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Office of Science Facilities Management Workshop 
· The Office of Science (SC) held its second annual SC Facilities Management Workshop, in Germantown, MD on October 23-24, 2002, at the Hampton Inn.  Over 50 SC facility managers from the site offices and contractors participated in this very worthwhile and informative event.  Also in attendance were staff and management from DOE’s Office of Engineering and Construction Management (OECM).  The agenda and workshop presentations from the workshop can be found on the SC-82 web site at http://www.sc.doe.gov/sc-80/sc-82/index.html and click on the web links at the top of the ‘Current Topics’ box..  The May 2001 agenda and workshop can still be viewed at http://www.sc.doe.gov/sc-80/sc-81/agenda.htm. 

SLI Program – Construction Activities 

SLI Program Status:  

· The President signed the FY 2003 Omnibus Appropriations Bill with the following impacts on the SLI Program:

· Congress increased the SLI Program President’s Request of $42,735,000 to $45,680,000. (Note: A general reduction of approximately 1.25% will be taken from each line item project, sub-program etc. The exact reductions are being calculated and will be promulgated when determined. These reductions are not included here.) This breaks down into:

· Added $2,945,000 to the President’s Request of $5,055,000 in the Excess Facilities Disposition subprogram. 

· ORO Landlord: $5,079,000

· PILT: $1,020,000

· Line Item Construction: $31,581,000. Specific project funding is as follows:
Note: Does not yet include general reduction
	LAB
	LI#
	PROJECT TITLE
	TEC
	FY02
	FY03
	FY04 
	FY05 

	 
	 
	FY 2001 PROJECTS
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	LBNL
	MEL-001-12
	Sitewide Water Distri. Upgr. 
	$8,300
	$4,400 
	$2,900 
	 
	 

	BNL
	MEL-001-13
	Grd. & Surf. Water Protec. 
	$6,050
	$2,763 
	$1,398 
	 
	 

	ORNL
	MEL-001-14
	Fire Prot. Systems Upgrade 
	$5,920
	$3,120 
	$2,216 
	 
	 

	ORNL
	MEL-001-15
	Facilities HVAC Upgrade 
	$7,100
	$3,000 
	$3,600 
	 
	 

	BNL
	MEL-001-16
	Electrical Systems Mods, II
	$6,770
	$3,300 
	$2,915 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 FY 2002 PROJECTS
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	ANL-E
	MEL-001-17
	Mech&Control Sys Up PH I 
	$9,000 
	$803 
	$3,045 
	$5,152 
	 

	PNNL
	MEL-001-18
	Laboratory Systems Upgrade 
	$9,000 
	$880 
	$4,000 
	$4,120 
	 

	ORNL
	MEL-001-25
	Research Support Center 
	$16,100 
	$1,500 
	$5,000 
	$9,600 
	 

	 
	 
	FY 2003 PROJECTS
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	BNL
	MEL-001-27
	Research Support Building  PH I
	$18,200 
	 
	$3,250 
	$5,150 
	$9,800 

	LBNL
	MEL-001-28
	Building 77 Rehab. - PH II 
	$13,360 
	 
	$1,757 
	$2,000 
	$9,603 

	TJNAF
	MEL-001-33
	CEBAF Center Addition - PH I 
	$10,500 
	 
	$1,500 
	$3,914 
	$5,086 


· FY 2004 and out-years
The President’s FY 2004 Request is $43,590,000. Current SC guidance for the out-years is level funding with minor increases for escalation. The following represents a five year line item construction funding plan based on this guidance. Note: This is a plan and is subject to change based on revised priorities and other considerations.  It is provided as information on the number and types of projects which will be funded under a “level” budget scenario. 
	LAB
	PROJECT TITLE
	TEC
	FY03
	FY04 
	FY05 
	FY06 
	FY07 
	FY08 

	 
	FY 2003 PROJECTS
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	BNL
	Research Support Building  PH I 
	$18,200 
	$3,250 
	$5,150 
	$9,800 
	 
	 
	 

	LBNL
	Building 77 Rehab. - PH II 
	$13,360 
	$1,757 
	$2,000 
	$9,603 
	 
	 
	 

	TJNAF
	CEBAF Center Addition - PH I 
	$10,500 
	$1,500 
	$3,914 
	$5,086 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	FY 2004 PROJECTS
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	SLAC
	Safety & Operational Reliability Improve.
	$15,600 
	 
