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LETTER  47 
Alexandra Gorman 
 
47.1 The portion of Dr. Johnson’s report that addresses the exposure and 

clinical infection record of those three laboratories during the past 20 
years is not anecdotal; it represents the facts, and particularly in the 
case of USAMRIID, it is based on written records from that Institute 
supplied to Dr. Johnson by Dr. Peter Jahrling, Principal Scientific 
Aadvisor to USAMRIID.  Nobody working in the BSL-4 at USAMRIID 
suffered a clinical infection. The statement in Section 4.2.1.1 
“Community Safety and Risk - Other Potential Risk Scenarios (a)” of 
the FEIS is correct with just one caveat.  BSL-4 containment did not 
exist as such until 1984 when the first edition of Biosafety in 
Microbiological and Biomedical Laboratories (BMBL) came out.  That 
is why Dr. Johnson covered a 20 year period through most of 2003.  
No clinical infections occurred in BSL-4 work at USAMRIID in that 20 
year interval. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

47.1   
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LETTER  47 
Alexandra Gorman 
 

47.1 47.2 All the agents listed in the published article referenced in the 
comment are either BSL-2 organisms or BSL-3 agents.  No clinical 
infections occurred in BSL-4 work at USAMRIID during the period of 
time in Dr. Johnson’s study. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

47.2  
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LETTER  47 
Alexandra Gorman 

47.2  
47.3 See Response to Comment 4.47. 
 
 
 
 

47.3  
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LETTER  47 
Alexandra Gorman 
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LETTER  47 
Alexandra Gorman 
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Alexandra Gorman 
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Alexandra Gorman 
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LETTER  47 
Alexandra Gorman 
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Alexandra Gorman 
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Alexandra Gorman 
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Alexandra Gorman 
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LETTER  47 
Alexandra Gorman 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Response to Comments  
5 - 164 



NATIONAL EMERGING INFECTIOUS DISEASES LABORATORIES  
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LETTER  47 
Alexandra Gorman 
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Alexandra Gorman 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Response to Comments  
5 - 166 



NATIONAL EMERGING INFECTIOUS DISEASES LABORATORIES  
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LETTER  47 
Alexandra Gorman 
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Alexandra Gorman 
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Alexandra Gorman 
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LETTER  48 
Susan Gracey 
 
48.1 See Response to Comment 1.1. 
 
48.2 See Response to Comment 1.2. 
 
48.3 See Response to Comment 1.3. 
 
48.4 See Response to Comment 1.4. 
 
 

48.1  

48.2  
 

48.3  
 

48.4   
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LETTER  49 
Gregory A. Grillone, M.D., FACS 
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LETTER  50 
Paul Guzzi 
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LETTER  51 
Amy Hendricksen 
 
51.1 See Response to Comment 1.1. 
 
51.2 See Response to Comment 1.2. 
 
51.3 See Response to Comment 1.3. 
 
51.4 See Response to Comment 1.4. 

51.1  

51.2  
 

51.3  
 

51.4   
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LETTER  52 
Almarita Hendrix 
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LETTER  53 
Sherwood S. Hughes 
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LETTER  53 
Sherwood S. Hughes 
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LETTER  54 
Gretchen Klotz 
 
54.1 See Response to Comment 1.1. 
 
54.2 See Response to Comment 1.2. 
 
54.3 See Response to Comment 1.3. 
 
54.4 See Response to Comment 1.4. 
 

54.1  

54.2  
 

54.3  
 

54.4   
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LETTER  55 
J. Thomas Lamont, MD 
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J. Thomas Lamont, MD 
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LETTER  56 
Elisabeth Leonard 
 
56.1 See Response to Comment 1.1. 
 
56.2 See Response to Comment 1.2. 
 
56.3 See Response to Comment 1.3. 
 
56.4 See Response to Comment 1.4. 
 
 

56.1  

56.2  
 

56.3  
 

56.4   
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LETTER  57 
Edward L. Loech 
 
57.1 See Response to Comment 1.1. 
 
57.2 See Response to Comment 1.2. 
 
57.3 See Response to Comment 1.3. 
 
57.4 See Response to Comment 1.4. 

57.1  

57.2  
 

57.3  
 

57.4   
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LETTER  58 
Eve Lyman 
 
58.1 See Response to Comment 19.2. 
 
58.2 See Response to Comment 78.2 
 
58.3 See Appendix 11, Executive Summary Threat and Vulnerability 

Analysis. 
 
