
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
WASHINGTON. D.C. 203M 

MEMORANDUM 

SUBJECT: Assuring Continued Compliance of Rule Authorized 
Class I1 Wells in Primacy and Direct Implementation 
States, UIC Program Guidance # 5 5  

FROM : Michael B. Cook, Direct 
Office of Drinking Wate 

TO : Water Division Directors 
Regions I - X 

PURPOSE 

The purpose of this guidance is to explain how cdmpliance 
for rule authorized Class I1 wells was initially determined 
and to provide Regions and States two options for assuring 
continued com2liance. 

BACKGROUND 

In the early days of the UIC program (Mid 1970s) the 
formal workgroup charged with the development of the UIC 
regulations decided that all wells (except agricultural and 
municipal drainage wells, now in Class V )  would be regulated by 
permit. However, due to the large number of wells in Class 
I1 (40,000 in Texas) the regulations used a combination of 
rule and permit to regulate all wells. 

On the effective date of the program all wells would be 
authorized by rule. States would be allowed up~to five 
years to issue permits for each well (area permits were 
allowed for class I1 and 111). This fi~e-~ear period was 
selected to allow time to issue permits for the 40,000 wells 
in Texas. 

Publication of these requirements brought extensive 
comment from State regulatory agencies and industry. 
Consideration of these comments and EPA contractors reports 
identified two significant facts. First, that there was a 
difference in contamination potential between secondary 



recovery wells and salt water disposal wells. Secondly, 
that the cost of issuing new UIC permits for Class 11 wells 
would be extremely high, and that this expenditure would be 
a waste of limited resources. 

Based on these facts, the Agency made significant changes 
in the regulations. First, the Agency would consider existing 
wells differently from new wells. All new wells, whether 
enhanced recovery or salt water disposal, would be authorized 
by permit. Second, all existing salt water disposal wells 
would be authorized by permit because of the greater potential 
for endangerment. Third, all existing enhanced recovery 
wells could be regulated by rule for life provided that the 
Director (whether State or EPA) conducts a file review equivalent 
to that which would be required for issuance of a permit. 
The objective of the file review is to ascertain that the 
well does not endanger USDWs. The advantage of the file 
review was that the operator would not have to submit a new 
application and the Director (who already has all the material 
in his file) would be spared the one-on-one transaction cost 
(draft permit, public hearing, etc.) of issuing a permit. 

Sabsequent to these changes, and after the passage of 
the $1425 amendment to the Act, States successfully argued 
that salt water disposal wells should also be authorized 

b - by rule. In the drafting of the guidance for implementing 
$1425, this provision was made. This guidance allowed primacy 
States to authorize all existing Class 11 wells by rule 
(i.e., they did not have to re-issue - UIC permits for existing 
wells), providing they conducted a file review on all existing 
wells ($1425 Guidance at 3.3 (K) see attached Guidance). 
All $1425 applications were reviewed to assure that States 
included this in their program description. 

Nothwithstanding the changes to allow States this 
flexibility, Federal programs would continue to issue permits 
to all new Class I1 wells and existing salt water disposal 
Class 11 wells. Existing enhanced recovery wells could be 
authorized by rule providing an equivalent file review was 
conducted. 

Formal written guidance on the conduct of file reviews was 
issued to the Regions on August 23, 1984, in a memorandum from 
Victor J. K i m  on N 1985 SPMS commitments (attached). 

The purpose of the initial file review was to assure 
that all existing Class I1 injection wells were sited, 



\ 
and' operated in a way that assured 

o USDWs. Once this is done, why & each five years? Listed below 
be considered: 

1. Workover - Wells seldom go through their expected life 
span without requiring some type of workover. Some wells 
require many workovers. These may include: 

a. scraping or cleaning of tubular goods or injection 
formation face; 

b. inspection of tubing and/or packer; 
c. replacement of tubing and/or packer: 
d. stimulation such as acidizing or fracking; 
e. repair of leaks in casing by squeeze cement or 

installing a liner; and 
f. recompletion. 

2. Operational history - occurrences during the life of the 
well which may have resulted in failure or have a 
potentially higher risk of failure: 

a. change in source or character of fluid; 
b. changing from water flood to use of additives; 
c. increases or decreases in flow; 
d. increases or decreases in pressure; 
e. changes in scope of project; 
f. changes in ownership: an9 
g. compliance history. 

