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July 3, 2008 

I’m calling to express my opposition to placing the NBAF on solid land and not having it 

on an island in accordance with the recommendation of the Government Accountability 

Office Study. 

Absolute perfect containment never was and never will be possible.  Offshore the deadly 

toxins have dissipated over the ocean not hurting people or animals. 

Therefore, I oppose bringing the NBAF to the Kansas State University campus. 

I do not represent an organization. 

My name is Glenna Burckel. 

Many people I’ve talked to have the same view.  Whether or not they will have the 

energy and confidence of making a difference to get in contact with you, I do not know. 

Thank you. 
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 5.0

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

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 24.0

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. The lower potential effect is

due both to the water barrier around the island and the lack of livestock and suseptible wildlife

species.

 

Comment No: 3                     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: 5.4

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.5

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Flora Industrial Park Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 5.4

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.
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August 22, 2008 

Yes. My name is Stuart Burkhead. I live in Kansas and I support the NBAF in Kansas. 

Thank you very much. 
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.4

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

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

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 12.2

DHS notes the commentor’s water source concerns and acknowledges the region's drought

conditions. As described in the NBAF EIS Chapter 3 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. The NBAF annual potable water

usage is comparable to approximately 228 residential homes' annual potable water usage.  The

South Milledge Avenue Site alternative would have access to 3 surface water sources: the Middle

Oconee River, the North Oconee River, and the Jackson County Bear Creek Reservoir.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 21.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern.  NBAF would incorporate modern biocontainment technologies

and safety protocols, as further discussed in Section 2.2.1.1.   A discussion of human health and

safety is included in Section 3.14 and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS.  DHS is aware of previous

biosafety lapses and will continue to analyze these events in order to provide improvements to the

structural and engineered safety in the final NBAF design, and in the operating procedures,

monitoring and other protocols that will further reduce the chances of an inadvertent or intentional

release of pathogens.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

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

Plum Island Site Alternative.
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From: Lyle Butler [lyle@manhattan.org]

Sent: Monday, August 25, 2008 6:49 PM

To: NBAFProgramManager

Subject: NBAF In Manhattan, KS

August 25, 2008

To: NBAF Program Manager
RE: Support for NBAF Placement in Manhattan

The Manhattan Area Chamber of Commerce has gone on record from Day One as supporting NBAF for 
our country and for our community.  My point for all to consider is what can our community do for NBAF?  
We simply have the capability to provide leading researchers and an existing building with the BRI Level 
3 Lab facility already in place.  

Our community has clearly demonstrated through the years that it can rise to any occasion and provide 
leadership to accomplish some wonderful goals.  Today, our community and this region of Kansas has 
effectively responded to the large expansion of Fort Riley making soldiers and their families feel welcome 
by adding needed infrastructure in schools, housing, roads, health care, child care and etc.

Our community has demonstrated and will respond to make sure that both NBAF and the community will 
work together to make this the best possible location to continue to fight future terrorist threats on our 
food supply.  There is no more open and welcoming state, university or community in this country that can 
show from the past it’s extraordinary capability to lead in the future.

If we can help or provide any additional information please do not hesitate in contacting our office.

Sincerely,

Lyle Butler

Lyle A. Butler 
President/CEO 
Manhattan Area Chamber of Commerce 
501 Poyntz Avenue 
Manhattan, KS 66502-6005 
785-776-8829
email: lyle@manhattan.org
website: www.manhattan.org
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 5.4

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

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 8.4

DHS notes the information provided by the commentor.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 1.0

DHS notes the commentor's statement.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 24.4

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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 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: 24.1

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

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

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

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

Section 2.4.1 of the NBAF EIS.
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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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December 20082-520



 

PD0030

July 28, 2008 

Hi,

My name is Maureen Cacioppo and I’m calling to say that I oppose the Plum Island 

BSL-4.1| 25.1
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.1

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Plum Island 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. 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: 15.4

DHS notes the commentor's concern.  The potential economic effects including those from an

accidental release are discussed in Section 3.10.9 and Appendix D of the NBAF EIS.  The primary

economic effect of an accidental release would be the banning of U.S. livestock products regardless

of the location of the accidental release, which could reach as high as $4.2 billion until the U.S. was

declared foreign animal disease free. The risk of a pathogen release from the proposed NBAF at

each of the proposed sites was evaluated in Section 3.14 of the NBAF EIS and was determined to be

low for all sites.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 21.4

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

the average, only once in a 500 year period.

