
 

From: Randy O'Boyle [randy@ice-ks.com]

Sent: Friday, August 22, 2008 5:06 PM

To: NBAFProgramManager

Cc: Linda B Weis

Subject: NBAF welcome in Kansas

Dear DHS/Admiral Johnson,

By now you've probably been able to color code the public sentiment 
regarding NBAF in the various communities.  I would hope the impression 
you've received is that Manhattan is GREEN LIGHT -- Good to Go!.  There 

just aren't many people against it.

 Financially, I'm not involved.  I'm not a real estate agent, community 
leader or  in retail business.  I am the President and CEO of a small 
aircraft electronic controller company, ICE Corp.  I'm a retired Air 

Force officer as well.

It is my observation,  Manhattan is very much on board with NBAF;  
professionally, psychologically (emotionally and patriotically) as well 
as financially.  NBAF needs to be somewhere, Manhattan is a great place 

to live and the vast majority of us want it here.

The discussions I have with people here, center around the fact the 
Nation needs a new robust and focused NBAF and the community (city, 
state, university) understand the issues.  We want to support the people 
doing this kind of work on our behalf.  They are interesting, dedicated 
people. We as a community want them to spend their free time enjoying 
what we have -- high quality of life, secure environment at an 
affordable cost.  The close association with Ft Riley makes the area 
even more secure and I might add, the people at the Fort will tell you 
they've never been stationed in a more supportive community.  We love 
the people that love America.  When the Vietnam Era, anti-war crowd was 
tearing apart most universities during protests, at K-State, the 
cowboys/VetMed crowd got together and threw horse manure at them till 

they left.  It's much the same environment today.

So, take my word for it, we know the risks.  We know NBAF needs a new 

home and we're willing to step up.  Why not Manhattan.

//signed//

Randy O'Boyle

President and CEO

ICE Corporation
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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 commentor's statement. 

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 1.0

DHS notes the commentor's statement.
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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 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: 3                     Issue Code: 17.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern about the traffic congestion in the area of the South Milledge

Avenue Site Alternative and the future impact of the NBAF operation on the area's transportation

infrastructure. A discussion of the planned improvements to the area's primary transportation

corridors of South Milledge Avenue and Whitehall Road to alleviate current and future traffic

congestion resulting from the NBAF operation at the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative is

located in Chapter 3, Section 3.11.3.3.1 of the NBAF EIS. All planned improvements are per the

recommendations of the Department of Transportation and the Public Works Department.
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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: 4.2

DHS notes commentor's statement.

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, 23 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.

 

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.  Section 3.7.3.1.1 describes the potential potable water sources,

the Middle and North Oconee Rivers and the Jackson County Bear Creek Reservoir.

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

December 20082-1708



 

Odil, Barbara

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 regarding development of the South Milledge Avenue Site which

is described in Section 3.2.3.  A change in land use would occur; however, current zoning regulations

allow for this type of development. The South Milledge Avenue Site is currently zoned as

"Governmental", and construction and operation of the NBAF is consistent with this designation.

However, the Clarke County Comprehensive Plan designates the South Milledge Avenue Site as

"rural", so an amendment to the comprehensive plan may be required. This information has been

added to the NBAF EIS in Chapter 3, Section 3.2.3. DHS and USDA would ensure that the NBAF

operation at the South Milledge Avenue Site will comply with all applicable local, state, and Federal

regulations and policies. The visual effects of the NBAF at the South Milledge Avenue Site are also

described in Section 3.2.3 of the NBAF EIS.  DHS recognizes that the NBAF would be a distinctive

visible feature and would alter the viewshed of the area. As described in Section 3.8.3.1.1, 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. 

 

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.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 15.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern. The risk of an accidental release of a pathogen is low, but DHS

acknowledges that the consequence is high for all site alternatives.  Appendix D and Section 3.10.9

of the NBAF EIS presents estimates of the possible economic effect of an accidental release.  The

risks and associated potential effects to human health and safety were evaluated in Section 3.14 of

the EIS.  The economic effects of the proposed NBAF at the South Milledge Avenue Site are included

in Section 3.10.3. Labor income during construction is projected at approximately $150 million while

operation of the NBAF would generate approximately $28 million in wages annually. 
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 19.5

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding the potential health risks posed by a NBAF accident.

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,  The risk of an

accidental release of a pathogen is extremely low.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 25.5

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Flora Industrial Park 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.

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

December 20082-1711



 

OGrady, Lauren

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 5.2

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue 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.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.3

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

risks to residents.  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.  An

example is the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention located in downtown Atlanta, Georgia.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 23.0

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. 

