
5-4 
RML-Integrated Research Facility FEIS 

Chapter 5 – Response to Comments 
 

 

LETTER 1 - IRA T. HOLT 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

LETTER 2 - GENE BERNOFSKY 

 

 

 

Comment Response 

2-1  Please see Sections 2.2.2 and 4.2.1 where this 
comment was addressed. 
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LETTER 3 - DAVID BALTIMORE 
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LETTER 4 - EARL POLLARD 
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LETTER 5 - JILL DAVIES 

 

 

 

Comment Response 

5-1  Diseases in Table B-1 are those currently or 
previously studied at RML.  Those diseases 
have been studied in BSL-2 or BSL-3 
laboratories.  Table B-2, Characteristics of Viral 
Diseases Assigned to Biosafety Level 4, includes 
those that have to be studied in a BSL-4.  The 
SDEIS states on page 4-5 that “it is not known 
specifically what agents would be studied at the 
Integrated Research Facility.”  This is because 
the study would depend on national needs at 
the time as well as emerging diseases not yet 
identified. 

5-1 



 
Chapter 5 – Response to Comments 

RML Integrated Research Facility FEIS 
5-9 

 

LETTER 6 - GAIL GRAY, MONTANA 
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC 
HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES 
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LETTER 7 -  GILBERT JELINEK 
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LETTER 8 - DENNIS BARBIAN 
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LETTER 9 - L. W. ENQUIST 
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LETTER 10 - KEVIN DOHR 

Comment Response 

10-1  The notion that an Integrated Research 
Facility (IRF) can be remotely placed and 
remain scientifically productive is incorrect. 
 Science performed off campus is not 
dependent upon facilities available on campus.  
Scientific functions are highly interconnected 
and rely on core support services in order to 
make progress and ensure regulatory 
compliance.  Specific support functions such 
as electron microscopy, hazardous materials 
handling, select agent tracking, secure 
shipping and receiving, emergency medical 
response capability, security screening and 
handling of visitors needs to occur in very 
close proximity to the facility and cannot be 
managed off site.  Such functions are already 
present at the RML campus and would not 
require duplication at a new remote 
location.  Furthermore, the current federal 
budget did not consider the need to build 
additional roads, electrical, natural gas and 
water utility plants and other requirements 
typically provided by state, municipal or 
private enterprises. All of these supportive 
requirements exist at the RML campus and 
also the NIH Bethesda Campus thereby 
eliminating the need for duplication which 
lowers project cost by considerable orders of 
magnitude.  Please also see Section 2.2.2.2. 
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LETTER 11 - LARRY CAMPBELL 

 

 

 

Comment Response 

11-1  Please see Section 1.7.1 where this comment 
is addressed.  The project is not ‘artificially 
constrained’ but is truly constrained by the 
allocated funds.  

11-2  Please see Section 1.7.1 where this comment 
is addressed. 

11-3  Please see the Community Risk section in 
section 4.2.1 where community safety is 
addressed.  The risk analysis revealed that 
there was no health risk from the release of 
infectious agents at a distance of 300 feet 
from the exhaust ducts.  The actual distance 
to the community exceeds 300 feet.  
Therefore, a more remote location would 
add no further benefit to public health and 
safety. 
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Comment Response 

11-4 Please see the Community Risk section in section 
4.2.1 where community safety is addressed.  There 
is no benefit to locating the facility downwind from 
the community because, based on this risk 
assessment information, even at the location of the 
closest residence to proposed RML IRF and under 
the very worst case scenario the risk of public harm 
is statistically so minute that it may be considered 
zero.  Therefore, a more remote location would 
add no further benefit to public health and safety. 

11-5 The RML IRF was designed to have set backs from 
the campus perimeter consistent in meeting blast 
charge weights drawn from the Interagency Security 
Committee Guidelines for New Construction, 
Department of Justice Guidelines and the 
Department of Defense Unified Facilities Criteria.  
Most of these documents are in the public domain; 
however, some portions are considered “security 
sensitive”.  Additionally, analyses were conducted to 
assess the effect of satchel charges placed at 
potentially vulnerable locations of the facility to 
address issues such as progressive collapse and 
breach of containment.  Any areas shown to be 
vulnerable during these analyses were reinforced, as 
appropriate, in the facility design.  Details of the 
analyses are considered security sensitive, as it is 
prudent to keep such detailed vulnerability 
information from being available to those who might 
use the information in a manner that would 
abrogate the intent for which it was produced.  A 
worst-case scenario modeling a percussive 
explosion would mimic the release described in 
Scenario 1 on page 4-11 of SDEIS and FEIS. 

[Continued on following page.]  

11-4 

11-5 

11-6 

11-7 

11-8 

11-9 



5-18 
RML-Integrated Research Facility FEIS 

Chapter 5 – Response to Comments 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

11-6  Please see response to comment 11-5. 

 

11-7  Prions are subjected to chemical treatment, 
autoclaving, and if appropriate for the waste type, 
incineration.  Please see page 4-9 and FEIS. 

11-8  MPR has been added to the list of acronyms and 
defined in the glossary. 

The MPR model does not take into account wind 
speed.  As discussed the SDEIS on page 4-12, the 
MPR model discounts wind speed and patterns 
and replaces them with a well defined geometric 
dispersion model which increases the likelihood 
that a released particle, or portion thereof, will be 
identified in a quantitative manner.  Addition of 
wind speed, exhaust velocities, a wind direction, 
etc. to the model would decrease the worst-case 
quantification effort because addition of these 
variables create increased dispersion/dilution of 
the contaminant. 

11-9  Emergency plans will be drafted (see Chapter 4).  
If it is determined that there is a need for 
specialized care facilities at Marcus Daly or 
another regional hospital, RML will enter into 
agreements with relevant providers and entities. 
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LETTER 12 - SALLY ROSE 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

LETTER 13 - BRIAN BACHMAN 

 

 

No letter was attached. 
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LETTER 14 - LAURIE LEONARD 
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LETTER 15 - WAYNE A. HEDMAN 
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LETTER 16 - PETE BROWN, MONTANA 
HISTORICAL SOCIETY 
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LETTER 17 - TY R. CAPELLE 
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LETTER 18 - PARNELLI SHARP 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Comment Response 

18-1  Please see response to comment 10-1. 
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Comment Response 

18-2  Please see Section 1.7.2 where this comment 
is addressed. 

18-3  Please see Section 1.7.2 where this comment 
was addressed.  Please see description of 
Neighborhood Meetings, which was included 
in Chapter 2 of the DEIS, SDEIS and is 
included in the FEIS. 
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LETTER 19 - GOVERNOR JUDY MARTZ 
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Comment Response 

19-1  Further discussions between the State and 
RML will occur regardless of the alternative 
selected.   

 

 

19-1 



5-28 
RML-Integrated Research Facility FEIS 

Chapter 5 – Response to Comments 
 

 

LETTER 20 - STEVEN WITZ, ST. PATRICK 
HOSPITAL 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


