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Appendix B 
Draft PEIS Comments 

Comment by Reference Comment Action/Response 

Sections 
2.3.4.1 and 
2.4.3.2.c 

1.a. Air Quality – Department of 
Environmental Quality (DEQ) Air Division 
recommends that at sites within ozone non-
attainment areas or ozone maintenance areas 
DoD take additional precautions to limit 
emissions of volatile organic compounds and 
nitrogen oxides. 

No changes required – Response 
letter documents Clean Air Act 
requirements and site-specific 
permitting for Naval Surface Warfare 
Center Dahlgren Laboratory 
(NSWCDL). 

Section 
1.2.2.3 

1.b. Air Quality – DEQ Air Programs 
Coordination Division indicates that in the 
event of construction activities in VA, fugitive 
dust emissions must be kept to a minimum… 

No changes required – Response 
letter states that scope of 
Programmatic Environmental Impact 
Statement (PEIS) is limited to 
operational activities.  

Section 
1.2.2.3 

1.c.Air Quality – DEQ notes that if DoD plans 
to burn any debris as part of the activities 
pursuant to the Program, the burning activity 
must meet the requirements (under regulations 
for open burning) and may require a permit. 

No changes required – Response 
letter states that open burning is not 
an operational activity under the 
CBDP. 

Sections 
2.4.3.2.c 
and 5.11.2 

2. Water Quality – DEQ Water Permits 
Support Office indicates that, since strict 
decontamination and waste management 
procedures are already in place at NSWCDL, 
the program will not be likely to give rise to 
water resource impacts, and no water program 
permits will be required. 

No changes required – Response 
letter states opinion that DEQ 
evaluation for NSWCDL would also 
apply to other CBDP sites. 

Sections 
2.3.4.2 and 
2.3.4.4 

3. Solid and Hazardous Waste Management – 
According to DEQ Waste Division, the 
DPEIS discussed solid and hazardous waste 
issues and mentioned pollution prevention. 

No changes required – Response 
letter acknowledges comment and 
documents site-specific information 
for NSWCDL. 

Sections 
2.3.4.4 and 
2.4.3.2.c 

4. Pollution Prevention (PP) – DEQ advocates 
the principles of PP be used in all construction 
projects as well as in facility operations.  

PEIS amended – Information added 
on DoD policy for PP and to 
document the NSWCDL PP plan. 
Response letter documents 
benchmarks for PP (both sections). 

Virginia 
Department of 
Environmental 
Quality (DEQ) 
[June 17, 2003] 

Sections 
2.3.4.1 and 
2.4.3.2.c 

Regulatory and Coordination Needs 
1. Air Quality Regulation – “If any activities 
undertaken as part of the Program include 
open burning, construction and use of fuel-
burning facilities, or other activities affecting 
air quality and subject to state or federal 
regulation, air permitting requirements may 
apply.”    

PEIS amended – Added reference to 
new source review and Title V 
operating permits (Sect 2.3.4.1); 
added information on permits held 
by NSWCDL and Virginia 
Regulations for Air Pollution (Sect 
2.4.3.2.c). 

Figure B-1.  Comment Resolution Matrix 
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Comment by Reference Comment Action/Response 

Sections 
4.1.5 and 
4.3.5 

Regulatory and Coordination Needs 
2. Federal Consistency under the Coastal 
Zone Management Act (CZMA) – “Pursuant 
to the CZMA of 1972, as amended, federal 
activities located inside or outside of 
Virginia’s designated coastal management 
area that can have reasonably foreseeable 
effects on coastal resources or coastal uses 
must, to the maximum extent practicable, be 
implemented in a manner consistent with the 
Virginia Coastal Program.” 

PEIS amended – Added reference to 
regulatory requirement for Federal 
agencies engaged in programs 
affecting the coastal zone to be 
consistent with state-enforceable 
CZM programs, to the maximum 
extent practicable (both sections); 
added documentation of NSWCDL 
compliance with CZMA 
requirements (Sect 4.1.5).  

Section 6 

Other Matters – “DoD should bear in mind 
that other activities undertaken in support of 
(or separately from) the Program that may 
give rise to significant effects on the 
environment will require appropriate NEPA 
[National Environmental Policy Act] 
documentation.” 

