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LETTER 63 - MARY AND GREG TILFORD 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Comment Response 

63-1  Please see response to comment 47-3. 
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Comment Response 

63-2  Please see response to comment 47-3. 

63-3  Alternatives for construction of the Integrated 
Research Facility elsewhere were considered in 
the DEIS and SDEIS, but were not studied in 
detail for the reasons stated in Chapter 2 of 
those documents. 

63-2 

63-3 
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Comment Response 

63-4  In accordance with the 1975 Convention on 
the Prohibition of the Development, 
Production and Stockpiling of Bacteriological 
(Biological) and Toxin Weapons and on Their 
Destruction (ratified by the U.S.), NIH will not 
produce weaponized (per definition of Dr. 
Jonathan Tucker) anthrax or any other agent. 

63-5  For the risk assessment, “negligible” and “not 
significant” can be interpreted to mean the 
same thing. 

63-6  Please see response to comment 11-8. 

63-4 

63-5 

63-6 
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Comment Response 

63-7  Please see response to comment 62-46. 

63-8  The digester is part of the Proposed Action and 
is therefore covered in the cost of the 
Proposed Action. 

63-9  Please see response to comments 62-23 and 
62-98.   

63-10 Please see response to comment 62-58. 

63-11 Please see response to comment 62-25. 

63-12 Please see response to comment 63-12. 

63-7 

63-8 

63-9 

63-10 

63-11 

63-12 
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Comment Response 

63-13 Please see Section 1.7.1 where comments on 
the range of alternatives were addressed. 

63-14 This information has been included in the FEIS.  
See Section 2.2.2. 

63-15 Please see response to comment 62-14. 

63-16 Please see response to comment 62-26. 

63-17 Please see response to comment 62-27. 

63-18 Please see response to comment 62-28. 

63-13 

63-14 

63-15 

63-16 

63-17 

63-18 
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Comment Response 

63-19 Please see response to comment 62-14. 

63-20 Please see response to comment 11-8. 

63-21 Please see response to comment 11-8. 

63-22 Incidents in other US and international labs do 
not bear on the results of NIH laboratories as 
NIH has no control over operating procedures 
of other laboratories.  The NIH would be 
responsible for the safety in the Integrated 
Research Facility and would maintain its high 
standards.  These standards have resulted in 
the outstanding safety record cited in Appendix 
E. 

63-23 Please see response to comment 62-32. 
63-23 

63-22 

63-21 

63-20 

63-19 
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Comment Response 

63-24 The RML air quality permit mandates require that 
the incinerator operate within narrow constraints 
of operational parameters.  Annual Air Emissions 
Testing results indicate that with the efficient 
scrubbing system of the Consumat 325, 
incinerator effluents are far below EPA 
requirements. 

63-25 Non-incinerator alternatives do not provide the 
redundancy of pathogen inactivation that is 
provided by incineration. 

63-25 

63-24 
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Comment Response 

63-26 Please see response to comment 39-21. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

63-26 
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LETTER 64 - CAROLYN MAST 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Comment Response 

64-1  Please see response to comment 47-3. 

64-2  Please see response to comment 11-9. 

 

 

 

 

64-2 

64-1 
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LETTER 65 - BOB SCOTT 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Comment Response 

65-1  Please see Section 1.7.2 where comments on the 
emergency plan were addressed.  Please see 
Section 1.7.3 where comments on the use of the 
incinerator were addressed.   Please see Section 
1.7.1 where comments on the alternatives were 
addressed. 

 

 

 

 

65-1 
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Comment Response 

65-2  Please Section 1.7.3 where comments on the 
effects on community infrastructure were 
addressed. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

65-2 
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LETTER 66 - TED KERSTETTER 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Comment Response 

66-1  Please see response to comment 47-3. 
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LETTER 67 - JAMES CERASOLI 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Comment Response 

67-1  Please see response to comment 47-3. 

67-2  Please see Section 1.7.3 where comments on 
increased use of the incinerator are addressed. 

67-3  Please see response to comment 62-136. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

67-1 

67-2 

67-3 
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LETTER 68 - CYNTHIA SANTOS 

 

 

 

 

 

Comment Response 

68-1  Please see response to comment 58-1. 

68-2  Please see Section 1.7.2 where comments on the 
emergency plan are addressed. 

