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4. HUMRN SUBJECTS 
a .  A r e  h u m a n  s u b j e c t s  :nvolved? ( Y / % )  
b. Has Ft2rrn HHS-396, P r a t e c t i o n  o f  Human S u b j e c t s ,  been p r o v i d e d ?  ( Y / N )  

, c. Has b l a n k  "Informed 'Consent Form" been provided? (Y/N) 
d .  i f  nt=rt, explain w h y :  S 

5. RNIMRL SUBJECTS 
a. are animal s u b j e c t s  involved? 

6. REWEST FOR WRIVER O F  FULL CQST RECOVERY 
a. Rrnclunt of Waiver: S E 

c. D a t e  d approval or disapproval: S E 
5. Was waiver approved or disapproved? (Q/DI E 
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The apEaroval letters for the Energy Research multiprwam 'laboratory 
EY 1987-EY 1992 InstitutioMLL Plans an3 the inatituticnal pla- 
instnrctions are ar mute. Cbmemt~ received &an the program revisws 
of the InstitutiaEal P l a ~  are attadad for y w r  informatiat. These 
shaild alsob fmarded to tbe mtoq for their w e  in preparing 
the Preliminary -tar which is due May 1, 1997. pending receipt of 
of *e final institutional pl- instructicMr the -toria 
shoutd folrw the draft iastructiaw whidr have been sent to all 
planniq officers. 

m k  for  Ouren r e d m  an inpxtant amcern of bepartmentaf 
Management. Ihe Work for othars midyear program review report is due 
at Eieadquarters by May I, 1987. Ihe report should follaw the a t t a d d  
general format ,deve lm in c e n w i c n  W i t h  the Operatiow Offices 
respnsible for the ER multipr:ogram laboratories. %e report axtent 
has also been ooordinated w i t h  Nmaqemmt a d  Administration 90 that 
it can satisfy their needs for the annual summary report of WED 
required by CQE Order 4300.X. 

Ihe on-site reviews for a l l  Energy Resaarch multiprogram laboratnrieg 
Will b held prior to tho internal r d e w  of the budget. FJe will 
establish the schsdule in the near tuture. Wa w i l l  w a n t  to discuss 
the labaratories' rarpQuerr to appraisdl recamDandatiaru a d  tho 
exploratory R&D program at fhe M i t e  reviews. Please provide us 
w i t h  youz suggested agenda item for the w a t i c n s  office caucua am3 
the M i t e  review. 

0 
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United: States Government Oepattrnent of Energy 

I 

, memorandum 

w a x  FY 1987-92 I n s t i t u t i o n a l  Plans 

'lo: A. W. T r i v e t p i e c e ,  ER-1 

The subject p lans  f o r  Brookhaven National Laboratory,  Lawrence Berkley 
-Laboratory,  Oak Ridge National l abora to ry ,  Argonne National Laboratory, and 
P a c f f l c  Northwest Laboratory have been revfewed by this o f f i c e  and found to  

'be a c c e p t a b l e  for their W e n d e d  purpose. We have no comnents t o  of fe r  on 
the BNt and LBL plans.  The ANL, ORNL, and PNL p lans  adequately represent  
ptanned. e f f o r t s  sponsored by Nuclear Energy and a r e  gene ra l ly  cons i s t en t  
w i t h  program t rends .  However, a l l  -plarrs a r e  subject t o  management and 
budgetary d e c l s i o n s  n i th  specific d i r e c t i o n  and funding l e v e l s  being 

:use fn comnunicating f i n a l  ptan approval t o  the l a b o r a t o t y  d i r ec to r s .  
Nuclear Energy program coverage I s  acceptab le  for approval of the plans. 

- 
- - 

- -  . - provided by program o f f i c e s .  Some s p e c i f i c  comnents are a t tached  for your 

Assistant S e c r e t a r y  
f o r  Nuclear Energy 

Attachment 
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ANL - 
I. The Activity Trend (p .  3.4) covering LWR fuel l i f e  extension and safety 

is' the province o f  the private sector and not OOE. 