 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

inner walls would be expected to withstand the tornado. 
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 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 regarding an accident.  Section 3.14, states 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.  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 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 NBAF.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 21.4

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

the average, only once in a 500 year period.

 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

inner walls would be expected to withstand the tornado. 

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 20.4
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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 EIS. The risks were determined to be low for all site

alternatives, but DHS acknowledges that there are additional risks for the elderly population.  Should

the NBAF Record of Decision call for the design, construction, and operation of the NBAF, then site-

specific protocols and emergency response plans would be developed in coordination with local

emergency response agencies that would consider the diversity and density of the populations

residing in the area.
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From: eric395@msn.com on behalf of McKenzie Callahan [mckenzie@proserviceks.com]

Sent: Monday, August 25, 2008 5:46 PM

To: NBAFProgramManager

Subject: Support for the Manhattan Site

To whom it may concern,  

I am writing on behalf of RIM Development and Professional Services of Kansas.  As business owners in 
the Manhattan area we want to show our support of builidng the National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility 
in Manhattan, KS.   Thank you for you consideration. 

McKenzie Callahan
Professional Services of Kansas and RIM Development 
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 5.4

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: 2.0

DHS notes the commentor's concern.  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: 25.2

DHS notes the commentor's statement.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.2

DHS notes the commentor's support for the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.
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PD0224

August 22, 2008 

This is Dale Cantrell.  I’m a member of the Grand Lodge of Masons in Kansas and I 

support NBAF in Kansas. 
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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: 19.3

DHS notes the commentor’s concerns regarding her family's and the local communities safety.  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.  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.  Appendix B to the EIS describes biocontainment lapses and

laboratory acquired infections.  Laboratory-acquired infections have not been shown to be a threat to

the community at large.  Medical facilities are discussed for the Umstead Research Farm Site in

Section 3.10.7.  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 consider the special needs, diversity and density of 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 NBAF.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 15.3

The effects of siting the NBAF on socioecomomic conditions, including housing, are discussed in

Section 3.10 of the NBAF EIS.   As discussed for the Umstead Research Farm Site in Section

3.10.7.3, the housing market would be able to meet the increase in housing demand (326 employees

in total), relative to the estimated growth of the existing population between 2007 and 2012 (188,278).

It is possible that with the relocation of highly skilled workers to the immediate area, property values

could increase due to an increase in demand, and there is no empirical evidence that a facility such

as the NBAF would reduce property values in the study area. Therefore, the overall effect of the

NBAF on housing market conditions would be negligible.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 25.3

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.2

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

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 21.0

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding the potential consequences from a NBAF accident as

the result of human error. As described in Section 2.2.2.1 of the NBAF EIS,  all laboratory staff would

receive thorough pre-operational training, as well as ongoing training, in the handling of hazardous

infectious agents, understanding biocontainment functions of standard and special practices for each

biosafety level, and understanding biocontainment equipment and laboratory characteristics.  Training

and inherent biocontainment safeguards reduce the likelihood of a release. Section 3.14 and

Appendix E of the NBAF EIS, investigates the chances of a variety of accidents that could occur with

the proposed NBAF and consequences of potential accidents, including external events such as a

terrorist attack.  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. Oversite of NBAF

operations, as described in Section 2.2.2.6 of the NBAF EIS,  will be conducted in part by the

Institutional Biosafety Committee (IBC), which includes community representative participation, and

the APHIS Animal Research Policy and Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 24.1

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the five mainland site alternatives.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.5

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

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 8.5

DHS notes the information provided by the commentor.
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From: Tammy Carrea [tcarrea@siceltech.com]

Sent: Friday, August 22, 2008 4:09 PM

To: NBAFProgramManager

Subject: National Bio & Ag Facility (NBAF) site in Butner NC 

Dear DHS,

I would like to voice my opinion against the Butner NC site as an option

for location of the Bio and Ag Facility. The location is in close

proximity to the only water source for the Raleigh NC area which serves

collectively well over 1 million residents including not only those in

Raleigh but surrounding communities. A better choice for such a facility

would be one that has restricted access to major above ground and

underground water facilities.

