
 

From: Rick Meisinger [rick@rimdevelopment.com]

Sent: Monday, August 25, 2008 4:32 PM

To: NBAFProgramManager

Cc: E. Arthur Robertson III; Jack Irons

Subject: Support letter for Manhattan National Bio & Agro-Defense Facility

Attachments: RIM Letter of Support for Manhattan National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility.pdf

James V. Johnson 
U.S. Department of Homeland Security 

Please see letter of support attached. 
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Meisinger, Rick
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James V. Johnson
U.S. Department of Homeland Security
Science and Technology Directorate
Mail Stop #2100
245 Murray Lane, SW
Building 410
Washington, DC 20528

RE: Public Input Regarding the National Bio and Agro Defense Facility for Manhattan, KS

Mr. Johnson;

It came to our attention that the public comment period regarding the National Bio and Agro Defense
Facility for Manhattan, KS was nearly over. RIM Development wanted to let you know of our support for
building this facility in Manhattan, KS.

RIM Development owns a 500 acre mixed use development, River Trail Development, in Ogden, KS
which is adjacent to the Manhattan city limits. It is RIM development’s opinion, that the benefit of this
facility to Manhattan and surrounding communities substantially outweighs any of the safety concerns
for this facility.

Rick Meisinger, Partner
RIM Development
3735 Saddle Horn Trail
Ogden, KS 66517
402 537 2288
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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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Melamed, Nancy
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.3

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative.
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Melly, Bernice
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.1

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Plum Island Site Alternative.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 5.1

DHS notes the commentor's statement.

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

December 20082-1605



 

Melly, Bonnie
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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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Merrill, Rebecca
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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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Mersereau, K
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 12.3

DHS notes the commentor’s watershed and water contamination concerns. The NBAF EIS Section

3.13.8, describes the waste management process that would be used to control and dispose of liquid

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

potential spill and runoff affects. Section 3.14 and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS investigate the

chances of a variety of accidents that could occur and consequences of thoseaccidents  Accidents

could occur in the form of procedural violations (operational accidents), natural phenomena

accidents, external events, and intentional acts. Although some accidents are more likely to occur

than others (e.g., safety protocol not being followed), the chances of an accidental release are low.

The specific objective of the hazard identification, accident analysis, and risk assessment is to identify

the likelihood and consequences from accidents or intentional subversive acts.  In addition to

identifying the potential for or likelihood of the scenarios leading to adverse consequences, this

analysis provides support for the identification of specific engineering and administrative controls to

either prevent a pathogen release or mitigate the consequences of such a release.  The risk of an

accidental release of a pathogen is extremely low.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 5.3

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Umstead Research Farm Site Alternative in favor of the

Plum Island Site Alternative.
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From: Craig Meyers [CMeyers@bop.gov]

Sent: Monday, August 25, 2008 3:44 PM

To: NBAFProgramManager

Subject: Comments on NBAF Draft EIS

Attachments: BOP Comments on DEIS of Aug 25, 2008.pdf

Dear Mr. Johnson - Attached are the Federal Bureau of Prison comments re: the proposed Butner site.  
Respectfully, Craig Meyers 

Craig F. Meyers  
Federal Bureau of Prisons 
Associate General Counsel 
Real Estate & Environmental Law 
320 First Street, N.W.  
Washington, D.C. 20534 
Telephone # (202)-307-1240 
Fax #:    (202)-514-8482 
E-mail: cmeyers@bop.gov

SENSITIVE/PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION 
The information contained in this electronic message and any and all accompanying documents 
constitutes sensitive information.  This information is the property of the U.S. Department of Justice.   
If you are not the intended recipient of this information, any disclosure, copying, distribution, or the 
taking of any action in reliance on this information is strictly prohibited.  If you received this message in 
error, please notify us immediately at the above number to make arrangements for its return to us. 
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Meyers, Craig
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 26.0

DHS notes the information provided by the commentor.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 19.3

DHS notes the commentor’s concern.  Section 3.14 and Appendix E evaluate the potential effects on

health and safety of operating the NBAF at the six site alternatives.  A site-specific emergency

response plan would be developed if one of the action alternatives is selected and prior to the

commencement of operations.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 26.0

DHS notes the information provided by the commentor.
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Meyers, Craig

Page 3 of 3

 Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 21.3

DHS notes the commentor’s concerns.  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).

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 19.3

DHS notes the commentor’s concern.  DHS would offer coordination and training to local medical

personnel regarding the effects of pathogens to be studied at the NBAF.  Emergency management

plans would also include training for local law enforcement, health care, and fire and rescue

personnel.

