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	Proposal Title:  RHESSI


	CRITERIA:
	EXCELLENT
	VERY GOOD
	GOOD
	FAIR
	POOR

	1. Intrinsic Merit
   - Quality, Scope, Realism, and 
        Appropriateness
   - Customer Needs Focus
   - Partnerships/Leverage/Sustainability
   - Evaluation
	X
	
	
	
	

	2. Relevance to NASA
   - Content
   - Pipeline
   - Diversity
	X
	
	
	
	

	3. Cost
  - Resource Utilization
	
	X
	
	
	


FINDING:

	Acceptable for Funding
	X

	Unacceptable for Funding
	


Brief Summary of Proposed Project:

The RHESSI program will continue to participate in the ongoing teacher workshops conducted at UCB SSL and provide materials related to RHESSI science.  They plan to continue to partner with other existing S3C missions and SECEF at GSFC.  They also plan to partner with new missions such as STEREO and SDO as they enter their operational phases.  They will continue to support the SUNBEAMS program.  They plan on attending a diverse array of meetings where they can disseminate their materials.  They will regularly use the NASA product review process to have their materials assessed.

Strengths:

C1.  Intrinsic Merit

(1a) Quality, Scope, Realism, and Appropriateness:

The proposed activities are closely connected with the parent science of the mission.

The past successes of the products produced by this team indicate a high likelihood of success for the proposed work.

The EPO team is experienced in both content development and collaborative programs.

The participation in the SON is particularly effective, with RHESSI data playing a prominent role.

It is good to see that the project has made effective use of the NASA product review process, and has received favorable results.

(1b) Customer Needs Focus:

Information from the evaluation process is used to determine if customer needs are being met.

(1c) Partnerships/Leverage/Sustainability:

The list of partners is impressive and includes most of the NASA Student Observatory, SEC  Network, NASA GSFC SECEF, and also includes many science, math and technology educational organizations, such as the Exploratorium.  This network will secure the sustainability of the programs after the current missions are completed because the information will still be available for teacher and student use.

(1d) Evaluation:

They are using a recognized external evaluator.

It was nice to see that they are revising one of their products to conform to the suggestions of the NASA product review process.

C2.  Relevance to NASA

(2a) Content:
The content that has been produced in the past and the proposed new efforts are closely aligned with the science of the parent mission.

The content of this project’s education products are readily applicable to the new NASA S3C messages. 
The currency and accuracy of the products is assured by mission scientists’ participation in the development process.

(2b) Pipeline:
The development of high quality education products in the past, which will be distributed and added to in the proposed budget cycles, will assist in reaching a wide range of potential STEM students.

The use of real data by the students in such things as SON is particularly effective in developing interest in STEM careers.

The teacher guides for classroom lessons will engage and encourage students’ participation in science and possibly science related careers.

Classroom visits by scientists and teacher workshops will also contribute to the pipeline.
(2c) Diversity:
Support of the SUNBEAMS program is a good choice.
Workshops developed and presented to a wide variety of teachers who either are themselves or teach students that are under-represented in the STEM careers will reach a large number of students, (~20,000) per year.

C3.  Cost

The budget is detailed and generally clear.
The leveraging of funds from other sources and partners clearly reduces the costs of this extensive program.

Weaknesses:

C1.  Intrinsic Merit

(1a) Quality, Scope, Realism, and Appropriateness:

None

(1b) Customer Needs Focus:

The proposal did not discuss how they determine customer needs in deciding what projects to work on.

(1c) Partnerships/Leverage/Sustainability:

None

(1d) Evaluation:

None

C2.  Relevance to NASA

(2a) Content:
None

(2b) Pipeline:
None

(2c) Diversity:
None

C3.  Cost

None

Overall Comments:

This is an exceptionally extensive program with the possibility through the SEC partnerships of impacting millions of students yearly.
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