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Purpose:  

This Corporate Facilities Management Report provides NNSA Facility managers with information concerning the condition, costs and trends with respect to NNSA’s real property holdings and key performance measures reported to the Federal Real Property Council, based on the most recent Facilities Information Management System (FIMS) data for NNSA’s eight major sites: the Kansas City Plant (KCP), Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL), Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory (LLNL), Nevada National Security Site (NNSS), Pantex Plant (PTX), Sandia National Laboratories (SNL), NNSA Savannah River Site (SRS), the Y-12 Security Complex (Y-12).  The Office of Secure Transportation (OST), and the NNSA Service Center (SC) are not included in the analysis, except where NNSA  totals are called out.

The baseline of FIMS data as it existed at the end of FY 2009 (used in this report) is commonly referred to as “the FY09 FIMS snapshot.”  

Senior managers within NNSA may find this information suitable for use in the Planning phase of the Planning, Programming, Budgeting & Evaluation (PPBE) cycle for future NNSA real property requirements.
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1. Executive Summary:
 
The NNSA is responsible for the safe operation of the production, test sites, and national laboratories traditionally associated with the nations’ nuclear weapons activities. The NSE comprises a land area larger than the State of Rhode Island with the roads and utility infrastructure of eight independent mid-sized industrialized cities and over 7,900 buildings. Most of the facilities and infrastructure (F&I) were constructed during the early cold war period (1948 to 1968).  The F&I aged and maintenance funding became insufficient to adequately sustain the enterprise. Congress authorized funds for the Facilities and Infrastructure Recapitalization Program (FIRP) to address the large backlog of deferred maintenance that had accrued across the enterprise beginning in 2003.
 
The FIRP program has invested a total of $1.717B through FY 2010, eliminated $796M in deferred maintenance (a return on investment of 46.3%) resulting in 68% of NSE facilities in excellent or good condition.  In addition to the restoration and revitalization projects, FIRP eliminated 3.26M GSF of unneeded, antiquated real property assets. The results of these investments are summarized in the “CI and Backlog Prediction Model” on the next page.
 
The NNSA conducts an effective and integrated program to restore, revitalize, and rebuild the NSE infrastructure. Two complementary programs:  the Facilities and Infrastructure Recapitalization Program (FIRP) and the Readiness in Technical Base and Facilities (RTBF) are essential to the operations, maintenance, and renewal of the physical infrastructure. 

FIRP is a capital renewal and sustainability program that was established principally to reduce the large backlog of deferred maintenance that had developed during the 1990’s to an appropriate level consistent with industry best practices. FIRP also develops corporate facility management practices required to maintain the enterprise into the future as well as eliminating excess real property.

RTBF provides the funding needed to operate and maintain the facilities required for annual assessments of the stockpile and warhead certification, thus ensuring the vitality of the NSE and meeting its goal of a consistent readiness level. 

The Condition Index (CI) in 2003, the baseline year for this program, was 89.8%.  FIRP’s four part strategy:  restore existing facilities, replace aged inefficient facilities, rebuild major systems (roofs, utilities, etc) and dispose of unnecessary real property assets of the NSE. Significantly, the mission critical facilities have a Facility Condition Index (FCI) of 3.37% or CI of 96.63%. The FCI is the estimated cost of unfunded, but required maintenance projects divided by the replacement plant value (RPV) of the asset; CI is 100% minus the FCI.  The Federal Real Property Council (FRPC) uses CI as a relative measure of the facilities condition. 

The remainder of NNSA’s F&I, which directly support the mission critical facilities, averaged a CI of 92.34%.  The NNSA is trending toward meeting or bettering the industrial standard for its facilities before 2013. However, without a continued funding stream to eliminate maintenance problems with the aging infrastructure as they are identified, the NNSA deferred maintenance will increase by at least $600m in 2015, resulting in a CI trending from 93.6% in 2012 and 2013 toward 90% after FIRP’s Mission is completed.  





See the following CI and Backlog Prediction Model chart (full scale on page 13, Fig. 15). 
	
[image: cid:6a8715d8-c57a-4ce5-905b-a3d0737f350c]

(Fig. 1)



Section I:  DOE Summary
2. Introduction:

To provide context, Section I of this report compares the NNSA to other Programs in various real property categories. Section II focuses on the NNSA as a whole; Section III focuses on real property measures for the NNSA and finally, Section IV “drills down” to each of the eight sites individually by chapter. Other additions include various appendices:  a list of Acronyms, a Glossary to decode the alphabet soup and the arcane language of facility engineers, and a reference section that provides the tools to reproduce this report, providing the parameters and assumptions slide by slide - the criteria for queries and charts and clickable links to their location on the “O” drive. 

Appendix 1 provides a very complete summary of the condition of the NNSA by Fiscal Year.
 
The NNSA is the single largest real property holder in the Department of Energy with 7,932 real property assets, and a land area of approximately 1.2 million acres (1,875 sq miles) - larger than the state of Rhode Island. The Replacement Plant Value (RPV) of those assets [Buildings, Real Property Trailers and Other Structures and Facilities (OSFs)] is $40.76B, Deferred Maintenance (DM) is $2.6B, and the average Facility Condition Index (FCI) is 6.49%. 



[image: ]
(Fig. 2)

The NNSA’s RPV of $40.76 B is more than double any other program’s RPV within the Department.
[image: ] 
(Fig. 3)

The NNSA’s DM backlog of $2.6 B is proportionately larger than other DOE programs.

[image: ]
(Fig. 4)

Overall, the NNSA’s FCI is at least 2% worse than any other DOE program.  This is partly due to the significant number of assets that require disposition and are deliberately in a run-to-failure mode.
[image: ]
(Fig. 5)

The NSE encompasses approximately 39 million gross square feet on nearly 1.2 million acres.
[image: ]
(Fig. 6)
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Section II:  NNSA Summary
3. Overview: 

NNSA Owned, Permitted and Leased Facilities

	[bookmark: RANGE!A1:H9][bookmark: RANGE!A1:H10]
	
	Buildings & Trailers (B & T)
	Other Structures or Facilities (OSF)

	Owned Ingrant Categories
	# Assets
	RPV ($M)
	DM ($M)
	# Assets
	RPV ($M)
	DM ($M)

	O
	Owned
	4,506
	30,327.76
	1,583.59
	3,150
	9,632.12
	1,061.62

	P
	Permitted
	23
	-
	0.03
	128
	16.56
	-

	C
	Contractor Leased
	103
	743.87
	0.02
	1
	0.12
	-

	D
	DOE Leased
	10
	34.61
	0.24
	3
	5.26
	0.01

	G
	GSA Owned
	4
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	L
	GSA Leased
	4
	-
	-
	-
	-
	-

	TOTAL
	4,650
	31,106.25
	1,583.88
	3,282
	9,654.06
	1,061.63

	NNSA TOTAL B, T & OSF
	7,932
	40,760.30
	2,645.52
	
	
	



(Table 1)

NNSA owns the vast majority of its assets: 7,656 of 7,932.  The remainder are permitted or leased directly by DOE, contractor, or GSA.   
[image: ]
(Fig. 7)
NNSA’s 39 million GSF diplayed by site.

[image: ]
(Fig. 8)

Approximately 40% of the NSE Real Property inventory (adding RPV for 1940 & 1950) is greater than 50 years old (eight sites only).

[image: ]
(Fig. 9)

Less than 40% of the NSE Real Property inventory (adding GSF for 1940 & 1950) is greater than 50 years old (eight sites only).


[image: ]
(Fig. 10)

The NNSA has almost 1.2 million acres; the largest land holding is 900,000 acres at Nevada National Security Site.  Sandia National Laboratories administers 200,000 acres at four sites:  California, Hawaii, Nevada, and New Mexico.  The remaining 100,000 acres are administered by the other six NNSA sites, OST, and the NNSA Service Center.

4. Condition:


With an inventory of more than 7,900 assets, the NNSA has a greater challenge than any other Department of Energy Program Offices (EE - Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy, EM - Environmental Management, FE – Fossil Energy, LM – Legacy Management, NE – Nuclear Energy, NR – Naval Reactors, PA – Public Affairs, RW – Radioactive Waste, and SC – Science) in terms of the number and diversity of its real property assets.   The NNSA’s Facility Condition Index (FCI) is 6.49%.  When you examine the condition of the assets by mission dependency, the focus of real property maintenance has been directed to the 246 Mission Critical facilities, rather than its infrastructure or the 4200+ assets which are not mission critical. Examining these other mission dependency categories provides insights into how the NNSA manages it maintenance budget across the enterprise. 






[image: ]
(Fig. 11)


* Other:  Status = not operating, blank or no RPV

By number, 68.8% of the Nuclear Security Enterprise (NSE) assets are in excellent or good condition. Excellent and Good are the minimum acceptable levels for sustaining an asset based on the Federal Real Property Council Guidance.  By implication, 31.2% of the NSE assets are in adequate to fail condition, thus requiring additional reinvestment to restore them to good condition or funding for disposition of unneeded, excess assets (eight sites only).


	 
	Excellent
	0 -1.99
	 
	Fair
	10 - 24.99

	 
	Good
	2 - 4.99
	 
	Poor
	25 - 59.99

	 
	Adequate
	5 - 9.99
	 
	Fail
	60 - up



(Table 2)














[image: ]
(Fig. 12)

* Other:  Status = not operating, blank or no RPV

By gross square feet (GSF), about 55% of the NSE is in excellent or good condition - 45% of the enterprise is in adequate to fail condition (eight sites only). 


Number of Facilities Mission Critical (MC) and Mission Dependency Not Critical (MDNC)

[image: ]

(Table 3)





[image: ]
 (Fig. 13)
[image: ]
(Fig. 14)


The favorable impact of the Facility and Infrastructure Recapitalization Program (FIRP) on the condition of the enterprise during the period 2003 to 2013 is evident in the next chart. The investment to pay down DM has improved the NSE’s average facility condition to “Adequate.”  However, the DM projections (based on the FY11-15 FYNSP and the DM analysis by the site) trends reverse and facility condition deteriorates at a rate of .65% annually. The risk to infrastructure will significantly increase after 2013 when FIRP completes its mission. 

Since its inception, FIRP has had the latitude to focus funding in line item scale projects on mission essential utilities (electricity-potable water & sewer/storm drains -fire protection-fiber communications-roads), roofs (RAMP) and demolition of 3 M GSF unneeded, deteriorated assets. It executed Line Items to restore mission support capabilities - replacing central steam plants with automated Central Utility Buildings, replacing failed fire protection loops at Pantex, and extending the service life of Hazardous Waste Facilities.  These are valuable mission essential, but not mission critical assets. 


Some provision should be made to include this level of support in the NNSA facility reinvestment priority system.


[image: ]

(Fig. 15)



[image: ]

(Fig. 16)

These charts portray the dollar value of DM, RPV, and FCI by Mission Dependency category (eight sites only). 

[image: ](Fig. 17)



As observed previously, the RPV and GSF metrics trend together. The number of assets (including OSFs) and their associated gross square footage are both important to consider when analyzing the condition of real property assets. Although number of assets is the most common metric, GSF is often a more useful measure (eight sites only).



[image: ]
(Fig. 18)                   

This chart portrays the FCI by site from FY 05 to FY 09 with the trend line for the NSE in bold black.  The overall trend from FY 05- FY09 shows an improvement and stabilization of the condition of the enterprise.

Of note: the spike in FCI at LANL in FY 08 was the result of focusing and calibrating deferred maintenance values of their OSFs followed by focus and calibration of RPVs in FY 09.  Refer to Appendix 1 or to Chapter 3 for specific analysis.
 
While most sites have made significant improvement in reducing their FCI for Mission Critical assets to well below the FY 09 Joule target (5%for MC), KCP is deliberately being run to failure - with the exception of maintaining compliance with Environmental Safety and Health requirements. When KCRIMS comes online, the ten mission critical functions housed in four facilities will be consolidated into two new mission critical GSA leased facilities.  Even so, the overall average for MC was 3.37% (eight sites only).
[image: ]
(Fig. 19)

The average FCI for MC was 3.37% in FY 09, well below the Joule target of 5% (eight sites only). 
. [image: ]
 (Fig. 20)

[image: ]
(Fig. 21)

The reason of the decrease in FCI for MC and MDNC is very likely due to the emphasis on data quality and completeness.  The sites are well aware that Headquarters uses FIMS data to make budget decisions, so they have improved both the quality and completeness of FIMS data (evident in Appendix 1) with particular emphasis and focus placed on the most important assets – first MC then MDNC.  Anything beyond that goes to maintain NMD (eight sites only).

Again, KCP is deliberately being run to failure.  


[image: ]

(Fig. 22)


This chart shows both the annual and cumulative buy down of legacy DM by FIRP. According to current projections, FIRP will come very close to its goal of $900 million deferred maintenance buy-down by the end of FY 2013 (eight sites only). 



5. Footprint:
[image: ]
(Fig. 23)

The NSE footprint was reduced by over 3.7 M GSF between FY 02 and FY 09 (eight sites only).
[image: ]
(Fig. 24)

This chart compares plan versus actual RPV- eliminated between FY 06 through FY 09 (eight sites only).


[image: ]

(Fig. 25)

The decontamination, decommissioning, and demolition or transfer to other federal use of excess facilities was funded as part of the FIRP charter. With the end of FIRP, funding these sites have continued, where possible, to eliminate GSF - but further reductions are a function of EM or NNSA funding to support these efforts (eight sites plus OST and SC).



[image: ](Fig. 26)


NNSA proposed a program to achieve a 9 Million GSF footprint reduction - the Transformation Disposition (TD) Program.  Although the FY09 budget request for TD was not funded, the basis of the goal remains intact. NNSA will propose a program to address the strategic goal of a smaller National Security Enterprise.