3. Related Activities: 

a. other injection wells completed above, below or in 
the same pool; 

b. production wells complete3 in pools below injection 
formation; and 

c. changes in operation of other wells in or around 
injection well. , + .7 - 

GUIDANCE 
// 

rj:J [-LC , 
-<or States may choose one of the following options 

for showing continued compliance: 

1. Conduct file reviews every five years to determine 
that nothing in the above areas, workover, operational 
history, and related activities could result in an 
endangerment to USDWs; or 



2. Submit to EPA documentation that' the State has in 
place and utilizes statutory authority, regulations, 
forms, processes, and personnel to: 

a. review and approve all workovers to assure that 
the well continues to meet the non-endangerment 
requirement; 

I 
b. review and approve all changes in the character of 

the injection fluid, flow, pressure, scope and 
type of project, ownership and evaluate overall 
compliance history: and 

c. review, approve/disapprove, or require modifications 
to the construction and operation of all new 
injection wells completed above, below or in the 
same pool and production wells completed in pools 
below the injection formation, or require changes 
in the operation of other wells in or around the 
injection well to assure that USDWs will not be 
endangered by that injection well. 

Directors for priinacy States shall submit their plans for 
assuring continued compliance with the non-endangerment 
requirement for existing Class I1 wells to the appropriate 
Regional Office for review and approval. The EPA D.I. programs 
shall forward their plans to EPA Headquarters. 

For further information on this guidance contact: 

Thomas E. Belk, Chief 
Underground Injection Control Branch 
U.S. EPA (WH-55OE) 
401 M Street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20460 
(202) 382-5530 
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FROM : ic tor  J,c i , D l r e c t o r  
Off i c e  Dr ink ing  Water  (W-550)  

TO: Water  D i v i s i o n  D i r e c t o r s  
Water  Supply  Branch C h i e f s  
Regions  I - X 

R e c e n t l y  v e  r e c e i v e d  y o u r  proposed  FY 1985  SPMS commitments 
f o r  t h e  Underground I n j e c t i o n  C o n t r o l  (UIC) program. While  v e  
were supposed t o  s u b m i t  t h e s e  commitments t o  t h e  O f f i c e  of  
Management Systems a n d  E v a l u a t i o n  (OMSE) o n  August 1 5 ,  w e  have  
n o t  y e t  done s o  f o r  f o u r  r e a s o n s :  

o Upon r e v i e w ,  it is n o t  c l e a r  t h a t  a l l  Regions  
f o r m u l a t e d  t h e i r  e s t i m a t e s  u s i n g  c o n s i s t e n t  
a s sumpt ions  and  ground rules. 

o W e  a r e  h a v i n g  d i f f i c u l t y  r e c o n c i l i n g  t h e  
e s t i m a t e s  of  t h e  u n i v e r s e  of e x i s t i n g  wells 
w i t h  t h e  numbers s u p p l i e d  by you i n  t h e  U I C  
i n v e n t o r y  as o f  August  15. 

o We have been g i v e n  a n  a d d i t i o n a l  1 9  R e g i o n a l  
p o s i t i o n s  f o r  U I C  p e r m i t t i n g  a c t i v i t i e s  i n  
d i r e c t  implemen ta t ion  programs which s h o u l d  
i n c r e a s e  t h e  work we c a n  u n d e r t a k e  i n  FY 1985. 

o The commitments d o  n o t  i n  a l l  c a s e s  r e f l e c t  
n a t i o n a l  p r i o r i t i e s  f o r  p e r m i t t i n g .  

1 b e l i e v e  t h a t  it is v i t a l l y  i m p o r t a n t  t h a t  we do t h e  best 
job we  can  on  t h e s e  PY 1985 SPMS commitments. T h e r e f o r e ,  I ask 
t h a t  each  o f  you r e v i e v  t h e  numbers you p r o v i d e d  u s  for t h e  U I C  
program one  pore time. Four i t e m s  are a t t a c h e d  to  h e l p  you d o  
t h i s :  



o Attachment A contains the allocation of the 
additional permitting positions for FY 1985. 
The 19 positions are for permitting. There- 
fore, we ran the permitting portion of the 
PY 85 workload model for 60 positions instead 
of the current 41. Then, we took the marginal 
resources allocated to Region X (0.1) and 
Region VII (0.3) where they are not really 
needed for additional permitting and assigned 
0.5 positions each to Regions 11 and 111. We 
believe this to be a reasonable allocation. 
If you have major problems, however, let me 
know. 