No changes required – Response 
letter notes that Conclusion No. 4 of 
the PEIS addresses this:  “… future 
activities not identified in this PEIS 
may require both site-specific and 
programmatic NEPA 
documentation.” 

Editing – Add Subtitle D Sanitary” to the 
description of the King George County 
landfill 

PEIS amended – To incorporate 
DEQ editing changes.  

Virginia DEQ 

Section 
2.4.3.2.c Editing – Change “Department of 

Environmental Protection” to “Department of 
Environmental Quality” 

PEIS amended – To incorporate 
DEQ editing changes.  

U.S. EPA 
[June 20, 2003]  “Lack of Objections” No changes required – Letter of 

acknowledgement prepared. 

Texas 
Commission on 
Environmental 
Quality 
[July 31, 2003] 

Sections 
2.4.6.2.c, 
4.1.1, and 
4.6.1 

“A review …for General Conformity … 
indicates that the proposed project is located 
statewide, which is currently…in 
nonattainment of the National Ambient Air 
Quality Standards for one or more of the six 
criteria air pollutants. While general 
conformity rules apply, the project as 
proposed contains no demolition, 
construction, rehabilitation or repair 
component which will produce dust and 
particulate emissions and we, therefore, have 
no objections or comments at this time.” 

No changes required – Letter of 
acknowledgement prepared. 

Maryland 
Department of the 
Environment 
(MDE)  
[June 10, 2003] 

 

“…it has been determined that this project is 
consistent with MDE’s plans, programs, and 
objectives.” 

No changes required – Letter of 
acknowledgement prepared. 

Maryland 
Department of 
Planning 
[August 13, 2003] 

 

“The Maryland Departments of State Police, 
Natural Resources, and the Environment; 
Frederick County; the City of Frederick; and 
the Maryland Department of Planning found 
this project to be consistent with their plans, 
programs, and objectives.” 

No changes required – Letter of 
acknowledgement prepared. 

Figure B-1.  Comment Resolution Matrix (cont.) 
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Maryland 
Department of 
Housing and 
Community 
Development 
(DHCD) 
[June 18, 2003] 

“The DPEIS [Draft PEIS] indicated that for 
the example site Aberdeen Proving Ground 
(APG) in Harford County, MD, the Integrated 
Cultural Resources Management Plan is in 
place and would be utilized for any activities 
resulting from the CBDP [Chemical and 
Biological Defense Program].  Based upon 
this example site, the (Maryland Historical) 
Trust believes implementation of the CBDP 
would constitute no adverse effect to historic 
properties.”  

No changes required – Letter of 
acknowledgement includes statement 
confirming DHCD understanding 
that individual reviews would be 
initiated when CBDP activities 
involve construction, maintenance, 
or ground disturbing actions 

Maryland 
Department of 
Planning 
[August 13, 2003] 

Sections 
4.1.3, 
4.2.3, and 
5.4.1 “The Maryland DHCD, including the 

Maryland Historical Trust…found this project 
to be generally consistent with their plans, 
programs, and objectives, but included certain 
qualifying comments… . While the Trust 
determined that the projects would have no 
adverse effects on historic properties, the 
Trust sought to review future proposals that 
involve construction, maintenance, or ground-
disturbing actions.” 

No changes required – Letter of 
acknowledgement refers to previous 
comment by DHCD.  

U.S. Department 
of the Interior 
[June 16, 2003] 

Sections 
2.4.4, 
4.4.5, and 
4.4.10.1 

“The DPEIS lacks detailed information 
regarding the method of containment, removal 
and disposal of large animal waste at LARF 
[large-animal research facility].”  Interior 
Dept. also expressed concern for impacts on 
several species of interest due to animal waste 
from the USAMRIID [U.S. Army Medical 
Research Institute of Infectious Diseases] 
LARF potentially contributing significant 
amounts of contaminants (including 
contaminants from test pathogens, 
pharmaceuticals, and hormones) and nutrients 
to streams and wetlands.  

PEIS amended – To clarify that the 
LARF barn in Area A is used only 
for storage (all three sections). 
Response letter provides specific 
references to information on LARF 
animal waste handling and disposal 
(all three sections) and indicates that 
potential impacts from that waste 
would be negligible and mitigable. 

Figure B-1.  Comment Resolution Matrix (cont.) 
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