The recently completed Stockpile Stewardship and Management Plan (SSMP) is the comprehensive resource plan to modernize NNSA’s Nuclear Security Enterprise which supports the objectives detailed in the Nuclear Posture Review.  Implementation of the SSMP will allow us to accomplish Modernization of the infrastructure necessary to fulfill stockpile stewardship requirements, including replacing outdated facilities with modern, efficient, cost-effective and properly-sized facilities.  Key priorities are to:

· Complete the design and begin building the Chemistry and Metallurgy Research Facility Replacement Nuclear Facility at the Los Alamos National Laboratory in order to complete construction by 2020, and ramp up to full operations by 2022; 
· Increase pit manufacturing capacity and capability at the Plutonium Facility  at Los Alamos; and
· Complete the design and begin building the Uranium Processing Facility at the Y-12 National Security Complex in order to complete construction by 2020, and ramp up to full operations by 2022.

6. Utilization:

[image: ]
(Fig. 27)


The Utilization chart divides the NNSA Facilities into the five major Federal Real Property Council (FRPC) reporting categories: Office, Warehouse, Laboratory, Housing, and Hospital and compares the reported utilization with DOE and FRPC targets (eight sites only).


7. Cost/Budget:  

[image: ]
(Fig. 28)

	
	
	MSF (FY 08)
	
	MSF (FY 09)
	

	
	
	               39.725 
	
	               39.329 
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	$ M (FY08)
	$/SF (FY 08)
	
	$/SF (FY 09)
	$ M (FY09)

	Maintenance
	             511.944 
	12.89
	
	13.94
	             548.415 

	Utilities
	             176.993 
	4.46
	
	4.58
	             179.934 

	Other Ops
	               64.250 
	1.62
	
	1.67
	               65.775 

	
	             753.187 
	 $              18.96 
	
	 $              20.19 
	             794.124 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Other = Grounds Maintenance, Janitorial, Snow Removal, Pest Control, Recycling, Refuse Collection



(Table 4)

Property Program.  In FIMS, property program specifies the owner of an asset, and if not also the site program, is generally responsible to reimburse the landlord for rent, utilities, maintenance, and other operational costs as outlined in an MOU/MOA.  

Sorting the FIMS data by site program or property program shows that there is a difference in cost per square foot for utilities, maintenance, and other operational costs (eight sites only).


[image: ]
(Fig. 29)

	
	
	MSF (FY 08)
	
	MSF (FY 09)
	

	
	
	              2.935 
	
	                   2.906 
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	$ M (FY08)
	$/SF (FY 08)
	
	$/SF (FY 09)
	$ M (FY09)

	Maintenance
	                   8.232 
	2.80
	
	3.11
	                 9.048 

	Utilities
	                   6.227 
	2.12
	
	1.70
	                 4.954 

	Other Ops
	                   1.837 
	0.63
	
	0.46
	                 1.330 

	
	                 16.296 
	 $             5.55 
	
	 $                  5.28 
	               15.333 

	
	
	
	
	
	

	Other = Grounds Maintenance, Janitorial, Snow Removal, Pest Control, Recycling, Refuse Collection



(Table 5)

Even with a reduction of 425K GSF, the total operating cost of the enterprise increased by nearly $40 M.  Cost/SF for utilities increased $0.08/SF from $4.29/SF to $4.38/SF.  Other Ops – contractor provided services –increased by $0.04/SF.  However, maintenance was the driver, with an increase of $1.01/SF – not insignificant considering the footprint of the NNSA. 

Site Program.  The site program in FIMS is the landlord program that owns a site and has responsibility for utilities, maintenance, and other costs unless there is a memorandum of understanding (MOU) or agreement (MOA) that describes what can be charged back to a tenant (eight sites only).



[image: ]
(Fig. 30)

The chart above reveals a relatively flat reinvestment rate for maintenance and repair; when the planned activities are compared with actual expenses, year-by-year, there is no significant variance.  The cost of labor and materials have increased by nearly 8% during this period; adjusting for inflation as well as known increased costs, the budget available to perform  maintenance actually decreased (eight sites only).

8. Analysis:

Appendices 2 and 3 (on pages 123 and 124), are examples of the type of analysis performed by NA-52 through the course of the year.  The first example is an extract of FCI analysis for FY 08 where the FCI was sorted in descending order, then color coded according to the table.  The “problem children” really stand out. The same type of analysis was performed on RPV and DM to show “holes in the data” and to indicate values that had no meaning (e.g., RPV = $1.00 for a steam line, etc.)  

Over the course of the year, through various avenues (including FIMS quarterly phone calls), we have seen the quality and completeness of the data in FIMS improve significantly.

The second example is the 4th quarter FY 2009 Integrated Facilities and Infrastructure Budget Reporting summary sheet adapted (from EM) and improved to include Excess Elimination and Direct-Funded DM Backlog Reduction.  Senior Managers like the new format (they can tell how we are doing at a glance) and using the new format reduces expenditure of analytical resources.


The Eight sites of the Nuclear Weapons Enterprise Sites and Current Major Responsibilities

Corporate Facilities Management Report: August 20, 2010
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9. Plants, Laboratories, and Site Offices


Chapter 1
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9.1.1.  Overview:
[image: ]

Over 80% of the KCP Real Property inventory (adding RPV for 1940 & 1950) is greater than 50 years old.


[image: ]
Over 80% of the KCP Real Property inventory (adding GSF for 1940 & 1950) is greater than 50 years old.                         

9.1.2. Condition:        
         
[image: ]
* Other:  Status = not operating, blank or no RPV

By number, about 80% of KCP assets are in excellent or good condition.  Excellent and Good are the minimum acceptable levels for sustaining an asset based on the Federal Real Property Council Guidance.  This implies that the 20% of KCP assets are in adequate to fail condition, thus requiring additional reinvestment to restore them to good condition.










[image: ]

* Other:  Status = not operating, blank or no RPV

The magnitude of the reinvestment challenge is apparent when gross square feet (GSF) - not total numbers of assets - are compared. At KCP, 20% of the inventory is in excellent or good condition, but 80% of the enterprise is in adequate to fail condition, with nearly 65% adequate. The need for revitalization or replacement of these assets is apparent.


Number of Facilities Mission Critical (MC) and Mission Dependency Not Critical (MDNC)

[image: ]



[image: ]
These charts portray the dollar value of DM, RPV, and FCI by Mission Dependency category.

[image: ]
As observed previously, the RPV and GSF metrics generally trend together at KCP. The later is often a more useful measure of maintenance reinvestment at the site.

[image: ]
FCI from FY 05 to FY 09 – MC, MDNC, NMD, and total.           
      
KCP is deliberately being run to failure (with the exception of maintaining compliance with Environmental Safety and Health requirements) until KCRIMS is online and the ten mission critical functions housed in four facilities will be consolidated into two new mission critical GSA leased facilities.                   
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9.1.3.  Footprint: 


KCP has no Elimination of Excess 


9.1.4.	Utilization:

[image: ]
                            
The Utilization chart divides the NNSA Facilities into the five major Federal Real Property Council (FRPC) reporting categories: Office, Warehouse, Laboratory, Housing, and Hospital and compares the reported utilization with DOE and FRPC targets.  KCP has three of the five major categories – KCPs’ actual utilization isn’t scored against DOE nor FRPC targets.  







9.1.5	Cost/Budget:             
                  [image: ]
Maintenance is clearly the driver in O&M costs at over 75%.

[image: ]

KCP’s direct and indirect trend close to $30M for both plan and actual.
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9.2.1.	Overview:
[image: ]
About 25% of the LLNL inventory (adding RPV for 1940 & 1950) is greater than 50 years old.

[image: ]

Approximately 25% of the LLNL inventory (adding GSF for 1940 & 1950) is greater than 50 years old.


9.2.2	Condition:                 
[image: ]
* Other:  Status = not operating, blank or no RPV

By number, about 55% of LLNL assets are in excellent or good condition.  Excellent and Good are the minimum acceptable levels for sustaining an asset based on the Federal Real Property Council Guidance.  This implies that the 45% of LLNL assets are in adequate to fail condition, thus requiring additional reinvestment to restore them to good condition.
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* Other:  Status = not operating, blank or no RPV

The magnitude of the reinvestment challenge is apparent when gross square feet (GSF) - not total numbers of assets - are compared. At LLNL, 62% of the inventory is in excellent or good condition, but 38% of the inventory is in adequate to fail condition. 


Number of Facilities Mission Critical (MC) and Mission Dependency Not Critical (MDNC)

[image: ]

[image: ]

These charts portray the dollar value of DM, RPV, and FCI by Mission Dependency category.
[image: ]
As observed previously, the RPV and GSF metrics generally trend together at LLNL. The later is often a more useful measure of maintenance reinvestment at the site.

[image: ]


FCI from FY 05 to FY 09.

In FY 05, LLNL had no assets in NMD – therefore, the FCI is 0. In FY 06and beyond, LLNL moved some assets from MDNC to NMD resulting in a non-zero FCI for NMD.
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9.2.3.  Footprint:

[image: ]


Sites are eliminating GSF within their own budgets sometimes with help from FIRP.
Comparison of plan versus actual: RPV of eliminated excess in FY 06 through FY 09.



9.2.4  Utilization:

[image: ]  

               
The Utilization chart divides the NNSA Facilities into the five major Federal Real Property Council (FRPC) reporting categories: Office, Warehouse, Laboratory, Housing, and Hospital and compares the reported utilization with DOE and FRPC targets.  LLNL’s actual utilization isn’t scored against DOE nor FRPC targets.  



9.2.5	Cost/Budget:   

                                   
[image: ]
      

Maintenance is clearly the driver in O&M costs - over 65%.



[image: ]

The chart above reveals a relatively flat reinvestment rate for maintenance and repair; when the planned activities are compared with actual expenses, year-by-year, there is no significant variance.  The cost of labor and materials have increased by nearly 8% during this period; adjusting for inflation as well as known increased costs, the budget available to perform  maintenance actually decreased. The chart shows that LLNL is doing a very good job of managing resources in a very restricted environment - the facilities are being sustained at a higher rate in 2009 than they were in 2006.  
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9.3.1	Overview:
[image: ]
Over 40% of the LANL inventory (adding RPV for 1940 & 1950) is greater than 50 years old.
[image: ]
Almost 35% of the LANL Real Property inventory (adding GSF for 1940 & 1950) is greater than 50 years old.

9.3.2	Condition:

[image: ]


* Other:  Status = not operating, blank or no RPV

By number, about 65% of LANL assets are in excellent or good condition.  Excellent and Good are the minimum acceptable levels for sustaining an asset based on the Federal Real Property Council Guidance.  This implies that the 35% of LANL assets are in adequate to fail condition, thus requiring additional reinvestment to restore them to good condition.
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* Other:  Status = not operating, blank or no RPV

The magnitude of the reinvestment challenge is apparent when gross square feet (GSF) - not total numbers of assets - are compared. At LANL, 65% of the inventory is in excellent or good condition, but 35% of the enterprise is in adequate to fail condition. 


Number of Facilities Mission Critical (MC) and Mission Dependency Not Critical (MDNC)
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These charts portray the dollar value of DM, RPV, and FCI by Mission Dependency category.

[image: ]
As observed previously, the RPV and GSF metrics generally trend together, although not at LANL. When analyzing the condition of the sites real property assets, it is very important to consider, both the number of assets (most common metric) and their gross square footage. The later is often a more useful measure of maintenance reinvestment at the site, and an indicator of whether the site is sustaining its facilities in a condition to perform its mission.
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FCI by mission dependency, by site from FY 05 to FY 09.
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The sharp spike in FCI (FY 08) is due to a focus on DM in OSFs.  In FY 09 there was a corresponding emphasis on RPVs, which brought FCIs into closer alignment with MC and MDNC.  More emphasis on quality of data may well continue to improve FCIs without a corresponding increase in budget for maintenance.
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9.3.3  Footprint:
[image: ]
Comparison of plan versus actual: RPV of eliminated excess in FY 06 through FY 09.


9.3.4	Utilization:
[image: ]
The Utilization chart divides the NNSA Facilities into the five major Federal Real Property Council (FRPC) reporting categories: Office, Warehouse, Laboratory, Housing, and Hospital and compares the reported utilization with DOE and FRPC targets.  LANL’s actual utilization isn’t scored against DOE nor FRPC targets. 
9.3.5	Cost/Budget:                  
[image: ]
Maintenance is clearly the driver in O&M costs - nearly 62%.
[image: ]
The chart above reveals a relatively flat reinvestment rate for maintenance and repair; when the planned activities are compared with actual expenses, year-by-year, there is no significant variance.  The cost of labor and materials have increased by nearly 8% during this period; adjusting for inflation as well as known increased costs, the budget available to perform  maintenance actually decreased. The chart shows that LANL is doing a very good job of managing resources in a very restricted environment - the facilities are being sustained at a higher rate in 2009 than they were in 2006.  
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9.4.1  Overview:
[image: ]
Less than 10% of the NNSS inventory (adding RPV for 1940 & 1950) is greater than 50 years old.
[image: ]
Less than 10% of the NNSS Real Property inventory (adding GSF for 1940 & 1950) is greater than 50 years old.                       


9.4.2   Condition:

[image: ]

* Other:  Status = not operating, blank or no RPV

By number, about 75% of NNSS assets are in excellent or good condition.  Excellent and Good are the minimum acceptable levels for sustaining an asset based on the Federal Real Property Council Guidance.  This implies that the 25% of NNSS assets are in adequate to fail condition, thus requiring additional reinvestment to restore them to good condition.
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* Other:  Status = not operating, blank or no RPV 

The magnitude of the reinvestment challenge is apparent when gross square feet (GSF) - not total numbers of assets - are compared. At NNSS, 55% of the inventory is in excellent or good condition, but 45% of the enterprise is in adequate to fail condition. 


