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Roose, Ethelyn
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: 5.0
DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the five mainland site alternatives.
Comment No: 3

Issue Code: 21.4

DHS notes commentor's concerns.
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.
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Roose, Warren
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: 19.4
DHS notes the commentor's concern. The risks and associated potential effects to human health and
safety were evaluated in Section 3.14 of the NBAF EIS. 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.
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Comment No: 1
Issue Code: 25.2
DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Site Alternative.
Comment No: 2
Issue Code: 19.2
DHS notes the commentor's concern. A discussion of human health and safety is included in Section
3.14.
Comment No: 3
Issue Code: 21.2
DHS notes the commentor's concern. A discussion of human health and safety is included in Section
3.14.
Comment No: 4
Issue Code: 15.2
DHS notes the commentor's concern. The potential economic effects of an accidental release are
discussed in Section 3.10.9 and Appendix D.
Comment No: 5

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.
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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: 5.0
DHS notes the commentor's concern.
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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: 21.2
DHS notes the commentor’s concerns regarding safe facility operations. The NBAF would be
designed, constructed, and operated to ensure the maximum level of public safety and to fulfill all
necessary requirements to protect the environment. An analysis of potential consequences of a
pathogen (e.g. Rift Valley fever virus) becoming established in native mosquito populations,
particularly in warm, humid climates, was evaluated in Section 3.8.9 and Section 3.10.9 aswell as in
Section 3.14 (health and Safety).
Comment No: 3
Issue Code: 21.2
DHS notes the commentor's concern that the NBAF would be a prime terrorist target. Section 3.14
and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS address accident scenarios, including external events such as a
terrorist attack. A separate Threat and Risk Assessment (TRA) (designated as For Official Use Only)
was developed outside of the EIS process in accordance with the requirements stipulated in federal
regulations. 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. Because of the
importance of the NBAF mission and the associated work with potential high-consequence biological
pathogens, critical information related to the potential for adverse consequences as a result of
intentional acts has been incorporated into the NEPA process.
Comment No: 4

Issue Code: 12.2

DHS notes the commentor’s drought concerns. As described in Section 3.7.3.3.1, the NBAF at the
South Milledge Avenue Site would use approximately 118,000 gallons per day of potable water
approximately 0.76% of Athens 15.5 million gallons per day usage.
Comment No: 5
Issue Code: 9.2
DHS notes the commentor's air quality concerns. The potential effects of NBAF operations on air
quality are discussed in Section 3.4 of the NBAF EIS and includes the potential effects from energy
production, traffic, and incineration. Site-specific effects at the South Milledge Avenue Site are
discussed in Section 3.4.3. Carcass/pathological waste disposal, including incineration, is discussed
in Section 3.13. Air pollutant concentrations were estimated using SCREEN3, a U.S. EPA dispersion
modeling program. Conservative assumptions were used to ensure the probable maximum effects
were evaluated. Once the final design is determined, a more refined air emissions model will be used
during the permitting process. The final design will ensure that the NBAF %does not significantly
affect% the region's ability to meet air quality standards.

2-1986

December 2008

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents

NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

Comment No: 6
Issue Code: 24.1
DHS notes the commentor's support for the Plum Island Site Alternative. 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 BSL4 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.
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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. Section 3.3.3.1.1 describes 3 available surface water resources:
the North Oconee River, the Middle Oconee River, and the Jackson County Bear Creek Reservoir.
The access to 3 surface water resources will help ensure the availability of water in the event that any
one of those sources becomes in adequate.
Comment No: 3
Issue Code: 19.2
DHS notes the commentor's concerns. The effects of a pathogen release to wildlife are discussed in
Section 3.8.9.
Comment No: 4
Issue Code: 24.1
DHS notes the commentor's statement.
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Comment No: 1
Issue Code: 1.0
DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the NBAF.
DHS notes the commentor’s concern regarding the NBAF. As described in Chapter 1 of the NBAF
EIS, DHS’s mission is to study foreign animal, zoonotic (transmitted from animals to humans) and
emerging diseases that threaten our agricultural livestock and agricultural economy. The NBAF

From:

Fred Rossini [frossini@mindspring.com]

Sent:

Monday, August 25, 2008 7:38 PM

To:

