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Reply to Attn of: 

National Aeronautics and Space Administration 

Headquarters 

. NC(~~ 
Washington, DC 20546-0001 

Office of Communication 
Headquarters, FOIA Office 

FOIA: 13-HQ-F-00556 

_, -

July 26, 2013 

Thank you for your Freedom oflnformation Act (FOIA) request dated April 20, 2013, and 
received April 22, 2013, at the NASA Headquarters FOIA Office. Your request was for: 

I request a copy of each written response or letter from the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration to a Congressional Committee (not a congressional office) (or 
Committee Chair) in calendar years 2012 and 2013 to date. By this, I mean one-time 
type responses to Committee inquiries. You may exclude from the scope of this 
request regular periodic reports. You may exclude from the scope of this request 
constituent responses to a congressional office. 

This is a narrow request involving a small number of responsive records. You may 
limit the search for records to include only that office or offices that would be likely 
to communicate with Congressional Committees. 

The NASA Headquarters program office(s) conducted a search for Agency records. 
We are releasing 126 pages of responsive documents to your request. However, eight pages 
and portions of the documents are exempt from release under either or both 
5 U.S.C. § 552 (b)(6), " ... personnel and medical files and similar files the disclosure of 
which would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy," and 
5 U.S.C. § 552 (b)(7)(C), "records or information compiled for law enforcement 
purposes ... could reasonably be expected to constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal 
privacy." 



Under 14 CFR §1206.605, you may appeal this partial denial by writing to: 

Administrator 
NASA Headquarters 
Mail Stop: FOIA, Room 9174 
300 E Street, SW 
Washington, DC 20546 
ATTN: FOIA Appeals 

Your appeal must be receiYed within thirty calendar days from the date of this letter. A copy 
of your initial request and this partial denial letter must accompany the appeal. The. appeal 
should .be marked "FREEDOM OF INFORMATION APPEAL" both on the envelope and 
the face of the letter. In order to expedite the appellate process and ensure full consideration 
of your appeal, your appeal should contain a brief statement of the reasons you believe this 
initial decision to be in error. 

Fees for processing this request are less than $15.00 and are not being charged in accordance 
with 14 CFR § 1206.700(i)(2). 

Please contact Lubna Shirazi at Lubna.frLS:1ira--:-i@nasa.gov or 202-358-2034 for 
further assistance. 



National Aeronautics and Space Admlnfslnltlon 

Ol'lloe at the Admlnlstnltar 
Waahlngton, DC 20546-0001 

The Honorable Barbara A. Mikulski 
Chairwoman 

January 17, 2012 

Subcommittee on Commerce, Justice, Science, 
and Related Agencies 

Committee on Appropriations 
United States Senate 
Washirigton. DC 20510 

Dear Chairwoman: 

• 

The FY 2012 Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act (P.L. 112-55) 
provides a total of $406.0 million for the Commercial Crew Program. P.L. 112-55 also 
includes a limitation with respect to the Commercial Crew Progmm, stipulatins "That 
S 100.0 million of the funds provided for commercial spaceflight activities shall only be 
a~lc after the NASA Administrator certifies to the Committee on Appropriations, in 
writing, that NASA bas published the requited notifications of NASA con1ract actions 
implementing the acquisition strategy for the heavy lift launch vehicle system identified in 
section 302 of P .L. 111-267 and bas begun to execute relevant contract actions in support of 
the development of the heavy lift Jaunch vehicle system." The purpose of this letter is to 
provide the certification called for in P.L. 112-55. 

NASA is appreciative of the support by the Committees on Appropriations for the 
Commercial Crew Program that will establish a U.S. commercial capability to transport 
American astronauts to the Intemational Space Station at the earliest possible time. · 
However, NASA cmrently anticipates that this decreased level of funding below the 
President's FY 2012 request will push out the likely availability of a U.S. capability to cury 
crews to the ISS to 2017, and has necessitated a shift in our preferred acquisition strategy of 
utilizing firm fixed·price contracts for multiple suppliers. NASA has adopted a modified 
strategy for this next phase that wiU involve a new com.petition llSing Space Act Agn=ements 
intended to maintain competition for a longer period and enable multiple potential industcy 
pmtMrs, with the flexibility to adjust technical direction. milestones, and funding. This 
strategy carries increased technical uncertainty, but it is the most viable alternative given the 
constrained budget environment. 

The President is committed to ensuring America's continued preeminence in space 
and launching a new era of human specetlight that takes us beyond where we have ever 
explored before. Space exploration inspires the next generation of scientists and engineers 
and contributes to important discoveries about Earth and the solar system. as well as 
innovation that grows our economy and creates jobs.' NASA shares Congress' goal of 
sustaining American leadership in space exploration and is committed to implementing the 
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Commercial Crew Program, extended operation of the Intemational Space Station 
through at least 2020. and development and launch of the Multi-Purpose Crew V ehiclc 
(MPCV) and Space Laun~ System (SLS) as authorized by Congress in the bipartisan NASA 
Authorization Act.of 2010 and appropriated in P .L. 112-55. NASA is also committed to 
responsible stewardship of taxpayer dollars and a sustainable program in the long nm. 

In the weeks following NASA's September 14, 2011, announcement oflhe design 
selected for the SLS, the. Agency moved expeditiously 1o initiate the contract actions and 
other steps necessary to bring this architectuie for space exploration to fruition, and all. 
contracts are eurrently active. As listed below, NASA has posted. or plans to post, a series of 
';focuments de.signed to support the development of various components of SLS. including: 

• SLS Acquisition Overview Synopsis, posted September 22, 2011; 
• SLS Stages Acquisition Synopsis, posted September 28, 2011; 
• SLS Core Stage Engines Synopsis, posted September 28, 2011; 
• SLS Advanced Development Request for Information (RFI), posted 

October 7, 2011; 
• SLS Advanced Booster Engineering Demonstration and Risk Reduction RFI, 

posted October 7, 2011; . 
• SLS Stages Justification for Ot1M:I' Than Full-and..Qpen Competition (JOFOC), 

posted on November 1, 2011; 
• SLS Core Stage Enginea JOFOC. posted on November I, 2011; 
• SLS Engi~ Undefinitized Con1ract Action (UCA), issued December 1, 2011; 
• SLS Advanced Booster Engineering Demonstration and Risk Reduction Draft 

NASA Research Announcement (NRA), posted on December 12, 2011; 
• SLS Booster UCA, i8sued December 16, 2011; 
• SLS Stages UCA, issued December 16, 2011; 
• Orion MPCV EFT ·1 UCA, issued O=mber 21, 2011; 
• MPCV Exploration Flight T~-1 (EFf-1) JOFOC, posted on January S, 2012; 
• SLS Advanced Development Draft NRAt to be poSted February 2012; 

With the contract actions listed above, I hereby certify that NASA has executed all 
relevant contract actions in support of SLS development. In the coming months, NASA will 
continue to perform program fonnulalion activities and execute design reviews to assure that 
the m;tuiremeots developed for Orion MPCV. SLS, and Ground Systems Development & 
Operations (GSDO) are properly formulated. integrated, and Correlated with the Agency's 
strategic objectives. By late summer 2012, SL~ MPCV, and GSDO are planned to have 
completed their System Requirements Reviews and System Definition Reviews and to enter 
into the preliminary design phase of the life cycle. Jn addition to the design reviews. 
hardware test.and manufacturing is ongoing. For example. over the next six months, the SLS 
J~2X engine is planned to begin its next round of development tesdng with its PowerPack 
Assembly 2 {PP A-2) test series to validate and cbaractcriz.e the J':"2X engine design, and the 
MPCV ground test article manufacturing process continues to support the EFT-I tlight in 
early 2014. By the end of calendar year 2012, NASA expects to have made significant 
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progress toward the EFf-1 flight in 2014 and the first 1JDL11eWed SLS developmental flight 
currently scheduled for December 2017. 

I would be pleased to discuss this matter with yo\i in greater detail if you wish. 
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Sincerely, 

ts&~ 
Charles F. Bolden, Jr. 
Administrator 
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National Aeronautics and Space Admlnlslratlan 

otflae of tho Mmlnletrator 
Waehlngton, DC 20546•0001 

The Honorable Kay Bailey Hutchison 
Ranking Member 

January 17. 2012 

Subcommittee on Commerce. Justice, Science, 
and Related Agencies 

Committee· on Appropriations 
United States Senate 
Washington,OC 20510 

Dear Senator Hutchison: 

• 

The FY 2012 Consolidaied and Further Continuing Appropriations Act (P.L. 112-55) 
provides a total of $406.0 million for the Commercial Crew Program, P.L. 112-55 also 
includes a limitation with respect to the Coinmercial Crew Pro~ stipulating "That 
Sl 00.0 million of the funds provided for commercial spaceffight activities shall only be 
available after the NA$A Administrator certifies to the Committee on Appropriations, in 
writing, that NASA has published the required notifications of NASA contract actions 
implemmtitlg the acquisition strategy for the heavy lift launch vehicle system identified in 
s~on 302 of P.L. 111-267 and has begun to execute relevant contract actions in support of 
lhe development of the heavy lift launch vehicle system.'' The purpose of this letter is to 
provide the certification called for in P.L. 112-55. 

NASA is appreciative of the support by the Committees on Appropriations for the 
Commercial Crew Program that will establish a U.S. commercial capability to transport 
American astronauts to the International Space Station at the earliest possible time. 
However, NASA currently anticipates th.at this decreased level of funding below the 
President's FY 2012 request will push out the likely availability of a U.S. capability to carry 
aews to the !SS to 2017, and has necessitated a shift in our prefer.red acquisition strategy of 
utilizing firm. itxed-price contracts for multiple suppliers. NASA has adopted a modified 
strategy for this next phase that will involve a new competition using Space Act Agreements 
intended to maintain competition for a longer period and enable multiple potential industry 
partners, with the flexibility to adjust tcclmiea1 direction, milestones, and funding. This 
strategy carries increased technical uncertainty, but it is the most viable alternative given the 
constrained budget environment. 

The President is committed to ensuring America's coniinued preeminence in space 
and launching a Jiew era of human spaceflight that takes us beyond where we have ever 
explored before. Space exploration inspires the next gc:oeraUon of scientists and engineers 
and contributes to important discoveries about Earth and the solar system, as well as 
innovation that grows our economy and creates jobs. NAS,A shares Congress' goal of 
sustaining American leadership in space exploration and is committed to implementing the 
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qomm=cial Crew PJogram. extended operation of the International Space Station 
through at least 2020. and development awl launch-of the Multi-Purpose Crew Vehicle 
(MPCV) and Space Launch System (SLS) as authori7.ed by Congress in the bipartisan NASA 
AuthOrlzation Act of2010 and appropriated in P.L. 112-55. NASA is also commitUld to 
responsible stewardship of taxpayer dollars and a sustainable program in the long run. 

In the weeks following NASA '1:1 St=ptember 14; 2011. anuouncemcmt of the design 
selected for the SLS, the Agency moved expeditiously 1o initiate the contract actions and 
other steps necessary to bring this architecture for space exploration to ftuition, and all 
contracts are currently active. As listed below, NASA has posted. or plans to post, a series of 
documents designed to support the development of various components ofSLS, including: 

• SLS Acquisition Overview Synopsis, posted September 22, 2011; 
• SLS Stages Acquisition Synopsis, posted September 28, 2011; 
• SLS Core Stage Engines Synopsis, pos=i September 28. 2011; 
• SLS Advanced Development Request for Information (RFI), posted 

October 7, 2011; 
• SLS Advanced Booster Engineering Demonstration and Risk Reduction RFI, 

posted October 7, 2011; 
• SLS Stages Justification for Other Than Full·and-Open Competition (JOFOC), 

posted on November 1, 2011; 
• SLS Core Stage Engines JOFOC, posted on November 8, 2011; 
• SLS Engine Unde.6niti7.ed Contnct"Action (UCA), issued December 1, 2011; 
• SLS Advanced.Booster Engineering Demonstration and Risk. Reduction Draft 

NASA Research Announcement (NRA), posted on December 12, 2011; 
• SLS Booster UCA, issued December 16, 2011; 
• SLS Stages UCA, issued December 16, 2011; 
• Orion MPCV BFT-1 UCA, issued December 21, 2011; 
• MPCV Exploration Flight Test· 1 (EFT-1) JOFOC, posted on January s. 2012; 
• SLS Advanced Development Dl8.ft NRA. t0 be posted February 2012; 

With the contract actions listed above. I hereby cel1ify that NASA has executed all 
relevant contract actions in support of SLS development. In the coming months, NASA will 
continue to perfonn program formulation activities and eKCCUte design reviews to assure that 
the requirements developed for Orion MPCV, SLS, and Ground Systems Development & 
Operations (GSDO) are properly fomiulated, integrated, and cortelated with the Agency's 
st!at.egic objectives. By late.summer 2012, SLS, MPCV, and GSDO are planned to have 
completed their System Requirements Reviews and System Defulltion Reviews and to enter 
into the preliminary design phase 9fthe life cycle. Jn addition to the design reviews. 
hardware test and manufacturing is ongoing. For example. over 'the next six months, the SLS 
J.2x engine is planned to begin its next round of development testing with its PowerPaok 
Assembly 2 (PPA-2) test series to validate and characterize the J-2X engine design, and the 
MPCV ground test article manufacturing process continues to support the EFT· 1 flight in 
early 2014. By the end ofwendar year 2012, NASA expects 10 have made significant 

5 



progress toward the EFT-l flight in io14 and the fmrt uncrewed SLS developmeotal tlight 
currently scheduled for December 2017. 

I would be pleased to discuss this matter with you in greater detail if you wish. 
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Sincerely, 

11,-;:5 ., ~ ~~o 
Charles F. Bolden. Jr. 
Adminisaator 

. '! 
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National AeronauUca and Space Admlnlstndlon 

Ofl'tce of Iha Administrator 
W8ahlngton, DC 2054&-0001 

The Honorable Frank Wolf 
Chairman 

January 17, 2012 

Subcommittee on Commeree. Justice, Science, 
and Related Agencies 

Committee on Appropriations 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington. DC 20S1S 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

• 

The FY 2012 Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act (P.L. 112-55) 
provides a total of$406.0 million for1he Commercial Crew Program, P.L. 112-55 also 
includes a limitation with respect to the Commercial Crew Program, stipulating ''That 
$100.0 million of the funds provided fur commercial spaceflight activities shall only be 
available after the NASA Administrator certifies to the Committee on Appropriations, in 
writing. that NASA has published the required notifications of NASA contract actions 
implementing tbe acquisition strat:eSY fur the heavy lift laUJl(lb vehicle system identified in 
section 302 of P.L. 111-267. and has begun to execute relevant contract actions in support of 
the development of the heavy lift launch vehicle system.,. The purpose of 1his letter is to 
provide the certification called for in P.L. 112-SS. · 

NASA is appreciative of the support by the CommittEes on Appropriations for the 
Commercial Crew Program that will estabJish a U.S. commeroial capability to transport 
American astronauts to the Intemational Space Station at the earliest possible time. 
However, NASA currently anticipates that this decreased leveJ of f\mding below the 
President•s FY 2012 request will push out the likely availability of a U.S. capability to cmy 
CICWS to the ISS to 2017, and has necessitated a shift in our preferred acquisition strategy of 
utilizing firm fixed-price contracts for multiple suppliers. NASA has adopted a modified 
strategy for this next phase that will invoJvc a new competition using Space Act Agreements 
intended to maintain competition for a longer period and enable Jnultiple potential industry 
pertnerS, with the flexibility to .:\just technical direction. milestones, and funding. This 
strategy carries increased technical uncertainty, but it is the most viable alternative given the 
oonstrained budget environment. · 

The Presid~t is committed to ensuring America's continued preeminence in space 
and launching a new era of human spaceffi.ght that takes us beyond vmere we have ever 
explored before. Space exploration inspires the next generation of scientists and engineers 
and contributes to important discoveries about Earth and the solar system. as well as 
innovation that gi:ows our economy and creates jobs. NASA shares Congress' goal of 
sustaining American leadership in space exploration and is committed to implementing the 
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Commercial Crew Program, exte:oded operation of the International Space Station 
through at least 2020, and ~elopment and launch of the Multi-Purpose Cn:w Vehicle 
(MPCV) and Space Launch System (SLS) as authoriz.ed by Congress in the bipanisan NASA 
Authoriz.ation Act of 2010 and appropriated~ P.L. 112-SS. NASA is also committed to 
responsible stewardship of tax.payer dollars and a sustainable program in the long run. 

In the weeks following NASA's September 14, 2011, announcement of the dcsisn 
selected for the SLS, the Agency moved expeditiously to initiate the contract actions and 
other steps necessary to bring this architectW'c for space exploration to fruition. and all 
contracts are currently active. As listed below. NASA has posted, or plans to post, a series of 
doc~ designed to support the development of various components of SLS, including: 

• SLS Acquisition Overview Synopsis, posted September 22, 2011; 
• SLS Stages Acquisition Synopsis. posted September 28, 2011; 
• SLS Core Stage Engines Synopsis, posted September 28, 2011; 
• SLS Advanced Development Request for Information (RFI), posted 

October 7, 2011; 
• SLS Advanced Booster Engineering Demonstration and Risk Reduction RFI, 

posted October 7, 2011; 
• SLS Stages Justification for Other Than Full-and-Open Competition (JOFOC), 

posted on November 1, 2011; 
• SLS Core Stage Engines JOFOC, posted on November 8, 2Ql 1; 
• SLS Engine Undefinitized Contmct Action (UCA), issued December I, 2011; 
• SLS Advanced Booster Engineering Demonstration and Risk Reduction Draft 

NASA R£search Announcement (NRA), posted on December 12, 2011; 
• SLS Booster UCA, issued.December 16, 2011; 
• SLS Stages UCA, issued December 16, 2011; 
• OrionMPCVEFI'-1 UCA,issuedDecember21,2011; 
• MPCV Exploration Flight Test-I (EFT-1) JOFOC, posted on January S, 2012; 
• SLS Advanced Development ~NRA, to be posted February 2012; 

With the contract actions listed above. 1 hereby certify that NASA bas executed all 
relevant contract actions in support of SLS development. In the coming months, NASA will 
continue to perform 'program formulation activities and execute design reviews to assure that 
the requirements developed for Orion MPCV, SLS, and Ground Systems Development & 
Operations (GSDO) are properly fonnulated, integra!ed, and conelaied with the Agency's 
strategie objectives. By late summer 2012, SLS, MPCV, and GSDO are planned to have 
completed their System Requirements Reviews and System Definition Reviews and to enter 
into the preliminary design phase of the life cycle. In addition to the design reviews, 
hardware test and manufacturing is ongoing. For example, over the next six months, the SLS 
J-2X engine is planned to begin its next round of development testing with its P<>WcrPack 
Assembly 2 (PPA-2) test series to validate and characterize the J-2X engine design. and the 
MPCV ground test article manufaciuriog process continues to support the EFT-1 flight in 
early 2014. By the end of calendar year 2012. NASA expects to have made significant 
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progress toward the EFf • 1 flight in 2014 and the first uncrewed SLS developmental flight 
cumntly sdiedulcd for December 2017. 

I would be pleased to discuss this matter with you in greater detail if you wish. 
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Charles F. Bolden, Jr. 
Administrator 
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Nalional Aeronautics Md Space Administration 

Office of the Administrator 
Washington, DC 20546--0001 

The Honorable Chaka Fattah 
Ranking Member 

Jamwy 17, 2012 

Subcommittee on Commerce. Justice, Science, 
and Related Agencies 

Committee on Appropriations 
U.S. House of Repm:entatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Fattah: 

• 

The FY 2012 Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act (P .L. 112-55) 
provides a total of$406.0 million for the Commercial Crew Program. P .L. 112-55 also 
includes a limitation with respect to the Commercial Crew Program, stipulating "That 
$100.0 million of the funds provided for commercial spacetlight activities shall only be 
available after the NASA Administrator certifies to the Committee on Appropriations, in 
writing, that NASA bas published the required notifications of NASA contract actions 
implementing the acquisition strategy for the heavy lift launch vehicle system identified in 
section 302 of PL. 111-267 and has. begun to execute relevant contract actions in su.1>.P9rt of 
the development of the heavy lift launch vehicle system." The purpose of this letter is to 
provide the certification called for in J>.L. 1.12-SS. 

NASA is appreciative of the support by the Committees on Appropriations for the 
Commercial Crew Program that will establish a U.S. commercial capability to transport 
.American astronauts to the International Space Station at the earliest possible time. 
However, NASA currently anticipates that this decreased level of funding below the 
President's FY 2012 request will push out the likely availability of a U.S. capability to cmy 
crews to the ISS to 2017. and has necessitated a shift in our prefem:d acquisition strategy of 
utilizing firm fixed-price contracts for multiple supplier$. NASA has adopted a modified 
strategy for this next phase that will :involve a new competition using Space Act Agreements 
intended to maintain competition for a longer period and eoable multiple potential industry 
partners, with the flexibility to adjust technical direction, milestones, and funding. This 
strategy canies increased technical uncertainty, but it is the most viable alteniative given the 
constridned budget environment. 