0 A summary of the universes and commitments you 
supplied for direct implementation and primacy 
programs (Attachment B) . 

o Clarifications to the instructions for filling 
out the forms in my July 6 memo. There is one 
change: instead of askina for commitments on a 
cumulative basis (all prior year accomplishments 
plus F Y  85 commitments), I think it would be 
simpler to ask you for incremental commitments 
for F Y  65 onlx (Attachment C). 

o A short description of my expectations for file 
reviews and MI tests for existing Class I1 wells 
(Attachment D). 

I would like to complete this exercise as soon as possible. 
While it appears that a major effort is needed to clean up the 
inventory, I do not think we can complete such a task in the 
next ten days, although we should do so by the end of the calendar 
year. For the present we should focus on: (1) resolving m j o r  
discrepancies in the five year universes and making sure that all 
estimates are based on a common set of assumptions; (2) agreeing 
on a realistic set of commitments in direct implementation pro- 
grams taking the new resources into account; and (3) assuring 
that primacy States agree to commitments that reflect appropriate 
priorities and adequate progress in carrying out their programs. 
One important point is that, in order to develop realistic 
commitments for existing wells in direct implementation programs, 
we will need your explicit assumptions a b w t  the number of new 
Class I1 applications you expect in ?Y 1985. (See Attachment C 
for the details). 

Please submit your revised estimates not later than August 31. 
My staff will be calling you in the next few days to help you 
resolve any problems. 

Attachments ( 4 )  



2. Submit to EPA documentation that the State has in 
place and utilizes statutory authority, regulations, 
forms, processes, and personnel to: 

a. review and approve all workovers to assure that 
the well continues to meet the non-endangerment 
requirement; 

I 
b. review and approve all changes in the character of 

the injection fluid, flow, pressure, scope and 
type of project, ownership and evaluate overall 
compliance history; and 

c. review, approve/disapprove, or require modifications 
to the construction and operation of all new 
injection wells completed above, below or in the 
same pool and production wells completed in pools 
below the injection formation, or require changes 
in the operation of other wells in or around the 
injection well to assure that USDWs will not be 
endangered by that injection well. 

Directors for primacy States shall submit their plans for 
assuring continuen compliance with the non-endangerment 
requirement for existing Class 11 wells to the appropriate 
Regional Office for review and approval. The EPA D.I. programs 
shall forward their plans to EPA Headquarters. 

For further information on this guidance contact: 

Thomas E. Belk, Chief 
Underground Injection Control Branch 
U.S. EPA (WH-550E) 
401 M Street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20460 
(202) 382-5530 



I n  DI programs ( e x c e p t  Osage )  we must  i s s u e  p e n n i t s  
f o r T x i s t i n g  s a l t w a t e r  d i s p o s a l  w e l l s ,  i n c l u d i n g  
a n n u l a r  i n j e c t i o n  wells. Hence, t h e  u n i v e r s e  i n  t h i s  
c a s e  s h o u l d  be t h e  number of  permits t o  be i s s u e d .  
F o r  n a t i o n a l  p l a n n i n g  p u r p o s e s ,  we have  been a s sumin  
o n e  permit f o r  e a c h  e x i s t i n g  s a l t w a t e r  d i s p o s a l  w e l l ?  
You a r e  f r e e  t o  r e v i s e  t h i s  assumpt ion .  Wovever, i f  
you d o  assume someth ing  o t h e r  t h a n  o n e  w e l l  per permit, 
it s h o u l d  be on t h e  b a s i s  of  sane r e a s o n a b l e  informa-  
t i o n  ( e . g . ,  a c t u a l  c o u n t )  a n d  s h o u l d  c o r r e l a t e  t o  t h e  
number of  s a l t w a t e r  d i s p o s a l  f a c i l i t i e s ,  f i e l d s  or 
owners  i n  t h e  i n v e n t o r y .  P l e a s e  s t a t e  y o u r  a s s u m p t i o n  
e x p l i c i t l y .  A l l  o t h e r  e x i s t i n g  C l a s s  11 wells need  
t o  be rev iewed  and m u s t  d e m o n s t r a t e  m e c h a n i c a l  i n t e g r i t y  
w i t h i n  f i v e  y e a r s .  The u n i v e r s e  f o r  t h e s e  two items 
s h o u l d  be t h e  same a n d  s h o u l d  e q u a l  t h e  number of  
C l a s s  11 ' o t h e r - t h a n - s a l t w a t e r - d i s p o s a l m  wells i n  t h e  
i n v e n t o r y .  W e l l s  m u s t  d e m o n s t r a t e  mechan ica l  i n t e g r i t y  
t o  be p e n n i t t e d .  Do n o t  c o u n t  UI tests r e l a t e d  t o  
p e r m i t  i s s u a n c e  unde r? f i e  MI u n i v e r s e .  