NBAFProgramManager

Subject: Comments on NBAF Draft EIS
Thank you very much for the opportunity to comment on the NBAF Draft
EIS.
As a resident of Athens, GA, I wish to make the following points:
1| 1.0
2| 5.1
3| 19.0

4| 5.2
4|5.0
5| 2.0

6| 5.0
7| 2.0

8| 5.2

1. NBAF is not an important program for the United States, and should
not be a national priority.
2. The safest site for this project remains the existing Plum Island
site since it is separated by water from the mainland.
3. While there is a low probability of a break in containment/
disaster, the impacts of such an event would be horrific on a
contiguous human population.
4. Therefore, if the project is to be built, all sites but Plum
Island should be dropped from consideration.
5. Should a break in containment/disaster occur, the record of the
Department of Homeland Security for dealing with disasters leaves
much to be desired. Its most important opportunity to show its skill
and competence in handling major disasters to human beings was
Hurricane Katrina. DHS performance in dealing with this important
event leaves serious questions as whether it is adequately prepared to
deal with a disaster occurring at NBAF.
6. Therefore until such time as NBAF becomes truly an important
national priority, it should not be built.
7. Since there is lack of evidence that DHS can handle a disaster
that impacts large numbers of people residing in the disaster area in
case of a break in containment at NBAF, if NBAF is to be built, it
should be built at Plum Island where the water surround should aid
containment since there is a significantly lower contiguous population
than at any of the other proposed sites. For example, the contiguous
population at Athens, GA is quite large.
Again I wish to thank you very much for the opportunity to comment on
this Draft EIS.
Frederick A. Rossini
Athens, GA
(My email address is above. Other contact information is available
upon request.)

would enable research on the transmission of these animal diseases and support development of
diagnostic tests, vaccines, and antiviral therapies for foreign animal, zoonotic and emerging diseases.
By proposing to construct the NBAF, DHS is following policy direction established by the Congress
and the President.
Comment No: 2
Issue Code: 5.2
DHS notes the commentor's statement.
Comment No: 3
Issue Code: 19.0
DHS notes the comentor's concerns. The potential effects to human health and safety are discussed
in Section 3.14.
Comment No: 4

Issue Code: 5.0

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the five mainland site alternatives.
Comment No: 5

Issue Code: 2.0

DHS notes the commentor's lack of trust in the federal government. 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-ofthe-art operating procedures and biocontainment features to minimize the potential for laboratoryacquired 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 sitespecific 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: 6
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DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the NBAF.
Comment No: 7
See Comment No. 5.

Issue Code: 2.0

Comment No: 8

Issue Code: 5.2

DHS notes the commentor's views on risk. 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 with a
minimal degree of risk, regardless of the site chosen.

2-1990

December 2008

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents

NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

Rounds, M. Michael
Page 1 of 2

WD0096

From:

Emily Marthaler [emarthaler@csg.org]

Sent:

Monday, July 21, 2008 4:27 PM

To:

NBAFProgramManager

Subject:

Comment on the NBAF Draft Environmental Impact Statement

Attachments: NBAF - Final.pdf

Please accept the attached letter as a submitted comment on the NBAF Draft Environmental Impact Statement.
Thank you
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
Emily Marthaler
Policy and Communications Specialist
Midwestern Governors Association
Phone: 202-624-8474
www.midwesterngovernors.org
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Comment No: 1
Issue Code: 24.4
DHS notes the commentor's support for the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.

May 16, 2008

The Honorable Jay Cohen
Under Secretary for Science and Technology
U.S. Department of Homeland Security
Washington, DC 20528
Dear Under Secretary Cohen:

1| 24.4

As Chair of the Midwest Governors Association (MGA), a bipartisan organization representing
12 states, I write on its behalf to commend the federal government for its intention to build the
National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF) and to encourage you to select Kansas as the
best home for this facility on the merits.
In the heartland of America, we clearly recognize the urgent need for cutting-edge animal-health
research to protect the food supply and the agriculture economy. The NBAF mission is critical,
and it can best be achieved in Kansas, where the animal-health sector already thrives and where
agro-security has been a priority for years.
Further, by building the NBAF in Kansas, the federal government will benefit greatly from the
agricultural expertise and resources concentrated in this region of the country.

