L National Nuclear Security Administration

e gr) Department of Energy
Washington, DC 20585
August 19,2008

TheHonorable A. J. Eggenberger
Chairman

Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board
625 IndianaAvenue, N.W., Suite 700
Washington, D.C. 20004-2901

Dear Mr. Chairman:

On July 12,2006, Secretary Bodman submitted the Department's revised Implementation
Plan (IP) for Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board Recommendation 2004-2, Active
Confinement Systems. Deliverable8.6.3 of the IP consists of facility-specific
confinement ventilation system evaluations performed by the Site Officesin accordance
with the Department's Ventilation System Evaluation Guidance. Deliverable8.6.5
consistsof Program Secretarial Office concurrenceand approval of the disposition of
gaps and upgrades. This letter and its enclosurecomprise Deliverables8.6.3 and 8.6.5
for the following facilities a the Pantex Site: 12-44 Cell 8; 12-116; 12-86; and 12-64.

In accordancewith the IP and National Nuclear Security Administration(NNSA)
guidanceprovided to the Sitesin our December 6,2006, memorandum, the Department

of Energy Independent Review Pandl (IRP) of Confinement Ventilation System (CV'S)
expertsand the NNSA Chief of Defense Nuclear Safety (CDNS) have performed separate
reviews of the evaluation and its conclusions.

The ventilation systems for thesefacilitieswere designed to provide dust-free
temperaturecontrolled environmentsin which to work; they do not perform confinement
safety functions, are not credited in the associated Documented Safety Analysesfor any
accident preventive or mitigative functions, and are not classified as safety systems,
structures, and components. The hazardsin these facilitiesare controlled through a
combinationof preventiveand mitigative controlsincluding safety class fire suppression
systems; the facility structure; material storage in approved containers designed to
withstand the effects of credible accidents; and, specific administrative controls on
material at risk and combustibleloading. Activeconfinement systems are not relied upon
or designed into the facilities. The evaluationidentified possible system enhancements,
but concluded that becausethe CVSisnot credited or designed to mitigate accidents, the
enhancementswere not cost beneficial and will not be implemented.

The CVSevaluation reports for the Pantex facilitieslisted above and the associated IRP
reportsfor thesefacilities are enclosed. The NNSA CDNS concluded that the evaluation
and itsresults are technically sound and appropriate, and meet the intent of the IP. The
IRP review of theinitial evaluations concluded that they were performed in accordance
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with the Ventilation System Evaluation Guidance except for the cost benefit analysis,
which has since been revised to reflect the cost/benefit process used by the Site
Evaluation Team. Our review concurs with the conclusions reached by the Site, IRP, and
CDNS.

If you have any questions concerning this letter or its enclosure, please contact me or
have your staff contact Rick Kendall by phoneat 301-90313102 or by e-mail at
Rick.Kendall@nnsa.doe.gov.

Sincerely,

foale

obert L. Smolen
Deputy Administrator
for Defense Programs
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