Tue President is committed to ensuring America's continued preeminence in space 
and launching a new era of human spaceflight that takes us beyond where we have ever 
exploml before. Space exploration inspires the next generation of scientists and engineers 
and contributes to important discoveries about Earth and the solar system, as well as 
innovation that 8J'OWS our economy and creates jobs. NASA shares Congress• goal of 
sustailllng American leadership in space exploration and is committed to implementing the 
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Commercial Crew Program, extended operation of the Intematiooal Space Station 
through at least 2020, and development and launch of the Multi· Purpose Crew Vehicle 
{MPCV) and Space Launch System (SLS) u authorized by Congress in the bipartisan NASA 
Authoriation Act of2010 and appropriated in PL. 112-55. NASA is also committed to 
responsible stewardship of taxpayer dollan and a sustainable program in the long run. 

In the weeks following NASA's September 14, 2011, 11DI10uncemcat of the design 
seleded for the SLS, the Agency moved expeditiously to initiate the contract actions and 
other steps necessary to bring this architecture for space exploration to fruition. and all 
con1r8cta are CUireiltly active. As listed below, NASA has posted, or plans to post, a series of 
documents designed to support the development of various components ofSLS, including: 

• SLS A<:quisjtion Overview Synopsis, posted September 22, 2011; 
• SLS Stages Acquisition Synopsis, posted September 28, 2011; 
• SLS Core Stage Engines Synopsis, posted September 28, 2011; 
• SLS Advanced Development Request for Information (RFI), posted 

October 7, 2011; 
• SLS Advanced Booster Engineering Demonstration and Risk R~uction RFI, 

posted October 7, 2011; 
• SLS Stages Justification for Other Than Full-and-Open Competition (JOFOC}, 

posted on November 1, 2011; 
• SLS Core Stage Engines JOFOC, posted on November 8, 2011; 
• SLS Engine Undefinitized Cmrtract Action (UCA), issued December l, 2011; 
• SLS Advanced Booster Engineering Demonstration and Risk Reduction Draft 

NASA R.esean:h Announcement (NRA), posted. on December 12, 2011; 
• SLS Booster UCA1 issued December 16, 2011; 
• SLS Stages UCA, issued December 16, 2011; 
• Orion MPCV EFr ~I UCA, issued December 21, 2011; 
• MPCV Exploration Flight Test-1 (EFT-1) JOFOC, pOsted on January 5, 2012; 
• SLS Advanced Development Draft NRA. to be posted Febmary 2012; 

With the contract actions 1.istcd above, I hereby certify that NASA has executed all 
relevant contract actions in support of SLS development. In the coming montb.S, NASA will 
continue to perfonn program fonnulation activities and execute design reviews to asS\D'e that 
the requirements developed for Orion MPCV, SLS, and Ground Systems Development & 
Operations (GSDO) are properly formulated; integrated, and correlated with the Agency's 
strategic objeetives. By late summer 2012, SLS, MPCV, and GSDO are planned to have 
completed their System Requirements Reviews and System Definition Reviews and to enter 
into the preliminary design phase of the life cyclo. In addition to the desisn reviews, . 
hardware test and manufacturing is.ongoing. For example, over the next six months, the SLS 
J-2X engine is planned to begin its next round of development testing with its PowerPack 
Assembly 2 (PPA-2) test series to validate and characteri7.e the J-2X engine design, and the 
MPCV ground test article DlJUlufacturing process continues to support the EFI' · 1 flight in 
early 2014. By the end of calendar year 2012, NASA expects to have made significant 
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progress toward the EFT~l flight in 2014and1he first uncrewed SLS developmental fliaht 
cWielll:ly scheduled for Dec:ember 2017. 

I would be pleased to discuss this matter with you m greater detail if you wish. 
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Sincerely, 

Charles F. Bolden. Jr. 
Administrator 
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National Aeronautics and Space Administration 

Headquarters 
Washington, DC 20546--0001 

Ro~ to .A11n at. OLIA:CF:dac 

The Honomble Ralph M. Hall 
Chairman 

February 2, 2012 

Committee on Science:, Space, and Technology 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

• 

Section l 03( c) of the National Aen>nautics and Space Administration Authori2.ation Act 
of 2003 (P .L. 109~ 1 SS) requires that NASA transmit to the Committee copies of any 
intemal notifications that a major program ~ilestone is likely to be delayed by more than 
six months from the date provided in the Baseline Report. 

Enclosed is a copy of an internal notification to the Administrator tepOrting that the 
Global Precipitation Measurement project (OPM) Launch Readin~ Date is l~ly to be 
delayed· by more than six months from the July 2013 daterqxrid'in ~. BaaelinO·~ 
for GPM. The missiOn. has c0Dft0nted cballcqes assooiattd with: spacecra4 liardW&re 
technical issues; issues in cbe development of the OPM Microwave Jmaser instnunent; 
aad a delay in delivery of the Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency DuaMrequency 
Precipitation Radar due to the impact of the March 2011 eanbquake in Japan and 
required hardware rework. NASA does not expect this delay to cause the project to 
exceed its development cost baseline. NASA bas begun work on t'M·more detailed 
reports pursuant to this notification required by Section 103(d) ~ftbe Act. 

We would be pleased to discuss the 1melosed Mtificationa with you in greater detail at 
your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

kJ:J~ 
L. Seth Statler 
Associate Administnuor 

for Legislative and brtergovemmemal Affairs 
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National Aeronautioe and Space Administration 

Headquarters 
Washington, DC 20546..QO(l1 

February 2, 2012 

Ruply lo Attn Of! OLIA:CF:dac 

The Honorable Eddie Bernice Johnson 
Rankin& M~bcr 
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology 
U.S. House of R.eprese.ntatives 
Washington. DC 20515 

Dear Cottgresswoman Johnson: 

Section 103(c) of1he National Aeronautics and Space Administration Authorization Act 
of2005 (P.L. 109~1SS)requires that NASA transmit to the Committee copies of any 
internal notifications that a major program milestone is likel)' to be delayed by more than 
six months from the date provided in the Baseline Report. 

Enclosed is a copy of an internal notification to the Administrator mporting that the 
Global Precipitation Measurement pro_jC(;t (GPM) Launch Readiness Date is likel>' to be 
delayecl by mme than ~months from ·the July 2013 date J.'!'P01'ted in the Baselille Report 
for GPM. The mission has cuniionted challenges llSSOciated with: ~raft ti8rdw8re 
tcclmi<:a1 issues; issues in the development of the GPM Microwave lmager instrument; 
and a delay in delivery of the Japan Aerospace ExploIBlion Agency Dual-frequency 
Precipitation Radar due to the impact of the March 2011 earthquake in Japan and 
required hardware rework. NASA does not expect this delay to·eawie the· project to 
exceed its development cost baseline. NASA bas begun woril on the moro detailed 
reports pursuant to this notification required by Section 103( d) of the Act. 

We would be pleased to discuss the enclosed notifications with you in greater detail at 
your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
L. Seth Statler 
Associate Administrator 

for Legislative and Intergovernmental Affairs 

Enclosure 
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National Aeronautics and Space Administration 

Headquattws 
Washington, DC 20546-0001 

Rep1y10Allncit: OLIA:CF:dac 

The Honorable Steven Palazzo 
Cb airman 

February 2, 2012 

Subcommittee on Space and Aeronautics 
Committee on Science, Space. and Technology 
U.S. House ofR.epresentatives 
Washington, DC 20SlS 

Dear Mr. Chainnan: 

• 

Seciion 103(c) of the National Aeronautics and Space Administration Authoriz.ation Act 
of2005 (P.L. 109-lSS) requires that NASA transmit to the Committee copies ofany 
internal notifications 1hat a major program milestone is h'kdy to be delayed by more than 
six months from the date provided in the Baseline Report. 

Enclosed is a copy of an internal notification t.o the Administrator reporting that the 
Global Precipitation Measuremem project (GPM) Launch Readiness Date is likely to be 
delayed by DlOl'C 1fi8n six montm froni the July 2013 date iepolfCd in the BMelirie RepOrt 
for GPM. The mission bas confronted challenges associated with: spacecraft hardware 
teclmical issues; issues in the development of the GPM Microwave lmager instrument; 
and a delay in delivery of the Japan Aerospace Exploration Ageney Dual·:fiequency 
Precipitation Radar due to the impact of the March 2011 earthquake in Japan and 
required hardware rework. NASA does not expect ibis delay to cause the project to 
exceed its development cost baseline. NASA has begun 1"0rk on the more detailed 
reports pursuant to this notification required-by Section 103(d) of the Act 

W¢ would be pleased to discuss the enclosed notifications with you in greater detail at 
your convenience. 

Sincerely. 

~JM/u. 
L. Seth Statler 
Associate Administrator 
for Legislative and Intergovernmental Affairs 

Enclosure 
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National Allronautica and· Space Administration 

Headquarters 
Washington, DC 20546-0001 

February 2, 2012 

R!PYIClAttnc.': OLIA:CF:dac 

The Honorable Jeay Costello 
Ranking Memller (Acting) 
Subcommittee on Space and Aeronautics 
Committee on Science,~ and Technology 
U.S. HousoofRepxesentatives 
Washingtoil,DC 20StS 

Dear Congressman Costello: 

• 

Section 103(c) of the Natioruil Aeronautics and Space Administration Authorimtion Act 
of200S (P.L. 109-155) requires that NASA fransmit to the Committee copies of any 
internal notifications that a major program milestone is likely to be delayed by more than 
six months from the date provided in the Baseline Report . 

.Enclosed is- a copy of an internal notification to the Administrator reporting that the 
Global Precipitation Measwunent project (GPM) Launch Rcadinoss· Date is likely to be 
delayed by more' than six months &om thC Juty2013 date reported in the Baseline Report 
for GPM. The mission has conftonted challenges associated with: spaceeraft hardware 
technical issues; issues in the development of the OPM Microwave Imagcr instrument; 
and· a del&y in delivery of the Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency Duar-frequency 
Precipitation Radar due to the impact of the March 2011 earthquake in Japan and 
required hardware rework. NASA does not expect this delay to cause the project to 
exceed its developmem cost baseline. NASA bas begun Wbrk on. the more detailed 
reports pursuant to this notification required by Section 103{ d) of the Act. 

We would be pleased to discuss the enclosed notifications with you in greater detail at 
your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

>f11A~ 
L. Seth Statler 
AM<>Ciate Administrator 
for Legislative and Jntc:rgovermnental Affilirs 

Enclosure 
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National Aeronautics and Space Administration 

Headquartens 
Washington, DC 20546-0001 

February 2. 2012 

Rrlplftor\ttnd: OLIA:CF:dac 

The Honorable John D. Rockefeller. 1V 
Chairman 
Committee on Commerce, Science. 
and Transportation 

United States Senate 
Waslrlngton. DC 20510 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Section 103(c) of the National Aeronautics and Spece Administration Authorl:l.ation Act 
of200S (P.L. 109-155) requires that NASA transmit to the Committee copies of any 
interDal notifications that a major program milestone is likely tD be delayed by more than 
six months from the date provided in the Baseline Report. 

Enclosed is a copy of an intem.al notification to the Administmtor reportine that the 
Global Precipitation Measurement project (OPM) Launch ~ss Date is libly to be 
delayed by mare than. six montbS ftom the July 2013 date reported fri the Baseline Report 
for GPM. The mission has oonfronted challenges associated with: spaceaaft hardware 
technical issues; issues in the development of the OPM Microwave lmager instrument; 
and a delay in delivery of the Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency Dual-frequency 
Precipitation Radar due to die impHCt of the March 2011 earthquake in Japan and 
required hardware rework. NASA does not expect this delay to cause the project to 
exceed its development cost baseline. NASA has begun work on the more detailed 
reports pursuant to this notific8tion required by Section 103(d) of1bc Act. 

We would be pleased to discuss the enclosed notifications with you in greater de1Bi1 at 
yo1D' convenience. 

Sincerely, 

Ai1A~ 
L. Seth Statler 
Associate Administramr 

for Legislative and lntergovemmental A.ffilil'll 

Enclosure 
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National AeronauUce and Space Administration 

Headquartara 
Washington, DC 20546-0001 

February 2, 2012 

Aeply 10 Attn or: OLlA:CF:dac 

The Honorable Kay Bailey lJut.cbison 
Ranking Member 
Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation 

United States Senate 
Washington. DC 20510 

Dear Senator Hutchison: 

• 

SecUon l03(c) efthe National Aeronautics and Space Administration Authorization Act 
of200S {P .L. 109-155) requires that NASA transmit to the Committee copies of any 
internal notifications that a major program milestone is likely to be delayed by more than 
six months from the date provided in the Baseline Report. 

Enclosed is a copy of an. internal notification to the Administrator reportina that the 
Global Precipir-.ion Measmemem project (GPM) Launch Rdldinees Date is likely to be 
delayed by monnh.an siX monttis m>m the JUiy 2013 dato iepQrtcd in the BaSeline Report 
for GPM. The mission bas confronted dlaJlenaes associated with: spacecraft hardware 
technical issues; iuues in the deveJopmmt of the OPM Microwave Imager instrument; 
and a delay in delivery of the Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency Dual-frequency 
Precipitation Radar due to the impact of the MaR:h 2011 earthquake in Japan and 
mtuired hardware rework. NASA does not expect this-delay to cause the project to 
exceed its devclapment cost baseline. NASA has begun ~-ork: on the more detailed 
xeports pursuant to this notification n:quired by Section I 03( d) of the Act. 

We would be pleased to discuss the enclosed notifications wilh you in greater detail at 
your convenience. 

SincereJy, 

;J,tfit~ 
L. Seth Statler 
Associate Administrator 

for Legislrdive and Intergovernmental Affilirs 

Enclosure 
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Nattonal Aeronautics and Space Administration 

Headqu ...... 
Washlngte>n, DC 20546-0001 

Rlllltt to Mn o1: OLlA:CF:dac 

The Honorable Bill Nelson 
Chairman 

February 2, 2012 

Subcommittee on Science and Space 
Committee on Commerce. Science, 
and Transportation 

United S1ates Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

• 

Section 103(c) of the National Aeronautics and Space Administralion Audtoriution Act 
of 2005 (P.L. 109-155) requires that NASA transmit to the Committee copies of any 
internal notifications that a major program milestone ia likely to be delayed by more than 
six months from the date provided in the Baseline Report. 

Encloaed i!!! a copy of an in~ notification to the ~tor reporting 'ihai 1be 
Global Precipi.tltion Measurement project (GPM) ~h Readmess'D* is likely to be 
delayed by tnOie than six months from the July 2013 date rcporttd in the Baseline Report 
for GPM. The mission bas confronted. challenga associated with! spacocraft hardware 
ttcbnical issues; issues in tho developmeot of the OPM Microwave Imager instrument; 
and a delay in delivery of tlie Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency OuaMrequency 
Picclpitation Radar due to the impact of the March 2011 earthquake in Japan and 
i:equired hardware rework. NASA docs not expect this delay to cause the project io 
exceed its development cost baseline. NASA bu begun work on the more ddailed 
reports pursuant to this notification required by Section l03(d) of1he Act. 

We would be pleased to discuss the enclosed notifications with you in p:ate:r detail at 
yom convenience. 

~~ 
L. Seth Statler 
Associate Administrator 
for Legislative and Intergovernmental AffWrs 

Enclosure 
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Natfonal Aaraneutics and Space Aclminlstratlon 

Hudq .. rten 
'Nashlngton, DC 20548-0001 

Refl!YtoAllnal: OLIA:CF:dac 

The HOJlOl'able John Boomian 
Ranking Member 

February 2, 2012 

Subcommittee on Science and Space 
Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation 

United States Stmatc 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear SenatDr Boozman: 

• 

Section 103(c) of the National Ael'Qnauti~ and Space AdministntionAuthorimtion Act 
of 2005 (P.L. 109-155) requires that NASA transmit to the Committee copies of any 
internal notifications that a major program milestone is likely to be delayed by more than 
six months from the date provided in the Baseline Report. 

Enelo~ is •.~PY of an:iiltemal notification to the ~-~-dutt diC 
Global Pteclp1ttdioo ~urcmem project {GPM) Laim&i .Rt:&dines8 Date iS libly to be 
delayed by more than six months from the July 2013 date reported in the Baseline Report 
for GPM. The mission has confronted challenges associated with: spacecraft hardwan: 
~ issues; issues in the development of the OPM Microwave hnager instrument; 
and a dela.y in delivery of the Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency Dual-ftequeney 
.Precipitation Radar due to the impact of the March 2on earthquake in Japan and 
required hard.ware mvork.. NASA does not expect this delay to C8JlSe the project to 
exceed its development cost baseline. NASA has begun work on the m<n demiled 
Iq>OIU pursuant to this notification required by Section 103(d) of the Act. 

We would be pleased to discuss the enclosed notifications with you in greater detail lit 
your 00uvenience. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
L. Seth Statler 
Associate Administrator 
for Legialative and Intergovernmental Affairs 

Enclosure 
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OCT 18 ZOU 

TO: Adminiltrat.or 

FROM: Aotillg Al800im Admlnimatar for Soionoo .Minioll Ditec:to..-

SUBJECT: Global Preolpffadan Mouulemeat (OPM) Motifiaalion ofBaelfae Umteb 
Rladimtn (LAD) a..e 

la accordabco wilb Public Law 109-155 •. Seetioft 103, ram plO'Vidiq DOtificlldon thlt 1lto 
dewlOpncnt Scbednte ft>r the OPM prqfeot will exceed the ~or P.opam Annul Ri9pOlt (MPAP.) 
bae!ine launch r-1inas ciao by .... tbea aix momhs. The MPAlt eo1t buelhw will aot be 
m:eeded 

Baclolod it a let1lt from die P.alth Saience Divilicna NllpODSlble fw tbe GPM piqjoat on d1is IU~ 

The ScMla MiHiOn Diroctmte is prepu9d to 1111_pport uy fbrthcr analysis of1bls imo NqldNd by 
Agro;y prococo1s. 

{}:L~ 
co: 
Oftb of'dll CbWFmaac:iaJ OtlicerlE. Robimon 
Oflicootupfetin and ~Af&infL. &atllr 
OffiooofiheClitef~ R.~Uwibclt 
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lOCT 7Dll 

TO: Acting .Al&ociate Administrator fi>r Soience Mission Diredmate 

FR.OM: Din:ctor tor Earth Science Division 

SUBJBCT: Global Prcicipimtion Me&ISUNllJellt (OPM) Notificatlon ofBBseliM Launch 
. Readi.,.. Date (LRD) Cblmge 

In acoon:fance ~dl Public:I.aw Joti.ISS. seCdoo HO, we an: providia& aotificatiorubas the 
OPM.pavject will exceed the Ml.jar Program Annual Report (MPAR) hlMiine I.RD by 
aieatm'tban lix months. Tho MPAR oost bueline will aat be noeeded. 

The GPM JK'O.iect bu made oxcellad PR>area over die lat nw y-. .ua their Confirmation 
Review but tchcdl•lr: lCSCtVe erosion has hem a conrin•ring chl'Ueage Speceeraft hardware 
tedmm iseues and rcwolk clue to Apncy-wide pll'tl i88Ut8, GPM Micaowave fmaael' 
illSCnlamt radio i'equency subsyitan deYeJopment Usut.s. and delay in delivery of 1be Japm 
Ac:rospam Exploration AgefJl:J Dual·~Y Paecipitation Radar duo to tho impact of tm 
March earthquake ml required hmdnre rewosk bavc ~to this ~,_.ye 
etOaioa. 

As a mult. 1he GPM project•a LRD milestone of July 2013, which 'WU appmred at 
cmxfinnation. u lihly to be delayed by more dwi. mentbs. The B8lth Science Division is 
prepared to 9UppOlt any fbi1IJer anal)'lis of thil --NqUired by Agf:IJt:y psotoc:ols. 

-~·_ . .;:;,:::!~ 
cc: 
&:icnce Million D~ Luther 
Scienoo MlaioD Dircctonle IR. Mair.el 
Science MitsioD Directorate/C. Hertman 
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National AetonauUca and Space Administration 

Headquarters 
waahlngton. DC 20546-0001 

AIPftoA1111 at: OLlA:CF:dac 

The Honorable Frank Wolf 
Chainnan 

February 13, 2012 

Subcommittee on Commerce. Justice, 
Science, and Related Agencies 

Conunittee on Appropriations 
U.S. House ofRepresentatives 
Wuhlngt.on, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Cbaimian: 

• 

Section 103(c) of the National Aeronautics and Space Administration Authorimion Act 
of200S (P.L. 109-ISS) requite$1hat NASA transmit to the Committee <:0pies of any 
internal notifications that a major program milestone is likely to be delayed by more than 
six months from the date provided in the Baseline Report. 

