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From:

mlascon@dfamilk.com on behalf of sstone@dfamilk.com

Sent:

Monday, August 25, 2008 5:04 PM

To:

NBAFProgramManager

Subject:

Plum Island Comments

Importance: High
Attachments: Plum Island Comments.pdf

If you have any questions or need additional information please feel free
to contact me.
Sam Stone
(See attached file: Plum Island Comments.pdf)
Sam Stone
Vice President Government Relations
Dairy Farmers of America, Inc.
Phone: 816-801-6474
Fax: 816-801-6475
E-mail: sstone@dfamilk.com
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Comment No: 1
Issue Code: 5.1
DHS notes the commentor's support for the Plum Island Site Alternative.
Comment No: 2
Issue Code: 5.0
DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the five mainland site alternatives. 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. 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.
Comment No: 3

Issue Code: 5.1

DHS notes the commentor's statement.

1| 5.1

2| 5.2

cont.| 1| 5.1
3|5.1
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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: 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. 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.
Comment No: 3

Issue Code: 15.4

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 of the NBAF EIS presents estimates of the possible economic effect of an accidental
release.
Comment No: 4

Issue Code: 15.4

DHS notes the commentor's concern. The potential biological and socioeconomic effects from a
pathogen release from the NBAF are included in Sections 3.8.9 and 3.10.9 of the NBAF EIS,
respectively. 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, the major economic effect from an accidental release of a pathogen would be a 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.
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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.
Comment No: 3
Issue Code: 5.1
DHS notes the commentor's statement. 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. However, construction of a
new facility on Plum Island is included as one of the alternatives.
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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: 5.4
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 risk of an accidental release of a pathogen is extremely
low. As described in Section 3.10.9 of the NBAF EIS, the economic impact of an outbreak of foot
and mouth disease virus has been previously studied and could result in a loss of $4.2 billion in the
Manhattan, Kansas area over an extended period of time. The economic loss is mainly due to foreign
bans on U.S. livestock products. Should the NBAF Record of Decision call for the design,
construction, and operations of the NBAF at the Manhattan Campus Site, site specific protocols
would then be developed in coordination with local emergency response agencies and would
consider the diversity and density of populations residing within the local area, to include agricultural
livestock. DHS would have site-specific standard operating procedures and emergency response
plans in place prior to the initiation of research activities at the proposed NBAF. Emergency response
plans will include the current USDA emergency response plan for foot and mouth disease (FMD)
which includes compensation for livestock losses. Risks to human populations at each alternative
site were evaluated and discussed in Section 3.14 and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS. FMD is not a
public health threat; humans as well as cats, dogs, birds and other non-cloven hoofed household
pets are not affected by FMD.
Comment No: 3

Issue Code: 5.1

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Plum Island Site Alternative.

2-2174

December 2008

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents

NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

Strauss, Julie
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Comment No: 1
Issue Code: 5.4
DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.
Comment No: 2
Issue Code: 19.0
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: 5.1

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Plum Island Site Alternative. 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.
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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: 21.4
DHS notes the commentor's concern that the NBAF would be a 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 (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: 3

Issue Code: 5.1

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Plum Island Site Alternative.
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From:

1|24.4

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

Bob Strawn [bob.strawn@gat.com]

Sent:

Tuesday, August 05, 2008 4:30 PM

To:

NBAFProgramManager

Subject:

NBAF site - see attached

Attachments: NBAF letter.doc

Bob Strawn
Mayor pro tem, Manhattan
&
Acquisitions
GAISC
1551 Williamsburg Court
Manhattan, Kansas USA 66502
Telephone: 785-587.0005
bob.strawn@gat.com
www.ga.com
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Bob Strawn
GAISC Acquisitions &
Manhattan City Commissioner

5 August 2008

NBAF Program Manager
NBAF Site – Manhattan, Kansas
As Manhattan’s Mayor pro tem, I encourage you to consider the merits of
each site for construction of the NBAF facility. I am confident that our
community will fully support the institution, if Manhattan is selected. And
we will understand if it is not.
1 cont.|
24.4

I’m clearly not “objective” in my analysis of this competition, so my views
regarding “merit” are hardly worthy. But I do want you to know that NBAF
and its employees will be welcomed here by the vast majority of our
citizens.
Families who come here will find a pleasant place, with excellent schools,
and an affordable lifestyle. The facility, its mission and people will thrive in
Kansas.
And so, we hope you choose K-State’s Manhattan, Kansas site. As we wish
you wisdom with this most difficult choice.
Respectfully,

Bob
RJS/s

1551 Williamsburg Court, Manhattan, KS 66502
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Comment No: 1
Issue Code: 5.0
DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the five mainland site alternatives and support for the Plum
Island Site Alternative.

August 25, 2008
Comment No: 2
1| 5.0
2| 25.4
3| 24.1

2-2179

My name is George Strecker. I live in Manhattan, Kansas. I’m opposed to siting the
NBAF anywhere on the mainland, but especially in Kansas. It’s too dangerous and
should be built on Plum Island.