C .  C l a s s  I11 

C l a s s  111 w e l l s  a r e  e l i g i b l e  f o r  a r e a  p e r m i t s  and 
e x i s t i n g  o n e s  m u s t  be p e r m i t t e d  w i t h i n  f i v e  y e a r s .  The 
u n i v e r s e  i n  t h l s  c a s e  s h o u l d  e q u a l  t h e  number of f a c i l i -  
t i e s  i n  t h e  i n v e n t o r y .  

11. The Commitments 

A.  G e n e r a l  

SPUS s e e k s  commitments b o t h  f rom pr imacy S t a t e s  and 
Reg ions  (DI) f o r  p e r m i t  i s s u a n c e ,  f i l e  r e v i e w s  and 
m e c h a n i c a l  i n t e g r i t y  tests.  Primacy S t a t e s  a r e  to  make 
commitments on a  c a l e n d a r  y e a r  b a s i s  t o  c o i n c i d e  w i t h  
a n n u a l  r e p o r t s .  DI programs are t o  make commitments on 
a f i s c a l  y e a r  b a s i s  by q u a r t e r .  

S i n c e  s e v e r a l  S t a t e s  have  had  p r imacy  f o r  two y e a r s  or 
more, Forms 4b, 4 c ,  8b and Bc a s k e d  f o r  pr imacy commit- 
m e n t s  o n  a  c u m u l a t i v e  b a s i s  ( p r e v i o u s  y e a r s  p l u s  p l a n n i n g  
y e a r ) .  T h i s  seems t o  have  c r e a t e d  some c o n f u s i o n .  There-  
f o r e ,  p l e a s e  r e p o r t  811 commitments f o r  b o t h  pr imacy and 
DI programs as t h e  i n c r e m e n t a l  number o f  a c t i o n s  t o  be 
t a k e n  i n  t h e  d e f i n e d  t i m e  period. I n  D I  programs,  

u a r t e r s  s h o u l d  s t i l l  be cumula t ive .  We w i l l  e s t a b l i s h  
h o n s  t a k e n  i n  t h e  y e a r s  p r i o r  t o  1984 from t h e  7 
a n n u a l  r e p o r t o .  . 



8 .  File Reviews and UI Tests 

File reviews and HI tests are not expected by the work- 
load model to be covered from the 46.2 Regional work 
years allocated for permitting but from the 120.9 work 
years assigned for non-permitting functions. Therefore, 
file reviews and UI tests should not be traded off 
against pennit issuance. 

The HI tests in the commitments are the number of wells 
required to demonstrate mechanical integrity in FY 85.. 
The number of HI tests witnessed is a different item for 
which there is no pre-negotiated commitment but which 
will be tracked as a reporting item. 

The regulations say that wells under a life-time rule 
must demonstrate Ul within three years. You or the 
States have the authorityto require some wells to make 
the demonstration sooner. I urge you to schedule about 
20% of the existing Class I1 wells per year in order 
to avoid creating a backlog. 

111. The Priorities 

The national priorities for permitting were stated in 
Attachment A of my July 6 memo. 

A. New Class I1 

According top priority to the processing of new 
Class 11 permit applications is a simple recognition 
of realities. As you know, SPUS does not include 
commitments for new wells. However, there is a prob- 
able workload there and, in order to plan your FY 1985 
activities accurately you will need to estimate the 
number of new Class 11 applications you are likely 
to receive. Unfortunately, we do not yet have the 
experience to forecast this number accurately. 

For national purposes we have assumed 3% growth rate 
in Class XI wells. This equals about 290 new wells in 
DX States in PY 1985 requiring about 19.8 work years 
to process. As an informal estimate, please provide 
your assumption about the number of new Class XI permit 
applications and your estimate of the number of work 
years re uired t o  process them. The SPUS commitments 'f On exist ng well. should be made taking into conslde- 
ration the number of work years remaining. 