	$2,000 
	$4,000 
	$9,600 
	 
	 

	 
	FY 2005 PROJECTS
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	BNL
	User Research Center
	$15,400 
	 
	 
	$1,600 
	$8,600 
	$5,200 
	 

	ORNL
	Modern. Main Chem. Lab (4500 N), PH I
	$16,600 
	 
	 
	$2,400 
	$9,000 
	$5,200 
	 

	 
	FY 2006 PROJECTS
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	LBNL
	User Support Building  
	$20,000 
	 
	 
	 
	$1,900 
	$8,100 
	$10,000 

	FERMI
	High Voltage Distribution Sys. Upgrades 
	$11,000 
	 
	 
	 
	$1,500 
	$5,000 
	$4,500 

	ANL-E
	Bldg. Elec. Service Upgrades - PH II 
	$9,100 
	 
	 
	 
	$2,400 
	$6,700 
	 

	
	FY 2007 PROJECTS
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	PPPL
	Central Office Building Addition  
	$8,300 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$1,500 
	$6,800 

	ANL-E
	Mech&Control Sys Up PH I I
	$10,500 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$1,700 
	$4,900 

	 
	FY 2008 PROJECTS
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	ORNL
	Primary Substation Upgrades
	$7,800 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$800 

	ANL-E
	Fire Safety Improv. PH V 
	$6,200 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$2,800 

	ORNL
	Modern. Main Chem. Lab (4500 N), PH II
	$18,600 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$2,000 

	TJNAF
	CEBAF Center Addition - PH II 
	$15,000 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	$2,000 

	 
	TOTAL
	$196,160
	$31,581 
	$31,936 
	$32,489 
	$33,000 
	$33,400
	$33,800


Based on level budget scenario (with inflation)
SLI Excess Facilities Disposition Program 

The Conference Report on the FY 2003 DOE appropriation contains some good news for the Excess Facilities Disposition Program.  The attached PDF file is a copy of parts of the Report that pertain to the SC infrastructure and excess facilities. Please note the following:

· On page 99 it is stated that "the budget justifications submitted by the Department must include funding within each construction project data sheet for elimination of excess facilities at least equal to the square footage of new replacement facilities, and funding to eliminate excess facilities at least equal to the square footage of new replacement facilities being constructed as general plant projects."  We are not sure what this means, but the initial interpretation from OECM is that this applies only to new facilities which will replace existing facilities.  For new facilities which will not replace existing facilities, the process described in the August 9, 2002, memo from Dr. Carnes will still apply.  In other words, you can still use space eliminated by the SC Excess Facilities Disposition Program, or other sources of funding, to offset the construction of new space, provided that the new space is not a replacement of existing space. Stay tuned; OECM promised some clarifying guidance.

· Services for D&D and disposal of excess facilities have to be procured through "an open competitive process" (see page 101).
· The funding for the SC Excess Facilities Disposition Program has been increased from $5.055M in the President's request to $8M (see page 123).  This increase undoubtedly reflects Congress' satisfaction with the great work you have done in FY 2002.  The additional money, minus any rescissions, can now be allocated to additional demolition and cleanup projects.  In this regard, we are assuming that the prioritized lists of projects which you submitted last August are still valid, and that you would like the additional funds to go to the top projects which were not funded within the expected target.  However, if you would like to update the lists, please do so as soon as possible and provide them to David Michlewicz by March 3, 2003.  We need to get these new funds allocated and into the April Fin Plans by March 10th.  Also, please provide ‘one pagers’ for the additional projects, if you have not done so already, and a short explanation of any changes. Please make sure that the changes are reflected in the ranking of the projects in the ‘one-pagers.’  While we can still fund cleanups for reuse, please keep in mind that only demolitions of excess, ‘building like’ facilities can be banked to offset the construction of new facilities.  Thus, prioritization of the projects should reflect the urgency of your site's need for space that is eligible for banking. (david.michlewicz@science.doe.gov, 301-903-8432)

Update of the 2001 Frontier Report 

· Based on the SFP’s submitted in 2002, we have updated the listing of Line Item (LI) construction projects based on the 2002 Strategic Facilities Plans (SFPs) for modernizing their facilities over 10 years.  The laboratories identified more than $2.2 billion of capital investment projections over the ten-year period (FY 2004 through FY 2013) which is a significant increase over the total in the 2001 Frontier Report of $1.6B (the 2001 Frontier Report can be found on the SC-82 web site at http://www.science.doe.gov/SC-80/sc-82/labs21/infraftr.pdf ).  The summary of changes in line item project funding from the 2000 SFP’s and the 2002 SFP’s is shown below; a more complete summary with a listing and description of all line item projects will be posted on the SC-82 web site in the next several weeks.   
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Update of the SC-82 Web Site