Number of Facilities Mission Critical (MC) and Mission Dependency Not Critical (MDNC)
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These charts portray the dollar value of DM, RPV, and FCI by Mission Dependency category.

[image: ]
As observed previously, the RPV and GSF metrics generally trend together. 
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FCI by site from FY 05 to FY 09.

From FY 05 to the present there has been a significant focus on data quality and completeness evidenced by the FCI for NMD going from less than 2% to close to 8% (between FY05 and FY06).  That focus on data is also evident from the trend of MC, MDNC, and the total FCI.
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9.4.3   Footprint:               
[image: ]
Comparison of plan versus actual: RPV of eliminated excess in FY 06 through FY 09.

9.4.4  Utilization:
[image: ]                 
The Utilization chart divides the NNSA Facilities into the five major Federal Real Property Council (FRPC) reporting categories: Office, Warehouse, Laboratory, Housing, and Hospital and compares the reported utilization with DOE and FRPC targets.  NNSS’s actual utilization isn’t scored against DOE nor FRPC targets.
9.4.5   Cost/Budget:                  
[image: ]
Maintenance is clearly the driver in O&M costs - nearly 85%.
                   [image: ]
The chart above reveals a relatively flat reinvestment rate for maintenance and repair; when the planned activities are compared with actual expenses, year-by-year, there is no significant variance.  The cost of labor and materials have increased by nearly 8% during this period; adjusting for inflation as well as known increased costs, the budget available to perform  maintenance actually decreased. The chart shows that NNSS is doing a very good job of managing resources in a very restricted environment - the facilities are being sustained at a higher rate in 2009 than they were in 2006. 
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9.5.1  Overview:
[image: ]
Over 20% of the PTX inventory (adding RPV for 1940 & 1950) is greater than 50 years old.
[image: ]

Over 25% of the PTX Real Property inventory (adding GSF for 1940 & 1950) is greater than 50 years old.



9.5.2   Condition:      
   
[image: ]


* Other:  Status = not operating, blank or no RPV

By number, about 40% of PTX assets are in excellent or good condition.  Excellent and Good are the minimum acceptable levels for sustaining an asset based on the Federal Real Property Council Guidance.  This implies that the 60% of PTX assets are in adequate to fail condition, thus requiring additional reinvestment to restore them to good condition.
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* Other:  Status = not operating, blank or no RPV

The magnitude of the reinvestment challenge is apparent when gross square feet (GSF) - not total numbers of assets - are compared. At PTX, 45% of the inventory is in excellent or good condition, but 55% of the enterprise is in adequate to fail condition.


Number of Facilities Mission Critical (MC) and Mission Dependency Not Critical (MDNC)
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These charts portray the dollar value of DM, RPV, and FCI by Mission Dependency category.
[image: ]
As observed previously, the RPV and GSF metrics generally trend together. 

[image: ]
      

FCI by site from FY 05 to FY 09.

RPV for NMD at Pantex was not complete in FY 05, so an artificially low RPV produced an artificially high FCI.  Once the anomaly was addressed, the FCI for NMD came into line with the rest of site.
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9.5.3  Footprint:                   
[image: ]
Comparison of plan versus actual: RPV of eliminated excess in FY 06 through FY 09.

9.5.4  Utilization:
[image: ]
The Utilization chart divides the NNSA Facilities into the five major Federal Real Property Council (FRPC) reporting categories: Office, Warehouse, Laboratory, Housing, and Hospital and compares the reported utilization with DOE and FRPC targets.  PTX’s actual utilization isn’t scored against DOE nor FRPC targets.

9.5.5  Cost/Budget:                  
[image: ]
Maintenance is clearly the driver in O&M costs - nearly 82%.
[image: ]
Pantex has no indirects; the chart above reveals a relatively flat reinvestment rate for maintenance and repair; when the planned activities are compared with actual expenses, year-by-year, there is no significant variance.  The cost of labor and materials have increased by nearly 8% during this period; adjusting for inflation as well as known increased costs, the budget available to perform  maintenance actually decreased. The chart shows that PTX is doing a very good job of managing resources in a very restricted environment - the facilities are being sustained at a higher rate in 2009 than they were in 2006.  
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9.6.1  Overview:
[image: ]
Does not include RPV before FY1939 ($1,697,280 for FY08 series and $1,795,922 RPV for FY09 data series - thirteen trailers [boxcars] at SNL-NV put in service in 1932.)

[image: ]
 
Does not include 4,622 GSF for thirteen trailers [boxcars] at SNL-NV put in service in 1932 for both FY08 and FY09 data series


9.6.2  Condition:               
[image: ]


* Other:  Status = not operating, blank or no RPV

By number, about 80% of SNL assets are in excellent or good condition.  Excellent and Good are the minimum acceptable levels for sustaining an asset based on the Federal Real Property Council Guidance.  This implies that the 20% of SNL assets are in adequate to fail condition, thus requiring additional reinvestment to restore them to good condition.
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* Other:  Status = not operating, blank or no RPV

The magnitude of the reinvestment challenge is apparent when gross square feet (GSF) - not total numbers of assets - are compared. At SNL, 70% of the inventory is in excellent or good condition, but 30% of the enterprise is in adequate to fail condition.


Number of Facilities Mission Critical (MC) and Mission Dependency Not Critical (MDNC)


[image: ]                            
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These charts portray the dollar value of DM, RPV, and FCI by Mission Dependency category.
[image: ]
As observed previously, the RPV and GSF metrics generally trend together. 
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FCI by site from FY 06 to FY 09.

FCI clearly shows funding priorities for maintenance are focused in MC and MDNC.  Data quality is also improving as evidenced by severe escalation of FCI for NMD.
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9.6.3   Footprint:
[image: ]
Comparison of plan versus actual: RPV of eliminated excess in FY 06 through FY 09.

9.6.4   Utilization:
[image: ]
The Utilization chart divides the NNSA Facilities into the five major Federal Real Property Council (FRPC) reporting categories: Office, Warehouse, Laboratory, Housing, and Hospital and compares the reported utilization with DOE and FRPC targets.  SNL’s actual utilization isn’t scored against DOE nor FRPC targets.

9.6.5   Cost/Budget:                 
[image: ]
Maintenance is clearly the driver in O&M costs - about 75%.

[image: ]
The chart above reveals a relatively flat reinvestment rate for maintenance and repair; when the planned activities are compared with actual expenses, year-by-year, there is no significant variance.  The cost of labor and materials have increased by nearly 8% during this period; adjusting for inflation as well as known increased costs, the budget available to perform  maintenance actually decreased. The chart shows that SNL is doing a very good job of managing resources in a very restricted environment - the facilities are being sustained at a higher rate in 2009 than they were in 2006.
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9.7.1  Overview:

[image: ]
Over 30% of the SRS real property inventory (adding RPV for 1940 & 1950) is greater than 50 years old.

[image: ]
Over 30% of the SRS real property inventory (adding RPV for 1940 & 1950) is greater than 50 years old.
9.7.2 Condition:

[image: ]
* Other:  Status = not operating, blank or no RPV

By number, about 65% of SRS assets are in excellent or good condition.  Excellent and Good are the minimum acceptable levels for sustaining an asset based on the Federal Real Property Council Guidance.  This implies that the 35% of SRS assets are in adequate to fail condition, thus requiring additional reinvestment to restore them to good condition.
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* Other:  Status = not operating, blank or no RPV 

The magnitude of the reinvestment challenge is apparent when gross square feet (GSF) - not total numbers of assets - are compared. At SRS, 45% of the inventory is in excellent or good condition, but 55% of the enterprise is in adequate to fail condition.


Number of Facilities Mission Critical (MC) and Mission Dependency Not Critical (MDNC)
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[image: ]
These charts portray the dollar value of DM, RPV, and FCI by Mission Dependency category.

[image: ]
As observed previously, the RPV and GSF metrics generally trend together. 
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FCI by site from FY 05 to FY 09.

The NMD FCI is reported from FY 05 to FY 09 as “zero” for two facilities shutdown pending disposal.  The FCI is clearly not zero.
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9.7.3   Footprint:
         
Savannah River has no Elimination of Excess.          

9.7.4   Utilization:
[image: ]
The Utilization chart divides the NNSA Facilities into the five major Federal Real Property Council (FRPC) reporting categories: Office, Warehouse, Laboratory, Housing, and Hospital and compares the reported utilization with DOE and FRPC targets.  SRS’s actual utilization isn’t scored against DOE nor FRPC targets.


9.7.5 Cost/Budget:      
[image: ]

Maintenance is clearly the driver in O&M costs - nearly 65%.
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The chart above reveals a relatively flat reinvestment rate for maintenance and repair; when the planned activities are compared with actual expenses, year-by-year, there is no significant variance.  The cost of labor and materials have increased by nearly 8% during this period; adjusting for inflation as well as known increased costs, the budget available to perform  maintenance actually decreased. The chart shows that SRS is doing a very good job of managing resources in a very restricted environment - the facilities are being sustained at a higher rate in 2009 than they were in 2006.
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9.8.1  Overview:
[image: ]
Chart data does not include $40,660 RPV for FY08 and $42,327 RPV for FY09.
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Chart data does not include 1,000 GSF blank in both FY08 and FY09.


9.8.2   Condition:
[image: ]


* Other:  Status = not operating, blank or no RPV 

By number, about 55% of Y-12 assets are in excellent or good condition.  Excellent and Good are the minimum acceptable levels for sustaining an asset based on the Federal Real Property Council Guidance.  This implies that the 45% of Y-12 assets are in adequate to fail condition, thus requiring additional reinvestment to restore them to good condition.



[image: ]

* Other:  Status = not operating, blank or no RPV 

The magnitude of the reinvestment challenge is apparent when gross square feet (GSF) - not total numbers of assets - are compared. At Y-12, 70% of the inventory is in excellent or good condition, but 30% of the enterprise is in adequate to fail condition.


Number of Facilities Mission Critical (MC) and Mission Dependency Not Critical (MDNC)
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                    [image: ]
These charts portray the dollar value of DM, RPV, and FCI by Mission Dependency category.

[image: ]
As observed previously the RPV and GSF metrics trend together at Y-12. 
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FCI by site from FY 05 to FY 09.
                   
The impact of the Facility and Infrastructure Recapitalization Program (FIRP), NA-52, is making a very significant impact on reducing Deferred Maintenance (DM) in total dollars at Y-12.    FIRP’s ability to focus funding maintenance line-item sized projects in the mission essential utilities (electricity-potable water & sewer/storm drains -fire protection-fiber communications-roads) and mission supporting assets like Central Utility Buildings and Hazardous Waste facilities is a valuable asset that should be reconstituted by the NNSA.
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9.8.3  Footprint:

               [image: ]

The Y-12 Master Planning effort identified multiple facilities to be decommissioned as activities relocate to HEUMF, UPF and the proposed CMC. The planned and actual DM reductions by these D&D actions are presented above. This chart demonstrates that planned activities, if not funded early in the year, cannot result in the anticipated DM and gsf reductions.



9.8.4 Utilization:
[image: ]

The Utilization chart divides the NNSA Facilities into the five major Federal Real Property Council (FRPC) reporting categories: Office, Warehouse, Laboratory, Housing, and Hospital and compares the reported utilization with DOE and FRPC targets.  Y-12’s actual utilization isn’t scored against DOE nor FRPC targets.  



9.8.5 Cost/Budget:

[image: ]

Maintenance and Utilities are clearly the drivers in O&M costs - each over 40%.
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The chart above reveals a relatively flat reinvestment rate for maintenance and repair; when the planned activities are compared with actual expenses, year-by-year, there is no significant variance.  The cost of labor and materials have increased by nearly 8% during this period; adjusting for inflation as well as known increased costs, the budget available to perform  maintenance actually decreased. The chart shows that Y-12 is doing a very good job of managing resources in a very restricted environment, but the facilities are not being sustained at the same rate in 2009 as they were in 2006.

10.   Energy:

[image: ]

2009 Energy Intensity Reduction Status

1. The goal is a 30% reduction between FY08 and FY09.
1. The drop in progress between FY08 and FY09 is attributed to an increase in the usage of electricity and a reduction in square footage.
1. Although there is a reduction in usage between FY08 and FY09, the reduction is at the expected level for FY09.
1. Our success in staying on-track to meet the FY15 goal is directly linked to investment in energy efficient projects.

[image: ]
Water Intensity Reduction Status

1. The goal during FY2009 is based on potable water usage only.  For the FY2009 reporting year, the goal is a 20% reduction between FY08 and FY16.

1. The significant drop in progress between FY08 and FY09 is mostly attributed to faulty meter data at Y-12.  The FY09 meter data error should be corrected during FY11.  When this happens progress we expect to see significant improvement in the reported progress.

