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Services Administration, and the agency is expected to
move out of its 3 million square foot portion of the facility
by August of 2014. The GSA is also planning to leave the
facility three to five years after the NNSA departs. Con-
struction on the agency’s new facility began in August.

Though the facility, which was built during World War II
to manufacture airplane engines, has outlived its usefulness
as the NNSA’s main non-nuclear production plant, site
officials expect the building to draw significant interest
from industry for use as a light industrial warehouse. A
2007 GSA study found that the combined value of the
property, including GSA’s 2.2 million-square-foot portion
of the facility, could be worth between $28 and $58
million, and Kansas City Site Office Manager Mark
Holocek said the agency had already been contacted by
developers regarding the site. The agency has to go
through a formal process for transferring the site that
includes first investigating Department of Energy uses for
the facility as well as analyzing disposition options as part
of a National Environmental Policy Act assessment.
Responses to the RFI may be analyzed as potential options
in the NEPA study. “We are open to any and all options as
far as the transfer of the facility,” Holocek said. “There is
interest in the business sector in this facility. It’s a very
large facility but it’s also a facility that has a lot of unique
features that are beneficial to the business environment.”

Agency Seeking ‘Cost Effective’ Options

According to the RFI, the agency is seeking options for the
facility that are “more cost effective” than the $85 million
estimate for disposition and could be executed no later than
one year after operations at the plant cease. Part of the
goal, Holocek said, was to defray the cost of transferring
the site through the potential sale. “Depending on the
outcome of how we do the disposition activity, there are
options out there,” he said. “If we get enough of a sale
price for this facility those dollars could be minimized.
We’re looking for the best possible outcome from an
economic standpoint and to be good neighbors here in
Kansas City.”

Part of the estimated $85 million disposition cost includes
remediation and monitoring of the site’s environmental
contamination issues, which includes both beryllium and
above-ground PCB contamination within the facilities. But
Holocek said that most of the site’s environmental contam-
ination issues had been addressed years ago. “We don’t
have an environmental issue here anymore,” Holocek said.
“There is the perception that there are environmental issues
here. We addressed our environmental issues long ago and
we’re continuing to do the activities that we need to do to
make sure we’re up to date and up to snuff with our
environmental activities.” Responses to the RFI are due by

Dec. 15, and can be directed to Strategic Sourcing Special-
ist Ronald Bergesen via email at rbergesen@kcp.doe.gov.
Bergesen also can be contacted via telephone at (816) 997-
2326. Honeywell FM&T is expected to evaluate the
alternatives by Feb. 1, 2011.

—Todd Jacobson

DNFSB CALLS FOR STRENGTHENING
NUCLEAR SAFETY GUIDELINES

The Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety Board moved last
week to clear up gray area in a Department of Energy
nuclear safety policy that it said was potentially putting the
public at risk. The Board’s call came in its first formal
recommendation of 2010, “Safety Analysis Requirements
for Defining Adequate Protection for the Public and the
Workers,” which urges the Department to strengthen
language in its nuclear safety guidelines to prevent confu-
sion about what constitutes an acceptable off-site exposure
in the case of an accident at a nuclear facility. At issue is
the Department’s interpretation of DOE’s nuclear safety
regulation and Standard 3009-94, which outlines “safe
harbors” that provide guidance for the preparation of
Document Safety Analyses at nuclear facilities across the
NNSA and DOE complex. The standard mandates that
safety class systems, structures and components be in-
stalled if estimates for unmitigated exposures at the
boundary of the facility exceed 25 rem.

The Board found that DOE wasn’t always following that
guideline to the letter, and in correspondence with the
Board, the Department said the standard was not supposed
to be a “prescriptive item-by-item requirements document”
but rather a guidance document. That drew the attention of
the nuclear safety oversight body, and DNFSB Chairman
Peter Winokur suggested in an Oct. 29 letter to Energy
Secretary Steven Chu that “DOE has chosen over the past
several years to drift away from the principles that under-
lay the rule as originally intended.” In additional com-
ments to NW&M Monitor last week, Winokur explained,
“The Board is just very uncomfortable that its historical
understanding and interpretation of the rule and safe harbor
methodology, which we believe ensures adequate protec-
tion of the public and workers, is being interpreted differ-
ently by the Department. I think it’s fair to say we’re not
convinced their interpretation of the rule will lead to
adequate of public health and safety. We want to clear that
up.”

Chu has 45 days to respond to the recommendation. NNSA
spokeswoman Jennifer Wagner said the agency as working
with DOE’s Office of Environmental Management and
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