2. The IFR discussion (p.  4.4 & 4 . 5 )  o f  a fuel cycle faci l i ty  should 
. . reflect $4.OM construction i n  FY 88 and $0 i n  the outyears. Equipment 

should be $1.5H, $3.QM, and $ 1 3  i n  FY 88, 89,  and 90. HFEF-S 
modi.ficatfon discussion should be modified accordingly. More 
definitive guidance on the Civilian Reactor Oeveloment program will be . 

'provided i n  February 1987, which should be reflected i n  ANl-operations 
tn this area. 

Resource Table E-1 (p .  8;8) should reflect 
for the "Nuclear Waste Technology" line f n  
'account t i t l e  should read "Remedial Action 

3. 

PNL 

1. 

*z 

3. 

-. 

4. 

5. 

Fundfng levels and specific program initfatives will be provided i n  the 
FY 1989 Program 6uidance memorandum i n  February, subject to  final 
budget decfsfons. The outyear estimates i n  Space/Defense activities 
are unlikely t o  be -realfzed. The funding references on page 38 are no 
longer accurate. 

The discussion on Nuclear Waste t rea tment  (pp. 39-41) area is 
!nconsi.stent nith budget decistons and program guidance. 
fncorrect and needs 'major revision t o  reflect  management decisions to 
complete work on the L iqu id  Fed Ceramic Melter i n  FY 87 and complete 
other tasks. 

I t  is 

The discussfon on the Crittcal Hass Laboratory (p. 41) i s  a t  least one 
year o u t  o f  date. I t  speaks to  *...completing work i n  FY 1986," which 
has been completed. T h i s  needs major overhaul. Also, (p. 42) change 
the second sentence t o  read "These experiments are scheduled t o  be 
completed by the end of FY 87.' 

The dfscussion on Nuclear By-Products (p. 42) does not reflect program 
decisions and guidance. I t  reads like a justif ication for work rather 
than planned a c t i v i  t l t s .  

IQ has the overall lead role for  MMU. 

1. 

2. 

0 0 2  I 

a phase out and $0 funding 
FY 87 and beyond. the AH 
and Waste Technology.* 

The Advanced Control Test Operation Init iative (p. 19.) is fundamentally * 

acceptable but the pace and scope need t o  be modified to  current 
program guidance. . 

Funding and resource allocatlons should reflect  current program and 
budget decisions. 

2 5 0 1  
---A_- __--.--- ~ - - _____- __- -. - - .- . _- _ _ _ _  
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United Stales Oovernment 

memorandum 
. -  .. ’ pAT1: JAN 4 3  1987 

7 RLKY to 
ARNO? MA-2.2 

~ C T )  

~QI 

Approval o f  I n s t i t u t i o n a l  Plans o f  Energy Research Mu1 t i  program 
laborator ies  

Director ,  Of f lce  o f  Ener’gy Research 

In response t o  your memorandum dated December 31, 1986, subject a s  

above, the  Of f ice  o f  Hanagement and Administration has no comments. 

We Bpprecfate the opportunity t o  coament. 

Harry L. Peebles 
Acting Assistant Secretary 

. Hanagement and Administration 

. 

’ .  
. I  . .  - 
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United States Government YeparLIrrcit4 U I  k d t t 1 y y  

- .  m-emorandum - 
0r;re: January 20, 1987 
LY To 

A m  m EB-50.2 

s u m  I n s t i t u t i o n a l  Plans f o r  the  Uultiptogram Laboratories 

to: U v f n  W. Trivtlpieca, Director, Offica of Energp Research 

. The Iacr t i tut ional  Plan0 f o r  the  Hultiprogram Laboratories huve been revfeved 
and the Office of Fusion Eaergy (Om) agrees w i t h  the general baseline f o r  
OFS programa dircussed fn these documents. There are #oat4 quulfficatlone, 
which ve note, t ha t  rhould be communicated to the  appropriate Laboratory 
Director, They are: 