58.4 See Appendix 11, Executive Summary Threat and Vulnerability 

Analysis.  
 
58.5 As stated in Section 2.2.5.1, any research that may be conducted in 

the proposed Boston-NBL would comply with all applicable Federal, 
state, and local laws, including laws governing the use of 
recombinant DNA.    

58.1  
58.6 The EIS is an NIH document.  Some of the preparers are affiliated 

with Boston University since they were needed to provide 
information about the proposed project and its potential 
environmental impacts.  The fact that some of the preparers are 
affiliated with Boston University does not affect the NIH’s ability to 
make an informed, independent, and objective decision on the 
proposed action.   

58.2 
58.3 
58.4 
58.5 

 
58.6 58.7 Transportation of select agents to and from the Boston-NBL would be 

managed in accordance with all applicable local, state, and federal 
regulations and guidelines and BUMC policy. These regulations and 
policies address appropriate notification, packaging, routing, and 
delivery protocols including delivery personnel screening, 
predetermination of routes, date and time of travel and delivery, and 
GPS monitoring to allow for vehicle tracking and response to 
incidents during travel time.  See Section 2.2.6 of the FEIS. 

58.7 
58.8 
58.9 
58.10  
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Eve Lyman 
 
58.8 Insect release and inventory precautions are described in Section 

4.2.1.1 “Community Safety and Risk – Other Potential Risk Scenarios 
(c)” and in Response to Comment 26.11.  It is unclear what is meant 
by "formation of carriers".  All personnel with potential exposures to 
infectious agents that pose a risk to other individuals because of 
possible person to person transmission would be quarantined for the 
duration of the incubation period of the agent in question.  
Individuals who are exposed to potentially infectious agents through 
"scratches in lab" would be evaluated to determine their risk of 
acquiring the infectious agent and for the risk of person to person 
transmission.  Quarantine of the individual would depend on the 
nature of the agent and the exposure. 

 
58.9 Concerns over the staff with access to select agents have been 

addressed though careful screening, mandatory two-person rule 
protocols, layers of access that must be replicated for egress and 
surveillance by closed circuit television. This system of audits and 
check and balances on approved personnel is intended to mitigate 
risks associated with approved staff. Incidents of non-compliance or 
systems malfunctions would be reported immediately to responsible 
officials. Checks and balances includes researchers having access to 
and information about research areas only, security personnel having 
access to and information about security areas and protocols only and 
facilities personnel having access to and information about facilities 
areas and protocols only. Individuals with access to select agents 
would not have knowledge of or access to security access and audit 
systems.  See Sections 2.2.5, and  2.2.6 of the FEIS.   

 
58.10 Any breach in security or safety procedures would be thoroughly 

investigated by the appropriate responsible parties and reported to the 
Executive Committee as well as appropriate local, state and/or federal 
agencies. 
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LETTER  58 
Eve Lyman 
 
58.11 The BMBL provides guidelines and risk assessment information.  It does 

not attempt to provide a biosafety level for every organism. The 4th 
edition (1999) as referenced does not provide guidance on avian 
influenza.  The draft 5th edition does.  USDA also regulates work with this 
agent because it is considered an agricultural select agent or high 
consequence pathogen.  

 
58.12 The worst possible case does not indicate there would be an accident that 

requires payment for damages. 
 
58.13 The waste disposal system and procedures are fully described in the 

Sections 2.2.3.2, 2.2.8 and 3.8. Discharges to the sewer system are 
regulated by the BWSC, DEP and MWRA, each of which has the authority 
to issue fines for violations of permits and regulations, and to shut down 
laboratory discharges, if required.  The correlation of the buildings systems 
proposed for this facility to the failure of the Plum Island wastewater 
treatment system is inappropriate.  All waste discharged from this facility 
ultimately would be treated in the MWRA’s treatment plant. 

 
58.14 The public has been given full opportunity to be involved in the 

environmental review of the proposed action.  Whether the citizens 
of Boston should vote on the proposed action is outside the scope of 
NEPA and of this EIS.   