[image: ]
GHG (mtCO2e)

The chart shows that the FY08 Baseline year for Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions is 1,256,689 mtCO2e (metric tons of CO2 equivalent). Using the same methodology, the FY09 GHG emissions are 1,322,523 mtCO2.  These figures were issued by FEMP in March 2010.  FEMP has revised the FY08 baseline to include fugitive emissions that were not previously reported.  The revised FY08 baseline for GHG emissions for NNSA was calculated in June 2010 to be 1,761,250 mtCO2e.  The FY09 figures have not been re-calculated by FEMP but are expected proportionally higher.  To meet the goals NNSA must reduce GHG emissions to about 905,000 mtCO2e per year.
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FY2009 Renewable Energy Status

1. The goal for Renewable Energy has three different performance levels before FY13.
1. DOE has set a more aggressive goal than that required by the Executive Order and legislation.  DOE has set FY10 as the first year that renewable are to provide 7.5% of the electricity requirement. 
1. The goal line shown in the graph is based on the Executive Order requirement rather than the DOE goal.
1. Achievement of the goal for the most part is based on the purchase of Renewable Energy Credits (RECs) rather than through purchased renewable energy or on-site generating equipment.
1. NNSA will continue to meet these goals through annual purchase of RECs in sufficient quantities.  However, there is some indication that DOE will no longer allow RECs to be used to meet the requirements and that the only acceptable way to meet the goal is through the direct purchase of renewable energy or though on-site renewable generating equipment. This being the case, our progress in the meeting the goal will drop significantly.
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Alternative Fuel Vehicles (AFV) Vehicles in Use.  The chart shows the progress that NNSA has made toward increasing the number of alterative fueled vehicles.  At this point there is no set goal for the percentage of AFVs for NNSA.  The Goal is set at the Department level.
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Fleet Alternative Fuel Use Increase

1. NNSA has increased alternative fuel use by over 250,000 gallons since the base year of 2005.
1. The EISA goal requires a 10% per year increase in alternative fuel usage between FY05 and FY15.   
1. The chart shows that the NNSA usage is well above the target usage for FY09.



Fleet Petroleum Usage Reduction

1. NNSA has decreased petroleum fuel use by over 750,000 gallons since the base year of 2005.
1. The EISA goal requires a 2% per year reduction in fleet petroleum usage between FY05 and FY15.   
1. The chart shows that the NNSA usage is well above the target usage for FY09.





Progress toward HPSB Goal.

1. The chart shows progress that each site is making toward the goal that 15% of the square footage meet the Guiding Principles.  Sandia, for example, has about 11% of their square footage meeting the guiding principles, but only less than 1% of their square footage have been assesses and classified as not meeting the Guiding Principles. 

1. LANL on the other hand has assessed about 27% of their buildings as not meeting the square footage but no progress in having any square footage meeting the Guiding Principles. LANL needs to assess another 3 % of their square footage and concurrently start an aggressive plan to have their selected buildings meet the Guiding Principles.
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Metering Status

1. By the end of FY2012, NNSA should have advanced electricity meters installed on 100% of the buildings which have been identified as being candidates based on economics.  
1. By the end of FY 14, NNSA should have advanced gas, steam and water meters installed on 100% of the buildings which have been identified as being candidates based on economics.  
1. At the end of FY 2009, NNSA had installed about 50% of the required electricity and water meters, 46% of the required steam meters and 35% of the required gas meters.
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Energy and Water Audits – (EISA Section 432)

1. The standard approach for Energy and Water Evaluations and Re-commissioning activities is to complete 25% of the audits each year so that at the end of the four year cycle period, all covered buildings will have been audited.
1. These audits are required by legislation and serve as the basic planning block for implementing projects that will help NNSA meet the energy and water intensity reduction goals as well as the Green House Gas emissions reductions.
1. At the end of the FY2009 reporting year, NNSA should have completed audits in 25% of the covered buildings.
1. At the end of the FY09 reporting year, NNSA only completed about 15% of the required audits.
1. In general, sites have adopted and defined the requirements and are increasing their efforts in meeting the goals.  Based on discussion with the sites, it appears that NNSA will meet the goals by the end of the FY2012 reporting year.

11.  Acronyms:
	Acronym
	Definition

	B&T
	Buildings and Trailers

	CFM
	Corporate Facility Maintenance

	CI
	Condition Index

	DM
	Deferred Maintenance

	DOE
	U.S. Department of Energy

	F&I
	Facility and Infrastructure

	FCI
	Facility Condition Index

	FIMS
	Facility Information Management System

	FIRP
	Facilities and Infrastructure Recapitalization Program

	FRPC
	Federal Real Property Council

	FY
	Fiscal Year

	FYNSP
	Future-Years Nuclear Security Program

	GSF
	Gross Square Feet

	K
	Thousand

	KCRIMS
	Kansas City Responsive Infrastructure Manufacturing & Sourcing

	M
	Million

	MC
	Mission Critical

	MDNC
	Mission Dependent Not Critical

	MSF
	Million Square Feet

	NMD
	Not Mission Dependent

	NNSA
	National Nuclear Security Administration

	NSE
	National Security Enterprise

	OECM
	Office of Engineering and Construction Management

	Ops
	Operations

	RPV
	Replacement Plant Value

	SF
	Square Feet

	TD
	Transformation Disposition

	
	

	Program Offices:

	EE
	Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy

	EM
	Environmental Management

	FE
	Fossil Energy

	LM
	Legacy Management

	NE
	Nuclear Energy

	NR
	Naval Reactors

	PA
	Public Affairs

	RW
	Radioactive Waste

	SC
	Science

	
	

	Plants and Laboratories and Sites:

	KCP
	Kansas City Plant

	LLNL
	Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory

	LANL
	Los Alamos National Laboratory

	NNSS
	Nevada National Security Site

	PTX
	Pantex Plant

	SNL
	Sandia National Laboratories

	SRS
	Savannah River Site

	Y-12
	Y-12 National Security Site




12. Glossary of Terms

Annual Actual Maintenance Costs. The actual, loaded costs, generally consisting of direct labor, materials, and supplies, incurred in FY 2010 of all maintenance activities for a building, trailer or OSF (including repairs). Do not include maintenance costs of programmatic equipment and programmatic real property (OSF 3000 series assets, e.g., accelerators and reactors). 
i. Programs executing a directed deferred maintenance reduction program such as the NNSA Facilities and Infrastructure Recapitalization Program (FIRP) or applying American Reinvestment and Recovery Act of 2010 funds subject to CFR 52.204-11(d) (10) are encouraged to account for deferred maintenance reduction separately. Separate funding establishes cost visibility and generates a deferred maintenance target to measure program effectiveness. 
ii. To facilitate management and cost visibility, industry practice and good management dictate the accrual of actual costs against specific, real property assets (if not major building systems). Therefore, maintenance costs should be reported from asset-level data collected in the Site’s Maintenance Management and Financial Management Systems. 
Annual Required Maintenance Costs. Estimates of all costs to perform maintenance activities for a building, trailer or other structure and facility (OSF) in FY 2010 that one would normally expect to be accomplished as determined by engineering/maintenance/life cycle analysis and vendor maintenance schedules. Included are preventive maintenance, predictive maintenance, corrective maintenance and any other maintenance/repair activity required for which FY 2010 is the optimum period of accomplishment. 
i. Maintenance costs should, in as much as practical, reflect the anticipated cost of the maintenance action, i.e., they should reflect the local prevailing wage rates and cost burdens as well as other related work necessary to resolve the deficiency. For example, if replacement of a compressor installed on a chiller would require a crane lift and relocation of a chilled water line, those costs should be included in the cost estimate for resolving the deficiency. 
ii. Similarly, where maintenance efforts can be aggregated in project bundles thereby reducing cost; that reduced cost should be captured. As an example, aggregating all paving into a large indefinite quantity paving contract typically offers significant savings over discrete repair actions through multiple paving contracts. 
iii. Although corrective maintenance activities cannot be planned with certainty; an estimate of these activities, based on historic costs shall be included in aggregate annual required maintenance costs at the asset level. For example, a fire protection system notification panel fails inspection and requires immediate replacement. 
iv. Do not include maintenance requirements remaining after FY 2009 and not planned for accomplishment in FY 2010 or deferred to FY 2010 or beyond. Maintenance costs of programmatic equipment and programmatic real property are not to be included. 
v. Programs executing a directed deferred maintenance reduction program such as the NNSA Facilities and Infrastructure Recapitalization Program (FIRP) or applying American Reinvestment and Recovery Act of 2010 funds subject to CFR 52.204-11(d) (10) are encouraged to account for deferred maintenance reduction separately. Separate funding establishes cost visibility and generates a deferred maintenance target to measure program effectiveness. 


Betterments. Capitalized improvements to facilities that result in better quality work, increased capacity, and/or extended useful life as required to accommodate regulatory and other changes to requirements. Determining when and to what extent an expenditure should be treated as a betterment requires judgment. When a minor item is replaced in each of a number of similar units, the effect of the replacement as related to each unit, rather than to the cumulative costs, is the proper basis for determining whether or not a betterment is effected. Listed below are the various terms that are commonly used to describe various categories of betterments: 
i. Construction is the erection, installation, or assembly of a new plant facility; the addition, expansion, improvement, or replacement of an existing facility; or the relocation of a facility. Construction includes equipment installed in and made part of the facility and related site preparation; excavation, filling and landscaping, or other land improvements; and design of the facility. Examples of improvements to an existing facility include the following types of work. 
1. Replacing standard walls with fireproof walls. 
2. Installing a fire sprinkler system in a space that was previously not protected with a sprinkler system. 
3. Replacing utility system components with a significantly larger capacity components (e.g., replacing a 200-ton chiller with a 300-ton chiller) and converting the functional purpose of a room (e.g., converting an office into a computer room). 
ii. Conversion is a major structural revision of a facility that changes the functional purpose for which the facility was originally designed or used. 
iii. Major Renovation and Replacement is a complete reconstruction of a facility that has deteriorated or has been damaged beyond the point where its individual parts can be economically repaired. If the item replaced is a retirement unit, its original costs (including installation cost) are removed from the plant and capital equipment accounts, and the cost of the newly installed item (including installation cost) is added to the plant and capital equipment accounts. 
CAIS. Condition Assessment Information System for the Department of Energy. 
Corrective Maintenance. The repair or restoration of failed or malfunctioning equipment, systems, or facilities to their intended functions or design conditions. It does not result in a significant extension of the expected useful life. 
Deferred Maintenance. Maintenance that was not performed when it should have been or was scheduled to be and which, therefore, is put off or delayed for a future period. 
D&D. Decontamination and decommissioning; includes demolition or disposal activities. 
Facility. Land, buildings, and other structures, their functional systems and equipment, and other fixed systems and equipment installed therein, including site development features outside the plant, such as landscaping, roads, walks, parking areas, outside lighting and communication systems, central utility plants, utilities supply and distribution systems, and other physical plant features. These include any of the DOE owned, -leased, or -controlled facilities, and they may or may not be furnished to a contractor under a contract with DOE. 
FIMS. Facilities Information Management System for the Department of Energy. 
FIRP. Facilities and Infrastructure Recapitalization Program for the DOE National Nuclear Security Administration (NNSA). 

Green Building Products and Technologies. At this time, there is no industry standard definition. However, in general, green building products and technologies are those that are made from salvaged or recycled materials and/or conserve natural resources and/or avoid toxic emissions and/or save energy over their traditional counterparts. 
Infrastructure. All real property, installed equipment, and related real property that is not solely supporting a single program mission at a multi-program site or that is not programmatic real property at a single program site. 
Integrated Design. A process whereby all the members of the building stakeholder community, and the technical planning, design and construction team examine the project objectives, and building materials, systems, and assemblies from many different perspectives. This approach is a deviation from the typical planning and design process of relying on the expertise of specialists who work in their respective specialties somewhat isolated from each other. 
Maintenance. Day to day work that is required to sustain property in a condition suitable to be used for its designated purposes, including preventive, predictive, and corrective maintenance. Maintenance costs and work do not include the following. 
i. Regularly scheduled janitorial work such as cleaning, and preserving facilities and equipment. 
ii. Work performed in relocating or installing partitions, office furniture, and other associated activities. 
iii. Work usually associated with the removal, moving, and placement of equipment. 
iv. Work aimed at expanding the capacity of an asset or otherwise upgrading it to serve needs different from or significantly greater than those originally intended. 
v. Improvement work performed directly by in-house workers or in support of construction contractors accomplishing an improvement. 
vi. Work performed on special projects not directly in support of maintenance or construction. 
vii. Non-maintenance roads and grounds work such as grass cutting and street sweeping. 
viii. Any costs associated with equipment, programmatic real property or personal property. 
Optimum Period. That time in the life cycle of an asset when maintenance actions should be accomplished to preserve and maximize the useful life of the asset. The determination is based on engineering/maintenance analysis and is independent of funding availability or other resource implications. 
i. Maintenance identified in FY 2010 or before with an optimum period for completion in FY 2009 or before qualifies as deferred maintenance. 
ii. Maintenance previously identified as deferred, i.e. beyond its optimum period, but is no longer needed or its optimum period is now later than FY 2010 no longer qualifies as deferred maintenance. 
iii. Changes to optimum period may occur to active assets only. Programs should not decrease or eliminate previously identified deferred maintenance when an asset is placed in a shutdown status. This becomes important historic data. Removal (zeroing out) of deferred maintenance incorrectly identifies the shutdown asset as being in an excellent condition. 
1. Asset Condition Index (ACI) calculations include only active facilities. Maintaining deferred maintenance data on inactive facilities does not affect Site or Program level ACI. 
2. Moreover, only deferred maintenance for active assets is reported supplementally within the Department’s financial statements. 
Other Structures and Facilities (OSF). Any fixed real property improvements to land not classifiable as a building or trailer, e.g., bridges, towers, roads, and fences. It also includes site utility systems used to generate or distribute any services such as heat, electricity, sewage, gas, and water. 
Plant, Property & Equipment. Tangible assets that meet the capitalization criteria, are not intended for sale in the ordinary course of operations, and have been acquired or constructed with the intent of being used, or being available for use by the entity. Plant, property, and equipment includes site infrastructure. 
Predictive Maintenance. Those activities involving continuous or periodic monitoring and diagnosis to forecast component degradation so that “as needed” maintenance can be scheduled. 
Preventive Maintenance. Those periodic and planned actions taken to maintain a piece of equipment within design operating conditions and extend its life and performed before equipment failure or to prevent equipment failure. 
Programmatic Equipment. Refers to personal property used by programmatic personnel, including personal property meeting the threshold for the list of capital equipment. 
Programmatic Real Property. Refers to reactors, accelerators, and similar devices used by programmatic personnel, acquired with line item funding, and listed in the Facilities Information Management System as “Other Structures and Facilities” under the 3000 series usage codes, including 3009, 3209, 3221, 3251 and 3261. 
Real Property Assets. Any interest in land, together with the improvements, facilities, structures, and fixtures located thereon, including prefabricated movable structures and appurtenances thereto, under the control of DOE. All real property owned by or leased to the Government or acquired by the Government under the terms of the contract. It includes both government-furnished property and contractor-acquired property as defined in Federal Acquisition Regulation 45.101. DOE-owned, -used and -controlled land, land improvements, structures, utilities, installed equipment, and components are included. Real property and real estate means land and rights in land, ground improvements, utility distribution systems, and buildings and other structures. Real Property Assets are defined by the Federal Property Management Regulations § 101 47.103-12, Real Property. 
Recapitalization. Major renovations or reconstruction activities, including facility replacements, needed to keep existing facilities modern and relevant in an environment of changing standards and missions. This includes the restoration and modernization of existing facilities but not the acquisition of new facilities or the demolition of old ones, unless the demolition is carried out as part of a renovation project or in conjunction with construction of replacement footprint elsewhere. 
Repair. See “Corrective Maintenance.” 
Replacement Plant Value (RPV). The cost to replace the existing structure based on the current usage with a new structure of comparable size using current technology, codes standards and materials. 
Sustainable Design. A design process that seeks to reduce negative impacts on the environment, and the health and comfort of building occupants, thereby improving building performance. The basic objectives of sustainability are to reduce consumption of non-renewable resources, minimize waste, and create healthy, productive environments. 
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	Use the same query cretiria as  Mission Dependency for DM; RPV & FCI and % of Assets by RPV and by GSF as Part I above
	The same file as Condition of Enterprise Mission Dependency: DM; RPV & FCI and % of Assets by RPV and by GSF above (Fig. 16
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	Refer to NNSA Overall above (Fig. 24)
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	Refer to NNSA Overall above (Fig. 27)
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	Refer to NNSA Overall Utilization above (Fig. 27)
	Refer to NNSA Overall above (Fig. 27)