1 cont.| 24.4

The Midwest offers strong public and private support and an unmatched spirit of collaboration as
we work to ensure the nation’s food supply is protected for the families of our states. Indeed, we
strongly urge you to bring this important project to Kansas for the benefit of all Americans who
rely on the federal government for safe, modern, and innovative research that will protect the
public health for decades to come.

Sincerely,

M. Michael Rounds
Governor of South Dakota and Chair,
Midwestern Governors Association
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From:

Comment No: 1
Issue Code: 5.2
DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

Sarina Rousso [srousso@uga.edu]

Sent:

Monday, August 25, 2008 4:56 PM

To:

NBAFProgramManager

Subject:

No thank you

Attachments: srousso.vcf
1| 5.2

"NO to NBAF in Athens"
-Sarina Rousso <srousso@uga.edu>
Assistant Registrar
Georgia Museum Of Art
90 Carlton Street
Athens, Ga 30602
706-542-0438
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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: 5.0
DHS notes the commentor's support for selecting the most suitable site for NBAF. DHS's alternative
site selection process is described in Section 2.3.1 of the NBAF EIS.
Comment No: 3
Issue Code: 15.2
DHS notes the commentor’s statement. 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: 5.0
DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the five mainland site alternatives.

2-1996

December 2008

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents

NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

Rubenthaler, Gordon
Page 1 of 1

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: 19.0
DHS notes the commentor's views on risk. 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 with a
minimal degree of risk, regardless of the site chosen.
Comment No: 3

Issue Code: 18.0

DHS shares the commentor's concern. Section 2.2.2.1 of the NBAF EIS discusses the biosafety
principles that would be incorporated into the design of the facility, and Section 2.2.2 discusses how
facility operations (e.g., training of personnel, testing of containment systems during commissioning,
waste management) would also be designed to facilitate the containment of contamination. Section
3.13.2.2 provides additional detail on the waste streams that would be generated by the facility.
Tables 3.13.2.2-2 and 3.13.2.2-3 summarize the treatment methodologies that would be used to
ensure that each potentially infectious waste stream would be adequately treated before it leaves the
facility for additional treatment and, or disposal.
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From:

John Runkle [jrunkle@pricecreek.com]

Sent:

Monday, August 25, 2008 5:09 PM

To:

NBAFProgramManager

Subject:

NBADF Butner, NC

Attachments: bio agro lab.pdf
VIA MAIL & EMAIL
Please find attached the comments of the Conservation Council of NC.
John D. Runkle
Attorney at Law
P.O. Box 3793
Chapel Hill, NC 27515
919-942-0600 (o&f)
jrunkle@pricecreek.com
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indirect, and cumulative effects of the alternatives to the various environmental and human resources.
This included any off-site effects.

JOHN D. RUNKLE

ATTORNEY AT LAW
POST OFFICE BOX 3793
CHAPEL HILL, N.C. 27515-3793

Comment No: 2
Issue Code: 18.3
DHS notes the commentor's concerns regarding the treatment and discharge of NBAF generated
919-942-0600 (o&f)
jrunkle@pricecreek.com

VIA MAIL & EMAIL
August 25, 2008

James V. Johnson
Science and Technology Directorate
U.S. Department of Homeland Security
Mail Stop #2100
245 Murray Lane SW, Building 410
Washington, D.C. 20528
Re:

Comment No: 1
Issue Code: 5.3
DHS notes the commentor's concern. As decsribed in Section 3.1, the evaluation included direct,

wastewater by the South Granville Water and Sewer Authority (SGWASA). The impact from the
operation of the NBAF at the Umstead Research Farm Site on the SGWASA wastewater treatment
infrastructure is discussed in Section 3.3.7.3.4 of the NBAF EIS. The design and operation of the
NBAF at the Umstead Research Farm Site would prevent negative impact to the SGWASA Sewage
Treatment Facility infrastructure and treatment capabilities. Specifically, as summarized in Section
3.15 of the NBAF EIS, pre-treatment of liquid waste streams would be implemented as necessary to
meet treatment facility acceptance criteria, therefore avoiding potential impacts.
Comment No: 3

Issue Code: 8.3

DHS notes the commentor's statement.

