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As part of the reporting for the series, the Journal compiled a database on hundreds of 
sites around the country. Readers can look up places near their homes and learn more 
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The Journal’s Methodology

Much of the information in this interactive database is 
drawn from the Department of Energy’s “Considered Sites” 
list. In that list, the agency identified factories, laboratories, 
and other “sites” that had likely been involved in the coun-
try’s atomic development effort, and therefore “considered” 
for a potential cleanup under the Department of Energy’s 
Formerly Utilized Sites Remedial Action Program.

For many sites in the Department of Energy’s online ver-
sion of the list, key information—such as an address or com-
pany name—was missing or erroneous. (A minor example: It 
listed the location of the Allied Chemical and Dye Corp. plant 
in North Claymont, Del., as “North Claymore” at the time of 
the Journal’s research.) Where possible, the Journal has at-
tempted to correct these errors and and fill in missing de-
tails.

One large source of additional information comes from 
the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention’s National 
Institute for Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH), which 
issued its latest “Report on Residual Radioactive and Beryl-
lium Contamination at Atomic Weapons Employer Facilities 
and Beryllium Vendor Facilities” in August 2011.

As part of a federal program to compensate individuals for 
health damage from work in the atomics-weapons industry, 
NIOSH analyzes information about scores of sites around the 
country. It looks for evidence that a site engaged in activi-
ties that might have exposed workers to harmful amounts of 
weapons-related radiation. If such a situation is found, the 
agency looks for evidence that the site was either satisfac-
torily cleaned up or that the risk of significant residual con-
tamination was low. If NIOSH can’t find evidence of either, 
it lists the site as having a potential for such contamination. 
However, agency officials say, this designation doesn’t mean 
a health threat exists. It merely means that based on avail-
able evidence NIOSH can’t rule out such a threat.

Other resources include an array of reports by the Depart-
ment of Energy, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the Nucle-
ar Regulatory Commission, and the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, and other government agencies.

The Department of Energy has said that, in considering 
sites for FUSRAP, it reviewed records “on more than 600 
sites.” At the time of the Journal’s research, however, the 
DOE’s online listing of those sites contained only 502 entries. 
Some sites, such as the “Chrysler Corp., Defense Operations 
Div., Detroit, MI” are identified in earlier documents as “cur-



rently under consideration by FUSRAP,” but did not appear 
in the DOE’s online listing. Given the ambiguous status of 
those sites, they are not included here, unless also reviewed 
in NIOSH’s 2011 report. (All sites from that report are includ-
ed in this database.)

For as many sites as possible, the Journal obtained ad-
dresses and approximate coordinates from government 
documentation, property records, interviews and other re-
sources. The Journal has attempted to locate current owners 
for each site. Their responses are included when available.

In cases where the Considered Sites list named an entire 
university—or other large, generally non-industrial institu-
tion—but did not specify a building or other specific area, the 
Journal has refrained from adding coordinates for that site.

And in cases where the Army Corps of Engineers, which 
handles the FUSRAP clean-ups, has split a Considered Site 
into two separate operations, this databases lists them sepa-
rately.

Now that this database has been released to the public, 
the Journal welcomes additional information on these sites 
from the public. Send relevant tips, photographs, and docu-
ments to wastelands@wsj.com

– Jeremy Singer-Vine and John R. Emshwiller
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