Enclosed is • copy of an internal notification to the Administrator reporting that the 
Global Precipitation Measurement project (OPM) Launch Readiness Date is likely to be 
delayed by more than six months from the July 2013 date reported in the Baseline Report 
for GPM. The mission bas confronted challenges associated with: spacecraft hardwme 
technical issues; issues in the development of the OPM Microwave Imager instrum.em; 
and a delay in delivery of the Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency Dual-frequency 
Precipitation Radar due to the impact of the March 2011 earthquake in Japan and 
required hardware rework. NASA does not expect this delay to cause the project to 
exceed its development cost baseline. NASA has begun woit on the more detailed 
reports pursuant to this notification required by Section 103(d) of the Act. 

We would be pleased to discuss the enclosed notifications with you in greater detail at 
your convenience. 

Enclosure 

T 
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National Aeronautlca and Space Administration 

Heedquartera 
Waehlngtcn, DC 20548-0001 

February 13, 2012 

Flapl)'to Allnof: OLIA:CF:dac 

The Honorable Chaka Fattah 
Ranking Member 
Subcommittee on Co~ Justice, 
Science. and Related Agencies 

Committee on Appropriations 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washinaton. DC 2051S 

Dear Congressman Fattah: 

Section 103(c::) of the National Aeronautics and Space Administration Authorimtion Act 
of200S (P.L. 109-155} requires that NASA transmit to the Committee copies of any 
internal notifications that a major program milestone is likely to be delayed by more than 
six months from the date provided in the Baseline Report 

Enclosed is a copy of an internal notification to the Administrator ~rting that the 
Global Precipitation Measurement project {GPM) Launch Raidiness Date is likely to be 
delayed by more tlum six months from the July 2013 date reported in the Baseline Report 
for OPM. The mission bas confronted challenges associated with: spacecraft hardware 
technical issues; issues in the development of the GPM Microwave Imager instrument; 
and a delay in delivery of the Japan Aerospace Exploration Agens;y Dual-frequency 
Ptt.cipitation Radar due to the impact of the ~ 2011 earthquake in Japan and 
required hardware rework. NASA does not expect this delay to cause the project to 
exceed its development cost baseline. NASA has begun work on the more detailed 
reports pursuant to this notification required by Section 103(d) of the Act. 

We would be pleased to discuss the enclosed notifications with you in greau:r detail at 
your convenience. 

Enclosure 

.,. 
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National Aeronautlca and Space Administration 

Headquiutars 
Washington, OC 20546-00CJ1 

February 13, 2012 

Rep1v111Attno1: OLIA:CF:dac 

The Honorable Barbara A. Mikulski 
Chairwoman 
Subcommiuee on Commerce, Justice, 
Science. and Related Agencies 

Committee on Appropriations 
Unit.ed Statea Senate 
Washington. DC 20510 

Dear Chairwoman: 

• 

Section 103(c) of the National Aeronautics and Space Administration Authorimt:ion Act 
of2005 (P .L. 109-lSS) requires that NASA transmit to the Committee copies of any 
intemal notifications that a major program milestone is likely to be delayed by mo.re than 
six months from the date provided in the Baseline Report 

Enclosed is a copy of an internal notification to the Administrator reporting that the 
Global Precipitation Measurement project (GPM) Launch Raldine&; Date is likely to be 
delayed by in.ore than six months from the July 2013 date reported in the Baseline Report 
for GPM. The mission has confronted challenges associated with: spacecraft lwdware 
technical issues; issues in the development of the GPM Microwave Im.ager instrument; 
and a delay in delivery of the Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency Dual-frequency 
Precipitation Radar due to the impact of the March 2011 earthquake in Iapan and 
required hardware rework. NASA does not expect this delay to cause the project to 
exceed its development cost baseline. NASA has begun work on the more detailed 
reports pursuant to 1bis notification required by Section 103(d) of the Act. 

We would be pleased to discuss the enclosed notifications with you in greater detail at 
your convenience. 

tatter 
Ass'1cta~ Administrator 
for Legislative and Intergovernmental Affairs 

Enclosure 
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National Aeronautics and Space Administration 

Headquarters 
Wa9hlngton, DC 20546-000i 

February 13, 2012 

Reply to Ann or: OLIA:CF:dac 

The Honorable Kay Bailey Hutchison 
Ranking Mc:m.ber 
Subcommittee on Commerce, Justice. 
Science, and Related Agencies 

Committee on Appropriations 
United Stm:s Senate 
Washington. DC 20510 

Dear Senator Hutchison: 

•

I 

. 

Section 103(c) of the National Aeronautics and Space Administration Authorization Act 
of 2005 (P.L. 109-lSS) requires that NASA transmit to the Committee copies of any 
internal notifications that a major program milestone is lilrely to be delayed by more than 
six months from the date provided in the Baseline Report 

Enclosed is a copy of an internal notification to the Administraior reporting th.at the 
Global Plecipitation Measurement project {GPM) Launch Readiness Date is likely to be 
delayed by more than six months from the July 2013 date reported in the Baseline Report 
for GPM. The mission bas coimonted challenges associated with: spacecraft hardwaie 
technical issues; issues in the development of the GPM Microwave Imager instrument; 
and a delay in delivery of the Japan Aerospace Exploration Agency Dual-frequency 
Precipitation Radar due to the impact of the March 2011 earthquake in Japan and 
required hardware rewotk. NASA does not expect ~s delay to cause the project to 
exceed its development cost bescline. NASA bas begun work on the more detaile.d 
reports pursuant to this notification required by Section 103( d) of the Act 

We would be pleased to discuss the enclosed notifications with you in greater detail at 
your convenience. 

L.S 
Ass Administrator 
for Legislative and lmergovemmcntal Affairs 

Enclosure 

T 
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Nllfonllll~ and SpaaeAdrt*lirlndlon 

Headq...... . 
Washington, DC~ 

OCT 18 2011 

FR.OM: Miia& Aaaciata Adminis&rator tor SclaJee Mi11ion DiNcbnle 

SUBJBCT: Qlobal PNclpJlatfon Measurement (GPM) Notification of BaeUne Laundl 
Reldl11e11 (LKD) CluDae 

Jn aocon1ance wiab Publio Law tCJ9..tss. SeatioA 103. ram pi.widhl1 notlftcatlon thattbe 
devclopmmltlClhedlalo fordleOPM prqteotwill exoeecl lbc ~ Pf08IWD Annual ~(MPAR.) 
1me1ino launoh Nlldiaas date by p::llel'tbn six months. The MPAR. cost ....itne will DOt tie 
mrceeded. 

Bnclalecl is a letter mn tt.o BaJth Scicnct Divbiao 1G1p0111ible ftJr 1he OPM ~ oa tbia 1111Uact. 

n. Scionc:o Mlulon DirecCondB it pr9pnd to wpport any ftath• analyala ofdal• lauo iequlred by 

~)0 
BnclD1ure 
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lGCT 71811 

TO: Aeling~ Administrator for Scialce Mission DiNctorafe 

FR.OM: Director for Em1b Seiencc Division 

SUBJBCT: Globll Preci,Pitation Maasmement (OPM) Notificmion ofBaeline I.aumm 
Readinus Date (LRD) Change 

In accordance with Public Law 109-1 ss. section I 03. we an providing notification 1hat the 
GPM project will exceed 1M Major Pn>gram Anaual Report (MPAR.) baeline LRD by 
greater than six moafhs. The MPAR eoet budinc will not be exceeded 

The GPM project ha l11lde axcelleld progress owr the lat two years since 1heir Confirmation 
Review but sdJedule reamve erosion has been a MDtjm1iq challenge. Spacecnift hardware 
tedmical iuues and mwlk clue 1o Apncy-wide puts issuea, OPM Microwave Imager 
instrumtat radio hqueacy JUbsyltml development iaucs, and delay in delivery oftbc Japan 
Aerospace Bxplmation Aaeney Dual·fiequency Precipitation Radar due to the illlpa of tbe 
Manm. earthquaU and ~hardware rewmk have contribumd to tbfs IChedule reserve 
erosion. 

As a iesul~ tbe GPM project's LIU> milestone of July 2013. which Wiii approved llt 
confimudfon. is likely to be delayed by·more than six months. Tho Earth~ Division is 
pNplnd to support any Nrther wlysi1 of this i'8Ue n:quited by AacncY pmtoc:ols. 

cc: 
Seicncc Milaion Directorate/M. Luther 
Scimcc Mission Directonle IR. Maize.I 
Science Mission DinlctoratelC. Hartman 
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RllP'i to Attn or: 

National Mm'*'t.ics and Space Admlniatratlon 

Headquarw& 
Washington, DC 20546-0001 

OLIA:MDK:amb ~ OC>f'I-~ 

Mr. David M. Gibbons 
Director 
Surveys and Investigations Staff 
Committee on Appropriations 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington. DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Gibbons: 

March 15, 2012 

This is to acknowledge receipt of your recent letter, received on March 13. 2012. 
notifying NASA that the Surveys and Investigations staff will undertake an inquiry into 
the distribution of full-time equivalents at NASA. 

NASA's point of contact for this inquiry will be Mary D. Ka-win, Deputy Associate 
Administrator for Legislative and Intergovernmental Atfalls. Ms. Kerwin may be 
reached at 202-358-1948 or at mary.d.brwin@nasa.gov 

T">.-'"--·Amoclate Administrator 
f1 . gislative and Intergovernmental Affairs 
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-rr.ss of tht tlntmt ~tatt.s 
lunar Df 'Rqm.smtUIDm 

4'Gmmittu OD gpptopdatiDnl 
~uhlnJtOn, B~ lej11-60l1 

MmchS,2012 

NO. 399 P. 2 

CUNtAND-­-.-...... 

The HononbleO!arlea F. Boldm, 1r. 
~ 
National~ ml Spam 

Adnrinisl!Wljcm 
300 B snot, SW 
Wahington. D.C. 20546 

Dem' AdminiBtrltor Bolden: 

Iueccordlnccwiththe povisiamofSectm202.(b). Publio Law601, 79* Ccmpss (rMtfted m 
2 U.S.C. §72 a (b)). this SUdfbu 1lem dimDd by1beC4mmfaeo OD App.n>pilliom; 1D mab111 
inquiEy in.to 1he distnDulloo ot ibl1timoequivalcntB•1bc Nadma1 Amommtie5 .. Space 
Mnrinistrwdrn 

-...... 

P1as dcsipm 8ll appopiD point of coatact to manse for olblning die daa. pe11laaot to 1bis 
ioq,mty ad Do6fy my oflioe by telopbone within fiw busimls days Of tho l'CICCipt of tis ldlm: If 
tlu= a m.y qmstiam~tiis ~ l C11D be coatacted OJI (202) 225-3881. 
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DireCltm' 
~ ztd Jmrestiptiom Std' 
Hoaae Commtaee mAppropddons 



MAR. 13. 2012 2:49PM S&l-HAC 

DATE: M3/12 

TO: Mr. Charles P. Bolden, Jr. 
Adm.inisrretor 
National Aero:nautics ~Space 

Administration 

FAX NUMBER: .202-358-2810 
TELEPHONE: 202-358-1801 

NO. 399 P. 

PROM: J~ S10vtr 
House Appmprlatiom Committee 
Surveys IDll In~plfoJlll Staft' 
WaehiDgtoD, D.C. 20SlS 
PBONE1 (202)22.!-3881 
FAX:(202)225-2112 

TOTALNVMBD OP PAGES INCLUDING COVER. SBDT: 2 
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National Aeronautles and Space Adminiatration 

Headquartara 
Wahington, DC 20548-0001 

March 8, 2012 

•

f 
... 

R8fJllr to Atln m: OLIA:OO:dac 

1 

The Honorable Kay Bailey Hutchison 
Ranking Member 
Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation 

United States Senate 
Washington, DC 20510 

Dear Senator Hutchison: 

This letter will eonfirm the non-reimb1D'S&ble detail of Robert Floyd to the United States 
Senate, Committee on Commm:e, Science, and Tnmsportlltion, for the time period 
Febru.ary 27, 2012, through January 2, 2013. We understand that Mr. Floyd will assist 
the Committee with NASA issues and legislative matters. 

Mr. Floyd currently serves as an Assistant Technical Manager at NASA's John.son Space 
Center. We are certain that this detail will be beneficial to both the Commerce 
Committee and NASA. 

NASA will continue to pay Mr. Floyd's salary, benefits and travel costs associated with 
this non-reimbursable detail to the Commerce Committee. 

Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 

L. Seth Statler 
Associate Administrator 
for Legislative and Intergovernmental Affairs 
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National Aerona1Jtica and Space Admlni.trallon 

Headq...aers 
Washington, DC 20546-0001 

OLW201:za~~ 

The Honorable Darrell Issa 
Chainnan 
Committee on Oversight and 

Government Refonn 
U.S. House ofR.epresentatives 
Washington, DC 20S1S 

Dear Chairman Issa: 

February 8, 2013 

• 

This is in ful1ber response to your letters of ApriJ 10, 2012 and April 30, 2012, to the 
Administrator requesting information regarding NASA conference and travel 
expenditures from Janumy 1, 2005 to the present. The enclosed report provides the 
detailed infonnation requested in your letter of April 10, 2012. 

While NASA has been steadily enhancing its conference review processes since 2008, it 
made a number ofsignificant improvements in FY 2012. Starting in October 2011, in 
accordance'witb Administration direction, NASA required that all NASA-sponsored 
conferences be centrally reviewed and approved by the Deputy Administrator; this 
process also required jmproved documentation of the planning and justification for the 
investments made in confaences hosted by NASA. Starting in May 2012, again in 
accordance with AdmiDist:rallon guidance, NASA implemented reviews of spending and 
senior approvals for all confen:nces with costs over S 100,000. In June 2012, NASA 
updated its conference policies to enhance review and approval requirements for 
NASA-sponsored conferences with costs less than SI 00,000, and to ban industry and 
others' widely attended gatherings and NASA-directly funded meals at NASA­
sponsored conferences. This focus, along with the overall emphasis placed on travel 
savings at all levels, led to millions of dollars in reduced spending on conferences in 
FY 2012. 

NASA also spemheaded several key internal initiatives, including savings in connection 
~ith NASA's three largest intemal conferences, by directing that all three be changed in 
the coming years to a virtual format (and piloting the first of these as a virtual event in 
October 2012). For one of these conferences that was already essentially underway, 
NASA rechwed its size sipificantly. These changes are conservatively estimated to 
have saved over S2 million in FY 2012. In addition, NASA centralized a conference 
database tool to permit better coordinated plamrlng across the Agency, and expanded 
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me scope of events tracked as '"conferences," consistent with the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) Memorandum 12-12, issued in May 2012. This broader definition 
was also applied retroactively, so the information in the enclosed report encompasses 
more types of events than prior reports by NASA. 

NASA spent the vast majority oftbe funds (80 percent in FY 2012) associated with 
r.onference attendance for presentations and participation at scientific and technical 
t.onferences. This praetice helps to tulfill one of the fundamental mandates of the 
Na.Uonal Aeronautics and Space Act that NASA "shall provide for the widest 
practicable and appropriate dissemination of inf~on concerning hs activities and 
the results thereof." At such events, NASA scientists. engineers. and leaders present 
scientific and technical papers and participate in interchanges on leading-edge research 
and technology with peers in the Federal government, the science community, the 
aeronautics and aerospace industries, and our international partw:rs al confereoces. 
Conferences attended and sponsored by NASA address a broad and divene range of 
scientific and engineering challenges faced by NASA in carrying out ih missions. 
including climate and other Earth science research, advanced aeronautics, and the 
cutting-edge technologies needed for both current and planned robotic and human space 
flight programs. As the enclosed report shows, in keeping with past reports to NASA's 
Office of Inspector General and Congress, a clear majority of confcrences spD11SOrcd by 
NASA were undertaken in furtherance of this key statutory go!l). 

In addition to facilitating the dissemination and advancement of scientific research, 
confetenees also serve as a cost-effective way for NASA to carry out o1her mission­
rclated purposes, such as educational outreach, program development, institutional 
planning. and infonnation gathering. For example, conferences on program 
management provide opportunities for exaniination of current trends in aerospece 
project and engineering management by offering fonuns for the exchange and 
dissemination of best practices, new ideas, and training to help the Agency cost­
effectively meet the toughest challenges in space exploration today. 

Items specifically requested in your April 10 Jetter'and included in this response me: 

l . "'A list of ovcmigh1 conferences funded by the depanment and attended by more 
than SO employees since January 1, 2005. For each conference provide date(s), 
location, cost, funding source, and the number of attendees." 

The enclosed listing identifies the conferences NASA bas hosted or sponsored 
that were attended by SO or more employees, along with Che requested fields. 

2. "The name8, titles, and salaries of any individuals employed by the department 
to plan events." 

We have coordinated with NASA Centers and Headquarters Offices and, io the 
best of our knowledge, NASA does not empJoy any individuals with a job tide 
of event planner. However, a variety of people may be involved on an ad hoc, 
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part-time buis to ensure the successful planning and execution of these 
conferences. 

3. ~s any \W:bsites created to promote. 1rack, or commemorate department 
confaem:es. IF the website ii currently ~vcd on the agency's intr.met, 
provide ID clectrooic copy!' 

3 

For eacli conference identified for item 1 of your request. URLs for all identified 
websites have also been included in the enclosed report. 

Yom follow-on letter of April 30. 2012 requested a list of any entities UICd by NASA to 
select sites for overnight confenmces since 2005, and any docuDlen1s or 
communications referring or relatins to Location Solvers since January 1, 2009. Since 
2005, site selection for NASA conferences is a role that baa been reserved for civil 
servants. Starting in January 2009, NASA elevated the approval level to require an 
SF.S, SL or ST approver, and. since October 2012. NASA bas n:qui=l the selection be 
approved by a senior manager, an Official--.Cbarp of a Headquarters Office or Center 
Director. Wjtb regard to your question reprding'Location Solvcrs:'N~ 
procumnent records indicate that NASA has never had a contnu:t or CODtlactual 
relations with'1-ocation Solvers:• We additionally asked all Centers and Headquarters 
Offices to check local record& for any use of Location Solvers, and none was found. 

NASA bu been steadily strenaf.bening our confen:nce sponsonhip and attendance 
processes and we are currently implementing further improvemenlll in our systems, 
processes, and reports. These measures are put of our continued efforts to be careful 
srewards of taxpayer dollars in carrying oua our missions. 

Thank you fur your attention to these matters. We would be pleased to respond to 
questions reaardins this report. 

Sincerely, 

L. Seth Statler 
Associate Administrator 
for Legislative and Intergovernmental Affairs 

Enclosure 

cc: 
The Honorable Elijah E. Cummings, Ranking Member 
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NASA-Funded Conferences 
January 1, 2005 - September 30, 2012 
Conference Tltle Location 

205th Meeting of the American Astronomical 
Society (AAS) 

NASA ProJect Management lPM) Challenge 2005. Greenbelt, MD, USA 

NASA Integrated Space Operations Summit Ill 

21st National Spi'ICE! Symposium 

NASA Facilities Engineering and Real Property 
(FERP) Conference 2005 

NASA Offia of Inspector Gi!neral All Hands 
C1>nference 

NASA General Counsel Conference 2005 

NASA Workforce Planning Conference 

NASA Occupational Health Conference 2005 

NASA Vehicle Systems Annual Meeting 

NASA Procurement Training Conference 2005 

SOMO OFFSITE RETREAT 

NASA Risk Management Conference 

2006 

37th Lunar and Planetary Science Conference 

NASA Conference Report 

J11nuary 1, 2005 - SeJ*lmber 30, 2012 

Nashville, TN, USA 

Color~do Spnngs, CO, USA 

Gulfport, MS, USA 

Miami Beach, FL, USA 

Cleveland, OH, USA 

Austin, TX, USA 

Lake Tahoe, NV, USA 

OlhJmbus, OH, USA 

San Diego, CA, USA 

Baltimore, MD, USA 

Orlando, Fl, USA 

Houston, TX, USA 

Start Date End Date Website Funding Source NASA-Paid Total Cost 
Attendees 

sponsor 

3/21/2005 J/23/2005 NASAm:E 127 $503,819.00 

3/29/2005 3/31/2005 NASAJSC 215 $161,356.92 

4/4/'1005 4/8/2005 Space Foundation; 60 $70,165 .. 48 
NASA GSFC Co-

sponsor 

4/11/2005 4/15/2005 NASAMSD 157 $192,804.55 

5/16/2005 5/20/2005 Link NASAOIG 181 $273,783.63 

5/23/2005 5/27/2005 NASAOGC 91 $81,703.24 

6/20/2005 6/23/2005 NASAOHCM 55 $42,973.60 

6/27/2005 7/1/2005 .biDk NASAOCHMO 95 $130,512.20 

7/18/2005 7/19/2005 NASAARMD 168 $155,Slll.92 

9/13/2005 9/15/2005 NASA OP 67 $67,494.72 

11/1/2005 11/3/2005 NASAHEOMD St' $39,868.81 

12/6/2005 12/8/2005 link NASAOCE 185 $254,816.87 

3/13/200b 3/16/2005 ~ LPI; NASAJSC Co- 52 ~74,329.95 
sponsor 
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Conference Title Loaitlon 

----------
NASA Project Management (PM) Challenge 2006 Galveston, Til, USA 

Workforce Planning Conference St. Louis, MO, USA 

11th Annual NASA Export Control Conference Anies Research C~nter. 