· The SC-82 web site has been updated to include the SFP’s submitted in 2002 (see http://www.sc.doe.gov/sc-80/sc-82/sfps.html).  We expect to have further enhancements added to the SC-82 web site within the next several weeks.
DOE Corporate Activities

· OECM initiatives including F&I Executive Steering Group and Final Policy 580.1.  In our last Communiqué, we mentioned that SC was represented on the F&I Order Working Group (FIG), responsible for rewriting the LCAM order, now called the Real Property Asset Management (RPAM) Order.  Since then, RPAM has been drafted and sent out for comments through the REVCOM process.  We wish to thank all who provided comments on the draft RPAM order.  Based on your input, SC provided major and suggested comment to OECM and met with them to further clarify our position.  We expect RPAM to be redrafted soon and will keep you informed of progress as it develops.
· Facilities Information Management System (FIMS).  The Facilities Data Development Committee (FDDC) Meeting was held on February 6, 2003.  SC proposed three new fields.  The new fields were requested/documented by the FIMS Advisory Committee (FAC).  They would add in Chg 02-03 “Rehab and Improvement Cost, Total Summary Condition Index, and Total Summary Condition” fields.  In FAC Chg 02-06 the addition of “Critical Deferred Maintenance” and in Chg 02-08 a new field called “Capital Funded Maintenance or GPP/GPE/Line Item Funded Maintenance”.  After a long discussion on dealing with the optional issues, IG audits, RPAM definition issues over deferred maintenance, and Integrated Facilities and Infrastructure (IFI) Budget Crosscut guidance, the FDDC members agreed to add only the Chg. 02-03.  The fields in Chg. 02-03 would only be applicable to the SC laboratories.  The FIMS contractors will make these fields invisible to everyone else.  SC also discussed changing the name of the Rehab and Improvement Cost (RIC) field and tweaking the definition.  Details are being worked and guidance will be sent out later this spring along with a schedule for populating the new field.  SC also discussed the need for a FIMS field that would identify an asset as ‘programmatic’ or not.  However, there is no agreement yet on how to define a ‘programmatic’ facility.  This too is being worked. 
· Integrated Infrastructure and Facilities (IFI) Budget Crosscut.  The FY 2004 SC IFI Budget Crosscut has been submitted to OECM and will be sent over to Congress in March.  A summary for SC is shown in the chart below.  Note that SC has not included ‘direct funded’ maintenance because of lack of consistency in preparation by the sites, which is largely due to definitional issues.  Hopefully, the FY 2005 IFI Guidance (to be issued in the FY 2005 Field Budget Call) will clarify these issues.  SC will issue budget guidance for the preparation of the FY 05 IFI Budget Crosscut in late winter/early spring.
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Ten Year Site Planning (TYSP) Guidance
By e-mail of February 4, 2003, we mentioned that SC will not require preparation of an updated SFP/TYSP in 2003.  We will rely on the 2002 SFP’s as well as  information that will be in the Site, Facilities and Infrastructure Management Chapter of the 2003 Institutional Plans (IPs) to be submitted later this year and, information in the IFI Budget Crosscut to be submitted in May.  We are currently updating the Instructions for the Site, Facilities and Infrastructure Management Chapter of the IP for 2003; however, we have heard of a delay in IP on-site visits for most labs until after October 1st.   Barry Sullivan will now be taking the SC-82 lead for Site Planning.  
Staff Changes within the SC Laboratory Infrastructure Division  

As you may have heard, starting Monday, February 24, 2003, Steven Rossi has been working in OECM.  Some of his major duties include external independent review policy, value engineering and earned value, as well as the National Research Council (the other NRC) study on project management and soon-to-be-started NRC study on facilities management.   We have distributed Steve’s workload among the remaining SC-82 staff.  Steve has been an integral part of SC-82 for the last 3-plus years and he will be missed.  We wish him well in his new assignment.  After today, you can reach Steve at (202) 586-0415 or by e-mail at steven.rossi@hq.doe.gov 
Whole Building Design Guide (WBDG)
Check out references to the EMSL at PNNL and BNL Research facilities at http://www.wbdg.org/design/index.php?cn=1.8&cx=1   Look around the WBDG web site for useful info.  If you have interesting/colorful info on your research facilities on your web sites, please send me the info so I can pass it on to those building the WBDG web site. 