The town of Butner is also very small and incapable of providing the

advanced level of needed emergency support including water processing,

medical, fire, police/security, and other related services needed to

support a very high risk facility such as the NBAF.

Furthermore the close proximity of the lab to the Shearon Harris Nuclear

Facility in New Hill NC makes it a prime target for terrorist activity.

The two faciities are less than 60 miles apart. How convenient to strike

both within such a short span.

The public is outraged over the lack of early and open information to

allow for detailed debate. As a concerned citizen I request that Butner

NC be removed from the list of possible NBAF sites.

Best regards,

Tammy B. Carrea

Vice President, Regulatory Affairs

Sicel Technologies, Inc.

3800 Gateway Centre Blvd.

Suite 308

Morrisville, NC 27560

(919) 465-2236 ext. 225

tcarrea@siceltech.com

This transmission, and any documents, files or previous transmissions

attached to it, may contain confidential information that is legally

privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, or a person
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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.  The NBAF EIS Chapter 3 Section 3.7.7 describes

the water resources potentially affected at the Umstead Research Farm Site alternative and the

potential construction and operational consequences including buffer zones, erosion control, and

stormwater permitting and planning requirements

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 5.3

DHS notes the commentor's concerns.  The proposed wastewater treatement and discharge at the

Umstead Research Farm Site is discussed in Section 3.3.7.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 15.3

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

coordinated with the local Emergency Management Plan regarding evacuations and other emergency

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

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

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

enforcement, health care, and fire and rescue personnel.

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 21.3

DHS notes the commentor’s concerns regarding the risk of a potential accident or terrorist event.  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.  As described in Chapter 3 and

summarized in Section 2.5 of the NBAF EIS, the impacts of activities during normal operations at any

of the six site alternatives would likely be minor.  Section 3.14 and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS,

investigates the chances of a variety of accidents that could occur with the proposed NBAF and

consequences of potential accidents,  Accidents could occur in the form of procedural violations

(operational accidents), natural phenomena accidents, external events, and intentional acts. Although

some accidents are more likely to occur than others (e.g., safety protocol not being followed), the

chances of an accidental release are low.  Appendix B to the NBAF EIS describes biocontainment

lapses and laboratory acquired infections in the United States and world-wide.  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 operations 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 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 NBAF. Section 3.14 of the NBAF EIS, addresses accident scenarios, including

external events such as a terrorist attack.  A separate Threat and Risk Assessment (designated as
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For Official Use Only)(TRA) was developed outside of the EIS process in accordance with the

requirements stipulated in federal regulations. The TRA is "For Official Use Only" and is not available

for public review. The purpose of the TRA was to identify potential vulnerabilities and weaknesses

associated with the NBAF and are used to recommend the most prudent measures to establish a

reasonable level of risk for the security of operations of the NBAF and public safety. 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.  Security would be provided by a

series of fencing, security cameras, and protocols.  In addition, a dedicated security force would be

present on-site.  Additional security could be provided via cooperation with local law enforcement

agencies.