CA, USA 

IPP Synergy Retreat Meeting Houston, TX, USA 

NASA General Counsel Confereni:e 2006 Cocoa Beach, FL, USA 

NASA Public Affairs Office (PAO) Annual Meeting Kennedy Space Center, 
FL, USA 

62nd American Helic1Jpter Society (AHS) Annual Phoenix, AZ., USA 
F'lrum and Technology Display 

NASA Integrated Services Network (NISN) San Antonio, TX, USA 
Customer Forum 2006 

NASA Env1ronment & Energy Conference 2006 Portland, OR, USA 

Center Business Process Lead (CBPL) Summit Moffett field, CA, USA 

NASA Occupati,,nal Health Conference 2006 Charleston, SC, USA 

NASA Center Management and Operations Memphis, TN, USA 
(CMO) Workshop 

2nd AIAA Space Exploration Conference Housron, TX, USA 

NASA Procurement Training Conference 2006 Long Beach, CA, USA 

2007 

NASA Project Management (PM) Challenge 2007 Galveston, TX, USA 

Airspace Systems Program Technical 
Interchange Meeting 2007 

Moffett Field, CA. USA 

Start Date End Date 

3/19/2006 3/23/2006 

3/20/2006 3/23/2006 

3/28/2006 3/29/2006 

4/18/2006 4/21/2006 

4/£3/2006 4/28/'2.006 

5(1/2006 5/9/2006 

5/9/2006 5/11/2(106 

5/21/2006 5/26/2006 

6/4/2006 &/9/2006 

6/5/2006 6/9/2006 

7/17/2006 7/21/2.006 

10/23/2006 10/27/2006 

12/4/200f> 12/7/1.006 

12/12/2006 12/14/2006 

2/6/2001 2/7/2007 

3/19/2007 3/25/'1007 

23rd National Space Symposium Colorado Springs, CO, USA 4/9/2007 4/12/2007 

NASA Conference Report 

J1111uary 1, 2005- Seplember 30, 2012 

Website 

Ynk 

lmk 

.Link 

Funding Source NASA~Pald 

Attendees 
-

NMAOCE 177 

NASAOHCM 67 

NASAOllR 57 

NASAIPP 51 

NASA()~C 68 

NASAOC 66 

AHS; NASA ARMD CD- 79 
speons•Jr 

NASAMSFC 

NASAEMD 

NASANEACC 

NASAOCHMO 

NASA OPll 

AIAA, NASA JSC C~ 
sponsor 

NASA OP 

NASAOCE 

NASAARMO 

Space Foundation; 
NASA ESMD Co­

sponsor 

64 

lU 

63 

119 

80 

213 

440 

2.57 

70 

115 

Total Cost 

$215,262.10 

$65,466.34 

$1'?,902.14 

$49,300.11 

$73,00450 

$56,055.96 

$124,835.06 

$111,265.78 

$145,41)8.25 

$77,458.63 

$140,042.99 

$98,491.02 

$479,765.86 

$536,108.65 

$368,829.37 

$13,393.96 

$194,817.58 
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Conference Title Location 

- · --
NASA General Counsel Conference 2007 Nt-wport News .. VA, USA 

63rd American Helicopter Society (AHS) Annual Virginia Beach, VA, USA 
Forum and Technology Display 

NASA Integrated SerVICl'!S Networt (NISN) San Diego, CA, USA 
Cu!ttomer Forum 2007 

NASA Facilities Engineering and Real Property Jacksonvllle, FL. USA 
(FERP) Conference 2007 

IEMP ·cc.re Business Piocess Lead (CBPL) Williamsburg, VA, USA 

IT Security Managers Workshop Monterey, CA, USA 

43rd AIAA/ASME/SAE/ASEEJu'lnt Propulsfon Cincinnati, OH, USA 
Conference and Exhibit 

NASA Administrator's Fellowshlp Project (NAFP}, Cleveland, OH, USA 
Harriett G. Jenkins Pre-Doctoral Fellowship 
Project (JPFP), and Curriculum Improvement 
Partnership Award (CJPA) Project Symposium 

Office of Audits All Hands Conference Washington, DC, USA 

NASA Occupational Health Conference2007 Denver, CO, USA 

NASA OSMA Software Assurance Symposium Morgantown,. WV, USA 
(SAS) 2007 

Aviation Safety Technical Conference St. Louis, MO, USA 

NASA Procurement Training Conference 2007 Orlando, FL, USA 

Fundamental Aeronautics Program (FAP) Annual New Orleans, LA, USA 
Meeting 2007 

Exploration Systems Mission Directorate's 
Technology ExchangP. Conference 

American Geophysical Union (AGU) 2007 Fall 
Meeting 

NASA Conference Report 

January 1, 2005 - Seplamber 30, 2012 

Galveston, TI<, USA 

San Francisco, CA, USA 

Stan Date 

4/30/20£f1 

5/1/2007 

5/20/2007 

5/21/2007 

6/3/2ll07 

6/4/2007 

7/8/2007 

7/16/2007 

7/16/2007 

7/23/2007 

9/26/2007 

10/9/2007 

10/16/2007 

10/30/2007 

11/11/2007 

12/10/2007 

End Date Website Funding Source NASA-Paid Total Cost 
Attendees 

5/4/2007 NASA.OGC 98 $90,924.04 

5/3/2007 Unk AHS; NASA ARMD Co- 58 $116,667. 78 
sponsor 

5/2.7/2007 NASAMSfC 86 $196,611.74 

5/25/2007 NASAMSD 138 $166,658.43 

6/3/2007 NASAOCIO 106 $91,705.88 

6/6/2007 NASAOCIO 55 $79,685.37 

7/11/2007 l.IDk AIAA NASA GRC Co- us $217.506.50 
sponsor 

7/19/2007 NASA ED 52 $71,680.05 

7/20/2007 NASAOIG 109 $96,080.75 

7/27/2007 NASAOCHMO 116 $150,343.68 

9/27/2007 NASAOSMA 69 $46,819 .. 70 

10/12/2001 NASAARMD 119 $218,813.67 

10/12/2007 NASA OP 140 $248,123.11 

11/1/2007 J.ink NASAARMD 180 $366,517.50 

11/'J5/2007 Link NASA AMO 109 $186,454.n 

12/14/2007 Lin~ AGU; NASA SMD Co- 133 $138,453.91 
sponsor 
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Conference Tftle Location Start Date End Date Website Funding Source NASA-Paid Total Cost 
Attendees 

Administrative Solutions conference Houston, TX, USA 1/7/2008 1/8/2008 'fllASAOSI SS $110,813.30 

NASA Wor .. foroi! Plar1nmg Workshop Nashville, TN, USA l(T/2008 1/10/2008 NASAOHCM 77 $65,283 .. (16 

46th AIAA Aerospace Sciences Meeting and Reno, NV, USA 1/7/2008 1/10/2008 AIAA; NASA ARMD 248 $440,188.85 
Exhibit Co-Sponsor 

DA Retreat Galwston, TX, USA 1/23/2008 1/25/2008 NASAJSC 57 $18,594,60 

Space Technology and Applications International Albuquerque, NM, USA 2/10/2008 2/14/2008 NASAESMD 104 $182,627 .57 
Forum (STAIF-2008) 

Cx Milnagers Meeting Salt Lake City, UT, USA 2/19/2008 2/22/2008 NASAJSC 71 $93,498.68 

NASA Project Management (PM) Challenge 2008 Daytona Beach, Fl, USA 2/26/2008 2/27/2008 .unk NASAOCE S64 $848,172.54 

IEEE AerospacP. Conference 2.008 Big Sky, MT, USA 3/1/2ll08 3/8/2008 IEEE; NASA SOMO Co- 54 $138,887 96 
Sponsor 

.... 39th Lunar and Planetary Science Conference League City, lX, USA 3/10/2008 3/14/2008 .IJDk LPI; NASA JSC Co· 54 $81,347.24 
00 

(LPSCI sponsor 

Airspace Systems Program Technical Aus1:in, lX, USA 3/17/2008 ~/19/2008 NASAARMD 109 $155,258.93 
Interchange Meeting 2.llU8 

NASA General Counsel Conference 2008 Washington, DC, USA 4/28/2008 512/2008 NASAOGC 104 $72,239.42 

NASA's fllb.1re Forum San Jose, CA, USA 5/14/1.008 5/14/2008 .LLo.t NASA ED 85 $71,395.79 

Center Business Process Lead (CBPL) Workshop Simi Valley, CA, USA 6/8/2008 6/9/2008 NASAOCIO 70 $165,330.56 

NASA lntegriilted Service:. Network (NISN) Chicago, IL, USA 8/24/2008 8/29/2008 NASAMSFC 59 $175,80938 
Customer Forum 2008 

IT Security Managers Workshop New Orleans, LA. USA 9/9/2008 9/11/2008 NASAOCIO 64 $15,467.21 

Fundamental Aeroriaut'ics Program (FAP) Annual Atlanta, GA, USA 10/7/2008 10/9/2.008 NAS4ARMD 244 $537,449.62 
Meeting 2008 

NASA Aviation SafetyTechnlcal Conference 2008 Denver, CO, USA 10/21/2008 10/23/2008 Unk NASAARMD 126 $260,693.10 

Engineering Leadership Workshop Arlington, VA, us.~ 12/3/2ClfJ8 12/4/2008 NASAOCE 74 $106,061.30 
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Conference Title Location Start Date End Date Website Funding Source NASA· Paid Total Cost 
Attendees 

6th Modeling.and Simulation/ 4th Liquid Orlando, FL, USA 12/8/2008 12/12/2008 J.lDk NASASOMD 54 $123,310.26 
Propulsion / 3rd Spacecraft Propulsion Joint 
Subcommittee Meeting 

NASA Procurement Training Conkrence 2008 Baltimore, MD, USA 12/9/2008 12/11/2008 NASA OP 315 $513,840.89 

American Geophysical Union (AGU) 2008 Fall San Francisco, CA, USA 12/15/2008 12/19/2008 Link AGU; N.ASA SMD Co- 213 $529,486.77 
Meeting sponsor 

2(}09 

47th AIAA Aerospace Sciences Meeting and Orlando, FL, USA 1/5/2009 1/8/2009 WIK AIAA; NASAARMD 180 $460,395.50 

Exhibit Co-Sponsor 

NASA DA Retreat Galveston, TX, USA 1/28/2009 1/30/2009 NASAJSC 59 $191.65/ .00 

NASA Project Management (PM) Challenge 2009 Daytona Beach, FL, USA 2/24/2009 2/25/2009 NASAOCE 231 $438,877 .06 

CBPLSummit Huntsville, AL, USA 6/8/2009 6/11/2U09 NASANEACC 73 $93,211.82 

.j>. 
NASA Occupational Health Meeting 2009 Cleveland, OH, USA 7/13/2009 7/17/2009 link NASAOCHMO 108 $115,336.80 

<O 

Thermal & Fluids Analysis Workshop (TFAWS Huntsville, AL, USA 8/11/2009 l's/13/20f.l9 .LID.k NASAOCE 69 $92,985.84 

2009) 

AIAA SPACE 2009 Conference and Exposition Pasadena, CA, USA 9/14/2009 9/17/2009 JJnk AIM; NASAJSC C~ 165 $326,802.39 
sponsor 

Fundamental Aeronautics Program (FAP) Annual Atlanta, GA. USA 9/29/2009 10/1/2009 Link NASAARMD 313 $567,273.47 

Technical Confl!rence 2009 

NASA Senior Executive Summit 2009 Washington, DC, USA 10/6/2009 10/7/200'.J .Yak NASAMSD 551 $960,515.83 

Airspace Systems Program Technical San Antonio, TX, USA 10/13/2009 10/16(.!0~ .LJnl( NASAARMD 107 $206.956.76 

Interchange Meeting 2009 

Women in Astronomy and Space Science 2009 College Park, MD, USA 10/21/2009 10/23/2009 NASAGSFC 71 $144,131.58 

Annual Meeting of the Lunar Ellploration Houstt\n, TX, USA 11/16/2009 11/19/2009 1mk NA.'iAJSC: 60 $52,163,.00 

Analysis Group [LEA'i) 

Aviation Safety Program Technical Conference Mclean, VA. USA 11/17/2009 11/19/2009 Link NASAARMD 166 $301,681.41 
2009 

NASA Conference Report 

January 1, 2005 • Sepeember30, 2012 Page5 of10 



Conference 11tle location Start Date End Date Website Fundlns Source NASA-Paid Total Cost 
Attendees ----

TEDxNASA Conference Newpt1rt News, VA, IJSA 11/20/2009 11/20/2fJCt9 1mk NASALciRC. 321 $46,716.79 

DA Retreat Galveston, TX, USA 12/8/2000 12/10/2009 NASAJSC 58 $23,289.44 

American Geophysical Union (AGU) 1009 Fall San Francisco, CA, USA l:?/14/2009 12/18/1009 1.lnk AGU: NASA SMD Co- 289 $827,392..7:! 
Meeting sponsor 

NASA Project Management (PM) Challense 2010 Galveston, TX, USA l/9/2Vl0 2/10/2010 JJok NASAOCE 381 $977,722.07 

41st Lunar and Planetary Science Conference Thi! Woodlands, TX, USA 3/1/2010 3/5/2010 Link LPI; NASAJS•:Co- 77 $146,839.22 
sponsor 

2nd Annual Agency Engineering Workshop Cocoa Beach, FL, USA 3/8/2010 3/11/2010 .Y.nl! NASAKSC 119 $148,957.66 

1st International Workshop on On-Orbit Satellite Adelphi, MD, USA 3/24/2010 3/26/2010 lmk NASASMD 77 $128, 712.00 

Servicing 

26th National Space Symposium Colorado Springs, CO, USA 4/12/2010 4/15/2010 Unk Space Foundation; 74 $335,521.40 
NASA HEOMD Co-

(J1 
0 Sponsor 

NASA General Counsel Ccnferenoe 2010 Pasadena, CA, USA 4/25/2010 4/30/2010 NASAOGC 76 $121,148.49 

SpaceOps 2010 Conference Huntsville, AL, USA 4/25/2010 4/30/2010 !ink AIAA; NASA MSFC Cc- 98 $263,204.50 
sponsor 

NAs.6. P1ocurement Training Workshop Kennedy Space Center, 6/7/2010 6/11/2010 NASA OP 148 $177,659.43 

FL. USA 

NASA Occupational Health Meeting 2010 San Antonio, TX, USA 6/7/2010 6/11/2010 Link NASAOCHMO 105 $153.443.62 

NEACC Annual c.enter Business Process Lead!: Annapoli!:, MD, USA 6/8/2010 6/i0/201'J NASANEACC 115 $140,261.85 

Summit 

NASA Assurance of Complex Electronics forum Sandusky, OH, USA 6/16/2010 6/18/2010 NASAGRC 70 $0.00 

Earth Sr.iencE' TeC'hnology For•Jm 2010 Arhngton, VA, USA 6/22/2010 6/24/2010 JMi NASASMD 53 $65,461 ,99 

40th AIAA Fluid Dynamics Conference and Co- Chicago, IL, USA 6/28/2010 7/1/2010 AIAA; NASA GRC Cc- 106 $294,549.SO 
Located Events sponsor 
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Conference lttle Location Start Date End Date Website Funding Source NASA-Paid Total Cost 
Attendees 

46th AIAA/ASME/SAE./ASEE Joint Propulsion Nashville, TN, USA 7/25/2010 7/28/2010 1.Jnk AIAA,; NASA HEOMD 156 $366,560.03 
Conferem:e & Exhibit Co-sponsor 

NASA Office of Audit All-Hands Meeting San Antonio, TX, USA 8/10/2010 8/12/2010 NA5AOIG 91 $123,084.09 

NASA Pror.urement Training Workshop Ames Research Center, 8/'-S/:?010 8/19/2010 NASA OP 154 $230,992.20 
CA, IJSA 

NASA rr Summit 2010 National Harbor, MD, USA 8/16/2010 8/18/2010 .Link NASAOCIO 367 $1,027,810.00 

Thermal and Fluids Analysis Wort.shop (TFAWS Houston, n<, USA 8/16/2010 8/lll/'1.010 Link NASAJSC P3 $97,856.21 

2.010) 

Oc Managers Meeting and DM-2 Static Firing Ogden, UT, USA 8/30/2010 9/2/2010 NASAJSC 146 $202,915.64 

NASA Safety Center, Audits & Assessments Houston, TX, USA 9/7/2010 9/10/2010 NASAOSMA 110 $118.S!fS.50 

Office (AAOj Workshop 2010 

NASA Education Stakeholders Summit Chantilly, VA, USA 9/13/2010 9/15/2010 Unk NASA ED 102 $139,968.49 

Av1atit'n Unleashed Hampton, VA, USA 10/18/2010 lll/20/2010 J.iDk NASAARMD 73 $134,303 .19 

01 A-Train Symposium New Orleans, LA, USA 10/25/2010 10/28/2010 !ink NASASMD 259 $578,103.99 -
American Geophysical Union (AGU) 2010 Fall San Frandsco. CA, USA 12/13/2010 12/17/2010 1ink AGU:NASASMD Co- 302 $749.213.70 

Meeting sponsor 

~ 

49th AIAA Aerospace Science Meeting Orlando, FL, USA l i4i 2011 1/7/2011 Unk AIAA; NASA ARMD 191 $679,458.40 
Co-Sponsor 

217th AAS Meeting Seattle, WA, USA l/9/2011 l/13/2011 J.ulk AAS; NASA SMD C">- 87 $232,670.24 
spc.nsor 

James Webb Space Telescope (JWST} Partners Houston, lX, USA 1/23/2011 1/26/2011 NASASMD 58 $108,097.24 

Workshop 

DA Retreat Galveston, lX, USA 2/2/2011 2/4/2011 NASAJSC 57 $19,797.38 

NASA Project Management (PM) Challenge 2011 Long Beach, CA. USA 2/9/2011 2/10/2011 Link NASAOCE 779 $1,648,880.00 

IEEE Aerr.ispace ConfereriCP. :mu Big Sky, MT, USA 3/5/2011 3/12/2(111 Link IEEE; NASA DFRC Co- 6~ $272,010.57 
Spi.>nsor 
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Conference Title Location Start Date End Date Website Funding Source NASA-Paid Total Cost 
Attendees 

42nd Lunar and Planetary Science Conference The Woodlands, TX, USA 3/7/2011 3/11/2011 link LPI; NASA JSC Co- 110 $275,219.05 
sponsor 

NASA Senior Executive Summit 2011 Washington, DC, USA 3/15/2011 3/18/2011 NASAMSD 467 $847,475 .. 18 

Fundamental Aeronautics Program (FAP) Annual Cleveland, OH, USA 3/15/2011 3/17/2011 JJnk NASAARMD 277 $380,302.35 
Technical Conference 2011 

NASA Airspace Systi!ms Program Technical San Diego, CA, USA 3/29/2011 3/31/2011 .LiDk NASAARMC• 121 $292,502. 79 

lnter,hange Meeting 

18th IAA Humans in Space Symposium Houston, TX, USA 4/11/2011 4/15/2011 .!.iDk NASAJSC 153 $310,483.00 

SFW Aooustl.:s T~chn1cal Work.ins Group Meeting ClevP.land, OH, USA 4/21/2011 4/22/2011 NASAGRC 80 $15,451.67 

NASA Statistical Engineering Symposium Williamsburg, VA, USA 5/3/2011 5/5/2011 .Link NASA LaRC 83 $64,532.87 

NASA General Counsel Annual Meeting 2011 Huntsville, Al, USA 5/3/2011 5/5/2011 NASAOGC 67 $77,734.61 

NASA Facilities Engineering and Real Property Nashllflle, TN, USA 5/9/2011 5/14/2011 NASAMSD 146 $313,733.17 

(FERP) Conference 2011 

en NASA AViation Safety Program Annual Technical St. LOUIS, MO, USA 5/10/2011 
"' 

5/li:/2011 .Lmk NASAARMD 1()7 $180,-43?.0S 

Mel!ting 

Earth Sciences TechnolORY Forum Pasadena, CA, USA 6/20/2011 6/22/2011 .!.ink NASASMD 77 $106,970.99 

4-lst Al.AA Flui•j Dynamics Conference and Honolulu, HI, USA 6/26/2011 6/30/2011 AIAA; NASA DFRC Co· 130 $533,794.33 

Exhibit and Co-Located Conferences sponsor 

NASA Occupational Health Meeting 2011 Albuquerque, NM, USA 7/11/2011 7/15/2011 Link NASAOCHMO 70 $109,544.49 

47th AIM/ASME/SAE/ASEE Joint Propulsilln San Diego, CA, USA 7/31/2011 iJ/4/2011 AIAA; NASA HEOMD 152 $401,976.18 

Conference & Exhibit Co-sJ.lonsor 

NASA IT Summit 2011 San Francisco, CA, USA 8/15/2011 8/17/2011 .unk NASAOCIO 494 $1,364, 754.59 

Thermal & Fluids Analysis Workshop (TFAWS Newport NeM, VA, USA 8/15/2011 8/19/2011 Ltnk NASAL.aRC 90 $123,901.82 

2011) 

3rd Annual Engineering Leadership Workshop Hampton, VA, USA 9/19/2011 9/22/2011 NASAOCE 123 $179,080.91 

4th Annual NASA Small Business Symposium and Herndon, VA, USA ll/3/2011 11/3/2011 .l.Ulk NASAOSBP 54 $176,856 .. 74 
Award!i Ceremony 

NASA Conference Report 
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Conference Title 

2nd Annual NASA Education Stakeholders' 
Summit 

2012 

219th Meeting Of the American Astronomical 
Society (AAS) Conference 

50th AIAA Aerospace Sciences Meeting 

Human Research Program Annual Investigators 
Workshop 

Location 

Chantflly, VA, USA 

Austin, TIC, USA 

Nashville, TN, USA 

Houston, TX, USA 

N.~. Project Management (PM) Challenge 2012 Orlando, FL. USA 

Celebrating John Glenn's Legacy: 50 years of Cleveland, OH, USA 
Americans in Orbit 

IEEE Aerospa;;e Confereilc& 2012 Big Sky, MT, USA 

Fundamental Aeronautics Program (FAP) Annual Cleveland, OH, USA 
Technical Conference 2012 

43rd Lunar and Planetary Science Conference Woodlands, TX, USA 
(LPSC) 

Start Date End Date Website 

11/29/2011 12/2/2011 Unk 

1/8/2012 1/i2/1.uu. 

