
Department of Energy 
National Nuclear Security Administration 

Washington, DC 20585 

June 2,2008 

The Honorable A. J. Eggenberger 
Chairman 
Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board 
625 Indiana Ave., N. W., Suite 700 
Washington, D.C. 20004-2901 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

On December 29,2005, the Department of Energy (DOE) transmitted Exclusion Reports for 
National Nuclear Security Administration (NNSA) and Office of Environmental Management 
(EM) facilities in accordance with Commitment 8.3 of the Implementation Plan (IP) for Defense 
Nuclear Facilities Safety Board (DNFSB) Recommendation 2004-2, Active Conjinement 
Systems. Commitment 8.3 required a list of, and justification for, defense nuclear facilities that 
will be excluded from further review of confinement systems under the IP. The Exclusion 
Reports were developed in accordance with the guidance and criteria contained in the deliverable 
for Commitment 8.2, Exclusion Reporting Process, which was submitted to the DNFSB on 
October 3 1,2005. The Exclusion Reports for NNSA facilities were prepared at the sites and 
were reviewed and approved by NNSA line management and the Central Technical Authority 
(CTA). 

On August 7,2006, NNSA provided to the DNFSB a list of 26 facilities that will complete a 
Safety-Related Ventilation System Evaluation as deliverable 8.6.1 of the IP. The NNSA has 
subsequently identified one additional facility (the Waste Solidification Building at the Savannah 
River Site) for which a ventilation system evaluation will be performed and has identified six 
facilities on the list of 26 previously provided for which Exclusion Reports are now considered 
appropriate. Accordingly, NNSA has prepared the enclosed additional Exclusion Reports to be 
included with those provided in response to Commitment 8.3. These reports were also 
developed in accordance with the approved 2004-2 exclusion reporting process and have been 
signed by the respective NNSA Site Office, CTA, and the Program Secretarial Office as 
required. 

If you have any questions, please contact me or have your staff contact Rick Kendall at 
(301) 903-3 102. 

Sincerely, 

obert L. Smolen s 
Deputy Administrator 
for Defense Programs 

@ Pnntd with soy ink on recycled paper 



Enclosure 

cc: W. Ostendorff, NA-2 
J. Talbot, NA-17 
M. Whitaker, HS-1.1 
B. Bruns, HS- 1.1 
J. O'Brien, HS-22 
D. Winchell, LASO 
C. Yuan-Soo Hoo, LSO 
T. Sherry, YSO 
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Las Alamos National Laboratory- Updated Exclusion Report 
FacilityJSegment 1 Hazard 1 Description ( Exclusion I CommentdJustification - - 
/Section 
WCRRF 

DVRS 

Mitigation --w of C- 
Grande restoration 
emergency line item 

LANSE l L Target 

I wi& only unl%e;rcy influent stormage capability. PDSA and SER 
complete with no active ventilation for the tanks. Meets CE-8 

\ criterion. 

Category 
HC2 

< HC3 

Signature 0rgandion Date 
L 

Accclerata 

CTA Concurrence: 

Signature ~rg%tion Date 
t 

Repacksgin8 TRU waste 
for shipment to WIPP 
Volume reduction of large - 
low level waste for 
shipment and disposal 
Experimental applications 

Criteria 
NB-5 

NIA 

Reantly upsnded to HC2 From HC3 to process High Activity Level 
Drums. Limited lik facility with expected opaations through 2012 , 

Facility downgraded to < HC3 - never operated as a HC 2 nuclear 

NIA 

facilit;. Thm-fim, ncomrnendation 2004-2 requirements are no 
longer applicable. 
LANSE 1L Taget nd a nuclear facility subject to 10 CFR 830 
reau i t~~mts  pci ncent CG intawretation. Therefore, 





NNSA DNFSB RECOMMENDATION 2004-2 CHANGE REQUEST REPORT 

Y-12 SITE 

FHlSty Hmrd - 
-n 

-mmY 
m n g e  
RsOu- 

Pa 3Mn007 
~upp-tal 
guidance #6. 
&auld k treated 
asHC3Fih.2004- 
2 P W .  

Building 9995 

C o m m b  

Jurtif)crtion 

Facility ir chsitiad as 
hwrrdcue%ay2b.wd 
sdelyontkpotcntinl6ar 
nuclw criticality accident. 

N o m n t i ~ s y s t e m  
e ~ ~ t i o a ~ i s  
nquired fk HC3 k i l i t i a  
with mire adbmmt . . ~r~ Whik 
BuiWng999Sdoernot 
have a thll &iSi 
vmtilriwoyram.tk 
0kMaaeS-d- 
what~cbeduraliumis 
hradleddolmveraive 
ventitationrystsllls. 

HC2 Anrlficll chanistry (rbaUory. S d l  quantkks 
of.avidred um&n O ~ x ~  h v e  active 
veatikth syatam6 tbu povide r motive fbw tht 
rppli a negative pcrscu~e difknntirl betmen 
rrelroftowa- . . toam~dhigba  
c w m i n d h .  Hoodshvertive v d h t i o n  
~ I h u p w i d e a m o & i w ~ t o m a i n a i n a  
ndnimYaairflow.crast&boodtatoeaeun 
.irfl~~afiromrrtrso~b~~~lm.inui~~b 
rnro ofbigha coaps6Mliom. 