 

Comment No: 6                     Issue Code: 2.0

DHS notes the commentor’s concerns regarding safe facility operations.  The NBAF would be

designed and operated to ensure the maximum level of public safety and fulfill all necessary

requirements to protect the environment.
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Micheel, Gary
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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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Michel, Karl
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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.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 5.0

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.  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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From: Gordon Mikesell [gordonm@sktice.com]

Sent: Monday, August 25, 2008 3:32 PM

To: nbafprogrammanager@dhs.gov

Subject: 'National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility in Manhattan, KS

Dear NBAF Program Manager,

This email is being sent to express my support for locating the proposed National Bio and Agro-Defense 
Facility at Kansas State University in Manhattan, Kansas.
As a land grant university located in the breadbasket of food production, KSU is strategically located to 
serve as a world-class research center focused on the protection of America’s food supply.  The 
university has a long and outstanding history in crop disease research and has also been of 
unmeasureable benefit to the animal-health industry.   

The state of Kansas has also been instrumental in the developing of a Bioscience infrastructure with 
additional support by public investment.  Locating the National Bio and Agro Defense Facility at Kansas 
State University will provide an opportunity for these public-private partnerships to expand.  Furthermore, 
Kansas State University provides the access to talent and research expertise that will effectively 
complement the protection of America’s food supply and agricultural economy.      

Gordon Mikesell 
SKT Chairman 
Phone:  620.584.8373 
Fax:  620.584.2268 
e-mail:  gordon.mikesell@sktcompanies.com 

Please note the change in my e-mail address.  
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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 commentor's statement.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 8.4

DHS notes the commentor's statement.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 5.4

DHS notes the commentor's statement.

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 1.0

DHS notes the commentor's statement.
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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 water quality concerns and DHS acknowledges the current regional

drought conditions.  As described in Section 3.7.7.3.1 of the NBAF EIS, the South Granville Water

and Sewer Authority has 3 to 4 million gallons per day of excess potable water capacity and could

meet NBAF's need of approximately 110,000 gallons per day, currently less than 0.4% of the

Authority's total current capacity.  The NBAF annual potable water usage is expected to be

approximately equivalent to the amount consumed by 210 residential homes.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 19.3

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding the NBAF.  The purpose and need for the proposed

action is discussed in Chapter 1 of the NBAF EIS.  DHS can not guarantee that the NBAF would

never experience an accident.  However, as discussed in Section 2.2.1.1, modern biosafety design

substantially diminishes the chances of a release as the primary design goal is to provide an

adequate level of redundant safety and biocontainment that would be integrated into every

component of the building.  A discussion of human health and safety is included in Section 3.14.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 21.3

See Comment No 3

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 2.0

DHS notes the commentor's statement. Chapter 1, Section 1.1 of the NBAF EIS identifies DHS’s

mission which is to study foreign animal and zoonotic (transmitted from animals to humans) diseases

that threaten our agricultural livestock and agricultural economy.  The goal or benefit of NBAF is to

prevent these animal diseases from spreading in the United States through research into the

transmission of these animal diseases and the development of diagnostic tests, vaccines, and

antiviral therapies.
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 Comment No: 6                     Issue Code: 27.0

DHS notes the information submitted by the commentor.

Chapter 2 - Comment Documents NBAF Final Environmental Impact Statement

December 20082-1616



 

1| 25.3

2| 2.0

MD0005

Miller, Brad
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.3

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

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 2.0

DHS notes the Representative's concerns. DHS has made every effort to explain the operational

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

NBAF EIS that exceeded NEPA requirements. DHS prepared the NBAF EIS in accordance with the

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

1500 et seq.). Since the inception of the NBAF project, DHS has supported a vigorous public

outreach program.  DHS has conducted public meetings in excess of the minimum required by NEPA

regulations; to date, 24 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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 Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 1.0

DHS notes Representative's statement.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 5.1

DHS notes the Representative's statement.

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 5.0

DHS notes the  Representative's statement.
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Miller, Forrest
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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 the NBAF.  The purpose and need for the proposed

action is discussed in Chapter 1 of the NBAF EIS.  DHS can not guarantee that the NBAF would

never experience an accident.  However, as discussed in Section 2.2.1.1, modern biosafety design

substantially diminishes the chances of a release as the primary design goal is to provide an

adequate level of redundant safety and biocontainment that would be integrated into every

component of the building.  A discussion of human health and safety is included in Section 3.14.
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Miller, Jim
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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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Miller, Kenneth
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 19.2

DHS notes the commentor's concern regarding the NBAF.  The purpose and need for the proposed

action is discussed in Chapter 1 of the NBAF EIS.  DHS can not guarantee that the NBAF would

never experience an accident.  However, as discussed in Section 2.2.1.1, modern biosafety design

substantially diminishes the chances of a release as the primary design goal is to provide an

adequate level of redundant safety and biocontainment that would be integrated into every

component of the building.  A discussion of human health and safety is included in Section 3.14.

 

Comment No: 2                     Issue Code: 25.2

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

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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Miller, Richard

Page 1 of 1

 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 23.0

DHS notes the commentor's concerns about long-term funding for the NBAF to ensure safe

operations.  The U.S. Congress and the President are responsible for determining funding priorities

for government programs.  DHS spends funds in accordance with congressional intent.  DHS would

maintain the NBAF and ancillary facilities in compliance with applicable environmental, safety, and

health requirements and provide for safe operation and maintenance.
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PD0268

August 24, 2008 

My name is Rose Miller and I’ve been a Kansas resident for twenty...forty years, since 

1966.  And I’m calling to say I support NBAF in Kansas. 

Thank you. 