. 

i 
' a  
c 

o Oak Rldge National Laboratory - 
- While design of 8 foUo.ro0 t o  ATP (AT'F-XI),. i r  interesting 

U l d  Wtfhvhih,  rCtUU]. C O M m l C t f O a  Of Ouch 8 device 18 1ifrdp 
t o  proceed only i n  the context of an International collaborrtion. 
The s i t i n g  of ruch a devfce a t  OBNL is not naled out, but f s  not 
l i k e l y  if t h e  fusion program continuer a t  the present level of 
e f f o r t  . 

- 

. . .. .. 

- A t  t he  present time, t he  R&D need8 for  an Expertmental Tert Reactor 
(ETB)-spcdfic magnet rystam have uot k e n  fully arrem?ed, and 
hence, the need t o  bui ld  and test prototype ETR Coil8 remain8 t o  be 
d e t e d a e d .  ' In thir U g h t ,  tha ure of the  f n t e r n a t i o d  pU6iolr 
Superconducting Hagnet Test Fac i l i t y  for 6uch t a s t ing  W i l l  bava t o  
be evaluated r e l a t i v e  to the  development needr, and other  available 
options f o r  addresefng these needr, a t  that time. 

. -  

o Argoanc National Laboratory = 

- The Liquid Metal Tert P a c i l f t p  is  uncertain, but f t  ir the type of 
f a c i l i t y  tha t  should continue t o  be conriderad ae a candidate for  
fu ture  funding. T h i 8  facility :a required t o  adv8nce furioo 
nuclear tachnology worldwide. HOvever, only  one ruch f a d i t y  I s  
required, Therefore, OFE fundlng fo r  ouch f a c i l i t y  w i l l  be con- 
t ingent  up00 rpec i f i c  U.S. r e r p o n r i b i l i t i a t  that evolve from the 
U.3.  par t ic ipa t ioo  In the ET% derfgn and RbD procerr. Until ruch 
~ i e r p o n r i b i l i t l e r  are fu r the r  defined, ANL rhould defer more 
deta i led  planning for  the  tub j r c t  f a c i l i t y .  

Asrocfate Director 

Office of Energy Pweatch 
f o r  Furion Energy 



IETRXXIW R)R m A F 3 M 3  ZHE W~-FOR-CIIICERS m m  
(Pepart on Hx-lXX med Wrk) 

Reparation Instructions 
................................*......,.....*..*. 

’Ihis secticn ttummaxizes the m program within the subject facility. 
It explains briefly the trend3 in the levels of WFO, any anomalies 
which m y  have occurred in the past year or two, and the contractor’s 
future plans for WFO. 

A discussictl should be provided that addresses possible issues and 
problems in W, whether they coc~ern the ccatracta or arise within 
the Operati- Office. 
administrative processes by which WO is reviewed anl approved, or to 
the nature and level of WFO projects.) 
been taken durhq the past year and areas that need attentiar in the 
Caning year should be mted fn the discussim. Ihe W f i c  
reccmrmendaticn of the qperatiw Office sbuld be p r d d e d  for each 
issue or problem that requires actim. A cmcluding statement should 
outline the Operatiam Office’s overatl psrcepticn of the W 
activities. Ebw does the clparatiau Office rate the general 
appropriateness of the work, the cmtractar’s management pr-, and 
their .respcnsiveness to DOE guidelines? 