	F. 9.2.10
	LLNL FY-08 & FY09 O & M Cost Breakdown
	\\Doe\DFSFR\org_na\na-50\NA-52\Bridges\FIMS Snapshots & Queries FY98-09 - Access\FIMS_fy2009-frpc_NNSA.mdb
	FY09 FRCP Utilization
	Refer to NNSA Overall FY-08 & FY09 O & M Cost Breakdown above (Fig. 28)
	Refer to the same file for NNSA FY08 O&M Cost Breakdown_GSF and FY09 O&M Cost Breakdown_GSF.xlsx above (Fig. 28

	
	
	\\Doe\DFSFR\org_na\na-50\NA-52\Bridges\FIMS Snapshots & Queries FY98-09 - Access\FIMS_fy2008_frpc_NNSA.mdb
	
	
	

	F. 9.2.11
	IFI Direct vs. Indirect Maintenance & Repair for LLNL
	Refer to NNSA Overall above (Fig. 30)
	N/A
	N/A
	Refer to NNSA Overall above (Fig. 30)

	N/A
	Energy Section
	\\Doe\DFSFR\org_na\na-50\NA-52\_29 Corporate Facilities Management\FIMS\CFM Report\FY 2009\Corporate Facilities Management Report\FY-2009\Web & Emails\FW Narrative to accompany energy charts in the Annual report.htm
	Provided by Carter Ward
	Provided by Carter Ward
	\\Doe\DFSFR\org_na\na-50\NA-52\_29 Corporate Facilities Management\FIMS\CFM Report\FY 2009\Corporate Facilities Management Report\FY-2009\Worksheets\2009 Energy Report Data Analysis - 07-23-10.xlsx
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	Acronyms sheet
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	N/A
	N/A
	\\Doe\DFSFR\org_na\na-50\NA-52\_29 Corporate Facilities Management\FIMS\CFM Report\FY 2009\Corporate Facilities Management Report\FY-2009\Worksheets\Acronyms.xlsx

	N/A
	Glossary of Terms
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	\\Doe\DFSFR\org_na\na-50\NA-52\_29 Corporate Facilities Management\FIMS\CFM Report\FY 2009\Corporate Facilities Management Report\FY-2009\Documents & Reports\Glossary.doc

	Apendix 1.1
	FY-09 Condition of Enterprise (by NNSA Site)
	\\Doe\DFSFR\org_na\na-50\NA-52\Bridges\FIMS Snapshots & Queries FY98-09 - Access\FIMS_fy2009-frpc_NNSA.mdb
	Mission Dependency _ All NNSA
	Query: Prop_Program = NNSA, SITE_PROGRAM_OFFICE = NNSA, PROP_PROPERTY_TYPE = B, T or S
Spreadsheet:  Prop_Program (select filter: NNSA & blank)
	\\Doe\DFSFR\org_na\na-50\NA-52\_29 Corporate Facilities Management\FIMS\CFM Report\FY 2009\Corporate Facilities Management Report\FY-2009\Worksheets\FY09 Condition Enterprise Assets of MD.xlsx

	Apendix 1.2
	FY-08 Condition of Enterprise (by NNSA Site)
	\\Doe\DFSFR\org_na\na-50\NA-52\Bridges\FIMS Snapshots & Queries FY98-09 - Access\FIMS_fy2008_frpc_NNSA.mdb
	Mission Dependency _ All NNSA
	Query: Prop_Program = NNSA, SITE_PROGRAM_OFFICE = NNSA, PROP_PROPERTY_TYPE = B, T or S
Spreadsheet:  Prop_Program (select filter: NNSA & blank)
	\\Doe\DFSFR\org_na\na-50\NA-52\_29 Corporate Facilities Management\FIMS\CFM Report\FY 2009\Corporate Facilities Management Report\FY-2008\Worksheets\FY08 Condition Enterprise Assets of MD.xlsx

	Apendix 1.3
	FY-07 Condition of Enterprise (by NNSA Site)
	\\Doe\DFSFR\org_na\na-50\NA-52\Bridges\FIMS Snapshots & Queries FY98-09 - Access\FIMS_fy2007_frpc_NNSA.mdb
	Mission Dependency- End of Year FY07 - All NNSA
	
	\\Doe\DFSFR\org_na\na-50\NA-52\_29 Corporate Facilities Management\FIMS\CFM Report\FY 2009\Corporate Facilities Management Report\FY-2008\Worksheets\FY07 Condition Enterprise Assets of MD.xlsx
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	Apendix 1.4
	FY-06 Condition of Enterprise (by NNSA Site)
	\\Doe\DFSFR\org_na\na-50\NA-52\Bridges\FIMS Snapshots & Queries FY98-09 - Access\FIMS_fy2006_frpc_NNSA.mdb
	NNSA - Mission Dependency FY06
	Same as above
	\\Doe\DFSFR\org_na\na-50\NA-52\_29 Corporate Facilities Management\FIMS\CFM Report\FY 2009\Corporate Facilities Management Report\FY-2008\Worksheets\FY06 Condition Enterprise Assets of MD.xlsx

	Apendix 1.5
	FY-05 Condition of Enterprise (by NNSA Site)
	\\Doe\DFSFR\org_na\na-50\NA-52\Bridges\FIMS Snapshots & Queries FY98-09 - Access\FIMS_fy2005_frpc_NNSA.mdb
	NNSA - FY05 Mission Dependency -  ALL NNSA
	
	\\Doe\DFSFR\org_na\na-50\NA-52\_29 Corporate Facilities Management\FIMS\CFM Report\FY 2009\Corporate Facilities Management Report\FY-2008\Worksheets\FY05 Condition Enterprise Assets of MD.xlsx

	Apendix 2
	Sample of Sensitivity Analysis
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	N/A
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	Apendix 3
	4th Quarter 2009 IFI Maintenance Crosscut Budget Report
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	N/A
	References sheet
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	N/A
	\\Doe\DFSFR\org_na\na-50\NA-52\_29 Corporate Facilities Management\FIMS\CFM Report\FY 2009\Corporate Facilities Management Report\FY-2009\Documents & Reports\References.docx
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Facility Condition Index (FCI) Mission Dependency Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Sandia National Laboratories 664%| £33%] 7.75%| 352%| 0 137| 1641 1002 § 1314153 3666028| 2085315 12105

TOTAL 1.918 | ToraL sF 7,088,202

FY-05 Condition of Enterprise for Sandia National Laboratories (SNL)

SITE_NAME TOTAL uc MDNC nup | Blank | mc [wonc | nmp | Blank | mc MoNC | NMD | Blank

Replacement Plant Vialue (RPV) Mission Dependency Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Sandia National Laboratories | 3283051885 2580467.392 700613300 1.970594] ] ess]  m[ @[ esamasn] 2141se 9807 12108
Deferred Maintenance (DM) Mission Dependency Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Sandia National Laboratories | 259343707] 227151480 32728.307 ] ssof]l ] 1es]  m[ i@ | esaen] anew 9807 12108
Facility Condition Index (FCI) Mission Dependency Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Sandia National Laboratories 7.92%| 280%| 487%| 1.54%| 71| 1663 33| 1002 || 4637830 | 2141838 9807| 12105

TOTAL 1.967 | TotaL 6sF 6.801.496

Source: FIMS snapshot as of 1/30/2010
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SITE_NAME TOTAL mc MDNC NMD mc MDNC NMD MDNC NMD

Number of Assets oss Square Feet (GSF)

Savannah River Site 1.738.806.5% 1233174359 197613669 JutL Ll “ 2 1183 155365 71.368

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Savannah River Site 56,426,164 50415.752| 6010412 El 4 2 161169 155385 71888

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Savannah River Site 325%] 4097 304% o] El 4 2 1611891 155385 71988

TOTAL 55 | T0TAL GSF 388,520

FY-08 Condition of Enterprise for Savannah River Site (SRS)

SITE_NAME TOTAL mc MDNC NMD mc MDNC NMD MDNC NMD

Number of Assets oss Square Feet (GSF)

Savannah River Site 1642782023 1167750801 1819311 283100111 8 “ 1 180205 152742 71.368

Number of Assets oss Square Feet (GSF)

Savannah River Site 53,861,914 47871.479) 5930435 8 “ 1 180205 152742 71.368

Number of Assets oss Square Feet (GSF)

Savannah River Site 328% 4107 3297 o 8 “ 1 180205 152742 71.368

TOTAL 53 | T0TAL GSF 384,923

ion of Enterprise for Savannah River Site (SRS)

Number of Assets oss Square Feet (GSF)

Savannah River Site 1146802070 63343342 168300870 007, 3 El 1 1328|1852 71.368

Number of Assets oss Square Feet (GSF)

Savannah River Site 50,433,350 45289153 515017 3 El 1 12328 1852 71.368

Number of Assets oss Square Feet (GSF)

Savannah River Site 4407 653 3067 o 3 El 1 12328 1852 71.368

TOTAL 45 | ToTAL GSF U374

SITE_NAME TOTAL mc MDNC NMD mc MDNC NMD MDNC NMD

Number of Assets oss Square Feet (GSF)

Savannah River Site 1104442110 672788621 167102919 550, 5 2 1 1238 157 71.368

Number of Assets oss Square Feet (GSF)

Savannah River Site 45101573 41.105.202] 499,371 5 2 1 1238 157 71.368

Number of Assets oss Square Feet (GSF)

Savannah River Site 4172 611% 2997 o 5 2 1 1238 157 71.368

TOTAL 48 | ToTAL GSF 352,098

FY-05 Condition of Enterprise for Savannah River Site (SRS)

SITE_NAME TOTAL mc MDNC NMD mc MDNC MDNC NMD

Number of Assets oss Square Feet (GSF)

Savannah River Site 1.025,2%6.940 933284415 26012.524] E 2 260885 77513

Number of Assets oss Square Feet (GSF)

Savannah River Site w7231 33344557 3388254 E 2 260885 77513

Number of Assets oss Square Feet (GSF)

Savannah River Site 3587 334% 1235%] o E 2 260885 77513

TOTAL TOTAL 6SF 338,379

SITE_NAME TOTAL mc MDNC NMD mc MDNC NMD | MDNC NMD

Source: FIMS snapshot as of 1/30/2010
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FY-09 Condition of Enterprise for Y-12 Site Office

SITE_NAME TOTAL mc MDNC NMD mc | monc | nmD MDNC NMD

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Y-12 Site Office 8293033978 281405715 3038682160 445,294 E 23 s 2oms| 2168895 1,661,991

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Y-12 Site Office 405,242,865 87,209,038 190337242 595! E 23 s 2oms| 2168895 1,661,991

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

12 Site Office 4887 310% 626% 5222 E 23 s 2oms| 2168895 1,661,991

TOTAL 668 | T0TAL GSF 5.881.780

FY-08 Condition of Enterprise for Y-12 Site Office

SITE_NAME TOTAL mc MDNC NMD mc | monc | nmD MDNC NMD

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Y-12 Site Office 7031157442 2754714839 2883343451 393,093 2 28 asll  2sonios 2249508 750679

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Y-12 Site Office 414613789 131531,309 215360123 722 2 28 asll  2sonios 2249508 750679

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

12 Site Office 5.90% 4772 7472 4857 2 28 asll  2sonios 2249508 750679

TOTAL 658 | T0TAL GSF 5.800.289

FY-07 Condition of Enterprise for Y-12 Site Office

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Y-12 Site Office 6358647779 2710277020 2702627714 743 2 u7 s as2am| 22812 922628

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Y-12 Site Office 43715213 135194225 220834455 063 2 u7 s as2am| 22812 922628

