
AstroSR2014:	  	  What	  did	  we	  do?	  
1.  Consensus	  on	  methodology	  for	  ranking	  missions	  

2.  Argue	  and	  debate	  a	  lot	  

3.  Results	  

4.  RecommendaCons	  in	  two	  cases	  due	  to	  
tremendous	  uncertainty	  in	  budget	  

5.  ConfidenCal	  recommendaCons	  to	  NASA	  

Please	  see	  the	  full	  report	  which	  is	  publicly	  available	  



Ranking	  Methodology	  



Results	  

Note	  that	  accounCng	  for	  the	  Standard	  DeviaCon:	  	  
	  MaxWISE:	  8.9	  to	  4.7:	  	  2nd	  or	  9th	  	  place	  	  
SwiR:	  11.1	  to	  7.3:	  1st	  or	  7th	  	  place	  



RecommendaCons	  

•  Case	  I:	  Full	  funding	  could	  be	  found,	  deemed	  
Ideal	  

•  Case	  II:	  Projected	  funding	  at	  the	  Cme	  



Opinions	  
1.  Some	  Missions	  are	  more	  appropriately	  

reviewed	  at	  a	  cadence	  other	  than	  every	  two	  
years—Change	  the	  law	  and	  give	  NASA	  
flexibility	  in	  determining	  the	  cadence.	  

2.  The	  2	  year	  cadence	  places	  significant	  burden	  
on	  missions	  and	  NASA	  

3.  Budget	  volaClity	  creates	  significant	  confusion	  
and	  leads	  to	  reducCon	  of	  the	  efficacy	  of	  the	  
Senior	  review	  

4.  OIG	  Report	  is	  biased	  and	  incomplete	  
5.  ConCnuing	  missions	  is	  of	  tremendous	  value	  

at	  very	  low	  cost	  