68-3  Please see Section 1.7.3 where comments on the 
impacts on the water supply are addressed.  
Please see Section 1.7.1 where comments on 
alternative locations are addressed.  In the SDEIS, 
please see Appendix C – Transportation of 
Agents. 

68-1 

68-2 

68-3 
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LETTER 69 - BRIAN JAMESON 

 

 

Comment Response 

69-1 Please see Section 1.7.1 where comments on 
alternative locations are addressed.  Please see 
Section 1.7.3 where comments on the impacts on 
the water supply and effects of increased use of 
the incinerator are addressed.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

69-1 
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LETTER 70 - ROBERT COLE 
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LETTER 71 - SUZANNA MCDOUGAL 

 

 

Comment Response 

71-1  Please see response to comment 47-3. 

71-2  Please see response to comment 58-1. 

71-3  Please see Section 1.7.2 where the emergency 
plan comment is addressed. 

Please see Section 1.7.2 where the emergency 
response comment is addressed. 

Please see response to comment 62-136. 

Please see Section 1.7.3 where the increased use 
of the incinerator and air pollution comments are 
addressed. 

Please see Section 1.7.3 where the use of toxic 
chemicals comment is addressed. 

Please see response to comment 39-16 for 
effects of an exposed laboratory worker. 

Please see response to comment 39-15 on tax 
revenue. 

Please see response to comment 39-19 for 
consistency with the Ravalli County Growth 
Policy.  

Please see Section 1.7.3 where comments on 
noise, light, traffic, and the increased threat of 
terrorism are addressed. 

71-1 

71-2 

71-3 
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LETTER 72 - DORINDA TROUTMAN 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Comment Response 

72-1  It is impossible to guarantee that a malfunction, 
mishap, or error will never occur.  Safety 
mechanisms and backup systems greatly reduce 
the likelihood of an incident.   

 

 

 

72-1 
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LETTER 73 - CINDY NICHOLLS 

 

Comment Response 

73-1  It is virtually impossible for a laboratory worker 
to become infected without knowing it.  Please 
also see response to comment 71-3. 

73-2  Please see Section 1.7.2 where this comment was 
addressed. 

73-3  Please see Section 1.7.1 where this comment was 
addressed. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

73-3 

73-2 

73-1 
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LETTER 74 - MARLA-JANE VOGT 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Comment Response 

74-1  Please see response to comment 47-3. 
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LETTER 75 - DOUG SOEHREN 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Comment Response 

75-1  Please see Section 1.7.1 where this comment is 
addressed. 

75-2  Please see response to comment 58-1. 

75-3  Please see response to comment 47-3. 

75-4  Please see response to comment 62-136. 

75-5  Please see Section 1.7.2 where this comment is 
addressed. 

75-1 

75-2 

75-3 

75-4 

75-5 
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Comment Response 

75-6  
Please see response to comment 63-4. 

75-6 
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LETTER 76 - KIERSTIN LANGE 

 

Comment Response 

76-1  The emergency plan comment is addressed on 
page1-10 of the SDEIS.  An analysis of emergency 
support services was included in Chapter 4 of the 
SDEIS.   

76-2  Please see response to comment 62-136. 

76-3  Please see response to comment 58-1. 

76-4  Please see response to comment 71-3. 

76-5  Please see Sections 1.7.1 and 1.7.3 where 
comments were addressed. 

76-6  Please see response to comment 47-3. 

 

76-1 

76-6 

76-2 

76-3 
76-4 

76-5 



 
Chapter 5 – Response to Comments 

RML-Integrated Research Facility FEIS 
5-261 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



5-262 
RML-Integrated Research Facility FEIS 

Chapter 5 – Response to Comments 
 

 

LETTER 77 - JUDY HOY 

 

 

 

Comment Response 

77-1  Please see response to comment 47-3. 
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LETTER 78 - CONNIE JOHNSON 
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LETTER 79 - MIKE MCGRATH, ATTORNEY 
GENERAL OF MONTANA 
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LETTER 80 - ROBERT SUTHERLAND 
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LETTER 81 - SALLY BLEVINS 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Comment Response 

81-1  Please refer to Sections 1.7.1 and 1.7.3 in the 
SDEIS where these comments were addressed. 
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LETTER 82 - LINDA PERRY 

 

 

 

 

 

Comment Response 

82-1  Please see Section 1.7.1 where this comment is 
addressed. 