1/8/2012 1/14/201~ Link 

2/14/2012 2/16/2012 Link 

2/2~/2012 2/13/2012 Link 

3/2/2012 3/2/2012 

3/3/2012 3/l(J/21)12 Link 

3/13/2012 3/15/2012 Unk 

3/19/2ll12 3/23/2012 .Link 

28th National Space Symposium Colorado Springs, CO, USA 4/16/2012 4/19/2012 !ink 

NASA General Counsel Annual Meeting 2012 Cambridge, MD, USA 5/22/2012 ~/25/2012 

2nd International Workshop on On-Orbit Greenbelt, MD, USA 5/30/2012 5/31/2012 Unk 
Satellite servicing 

Concepts & Approaches for Mars Exploration Houston, TX, USA 6/12/2012 6/14/2012 .Link 
WorkshC1p 

UAS Integration in the NAS Project Annual Mountain View, CA, USA 7/31/2012 8/1/2012 Unk 
Meeting 

NASA Conference Report 

January 1, 2005. September 30, 2012 

Funding Source NASA-Paid Total Cost 
Attendees 

NASA ED 54 $38,476.49 

AAS; NA5A SMD Co- 86 $178,979.09 
sponsor 

AIAA; NASA ARMD 210 ~2.155.53 
Co-Spont;or 

NASAHEOMD 104 $221,219.22 

NASAOCE 374 $537.622.59 

NASAGRC 1300 $48,427.41 

IEEE; NASA DFRC Co- 51 $209,136,49 
Sponsor 

NASAARMD 248 $332,946.34 

LPI; NASA JSC Co- 82 $326,893.87 
sponsor 

Space Foundation; 60 $212,820.96 
NASAHEOMDCo-

Sponsor 

NASA06C 87 $?4,669.91 

NASAGSFC 53 $40,286.02 

NASA HEOMIJ 64 $94,746.95 

NASAARMD 58 $34,382.00 
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Conference Title 

Thermal and Fluids Ar1alysls Workshop (TFAWS 
2.012) 

4th PhysPAG Meeting 2012 

NAS/l Cost Analysis Symposium 2012 

GALEX Fest: Exploring the UV Universe- A 
Conference to Celebrate Nine Years of 
Exploration 

Departure of Shuttle Endeavour from KSC 

NASA Conference Report 

January 1, 2005- Septemb.,.-30, 2012 

Location 

Pasadena, CA, USA 

Washington, DC, USA 

Laurel, MD, USA 

· Pasadena, CA, USA 

cape canaveral, FL, IJSA 

Start Date End Date 

8/13/2012 8/l 7 /'2.012 

8/14/2012 8/16/2012 

8/21/?.012 8/23/2012 

9/4/2012 9/7/2012 

9/16/2012 9/17/2012 

Website Funding Source NASA· Paid Total Cost 
Attendees 

-

Unk NASAOCE 100 $247,279.90 

Unk NASAGSFC 60 $37,236.10 

Ynls NASAOCE 74 $86,132.52 

Unk NASASMD 68 $50,438.00 

NASAKSC 654 $64,401.92 
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Natlonal Aeronautics and Spaoe Administration 

HMdqumters 
WashlnglDn, DC 20548-0001 

OLIA/2012-00023:LF:eel 

The Honorable Dan:ell Issa 
Chairman 

August 2, 2012 

Committee on Oversight and Government Reform 
U.S. HoUlle of Rcpiacntatives 
Washington. DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

On May 7, 2012, NASA sent you an interim response to your lettma of April 10, 2012 
and April 30, 2012, to A.dministmtor Bolden reganlins confenmccs and related NASA 
activities. This zmponse provides an update singe the May lettcc. 

We have begun imp1emeDting the latest policy of the Office of Management and Budget's 
(OMB) Rlgarding attendance and 8poDllOI8hip of conferences that requiles us 1o imtitute a 
number of changes in co~ sponsorship and attendanoe pmcticcs, but allows us to 
both support a vibrant science and 1cehnology enterprise at NASA and spend 1he 
taxpayers' dollars wisely. The OMB memorandum n:qullcs a significant increase in 
conference repoJting and approval requ:hmienls - oversight that we will provide to 
enst1m our staff are able to participate in dialoSUC> exchange. and professional 
developmmt opportunities that have wlue to 1h.e Ageru;y and further our leadmbip in 
space exploration but are widJin the parametenl of the policy. 

NASA is committed to providing the Committee with the confemlcc data requested, and 
we have launched. a major exercise across the Agency 10 gather the specific information 
in raponse to your request. We expect to provide you with our completed :response 1bis 
Fall 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
L. Seth Statler . 
Associate Administrator 

fur Legislative ml hdergovermental Affairs 
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National Aaronautlca and Space Administration 

Headquartel'9 
Washington. DC 20546-0001 

OLIA/2012-01011 :SS:us 

nie Honorable Darrell Issa 
Chairman 

May7,2012 

Committee on Oversight and Government Reform 
U.S. House of~ves 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Chairmaii: 

This iB in response to your letter of April 10, 2012. to Administrator Bolden iegarding 
conference and related activities of the National Aeronautics and Space Administration 
(NASA), and to confirm receipt of your April 30, 2012, letter requesting additional 
confr.rence-rclatad information. 

The Space Act of J 958 mandated that NASA "shall provide for the widest practicable and 
appropriate dissemination of information concerning its activities and the results thereof." 
CODfercnces are a key vehicle for accomplishing this mandate, providing NASA 
scientists, engineets, and leaders the opportmllty to present scientific and technical papers 
and to participate in interchanges on leading-edge technology with peers from elsewhere 
in the Federal government, the science community, the aeronautics and aerospace 
industries. UJd our international partners. Conferences attended and sponsored by NASA 
also address a broad and diverse range of scientific and engineering challenges faced by 
NASA in carrying out its missions, ftom the latest Earth science research, to advanced 
aeronautics, to cutting-edge technologies needed for both current and planned robotic and 
human space exploration programs. 

In addition to facilitating dissemination and advancement of scie.ntific research, 
conferences also serve as an effective way for NASA to carry out other mission-relBted 
pmposes, such as program dewlopment, planning and infimnafion ga1hering, and 
education and program outreach. For example, conferences on program management 
provide opportunities for examinmg cm.rent trends in aerospace project and engineering 
management, offering forums for the excbange and dissemiDation of best practices, new 
ideas, as well as training for managers across NASA to help the Agency cost-effectively 
meet the toughest challenges today. 

NASA is committed to providing the Committee with the conference data that you have 
requested. and is in the process of gathering the specific information that you requested in 
your April IO and April 30, 2012, letters. 
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Your April 10, 2012, letter also requested information on individuals employed by NASA 
to plan events. We have checked with our Centers and, to the best of our knowledge, 
NASA does not have anyone specifically employed to plan events. 
However, every sponsored conference does have a required point of contact for approval 
and reporting purposes under the conference reporting policy, and a variety of people . 
may be involved on a part-time basis in ensuring the successful planning and execution of 
these conferences, but none as a full time event planner. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
L. Seth Statler 
Associate Administrator 

for Legislative and Intergovernmental Affairs 
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llAAA[U ( , 16$A, CAl.IFOltNOA 
CHAIRMAN 

DAN IMllrTON. Jli!D1IJIA 
JOtiN L. Ml~ "-OlllDA 
TOOi) MUSS!LL l'Uo m;. l'ENNllYLVANIA 
MICHAEi. II. 1URN£11. OlllO 
~ATllll;lt --· NOllJK CMDLINI\ JJM JE)ltDNC, CtilO 
JA!iO"". CH.U'FCTZ. UIAl-I 
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f1M WM.IEAG, MICHKiAlt 
MMES l.MIU'OllD. Dl<tM<.,_ 
JUST1111 •MAlll. lllCHIGAN 
ANN"'""" IUUllU.t. NEW 'l'OflK 
PAU~. A. OD'liAR.. D.D.S.. AAIZCJlfA 
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MT1lll'IO MEEHAH.PlHMllY\.¥ ..... A 
SCGTT Do.·. MIU.AIS. till.b ... ~r.EHEE 
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ONE HUNDflED TWELFTH CONGRESS 

arongres.u of tbt llnlttb &tatt!{ 
.,oust of l\tprrsmtatibn 

COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GoVERNMENT REFORM 

2157 AA'l"B\JRN HousE OFAcE BUIUllNO 

WASMINOTON, DC 20515-6143 
.... ._,y Cllll)IA-ttr1iC 
FM; .:..: ... ~m-.;,74 
....... ., '1GnlH-DAt ..... _ 

April 30, 2012 

The Honorable Charles F. Bolden, Jr. 
Administrator 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration 
300 E Street SW 
Washington. D.C. 20546 

Dear Administrator Bolden: 

fl !AH•· CIJMllllNGI, IAARY-D 
Mltt:1NQ MJNOQO'Y Ml;.MllEfl 

EDDI.IHI.II TOllYNS. NEW ~QR~ 
CAROL ¥J. I . MALONEY, NEW van 
ELEANOR MDU!U NOftlON, 

OISTll1CT 01 Cot1Mi181A 
OFNNlS. ' · KU~ICl!t. OhlO 
.IOHN ~. t1.tBHlY. MASUCMUIC'fT& 
WM. lA(."'I CLAV. fllUSIOUllf 
llTE?tl!fll F.1.YNCH, MM5.IW:ft:US[:TUi 
Jtlo\CCIOP!ill. lEMNESSU 
OEIWO E. CC*l!IOLLY, VtftGIMIA 
llllU QUIGLEY, IWHOI& 
DANNY IL DAVll.. JWNOI& 
1111\112 l •AU:Y, IOWA 
1'£llill'NELCH, -llDJllT 
JOHii A. YARMUnt, ftlrnlCltY 
CHlllAfCl'lftAJ, 1111111-. CONHtCll~ITI 
.fACDe; 8r"EllER. CALtlhRNIA 

As part ofthe Committee on Oversight and Government Refonn's ongoing 
investigation into agency spending on ~. I am writing to request information 
about the Department's use of companies to identify conference vemics. Documents 
obtained by the Commictee and public statements by the General Services Administration 
(GSA) Inspector General Brian Miller raised questions about the conduct of govemmcm 
employees who engage service providers to ~ venues for overnight conferences. •:29 

Government employees who accept gifts and discounts from those service providtis may 
expose themselves to criminal liability. 

In the case of the GSA's excessive and.wasteful 201() conference in~ Vegas, 
GSA employees engaged a company called Location SCllvers. To bcUer understand the 
extent to which event plmmcn across the federal government rely on service providers 
such as Location Solvers, I request that the Department answer specific questions about 
any engagement wir.h this or similar companies. 

According to documents received by the Committee in conjunction with its 
investigation, GSA used a private company, Location Solvers, to secure the M Resort. a 
luxury hotel in Las Vegas, as the site ofGSA's excessive 2010 WestemR.ei8!ons 
Conference. 130 The M Resort paid Location Solvers a fee of$12,601.S0.13 The fact that 
the M Resort agreed to pay such a fee '"indicates thal further discounts might have. been 
available to GSA if GSA had contacted the hotel direetly, rath~ than worldng through. 
Location Solvers."132 It is possible that the fee 'WU passed on indirectly to~ taxpayers. 

129 See, e.g., Lisa bin, GSA hpH Focll3u on Can/ennr:4 Controi:tor, WASH. Pos'r (Apr, 23, 2012), 
ue Tnnsoribed Inaerview of Aronel ~lor at 45 (Mar. IS, 2011). 
in Gcllcral Scrvic:es Adnllnistration Office of Inspector Geaeral, Management Deficiency Report: General 
Services Adminislration Public Buildings Servke 2010 Wcstcm Regions Conterenc:c S (Apr. 2,2012). 
112 /ti. 
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All other conference costs were borne by the taxpayers. For example, taxpayen footed 
the conference cataing bill. Taxpayers also covered the salaries of the GSA event 
pJanners who engaged Location Solvers to do theii' jobs. 

Location Solvers enjoyed a cmy relationship with GSA employees. Documents 
received by the Committee confirm that GSA employees received illegal gifts from 
Location Solvers.133 Part 2635 of Title 5 of the Code of Federal Regulations prohibits 
government employees from accepting gifts valued at more than $20, Transcripts of 
investigative interviews produced. to the Commit= show lhat on se>tctal occasions, 
Location Solvers provided federal employees with gifts with values well in excess of the 
$20 limit. 

Lisa Daniels. a GSA event planner, admitted allowing Location Solvers to pay for 
her one-night stay at the Rio All Suites Hotel and Casino in Las Vegas. She also 
accepted tickets to a Cher concert. During her interview with the staff of the GSA 
lnspcctOr General, she stated: 

Q: Okay. You and I both know that Michael Jahn is a 
prohibited source. He's a contractor, okay, right? 

A: Right 

Q: We agree with that So what are the rules? You're not 
supposed to receive anything in-

A: Right No, I know that, but l didn't even remember that l 
had done that. 

Q: Okay. Well, rm going to help you -

A: So I didn't - no, I didn't do it. I'm saying I remember now. 
When you put it in your report, 1 was like oh, my gosh. N~ 
I stayed at the Rio. And he said oh. gosh, that's right. And 
then I went back, and I was like wait a minute. I was trying 
to figure oui the first site visit meeting, and I was like that 
means I had to go to DC - or to - to have stayed two 
nighta at the Rio, ad then I realized I only stayed one 
night, and be picked ap the tab for tbe other 011.e. 

Q: yeah, he did. 

111 Tnmscrlbed lntcrVlew of Lisa Daniels at 87-18 (Apr. S, 2012); Tnmscrtllod lnttrYiew of Aronel Taylor 
at 45 (Mar. 15, 2011); Lisa h.in, G.£4 Probe Focu.res on Conf.nnc. Contrador, WASH. PosT (Apr. 23, 
2012). 
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A: For the hotel. Yeah, he - so he did - •o that would be tbe 
hotel that he 1ave me for fne. 

Q: That's right, and that·- and that in Vegas and that was the 
MResort. 

A: Right. 

Q: Okay. What about the Cher tieket1? I've done my 
homew01k. 

A: Yeah. He's -- and that's what I said to him. We went to the 
Cher concert. and that had to have been on Sunday night. 13~ 

Daniels also stated that in a two-year period, she received flowers from Location Solven 
monthly.135 Location Solvers bad a similar relationship with Aronel Taylor, another GSA 
event planner. Taylor told investigators that she preferred to use Loca!ion Solvers to 
identify conference sit.es because the company had treated her well She stated: 

Q: I looked up your training records. You had the procw:ement 
training. You had the credit card training. And you've 
violated those. I mn not going to lie to you. You remember 
the training when it talks about competitiveness and 
fairness? Remember that part of it? 

A: Yeah. I jut, you know, 1 can use other vendors. I can. I 
just hadn't. He's (Jahn) ju1t been good to me. But, yeah, 
I see your point. 

Q: You know what? If I can make $12,600.00 from you, I 
would be good to you, too. That was one event. 

A: Yeah. 

Q: And l'm sure that these competitors would be more than 
happy to be good with you and even send you flowers on 
your birthday-

A: Uh-buh.136 
. 

The evidence obtained by the Committee reveals an acquisition process, devoid of 
competition, brought on by corruption and greed. The web site for Location Solvers lists 
the Department of Homeland Security among the company's clients; GSA does not 

l3' Tnmscdbcd Interview of Lisa Daniels 1t 87-88 (Apr, S, 2012) (emphasis added). 
135 Id. at 146. 
116 Transc:nbed Interview of Aronel Taylor It 41-SO (Aug. 29, 2011) (emphasis added). 
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appear on the client list. Since the list on the web site is not exhaustive. the Committee is 
seeking information regarding each depanment or agency's use of Location Solvers 
and/or similar companies. 

The Committee seeks to gauge the frequency with which the federal government 
utili7.es service providers such as Location Solvers. Additionally, the Committee is 
interested in ensuring other federal employees arc not engaging in improper or illegal 
. conduct with respect to event planning. In onier to assist the Committee with its 
investigation, please provide the following documents and information: 

1. A list of any entities used by the Department to select sites for overnight 
conferences since 2005; and, 

2. All documents or communications referring or relating to Location Solvers 
sinc:e Januaiy 1, 2009. 

The Committee on OVersigbt and Government Reform is the principal oversight 
committee of the House of ReprcsentaUves and may at "any time" investigate "any 
matter" as set forth in House ~ X. The Committee also h8s jurisdiction over the 
civilian acquisition system, generally. An attachment to this letter provides additional 
information about respondins to the Committee's request. 

We request that you provide the requested documents and infonnation as soon as 
possible, but no later than noon on May 11, 2012. When producing documents to the 
Committee, please deliver production seis to the Majority Staff in Room 2157 of the 
Rayburn House Office Building and the Minority Staff in Room 2471 of the Rayburn 
House Office Building. The Committee prefers, if possible, to receive all documents in 
electronic format. 

If you have any questions about this request,, please contact Ashley Callen or 
Ashok Pinto of the Committee Staff at (202) 225-5074. Thank you for your attention to 
this matter. 

Chairman 

Enclosure 

cc: The Honorable Elijah E. Cummings, Ranking Minority Member 
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OAARELL E. ISSA, CALIFORNIA 

CHldllMAN 

ONE HUNDRED lWElFTH CONGRESS 

ELIJAH E. CUMMINGS, MAAYLAND 

RANKING MINORITY MEMBER 

Cltongres.s of tbe ltrtiteb ~tateis 
J(Jou•t of l\epre•entatftJt• 

COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT ANO GOVERNMENT REFORM 
2157 RAV8URN House OFFICE BUILDING 

WASHINGTON, DC 20515-6143 

Mllorky 1211212&-9074 
Mlnoriiy llll2122&-5Ul1 

Responding lo Committee Dpeament Requ•n 

I. In complying with this request. you should produce all iaponsive documents thal are 
in your possession, custody, or control. whether held by you or your past or present 
agents, emplo~s. and representatives acting on your behalf. You should also 
produce documents that you have a legal right to obtain. lhat you have a right to copy 
or to which you have access, as well as documents that you have placed in 1he 
temporary possession. custody. or control of any third party. Requested records. 
documents, data or information should not be destroyed, modified, removed, 
transferred or otherwise made inaccessible to the Committee. 

2. In the event that any entity, oraanization or individual denoted in this request has 
been, or is also known by any other name than that herein denoted. the request shall 
be read also to include that altr:mative identification. 

3. The CommiHee's preference is to receive documents in electronic fonn (i.e •• CD. 
memory stick. or thumb drive} in lieu of paper productions. 

4. Docwnents produced in electronic format should also be organized, identified. and 
indexed electronically. 

5. Electronic documenl productions should be prepared according to the following 
standards: 

(a) The production should consist of single page Tagged Image File ("TIF"). files 
accompanied by a Concordance-format load file, an Opdcon rd'ercnce tile, and a 
file defining the fields and character lengths of the load file. 

(b) Document nUlllbers in the load file should match document Bates numbers and 
TIF file names. 

(c) If the production is completed through a series of multiple partial productions, 
field names and flle order in all load files should match. 
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6. Docwnents produced to the Committee should include 11n index dcscribins the 
contents of the production. To the extent more than one CD, hard drive, memory 
stick. thumb drive, box or folder is produced. each CD, hard drive. memory stick, 
thumb drive, box or folder should c:ontain an index desaibina its contents. 