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

12 Site Office 6877 4997 817% 857 2 u7 s as2am| 22812 922628

TOTAL 650 | T0TAL BSF 5.960.360

FY-06 Condition of Enterprise for Y-12 Site Office

SITE_NAME TOTAL mc MDNC NMD mc | monc | nmD MDNC NMD

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Y-12 Site Office 5368826897 2225533379 1842505287 300,728 2 183 anll  asam|  ssasn 1756272

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Y-12 Site Office 427790133 121527521 182,067,943 1194 2| 163 asfl 2smim|  saeR 1756272

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

12 Site Office 797%] 5.46% 9887 9557 2| 163 asfl 2smim|  saeR 1756272

TOTAL 658 | T0TAL GSF 5,543,024

FY-05 Condition of Enterprise for Y-12 Site Office

SITE_NAME TOTAL mc MDNC NMD mc | monc | nmD MDNC NMD

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Y-12 Site Office 493,236,710 3812638305 1110314627 1283 185 a2 ) asmas| e 212508

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Y-12 Site Office 422373023 295204238 121542808 631 185 a2 ) asmas| e 212508

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

12 Site Office 8.45% 7.74% 1035%] 769/ 185 a2 ) asmas| e 212508

TOTAL 589 | T0TAL GSF 5301107

SITE_NAME TOTAL mc MDNC NMD mc | monc | nmD | MDNC NMD

Source: FIMS snapshot as of 1/30/2010
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FY-09 Condi

n of Enterprise (by NNSA

e)

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
SITE_NAME TOTALRPV nuc MDNC NMD Blank NC | MDNC | NMD | Blank [ MDNC NMD Blank
Kansas City Plant © 1795622735 1,097,936,607 436921473 260764554 i & E) 2207098 1920 asasss
LLNC 558 096,787 1,782,188.602 3841483158 1181414007 EIE) | Zatams | zdeiea | 183045 |
Los Alamos National Laboratory 134190780 S 3776 1023516785 4881883048 3 e 2iseaz | ig2ie ez
Nevada National Security Site 5888236178 670,634,017 1311206716 074,395,445 ) AN A s iazen TG0 | 190087
Pantex Site Office 4052887 887 175807704 2085,450897 187 388824 £ I sz imeres Gizse
Sandia National Laboratories 4288,184.338 ety 3578531 851 S 356 461 E) I T T e pFTEr YT
Savannah River 738,806,595 1233174353 187513688 601857 s “ 2z stz s e
Y:12 Site Office 699,033,576 581405715 3038662160, 5,446,204,666, B I Z0szses | ziecs g8 881
TOTALRPV 8 Sites $  40,025849,789 | §  15658,177,460 | $ 13496646610 § 10,871,025719 26 2] soss] sl omzosae] wenaa taesese 200472
* Other s 734452541 $ 4194153 1S 168893152 § 500,306,106 § 1,059,130 10 DL 3,949 237,968 623760 877
Grand Total RPVI § 40,760,302,330 Grand Total Asset 7924 v J Grand Total GSF 30320172
Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
SITE_NAME TOTAL DI e MDNC D Blank NC | MDNC | NMD | Blank nc MDNC NUD Blank
Kansas City Plant ©/ 156,205,900 112028710, 34908510 9268580 i & E) 2207099 19205 aizsss
LN T Ees AT 4845 564" 78795041 133303408 E) E Zatzams | 2isien Tga0481
Los Alamos National Laboratory 625,850,996, 137557 128 64607574 603,486,784 3 I 2isess | 1g2ai Sz
Nevada National Security Site 190,367,356 1236842 65651973 108,343,051 r) A A I TG0 | 190087
Pantex Site Office 337513913 48171488 38,679,857 35361801 £ I sz 7 Gizse
Sandia National Laboratories 302774351 43,108,087 197770736 BEGEE] 33600 r) ERE mEa | ez Tarazes | 19dE
Savannah 38426, 164 50,415,753 6010412 3 s “ z ieties s ez
Y12 Site Office 405343865 67,308,038 190,337 242 137,696,585 2 as Zoszses | Ziec 581881
TOTALDM 8 Sites $ 2621463996 | § 528351506 | § 1034257955 § 1058820845 s 33600 § 2361 2133 5023 113§ 11705410 13811221 12540503 209472
* Other s 24052328 § 86,951 § 7,163,051 § 16802326 10 42 a9 18P 3,949 237,068 623760 877
Grand Total DM/ S 2,645516,324
Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
SITE_NAME ] [ MDNC NMD Blank NC | MDNC | NMD | Blank [ MDNC NMD Blank
Kansas City Plant 870% 7.99%; 355% 11 63 2,207,009 479,808 242588
LLNLC i 655%, 251%; B77%, 053%, E) 3 ERICELCY M) M ) ‘
Los Alamos National Laboratory 728% 235% §57% 1236% 3 321 e 2isess | ig2is ez
Nevada National Security Site Gaa% 184% 567% 018% ) & s iazen TG0 | 190087
Pantex Site Offics (e a0 T i3 55% E— Tt ) e
Sandia National Laboratories 705% a57% 687% 11385 ) I N i ez Tarazes | igds
Savannah River 355% 408% 304% 660% s W stz s e
Y12 Site Office A% 3710%, 658%, 555%, B 245 Z0s2ses | ziec 561881
Toth s oo o DD RO

~Gther: OST, SC, OR (ETTP)

(1) 8blank RPV, 0 blank 1D

(2) 105 blank RPV includes 4 blank MD

(3) 17 blank RPV; 18 blank MD (includes RPV)

(4) Excludes 8 GSA owned or leased facilties for a Total of 7952 facilties
(5) KCP deliberately running to failure except for ES&H

Those sites that have > WFO's have < MC Facilties
Source: FIMS Snapshot as of Feb 22, 2010

Printed: October 15, 2010
File: FY03 Condition Enterprise_# Assets of MD_R1 xlsx
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on of Enterprise (by NNSA Site)

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
SITE_NAME TOTAL RPV mc MDNC NMD Blank mc MDNC NMD Blank mc MDNC NMD Blank
Kansas City Plant 1568100537 1048640015 307,593,893 211,866,623 24 50 # 2311610 42065 05122
LLNL 4,906,220,483: 1.613,280,021 231 8,628,358. 967,511,109 34 250 Ea 2.467.312 2103279 1,954,412
os Alamos National L aboratory Trizies Sesoise e S50k I T St ean T s
Nevada National Security Site 2702810076 475067735 124863275 578,503,068 E a1 75 i 381251 1441 616 LR R
Pantox Site Offcs S 7 - 5535759 IS I CE i S
Sandia National Laboratories 4,085,666,829 787,680,828 2)598,845.213 599,140,788 40 269 1447 10512 1,360,183 4,266,373 1,553,236 13.405
Savanah River Tenrs Tier b T St 11 - i T e e
V.12 Site Offce i o - T T FI. Seinio s e
TOTAL RPV 8 Sites: $ 33,352,347,173 ' $  13,280,505775 :$ 12,032,350,711  § 8,039,490,687 | § - 251 217 5,006 113! 12,647,993 14,045,023 11,668,977 209,472
* Other 637.326.403 8.302.784. § 74743471 554,280,148 8 53 307 17°] 49,813 417,200 598,697 87,871
Grand Total RPV| § 33989673576 Grand Total Asset 7762 w §Grand Total GSF 30,725,048
Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
SITE_NAME TOTAL DM mc MDNC NMD Blank mc MDNC NMD Blank mc MDNC NMD Blank
Kansas City Plant ¥ 135525910 103,283,580 29.441 510 2800820 24 50 # 2311610 42065 05122
LLNL 318,367,409 41,086,147 169,251,455, mB,SbS,BEﬂ. 3 2507 376 2.467.312 . 2103279 . 1,954,412 . ‘
os Alamos National L aboratory i i 065 S Er I T St ean T s
Nevada National Security Si 233,654,088 12577.4% 108,834 360 107,082,233 E il 75 il 381251 1441 616 i3T5 is0er
Pantox Site Offics Er S e Sas6 714 IR I CE i S
Sandia National Laboratories 241,593,180 43457741 161,174,112 36,927,727, 33,600, 40 269 1447 1059); 1,360,183 4,266,373 1,553,236 13.405
Savannah River Site o st e Sesni £ - i T e i
V.12 Site Offce s i S (e FINE Setvin s s
TOTAL DM 8 Sites: $ 2,620,805,028  § 565,403,948 : § 1028514434 § 1,026,853,046  $ 33,600 251 217 5,006 113! 12,647,993 14,045,023 11,668,977 209,472
* Other 28.090.149: § 2,650,031 § 16,203,226 | § 9,236,892 8 53 307 170} 49,813 417,200 598,697 87,871
Grand Total DM $ 2,648,895177
Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
SITE_NAME mc MDNC NMD Blank mc MDNC NMD Blank
Kansas City Plant | e = W w W SaiiEn e )
[N 855 258 73 T3 8 B L1 a7z 20378 1881472
Uos Aiamos National Uabratory T g Soe T e o S e S ean T S
Nevada National Security Site 850% 271%, B80% 084 E a1 75 i 381251 1441 616 LR R
Pantox Site Offcs S5 S Tio IS I CE i S
Sandia National Laboratories 591% 552% 5.97% B16% 40 269 1447 1052 1,360,183 4,266,373 1,553,236 13.405
Savanah River S T S i - i T e e
V.12 Site Offce S [ Tir Vi I Seivin s e
Totat Fcis shes o D A
* Other: OST, SC, OR (ETTP)
(1) 8Blank RPV includes 3 MC; 2 MND and 3 MDNC
(2) 105 New Mexico: blank RPV, 1 MND; 100 MDNC, 4 blank MD
(3) 17 blank RPV and blank MD
(4) Excludes 6 GSA owned or leased facilities for a Total of 7768 facilities
(5) KCP deliberately running to failure except for ES&H
Those sites that have > WFO's have < MC Facilities Printed: October 15, 2010

Source: FIMS Snapshot as of Feb 22, 2005 File: FYO5 Condition Enterprise_# Assets of MD_R1.xisx
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FY-07 Condition of Enterprise (by NNSA Site)

Number of Assets

Gross Square Feet (GSF)

SITE_NAME TOTAL RPY nc MDNC NUD Blank nc MDNC | NMD | Blank nc MDNC NUD Blank
Kansas City Plant 1.558,158,380 1042577540 07.279.165 209,301 567 2 5 7 2305343 426593 512
LN 47255765 T 4B 176 3136417570 6155682 ) 55 E] 248055 ECEEN 19555 ‘
Los Alamos National Laboratory 674275325 328280341 45763561 3005230573 E] E) = 174758 183150 B8iE51
Nevada National Security Site 2EB0E70475 505,078 256 1.218.508 401 957 333 76 [ [n 7 556,315 T 487 461 1185185
Pantex Site Office 33517812 154,381 251 7 583 380,40 27 404 351 5 Ed R 9515 174131 34135
Sandia National Laboratories 4081 5% 538 757,269,805 2713155676 BIT141117 i E~) o 135573 4504507 1,563,588 13106
Savannah River Site 1,146 802,670 633,453 0 168,300 870 285 0779 E E] 7 15355 ) 7156
Y12 Site Office 6380547779 710577020 70237714, 945743145, % 37 il 805,130 33551 5608
TOTALRPV B Sites $  30.637.174555 § 12016178839 | $ 122779045661 § 634309105 $ - 251 2519 4770 100 12763197 15991602 10.202.936 12.105
* Other 525,760,578 1.678.753 3 500,484,906 $ 2359919 7 7 3 @ 4.806 642.310 65.485 144535
Grand Total RPV/ §  31.162.935.133 Grand Total Asset 7766 31§ Grand Total GSF 3585719
Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
SITE_NAME TOTAL DI e MDNC D Blank uc MDNC | NMD  Blank [ MDNC NUD Blank
Kansas City Plant 95354837 76730604 16507134 2017.03 2 5 7 2305343 426533 512
LLNC 051445 BRIET 590345 G156443 £ 5 £l 2450555 ECEE] 18555
Los Alamos National Laboratory 457 854 501 13384304 83570848 351011 E] Ed) = 3174758 1834150 SEiE51
Nevada National Security 20053 06 10134623 115 345 268 7435 155 i i 77 556315 1467 451 1185185
Pantex Site Office 302,328,368 47158950 55,185,707 % 583 351 5 £ Bl 9515 1741331 34435
Sandia National Laboratories 247 580,083 A ZE5ET T4530.267 4750705 3500 ) E2) T ol 135573 4504507 1,862,568 3106
Savannah River Site 50,433,350 456153 5150157 0 G E] 7 15555 ) 7156
Y12 Site Office [EACAED 135,164,235, 250 854 455 6063457 % 37, El 02,120 33551 2628
TOTALDM 8 Sites $  2.101.869.821 | § 544170819 $  1.060.708.298 ' $  496.957.104 § 33600 251 2513 4770 100 12763197 15991602 10.202.936 12.105
* Other 14,952,610 § 285673 § 14025523 3 898.414 7 75 3 @ 4.806 642.310 65.485 144595
Grand Total DM §  2.116.822.431
Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
SITE_NAME nc MDNC | NMD  Blank nc MDNC NUD Blank
Kansas City Plant ¥ 6127 5407 096% 2 5 7 2305343 426533 512
LLNL T ] 3087 Bi6% Ti55%, E:f) 555 ES]| 248055 ECHN i858 ‘
Los Alamos National Laboratory 679% 5% 6457 E] E) T8 2174723 1634150 58551
Nevada National Security Site 7 205 547 78 [ [n 7 556,315 T 487 461 1185185
Pantex Site Office 451 3% T51% 5 Ed R 9515 174131 34135
Sandia National Laboratories 807 585 570% 758% i E~) o 135573 4504507 1,563,588 13106
Savannah River Site [ 653% 3% % E E] 7 15355 ) 7156
Y12 Site Office BE7% =2 617 57 % 37 E:ill 3 805.130 335512 2608
ToraL ris Ss IO B
= Other. OST. SC. OR (ETTP)
(1) 100 SNL New Mexico: blank RPV Allin NMND. DM: 33,600
{2 11 blank RPY & blank MD
(3] Excludes 6 GSA owned or leased facilties for a Total of 7.772 faciliies
{4 KCP deliberately running to failure except for ES&H
Those sies that have > WFO's have < MC Facilies Pinted: October 15, 2010