Also, the developers of the WBDG are wondering if SC would prepare info for 'building type' web page on ‘accelerators.’  It would be a general ‘design guide.’  See the other building type web pages.  Would one of our accelerator laboratories be interested in preparing this? 

Maintenance Investment Index 
The chart below was one of several provided to the Laboratory Directors at their recent meeting in Washington, DC.  It is based on FY 02 FIMS data using actual maintenance and replacement plant value for SC buildings.   SC has a maintenance investment goal of 1.4% of RPV for FY 04 and 2% for FY 05.  While we would like this to apply to conventional facilities only, we have no agreement yet on what they are (versus programmatic facilities), nor do the sites yet have data systems capable of separating the two on the budgeting side or, the execution side.  Thus, the data below is simply for all SC buildings except non-operational excess.  
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Maintenance 
· In the FY 03 conference report, the House proposal to provide direct funding of all maintenance in the FY04 budget has been eliminated (see page 100 in attached file); however, the language says that changes [meaning decreases] to maintenance and excess facilities funding identified in the IFI Budget Crosscuts plans are to be approved by the Director, Office of Management, Budget and Evaluation (ME-1).
· Quarterly Reporting of maintenance and excess facilities expenditures against plans has started with the site submissions on February 7th.  Thank you all for your timely submissions.  Please note that any decreases from the baseline levels shown below for “Indirect Maintenance” will require notification and approval by SC-1 through SC-82.     

	FY 2003 - Reporting Against the Integrated Facilities and Infrastructure Budget Data (IFI)
	Summary Planned   (Revised Baseline)  ($000)

	Indirect Funded Maintenance 
	 

	Ames
	$720

	ANL
	$17,029

	BNL
	$12,659

	Fermi
	$4,033

	LBNL
	$7,761

	ORISE
	$366

	ORNL
	$14,420

	PNNL
	$3,697

	PPPL
	$2,877

	SLAC
	$4,503

	TJNAF
	$2,750


Deferred Maintenance (DM) and Replacement Plant Value (RPV)  
The charts provided below are for your information to show RPV’s and DM levels.  All data are from the FIMS.  
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Facility Condition Index (FCI) – FY 2002 FIMS Data 
The chart below summarizes the condition of SC’s facilities based on deferred maintenance in the FY 2002 FIMS database. Also, we have asked each site with facilities in the ‘Fail’ condition (i.e., FCI >= 60%) to provide us their plans for correcting this condition.  A list of such facilities is attached.  The sites are BNL, Fermi, ORNL, PNNL and PPPL.  Please submit these plans by March 15th.   
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Upcoming Conferences 
March 11-13 - DOE CAIS Users Group – Las Vegas, NV  
March 18-20 - National Facilities Mgmt & Technology Conference/Exposition, Baltimore, MD (www.nfmt.com)  
May 12-15 - FIMS Workshop – Las Vegas, NV
Please send us conferences of interest that we can post. 

CH CAS Symposium Held on January 9th, 2003 at Argonne
Because many of SC labs employ subcontractors to perform condition assessments of their facilities,  Max Rosenquist of CH organized and held a 1 day seminar at Argonne on condition assessment.  Speakers included: Jay Janke, Office of Secretary of Defense, "Facility Sustainment Model, Initiatives, and Lessons Learned."; Doug Kincaid, Applied Management Engineering (AME); Gary Merrow, Intelligent Systems and Engineering Services (ISES); Chuck Hodian, VFA; Peter Lufkin, Whitestone Research: Bob Sauer, The Environmental Company (TEC); Jay Strother. Building Technology Associates (BTA); and, Don Uzarski, Construction Engineering Research Laboratory (CERL).  Max will soon be placing the many informative presentations on a web site.  Please contact Max at 630-252-2296 for more information.   
Contacts: Field and SC HQs

An updated list of contacts of Facilities Management personnel can be found at http://www.sc.doe.gov/SC-80/sc-82/labs21/contacts.htm .  Please send any additions/deletions/updates. 
Success Stories from the SC Laboratories