1. Documents produced in response to this request shall be produced together with 
copies of me labels, dividers or identifying maricers with which they were associated 
when they were requested. 

8. When you produce documenls, you should identify the parapaph in the Committee's 
n:quest to which the documents respond. 

9. It shall not be a basis for~ to produce documents that any other person or entity 
alSC> possesses non-identical or identical copies of the same docwnents~ 

10. If any of the requested information is only reasonably available in rnachine--readable 
fonn (such as on a computer server, hard drive, or computer backup tape), you should 
consult with the Committee staff to detennine the approprialc format in which to 
produce the infonnation. 

11. If compliance with the request cannot be made in full, compliance lhall be made to 
the extent possible and shall include an explanation of why full compli.aoc:e is not 
possible. 

12. In the event that a document is withheld on the basis of privilege, provide a privilege 
1og containing 1he following information conceming any such document: (a) the 
privilege asserted; (b} the type of document; (c) the general subject matter; (d) the 
date, author and addressee; and (c) the relationship of the author and addmisee to 
each other. 

I 3. If any document responsive to this request was, but no longer is, in your possession, 
custody, or control, identif)' the document (staling its date, m.nhor, subject and 
recipients) IJld explain the circumstances under which the dacument cca9ed to be in 
your ~ian. custody. or control. 

14. If a date or other descriptive detail set forth in this request ieferri ng to a docu~t is 
inaccurate. but the actual date or other dacriptive detail is known to you or is 
otherwise appamit from the context of1he request, you should produce all documents 
which would be responsive as if the date or other descriptive detail were correct. 

15. The time period covered by this request is included in the attached request. To the 
extent a time period is not specified, produce relevant documents from January J, 
2009 lo lhe prcscnL 

16. This request is continuing in nature and applies to any newly-discovered information. 
Any record, docwnent. compilation of data or inf onnation, not produced because it 
bas not been located or discovered by the return date, shall be prodlleed immediately 
upon subsequc:nt location or discovery. 
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17. All documents 1hall be Bates-stamped sequentially and produced sequentially. 

18. Two sets of documents shall be delivered, one set to the Majority Staff and one set to 
the Minority Staff. When documents are produced to the Committee. production sets 
shall be delivered to the Majority Staft'in Room 2157ofthe Rayburn House Office 
Building and the Minority Staft'in Room 2471ofthe Rayburn House Office Building. 

19. Upon completion of the document production, you should submit a written 
certification, signed by you or your counsel, slalina that: (1) a diligent search has 
been completed of all documents in your Possession. custody, or conln>I which 
reasollflbly could contain responsive documents; and (2) all documents located during 
the search that are responsive ha\le been produced to the Committee. 

DefjgllioJu 

1. "The term "document" means any written. recorded, or graphic matter of any nature 
whatsoever, rcgardlc11 of how recorded, and whether original or copy, including. but 
not limited to, 1he following: memoranda. rcpons. expense reports. books,, manuals, 
instructions. finandal reports. workins papers. records. notes. letters, notices, 
confinnations, telegrams. receipts, appraisals. pamphlets, magazines, newspitpers, 
prospectuses, intcr-.office and intra-office r.:ommimications, electronic mail {e-mail), 
contracts, cables, notations of any type of conversation, teJephone call, me~ing or 
other communication. bulletins~ printed matter. computer printouts.. teletypes, 
invoices, transcripts, diaries. analy1es, returns, summaries, minutes, bills, accounts, 
estimates, projections, comparisons. mcssaaa, correspondence, ])l'eSS releases, 
circulars, finmic:ial statements, reviews, opinions, offers. studies and investigations, 
questionnaires and surveys, and work sheets (and all drafts, preliminary versions, 
alterations, modifications. revisions, cmnaes, and amendments of any of &he 
foregoing, as well as any attachments or appendices therctO), and graphic or oral 
reconls or representations of any kind (including without limitation, photographs, 
charts, araphs. microfiche, mir.:roOlm, video1ape, rcc:ordings and motion picturet), and 
elcclronic, mechanical, and electric records or ~re:sentations of any kind (including, 
without limitation. tapes, ~ disks, and m:onllngs) and other written, printed, 
typed, or other graphic or recorded mauer of any kind or nature, however produced or 
reproduced, and whether preserved in writing. tibn, tape, disk, videotape or 
otherwise. A document bearjns any n~tion not a part of the original text is to be 
considered a separate document. A draft or non-identical copy is a separate document 
within the meaning of this tenn. 

2. The term "commWlicalion" means each manner or means of disclosure or exchange 
ofinfonnation. regardless of means utilized. whether oral, cl~ic., by document or 
otherwise, and whelher in a meeting. by 1.elephonc. facsimile, email, regular maiJ, 
telexes, releases, or otherwise. 

3. The tcnns "andft and "or" shall be construed broadly and either conjunctively or 
disjunctively to bring within the &Cope of this request any informalion which might 
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otherwise be construed to be ouaside its seope. lbe singular includes plural nmnber, 
and vice versa. The masculine incJud~ the feminine 1111d neuter genders. 

4. The tcnns •person• or •personsn mean natural persons, firms, partnerships, 
associations, corporations. subsidiaries, divisions. depanments, joint ventures, 
proprietorships, syndicates, or other legal. lnlsiness or government entities, mi all 
subsidiaries, affil~ divisions. depariments. branches, or other units thereof. 

S. The term "identify: when used in a question about individuals, means to provide the 
following information: (a) the individual's complete name and title; and (b) the 
individual's business address and phone number. 

6. The term "referring or relating," with~ to any given subject, means anything 
that constitutes, contains, embodies, reflects. identifies, states, refers to, deals with or 
is pertinent to that subject in any mmmer whatsoever. 
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April 10, 2012 

The Honorable Charles F. Bolden, Jr 
Administrator 
NASA 
300 E Sttect SW 
Wmhio.gton, DC 20546 

Dear Administrator Bolden: 

The Committee on Oversight and Government Reform is satbering govemment­
wide data about the cost and frequency of agency-funded overnight conferences held 
outside of the Washington, D.C-area. As part of this investigation, I am writing to 
request docwnents and infonnation related 1o such. c:onferences and the employees who 
planned and attended them. 

On February 9, 2009, the Plesidcmt publieally condemned frivolous spending of 
taxpayer dollars at a town ball meeting in Indiana. He stated: ''you can't go take a trip to 
Las Vegas or go down to the Super Bowl on the taxpayers•· dime."1 

With that in mind, on July 24, 2009, I wrote to the Social Secwity Administration 
(SSA) to request documents and information related to a 1'1hree-day conference for 
managers at tlie Arimna Biltmore Resort and Spa.'a The agency subsequently produced 
documents to the Committee that showed it had been careless with taxpayer dollars. The 
SSA Administlator determined that "the confere:nce organizers made some decisions that 
were not fully compliant with (SSA] policies or adequately sensitive to the expedations 
of the agency . ..J 

1 Dave Toplikar, La.r Yega.r SriU 'Ruling' fro/ff Obama COltJWNRf/8, Saya MayoT, I.AS VF.GAS SUN (Oct 21, 
2010). 
2 Letter from Hon. Darrell Issa. RanJclna Member, Comm. on Owrsigbt A Oov't Reform [hlninafter 
Commiuee) to Hon. Michael J. Astruo. Adm'r, U.S. Social Security Admin. (July 24, 2009) (citing Joah 
Bemstem, Social SecurtJy Spsnds $700.000 on Phot!nbc Cor(awn«, KNXV-'JV, 
hUp:Jlwww.abctS.c:om/contentlnowslinvc:stipton/story/Social-Secmlty-spends-700-000-on· 
PhoenJx/RrHYWi41RkalmC7wlTm4uQ.cspx (last visited J\lly 16, 2009). 
3 Letter fi'om Hon. Micllael J. ASlrue, Adm'r, U.S. Social Security Adm.in., to H1111. Darrell Issa, Ran.Icing 
Member, Committee (Sept. 10, 2009). 
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The Honorable Charles F. Bolden, Jr 
April 10, 2012 
Page2 

The Administrator made significant organizational changes at SSA to prevent a 
recurrence.4 At the time, I hoped that the abundance of negative publicity about the event 
from a variety of news outlets would serve as notice 1hal federal departments and 
agencies cannot use taxpayer dollars to pay for vacations disguised as conferences.' 

The General Services Administration (GSA) failed to heed the President's 
message and to learn from the mistakes of the SSA According t.o an April 2, 2012, 
report by the GSA Office of the Inspector General (OIO), the agency's biennial Western 
Regions Conference held in October 2010 was '"excessive" and "wasteful."6 The 
conference, held at the M Re.Qt in Las Vegas. cost $822,751. ~to the OIG 
report, witnesses churacteriud the conference as "over the top."7 ln fact, the planners 
made it a priority to outdo previous years· conferences.8 

Other agencies will hold major cDDferen.ces in 1he upcoming months. The Las 
Vegas Convention and Visitors Authority lists a two-day coal mine methane conference 
in September for 150 attendees organized by the Environmental Protection Agency; a six­
day Department of Health and Human Services conference scheduled for lune, with 325 
expected attendees; and a Department of Defense worldwide education symposium for 
2,500 in July. 9 

On November 9, 2011, the President signed an executive onler that directed 
agencies to spend funds more efficiently .10 Specifically reJated to travel, the President 
stated: 

• 1t1. 

[T]o ensure efficient travel spendiJlg, agencies are encouraged to 
devise strategic alternatives to Govermnent travel, including local 
or technological alternatives, such as teleconferencing and video 
conferencing. Agencies should make all appropriate efforts to 
conduct business and host or sponsor evmts in space controlled br 
the FOOeral Oovemment. wherever practicable and cost effective.' 

5 Sa Joseph RhcD A Brian Ross, Social Securlty Execs Boogie Down at LaYisli Plrotmix Ca(lfl'sncs, ABC 
NBws {July IS, 2009). !Aawy on fovr Dime. FOJl Ni;ws (Apr. 29, 2011)., 
}_lttp://video.foxnews.com/v/393S199/luxury-on-youM!ime/. 
'Gmi. Serva. Admin., Office oflbe Inspector Gen., Managtnnenl Dejic~ncy Rr,port: Gen. Sen. Admln. 
Public Buildings Service 2010 Wmem RegiOM Collf~ence (Apr. 2, 2012) [hereinafter OIG bport). 
7 Jd.at1·2. 
1 ld 
'Steve Tetreault & Peter Urban, Nevadt:w, Industry scramble to limitfollo11t.from GSA junket, LAS VEGAS 
Rl!VJBW-.lOURNAL, Apr. 4, 2012. . 
10 Exec. Order No. 13,589, availableathttp://www.whitehouse.gov/tl»prelll-(Jffice/2011111/09/ex.ei:utive-­
ordor-promating-effieient...pending (Nov. 9. 2011). 
11 Jd. 
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With regard to commemorative items, the President directed agencies to "limit the 
purchase of promotional items (e.g. plaques, clothing, and commemorative items), in 
particular where they are not cost-effectivc."12 This order, in addition to the President's 
public comments, should deter event organizers from even considering expensive off-site 
conferences. 

The Consumer Financial Protection Bureau (CFPB) appears to be ignoring the 
President's clear guidance. Despite the President's comments and the executive order, 
CFPB is seeking to hire an "Invitations Coordinator."13 This individual•s duties include 
tracking invitations for CFPB agency officials, :researching the events to which they are 
invited, and maintaining a master schedule of evcnts:14 The individual who fills this role 
could earn as much as $102,900 annually.15 

As families around the country are having to spend less to make ends meet. the 
federal government must follow suit. The American people have an expcc1ation that the 
tederal government is not using their tax dollars to pay for lavish conference11 or to fund 
the salaries of event planners. In Older to assist the Committee with its investigation, 
please provide responses to the following requests for infmmation: 

1. Provide a list of overnight confcrcnces funded by the department and 
atteoded by more than 50 employees since January 1, 2005. For each 
conference provide date(s). location, cost, funding source, and number of 
attendees. 

2. Provide the names, titles. and salaries of any individuals employed by the 
department to plan events. 

The Committee also requests that the Department produce the following 
documents, in electronic format, f~ the time period January 1, 2005 to the present: 

3. The address of any website created to promote, track, or commemorate 
department conferences. If the website is currently archived on the agency's 
intnmet. provide an elec:tronic copy. 

The Committee on Oversight and Government Reform is the principal oversight 
committee of the House of Representatives and may at "any time" investigate "any 
matter" as set forth in House Rule X An attaclunent t.o this letter provides additional 
information about responding to the Committee's request. 

IZ Jd, 
11 Job Announ.cemcnt Nmnber 12.CFPB-145X, Invitations Coordinator, Consumer Financial Problctkm 
Buraau, available at hUp:/lwww.usajobs.gov/Getlob/ViewDetailsl30622SSOO (last visitrid Apr. S, 2012), 
14 /d. 
1~ Id. 
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We request that you provide the requested documents and infonnation as soon as 
possible, but no later than noon on April 23, 2012. When producing documents to the 
Committee, please deliver production sets to the Majority Staft'in Room 2157 of the 
Rayburn House Office Building and the Minority Staff in Room 2471 of the Raybum 
HQuse Office Building. The Committee prefers, if possible, to receive all documents in 
electronic format. 

If you have any questions about this request, please contact Ashley Callen or 
Aahok Pbrto of the Committee Staff at (202) 225-5074. Thank you for your attention to 
this matter. 

Enclosure 

cc: The Honorable Elijah E. Cmnmings, Ranking Member 
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National Aeronautics and 
Spece Administration 
Office of the Adrillnlllnlor 
Wuhlnglon, DC 20548-0001 

The Honorable Fnmlc R. Wolf 
Chainnan . 
Subconunitlee on ComDteMC, Justice, 
Science. and Related Agencies 

Committee on Appropriations 
U.S. House of:Rqnaem.tives 
Wubington, DC 10S IS 

Dear Mr. Chainnan: 

June IS, 2012 

Thank you for your letter of May 22, 2012, requesting aasuranc:es regarding 
NASA's conference policies and p:occdures. You also asked for confirmation~ all 
ciurent year utual and planned eonfcrcnce expenditures are ncceSAI)' activities, dhe.ct1y 
related to the mission and core responsibilities of- Agency. 

NASA endeavors to fulfill our Space Act mutdate while fillfllling tho great 
responsibility we have to oxpead taxpayer dollan· in a prudent fashion. We.currently 
review any NASA-11pon&Ol"Cd conference wi1h to1al costs exceeding $20,000, before 
proceeding with approval. Recently, in rc:spoase t.o OMB Memorandum 12-12, we are also 
reviewing.non-NASA conferences whc:rc anendanco by NASA personnel may exceed 
$100,000 fPr any one eonbenee. In addition to lhniting Agency participation in certain 
conferences. we have also chalJenaed offices sponsoring Agency ccmfctmKJeJ to find 
innovative alternative&. I am being kept fully and currently infi>rmed of those eftbrts. 

NASA is cummtly reviewing and refining several prop0sal11 dud will further 
enhance our polk:ies .and proccdmes relating t.o cmifmences and plana to implement these 
by early summer. Moreover, to enhance reporting ml approwl processes, we are investing 
in a system enhancement to 1he Agency's Conference Tracking System. which wiU permit 
detailed planning and monitoring on a confemx:o-by-conference basis. 

As the NASA Administrator, l 1ake my responsibility and accountability for u1e of 
taxpayer dollan in this area very seriQUSly, and I would be pleased to discuss this matter 
with you.in greater~ if you wish.· 
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Cnunitttr on 9pproprtatiDns 
Uubfngton, -~ 28flj-6015 

May22.2012 

Maj. Gm. (Ret.) Charlca F. BoJdai, J1. 
Administrator 
National AelonauCicl md Space Adminil&ration 
Wubinaton, DC 20546 

Dear Administrator Bolden: 

- .. -.--Ul"fllll.-PE191J.'111CLOmY ..... -·-·---L_,,_ __ 
- .. --Cll:.<J1' _,,....,_ 
.-w.111.-.~ 111-._,. - .. -.-CAllOta --111.-.-------Miii\-.-.. - .. ~ _,,.."...,,._ 
IAl'IUl IO.lllmlMllll.i.w­
-111. -.-.--IA--11.-.--··--_____ ... 
---­__ .. _ -cm1-.m 

I am deeply concermd about wasteful c:onfaence aperutina, llUCb 11 the lbuses revealed 
in the ra-.ent GSA Las Vegas conference sandal. 

The au.died Fox NCWB report descrfbell an mravaaant Nindi CimDt Judicial Conference 
in HIWlil. Such actions not only raise questions about the poslible wato of public funds; 
they a1ao undermine public <lOnfidcoee in govemment. 

I ask you to immediately reueea the Agency'• confen:ncc policies and procedures and 
MpOrt badt to the Committee by June s. 2012. confirming that )'Olll' ~licica and 
procedures are adequate to prevent wute ind abuA. In yom respome please llso confirm 
that any end all cunent year actual and planned conference cxpmditurcs ~ 
DelCC8ll8I)' stivitia that are directly related to the million and core iapcmsibilitics of the 
Ap,col:y, and adhere to legal and regulatory lbmdards and the strictest ltaDdmds of 
iaponm"bility and IK:COUDtability, 

Thank you for yom att.ontion co this matter. 

Sincaely 

~a~--
CbaimUm. Subcommittee on Conunercc. 
Justice, Science. and Related Agenciel 
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Judges' plans for lavish Sl million Hawaii 
conference bring scrutiny 
Published May 21, 2012 
FoxNews. c.om 

On the heels of the scandal surrounding one government agency's lavish Las Vegas 
conference. federal judges in the western U.S. clreuit are catching flak from Congress for 
a planned Maui getaway that could cost taxpayers more than $1 million. 

The Maui meet-up is scheduled for August under the banner of the 2012 Ninth Circuit 
Judicial Conference, and will include judges, attorneys,. staff and "special guests" from 
various federal courts spread across nine western states-including judges on 1he 
Califomia~based Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals. 

While in Hawaii, the guests are scheduled to stay in the upscale Hyatt Regency Maui 
Resort & Spa. And they'Jl have the chance to kick back with an array of recreational 
actMties--sport fishing, golf, paddle-board lessons, yoga, Zwnba, even a floral design 
workshop. 

The official website for the conference SLrcSses that ·•government funds are not used for 
any recreational or sporting activities.'' 

But Sen.s, Jeff Sessions, R-Ala., and Chuck GrassJey, R-lowa. ~ a letter to Ninth Circuit 
C.bief Judge Al~x Kozinski. called the activities "unre1ated to the business of the court" 
and questioned whether the Ninth Circuit reaUy needed to ship evecyone out to the 
islands-e trip that incurs substantial costs in travel and lodgins alone. 

"The programs read more like a '.iacation than a business trip to discuss the means of 
improving the administration of justice;• they wrote ..... We are concerned about the overaJl 
cost of this conference and do not believe that discussions about the administration of 
justice would be less successful were they held somewhere othet than a spa and resort in 
Hawaii." 

A statement from the senators estimated the trip could cost more than $ J million-­
pegging the cost of accommodations alone at more than $500.000. That factors in room 
rates of between $230 and $250 per night for four nights. 

Contln11ed ..• 
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The government also provides a per diem---eccording to the conference website, this per 
diem starts at a base level of $289. 

Circuit Court Executive Cathy Catterson issued a written response to the complaints 
Monday afternoon saying the senators" letter is beins reviewed and defending the 
upcoming conference. 

''As part of the Third Branch of government. the Ninth Circuit is fully aware of its 
responsibilities as a steward of public funds.- Catterson said. noting the conference is 
'"authorized by law'' for the purposes of considering court business and ways to improve 
the administration of justice. 

"The conference fully adheres to these goals, providing Bil exceptional educational 
program and the opportunity to conduct numerous business meetings that further circuit 
governance. Judges and other attendees take seriously their obligation to participate fully 
in the conference;· she said ... Costs for lodgina and air travel to attend the conference are 
comparative to those found at mainland venues. Any sporting and recreational activities 
are paid for by individuals and are n01 reimbursable ... 

The hotel itself is situated on Kaanapali Beach. in the north~stcm comer of the island 
on the outskirts of the island·s lush rainforests. The resort features a full-service spa, a 
salon, 1,800 feet of beachfront property, two pools Y.ith waterfalls, a rope bridge and an 
outdoor whirlp<X,I. 

The GOP senators. in their letter, fired off a slew of questions for the Ninth Circuit about 
ihc cost of past conventions and the rationale for the upcoming one. They referenced the 
scandal over the General Services Administration conference in Las Veps, which cost 
taxpayers more than $800.000. 

"Technology is so ad'\anced that people are earning college degrees online and soldier11 
serving halfway across the world use Skype with their families at home:· Orassley said in 
a statement. 