( P & h n s  or issues may relate to W 

Qrrective measures that have 

11- Program Descriptions 

This section describes ccncisely &e program effort for major rxn-lXX 
spmsors of W€U. The d o n  should be divided into two SubSeCticm, 
Wrk for Other Federal Agencies and Work for All Others. 
should ke g r o w  by the spxmxhg agency w i t h  largest spnsor first. 
Each woject estimated to $1.0 millim, or mre, in the current 
ystr shculd be listed and its content hriefly defined. Lesser 
projects may be lumped into “miscellanecus” groups and described in 
general term. 
mil l icn  in the current year may ke discussed as a miscellanecus group. 
bever, the agencies involved shaild be identified ami the g a s d l  
nature of th8 w r k  cutlifed. zhe secayi subsectim s W d  provide a 
similar listing far all other W. Information m classified project3 
should be provided only In a manner and to the extent prcpar for 
inclusim in M unclassified prbric documwt. Labeaatory effort cn 
j O h t  ventures should only be inclu3ed to the extent that the 
labratory is Me3 by scurces outside of the IXE. ’Ihat is, 
a i l y  those portions of a joint venture for which laboratory effort is 

indo3e the value of direct cmtrihtians to the project by cutside 
entities. 

Projects 

Wrk for agencies that will provide less than $1.0 

paid for by non-COE partners should be incLuded as W33. ‘Ihis des not . 
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Tne intent of this section is to -muvide 
to assure the reviewer that the *caojects are in general cunfomce 
w i t h  the proVisicns of DQE Qder 4300.2A, and that they are 
apFaropriate to the mission of the laboratory. 
in t h i s  sectian should correspxd to those used in the tables. The 
project &escripticm in Table 11 and Secticn If are caaplementary. 
The table descriptians, alfhn.~#~ amise, may ke sufficient to 
describe the amtent of the pjec t .  '2his section m y  ke used to 
expand the descriptians 
explanatians of the nature of miscellane~~~ groups of small projects. 

definition of the WFQ 

The project titles use3 

wxssary and to provide m e  canplete 

111. m t43nag merit Process 

The mall WE0 maMgement poocess sbuld be addressed in two parts: 
the laboratory's review ard a p p r d  process and the opetaticns Office 
review axdl approvdl process. A b r i e f  discussicn of the twb prccesses 
and their fnterrelaticn, w i t h  flar charts of the detailed 
administrative precesses, is an aDcellent my to present this 
inf ormatian. 

A. The Laboratory System 

A stpbpstep &ar t  explairpP the laboratory's Qyalcpent and 
managebent review of WFO ptaposals should be provided, w i t h  any 
necessary clarifying discussiaa. 
the follawing questions: %hat level of mmgement review is performed 
prior to a prcposal being suhnitted to COE'? Is there a central office 
which ccntrols a l l  aspects of WEIll At what staqe is a proposal 
submitted officially to the qmsar? 

The &art should gra#xkally answer 

B. The Cperatians office mea 

The c'rperatians Office w e d e w  strxild provide a "cradle to grave" 
explanatiaa of the review and apzmval of pro~~~als, and the 
administrati- of interagency agnesentg and amtracts Ih 
?iC- chart shculd gra&ically answer the following puesths: 
Who w i t h i n  the arganizatiar revfcws the =I(, and who officially 
approves the wrk? Goes tht m t i c n s  officeI or the labeKatary 
execute WE0 c m t x a c t s  and interagency agreements? Each of the 
discussians above shuuld make clear the mumex of ensurirq that 
pravisiaw of DOE Order 4300.2A are camplied with, and who in ea& 
organizatiaa provides final authorization to proceed w i t h  a praposed 
WED project. 

: _. 



3 

c. General 

Men no significant changes to the WFO management process are made 
during the yeat, the descriptive material in this section s-d 
ordinarily be supplied as an aFpendix to the Work for Others repart. 
When m g e s  are made, the sectian should clearly identify the charmges 
and the reascna for them. 
should be IDoved to the hdy of the repost. 

If chngea are substantial, the section 

N. Wrk far others Tables 

The fo l ldng tables are required: 

-le 1. Trends in %EO. 

