
	
  
	
  
Au
	
  
gust	
  8,	
  2011	
  

D
Ca
r
rn
.	
  Alan	
  B
egie	
  I

oss,	
  C
nstitu

h
tion
air	
  
	
  
AP
for	
  
S	
  

Department	
  o
Science	
  

Was
5241	
  

hi
B
ngto
road	
  

f	
  Terrestrial	
  Ma

n,	
  D
Bra
C
nch	
  
	
  200

Rd.,	
  
15-­‐1305

N.W.
	
  
	
  
gnetism	
  

	
  

	
  
	
  

De
	
   	
   	
   	
   	
  

	
  
ar	
  Alan,	
  

I
me
'd	
  
e
li
t
k
i
e
n
	
  
g
to

pleased	
  to
.	
  	
  
	
  
Wh
than

ile
k
	
  I	
  f
	
  yo
e
u
lt	
  th
	
  for

	
  read	
  the	
  outc
at	
  i
	
  giv
t	
  was
ing	
  me

	
  us
	
  t
e
h
f
e
ul
	
  o
	
  to
pp
	
  e
o
xplai
rtuni

n	
  o
ty	
  
ur
to	
  
	
  s
p
i
r
tuati
esen

o
t	
  
n,	
  I	
  was
GALEX	
  

	
  le
to	
  the	
  July	
  APS	
  
ss	
  than	
  

b
Hu
ol
n
d
t
fa
ress
ce	
  state
	
  and	
  t

me
he
nt	
  that	
  "The	
  APS,	
  howe
	
  NASA	
  Ad

ome
vi
	
  
s
o
o
f
r
	
  t
y
h
	
  
e
C
	
  
o
AP
un
S
c
	
  d
il
e
	
  
liberations	
  in	
  the	
  summary	
  le

ve
S
r
c
,
i
	
  c
e
a
nce	
  Committee.	
  	
  In	
  particular

tter	
  
	
  th
to	
  Wes	
  
e	
  

to	
  act	
  on	
  matters	
  relating	
  to	
  operating	
  mis
established	
  by	
  the	
  2010	
  Senior	
  Review"	
  su

s
g
i
g
o
es
nnot	
  

ns
t
.
s
	
  	
  
	
  
I
t
	
  
h
fi
a
o
t
v
	
  y
err

nd	
  this	
  alarmin
ou
i
r
d
	
  
e
co
	
  t
mmi
he	
  ra

t
n
t
g
e
k

.	
  
e
in
	
  is
g
	
  
s
power
	
  

less	
  

	
  
I
r
t
e
	
  w

process	
  an
co
a
mme
s	
  never	
  my	
  expect

n
d
d
	
  
a
it
t
	
  
i
i
o
s
n
	
  s
	
  
e
o
n
r	
  
s
r
i
a
b
n
a
k
ti
i
o
n
n
g
	
  
.
th
	
  	
  
at	
  the	
  APS	
  would	
  overrule	
  any	
  SR2010	
  

le	
  that	
  
The	
  Senior	
  Review
we	
  as	
  a	
  community

	
  is	
  a
	
  def

	
  highl
er	
  to	
  it

y	
  
s
resp
	
  jud

ect
gme
ed	
  a

missions.	
  
nt	
  i
n
n
d	
  
	
  r
del
ank
ib
in
era
g	
  
te	
  

	
  
Ho

the	
  a

w

st

ever

rophysics	
  division	
  direct

,	
  the	
  Senior	
  Review	
  does	
  n

or	
  

ot	
  have	
  the	
  last	
  word	
  on	
  the	
  fundin
Ins
g	
  profile	
  

f

shou

or	
  o

l

p tead,	
  

provid
dn't

era

	
  t

t

h

in

e

g	
  

	
  AP

m

S

issi

	
  be

ons,	
  p

e

a

d

r

ed	
  with	
  detailed	
  explanation	
  and	
  rationale	
  for	
  how	
  the	
  c
	
  allow 	
  

t

t

i

o

c

	
  

u

w

la

e
set
i

r

g

l

h

y
s	
  
	
  

	
  
t
i

i
h
n

n
e
	
  

	
  

o

l
	
  
i
l
n

gh
e
	
  
v
th
e
t

e

	
  
l
o
	
  
s
o
f

e
f
	
  b
	
  
	
  
f
d
u
u

e
n
d

cisions
d
ge
in
t
g
a
	
  
r
fo
y

,	
  
r
a

	
  c
	
  e
n

h
a
d

a
c
	
  a

l
h
le
	
  mi
nge
ss
s.
io
	
  
n
	
  
.	
  	