1| 24.4

Miller, Rose
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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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From: Therese Miller [therese.miller@cfnbmanhattan.com]

Sent: Monday, August 25, 2008 10:14 AM

To: NBAFProgramManager

Subject: NBAF in Manhattan, KS

U.S. Department of Homeland Security

Science and Technology Directorate

James V. Johnson

Main Stop #2100

245 Murray Lane, SW 

Building 410

Washington, DC

Dear Mr. Johnson, 

I am writing to express my support for locating the NBAF research

facility in Manhattan, KS.  A decision to locate here is not only

right for this community but right for the success of the research of

the facility.  We have such a wonderfully diverse population that

truly thinks out of the box in solving problems.  Locating a research

faculty of this type in this Midwest City that already has a passion

for solving the problems of animal health and food supply protection

is a "perfect fit". 

On a personal note I have had the privilege of living in this

community for almost 40 years and I am sure anyone relocating to this

area would find this one the "best places to live" areas ever.

Please give the utmost consideration to Manhattan, Kansas; I think you

will find that it will truly meet all of your long term expectations. 

Therese Miller

Vice President 
Community First National Bank 

215 S Seth Child Road

Manhattan, KS   66502

785-323-1111

 Personal Residence: 

1911 Blue Hills Road

Manhattan, KS  66502
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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.
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Miller, DVM, PhD, DACT, Carole
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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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Milligan, Nancy
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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 regarding the siting, construction and operation of the NBAF at

the South Milledge Avenue Site.  Section 3.14 and Appendix E of the NBAF EIS investigate the

chances of a variety of accidents that could occur and consequences of thoseaccidents  Accidents

could occur in the form of procedural violations (operational accidents), natural phenomena

accidents, external events, and intentional acts. Although some accidents are more likely to occur

than others (e.g., safety protocol not being followed), the chances of an accidental release are low.

The specific objective of the hazard identification, accident analysis, and risk assessment is to identify

the likelihood and consequences from accidents or intentional subversive acts.  In addition to

identifying the potential for or likelihood of the scenarios leading to adverse consequences, this

analysis provides support for the identification of specific engineering and administrative controls to

either prevent a pathogen release or mitigate the consequences of such a release.  The risk of an

accidental release of a pathogen is extremely low.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 12.2

DHS notes the commentor's concerns regarding possible impact to the area's water resources.  The

NBAF will be operated in accordance with the applicable protocols and regulations pertaining to

hazardous materials handling, spill prevention, and hazardous waste management.  Section 3.13.4

describes the Waste Management processes that would be used to control and dispose of NBAF's

liquid and solid waste.  Sections 3.3.3 and 3.7.3 describe standard methods used to prevent and

mitigate potential spills and runoff affects.  With respect to the rate of water use at the NBAF, it is

noted that the anticipated rate of 118,000 gallons per day is approximately 0.76% of Athens' annual

average of 15.5 million gallons per day.

 

Comment No: 4                     Issue Code: 9.2

DHS notes the commentor’s concern for air quality. The potential effects of  NBAF operations on air

quality are discussed in Section 3.4 of the NBAF EIS.  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.

 

Comment No: 5                     Issue Code: 5.1

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Plum Island Site Alternative.
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 24.0

DHS notes the commentor's support for the South Milledge Avenue Site Alternative.
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Minihan, Joseph
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 Comment No: 1                     Issue Code: 25.4

DHS notes the commentor's opposition to the Manhattan Campus Site Alternative based on risks to

residents and livestock.  The NBAF would be designed and constructed using modern

biocontainment technologies, and operated by trained staff and security personnel to ensure the

maximum level of worker and public safety and least risk to the environment in accordance with all

applicable federal, state, and local laws and regulations.
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Mitchell, Mary
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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 regarding the NBAF.  The purpose and need for the proposed

action is discussed in Chapter 1 of the NBAF EIS.  DHS can not guarantee that the NBAF would

never experience an accident.  However, as discussed in Section 2.2.1.1, modern biosafety design

substantially diminishes the chances of a release as the primary design goal is to provide an

adequate level of redundant safety and biocontainment that would be integrated into every

component of the building.  A discussion of human health and safety is included in Section 3.14.
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Mitchell, Susan
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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: 21.0

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

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

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

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

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

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

pressures.  This means the building’s structural system could resist a wind speed that is expected to

occur, on the average, only once in a 500 year period.

 

In the unlikely event that a 500-year wind storm strikes the facility, the exterior walls and roofing of the

building would likely fail first, and this breach in the exterior skin would cause a dramatic increase in

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Community Shelters standards.

 

Comment No: 3                     Issue Code: 24.1

DHS notes the commentor's support for the Plum Island Site Alternative.
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Mitchell, Ph.D., Jim
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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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