 

Comment No: 6                     Issue Code: 4.3

DHS notes the commentor's concerns regarding the site selection process, which is described in

Section 2.3.1 of the NBAF EIS.  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.
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responsible for delivering it to the intended recipient, you are hereby

notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution, or use of any of

the information contained in or attached to this transmission is

STRICTLY PROHIBITED. If you have received this transmission in error,

please immediately notify Sicel Technologies, Inc. by e-mail or by

telephone at (919) 465-2236, and destroy the original transmission and

its attachments without reading them or saving them to disk. Thank you.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 26.0

DHS notes the commentor’s concerns regarding the lack of site-specific details in the accident

evaluation.  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.  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.  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.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 8.3

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding the infrastructure improvements and associated costs

required for the NBAF operation at the Umstead Research Farm site. Section 3.3.7 and Section

3.11.7 of the NBAF EIS includes an assessment of the current utility and transportation infrastructure

at the Umstead Research Farm Site, the potential impact and effects from construction and operation

of the NBAF, and the planned utility and transportation improvements to meet the operational

requirements of the NBAF. Information on the utility and transportation improvement cost and the

scope of the cost analysis performed is summarized in Section 2.5 of the NBAF EIS.  Financing

mechanisms for identified utility and transportation improvements or updgrades are beyond the scope

of the NBAF EIS.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 15.3

Please refer to the response in Comment No. 2.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 21.3

DHS notes the commentor's concern that site specific operational, safety, security and emergency

response plans are not included in the NBAF EIS.  DHS prepared the NBAF EIS in accordance with

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

CFR 1500 et seq.). The anaysis conducted in the NBAF EIS was based on conceptual design plans

posted on the DHS website. More detailed design plans would be developed as the project moves

into the final design phase. Should the NBAF Record of Decision call for the design, construction, and

operations of the NBAF then site specific operational, safety, security and emergency protocols and

plans would be developed 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

NBAF. DHS also notes commentor's concern that responders may not be properly trained or properly

equipped with adequate personal protective equipment (PPE). Section 2.2.2 of the NBAF EIS
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provides information on the general types of Standard Operating Procedures (SOP) that will be

prepared subsequent to the NBAF Record of Decision.  These SOPs will include site-specific

operation and maintenance SOPs, as well as release mitigation procedures and emergency response

plans. The emergency response plans would be developed in coordination with local emergency

response agencies and would include training to ensure adequate protection of responders. 

 

In addition, 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.  The TRA and

security actions that would be implemented, based on TRA recommendations, are designated as For

Official Use Only and not available to the public for security reasons. the TRA addresses emergency

response planning and pre-planning/coordination with local emergency response agencies as

recommended mitigation measures.

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 23.0

DHS notes the commentor's statement that the potential threats of particular pathogens to be studied

at the NBAF are not provided in the NBAF EIS. 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.  Section 3.14 and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS, investigates the chances of

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

accidents, The representative pathogens used in the NBAF risk assessments detailed in Section 3.14

and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS, were Foot and Mouth Disease virus (FMDV), Rift Valley Fever

virus (RVFV) and Nipah virus.  The chances of an accidental release are low.  Although some

accidents are more likely to occur than others (e.g., safety protocol not being followed), the chances

of an accidental release based on human error are low in large part due to the design and

implementation of biocontainment safeguards in conjunction with rigorous personnel training.  For

example, as described in Section 2.2.2.1 of the NBAF EIS,  all laboratory staff would receive thorough

pre-operational training, as well as ongoing training, in the handling of hazardous infectious agents,

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

and understanding biocontainment equipment and laboratory characteristics.  Appendix B to the EIS

describes biocontainment lapses and laboratory acquired infections.  Laboratory-acquired infections

have not been shown to be a threat to the community at large. As set out in Section 3.14.3.4 of the

NBAF EIS, employees and contractors will be screened prior to employment or engagement and

monitored while working, among other security measures. In addition, oversight of NBAF operations,

as described in Section 2.2.2.6 of the NBAF EIS,  will be conducted in part by the Institutional

Biosafety Committee (IBC), which includes community representative participation, and the APHIS

Animal Research Policy and Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee. Should the NBAF Record
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of Decision call for the design, construction, and operations of the NBAF, 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.  The need for an evacuation under

an accident conditions is considered to be a very low probability event.  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.