8. Existing Class I and XI1 

Such wells are the highest priority for permitting 
after new Class 11. While the regualtions provide up 
to 5 years for issuing such permits, both environmental 
and programmatic factors argue that we review these 
wells much sooner than that. In DI programs, I request 
that you address all Class I wells by the end of FY 
1986. Your commitments for FY 1985 should be as high 
as resources allow, but in no case less than SO\ of 
your existing Class I universe. 

This priority applies to primacy States as well. I 
request that you approach your States with See. 1422 
programs and try to obtain more ambitious commitments 
from them. 



FILE REVIEW 

A t  t h e  b e g i n n i n g  of t h e  U I C  program i t  was e n v i s i o n e d  t h a t  
a11 C l a s s  I1 w e l l s  v o u l d  be p e r m i t t e d .  The S t a t e s  and  i n d u s t r y  
f e l t  t h a t  r e p e r m i t t i n g  e x i s t i n g  enhanced  r e c o v e r y  w e l l s  would 
be w a s t e f u l  of  r e s o u r c e s .  Thus.  enhanced  r e c o v e r y  w e l l s  may be 
a u t h o r i z e d  by rule f o r  l i f e  f o r  UIC program p u r p o s e s  i n  b o t h  
p r imacy  a n d  d i r e c t  i m p l e m e n t a t i o n  programs.  A f t e r  t h e  p a s s a g e  
of  s e c t i o n  1425 of  t h e  S a f e  D r i n k i n g  Wate r  Act, S t a t e s  a p p l y i n g  
f o r  p r imacy  s u c c e s s f u l l y  a r g u e d  t h e  e f f e c t i v e n e s s  of  rule a u t h o -  
r i z a t i o n  f o r  s a l t w a t e r  d i s p o s a l  wells .  Thus.  for U I C  p u r p o s e s ,  
e x i s t i n g  s a l t w a t e r  d i s p o s a l  wells i n  p r imacy  S t a t e s  a n d  Osage 
County a re  a l s o  a u t h o r i z e d  by r u l e .  

The t h o u g h t  behind  a u t h o r i z a t i o n  by r u l e  was t o  r e d u c e  t h e  
one-on-one t r a n s a c t i o n  c o s t s  i n v o l v e d  i n  i s s u i n g  a  p e r m i t .  How- 
e v e r ,  t h e  r e g u l a t i o n s  r e q u i r e  t h a t  C l a s s  11 w e l l s  a u t h o r i z e d  by 
r u l e  f o r  t h e  l i f e  of t h e  w e l l  meet most  of  t h e  same r e q u i r e m e n t s  
a s  wells a u t h o r i z e d  by p e r m i t .  The most  s i g n i f i c a n t  e x p e c t i o n  
i s  t h e  " a r e a  of  review'  r e q u i r e m e n t .  Beyond t h a t ,  w e l l s  a u t h o -  - 
r i z e d  f o r  l i f e  by r u l e  may n o t  e n d a n g e r  USDWs and must meet 
r e q u i r e m e n t s  f o r  s i t i n g ,  d e s i g n ,  c o n s t r u c t i o n ,  o p e r a t i o n  and 
p l u g g i n g  and  abandonment. 

I n  o r d e r  t o  a s s u r e  t h a t  r u l e  a u t h o r i z e d  C l a s s  X I  we l l s  a r e  
i n  c o m p l i a n c e ,  t h e y  s h o u l d  be s u b j e c t e d  t o  a thorough r e v i e w  a t  
l e a s t  once  e v e r y  f i v e  y e a r s .  F i l e  r e v i e w  means t h a t  t h e  D i r e c t o r  
( S t a t e  o r  EPA) r e v i e w s  d a t a  o n  e v e r y  e x i s t i n g  C l a s s  X I  w e l l  t o  
make a f i n d i n g  t h a t  (See  Sec .  144.22):  

1. e a c h  w e l l  is comple ted  below t h e  lowermost USDW 
a n d  h a s  a n  a d e q u a t e  c o n f i n i n g  zone  s e p a r a t i n g  t h e  
i n j e c t i o n  zone f rom t h a t  USDW; 

