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SCORING CRITERIA:
Rating x Weight = Score

Recommended Rating Scale:
9 - 10
Excellent

7 -  8
Very Good

5 -  6
Good

3 -  4
Fair

1 -  2
Not Adequate

1.
FY 2006 Performance and FY 2007 Plans
	
Rating (1-10): ____9______ x 3 =  ___27_______


2.
FY 2006 Results
	
Rating (1-10): ____8______ x 5 =  __40________


3.
Research Integration
	
Rating (1-10): ___8_______ x 2 =  _____16_____


COMMENTS:
1.
FY 2006 Performance and FY 2007 Plans
· Several FY06 goals were not achievable due to reduction of funding (1000 K -> 650 K).  These goals were manufacturing QA-analytical in-situ directed (e.g., raman probe, scanning Jc microscope).  These goals should have been funded.
· FY07 Plans:  Good intent.  ANL has excellent analytical resources and staff and should be supported.

2.
FY 2006 Results
· Linking pinning to cation disorder…very interesting! (AMSC)
· Identification of deleterious effects of carbon…an old issue…but where does the C come from?
3.
Research Integration
· Much, much better than in the past when ANL was trying to compete with the other “two labs” in alternative CC technologies.
4.
What are this project’s strengths?
· Outstanding staff, typical of the major Nat Labs.
· Unique characterization and measurement resources, not found elsewhere in the program.
5.
What are this project’s weaknesses?
· Now that they’re “under new management,” they need funding restored to past levels to accomplish the incomplete tasks mentioned above pertinent to potential QA manufacturing tools.
6.
What additions or deletions should be made to the work scope of this project?
· Given the skill set of the new ANL program manager, probably the best scientist in the DOE OE Nat Lab effort, he should be encouraged and funded to investigate microscopic models of flux pinning.  A truly quantitative theory could revolutionize materials development and processing for power applications of superconductivity.
7.
General Impression/Other Recommendations:
· Argonne is on its way back!
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