Special thanks to PNNL and SLAC who provided Success Stories in our last Communiqué.  We ask that your laboratories identify any other facilities management success stories for further issues of the SC Facilities Management Communiqué or if they have periodic facilities newsletters where we could link.  One such link for LBNL is http://fac.lbl.gov/Facilities/Planning/Publications/FacQ/ .  ORNL has http://www.ornl.gov/reporter/, but it is not facilities management specific. 
New Building Case Study
For those of you constructing new buildings, you might find the case study at the web site below for the James H. Clark Center for Biomedical Engineering and Sciences Building at Stanford interesting. 
http://www.tradelineinc.com/go.cfm?id=48AE078B%2D3A49%2D40BE%2DADDB9883E620C787#story   
GAO Report Designating Federal Real Property as a High Risk Area 

For those who may not have seen it already, the GAO released a report on January 30 designating Federal Real Property as a High Risk area.  Areas are designated high risk due to either their greater vulnerabilities to waste, fraud, abuse, and mismanagement or major challenges associated with their economy, efficiency or effectiveness.  The reports are intended to help Congress focus its attention on the most important issues and challenges facing the federal government.  The report number is GAO-03-122 and may be downloaded in pdf from the GAO home page -www.gao.gov
Alternative Financing of Infrastructure Needs
Given essentially level line item funding for FY 04 (and possibly for several more budget years due to the Federal government funding constraints),  SC is encouraging laboratories to aggressively pursue 3rd party funding for infrastructure needs.  Please keep SC-82 informed of activities, initiatives and issues as you pursue this avenue.
SC Facilities Management Web Forum Planned
To support the further maturity of Facility Management practices across the SC laboratories, an SC Facilities Management Web Forum is being planned to provide a single web entry point for sharing best practices, upcoming events, a forum for electronic mail discussions and networking.  Those interested in helping SC-82 plan, develop and implement this Forum, please contact John Yates.
Other Web Resources for Information Sharing 
Please provide any feedback on other web sources for FM information sharing that you have found useful.  For example, www.infrastructurestrategies.com is a clearinghouse for TCO (Total Cost of Ownership) emerging standards and best practices.  Has anyone used this site and is it helpful? 
This Communiqué is issued by SC-82 quarterly.  Comments on this Communiqué may be provided to John Yates at 301-903-8435 or john.yates@science.doe.gov or to the staff listed with each item.  
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 Facility Condition Index (FCI)

SC Buildings 



		 Does not include 28 non-operational excess buildings – 206,000 sf.

		 Does not include 110 real property trailers or 644 personal property trailers.

		 Does not include 160 non-SC buildings at SC Labs (mostly EM buildings).

		 Does not include 144 SC buildings at non-SC Labs.



Excellent:  DM is <2% of RPV
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Poor: DM is 25% - <60 percent of RPV

Fail: DM is >=60% of RPV



FCI is calculated on a building by building basis by dividing Deferred Maintenance (DM) by Replacement Plant Value (RPV) of each building

Total Square Footage 19.5 million SF

Data Source: FIMS December 2002 Update  





Summary Condition Pie Chart
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Total RPV (Building) Showing Su


			Lab			RPV			GSF			Summary Condition									Summary Condition			GSF			%


			Ames			$21,998,584			121,727			Excellent			1						Excellent			9,168,205			46.5%			9,168,205


			Ames			$45,087,040			202,774			Good			2						Good			4,195,050			21.3%			4,195,050


																					Adequate			2,254,295			11.4%			2,254,295


			ANL-E			$27,832,632			148,324			Adequate			3						Fair			2,577,781			13.1%			2,577,781


			ANL-E			$748,153,011			2,957,401			Excellent			1						Poor			1,088,095			5.5%			1,088,095


			ANL-E			$1,111,031			12,295			Fair			4						Fail			224,087			1.1%			224,087


			ANL-E			$252,487,315			1,234,843			Good			2						N/A			205,953			1.0%			19,507,513


			ANL-E			$15,395,122			93,425			Poor			5


																					Total			19,713,466			100.0%


			ANL-E			$3,173,675			18,505			Excellent			1


			ANL-E			$46,602			992			Fair			4									=


			ANL-E			$34,843,073			82,588			Not Applicable			7						Operational Excess


																					from query called


			BNL			$148,819,179			484,716			Adequate			3						"Exclude Non-Oper Excess"