Proposed National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility (“NBADF”),
Butner, North Carolina

Dear Mr. Johnson:

1| 5.3

2| 18.3

3| 8.3

2-2000

My client, the Conservation Council of North Carolina (“CCNC”), is a statewide
environmental organization that has a lengthy history of advocacy in health and safety
matters. We are concerned about the off-site impacts of the proposed NBADF in
Butner, North Carolina.
Wastewater treatment. We recently commented on the draft NPDES (water quality)
permit for the South Granville Water and Sewer Authority wastewater treatment plant in
Butner because it is one of the chronic violators in the State. Its track record shows a
history of permit violations and penalties for exceeding its limits for dissolved oxygen,
phosphorous and heavy metals. The facility discharges into an impaired stream, the
Knapp of Reeds Creek, one of the tributaries to Falls Lake, a major public drinking
water supply.
We recommended that this facility should be placed under a moratorium with no new
hook ups, especially any industrial contributors, until it can demonstrate that it can meet
its limits and prevent violations. It is unwise for the NBADF to expect to discharge its
potentially hazardous waste stream into this plant until significant changes are made to
the Butner wastewater treatment plant.
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Page 2, CCNC comments –
cont.| 3| 8.3

4| 20.3

As a result, the environmental documents and feasibility study for the proposed NBADF
are incomplete without a full analysis of what needs to happen at the Butner wastewater
treatment plant, how much it is going to cost to put the needed infrastructure in place
and the sources of the necessary funds.

Comment No: 4
Issue Code: 20.3
DHS notes the commentor’s concerns. The NBAF would be designed, constructed, and operated to
ensure the maximum level of public safety and to fulfill all necessary requirements to protect the
environment. 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. Should the NBAF Record of Decision
call for the design, construction, and operations of the NBAF then site specific protocols would be
developed, in coordination with local emergency response agencies, that would address special
consideration populations residing within the local area.

Mental hospital. In 1990, there was a proposal to locate the ThermalKem hazardous
waste incinerator at a site near the site for the proposed NBADF. The incinerator was
not located there primarily because it was clear that the patients and staff of the Central
Regional Psychiatric Hospital could not be evacuated in case of an emergency. The
environmental documents and feasibility study for the NBADF are incomplete without a
full analysis of how this can occur, including full approval by the Hospital and all
transportation and receiving facilities.

Please inform me of any action your agency takes on this proposal.
Sincerely,
/s/

John D. Runkle
General Counsel
Conservation Council of North Carolina
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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.

From:

Scott Rusk [jsrusk@bri.ksu.edu]

Sent:

Friday, August 22, 2008 4:23 PM

To:

nbafprogrammanager@dhs.gov

Subject: NBAF Public Comment
1|24.4;
2|8.4

This message is supporting the funding, design and construction of the NBAF in Manhattan,
Kansas. The cited selection criteria of infrastructure, animal health industry links, public support
and understanding, scientific focus in Agriculture and relationships to public health, cost sharing
opportunities, speed to DHS research program initiation by capabilities of the Biosecurity
Research Institute meet and exceed those of other proposed locations. The basis of site
selection needs to be on the merits and on which site offers the best opportunity to expedite
research efforts and which site can offer maximum return on investment.
Regards
Scott Rusk
Director
Pat Roberts Hall
Kansas State University
Email: jsrusk@ksu.edu
Phone: 785-532-1333
Fax: 785-532-0973
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Comment No: 1
Issue Code: 5.0
DHS notes the commentor's statement.
DHS held a competitive process to select potential sites for the proposed NBAF as described in
Section 2.3.1 of the NBAF EIS. A team of federal employees representing multi-department
component offices and multi-governmental agencies (i.e., DHS, U.S. Department of Agriculture, and
Department of Health and Human Services) reviewed the submissions based primarily on
environmental suitability and proximity to research capabilities, proximity to workforce,
acquisition/construction/operations, and community acceptance. Ultimately, DHS identified five site
alternatives that surpassed others in meeting the evaluation criteria and DHS preferences, and
determined that they, in addition to the Plum Island Site, would be evaluated in the EIS as
alternatives for the proposed NBAF.
Comment No: 2

Issue Code: 26.0

DHS notes the commentor's concern. Should the NBAF Record of Decision call for the design,
construction, and operations of the NBAF then site specific protocols would be developed, in
coordination with local emergency response agencies that would address special equipment and
safety protocols for local emergency response providers.
DHS notes the commentor's concern that the NBAF would be a prime terrorist target. Section 3.14
and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS address accident scenarios, including external events such as a
terrorist attack. A separate Threat and Risk Assessment (TRA) (designated as For Official Use Only)
was developed outside of the EIS process in accordance with the requirements stipulated in federal
regulations. 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. Because of the
1|5.0

importance of the NBAF mission and the associated work with potential high-consequence biological
pathogens, critical information related to the potential for adverse consequences as a result of
intentional acts has been incorporated into the NEPA process.