"'LikeY.ise, a judicial circuit court should be capable of using technology to share 
information without requiring a trip 10 an island paradise. It's especially tone-deaf to plan 
a pricey c.onference after the GSA debacle. The taxpayers can't sustain this kind of 
spending, and they shouldn't have to. The coun should re-examine whether this is the 
best use of tax dollars." 

http://www.foxnews.comlpolitics/2012/05/21/Jenatqrs-putinim-iudges-oyq-tone:(leaf­
conference-on-island-paradjse/ 
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National Aeronautlca and 
Space Admlnlslratlon 
Office af the Administrator 
waahlngtOn, DC 20546-0001 

The Honorable Frank R. Wolf 
Cbainnan 
Subcommitt.cc on Commcn=e, 
Justice, Science, and Related Agmcies 
United States House of Rcp'csentativea 
Washington.DC 20515 

Dear Cbainnan Wolf 

•

I 
. 

Junc4,2012 

Thank you for your letter of May 31, 2012. I oonfinn that yourleUm roflec:IJ 
NASA's intontions for the Commercial Clew Program (CCP). NASA is worldng to ensure 
that we end our reliance on foreign crew transportation to the Jntemldional Space Station· 
(ISS) and uti~ sa&, cost-effective U.S. crew transportation capabilities as soon u we are 
able to certify those systems to cerry NASA asaonauts. 

As you know. our strategy is two-fold. NASA is using Space Act Agreements to 
support tho development of commercial crew transporlation capabilities that NASA could 
eventually buy. and wi11 use FAR-based contrldl tbr the certificadon ofdtoso capabilities 
and for the procun.mont of crew tramportation services to and ftom the ISS. NASA is 
developing a strategy to award F AR.-based coatracb and anticipates having 1his .strategy 
substantively complete before Commercial ~ Integrated Capability (C(:iCAP) award. 
We will comfnue to keep the Commia= informed an the progtess of1his effort. 

I \YOUld emphuizc that it is very important that final PY 2013 funding for the CCP 
be u robust 111 poSSl'blc-e. conference funding outcome for the CCP above the Scuate­
proposcd Jcvel and closer to the President's FY 2013 request is highly dosirablc. in that it 
wiU increase NASA's ability to deliver the safe and cfli=ctivc program we both wish to see 
ac:complished. Furthermore, it is important to note that the CCP will require inciascd 
annual funding in fiJturc years to accomplish the current program plan. 
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~nps of thr !lnittd ~mtts 
tulR af Rqnmuaduo 

a:a1m1dtttr an ~111 
Wubllp, 19€ lOjJj-tGJj 

May31 .. 2012 

Mlj. Gan. (Itet.) Charles F. Bolden. Jr. 
Adminillrator . 
Natioqal Amouutia ml Spece AdmfDislration 
Wasbfnaton. DC 20546 

Dear Admlnllfnltor Boldea: 

All )'OU knaW, 1 have been. deeply troubled by NASA 111oals for and tnanaaanent of the 
Commacfal Clew Program (CCP) OW4' lbc Jut two JClll'S· 'fho.n=port accoqllD)ing H.K. 5326 
exprused a number ollllf ~emi llld impoted 1 mw manaaemmt paradigm oa. the prognm 
tbat ~ iraaded to addrou ibo110 c:oaccrns. The publloatioD. of tho ~U.'1 CCP r.,rt 
lquap taudacd off I aeries of diaoiCllJI betwem my office, other mem.ben, o\lUllde c:xpcrll 
and NASA u.tfitt which ft became c1c8r tJud many of the ccmccrns expressed in bl leJIOrt n 
bzoadly lharecl and tbat thCftl ii mpftcaat iDtcrCllt in~ potatia1 ·IOJutioas to those 
conccmB. 

A1tbo1lgb. I bdicve ~ appmaeh oadinad in the ~·1 report .remains t1Ja !DOit 

~ wayforwmd fbr t1U pmpam. tho Committee has cmpgtA NASA ta find otber 
potont.ieJ IOlndan' 1hlt ~ ad*- llOIDC of the idc:atified COllQaBB while pmutinf any 
disrupdoa in dcveJopmcnt work peadlag CODfaD.cc on the fisclJ. year 2013 appmpriadons billa. 
As a mault of recent ctiacusaionl. lWI have mt.bed 10111C1 oommnri ~with NASA 
iqardlnghowtboCCP llhotild be nwtapd and how NASA will~ to tho oYend.gbt-* 
ar1he eonps with reapect to the CCP's implementadon. I bcliM.1beac undrnflnclinga 
rqnsent a path foiward 1h&t partially~ Che sipD.ficant c:cmca• nised In the 
Colnmiuac•s report ad, while diff'orina ftQm the me•pmesd and budget plm NASA proposed 
earlier ill the year. still a.llawa the CCP to meet its propmnnatic goala. 
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I ~ectNASA to provide to the~ ... ~ roadmap for1be pruatam 
that ldlceCa the updates mS dmp to the men•_ plin cmbodted Jn the above 
undentlndinga. This roadmap lhoulcl include fbr each phue of the pmpn the number of 
upectocl CODlllJadal pudolpants and their eadmm;cf fin1ncia] eoatxibutiun to lhe propam; tbe 
procmemeat !DMbapin to be uaed; mid tbt. major perfhmwnai milcstma to be ldiieved. 
RacoanJzing 1hat IUch a pJm woald likely ~.procurement-aemitlve in itl oomplete fonn, a 
modified, publicly rolemblc roadmap lboulcl also be provided. A cJcldy daflnal zOlldmlp fiJr 
the zem1inder of this program will be impOltut to lddreniag 10me af1he conccms identified in 
the Committee npol1 and far Consr-fcma! oventpt. 

I allo expect t1'llt NASA will~ opaJ to .ncl C:oopmtive with OUSllde ovcnight 
(fncludina any additioml OYllflisbt requmte,d by die CODlll1itmc) M we move forward. Above 
aU.1 bdiml it la bnpendivo that 1lic f\mdins pioviclcd 1br tb1a proarim be foaed to c:asme that 
U.S. crew .ccca1 to the ISS ii natmed 11 qlJlictly and Dly aa poulble, whilo mtnfmirJq 

• government CXJIOIUIC ln.1be event of cammctor tmmhwion or fiUlurc. 

';lblmk ,ou. and I look furwlrd to your rcapaDICI. 
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Rep.'y to Altn cf: 

National Aeronautics and Space Administration 

Headquarters 
Washington, DC 20546-0001 

The Honorable Danell E. Issa 
Chairman 

July 25, 2012 

Committee on Oversight and Government Reform 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

• 

This letter is in response to your July 12. 2012, letter regarding participation by senior 
officials at political fund.raising events. 

As you know, the Hatch Act permits senior government officials to participate in certain 
political activities that are consistent with the law as long as it does not interfere with 
their official duties. However, Administrator Bolden and Deputy Administrator Garver 
have not attended any Super PAC event or participated in the "Speakers Series" or similar 
political fundraising event. Additionally, no NASA employee is assigned to coordinate 
with the Democratic National Committee on events such as the "Speakers Series." 

Thank you for your interest in NASA. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
L. Seth Statler 
Associate Administrator 

for Legislative and lntergovenunental Affairs 
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ONE HUNDRBJ TWS.FTH CONGRESS 

(ongrel• of tfJe tlntteb 6tatd 
··-ot iUprdentatftld 

COMMITTEE~ OVERSIGHT AND GOVERNMENT REFORM 
2157 RAYBURN Hous; Office BUILDING 

WMIHIN&roN, DC 2C51M143 

The Honorable Charles F. Bolden, Jr. 
Administrator 

--------------.,........._... 
July 12, 2012 

National Aeronautics and Space Administration 
300 E Street, SW 
Washington, D.C. 20546 

Dear Administrator Bolden: 

Jn June 2010, I wrote to the heads of federal departments and agencies requesting 
information regarding the involvement of White House political personnel in official travel. I 
Now. I am writing to request similar information in the context of fundraising for the 0cn)ocratic 
Party. Recent media reports hldicate that Cabinet Secretaries are actively involved in fundraising 
for super PACs. 2 On Jwie 7, 2012, Politico reported that with regard to Cabinet Secretaries 
participating in political events, the President has now "tum[ed] them [the Cabinet] loose for 
fundraisers and taxpayer-funded trips that meld policy and politics, and sometimes fall into the 
gray area between the two. •tl Additionally, according to White House coJTCSpOndent Daniel 
Stone: 

Rather than fundraisc for super PACs himself, the president decided he 
would send campaign and adniinistration emissaries to the events Qegally, 
Obama officials couldn't ask for the money outright, but could hobnob 
with donors before checks exchanged bands). Yet to keep Democratic 
campaign coffers full, the president agreed to an ambitious fundraising 

· schedule, as many as six each week •..• 4 

The Committee is investigating the frequency with which Cabinet Secre1aries appear at super 
PAC events and whether govemment funds have been used for travel to and ftom these events. 

1 St1fl. a.g., Letter from Rep. Durell Issa, Ranking Member, H. Comm. on OVersight IL Govenunerrt R.efonn (OGR) 
to Hon. Hilluy Clinton_ See'y, U.S. Dep'tofState (JuneJ, 2010). 
2 Darren Samuelsohn. Obama's CabiMI Members Mbc Polley, PDlilla. Pol.ITICO, June 7, 2012; Byron Tau. Obama 
Shtft R«onn«Ct8 Donors lo CablltBI SccrettVlu, Polrrloo, Feb. 2, 2012; Daniel Stone, Obam11'1 FlllUVaulllg on 
Stlll'Oids: Chowing on ..Amblrious Schedule to Avo;d Swpu PACr, DAILY BEAST, May ti, 2012; Michael Barone, 
FIUllhai3ing, Chicago-Sty/•, NAT. REVIEW, M.y 3, 2012. . . 
1 Darren Samuelsohn, Obama'1 CabiMI Mernben Mix Polley, PD/ilit:1, Pounco, June 7, 2012. 
4 Danie! Stone, Obama'& Frmdrainng on Slaroidl: Clro<Mlng an AmbltiDllS Schedule 10 Avoid Syer PA.~, DAILY 
BEAST, May 6,2012. 
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The Honorable Charles F. Bolden, Jr. 
July 12, 2012 
Page2 

Shortly after the President filed for re-election, th~ Wall Street Journal reported on 
another type of :fundraising event - the "Speakers Series. ,,s According to the Journal, high­
ranking government officials, well known entertainers, accomplished corporate leaders, and 
senior White House advisors have participated in Speakers Series events1 which give supporters 
the chance to meet these individuals in exchange for a contrib~tion to the Obama campaign.6 

The Speakers Series, the super PAC fundraising participation, and travel to battleground 
states, appear to reflect an orchestrated attempt to use govenunent officials for partisan 
fund.raising purposes. The Wall Street Journal further reported that government officials such as 
Environmental Protection Agency Administrator Lisa P. Jackson, Secretary of Energy Steven 
Chu, and Secretary of Education Ame Duncan have all participated in the Speakers Series.7 

Close advisors to the President have also participated. The story in the Journal stated: 

White House chief of staff Bill Daley has rubbed elbows with smaH 
groups of top Obama campaign donors, as has [sic] senior White Holl&: 
advisors David Plouffe and Valerie Jarrett. 8 

The Committee's manda~ is to oversee the proper stewardship of taxpayer dollars. The 
Committee must also investigate any intersection between official duties and political activities. 
Historically, the intersection between political and official events has led to misuse of official 
government funds. 

The Hatch Act, which govems political activity by government officials, falls squarely 
within the Committee's jurisdiction. As such, the Committee has held two hearings on this 
.subject during the 112th Congress. Most recently, on May 16, 2012, the C.Ommittee held a 
hearing entitled, ''The Hatcli Act: Options for Reform.'' The hearing sought, among other things, 
to evaluate potential changes to the Office of Special C.Ounsel's jurisdiction over state and local 
Hatch Act violations, provide better guidance for presidential political appointees who have both 
official and political responsibilities, and consider how new communications teclmology affects 
the Hatch Act community. As in the past, panel witnesses reflected a noteworthy consensus that 
a Hatch update was esscntiaJ for improving enforcement and guidance. 

To assist the Committee in its investigation of Cabinet travel for fundraising purposes 
and other Hatch Act matters, please provide the following documenrs and information, as well as 
answers to the following questions: 

1. Have you or any senior department or agency official attended any super PAC or 
other political events? 

5 Jonathan Weisman & Carol E. Lee, Obama SWmg-StaJe 'llfsit.r Surpass Presjdelllial Record, WALL ST. I., Nov. 28, 
2011. . 
6 /d 
7/d 
I /d. 
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The Honorable Charles F. Bolden. Jr. 
Ju1y 12, 2012 
Page3 

2. If so, provide a list of the event(s), the department or agency participant(s), the 
date(s), the vcnue(s), the department or agency official(s)' mode of transportation to 
and from the event, and designate whether official or campaign funds were used to 
pay for the transportation. In addition, provide an agenda or program for the event(s). 

3. Have you or any senior department or agency official participated in the Speakers 
Series or other similar political events? 

4. Are there any department or agency employees who coordinate with the Democratic 
National Committee on events such as the Speakers Series or other political events? 
If so, provide their names. 

5. Please provide all documents and communications related to the Speakers Series or 
other political events in which you or other senior officials have participated. 

The Committee on Oversight and Government Refonn is the principal oversight 
committee of the House of Representatives and may at "any time" investigate "any matter" as 
set forth in House Rule X. An attachment to this letter provides additional infonnation about 
responding to the Committee's request. 

We request that you provide the requested documents and information as soon as 
possible, but by no later than 5:00 p.m. on July 26, 2012. When producing documents to the 
Committee, please deliver production sets to the Majority Staff in Room 2157 of the Rayburn 
House Office Building and the Minority Staff in Room 2471 of the Rayburn House Office 
Building. The Committee prefers, if possible, to receive all documents in electronic format. 

If you have any questions about this request, please contact Ashley Callen of the 
Committee staff at (202) 225-5074. Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

Enclosure 

cc: The Honorable Elijah E. Cummings. Ranking Minotity Member 
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ONE HUNDREC TWEl.FTH CONGRESS 

<tongr~i of tbt 1tnittb 6tatd 
Jflour of l\eprlfmtatibes 

COMMITIEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOVERNMENT REFORM 

2157 RAYBURN House OPFIOf BvtLDING 

WAS!-!INGTON, DC 2051541143 
u.. . " t:Ct'2S-odM-' ,A ¥t, I ~1»4fr-' 
U L.h ~12'Y-~•tJ 

......... .;.1'1."'1~•·~ 

R@foonding to Committee Document Request& 

1. In complying with this request, you are required to produce all responsive documents that arc 
in your possession, custody, or control, whether held by you or your past or present agents, 
employees, and representatives acting on your behalf You should also produce documents 
that you have a legal right to obtain, that you have a right to copy or to which you have 
acce&1, as well as documents that you have placed in the temporary possession, custody, or 
control of any third party. Requested records, documents, data or information should not be 
destroyed, modified, removed, transferred or otherwise made inaccessible to the Committee. 

2. Jn the event that any entity, organization or individual denoted in this request has been. or is 
also known by any other name than tnat herein denoted. the request shall be read also to 
include that altemative identification. 

3. Tbe Committee's preference is to receive documents in electronic fonu (i.e., CD, memory 
stick, or thumb drive) in lieu of paper productions. 

4. Documents produccsd in electronic fonnat should also be organized, identified, and indexed 
e1ectronica1ly. 

S. Electronic document productions should be prepared according to the following standards: 

(a) The production should consist of single page Tagged Image File (''TIF"), files 
accompanied by a Concordance-format load file, an Op1icon reference :file, and a file 
defining the fields and character lengths of tbe load file. 

(b) Document numbers in the load file should match document Bates numbers and TIP file 
names. 

(c) If the production is completed through a series of multiple partial productions, field 
names and file order in all load files should match. 

(d) Alt electronic documents produced to the Committee should include the following fields 
of mctadata specific to each document; · 

BEGDOC, ENDDOC, TEXT, BEGAlTACH, ENDATf ACH, 
PAGECOUNT,CUSTOD!AN, RECORDTYPE, DATE, TIME, SENTDATE. 
SEN'ITIME, BEGINDATE. BEGINTIME. ENDDATE, ENDTIME, AUTHOR, FROM, 

l 
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CC, TO, BCC, SUBJECT, TITLE) FILENAME, FILEEXT, FILESIZE, 
DA TECREATED, TIMECREATED, DA TELASTMOD, TIMELASTMOD, 
INTMSGID, INTMSGHEADER, NATIVELINK, INTFILPATH, EXCEPTION, 
BEGA1TACH. 

6. Documents produced to the Committee should include an index describing the contents of 
the production. To the extent more than one CD, hard drive, memory stick, thumb drive, box 
or folder is produced, each CD, hard drive, memory stick. thlDnb drive, box or folder should 
contain an index describing its contents. 

7. Documents produced in response to this requ~ shall be produced together with copies of file 
labels, dividers or identifying markers with which they were associated when the request was 
served. 

8. When you produce documents, you should identify the paragraph in the Committee's 
schedule to which the documents respond. 

9. It shall not be a basis for refusal to produce documents that any other person or entity also 
possesses non-identical or identical copies of the same documents. 

10. If any of the requested information is only reasonably available in machine-readable form 
(such as on a computer server, hard drive, or computer backup tape), you should consult with 
the Committee staff to detennine the appropriate fonnat in which to produce the information. 

11. If compliance with the request cannot be made in full by the specified return date. 
compliance shall be made to the extent possible by that date. An explanation of why full 
compliance is not possible shall be provided along with any partial production. 

12. In the event that a doC'Ulllent is withheld on the basis of privilege, pro'Vide a privilege log 
containing the following information concerning any such document: (a) the privilege 
asserted; (b) the type of docwn.ent; (c) the general subject matter; (d) the date, author and 
addressee; and (e) the relationship of the author and addressee to each other. 

13. If any document responsive to this request was, but no longer is, in your possession, custody, 
or control, identify the document (stating its date, author, subject and recipients) and explain 
the circumstances under which the document ceased to be in your possession, custody, or 
control. 

14. If a date or other descriptive detail set forth in this request referring to a docwnent is 
inaccurate, but the actual date or other descriptive detail is known to you or is otherwise 
apparent from the context of the request, you are required to produce all documents which 
would be responsive as if the date or other descriptive detail were correct. 

15. Unless otherwise specified, the time period covered by this request is from January 1, 2009 
to the present 

16. This request is continuing in nature and applies to any newly-discovered information. Any 
record, document, compilation of data or information, not produced because it has not been 

2 

63 



located or discovered by the return date, Shall be produced immediately upon subsequent 
location or discovery. 

17. All documents shall be Bates-stamped sequentially and produced sequentially. 

18. Two sets of documents shall be delivered, one set to the Majority Staff and one set to the 
Minority Staff. When documents are produced to the Committee, production sets shall be 
delivered to the Majority Staff in Room 2157 of the Rayburn House Office Building and the 
Minority Staff in Room 2471 of the Rayburn House Office Building. 

19. Upon completion of the document production, you should submit a written certification, 
signed by you or your counsel, stating that: (1) a diligent search has been completed of all 
documents in your possession, custody, or control which reasonably could contain responsive 
documents; and (2) all documents located during the search that are responsive have been 
produced to the Committee. 

Schedule Definitions 

1. The tenn "document" means any written, recorded, or graphic matter of any nature 
whatsoever, regardless of how recorded, and whether original or copy, including, but not 
limited to, the following: memoranda, reports, expense reports, books, manuals, instructions, 
financial reports, working papers, records, notes, letters, notices, confmnations, telegrams, 
receipts, appraisals, pamphlets, magazines, newspapers, prospectuses, inter-office and intra­
office communicatioru;, electronic mail (e-mail), contracts, cables, notations of any type of 
conversation, telephone call, meeting OT other communication, bulletins, printed matter, 
computer printouts, teletypes, invoices, transcripts, diaries, analyses, returns, summaries, 
minutes, bills, accounts, estimates, projections, comparisons, messages, correspondence, 
press releases, circulal'S, financial statements, reviews, opinions, offers, studies and 
investigations, questionnaires and surveys, and work sheets {and all drafts, preliminary 
versions, alterations, modifications, revisions, changes, and amendments of any of the 
foregoing. as well as any attachments or appendices thereto), and graphic or oral records or 
representations of any kind (including without limitation, photographs, charts, graphs, 
microfiche, microfilm, videotape, recordings and motion pictures), and electronic, 
mechanical, and electric records or representations of any kind (including, without limitation, 
tapes, cassettes, disks, and recordings) and other written, printed, typed, or other graphic or 
recorded matter of any kind or nature, however produced or reproduced, and whether 
preserved in writing, film, tape, disk, videotape or otherwise. A document bearing any 
notation not a part of the original text is to be considered a separate document. A draft or 
non-identical copy is a separate document within the meaning of thls term. 

2. The tenn "communication" 1neans each manner or means of disclosure or exchange of 
information, regardless of means utilized, whether oral, electronic, by document or 
otherwise, and whether in a meeting, by telephone, facsimile, email (desktop or mobile 
device), text message, instant message, MMS or SMS message, regular mail, telexes, 
releases, or otherwise. 
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3. The terms "and" and ''or., shall be construed broadly and either conjunctively or disjunctively 
to bring within the scope of this request any information which might otherwise be construed 
to be outside its scope. The singular includes plural number, and vice versa. The masculine 
includes the feminine and neuter genders. 