 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 

58.12 
58.11 

58.13 
58.14 
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LETTER  59 
Thomas D. Mann, Jr. 
 
59.1 Based on discussions with the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) 

and Massport, there are no identified “Potential Aircraft Impact 
Zones” for the site. There is a protected surface zone that emanates in 
a trapezoidal shape, terminating 10,000 feet from the end of the 
runway.  The location of the proposed project is beyond the limits of 
this zone.  FAA has determined that this project poses no hazard to 
air navigation. 

 
59.2 In compliance with the FAA Advisory Circular 70/7460.2k, a Notice 

of Proposed Construction or Alteration was filed with the FAA.  On 
May 10, 2005, the FAA issued a Determination of No Hazard To Air 
Navigation and would not require any marking or lighting of the 
building for safe navigation. 

 
 

59.1 

59.2 
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LETTER  60 
C. Martinez 
 
60.1 See Response to Comment 1.1. 
 
60.2 See Response to Comment 1.2. 
 
60.3 See Response to Comment 1.3. 
 
60.4 See Response to Comment 1.4. 

60.1  

60.2 
60.3 
60.4  
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LETTER  61 
Peter A. Merkel, M.D., M.P.H. 
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LETTER  62 
Phyllis J. Miller 
 
62.1 See Response to Comment 1.1. 
 
62.2 See Response to Comment 1.2. 
 
62.3 See Response to Comment 1.3. 
 
62.4 See Response to Comment 1.4. 
 
 

62.1  
 

62.2  

62.3  
 
 

62.4   
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LETTER  63 
Thomas P. Monath, MD 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Response to Comments  
5 - 189 



NATIONAL EMERGING INFECTIOUS DISEASES LABORATORIES  
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

LETTER  64 
David S. Mundel 
 
64.1 BUMC is committed to safety of its workers and the general population.  

The proposed lab would be operated in conformance with all applicable 
federal, state and local regulations many of which pertain to safety. See 
Response to Comment 4.28. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

64.1  
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LETTER  64 
David S. Mundel 
 

64.2 64.2 See Response to Comment 19.1.  
  
64.3 As soon as confirmed cases of tularemia were identified BUMC officials 

notified all appropriate authorities as required including the Boston Public 
Health Commission (BPHC), the Massachusetts Department of Public 
Health and the CDC.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

64.3  
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LETTER  64 
David S. Mundel 
 
64.4 BUMC, in accordance with instructions from NIH, responded to public 

requests for information to the entire interested public in documents that 
have been distributed to requestors and placed in public libraries in 
Boston. Individual requests for information were not addressed until they 
could be included in the comprehensive responses as described above.    

 
64.5 The assessment reviewed the potential release of agent as compared to 

known health benchmarks.  The universally accepted benchmarks are 
8,000 – 10,000 Anthrax spores for inhalation exposure per event (U. S. 
DIA 1986), and over 500 spores as a time weighted average over an eight 
hour period (Brachman et al. 1966).    The total predicted exposure over 
the event is less than a spore and there is no documented evidence of any 
infection caused by inhalation of a single anthrax spore.   The worst case 
scenario concludes that under the worst case an individual could be 
exposed to less than one B. anthracis spore.  This dose of organisms is not 
infectious for normal or immuno-compromised individuals. 

64.4  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

64.5   
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LETTER  64 
David S. Mundel 
 
64.6 The Maximum Possible Risk, or MPR model, was used to further evaluate 

risks associated with siting and operation of the proposed BSL-4 laboratory 
at Boston University.  In order to provide quantitative data for input into 
the model, laboratory studies simulating accidental releases of anthrax 
spores were conducted.  A modified Henderson Apparatus, operated in a 
static mode, was used to model accidental release of a B. subtilis spore 
preparation (1011 cfu/gm) as a surrogate for B. anthracis.  The spore 
concentration was verified by titer on tryptic soy agar.  In a biological 
safety cabinet, the static aerosol chamber was oriented so that the 
sampling ports and main hatch entry were parallel to the laboratory 
bench; the chamber exhaust was attached to house vacuum protected by 
a HEPA filter.  The aerosol generator port and annular ring were sealed 
and not used in this set of experiments.  The pressure relief port on the 
apparatus was also protected by a HEPA filter, to provide make up air 
when the chamber was placed under vacuum to clear aerosols from the 
chamber in between experimental runs and between releases of spore 
preparations.  In between each accidental aerosol release experiment, the 
chamber was washed, decontaminated with bleach solution, and dried 
with an alcohol wash. 