A discussion of the probability of accidents and potential effects to human health and safety is

included in Section 3.14 and Appendix E.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 15.3

DHS notes the commentor's concern about facilities close to the Umstead Research Farm Site.  The

affected environment of the Umstead Research Farm Site with regard to socioeconomics and

community services is discussed in Section 3.10.7.1 of the NBAF EIS.  DHS is aware of the presence

of the health and correctional facilities near the proposed site.  These facilities are discussed, either

explicitly or implicitly,  throughout the NBAF EIS including in Sections 3.10.7.1.2.1, 3.10.7.1.3.4, and

3.12.7.1.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 2.0

DHS notes the commentor's lack of confidence in the DHS.  
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 21.4

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding potential tornado impacts to the NBAF. The NBAF

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

geographic area of the selected site.  The basis for establishing the anticipated wind speeds were the

International Building Code, ASCE 7 and the local jurisdictions. However, because of code specified

building importance modification factors and normal factors of safety incorporated into the structural

design, the facility would resist wind pressures up to 170% of the code specified 50-year wind

pressures.  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 exterior walls and roofing of the

building would likely fail first, and 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.  The loss of

these architectural wall components would decrease the overall wind loading applied to the building

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

with the failure of these interior and exterior wall systems under an extreme wind loading event, the

robust construction used to construct BSL-3Ag and BSL-4 spaces, reinforced cast-in-place concrete

walls, would resist these wind forces and the primary bio-containment envelope would not be

breached.  The containment walls will be designed to withstand a 200 mph wind load, which is

equivalent to an F3 tornado according to the FEMA Design and Construction Guidance for

Community Shelters standards

DHS notes the commentor's concerns regarding earthquakes.  Section 3.6.1 of the NBAF EIS

describes the methodology used to assess each site's potential seismic consequences; Section 3.6.4

specifically describes the Manhattan Campus Site.  Section 3.6.4.1 discusses the Humboldt Fault

system, also known as the Nemaha Fault, and was considered in the analysis of seismic risk to the

Manhattan Campus Site.  The NBAF would be built to meet or exceed all applicable building codes

for seismic safety.  Section 3.14.3.2 further addresses NBAF design criteria and accident scenarios

associated with natural phenomena events such as earthquakes.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 25.4

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to 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: 8.4

DHS notes the commentor's statement. 

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 15.4

DHS notes the commentor's concern.  The economic impact and effects to quality of life resources at

the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative are discussed in Section 3.10.4 of the NBAF EIS.  Adverse

effects are not expected with any of the site alternatives.  
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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: 15.0

DHS notes the commentor's concern.  The risk of an accidental release of a pathogen is extremely

low, but DHS acknowledges that the possible effects would be significant for all sites.  As noted in

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

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

disease-free.  The mainland sites have similar economic consequences regardless of the livestock

populations in the region.

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 21.0

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding the safe operation of the NBAF on a mainland site.

Section 3.14 and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS investigate the chances of a variety of accidents that

could occur and consequences of thoseaccidents  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.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.4

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

whether or not the NBAF is built, and, if so, where will be made based on the following factors: 1)

analyses from the EIS; 2) the four evaluation criteria discussed in Section 2.3.1; 3) applicable federal,

state, and local laws and regulatory requirements; 4) consultation requirements among the federal,

state, and local agencies, as well as federally recognized American Indian Nations; 5) policy

considerations; and 6) public comment.
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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: 6.2

DHS notes the commentor's statement.
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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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From: lpace [lpace@mvrdl.msstate.edu]

Sent: Sunday, August 17, 2008 6:36 PM

To: nbafprogrammanager@dhs.gov

Subject: support NBAF in Flora, MS

I am writing this message to provide my full support of locating the NBAF in Flora, MS. I have oversight of 
the 4 Veterinary Diagnostic Labs that make up the Mississippi Veterinary Research & Diagnostic 
Laboratory System, College of Veterinary Medicine, Mississippi State University. Our laboratories are fully 
accredited by the American Association of Veterinary Laboratory Diagnosticians and are part of the 
National Animal Health Laboratory Network (NAHLN). As part of the NAHLN we participate in High Path 
Avian Influenza testing and Classical Swine Fever testing and are proficiency tested in Foot and Mouth 
Disease testing. 

The main purpose of this message is to substantiate the fact that we are able to recruit and retain well 
qualified veterinary professionals and researchers to Mississippi. In my role as Executive Director of this 
laboratory system I have oversight of a staff of approximately 80 people, including over 20 Faculty 
members. In the past 7 years we have been very successful in recruiting highly qualified veterinary 
professionals to Mississippi and have survived attempts by several other universities to recruit some of 
these faculty members away from Mississippi. Within the group recruited to Mississippi we have DVM + 
PhD microbiologists/molecular diagnosticians, virologists, anatomic pathologists, and clinical pathologists; 
DVM + MS poultry diagnosticians; DVM + MS pathologists; and PhD microbiologists/molecular 
diagnosticians. During the last five years we have recruited faculty from Texas A&M University, the 
University of Pennsylvania, Cornell University, Michigan State University, and the University of Georgia.   

I hope your team will continue to give Flora, MS full consideration as a legitimate site for the NBAF.

Thank you.