V. Table Fomats 

-1 
TRENDsINbDFKEORcIMEI(s 

($ in Millicns - BtiPPLted Expen3i-e) 
All Values in Operating Dollars 

EY1985 FY1986 EY1987 FY1988 Ml989 

-- \ 

WXIC for I 

WFQ Federal Agencies 
Wrk for A l l  Others 

Fkrk for NIC 
Subtotal 

Tc;tal Laboratory 

p r o c u r ~ t s  

WFO X ( X  of t o t a l  operattng $1 - Lnclud@g NRC Work 
UFO X ( X  of t o t a l  operatfng $1 P Excludtag NRC Work 

( 8  of Total m $ used for: sukcxlmcts or other 
procurements) 



4 

i 

! 

i 

TABLE 2 
SUMMARY OF WOBX FOR O ' E E B S  

( $  i n  Millions - Estimated Expenditures) 
Fac i l i t y :  
~ e s p o n e i b l e  Operations Office: 

Contract o r  : 

Total  Laboratory WFO 

Federal Sponsors : 
Agency tl (in order of current year estimated expenditure) 

(project name, i f  $1.0 M this y e a r )  
(amount of procurement i f  over $1 .O Y any year) 
(an Operationa Office may elect t o  use a X of project 
funding a i  the c r i t e r i o n  for including this it- - 
e.g., over 70% o f  project  funding) 

Pro ject 51 
Procurement 

Conatruct im (anourrt of conatntction If over $1.2 kf any year) 
("bullet" description of work content,  procuremant Description: 
i f  l i s t e d ,  construction i f  l i r t e d )  

pro jcc t t 2  (same a s  fo r  #I) 

Msc. Projects (group of agency #l projec ts ,  each under $1.0 If i n  
any year) 

Agency Total  (sum of agency expenditures by g a m e  categories a s  f o r  
each project)  

Agency 52 (same a s  for  agency #I, etc . )  

A I 1  Other Sponsors: 
Organization (provide l i s t i n g  parallel in format t o  above list) 

i 

t SPONSOR PROJECT TITLE FY 1987 EXPENDITURZ DURATION 
For a l l  projects  currently act ive,  o r  planned in projected years, that 
involve human o r  animal subjects,  l i s t  sponsoring agency o r  
organizatiou, project  t i t l e  a s  i n  UFO descr ipt ions or other tables, 
funding f o r  FI 1987, and f i s c a l  year of pro jec t  i n i t i a t i o n  and planned 
completion. 
funding l eve l .  

Ust all individual projects qual i fying regardless of 

! 
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SK2lSOR P m T I T L E  P Y 1 9 8 7 m I ’ T U R E  APEm%%ba.IvED 
List all projects currently active,  or planned in projected years, f a  
which full-cost recovery has been - mived in fu l l  or in part. 
include programs or projects w h i &  are not normally required to 
provide full-cost recwery.) Use same project titles as in 
descripticns ot tables. L i s t  a l l  individual projects qualifvfns 
regardless of M n g  level. If waiver is partial, specify 
the amoximate percent of at waived. 

(Do not 
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W l C a n  Petroleum 
Institute 

PROJECT T I N  

Hat l0Ml i?sx1coloqy sruov 

Radiotracer RH) rn Nuclear 
nWicina and Neuroxim 

In vitro radimitivity 
ad DWI narrr in genetic 
qdmms and famlia in 
high risk of malioMley. 

Haintaunce of OaK 
salt-itiw 4 
saltmistant rats 

*lotorlclty of BenzEnc 
and Its Metaaolitm 
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155/14/85 - !1/14/8S Y Y 
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Hinthroo4Jniversity 
Minitrl 

h t h  h 
lk ivnri ty  Hosoitrl 

SUm-StoyBroorc 

UIlVer3lty of 
Pennsylvania 

pw3JEcT TITLE PROPOSSY, PRoP0sEDNM)ING 

haoeutic  Potential d 87-61-94 
Radiolateled kmclonai 
Wibodies  
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