			BNL			$206,513,031			532,820			Excellent			1


			BNL			$25,218,200			101,059			Fail			6


			BNL			$506,739,044			1,085,439			Fair			4


			BNL			$276,588,512			900,316			Good			2


			BNL			$1,623,800			10,152			Not Applicable			7


			BNL			$98,342,028			289,699			Poor			5


			BNL			$60,553,997			286,618			Adequate			3


			BNL			$19,235,585			57,338			Excellent			1


			BNL			$191,700			1,278			Fail			6


			BNL			$26,163,556			142,127			Fair			4


			BNL			$10,338,100			45,886			Good			2


			BNL			$6,128,523			42,558			Not Applicable			7


			BNL			$2,691,400			12,192			Poor			5


			Fermi			$1,451,277			49,946			Adequate			3


			Fermi			$349,058,335			1,907,319			Excellent			1


			Fermi			$116,023			21,139			Fail			6


			Fermi			$5,114,265			79,124			Fair			4


			Fermi			$24,432,783			122,378			Good			2


			Fermi			$2,326,837			81,895			Poor			5


			Fermi			$167,047			1,698			Not Applicable			7


			LBNL			$92,010,460			211,740			Adequate			3


			LBNL			$279,212,342			541,037			Excellent			1


			LBNL			$174,390,511			408,644			Fair			4


			LBNL			$156,406,650			345,427			Good			2


			LBNL			$224,777			1,352			Poor			5


			LBNL			$58,840,149			168,939			Excellent			1


			LBNL			$87,588			645			Fair			4


			ORISE			$36,437,515			193,908			Excellent			1


			ORISE			$420,950			5,612			Good			2


			ORISE			$256,000			12,800			Excellent			1


			ORISE			$802,100			6,593			Not Applicable			7


			ORNL (X-10)			$419,405,642			679,318			Adequate			3


			ORNL (X-10)			$204,512,053			554,573			Excellent			1


			ORNL (X-10)			$7,450,683			67,024			Fail			6


			ORNL (X-10)			$148,318,178			412,135			Fair			4


			ORNL (X-10)			$222,945,078			453,506			Good			2


			ORNL (X-10)			$107,302,225			447,136			Poor			5


			ORNL (X-10)			$10,887,893			22,472			Adequate			3


			ORNL (X-10)			$82,568,781			152,926			Excellent			1


			ORNL (X-10)			$38,486,894			129,767			Fair			4


			ORNL (X-10)			$229,724			2,106			Good			2


			ORNL (X-10)			$16,803,458			59,673			Not Applicable			7


			ORNL (X-10)			$18,486,735			54,303			Poor			5


			PNNL			$31,181,887			65,348			Adequate			3


			PNNL			$130,041,389			280,418			Excellent			1


			PNNL			$15,634,717			31,427			Fail			6


			PNNL			$7,305,959			20,605			Fair			4


			PNNL			$86,097,704			174,538			Good			2


			PNNL			$333,964			1,082			Not Applicable			7


			PNNL			$29,159,020			106,395			Poor			5


			PNNL			$7,742			110			Not Applicable			7


			PPPL			$32,266,651			168,019			Adequate			3


			PPPL			$77,711,178			94,487			Excellent			1


			PPPL			$837,906			2,160			Fail			6


			PPPL			$30,467,996			156,737			Fair			4


			PPPL			$68,173,049			293,513			Good			2


			SLAC			$4,913,862			36,007			Adequate			3


			SLAC			$634,500,841			1,405,953			Excellent			1


			SLAC			$631,949			3,784			Fair			4


			SLAC			$71,876,356			340,072			Good			2


			SLAC			$452,470			1,499			Not Applicable			7


			SLAC			$193,888			1,698			Poor			5


			TJNAF			$16,570,353			101,787			Adequate			3


			TJNAF			$75,804,812			168,054			Excellent			1


			TJNAF			$30,158,640			125,487			Fair			4


			TJNAF			$10,138,315			74,079			Good			2


			Totals			$6,352,888,339			19,713,466			15,617,550						GSF Total Adequate or Better


												79.2%						% by GSF of Adequate or Better





&F


&LOffice of Science&CPage &P&R&D







9,168,205


47.0%


4,195,050


21.5%


2,254,295


11.6%


2,577,781


13.2%


1,088,095


5.6%


224,087


1.1%


Excellent


Good


Adequate


Fair


Poor


Fail