2.  e a c h  w e l l  is d e s i g n e d  f o r  t h e  e x p e c t e d  u s e  
a n d  l o c a l  g e o l o g i c  c o n d i t i o n s ;  

3. e a c h  w e l l  is c a s e d  a n d  cemented  t o  p r e v e n t  
movement o f  f l u i d s  i n t o  or be tween USDWs; 

4 .  e a c h  well is o p e r a t e d  a t  a n  a p p r o p r i a t e  p r e s s u r e  
a n d  w i t h  a d e q u a t e  c o n t r o l s  t o  p r e v e n t  f r a c t u r i n g  
o f  t h e  c o n f i n i n g  zone ;  

5.  e a c h  w e l l  w n e r / o p e r a t o r  is m a i n t a i n i n g  a p p r o p r i a t e  
f i n a n c i a l  a s s u r a n c e  a n d  p l u g g i n g  and abandonment 
p l a n s ;  and  

6. e a c h  w e l l  o p e r a t o r  is m o n i t o r i n g  and r e p o r t i n g  as 
r e q u i r e d .  



F i l e  r e v i e w s  c a n  be but d o  n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  have  t o  be per formed 
i n  c o n j u n c t i o n  w i t h  m e c h a n i c a l  i n t e g r i t y  tests. 

While  e a c h  well must  be i n  compl i ance  w i t h  t h e  a p p l i c a b l e  
r e q u i r e m e n t s ,  i t  s h o u l d  be p o s s i b l e  t o  d o  t h e  f i l e  r e v i e w s ,  or 
a t  l e a s t  c e r t a i n  a s p e c t s  o f  them, o n  a f i e l d  or project b a s i s .  
?or example,  i f  t h e r e  is a s s u r a n c e  t h a t  a l l  we l l s  i n  a f i e l d  
were  c o n s t r u c t e d  a c c o r d i n g  t o  t h e  same s p e c i f i c a t i o n s  it s h o u l d  
be  p o s s i b l e  t o  r e v i e w  t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  p r a c t i c e  o n c e  r a t h e r  t h a n  
f o r  e a c h  well  i n d i v i d u a l l y .  

I n f o r m a t i o n  f o r  t h e  r e v i e w s  c a n  be c o l l e c t e d  i n  v a r i o u s  ways. 
I n  most cases, t h e  n e c e s s a r y  d a t a  s h o u l d  be  a v a i l a b l e  f rom S t a t e  
f i l e s .  I n  d i r e c t  i m p l e m e n t a t i o n  S t a t e s ,  Regions  s h o u l d  make 
a r r a n g e m e n t s  t o  o b t a i n  or have  a c c e s s  t o  t h e  S t a t e  f i l e s .  I f  t h e  
S t a t e  f i l e s  a r e  n o t  a v a i l a b l e  or are n o t  comple t e ,  i n f o r m a t i o n  
c a n  be  g a t h e r e d  a s  p a r t  of a  f i e l d  t r i p  t o  i n s p e c t  t h e  w e l l  a n d  
r e v i e v  t h e  o w n e r / o p e r a t o r l s  r e c o r d s .  Both we and  t h e  S t a t e s  
a l s o  have  t h e  a u t h o r i t y  t o  r e q u i r e  t h e  owner /ope ra to r  t o  s u b m i t  
c e r t a i n  i n f o r m a t i o n .  

F i l e  r e v i e w s  a r e  p o t e n t i a l l y  a b i g  u n d e r t a k i n g  a n d  t h e r e  
a r e  o p t i o n s  f o r  g e t t i n g  them done.  To make s u r e  t h a t  we a11 
g e t  s t a r t e d  i n  a  s e n s i b l e  d i r e c t i o n ,  I t h i n k  e a c h  Region s h o u l d  
d e v e l o p  a  s t r a t e g y  f o r  c o n d u c t i n g  t h e  f i l e  r e v i e w s  w i t h i n  a  
f i v e - y e a r  p e r i o d  i n  e a c h  DI program. Fur the rmore ,  p r imacy S t a t e s  
s h o u l d  be a s k e d  t o  p r e p a r e  s u c h  s t r a t e g i e s  a l s o .  I would l i k e  
t o  r e v i e v  t h e s e  s t r a t e g i e s  and w i l l ,  t h e r e f s r e ,  r e q u e s t  t h a t  you 
s u b m i t  them as p a r t  o f  y o u r  D I  workplans  by September  1 5 ,  1984. 
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