64.6  

64.7  
 

Procedure for Release of Aerosols within the Chamber: 
Sampling ports on either side of the main chamber hatch were used to 
insert the sampling probes from particle counters.  One counter was 
calibrated to count and determine the total number of particles within the 
respirable range of man (0.3 – 10 microns).  The other port was fitted with 
a probe sampling total particles generated.  Background measurements 
were obtained prior to “accidental” release of the spores.  A spore 
preparation contained in a 15 cc conical bottom Falcon tube with the cap 
loosened and simply sitting on the tube was held parallel to the bench 
and dropped into the chamber from a height of 15 inches, just at the 
height of the open hatch.   The gasketed hatch was fitted into place as 
soon as the drop was accomplished. Particle counting was begun prior to 
the “drop” to establish background, and continued for as long as it took to 
stabilize at, or close to, zero particle counts after the “drop”.  
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David S. Mundel 

 
The chamber was held static during background and test sampling.  The 
drop experiment was performed 19 times.  The average number of 
respirable particles generated in accidental release experiments, over the 
19 trials, was 319,701.  The standard deviation was 155,950 particles.  
Six standard deviations (“six sigma”) were added to the mean number of 
respirable particles generated equaling 1,255,396   For use in the MPR 
model, the respirable number of spores was 1,255,396   P (1,255,396 
<.000000001).  See Section 3 in Appendix 12.   

 
64.7 The NIH performed a third risk assessment using the Maximum Possible 

Risk Model for the proposed BSL-4 facility at Boston University.  Fifteen 
release scenarios were evaluated to investigate the impact of the 
laboratory and its operation on the surrounding urban environment.  The 
assessment is attached in Appendix 12.  See Responses to Comments 4.6 
and 64.6. 
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LETTER  64 
David S. Mundel 
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David S. Mundel 
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David S. Mundel 
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LETTER  64 
David S. Mundel 
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LETTER  64 
David S. Mundel 
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David S. Mundel 
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David S. Mundel 
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LETTER  64 
David S. Mundel 
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LETTER  64 
David S. Mundel 
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David S. Mundel 
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LETTER  65 
Carolyn Nikkal, EdD 
 
65.1 See Response to Comment 19.2.  
 
65.2 See Response to Comment 19.1. 
 
65.3 BUMC has a strong and well managed laboratory safety program. 

There are over two dozen environmental health and safety 
professionals including environmental engineers, industrial 
hygienists, health physicists and biosafety professionals providing 
training, inspection and overall safety services. As is typical of any 
large complicated campus, BUMC has received regulatory notices, 
orders and violations.  Nonetheless, BUMC has an excellent safety 
record, receives strong support from senior management, and enjoys 
a solid reputation with government regulators. 

65.1  
 
 

65.2  
 

65.3  
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LETTER 66 
Pat O’Brien 
 
66.1 See Response to Comment 1.1. 
 
66.2 See Response to Comment 1.2. 
 
66.3 See Response to Comment 1.3. 
 
66.4 See Response to Comment 1.4. 
 
 

66.1  

66.2  
 

66.3  
 

66.4   
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LETTER  67 
George T. O’Connor, MD, MS 
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LETTER  68 
Kenneth Olken 
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LETTER  69 
Marc Pelletier 
 
69.1 As soon as confirmed cases of tularemia were identified, BUMC 

officials notified all appropriate authorities as required including the 
Boston Public Health Commission (BPHC), the Mass. Department of 
Public Health and the CDC. The BPHC's report on these exposures 
recommended that stronger procedures be put in place to monitor lab 
personnel and report suspected cases.  BUMC concurred with these 
recommendations in its public Statement of Responsibility.  BUMC 
has already implemented procedures including a mandatory notice to 
the Occupational Medicine Department after missing one day with 
any sickness and a medical alert card carried by all tularemia lab 
workers.  BUMC has begun to implement the following procedures: 
increased safety training and procedures for lab workers; strengthened 
laboratory safety procedures; unannounced safety inspections of 
BUMC laboratories; applying additional tests and safeguards to 
infectious material sent to BUMC for research purposes; outside, 
expert review of BUMC research controls and procedures; and, 
working with the Boston Public Health Commission to improve the 
notification process. 

