes the

information provided by the commentor. 

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 15.6

DHS notes the commentor’s support for the Texas Research Park Site Alternative. The number of

short-term and permanent jobs that would result from construction of the NBAF at the Texas

Research Park Site Alternative are discussed in Section 3.10.8 of the NBAF EIS.
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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: 25.2

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

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

December 20082-1198



 

Hinchcliffe, Alice

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

low.  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 human health consequences of potential accidents,

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.   Modern biosafety laboratories can be safely operated in populated areas.

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.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 2.0

DHS notes the commentor's viewpoint.  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 the NBAF to be safely operated regardless of

the site chosen.
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 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 provided by the commentor.
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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: 24.1

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Plum Island 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.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.5

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Flora Industrial Park Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

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

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

December 20082-1206



 

CD1507

1 cont.| 

25.2

2| 27.0

Hodges, Susan

Page 2 of 2

 Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 27.0

DHS notes the information submitted by the commentor.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 4.4

DHS notes the commentor's statement.  DHS has conducted a thorough and open public outreach

program in support of the NBAF EIS that exceeded NEPA requirements. 

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 24.4

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

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 8.4

DHS notes the commentor's statement.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 15.4

DHS notes commentor's opinion. 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.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.5

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Flora Industrial Park Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.4

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.4

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

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 24.1

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

Island Site Alternative based on risks to residents and livestock. 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 the NBAF to be

safely operated in populated areas such as Athens.  An example is the Centers for Disease Control

and Prevention located in downtown Atlanta, Georgia.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.4

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

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 2.0

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

Campus Site was proposed by the local consortium in response to the request for expressions of

interest and was considered along with the rest of the responses. DHS's alternative site selection

process is described in Section 2.3.1 of the NBAF EIS.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 21.4

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding a criminal action perpetrated by an NBAF employee.

A separate Threat and Risk Assessment (designated as For Official Use Only)(TRA) was developed

outside of the EIS process in accordance with the requirements stipulated in federal regulations. The

TRA is "For Official Use Only" and is not available for public review. The purpose of the TRA was to

identify potential vulnerabilities and weaknesses associated with the NBAF and are used to

recommend the most prudent measures to establish a reasonable level of risk for the security of

operations of the NBAF and public safety. Section 3.14 of the NBAF EIS investigates the chances of

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

accidents,  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

based on human error are low in large part due to the design and implementation of biocontainment

safeguards in conjunction with rigorous personnel training.  For example, as described in Section

2.2.2.1 of the NBAF EIS,  all laboratory staff would receive thorough pre-operational training, as well

as ongoing training, in the handling of hazardous infectious agents, understanding biocontainment

functions of standard and special practices for each biosafety level, and understanding

biocontainment equipment and laboratory characteristics. As further set out in Section 3.14.3.4, all

employees and contractors will be screened prior to employment or engagement and monitored while

working, among other security measures.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 5.0

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the five mainland site alternatives.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.3

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 12.3

DHS notes the commentor’s watershed concern.  The NBAF EIS Section 3.13.8 describes the Waste

Management processes that would be used to control and dispose of NBAF's liquid and solid waste.

The NBAF EIS Sections 3.3.7 and 3.7.7 describe standard methods used to prevent and mitigate

potential spills and runoff affects.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 19.3

DHS notes the commentor's concern. Risks to human populations at each alternative site were

evaluated and discussed in Section 3.14 and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS.  Modern biosafety

laboratories can be safely operated in populated areas.  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. The risk of an accidental release of a pathogen from the NBAF

is extreemly low. 

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 2.0

DHS notes the commentor's concern. DHS has made every effort to explain the operational aspects

of NBAF and has conducted a thorough and open public outreach program in support of the NBAF

EIS that exceeded NEPA requirements. DHS prepared the NBAF EIS 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 and beginning with the release of DHS's

request for Expressions of Interest (EOI) on January 19, 2006, DHS has supported a vigorous public

outreach program and has been as forthcoming as possible in disseminating information about NBAF

as program planning has matured over time.  
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 19.4

DHS notes the commentor's concern.  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 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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