PrrEE——.

M30704

L

/‘ “5)_?.0 T ~ ‘oN X08

STTT NINIT N Nouwos™0o

O

PAUL G. AIERS, FLA., CHAIRMAN ' PHONE (202) 22%-49%2
PAVIO E. SITTERFIELD 1Y, ~ A, 3 TiM LIE CARTER, KY, " -— .
.ICN..A.'(D-SC'N PREYER, MN.C. J.,I.:IL"J Y. BR?Y)‘:IL.I: N.C. s . fT' »
o B, o b Congress of the TUnited States
JAMES J. FLORIO, N.J. SAMUEL L. DEVINE, QKIO -~ ,
AronEw MaTuiRE, NS, {ex orricio) v Touse of Repregentatibves
D AL IR, MY : SHubrommittee on Wealth and the Enbiconment
HARLEY O. STAGGLERS, W, Vi, . 0! tbc
(ex orFicio) N , ,
Commitiee on Interstate anv Foreign Commerce
TWasghington, D.EC, 20515
April 28, 1978
~ James Lxuerman Ph.D. Eé
-Acting Assistant Secretary for Environment - R
Deparment of Energy . ¥z gg
Washingion, D.C. 20545 y o M
o <
. . m
Dear Dr, Liverman: - O
.,
—— %
‘During the hearings .held by the Subcommittee on Health and & '

by me
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"the Envisonment on February 8 snd 9, 1978, with respect to the hea§gh

effects of low-level ionizing radiation, several issues were raise
75 of the Subcommitt«s which were not adequately explained.

1 wculd appreciate receiﬁing answers to the following questions
by no i:ter than Friday, May 19, 1978:

o . RAYBURN HOUSE CFFICE BUILTING
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(3} Vhat are the speciiic administrative arrangements or
tationships between #ut

:telle Inc,, Pacific Northwest Laboratories,

¢z Ridge Affiliated Universities and DOE/ERDA/AEC?
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(2} Are these institutions considered independent, private

oryanizations or are th

=y considered an intramural extension of

tho Department of Energy and/or any other U.S. Government Agency?

A

(3} What is the specifiz section under Title 41 CFR (Chapters 1
and § -- Federal Procursnent Regulations) which governs the procurement

an< R&D contracting act
iunstitutions?

ivities of DOE with each of the above named

(£} What were the specific "work-scope'" statements for the Mancuso
contract and the subsequant contract(s) with the above indicated
inatitutions? Please provide copies of the work-scope statements of

these contracts.

(5) Were these contrac
by formal advertising?

ts/procurements awarded by negotiation or

“ho ware some of the other bidders or were

any other institutions considered for negotiation? If not, why not?

(6) What were the spec

ific benefits (anticipated and actual) to the

government in terminatins the Mancuso contract and reawarding the
same contract to other institutions?

(7) Does the DOF have

cce ting wooy revion,
(] < .

o

iy oct bTannd or routine nroccdureu for

sricoavaluntion and cost analesisz
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/ for contract bidders? Would you provide copies of your guidelines
for conducting such reviews? o

(8) Were the same criteria or standards used in evaluating
- Dr. Mancuso's contract as the Oak Ridge Affiliated Universities and
e Battelle Inc.? Please provide documentary evidence if the same
meansures were used. :

,(9) Please provide copies of the guidelines regulating conflict
of interest case at the Department of Energy.

I look forward to your prompt response to these questions, and
am certain that the information will be of assistance to the Subcommittee.

Sincerely yours;::>
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Chairman 4
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