69.1 
 
69.2 See Response to Comment 4.33. 
 
69.3 The purpose of siting the laboratory at the proposed location in the 

Bio Square Research Park is to allow for dynamic collaborations 
among investigators at multiple research entities such as Boston 
University School of Medicine, Harvard Medical School, 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Massachusetts General 
Hospital, Brigham and Women’s Hospital, University of 
Massachusetts Medical Center, the Massachusetts Biological 
Laboratories, Tufts University, New England Medical Center, Brandeis 
University, and others.  Section 2.3.2 describes the alternatives 
considered but eliminated from detailed study.  

69.2 
69.3 
69.4   
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Marc Pelletier 
 

69.4 69.4 As explained in Appendix 9 “Risk Assessment Report March 23, 2005 – 
Appendix A”, for the wind tunnel assessment of the Boston-NBL, a model 
was built to a scale of 1:200.  The model consisted  of the Boston-NBL 
and any surroundings within 800 feet radius.  This included many Boston 
University Medical Campus (BUMC) buildings (existing and future), and 
the surrounding commercial and residential areas.  Because of the height 
of the penitentiary south of the Boston-NBL, an extension was also added 
to include this in the model. Receptor locations in the wind tunnel were 
connected to tracer gas meters and are tested for multiple wind speeds 
and wind directions for each source in order to capture the worst-case 
impact.  See Response to Comment 90.2. 

69.5 

 
69.6 69.5 BUMC has utilized several mechanisms, outside the NEPA process, to 

respond to requests for information and address community concerns.  
In addition to attendance and participation at more than 150 
community meetings to provide an overview of the project, address 
specific issues and answer questions on the Boston-NBL, BUMC has 
set up information repositories that include key documents and 
materials at four local public libraries in neighborhoods near the 
project; some documents have been translated into Spanish to 
facilitate access for non-English and bilingual speakers. In addition, 
members of BUMC’s Biosafety Laboratory Advisory Group comprised 
of community members from various Boston neighborhoods serve as 
focal points for community information exchange on the Boston-NBL. 

 
69.6 Historically, Boston Medical Center and Boston University's Medical 

and Charles River campuses have participated in job and training and 
other outreach activities to showcase programs and best practices. In 
the past, each institution has done so separately and distinctly. 
BUMC's 1st Annual Boston University Campus Wide Fair held in 
January 2005 was an effort to coordinate resources in order to 
provide residents of the Greater Boston area with maximum access 
and exposure to the employment and educational opportunities 
available across the Boston University campus. 
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Bill Perkins 
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Kevin C. Peterson 
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Ana Peria 
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Eujenie Pires 
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Maria Pires 
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Carolyn Poiselli 
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Carolyn Poiselli 
 
75.1 The use of autoclaves to treat pathological wastes is regulated by the 

state Department of Public Health.  Pursuant to 105 CMR 480.500, 
the DPH has approved the use of certain autoclave models for such 
purposes.  The Project would utilize autoclave devices approved by 
the Department.   

 
75.2 As noted in Sections 4.6 and 4.7, the project would create temporary 

construction related air and noise impacts. To offset temporary air 
quality impacts, the project has committed to participating in the state 
Department of Environmental Protection's (DEP) diesel retrofit 
program for construction vehicles.  Mitigation measures would be 
employed as necessary to minimize potential impacts of noise 
operations.  Construction activities at the project site would comply 
with state DEP regulations that forbid unnecessary emissions of sound 
due to neglect or through failure to provide the necessary equipment 
or maintenance.  Construction activities would also comply with the 
City of Boston's Noise Regulation which sets quantitative limits on 
noise from construction devices, applicable at the lot line of the 
construction site, but not closer than 50 feet from the nearest active 
construction device.   