Source: FIMS Snapshot as of Feb 22, 2007
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Grand Total DM $  2.029.465.390
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Los Alamos National Laboratory
Nevada National Security
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Sandia National Laboratories
Savannah River
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507.686.138 $
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- Other: 0ST. SC. OR (ETTP)

(1) 100 SNL New Mesxico: blank RP: All in NMND, DM: 33,600
(218 blank RPY & blank MD

(3) Excludes 6 G5A owned or leased faci
{4) KCP deliberately running to failure except for ES&H

Thase sies that have > WFO's have < MC Faciiies
Source: FIMS Snapsht as of Feb 22, 2006

ies for a Total of 7745 facilities

o

12.698.001

Prited:

13567.726 1190549 12105

October 15, 2010
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FY-05 Condition of Enterprise (by NNSA Site)

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
SITE_NAME TOTAL RPV nc MDNC NUD Blank MC | MDNC | NMD | Blank nc MDNC NUD Blank
Kansas City Plant 1,762,086 539 1.648559.350 108,675,335 4591854 El 8 2703065 276016 4038
LLNC 4101513250 2734518776 1,308 534474, 0 E=) a3 EETrE) 060534 ‘
Los Alamos National Laboratory 5832880.721 3044128580 230303537 3557 B350 T8 £ 256257 785500486 700
Nevada National Security 2578506 725 1488573151 1017453743 7355 7 7 1788518 1309664 54500
Pantex Site Office S04B570 754 242355575 605 767,575 18,057 500 £ Edl 1,760,501 1363785
Sandia National Laboratories 3,383,051 % 2550,467 357 700813 500 1370554 77 1853 Bl 4537860 14155 E A
Savannah River Site 11625 288 340 955 784 416 112550 [I £ % 250,568 77513
Y12 Site Office 435735 710 3812638306, 10314657 ekl 766 [iE 3740 1414353 317509
TOTALRPV 8 Sites $ 26569207520 | § 18762201285 | § 5106595579 | § 2,700,410,664 1673 3966 1859 21338607 10298920 5777614 12,105
* Other 105811132 § 15050316 § 83411971 § 7,348,845 18 8 25 g 83,025 667,042 30346 144,695
Grand Total RPV' § _ 26,675,018,661 Grand Total Asset 7745 = J Grand Total GSF: 38352354
Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
SITE_NAME TOTAL DI c MDNC D Blank MC | MDNC | NMD | Blank nc MDNC NUD Blank
Kansas City Plant 109,260,490 108,964,360 236,130 0 El 8 2703065 276,016 403
LN 353867575 167 B3 017 9591 652 [} %5 i3 582,58 060534 I
Los Alamos National Laboratory 480515157 208 007 552 3730012 37 853,133 T8 3 2562578 785500 B dsE 700
Nevada National Security Site 317880424 132077178 25943 50,307 7 7 1786418 7,303 564 54500
Pantex Site Office 1477513 157,003,257 55567.056 31501150 %3 il 1760501 1,963,786
Sandia National Laboratories 335843707 227151480 F75307 33033800 77 T3 L 4537860 141584 §807 1308
Savannah River 712811 EETy 338,254 0 £ % 250666 77513
Y12 Site Office frele 39 304 55 151,543 806, 5831415 766 | i3] 374,006 1414353 17509
TOTALDM 8 Sites $ 2032230944 § 1317394340 § 428997180 $ 285805824 |$ 33600 | 16737 366, 1850 13 ] 21338607 10208920 5777614 12105
* Other 3,687,236 § 2110 § 3186663 § 478,483 18 8 %5 1g® 83,025 667,042 30346 144,695
Grand Total DI} § 2035918180
Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
SITE_NAME ] nc MDNC NUD Blank MC | MDNC | NMD | Blank nc MDNC NUD Blank
Kansas City Plant ¥ 6207 661% 027 0% El 8 2703065 276,016 4038
LLNLC i (X B7i% =] [} %5 fic SE 060534 ‘
Los Alamos National Laboratory Bt 677 5 T8t £ 2362578 785200486 700
Nevada National Security 885% a6% 838 T 7 7 1788518 1309664 54500
Pantex Site Office Baix B30 673 £ Edl 1,760,501 1363785
Sandia National Laboratories 5% 8a0% 57 158 77 1853 R 4537860 14155 E A
Savannah River Site 358% 334% % £ % 250,568 77513
Y12 Site Office 85 77, 76 766 47 37405 1414357 17509
ToraL ris Svs s OEECRED
= Other: OST. SC. OR (ETTP)
(1) 100 = MDNC & blank RPY
(2) 18 blank RPV and blank MD
(3) Excludes 7 GSA owned o leased facilies for a Total of 7752 facilies
) KCP deliberately running to failure except for ES&H
Those sites that have > WFO's have < MC Faciliies Printed October 15,2010

Source: FIMS Snapshot as of Feb 22, 2005
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PROP_NAME

 

PBLD_BUILDING_RP

V 

 OSF RPV  Total RPV  FCI   DEFM_DM 

PROP_ASSE

T_TYPE

PROP_EXC

ESS_IND

PROP_S

TATUS

CMST_DESC

Steam Pipe 5,890                          5,890                              507301.89% 29,882,212                645 N 1 Operating

Transformer 47,582                        47,582                            415029.01% 197,477,070              615 N 1 Operating

Pipe 18,459                        18,459                            103440.82% 19,094,637                650 N 1 Operating

Pipe 7,472                          7,472                              88052.27% 6,579,433                  625 N 1 Operating

Pipe 1,924                          1,924                              45638.54% 878,017                     650 N 1 Operating

Guard Station 4,149                             4,149                              882.36% 36,607                       501 N 1 Operating

Calibration Bldg 10,414                           10,414                            846.13% 88,119                       501 N 1 Operating

Utility Bldg 37,169                           37,169                            607.62% 225,846                     501 N 1 Operating

Trailer 61,677                           61,677                            214.05% 132,017                     501 N 1 Operating

Storage Shed 287,928                         287,928                          206.86% 595,600                     501 N 1 Operating

Marlex Booth 18,375                           18,375                            197.10% 36,217                       501 N 1 Operating

Calcium Bldg 43,771                           43,771                            196.85% 86,164                       501 N 1 Operating

Guard Station 17,989                           17,989                            103.30% 18,584                       501 N 1 Operating

Trailer 107,986                         107,986                          103.28% 111,524                     501 N 1 Operating

Detector Shed 34,922                           34,922                            98.10% 34,259                       501 N 1 Operating

Corrugated Shed 11,544                           11,544                            97.78% 11,288                       501 N 1 Operating

Transportable 301,530                         301,530                          20.13% 60,691                       501 N 1 Operating

Detector Diode Prep Lab 772,777                         772,777                          20.03% 154,796                     501 N 1 Operating

Trailer 77,251                           77,251                            20.00% 15,450                       501 N 1 Operating

Transportable 299,038                         299,038                          19.91% 59,526                       501 N 1 Operating

Truck Washing Bldg 296,863                         296,863                          8.29% 24,621                       501 N 1 Operating

Firing Chamber #1 189,937                         189,937                          8.28% 15,718                       501 N 1 Operating

Lab/Office Bldg 10,574,527                    10,574,527                     8.25% 872,864                     501 N 1 Operating

Trailer 206,834                         206,834                          8.14% 16,836                       501 N 1 Operating

Transportable 201,227                         201,227                          8.06% 16,224                       501 N 1 Operating

Z Pad MTD Switches 5,633,244                   5,633,244                       0.00% -                             615 N 1 Operating

Z Unit Substation SM35 121,224                      121,224                          0.00% -                             615 N 1 Operating

Z Transformer Dry C118361 43,859                        43,859                            0.00% -                             615 N 1 Operating

MC 3,862,213,817               -                              3,862,213,817                3.39% 131,091,065             

MDNC 5,668,446,451               1,736,758,758            7,405,205,209                10.31% 763,716,043             

NMD 1,331,276,336               1,702,018,066            3,033,294,403                18.70% 567,348,509             

14,300,713,429             

10.22%

1,462,155,617          

Green 0%-8.25%

Yellow 8.26%-20%

Orange 20.01%-100%

Red 100.01%-200%

Light Fuchia 200.01%-750%

Fuchia > 750%
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PROGRAM:  NNSA

Site: NNSA Summary

4.0 Maintenance & Repair (M&R)

4.1 Direct Funded 

Kansas City Plant 7,110 $                  6,979 $                  98.2% 7,110 $                    7,368 $                  103.6% 7,110 $                  9,802 $                  137.9% 7,110 $                  9,402 $                  132.2% 28,440 $                33,551 $                 118.0%

Los Alamos National Laboratory 11,879 $                11,280 $                95.0% 12,794 $                  12,362 $                96.6% 12,637 $                14,252 $                112.8% 15,066 $                15,584 $                103.4% 52,377 $                53,479 $                 102.1%

Lawrence Livermore Nat'l Laboratory - $                     

Nevada Test Site 4,001 $                  4,056 $                  101.4% 4,335 $                    5,373 $                  123.9% 3,952 $                  5,103 $                  129.1% 4,802 $                  6,069 $                  126.4% 17,090 $                20,601 $                 120.5%

Pantex Plant 16,544 $                15,858 $                95.9% 15,965 $                  15,335 $                96.1% 18,243 $                15,666 $                85.9% 18,127 $                17,471 $                96.4% 68,879 $                64,330 $                 93.4%

Sandia National Laboratories 718 $                     803 $                     111.9% 957 $                       1,083 $                  113.1% 957 $                     925 $                     96.7% 1,196 $                  1,240 $                  103.7% 3,828 $                  4,052 $                   105.8%

Savannah River Site (NNSA) 6,685 $                  6,685 $                  100.0% 5,728 $                    5,728 $                  100.0% 6,160 $                  8,252 $                  133.9% 6,303 $                  6,041 $                  95.8% 24,877 $                26,706 $                 107.4%

Y-12 Plant 5,601 $                  4,440 $                  79.3% 5,323 $                    6,481 $                  121.8% 5,402 $                  6,152 $                  113.9% 6,180 $                  4,441 $                  71.9% 22,506 $                21,514 $                 95.6%

4.1 Subtotal Direct M&R

52,539 $                50,101 $                95.4% 52,213 $                  53,731 $                102.9% 54,461 $                60,152 $                110.4% 58,784 $                60,249 $                102.5% 217,997 $              224,233 $               102.9%

4.2 Indirect Funded (from Overhead or Space Charges)

Kansas City Plant 34 $                       34 $                       100.0% 34 $                         34 $                       100.0% 35 $                       35 $                       100.0% 35 $                       35 $                       100.0% 138 $                     138 $                      100.0%

Los Alamos National Laboratory 13,706 $                13,822 $                100.8% 17,667 $                  17,559 $                99.4% 17,481 $                21,544 $                123.2% 27,554 $                31,818 $                115.5% 76,408 $                84,743 $                 110.9%

Lawrence Livermore Nat'l Laboratory 19,088 $                19,326 $                101.2% 22,775 $                  23,528 $                103.3% 30,497 $                30,314 $                99.4% 26,462 $                29,753 $                112.4% 98,823 $                102,921 $               104.1%

Nevada Test Site 12,933 $                13,689 $                105.9% 13,108 $                  14,385 $                109.7% 14,168 $                15,429 $                108.9% 17,996 $                17,955 $                99.8% 58,205 $                61,459 $                 105.6%

Pantex Plant - $                     

Sandia National Laboratories 20,180 $                15,373 $                76.2% 25,326 $                  18,015 $                71.1% 25,320 $                24,152 $                95.4% 30,460 $                42,393 $                139.2% 101,284 $              99,933 $                 98.7%

Savannah River Site (NNSA) 393 $                     393 $                     100.0% 357 $                       357 $                     100.0% 435 $                     372 $                     85.5% 437 $                     211 $                     48.3% 1,622 $                  1,333 $                   82.2%

Y-12 Plant 5,127 $                  5,681 $                  110.8% 5,798 $                    6,140 $                  105.9% 5,986 $                  5,947 $                  99.3% 6,650 $                  4,780 $                  71.9% 23,560 $                22,548 $                 95.7%

4.2 Subtotal Indirect M&R

71,460 $                68,318 $                95.6% 85,065 $                  80,018 $                94.1% 93,921 $                97,792 $                104.1% 109,594 $              126,947 $              115.8% 360,040 $              373,075 $               103.6%

4.3 Total Direct and Indirect M&R

Kansas City Plant 7,144 $                  7,013 $                  98.2% 7,144 $                    7,402 $                  103.6% 7,145 $                  9,837 $                  137.7% 7,145 $                  9,437 $                  132.1% 28,578 $                33,689 $                 117.9%

Los Alamos National Laboratory 25,586 $                25,102 $                98.1% 30,461 $                  29,921 $                98.2% 30,118 $                35,797 $                118.9% 42,620 $                47,402 $                111.2% 128,785 $              138,222 $               107.3%

Lawrence Livermore Nat'l Laboratory 19,088 $                19,326 $                101.2% 22,775 $                  23,528 $                103.3% 30,497 $                30,314 $                99.4% 26,462 $                29,753 $                112.4% 98,823 $                102,921 $               104.1%