  Why	
  

	
  
hoic

t	
  
e
a
s
	
  mi
	
  ar
n
e	
  
i
ma
mu
d
m,
e?
	
  b
	
  
e	
  

F
as
o
tr
r	
  

GAL
o
ex
ph
ample,	
  in	
  FY2012,	
  in	
  the	
  face	
  of	
  a	
  ~10-­‐15%	
  funding	
  cut	
  for	
  NASA	
  

scen
E
a
X
ri
	
  
o
h
ys
a
ics 	
  a	
  >95%	
  cut.	
  	
  Does	
  APS	
  really	
  know	
  w

w
d
h
	
  to
,	
  G
	
  b
AL
e	
  so	
  
EX
dra
	
  rec
st
eived hy	
  

	
   ere	
  GALEX	
  coul
ic?
d	
  ob
	
  	
  (e.g.	
  a

tain	
  high	
  
s	
  opposed	
  t

qualit
o	
  30%	
  or	
  50%
y	
  science	
  data	
  even	
  if	
  given	
  a	
  70%	
  

?).	
  	
  I	
  presented
the	
  cut	
  

	
  a	
  
for	
  

missions.	
  
cut.	
  	
  	
  This	
  would	
  still	
  be	
  far	
  greater	
  than	
  the	
  cut	
  received	
  by	
  higher-­‐ranking	
  

	
  
Hist
are	
  

o
n
r
o
i
n
ca
e
l	
  preced
	
  in	
  the	
  p

e
a
n
st
ce
	
  
	
  
8
mi
	
  y
ght	
  provide	
  examples	
  fo
ears,	
  as	
  the	
  attached	
  ch

r	
  s
ar
uch	
  
t	
  ill

e
u
x
st
e

tr
r 	
  

ded	
  beyond	
  the	
  recom

e
a
me
tes.

ot	
  missions	
  have	
  been	
  exten m

	
  ac
More	
  often

,	
  but	
  ther
	
  than

e	
  
	
  

n

tions

one	
  yea

Revi
missi

ew
ons
.	
  
,	
  and	
  it	
  is	
  quite	
  evident	
  that	
  the	
  fact	
  that	
  it	
  is	
  bei
	
  	
  SR2010	
  marked	
  the	
  first	
  time	
  that	
  GALEX	
  was	
  

n
n
g
o
	
  

n
t
t
	
  
e
r
d

r
a
a

mi
n
t
k
io

n
e
n

a
d
t

	
  
	
  
o
i
e
n
d

f
	
  
	
  
t
	
  

t

e
h
h

a
e
e

r
	
  
	
  
t
l

S

y
o
e

,
p

r	
  a
	
  

n

o
	
  t
n

i
h
o

l
r
y

r
e
	
  
e	
  

fter	
  receiving	
  that	
  ranking,	
  is	
  completely	
  anomalous.	
  
	
  



	
  
Recommendation

Senior 
Review 
Year

Funding 
Thru 
Year

Closeout 
In YearRank Comment

SR2004
1 GALEX FY08
2 XMM-Newton FY08
3 FUSE FY06
4 WMAP FY06
5 RXTE FY06
6 CHIPS FY05 (Feb) Continued into 2006, solar obs. 2007
7 INTEGRAL FY06 Cuts Ended theory, archive program
8 HETE FY05 Continued to early 2006

SR2006
1 Swift FY10
2 GALEX FY10
3 XMM-Newton FY10
4 WMAP FY08 FY09
5 Integral FY10
6 Suzaku FY08
7 RXTE FY09 (Feb) Funding not terminated
8 FUSE FY09 Mission failure mid-2007, ops end late 2007

SR2008
1 Swift FY12
2 Chandra FY12
3 GALEX FY12
4 Suzaku FY12
5 Warm Spitzer FY10
6 WMAP FY10
7 XMM-Newton FY10 Funding not terminated
8 INTEGRAL FY09 (Sep) Funding not terminated
9 RXTE FY09 (Feb) Funding not terminated

10 GP-B No ext.
SR2010

1 Planck FY14
2 Chandra FY12
3 Spitzer FY12
4 Swift FY14
5 XMM-Newton FY14
6 WMAP FY12 (data)FY10 (ops) Ops ended October 2010
7 Suzaku FY14 Terminated FY11
8 GALEX FY13 Terminated FY11 (Sep)
9 RXTE no FY11 Funding through December 2011

10 INTEGRAL No ext.
11 Warm WISE No ext.

Continuation beyond SR recommendation for closeout
Terminated earlier than SR recommendation
Mission ended due to HW failure
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