Issue Code: 25.4

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.
Comment No: 3
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: 5.0
DHS notes the commentor's preference for siting NBAF in a more isolated location. 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 Expression of Interest.
Comment No: 2
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: 25.2
DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.
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Comment No: 1
Issue Code: 25.0
DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the NBAF.
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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. The South Milledge Avenue Site alternative would have access
to 3 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. The NBAF will
be operated in accordance with the applicable protocols and regulations pertaining to stormwater
management, erosion control, spill prevention, and waste management.

2-2183

December 2008

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents

NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

Suhling, Dave
Page 1 of 1

PD0296
August 25, 2008

Yes.
1| 25.4

2| 5.0
3| 24.1
4| 15.4

I don’t think that you ought to build that in Manhattan, Kansas. There’s too many people
here and there’s too much livestock here.
This needs to be put off the mainland. Put it at Plum Island because Plum Island’s
already contaminated anyhow.
We do not need any kind of accidents in this part of the country because it would kill our
livestock industry, and it would put a lot of people at risk.

Comment No: 1
Issue Code: 25.4
DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative. 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 semiurban 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: 2
Issue Code: 5.0
DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the five mainland site alternatives in favor of the Plum
Island Site Alternative.

My name is David Suhling, Manhattan, Kansas.
Thank you.

Comment No: 3
Issue Code: 24.1
DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative and support for the
Plum Island Site Alternative.
Comment No: 4
Issue Code: 15.4
DHS notes the commentor's concern. The potential biological and socioeconomic effects from a
pathogen release from the NBAF are included in Sections 3.8.9 and 3.10.9 of the NBAF EIS,
respectively. 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, the major economic effect from an accidental release of a pathogen would be a 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.
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Comment No: 1
Issue Code: 25.2
DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

2-2185

December 2008

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents

NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

Sultan, Jay
Page 1 of 2

PD0003
June 30, 2008

Comment No: 2
Issue Code: 15.2
DHS notes the commentor's opinion. The economic effects of the NBAF at the South Milledge

My name is Jay Sultan. I live a few miles away from your proposed site in Athens, GA.
th

I will not be at the meeting on Thursday, August 14 , I’m really not sure that I would
want to go to it even if I could go, because I expect that there’ll be a handful of extremists
who will so dominate that meeting that it wouldn’t be possible for me to express an
alternate view.
I’m afraid that the Athens area, like many college institutions, has a small group of
intolerant people that cannot stand any view other than their own, and who are convinced
of the rightness of their views. It is the same people who wanted....have time and time
again, stood in the way of trying to do the right thing for their own reasons.

1| 1.0

2| 15.2

3| 19.0
4| 23.0

Comment No: 1
Issue Code: 1.0
DHS notes the commentor's support for the research to be conducted at the NBAF.

My reason for calling this line was to say that there’s probably an enormous volume of
people who live in the Athens, GA, area and throughout the country, who are not going to
put up billboards saying that this center is about promoting biological warfare, are going
to come to your meetings throwing blood and hoping to pan into the cameras. I think that
some portions of the population, like myself, recognize that this country’s under threat,
that it’s very important that we create the tools necessary to fight that threat.

Avenue Site are included in Section 3.10.3 of the NBAF EIS. Labor income during construction is
projected at approximately $150 million while operation of the NBAF would generate approximately
$28 million in wages annually.
Comment No: 3

Issue Code: 19.0

DHS notes the commentor's statement. 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: 4

Issue Code: 23.0

See response to Comment No. 3.

Despite the histrionics of the people who are opposed to what needs to be built, we’re not
the ones that have started this war. We’re not the ones who have started using these
weapons. We need to defend ourselves against those people who will. And, I don’t think
that there’s an economical reason to put the center in Athens verses elsewhere. I don’t
think the jobs or the prestige to the university would matter. I mean we added the Center
for Complex Carbohydrates at UGA, everybody thought that would be a huge boom to
the economy, and it really hasn’t been. I also don’t think that the
environmental....environmental impact is going to be an issue because I think the
safeguards that ya’ll have put in place are so high and the people who work there are
going to both be so concerned for their own safety, and so much more knowledgeable
about what the real safety issues are, than any of the people who will appear before you at
these committee meetings....these public hearings, that it just makes no sense for us to get
excited about these things.
What I do think is that our country needs to be prepared and that people like me need to
stand up and say to the people who are screaming no bio war in Athens, that they just
need to sit down. They probably don’t know that research much like this has been
carried on in the chemistry building on campus for over 20 or 30 years. They probably
don’t know that that was being done even while the stadium next door was filled with
80,000 fans. Even if they do know these things, I don’t expect them to be rational about
this. I think they’re just going to simply say that they have their ultra-liberal
views....ultra specific views that seem to say that no matter what the risk is to the country
and to the world, it’s right for them to do everything they can to stop the building of this
facility, and I hope that you guys have the ability to look past their extremism, past their