Nevada Test Site 16,934 $                17,745 $                104.8% 17,443 $                  19,758 $                113.3% 18,119 $                20,533 $                113.3% 22,798 $                24,024 $                105.4% 75,295 $                82,060 $                 109.0%

Pantex Plant 16,544 $                15,858 $                95.9% 15,965 $                  15,335 $                96.1% 18,243 $                15,666 $                85.9% 18,127 $                17,471 $                96.4% 68,879 $                64,330 $                 93.4%

Sandia National Laboratories 20,897 $                16,176 $                77.4% 26,283 $                  19,097 $                72.7% 26,277 $                25,077 $                95.4% 31,656 $                43,634 $                137.8% 105,112 $              103,985 $               98.9%

Savannah River Site (NNSA) 7,078 $                  7,078 $                  100.0% 6,086 $                    6,086 $                  100.0% 6,595 $                  8,623 $                  130.8% 6,741 $                  6,252 $                  92.8% 26,499 $                28,039 $                 105.8%

Y-12 Plant 10,728 $                10,121 $                94.3% 11,121 $                  12,621 $                113.5% 11,388 $                12,099 $                106.2% 12,830 $                9,221 $                  71.9% 46,066 $                44,062 $                 95.7%

4.3 Total Direct and Indirect M&R

123,999 $              118,419 $              95.5% 137,278 $                133,749 $              97.4% 148,382 $              157,944 $              106.4% 168,378 $              187,196 $              111.2% 578,037 $              597,308 $               103.3%

Elimination of Excess

Kansas City Plant - $                      - $                      - $                        - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      

Los Alamos National Laboratory 620 $                     580 $                     93.5% 846 $                       802 $                     94.8% 845 $                     695 $                     82.2% 846 $                     773 $                     91.4% 3,157 $                  2,850 $                   90.3%

Lawrence Livermore Nat'l Laboratory 625 $                     625 $                     100.0% 1,307 $                    542 $                     41.5% 966 $                     967 $                     100.1% 320 $                     843 $                     263.8% 3,218 $                  2,977 $                   92.5%

Nevada Test Site 232 $                     855 $                     368.5% 245 $                       554 $                     226.0% 1,061 $                  652 $                     61.5% 516 $                     130 $                     25.2% 2,054 $                  2,192 $                   106.7%

Pantex Plant 519 $                     97 $                       18.8% 639 $                       1,063 $                  166.3% 418 $                     830 $                     198.5% 1,397 $                  231 $                     16.5% 2,973 $                  2,221 $                   74.7%

Sandia National Laboratories 380 $                     241 $                     63.4% 507 $                       1,240 $                  244.7% 507 $                     386 $                     76.2% 633 $                     133 $                     21.0% 2,027 $                  2,000 $                   98.7%

Savannah River Site (NNSA) - $                      - $                      - $                        - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      

Y-12 Plant 1,059 $                  1,116 $                  105.4% 749 $                       732 $                     97.7% 626 $                     315 $                     50.3% 118 $                     42 $                       35.6% 2,552 $                  2,205 $                   86.4%

Elimination of Excess

3,435 $                  3,515 $                  102.3% 4,293 $                    4,933 $                  114.9% 4,423 $                  3,845 $                  86.9% 3,830 $                  2,152 $                  56.2% 15,981 $                14,445 $                 90.4%

Direct-Funded Deferred Maintenance (DM) Backlog Reduction

Kansas City Plant - $                      - $                      - $                        - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      

Los Alamos National Laboratory 26,613 $                26,613 $                100.0% - $                        - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      26,613 $                26,613 $                 100.0%

Lawrence Livermore Nat'l Laboratory 15,915 $                15,915 $                100.0% - $                        - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      15,915 $                15,915 $                 100.0%

Nevada Test Site 2,326 $                  2,326 $                  100.0% - $                        - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      2,326 $                  2,326 $                   100.0%

Pantex Plant 11,697 $                11,697 $                100.0% - $                        - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      11,697 $                11,697 $                 100.0%

Sandia National Laboratories 3,266 $                  3,266 $                  100.0% - $                        - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      3,266 $                  3,266 $                   100.0%

Savannah River Site (NNSA) 600 $                     600 $                     100.0% - $                        - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      600 $                     600 $                      100.0%

Y-12 Plant 5,517 $                  5,517 $                  100.0% - $                        - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      5,517 $                  5,517 $                   100.0%

Direct-Funded DM Backlog Reduction

65,934 $                65,934 $                100.0% - $                        - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      - $                      65,934 $                65,934 $                 100.0%

Rating Key 

GREEN 100% Execution rate is higher than 95%

YELLOW 95% Execution rate is between 95% - 90%

RED 75% Execution rate is less than 90%

Integrated Facilities and 

Infrastructure (IFI) Budget 

Data Sheet 
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SITE_NAME TOTAL mc MDNC NMD mc MDNC | NMD MDNC NMD

Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Kansas City Plant 179562273 1.097.936.607) 435921473 1764, 1 63 ) 2a7ms|  arase 48565

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Kansas City Plant 156,205,900 112028710 34,308 510 1268 1 63 ) 2a7ms|  arase 48565

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Kansas City Plant 8.70% 10.20%| 7997 355%] 1 63 ) 2a7ms|  arase 48565

TOTAL 97 | TotAL 6SF 3.035.471

FY-08 Condition of Enterprise for Kansas City Plant

SITE_NAME TOTAL mc MDNC NMD mc MDNC | NMD MDNC NMD

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Kansas City Plant 1568100537 1048640015 307593839 565 E 50 af 2sns0|  s0ss w512

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Kansas City Plant 135525910 103283580 23.441510) 800 E 50 af 2sns0|  s0ss w512

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Kansas City Plant 8647 9857 9571 132 E 50 af 2sns0|  s0ss w512

TOTAL 115 | T0TAL BSF 3.037.387

FY-07

n of

Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Kansas City Plant 1,559,158,380) 1042577548 307273165 1301 2 53 af 2asus|  weswm w512

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Kansas City Plant 95,354,837 76,730,504 16,607.194] Jup 2 53 af 2asus|  weswm w512

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Kansas City Plant 612% 7.36% 5.40% 0557 2 53 af 2asus|  weswm w512

TOTAL 115 | T0TAL BSF 3.037.064

FY-06 Condition of Enterprise for Kansas City Plant

SITE_NAME TOTAL mc MDNC NMD mc MDNC | NMD MDNC NMD

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Kansas City Plant 1521 532557 1017852108 334687154 1043 2 5 sf  2msas| s 277884

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Kansas City Plant 105,057,310 80,460,300 23117.430) 475 2 5 sf  2msas| s 277884

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Kansas City Plant 6.90% 790% 691%] 0] 2 5 sf  2msas| s 277884

TOTAL 115 | T0TAL BSF 2.983.338

FY-05 Condition of Enterprise for Kansas City Plant

SITE_NAME TOTAL mc MDNC NMD mc MDNC | NMD MDNC NMD

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Kansas City Plant 1762086539 1648653350 108,875,335 1531 El 8 5] 2mams| 2o 4038

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Kansas City Plant 103,260,430 108,964,360 296130 El 8 5] 2mams| 2o 4038

Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Kansas City Plant 620% 661% 0274 000/ El 8 5] 2mams| 2o 4038

TOTAL 114 | ToTAL BSF 2983179

SITE_NAME TOTAL mc MDNC NMD mc MDNC | NMD | MDNC NMD
ts

Source: FIMS snapshot as of 1/30/2010
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FY-09 Condition of Enterprise for Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory

SITE_NAME TOTAL e MDNC NmD e moNc | nmD e MDNC NmD
Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Loonee Uvemere | somntserw]  1moronss]  2sednnis B =0 o cemms] cvsen]  rsms
Number of Assats Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Lawrence Livermore
Natonsd Leborators 347588411 5432954 176732001 £ 20 w6 amss| 219480 1930453
Number of Assats Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Lawrence Livermore
National Laboratory £ 20 w6 amss| 219480 1930453
ToTAL 635 | ToTAL GSF 6540511
FY-08 Condition of Enterprise for Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory
SITE_NAME TOTAL e MDNC NmD e moNc | nmD e MDNC NmD
Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Loonee Uvemere | qomezznang sz 2mas s =0 wo] wmae] owas|  rsame
Number of Assats Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Lawrence Livermore
Natonsd Leborators 319.967.409 41,065,147 169,251,455 El 20 sl 22| 2109279 1,954,412
Number of Assats Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Lawrence Livermore
National Laboratory El 20 sl 22| 2109279 1,954,412
ToTAL 660 | ToTAL GSF 6.525.003
FY-07 Condition of Enterprise for Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory
SITE_NAME TOTAL e MDNC NmD e moNc | nmD e MDNC NmD
Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Lawrence Livermore
Natonsd Leborators AT222TEM| 4TI 313417970 Ed 589 sl 2e0ms| smen 195292
Number of Assats Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Lawrence Livermore
Natonsd Leborators 310514455 45363671 255,954,347 Ed 589 sl 2e0ms| smen 195292
Number of Assats Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Lawrence Livermore
Natonsd Leborators Ed 589 sl 2e0ms| smen 195292
ToTAL 657 | ToTAL GSF 6.498.469
FY-06 Condition of Enterprise for Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory
SITE_NAME TOTAL e MDNC NmD e moNc | nmD e MDNC NmD
Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Loonee Uvemare | quosrse]  1amaeed] 2w B 505 sl | ssar e
Number of Assats Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Lawrence Livermore
Natonsd Leborators 252405691 47.3849%0) 235893577 Ed 55 £l R 22787
Number of Assats Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Lawrence Livermore
Natonsd Leborators Ed 55 £l R 22787
ToTAL 658 | ToTAL GSF 6615357
Enterprise for Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory
SITE_NAME TOTAL e MDNC NmD e moNc | nmD e MDNC NmD
Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Lawrence Livermore
Natonsd Leborators AI0213280) 2794518776 1306594474 %9 I of aseezms| aososn o
Number of Assats Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Lawrence Livermore
Natonsd Leborators 283857573 187,636,017 9221682 %9 I of aseezms| aososn o
Number of Assats Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Lawrence Livermore
Natonsd Leborators %9 I of aseezms| aososn o
ToTAL 671 | TotAL GsF 6642917

Source: FIMS snapshot as of 1/30/2010
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FY-09 Condition of Enterprise for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL)

SITE_NAME

TOTAL mc MDNC

NMD

mc

MDNC

NMD

mc MDNC NMD

Replacement Plant Value

(RPV) i

ion Dependency

Number of Assets

Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Los Alamos National Laboratory

TLMILI0TE03| 5437131775

1022916785

4881853049

El

A

195

2134482 | 1432383 568023

Deferred Maintenance (DM) Mission Dependency Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Los Alamos National Laboratory 625,850,995 127557124 94807574 60346, 294 gl am|  1ss| 2imdm| 143 568023
Faci (FCI) Mission Dependency Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Los Alamos National Laboratory 7.28%] 235%| 927 1236% gl am|  1ss| 2imdm| 143 568023
ToTAL 2.322 | ToTAL BSF 9.247.061
FY-08 Condition of Enterprise for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL)
SITE_NAME TOTAL e MDNC NmD uc | monc | nmp e MDNC NmD
Replacement Plant Value (RPV) Mission Dependency Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Los Alamos National Laboratory

772176829 3862213817

508063967

3341833045

Ed

8

1875

2174723| 162134 5574421

Deferred Maintenance (DM) Mission Dependency Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Los Alamos National Laboratory 671120047 131,091,065 64305588 675643309 | me| el amrs| s 5574421
Faci (FC)) n Dependency Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Los Alamos National Laboratory 1130 333 1267% m22 | me| el amrs| s 5574421
ToTAL 2.26 | ToTAL BSF 9.370.488
FY-07 Condition of Enterprise for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL)
SITE_NAME TOTAL e MDNC NmD uc | monc | nmp e MDNC NmD
Replacement Plant Value (RPV) Mission Dependency Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Los Alamos National Laboratory 6742753295 3203260341 42652361 3005230573 s | 1sul 2imrs|  1sts 5645518
Deferred Maintenance (DM) Mission Dependency Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Los Alamos National Laboratory 457,864,301 139943047 GagTogs| 253951001 s | 1sul 2imrs|  1sts 5645518

(FCI) Mission Dependency

Number of Assets

Gross Square Feet (GSF)

Los Alamos National Laboratory 673 4257 14277 8457 s | 1sul 2imrs|  1sts 5645518
ToTAL 2.306 | ToTAL GSF 9.454.391
FY-06 Condition of Enterprise for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL)
SITE_NAME TOTAL e MDNC NmD uc | monc | nmp e MDNC NmD
Replacement Plant Value (RPV) Mission Dependency Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Los Alamos National Laboratory 6454523459 3051571097 442267705 2960504551 s wm|  1msl 2ieess| 122390 601387
Deferred Maintenance (DM) Mission Dependency Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Los Alamos National Laboratory 485773085 136730565 nsrses0|  257.467.070) s wm|  1msl 2ieess| 122390 601387
Faci (FCI) Mission Dependency Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Los Alamos National Laboratory 7.22%| 448 1618% 8707 s wm|  1msl 2ieess| 122390 601387
ToTAL 2.254 | ToTAL BSF 9.425.45
FY-05 Condition of Enterprise for Los Alamos National Laboratory (LANL)
SITE_NAME TOTAL e MDNC NmD uc | monc | nmp e MDNC NmD
Replacement Plant Value (RPV) Mission Dependency Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Los Alamos National Laboratory 5832864721 3044128580) 20903597 2557832544 | as| e 2sews|  7ssa; 5456700
Deferred Maintenance (DM) Mission Dependency Number of Assets Gross Square Feet (GSF)
Los Alamos National Laboratory 450619197 206,007.057 BINMZ 247832133 | as| e 2sews|  7ssa; 5456700
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2248
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Source: FIMS snapshot as of 1/30/2010
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