82-2  Please see Section 1.7.1 where this type of 
comment is addressed. 

 

82-1 

82-2 
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Comment Response 

82-3  Please see Section 1.7.3 where comments on 
health and safety were addressed. 

82-4  Please see response to comment 62-11. 

82-5  Please see response to comment 47-5 and 58-3. 

82-6  RML recently hired a Public Information Officer. 

82-7  Please see Section 1.7.2 where information about 
filing claims for personal injuries were addressed. 

 

 

82-4 

82-3 

82-5 

82-6 

82-7 



5-270 
RML-Integrated Research Facility FEIS 

Chapter 5 – Response to Comments 
 

 

Comment Response 

82-8  While NIH does not have legal authority to 
support training and hiring of community 
emergency personnel directly, funds for training 
and enhancement of emergency personnel staff, 
if needed, may be available through State and 
Federal programs for public health emergency 
preparedness supported by the Federal 
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) of the 
Department of Homeland Security (DHS), and 
sister agencies of the NIH at the Department of 
Health and Human Services (HHS), including the 
Health Resources and Services Administration, 
and the Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention.  Information about those programs 
is available through the DHS and HHS websites. 
Further, DHS and HHS have emergency 
response personnel who can be called into 
action to support State and local efforts as 
needed.  Local emergency responders could 
obtain public information from the NIH.    

82-9  Please see Section 1.7.2 where comments on an 
emergency plan were addressed. 

82-10 Please see Section 1.7.3 where comments on the 
impacts on community infrastructure, including 
schools, roads, and emergency response were 
addressed. 

 

 

 

 

82-9 

82-8 

82-10 
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LETTER 83 - KENNETH AND BARBARA 
STRIGH 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Comment Response 

83-1  Please see Section 1.7.1 where this comment is 
addressed. 

 

 

 

83-1 
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LETTER 84 - ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 
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Comment Response 

84-1  Please see Section 1.7.1 where this comment is 
addressed.  The items mentioned will be 
considered when the emergency plan is revised. 
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Comment Response 

84-2  There is virtually no chance that an accident that could 
cause an infection would go unnoticed.  This type of 
accident would require a puncture or tear in a suit.  
Please see Appendix E for the BSL-4 procedures that 
would be followed. 

84-3  A separate water tank is not needed as the backflow 
device has proven to be very effective and the accepted 
method of construction.  This device will assure one 
way direction of flow to the new building and prevents 
any water from traveling back into the Hamilton City 
water system.  The potential for backflow 
contamination is eliminated. 

84-4  
Please see Section 2.1.3 regarding waste 
decontamination.  More specific protocols will be 
developed with the cooperation of the manufacturers 
of system components. 

84-5  
The organic component and pH of the effluent waste 
from a tissue digester are not at levels appropriate for 
direct discharge to the sanitary sewer.  Discharge from 
the tissue digester will be collected in a holding tank.  
The contents of the holding tank will be incrementally 
added to the blending tank of wastewater discharge for 
the entire building.  The dilution of the waste will in 
turn reduce its BOD, COD, and TSS levels to 
acceptable levels for discharge into the sewer.  

84-6  
Odorous emissions for the alkaline hydrolysis process 
are minimal.  This equipment will be located in a well 
ventilated room which houses only this process.  All 
chemical used in the process will be stored on site in 
minimum quantities necessary for use.  Storage and use 
of all chemicals will follow the policies of the NIH 
Chemical Hygiene Plan. 

Remainder on following page. 

84-2 

84-3 

84-5 

84-4 

84-6 

84-7 
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84-7 
All controls for the BSL-4 liquid waste system are 
redundant including temperature and pH monitoring of 
the waste load.  The system testing of the liquid waste 
decontamination system will include efficacy monitoring 
using biological indicators.  Physical monitoring will 
include verification of physical parameters recorded by 
the electronic monitoring systems. 
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Comment Response 

84-8  
The BSL-4 containment facility is routinely tested to 
be gas tight.  No fugitive gas emissions are expected.  
In the event of fugitive gas emission, the neutralization 
process would immediately begin. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

84-8 