2|26.0
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NYD004

Comment No: 3
Issue Code: 19.1
DHS notes the commentor's concerns.

3|19.1
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Comment No: 1
Issue Code: 5.1
DHS notes the commentor's support for the Plum Island Site Alternative. 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 BSL4 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.
DHS notes the commentor’s concern regarding the NBAF. As described in Chapter 1 of the NBAF
EIS, DHS’s mission is to study foreign animal, zoonotic (transmitted from animals to humans) and
emerging diseases that threaten our agricultural livestock and agricultural economy. The NBAF
would enable research on the transmission of these animal diseases and support development of
diagnostic tests, vaccines, and antiviral therapies for foreign animal, zoonotic and emerging diseases.
By proposing to construct the NBAF, DHS is following policy direction established by the Congress
and the President.
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FD0002
1| 24.1
2| 27.0

Comment No: 1
Issue Code: 1.0
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: 2
Issue Code: 24.1
DHS notes the commentor's statement.
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MD0027
Comment No: 1
Issue Code: 17.6
DHS notes the commentor's statement.

1| 17.6
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Comment No: 1
Issue Code: 25.0
DHS notes the commentor's concern.
Comment No: 2
Issue Code: 5.0
DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the five mainland site alternatives. The NBAF EIS fully
analyzes the Plum Island Site Alternative.
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 with a minimal degree of risk, regardless of the site
chosen.
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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: 21.2
DHS notes the commentor's concern that the NBAF would be a terrorist target. The NBAF would be
designed, constructed, and operated to ensure the maximum level of public safety. Section 3.14 and
Appendix E of the NBAF EIS address accident scenarios, including external events such as a terrorist
attack. 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 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. Because of the
importance of the NBAF mission and the associated work with potential high-consequence biological
pathogens, critical information related to the potential for adverse consequences as a result of
intentional acts has been incorporated into the NEPA process.
Comment No: 2
Issue Code: 19.2
See Comment No. 2. Issue Code 21.2.
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Salguero, Terry
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Comment No: 3
Issue Code: 2.0
DHS notes the commentor’s concern regarding the NBAF. As described in Chapter 1 of the NBAF
EIS, DHS’s mission is to study foreign animal, zoonotic (transmitted from animals to humans) and
emerging diseases that threaten our agricultural livestock and agricultural economy. The NBAF
would enable research on the transmission of these animal diseases and support development of
diagnostic tests, vaccines, and antiviral therapies for foreign animal, zoonotic and emerging diseases.
By proposing to construct the NBAF, DHS is following policy direction established by the Congress
and the President.
Comment No: 4

Issue Code: 8.2

DHS notes the commentor's statement.
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Samelson, Phoebe
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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: 4.4
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, tollfree 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: 21.4
DHS notes the commentor's views on risk. 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 with a
minimal degree of risk, regardless of the site chosen.
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Comment No: 1
Issue Code: 14.3
DHS notes the statement from the North Carolina Department of Cultural Resources, State Historic
Preservation Office that "it is unlikely that any archaeological sites which may be eligible for inclusion
in the National Register of Historical Places will be affected by the proposed construction" at the
Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.
Comment No: 2

Issue Code: 3.0

DHS noes commentor's statement.
Comment No: 3

Issue Code: 4.3

DHS notes the commentor's statement.
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Sanders, Scott
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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: 24.5
DHS notes the commentor's support for the Flora Industrial Park Site Alternative.
Comment No: 2
Issue Code: 15.5
DHS notes the commentor's statement. The economic effects of the NBAF at the Flora Industrial
Park Site Alternative are included in Section 3.10.5 of the NBAF EIS.
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