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Welcome to our 14th Meeting! 
Be Inspired! 

This is the 14th semi-annual public meeting required as 
part of a 2005 settlement between NMED DOE/
LANL and an network of these community groups: 

!   Concerned Citizens for Nuclear Safety  

!   Embudo Valley Environmental Monitoring Group  

!   Loretto Community  

!   New Mexico Environmental Law Center  

!   Nuclear Watch New Mexico  

!   Peace Action New Mexico 

!   Tewa Women United  



Welcome to our 14th Meeting! 
Be Inspired! 

Topics to be covered in this Chemistry and Metallurgy 
Research Replacement Project (CMRR) 
presentation: 

1.  2013 Budget and CMRR Deferred 

2.  Funding Terminated 

3.  Use of Existing Facilities 

4.  Closeout Schedule 

5.  Questions 

6.  Clean Up Don’t Build Up 



DOE/LANL Budget Priorities 
FY2013 



CUTS: CMRR-NF FACILITY 

!   The Obama Administration proposed deferring the 
construction of the CMRR-NF facility and meeting 
plutonium requirements by using existing facilities in the 
nuclear complex. 



CMRR Project Design Cost 

!   Prior Spent   $425,832,000 

!   FY2011    $214,550,000 

!   FY2012    $200,000,000 

!   Total    $840,382,000 

!   RLOUB Building   ($165,000,000) 

!   RLUOB “Equipment”  ($199,000,000) 

!   Total CMRR-NF Design  $476,382,000 



Reasons and a Memo 



DoD / DOE MOA 

!   Exact Rational was not stated in MOA. 



Congress Terminates 
CMRR-NF 

!   Shortly after 1:00 a.m. ET on Saturday morning 
(September 22), Congress effectively terminated 
an expanded nuclear weapons production 
complex at the CMRR-NF at the Los Alamos 
National Lab in New Mexico.  



Congress Terminates 
CMRR-NF 

!   Not mentioned in the 30-page long “Continuing 
Resolution” passed by the Senate Saturday 
morning was any language that provides 
additional funding the Chemistry and Metallurgy 
Research Replacement (CMRR) Nuclear Facility. 
The bill extended funding for the first six month 
of the budget year for the federal government, 
through March 2013. The House of 
Representatives had earlier passed an identical 
bill, and the measure now goes to the president, 
who will sign the bill. 



Congress Terminates 
CMRR-NF 

The defeat of the CMRR-NF was due to the hard 
work of many local and national organizations in 
New Mexico and Washington, DC. 

Public Participation was essential!  



FY2013 Budget to Optimize 
Use of Existing Infrastructure 

Because the CMRR-NF is deferred for at least 5 years, 
Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board requested that 
LANL provide a final plan that includes: 

A plan to substantially complete CMRR-NF design by the 
end of FY 2012 including design close-out activities to 
ensure project documentation is available for potential 
future use. 



Use of Existing Facilities 
DNFSB requested that LANL provide a final plan that 
includes: 
• Maintain required material characterization capabilities 
using the Plutonium Facility and Building 332 at Livermore, 
CA, as a Hazard Category 2, Security Category 3 nuclear 
facility. 
• Minimize nuclear material at the Plutonium Facility by 
processing, packaging, and shipping excess materials 
including a plan and estimated timeline to stage bulk 
quantities at the Device Assembly Facility (NV). 



Use of Existing Facilities 



NF Closeout Schedule 





Pu Increases at RLUOB 

!   Please describe “RLUOB Startup at 6g.” Why does it 
take two years? 

!   Please describe any increased equipment needs and 
staffing activities.  Please be specific about the activities 
that will be conducted during the almost two year 
period of time.   Please provide a timeline. Please be 
specific about the activities that will be conducted 
during the almost two year period of time.  Please 
provide a timeline.   



Pu Increases at RLUOB 

!   Please describe “RLUOB Equipment install for 26g.” 
Why does it take seven years? 

!   Please describe any increased equipment needs and 
staffing activities.   

!   Please be specific about the activities that will be 
conducted during the almost seven year period of time.  
Please provide a timeline.  



NF Closeout Schedule 



March 2012 GAO Report  
Recommends that NNSA “conduct a comprehensive 
assessment of needed plutonium-related research, 
storage, and environmental testing needs for nuclear 
weapons stockpile activities as well as other missions 
currently conducted at other NNSA and DOE facilities.” 

What is the timeline for the assessment?   
As noted in the report, “NNSA’s decision to defer 
construction of the CMRR will give it sufficient time to 
conduct this assessment.”     



FY 2011 Performance  
Evaluation Report  

!   “Concerns remain with overall RLUOB settlement costs in 
addition to recent deficiencies in Glovebox procurement and 
installation.” 

!   What is meant by RLUOB settlement costs? Where they 
resolved? Who were the parties? 

!   What are the concerns with the RLUOB settlement costs? 
How were they resolved? 

!   What are the deficiencies in glovebox procurement and 
installation?  



Questions 

!   What is the current final estimated cost range for the NF?  

!   When will the baseline estimate be released?  

!   What are the final estimates for costs of the deep option? 

!   What are the final estimates for costs of the shallow option? 

!   What is the current and future status of the design?   



Questions 

!   How much was spent on CMRR-NF design? 

!   When will the design of the NF be 90% complete? 

!   What is the current percent of design completion? 

!   Where does the Critical Decision Process stand? 



Increases to Air Permit 

!   Has NNSA/LANS done an analysis about whether the 
quadruple increase in the amount of plutonium 
allowed to be used in the RLUOB requires a 
modification to the Rad NESHAPs permit issued by 
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)?  If so, 
please provide the documentation.  

!   What was the decision-making process that NNSA/
LANS used to increase the amount of plutonium in 
the RLUOB. Please cite DOE orders.   

!   Please describe the public process associated with each.  



Restore the LANL  
CMRR Website 

!   The Interested Parties respectfully request that the 
CMRR website, which contains the Settlement 
Agreement and documents pertaining to the semi-
annual meetings, including the transcripts of the 
meetings, be kept current on the LANL website. 

!   The settlement agreement remains in effect since 
NNSA has not explicitly cancelled the CMRR-NF.  



The Next Steps 
!   The Interested Parties request a meeting with the New 

Mexico Environment Department (NMED), 
Department of Energy (DOE) and Los Alamos 
National Laboratory (LANL) to discuss next steps with 
respect to the Settlement Agreement. 

!   The CMRR air permit, the subject of the Settlement 
Agreement, remains operative.  The conditions of the 
Settlement Agreement, therefore, should remain in effect 
until the CMRR-NF is cancelled.    

!   For example, RLUOB upgrades to increase plutonium 
inventory need to be updated for the public. 



•  Many feel that the completion of the Consent Order 
is at risk. 

•  DOE/LANL/LANS should put construction of new 
projects, including CMRR, on hold until all the 
requirements of the Consent Order are funded first. 

•  Public Participation will continue to be essential. 

Clean Up, Don’t Build Up! 
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