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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): ____10 ______ x 3 =  ___30 _______


2.
FY 2006 Results
	
Rating (1-10): ____9 ______ x 5 =  ___45 _______


3.
Research Integration
	
Rating (1-10): ____10 ______ x 2 =  ____20 ______


COMMENTS:
1.
FY 2006 Performance and FY 2007 Plans
· Outstanding FY06 performance
· FY07 plans, if accomplished, should lead to sound business plan, as well as supplying tape for Albany cable.
2.
FY 2006 Results
· Solved the “long-length sag” in Jc (How?)
· Amelioration of the “in-field” dual peak by “foreign element doping.” (Other groups are also pursuing similar methods).
3.
Research Integration
· Outstanding again this year

· Integration of IBAD-MgO into MOCVD; use of ANL FIB, SEM and TEM to solve long length QA issues.
4.
What are this project’s strengths?
· Outstanding R&D team
· Financial support from IGC (will this continue under Philips?)
5.
What are this project’s weaknesses?
· Very few, if any, of a technical nature.
· Would recommend toning up presentation skills of several of the staff.

6.
What additions or deletions should be made to the work scope of this project?
· Although the team has started addressing the issue of joints/splices, inasmuch as this technology will be critical to cable manufacturing, I would recommend scaling up the effort and involve NIST.  Also, even though most power applications will not require a persistent current specification, low temperature magnets will.  If Y-123 2G tape cost comes down significantly, they could potentially take over all MRI and scientific magnet applications at 4.2 K away from NbTi and Nb3Sn because their Hc2 at these temperatures are enormous…in fact, it’s never been possible to measure it directly.
7.
General Impression/Other Recommendations:
· I appreciate the SP crew giving thoughtful and positive answers to my three questions posed last year.
· Once more, too much detail too fast…this was the universal impression of the reviewers.  Hone presentation skills, perhaps with professional help (Jodi is good, the others should learn from her).
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