 

Comment No: 6                     Issue Code: 12.3

DHS notes the commentor's stormwater concerns. The NBAF will be operated in accordance with the

applicable protocols and regulations pertaining to stormwater management, erosion control, spill

prevention, and waste management. Grassy swales, retention ponds, pervious pavement, and onsite

reuse are examples of available stormwater management options.  Section 3.13.8 describes the

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

waste.  Sections 3.3.7 and 3.7.7 describe standard methods used to prevent and mitigate potential

spills and runoff affects. The EIS describes post-construction stormwater consequences as a valid

concern. 

 

Comment No: 7                     Issue Code: 18.3

DHS notes the commentor's concern about animal waste and carcass disposal. Section 3.13.2.2 of

the NBAF EIS identifies the waste streams that would be generated by the operation of the facility.

Table 3.13.2.2-2 identifies the origins of and pretreatment technologies applicable to waste streams

destined for the sanitary sewer and Table 3.13.2.2-3 identifies the origins of and pretreatment

technologies applicable to solid waste streams destined for offsite treatment or disposal facilities.  As

shown on these tables, all of these technologies will render potentially infectious waste streams non-

infectious or sterile.   Table 3.13.2.2-4 provides a brief description and comparison of the three most

likely technologies being considered (i.e., incineration, alkaline hydrolysis, and rendering).  As shown

on the table, all of these technologies produce non-infectious or sterile residuals.

 

SGWASA's record with regard to pretreatment is beyond the scope of this EIS.

 

Comment No: 8                     Issue Code: 2.0

DHS notes the commentor's question regarding whether oversight of NBAF operations would include

representatives from local municipalities. Procedures and plans to operate the NBAF will include the

Institutional Biosafety Committee, which will include community representatives as described in

Section 2.2.2.6 of the NBAF EIS. Should a decision be made to build NBAF and the site selected,

DHS would begin transition and operational planning which would include consideration of policies

and procedures for public participation, education, and also public advisory initiatives.   After DHS

determines the viability and nature of such a public advisory and oversight function, appropriate roles

and responsibilities would be defined.
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 Comment No: 9                     Issue Code: 4.0

DHS notes the commentor's statement. The NBAF would provide state-of-the-art biocontainment

features and operating procedures to minimize the potential for laboratory-acquired infections and

accidental releases. The risk of an accidental release of a pathogen is extremely low.  Sections 3.8.9,

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

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

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

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

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

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

emergency response plans in place prior to the initiation of research activities at the proposed NBAF.

It has been shown that modern biosafety laboratories can be safely operated in populated areas.  An

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

such facilities employ modern biocontainment technologies and safety protocols, such as would be

employed in the design, construction, and operation of NBAF.

 

Comment No: 10                     Issue Code: 25.0

DHS notes the commentor's statement.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.4

DHS notes the commentor's statement.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 21.4

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding potential tornado impacts to the NBAF.  Sections 3.4

and  3.14.3.2 of the NBAF EIS address NBAF design criteria and accident scenarios associated with

weather-related events such as tornadoes, respectively.  DHS notes the commentor's concern

regarding a malicious and criminal act perpetrated by a NBAF employee. Section 3.14 addresses

accident scenarios, including internal and external events, such as, an "insider" criminal act and

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.

 

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 effects would be significant for all sites.  The potential

biological and socioeconomic effects from a pathogen release from the NBAF are included in

Sections 3.8.9 and 3.10.9, respectively.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 5.1

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Manhattan Campus Site and support for the Plum

Island Site Alternative.
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So, these are my comments and I strongly oppose the location of this NBAF facility in 
Manhattan, Kansas. 

Thank you. 

Bye.

1 cont.|25.4
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.0

DHS notes the commentor's support for the NBAF project.
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 Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 5.0

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

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 15.4

DHS notes the commentor's concern.  The potential economic effects including those from an

accidental release are discussed in Section 3.10.9 and Appendix D of the NBAF EIS.  The primary

economic effect of an accidental release would be the banning of United States livestock products

regardless of the location of the accidental release, which could reach as high as $4.2 billion until the

United States was declared foreign animal disease free. The risk of a pathogen release from the

proposed NBAF at each of the proposed sites was evaluated in Section 3.14 of the NBAF EIS and

was determined to be low for all sites.

 

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 24.1

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