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The Department of Energy and the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration are engaged in an intensive three-year 
analysis to determine what course of action the Federal govern- 
ment should pursue relative to this nonconventional energy 
system. 

Opinions concerning the potential viability of the 
concept now cover a wide emotional spectrum which ranges 
from very negative to highly enthusiastic. In reality, 
this diversity of opinion merely reflects the uncertainty 
which surrounds the technical feasibility and operational 
practicability of the idea. Accordingly, we are now in 
the process of developing an information base which will 
be sufficient by 1980 to support a decision on whether or 
not to proceed with the next phase of the program. 

The current program plan which was approved by the 
Administration in February of this year is, with the 
exception of microwave effects, entirely analytical. We 
must, therefore, realize that this effort is very unlikely 
to achieve a firm recommendation to implement the concept. 
Rather, if no insurmountable barriers are found, recom- 
mendations directed to laboratory experimentation and field 
and space testing are likely to result. 

The program is now organized as shown on Figure 1. 
DOE has overall program coordination responsibility which 
is assigned to an SPS project office under the Director 
of Energy Research. NASA is responsible for the definition 
of the overall systems concept and all technology which is 
involved. The Office of Energy Programs, NASA Headquarters, 
manages the effort and is supported by Marshall Space Flight 
Center and Johnson Space Center. The remainder of the 
program is managed by the DOE with the SPS project office 
and the Assistant Secretary for Environment sharing program- 
matic responsibility. Participating DOE laboratories include 
Battelle Pacific Northwest, Los Alamos Scientific Labora- 
tories and the Argonne National Laboratory. 

The SPS Working Group assists the DOE coordinator and 
is composed of senior project personnel from both Agencies. 
The objective is to insure that the results of work performed 
by the various participating organizations are integrated 
to achieve scheduled program milestones. 
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The major milestones are shown by Figure 2 and relevant 
activities for each fiscal year are listed in Figure 3 .  It 
should be noted that, along with the baseline concept 
selection milestone in Oct. 1978, initial recommendations 
for an experimental research plan will also be completed. 
We anticipate that the initial plan will be directed mainly 
to definition of experiments which should start in 1980 
and which address highly critical program issues. In 
addition, an outline of other experimental research projects 
which can begin in subsequent years and which will be 
needed to achieve full technology readiness for SPS will 
be prepared. 

Our System Definition Centers, JSC and MSFC, are now 
working to evolve a consolidated recommendation €or a 
baseline SPS concept. Preliminary recommendations based 
upon independent assessment by each Center of various 
candidate SPS concepts were presented in January of this 
year. As was expected there were some significant differ- 
ences as well as many areas of agreement. The differences 
are now in process of resolution by way of a MSFC/JSC 
working group. The essential elements of the initial recom- 
mendations made by the Center are shown by Figures 4 and 5. 

It is important to note that the baseline system 
approach is expected to continue to change with time as 
we become more knowledgable of the specific problems to 
be resolved and as our technological capability evolves. 
However, it is important to establish and maintain a base- 
line to guide the combined efforts o f  the DOE and NASA as 
the program progresses. 

Program funding by Agency management responsibility 
is shown by Figure 6. It is anticipated that if no abso- 
lute barriers to the concept are identified by 1980, that 
additional funding for further field test work could be 
made available by the Administration. 

The technological challenge presented by the SPS 
is well recognized by all who are familiar with the size 
and complexity of the system. However, the overall system 
problem is only partially technical - in fact, the most 
difficult issues to resolve will probably lie in the 
environmental effects and international areas. Accordingly, 
it will be mandatory that NASA continue to work closely 
with the DOE as we join forces to assess all aspects of 
the problem to gain the understanding which is so vitally 
needed to guide our future programmatic effort. 
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Figure 3. 
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