
U.S. Department of Energy 
Categorical Exclusion Determination Form 

Proposed Action Title: 

Program or Field Office:

Location(s) (City/County/State): 

Proposed Action Description: 

Categorical Exclusion(s) Applied: 

For the DOE procedures regarding categorical exclusions, including the full text of each categorical exclusion, see 10 CFR 1021.102 and 
Appendix B to 10 CFR Part 1021, and also Section 5.4 (Applying one or more categorical exclusions to a proposal) and Appendices B and C 
of DOE's National Environmental Policy Act Implementing Procedures (June 30, 2025).

Requirements and guidance in 10 CFR 1021.102 and DOE’s NEPA Implementing Procedures: (See full text in regulation and in 
Implementing Procedures)

The proposal fits within a class of actions that is listed in Appendix B to 10 CFR Part 1021 or Appendix B and C of DOE’s NEPA 
Implementing Procedures (June 30, 2025).

To fit within the classes of actions listed in Appendix B to 10 CFR Part 1021, or Appendix B of DOE’s NEPA Implementing 
Procedures, a proposal must satisfy the conditions that are integral elements of the classes of actions in Appendix B of both 10 CFR 
Part 1021 and DOE’s NEPA Implementing Procedures.

There are no extraordinary circumstances related to the proposal that may affect the significance of the environmental effects of the 
proposal. DOE or an applicant may modify the proposal to avoid reasonably foreseeable adverse significant effects such that the 
categorical exclusion would apply.

The proposal has not been segmented to meet the definition of a categorical exclusion.

[Note: For proposals that fit within the categorical exclusions listed in Appendix C of DOE’s NEPA Implementing Procedures, see 
DOE’s notice of adoption for the subject Appendix C categorical exclusion for additional considerations. DOE notices of adoption for 
other agency categorical exclusions may be found on DOE’s Section 109 webpage.]

Based on my review of the proposed action, as NEPA Compliance Officer, I have determined that the proposed action fits within the 
specified class(es) of action, the other requirements and guidance set forth above are met, and the proposed action is hereby categorically 
excluded from further NEPA review. 

NEPA Compliance Officer: Date Determined:

This form will be locked for editing upon signature.

https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-10/chapter-X/part-1021
https://www.energy.gov/nepa/articles/doe-nepa-implementing-procedures-june-2025
https://www.energy.gov/nepa/section-109-adopting-categorical-exclusions


NEPA Program Manager:                          Date Determined:    
 

    
 

Action Owner:                                Date Determined:    
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	Check Box for Class of Actions: Yes
	Check Box for No Extraordinary Circumstances: Yes
	Check Box for No Segmentation: Yes
	Proposed Action Title: Lab A Fire Suppression Sprinkler System Valve and Pipe Break - Response and Repair
	Program or Field Office: SC-FSO
	Locations (City/County/State): Lab A, Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory (Batavia, DuPage and Kane County, IL.)  
	Proposed Action Description: On June 8, 2025, the Fermilab Fire Department (FFD) was dispatched to Lab A for an Automatic Fire Alarm (AFA). Upon investigation, crews discovered a broken sprinkler pipe in the mechanical room, which resulted in water discharge and accumulation, including in the High Bay area. FFD personnel located the source and shut down the leak. Duty personnel responded promptly and ensured the sprinkler system was fully isolated and secured. The on-call alarm tech was also notified and responded to the scene. The water was cleaned up and the area was dried out. Asbestos sampling occurred prior to any repairs. 



Industrial Cooling Water (ICW) supply was temporarily turned off to Lab A.  A hydrant north of Lab A was opened to drain the ICW supply.  The fire sprinkler repair work was inside Lab A in the mechanical room. A water sample was collected from the ICW leak at the NM4 building which happened at about the same time. The result was <3 pCi/ml tritium. This is consistent with ICW supply from Casey's Pond for the NM4 and Lab A areas.
		2025-10-08T16:03:21-0400
	KATHLEEN GREEN


	Date Determined: 
		2025-09-29T10:56:06-0500
	Samantha Panock
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	Mark Kujawa