1
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PD0003
5| 1.0
6| 24.2

Comment No: 6
Issue Code: 24.2
DHS notes the commentor's support for the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.

narrow mindedness, and recognize how important it is to build this. I’d like to see you
build it in Athens, but I want to see you build it somewhere.
I’m sure in every community you build it there’s going to be somebody like the idiots in
Athens who are going to be yelling, screaming no bio war, and I just hope that you’ll hear
from the rest of us who want you to ignore them and build what you have to build in
order to protect our country.
Thank you again.
My name is Jay Sultan.
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August 18, 2008

1|25.4; This is Mrs. Bob Summers in Manhattan, Kansas. We are definitely against that bio lab
2|5.0 being situated here - actually being situated anywhere on the mainland.
3|21.0 It is just plain too dangerous for human beings as well as the animals.

Thank you.

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: 21.0

DHS notes the commentor's concern. 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.
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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: 21.3
DHS notes the commentor's concern. 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. An analysis of potential consequences of a pathogen (e.g.
Rift Valley fever [RVF] virus) becoming established in native mosquito populations was evaluated in
Sections 3.8.9, 3.10.9, and 3.14 of the NBAF EIS. DHS would have site-specific standard operating
procedures (SOP) and response plans in place prior to the initiation of research activities at the
NBAF. RVF and foot and mouth disease SOPs and response plans would likely include strategies
that are similar. However, the RVF response plan would also include a mosquito control action plan.
The potential consequences of pesticide use would be evaluated during the preparation of a sitespecific response plan.
Comment No: 3

Issue Code: 12.3

DHS notes the commentor's safety and water source concerns. The NBAF EIS Section 3.7.7
describes the water resources and potential construction and operational consequences from the
proposed NBAF at the Umstead Research Farm Site alternative. Section 3.14 describes the hazard
and accident analysis including site specific consequences.
Comment No: 4

Issue Code: 20.3

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 Draft EIS. The risks were determined to be low for all site
alternatives. The impacts analysis specifically included consideration of environmental justice
concerns to include an assessment of the potential for disproportionately high and adverse effects to
minority or low-income populations, as further described in Section 3.1 of the NBAF EIS. No
disproportionately high and adverse effects to environmental or human resources are evident for the
proposed Umstead Research Farm Site from normal facility operations.
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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. 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.
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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: 5.4
DHS notes the commentor's opinion regarding the siting, construction and operation of the NBAF at
any of the five mainland site alternatives. Section 3.14 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 are low.
Comment No: 3
Issue Code: 21.4
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.
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Comment No: 1
Issue Code: 25.0
DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the NBAF.
Comment No: 2
Issue Code: 21.0
DHS notes the commentor's concern. DHS is aware of the presence of the health and correctional
facilities, described in Section 3.10.7.1 of the NBAF EIS. DHS has held public meetings and
conducted outreach efforts to ensure that the surrounding communities, including officials of the
health and correctional facilities, are aware of the proposed action. The risks and associated
potential effects to human health and safety were evaluated and are presented in Section 3.14. The
risks were determined to be low for all site alternatives. 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. A site-specific emergency response plan would be developed and coordinated with the local
emergency management plan and individual facility plans regarding evacuations and other
emergency response measures for all potential emergency events includingaccidentsat the NBAF,
and which would include stipulations for all special-needs populations.
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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: 24.1
DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative in favor of the Plum
Island Site Alternative.

August 22, 2008
1| 24.1
2| 5.0

3| 21.4

Yes, I am William Tass from… I live in Kansas and I really believe that the bio safety
laboratories should be kept on Plum Island and upgraded there. I see no compelling
reason to move them from that location onto the mainland and put our livestock and
people at risk in case of accident (which there have been at Plum Island and they have
been contained). My understanding is there is sufficient acreage on Plum Island and the
bottom line is this kind of facility has no place on the U.S. mainland. There can be no
complete assurance of containment in case of accident and prevailing winds throughout
the proposed United States locations would jeopardize livestock and human safety no
matter where that location was. Plum Island—prevailing winds, are more likely to protect
livestock and population from spread of any pathogens that might be released.
So again, please keep it on Plum Island. Upgrade those facilities.
And I thank you for this opportunity for comment.

Comment No: 2

Issue Code: 5.0

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the five mainland site alternatives. Section 3.14 and
Appendix E of the NBAF EIS evaluate the potential effects on health and safety of operating the
NBAF at the six site alternatives. The evaluation concludes that a pathogen release at the Plum
Island Site would be slightly less likely to result in adverse effects than the mainland sites.
Comment No: 3
Issue Code: 21.4
DHS notes the commentor's concern. 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: 5.2
DHS notes the commentor's statement. The South Milledge Avenue 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: 2

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: 5.0
DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative. As described
in Section 2.3.1, DHS's site selection process incorporated site selection criteria that 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
subburban or sem-urban areas. 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.
Comment No: 2
Issue Code: 5.2
DHS notes the commentor's statement. The South Milledge Avenue 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. 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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