75.1 

75.2 
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Carolyn Poiselli 
 
75.3 While diseases such as Crimean-Congo Hemorrhagic fever and 

Marburg Hemmorrhagic fever have not been seen in the United 
States, other diseases such as Lassa fever and Ebola have been 
reported in the United States.  Hantavirus has been especially 
prevalent in areas in the desert southwest.  International travel and 
intentional release can make these tropical diseases local very 
quickly,   which is why it is vital to study these agents in the effort to 
develop vaccines, diagnostics, and therapuetics to protect the public 
health from emerging infectious diseases and acts of bioterrorism. 

 
 

75.3  
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Carolyn Poiselli 

75.4  
75.4 Animal research is an essential element of defining the pathogenesis of 

infectious diseases and such knowledge is essential for finding diagnostic 
tests, treatments, therapies, and vaccines for these infectious diseases.  All 
animals are treated according to the rules set forth by the Institutional 
Animal Care and Use Committee, the USDA Animal Welfare Act 
regulations, 9 CFR Subchapter A, and the Guide for the Care and Use of 
Laboratory Animals (National Research Council 1996).   

 
75.5 There is a detailed mechanism for the recruitment of subjects, both 

normal volunteers and individuals with particular conditions, that 
complies with regulations of the Human Investigation Review 
Committee.  This institutional committee functions under the 
authority of the Office for Human Research Protections at the DHHS. 
All protocols which involve human subjects are reviewed prior to 
approval. Part of the materials that are reviewed includes how 
subjects would be recruited. All flyers and advertisements would be 
approved by the Institutional Review Board before posting.  In 
virtually all cases adult individuals are required to give informed 
consent prior to enrollment in an approved study.  The risks and 
benefits of all protocols are thoroughly explained to each potential 
participant prior to their informed consent.  BUMC does not intend to 
solicit any individuals who are unable to provide informed consent.  
Federal Regulations (45 CFR 46 Subpart C) require that an IRB must 
be constituted with at least one member who participates in reviews 
who is a prisoner or prisoner representative in order for the IRB to 
review research involving prisoners as subjects.  The BUMC IRB does 
not currently review research involving prisoners as subjects.  
Homeless people that would like to volunteer for a study would need 
to give informed consent in order to participate in any study at the 
NEIDL; this is true of any volunteer regardless of their housing 
situation. 

75.5 

75.6 

75.7  
 
75.6 See Response to Comment 75.5. 
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Carolyn Poiselli 
 
75.7 BUMC has addressed risks identified by NIH and BUMC staff as well 

as the community. These risks, including a complete mechanical 
failure and subsequent release, an attack on the facility, the removal 
of agents from the building, employee injuries and transportation 
related risks have been addressed at a variety of meetings and are 
included in public documents.  The risk to the public has been found 
to be negligible.  See Section 4.2.2.1 “Community Safety and Risk”, 
and also Appendices 11 and 12. 
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Carolyn Poiselli 
 
75.8 See Response to Comment 69.5. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

75.8   
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Virginia Pratt 
 
76.1 See Response to Comment 1.1. 
 
76.2 See Response to Comment 1.2. 
 
76.3 See Response to Comment 1.3. 
 
76.4 See Response to Comment 1.4. 
 

76.1 
76.2 
76.3 
76.4  
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Andrew L. Raddant 
 
77.1 The depth to groundwater at the project site is between 5 and 11 feet. 

The grade at the site would be increased by 1 to 2 feet above existing 
grade.  Because the proposed building does not have a basement but 
would consist of a concrete slab foundation constructed to a depth of 
4 to 8 feet below the finished grade of the site, there would be no 
penetration of the groundwater table.   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

77.1   
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Monica Raymond 
 
78.1 See Responses to Comments 29.9 and 19.2. 
 
78.2 Anthrax was chosen for use in the worst case scenario evaluations 

because the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention determined that 
second to smallpox (possession is restricted under international 
agreement), anthrax has the greatest potential for public health harm.  The 
2002 report, Public Health Assessment of Potential Biological Terrorism 
Agents (Rotz, et al. 2002) outlines the overall selection and prioritization 
process used to determine the biological agents for public health 
preparedness activities.  This report was used as a basis for using anthrax 
in worst case modeling. 

78.1  
 

78.2  
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