Lanny W. Pace, DVM, PhD, Diplomate ACVP
Executive Director
MS Veterinary Research & Diagnostic Lab System
College of Veterinary Medicine
Mississippi State University
P.O. Box 97813
Pearl, MS  39288

Ph: 601-420-4700
Email: lpace@mvrdl.msstate.edu 

The information contained in this email and any attachments is confidential and may be subject 
to copyright or other intellectual property protection. If you are not the intended recipient, you 
are not authorized to use or disclose this information, and we request that you notify us by reply 
mail or telephone 601 - 420 - 4700 and delete the original message from your mail system. 
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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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Packer, Idelle
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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 and water contamination concerns. The NBAF EIS Section

3.13.8, Waste Management describes the process that would be used to control and dispose of liquid

wastes and Sections 3.3.7 and 3.7.7 describes standard methods used to prevent and mitigate

potential spill and runoff affects.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 21.3

DHS notes the commentor's concern.   Section 3.14 and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS state that the

specific objective of the hazard identification 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 NBAF would provide state-of-the-art operating procedures and

biocontainment features to minimize the potential for laboratory-acquired infections and accidental

releases. The risk of an accidental release of a pathogen is extremely low.  Appendix B describes

biocontainment lapses and laboratory acquired infections.  Laboratory-acquired infections have not

been shown to be a threat to the community at large.  Should the NBAF Record of Decision call for

the design, construction, and operation of the NBAF then site-specific protocols 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 local area.  DHS would have site-

specific standard operating procedures and response plans in place prior to the initiation of research

activities at the proposed the NBAF. Procedures and plans to operate the NBAF will include

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

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 13.3

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding potential wildlife impacts at the Umstead Research

Farm Site. Section 3.8.9 provides a detailed analysis of the potential impacts of an accidental release

on wildlife.  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.
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Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 19.3

DHS notes the commentor's concern.  The risk of an accidental release of a pathogen is extremely

low, but DHS acknowledges that the possible economic effect would be significant for all sites.The

potential economic effects of an accidental release at the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative

are discussed in Section 3.10.9.5 and Appendix D of the NBAF EIS.

 

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.  The risks

and associated potential effects to human health and safety are evaluated in Section 3.14 of the

NBAF EIS. The risks were determined to be low for all site alternatives, and the probability of a

release requiring a quarantine or evacuation is very low.  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.
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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: 24.3

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.1

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the five mainland site alternatives in favor of the Plum

Island Site Alternative based on risk concerns. 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 at any

of the mainland site alternatives as discussed in Section 3.14 of the NBAF EIS.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 15.0

DHS notes the commentor's concern. The risk of an accidental release of a pathogen is extremely

low, but DHS acknowledges that the possible economic effect would be significant for all sites.

Section 3.10.9 and Appendix D of the NBAF EIS presents estimates of the possible economic effect

of an accidental release.  
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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 concerns.  Section 3.13.8, Waste Management describes the

process that would be used to control and dispose of liquid wastes and Sections 3.3.7 and 3.7.7

describes standard methods used to prevent and mitigate potential spill and runoff affects.

The design and operation of the NBAF at Umstead Research farm Site would prevent negative

impact to the sewage treament facility infrastructure and treatment capabilities.
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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: 15.2

DHS notes the commentor's statement.
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Parrish, Jim
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.3

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.
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Passarelli, A. Lorena
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Passarelli, A. Lorena
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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: 8.4

DHS notes the commentor's statement.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 15.4

DHS notes the commentor's statement.  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 NBAF, would enable NBAF to be safely operated regardless of the

location.
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place would become, I would have stayed close to the National Institutes of Health, where I used to work.  
A biotech corridor will bring more taxes and more crowded schools.   

I would like you to think beyond the legislators’ and administrators’ façade and place the NBAF where it 
belongs, in the best place.  The NBAF and its agenda are too important to allow politics to play any role 
in its future location.  Manhattan does not have individual support for the NBAF, does not have many 
strong scientists in the area, and it is located in a relatively isolated place.  The place for the future NBAF 
is logically not in Manhattan. 

Sincerely,

A. Lorena Passarelli 
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 Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 15.4

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding the Manhattan Campus Site.  The effects on the

community including schools are discussed in Section 3.10.4 of the NBAF EIS. The effects to schools

and other quality of life resources would be minimal, since the number of new employees from the

NBAF would be between 250 and 350.

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 5.0

DHS notes commentor's statement.

 

Comment No: 6                     Issue Code: 1.0

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

NBAF.  Several factors will affect the decision on whether or not the NBAF is built, and, if so, where.

The decision will be made based on the following factors: 1) analyses from the EIS; 2) the four

evaluation criteria discussed in Section 2.3.1; 3) applicable federal, state, and local laws and

regulatory requirements; 4) consultation requirements among the federal, state, and local agencies,

as well as federally recognized American Indian Nations; 5) policy considerations; and 6) public

comment. 

 

Comment No: 7                     Issue Code: 5.4

DHS notes the commentor's statement.
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