4. The terms "person" or "persons" mean natural persons, firms, partnerships, associations, 
corporations, subsidiaries, divisions, departments, joint ventures, proprietorships, syndicates, 
or other legal, business or government entities, and all subsidiaries, affiliates, divisions, 
departments, branches, or other units thereof. 

5. The term "identify," when used in a question about individuals, means to provide the 
following information: (a) the individual's complete name and title; and (b) the individual's 
business address and phone number. 

6. The term "refening or relating," with respect to any given subject, means anything that 
constitutes, contains, embodies, reflects, identifies, states, refers to, deals with or is pertinent 
to that subject in any manner whatsoever. 

7. The tenn .. employee" means agent, borrowed employee, casual employee, consultant, 
contractor, de facto employee, independent contractor, joint adventurer, loaned employee, 
part-time employee. permanent employee, provisional employee, subcontractor, or any other 
type of service provider. 
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National Aeronautics and Space Administration 

Headquarters 
Washington, DC 20546-0001 

February 13, 2013 

RllPI!· ta Alln a1: OLIA/2012-00648:RM:cel 

The Honorable Darrell E. Issa 
Chairman 
Committee on Oversight and Go\remment Refonn 
U.S. House of Representatives 
WashingtoD, DC 20515 

Dear Chairman Issa: 

The Administrator has asked that I respond to your request fur infonnation regarding his 
official travel schedule for the time period ftom July 15, 2009, to the present. 

Pursuant to your request, enclosed is .a liBt that provides the following information fur 
each NASA-fimded trip conducted by tho Administrator from July 15, 2009 through 
August 31. 2012. 

a) The travel start and end dates; 
b) The official purpose of the travel; 
c) The travel destination; 
d) Officials and other individuals with whom the Administrator met during the 

ttave1, including the names of principals involved in any meetings; 
e) NASA employees and/or other Federal employees who accompenied the 

Administrator on each 1rip; and, 
i) Non-Federal employees who accompanied the Administrator on each trip 

whose travel wu ftmded by NASA. 

We would be happy to discuss this infonnation in tUrther detail at your-convenience. 

~M 
L. Seth Statler 
Associate Administrator 

for Legislative and Intergovernmental Affairs 

cc: The Honorable Elijah E. Cummings, Ranking Minority Member 
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National Aen>nautica and Space Administration 

Office Gf the Admlnletratar 
Washington, DC 20546-0001 

The Honomble Steven Palazzo 
Chainnan 

October 15, 2012 

Subcommittee on Space and Aeronautics 
Committee on Science, Spiee. and Teclmology 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20S1S 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Thank you for yom letter of September 19, 2012, signed jointly with Chainnan 
Hall, Ranking Member Johnson, and Suboommittee Ranking Manha: Costello, in 
which you formalir.e a n:quest from Committee staff that NASA undertake an 8Jlalysis 
of the potential cost and schedule for the Commercial Crew Program under certain 
stipulated assumptions. 

Many of the matters raised.in your Jetter were discussed during the hearing 
before the Committee on September 14, 2012. AB tlie Associate Administrator for 
Hmnan Exploration and Operations. William Gerstenmaiar, testified, NASA bas a two· 
foJd strategy to end the United States' sole reliance on foreign crew transportation to the 
JntematioDal Space Station (ISS) and utilize a safe, cost-effective U.S. Crew 
Transportation System (CTS) as soon as we are able to certify those systems to cany 
NASA astronauts: 

• NASA is using Space Act Agreements under the Commercial Crew Integrated 
Capability (CCiCap) phase to support the design and development of 
commcrcial crew transportation capabilities; these ogreemems will be 21 months 
in duration for the base pcriod, l'UDDing from August 2012 through May 2014, 
leading to approximately a critical design review level of maturity for at least 
two of the qree.mmtB. 

• NASA will use FAR-based con1racts for the certification of commercially 
developed capabilities and for the procurement of crew transportation services to 
and from the ISS to meet NASA requirements .. 

NASA is committed to ensuring that the requiremcnta, standards, and processes 
for CTS certification for all commercial missions are held to the same or equivalent 
safety standards as Government human spaceflight missions, and NASA certification 
will cover all aspects of any CTS. To enable the earliest possible mew 1ransportation, 
NASA will begin the initial certification efforts immediatety and hu issued a Request 
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for Proposals for 2-4 FAR-based fixed-price Certification Products Contracts (CPCs) 
for the CTS Certification Phase 1 that will begin early NASA-managed certificatton 
activities; the period of performance will be approximately 15 mouths, with awards in 
February 2013. This will be followed in FY 2014 by award of 1-2 CT'S Certification 
Phase 2 FAR-based contracts to include development, test, evaluation, and certification. 

During the period of the sh<-month FY 2013 Continuing Resolubcm. NASA 
expects to fund Commercial Crew activities at an annualiz.ed .rate of $406 million, 
equivalent to the FY 2012 enacted level. which will support planned CCiCap and CPC 
activities during that period. To support program requirements beyond the six-month 
period, a full-year funcling level of at least the FY 2013 Senate-proposed level of$525 
million is required. 

It is important to note that the CCP will require increased 11IJJ1ual funding in future 
years-above the level projected for FY 2013-to maintain competition during 
development and accomplish t1m current program plan to deliver an effective and timely 
ISS crew transportation capability. NASA h3s endeavored to be clear on this point in 
our .discussions with ~. It is important that appropriate funding be provided to 
secure timely, safe, redundant crew mmsportation for the ISS rather than asking NASA 
to attempt to match a aew transportation capability to a specified funding profile that is 
not based oil a defined project plan. NASA bas presented analysis and assumptions 
behind our project estimates to date, which have been reviewed for reasonableness by 
an in.dependent contractor. AB Mr. Gerstenmaier previously briefed Committee staff 
and testified at 1he recent heanng. as part of the CCiCap process, NASA has collected 
detailed technical infomiatio.n from proposers for projected cost/schedule n:quired to 
complete development and achieve a ett-wcd flight demonsttation. NASA will use this 
infurm!lf:ion as mmn to cost and schedule m9dels to smmort an indc;,pepdr;pt cost 
assessment develop a more rigorous prqject plan. and inform updates of NASA's 
hudset estimates for the certification phase 2 as part of the FY 2014 budget request. 

NASA would need to rely on these models to evaluate the cost/schedule 
scenario stiptJ.lated by Committee staff. Therefore, we do not expect to be able to 
provide a response to 1his request prior to the submission of the FY 2014 budget 
request lk Administrator and Associate Administrator for Human E:icploralion and 
Operations, as part of the release of the FY 2014 budget request, will brief the dlUils of 
this activity for Committee staff and be prepared to discuss it as part of the FY 2014 
budget hearings. It should be noted that some of the assumptions sttpulated in the 
Committee lettet arc inconsistent with the premises ofNASA 's updated acquisition 
strategy, which fonns the basiB of our c.ost and schedule modeling efforts: 

• NASA docs not asswne flat funding m future years for the CCP and does not 
BBSume that :future fundlllg is constrained by authorization levels enacted fur 
previous years: as stated above, NASA is convinced that annual funding levels 
above that projected fur FY 2013 will be necessary to complete the CCiCap 
effi>rt and conduct the FAR-based certification efforts. 

• NASA does assume that all baseline CCiCap effort under teeently signed SAAs 
will be completed.. · 
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• NASA does not assume that cost-share amounts proposed by the CCiCap 
partners for the optional milestones will be a\'lilable if the optional milestones 
under the SAA are not exercised. 

• NASA does assume that activities subsequent to the baseline period will be 
carried out under FAR-based contracts, unless NASA elects, on a case-by-case 
basis, to exercise spcci:fic optional milestones. 

• NASA does not assume a specific estimate for certi:fu:ation pbMe 2 at this time; 
this will be developed as the result of further detailed assessmmi.t that will rely. 
on a variety of data; while NASA believes that having up to two conlractors 
through Phase 2 would provide significant advantages for insuring a safe and 
affordable CTS through competitioD, the ultimate number of awards will be 
driven by technical maturity, :funding availability, 8rLd mission needs. 

3 

• NASA does assume a crew transportation flight rate to ISS through at least 2020 
of approximately 2 missions per year can)ing 4 NASA/lntem.atiowd Partner 
astronaUb. AB NASA ha& testified before the Commitu:e_ NASA is currently 
looking at the technical feasibility of ext.ending the hfe of the ISS beyond 2020, 
posmbly to 2028. In addition to certifying ISS systems to operate beyond 2020, 
a decision to extend the life of the ISS would require multilawal agreement 
among the ISS partners. 

ISS is a critical resource for this Nation The ISS is allowing US. l.'eSearchers to 
experiment with the umque properties of space. which enables the United States to 
continue to be a leader in technology and innovation. l~S also allows the United States 
to lead and mtmact with many nations. The ISS Is currently hosting reseatch from 66 
countries, which see the United States as the leader in space. Obtaining timely, safe, 
red1mdant crew tr&D$l)Ortation for this unique facility is critical. 

The Committee's support for this high-priority effort is greatly appreciated. As 
always, we stand ready to provide additional information. 

~~ 
Charles F. Bolden, Jr. 
Administrator 
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National Aeronautics and Space Administration 

Office of the Administrator 
Washington, DC 20546-0001 

October IS, 2012 

The Honorable Eddie Bernice Johnson 
Ranking Me111ber 
Committee on Science, Space. and Technology 
U.S. House of.Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Johnson: 

Thank you for your letter of September 19, 2012, signed jointly with Chairman 
Hall. Subcommittee Chairman Palazzo, and Subcommittee Ranking Member Costello, 
in which you fonna1ize a request from Committee staff that NASA undertake an 
analysis of the potential cost and schedule for the Commercial Crew Program under 
~n stipulated assumptions. 

Many of the matters raised in your letter were dhcusscd during the hearing 
before the Committee on September 14, 2012. As the Associate .Administl'ator for 
Human Exploration and Operations. William Gentemnaier, testified. NASA has a two­
fold strategy to end the United States' sole reliance on foreign crew transportation to the 
International Space Station (ISS) mid utilize a safe, cost-effective U.S. Crew 
Transportation System (CTS) as soon as we are able to certify those systems to cmy 
NASA astronauts: 

• NASA is using Space Act Agreements under the Commercial Crew Integrated 
Capability (CCiCap) phase to support the design and development of 
commercial crew transportation capabilities; these agreements will be 21 months 
in duration for the base period, IUlllling from August 2012 throush May 2014, 
leading to approximately a critical design review level of maturity for at least 
two of the agreements. 

• NASA will use FAR-based contracts for the certificati.on of commercially 
developed capabilities and for the procurement of crew tramportation services to 
and from the ISS to meet NASA requirements. 

NASA is committed to ensuring that the requirements, standards, and processes 
for CTS ccrti:fication for all commercial missions are held to the same or equivalent 
safety standards as Government human spacefiight missions, and NASA C«tification 
will cover all aspects of any CTS. To enable the earliest possible crew transporlltion. 
NASA will begin the initial certi1ication efforts immediately and bas issued a Request 
for Proposals for 2-4 FAR-based fixed-price Certification Products Contracts (CPCs) 
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for the C.TS Certification Phase 1 that will begin early NASA-managed certification 
activities; the period of performance will be approximat.ely 15 months, with awards in 
February 2013. This will be followed in FY 2014 by award of 1-2 CT'S Certification 
Phase 2 FAR·bued contracts to include development, test, evaluation. and certification. 

During the period of the six-month FY 2013 Continuing Resolution, NASA 
expects to fund Cammercial Crew activities at BD annualized rate of $406 million, 
equivalent to the FY 2012 enacted level. which will support planned CCiCap and CPC 
activities during that penod. To support program :requirements 'beyOJ:id ~ six-month 
period, afull-}'ear funding level of at least the FY 2013 Senate-proposed level of$525 
million is required. 

It is important to note that the CCP will require increased annual funding in future 
years-above the level projected for FY 2013-to maintain competition during 
development and accomplish the current progr.un plan to deliver an effective and timely 
ISS crew transportation capability. NASA has endeavored to be clear on this point in 
our discussions with Congress. It is important that appropriate ftmding be provided to 
secure timely, safe, redundant crew transportation for the IS.S rather than asking NASA 
to attempt to match a crew transportation capability to a specified funding profile that is 
not based on a defined project plan. NASA has presented analyids and QSumptions 
behind om project estimates to date, which have been reviewed for reasonableness by 
an independent contractor. As Mr. Gcrste.omaier previously bri~fed Committee staff 
and testified at the recent hearing, as part of the CCiCap process,. NASA has collected 
detailed techni~ information from proposers fot projected cost/schedule required to 
complete development and achieve a crevled flight demonstration. NASA will use this 
infimnePon es iQput to cost and schedule mosiels to sµpport an indqtendea.t cost 
assessment. develqp a more rigorous project plan, and infqnn updates of NASA's 
budget estimates for tne certlfication phase 2 as part of the FY 2014 budget regµest. 

NASA would need to rely on these models to evaluate the cost/schedule 
scenario stipulated by Committee staff. Therefore, we do not expect to be able to 
provide a respome to this request prior to the submission of the FY 2014 budget 
request The Administrator and Associate Administrator for Human Exploration and 
Operations, as part of the release of the FY 2014 budget.request, will brief the details of 
this activity for Committee staff and be prepami to discuss it as part of the FY 2014 
budget heariJlss. It should be noted that some of the assumptions stipulated in the 
Committee letter are inconsistent with the premises of NASA's updated acquisition 
strategy, which forms the basis of our cost and schedule modeling efforts: 

• NASA does not asmune flat :fundins in future years for the CCP and does not 
assume that future :funding is constrained by authorization levels enacted for 
~ous years; as stated above. NASA is convinced that annual fiulding levels 
above that projected for FY 2013 will be necessary to c-0mplete the CCiCap 
effort and conduct the FAR-based certification efforts. 

• NASA does assume that all baseline CCiCap effort under recently signed SAAs 
will be completed. 
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• NASA does not assume that cost-share amounts proposed by the CCiCap 
partners for the optional milestones will be available if the optional milestones 
under the SAA me not exercised. 

• NASA does as.,qume that activities subsequent to the bueline period will be 
carried out under FAR-based contracts, unless NASA elects, on a case-by~e 
basis, to exercise specific optional milestones. 

• NASA does not assmne a specific estimate for certification phase 2 at this time; 
this will be developed as the result of further detailed assessment that will rely 
on a variety of da1a; while NASA believes that having up tc. twc ~tors 
through Phase 2 would plm'ide significant advantages for insuring a safe and 
affordable CTS through competition, the ultimate number of awards will be 
driven by technical maturity. funding awilability, and mission needs. 

3 

• NASA does assume a crew transportation flight rate to ISS through at least 2020 
of approximately 2 missions per year carrying 4 NASA/International Partner 
astronauts. As N .\SA has testified before the Committee, NASA is currently 
looking at the technical feasibility of extending the life of the ISS beyond 20201 

poSSioly to 2028. In addition to certifying ISS •ystems to operate beyond 2020, 
a decision to extend the life of the ISS would require multilateral agreement 
among the ISS partners. 

ISS is a critical resourc.e for this Nation. The ISS is allowing U.S. researchers to 
experiment with the unique properties of space, which enables the United States t.o 
continue to be a leader in technology and innovation. ISS abo allows the United-States 
to lead and interac,t with many nations. The ISS is curre.ntly hosting research from 66 
countties, which see the United States as the lea4er in spwe. Obtaining timely, safe, 
redundant crew transportation fol· this unique facility is aitical. 

The Committee's support for this high-priority dl"ort is gzeatly appreciated. As 
always. we stand ready to provide additional information. 

Sincerely, 

102 



National Aeronautics and Space Administration 

Office of 1he AdmlnlatratDr 
Washington, DC 20546-0001 

The Honorable Ralph M Hall 
Chairman 

October 15, 2012 

Committee on Science. Space, and Technology 
U.S. House ofR.epresco.tati:ws 
Washington, DC 20SlS 

Dear Mr. Cbahman: 

Thank you for yom letter ofSaptember 19, 2012, signed jointly with Ranking 
Member Johnson, Subcommittee Chlrinnan Pala:z:zo, and Subcommittee Ranking 
Member Coatello, in which you fo.rmalize a request from Committee staff that NASA 
UDdertBb an analysis of the potential cost aod schedule for 1be Commercial Crew 
Program under certain stipu]ated assumptioas. 

Many of the mattms raised in yout' letter ware discussed during the bcariDg 
bcfmc the Committee on September 14, 2012. & the~ Administrator for 
HUDlBll Exploration and Operations. William Gerstenmaicr, testified, NASA bas a two­
fold straf.egy to end the United States' sole rciimwe on foreign crew transportation to tile 
InternatioDal Space Station (ISS) and utilize a sa.fc; cost-effective U.S. Crew 
Transportation System (CI'S) as llOOll as we are able to gertj,fy those systems to carry 
NASA astronauts: 

• NASA is using Spaoe Ac;t Asrccmerrts lJllder the Commercial Crew Jnfcsrat.ed 
Capability (CCiCap) phase to support the design BDd development of 
commercial crew 1ransportation capabilities; these agreements will be 21 months 
in duration for the base period, running from Angust 2012 through May 2014. 
leading to approxirnaaiy a critical design review level of maturity for at least 
two of the agreements. 

• NASA will use FAR-based contracts fur the certification of commercially 
developed capabilities and for the procurement of crew transportation services to 
and from the ISS to meet NASA requirements. 

NASA is committed to erisu:ring that the requirements, standards, and processes 
fOr CTS certification for all commercial missions are held to the same or equivalent 
safety standards as Government humm spaceflight missions, and NASA certification 
will CO\/Cl" all aspects of~ C'l'S. To enable the earliest possi"ble ~ transponation. 
NASA will begin the initial certifica1ion efforts immediately and bas issued a Request 
fur P!Oposals for 2-4 FAR-based fixed-price Certification Products Contracts (CPCs) 
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for the CTS Certification Phase 1 that will hep early NASA-managed certification 
activities; the period of performance will be approximately 15 months, with awards in 
February 2013. This will be followed in FY 2014 by award of 1·2 CTS Certification 
Phase 2 FAR-based contracts to include develOpmeDt, test, evahJ&timi, and certification. 

During the period of the six-month FY 2013 Continuing Resolution, NASA 
c:xpects to fand Commercial Crew activities atanMrnll!limd mte"of$406 million, 
equivalent 1D the FY 2012 enacted level, which will support planned CCiCap and CPC 
activities during that period. To support program requirements beyond the six-month 
period, a full-year funding level of at least the FY 2013 Senate-proposed level ofS52S 
million is :rcquimi. 

Il is imporlallt to note 1hat the CCP will require increased annual funding in future 
years--above the level projeeted for FY 2013--to maintain competition during 
development and accomplish the current program plan to deliver an effective and timely 
ISS orew transportation capability. NASA has· endeavored to be dear on this point in 
our discussions with Congress. It is important that appropriate funding be provided 1D 
secure timely, saf.c, red•mdant ctcW' tnmsportation for the ISS rather than asking NASA 
to attempt to mat.ch a crew transportation capability 1D a specified funding profile that is 
not based on a defined project plan. NASA bas presmrted analysis and assumptions · 
behind our project estimates to date, which have been reviewed for reasonableness by 
an independent contraetor. As Mr. Gerstenmaicr prmously briefed Committee staff 
mid testified at the recent hearing. as part of 'the CCiCap process, NASA bas collected 
detailed technical mformation from proposars for projecmd cost/acbcdule reqUired to 
complete development and achieve a crewed flight drmonstmtion. NASA will use tlU 
information as - to cost and scheduJ.c mpdcls to swmmt Bil jndptdent cost 
assessmmt_ develqp a more rigmws prqject plan. agd infgnn YR'•s of NASA's 
budget estimates for the certitic@tjnn 00"' 2 as put of the FY 2014 budaet reqpest. 

NASA would need to rely on these models to evaluate the costlschc4.ule 
sccmario stipulated by Committ.ee staft Thelefore, we do not expect to be able to 
provide a response to this request prior to 1he submission of the FY 2014 budget 
request. The Administrator and Associate Administrator for Human Exploration and 
Operations, as pert of the release of the FY 2014 budget request, will brief the details of 
this activity for Committee staff and be prepared to dis'cuss it as part oftbc FY 2014 
budget bearings. It should be noted that some of the assumptions stipulated in the 
Committee letter are inconsistent with the premises of NASA's updated acquisition 
.strategy, which forms the basis.of our cost and schedule modeling efforts: 

• NASA does not assume flat funding in future years for the CCP and does not 
assume 1hat fUture iimding is constraim:d by authoriation levels enacted for 
previous years; as stated above. NASA is convinced that Bllllual funding levels 
above that piojeated for FY 2013 will be necessary to complete tbt: OOCap 
effort and conduct the FAR-based certification eftbrts. 

• NASA does assume that all baseline CCiCap effort under recently signed SAAi 
will be completed. 
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• NASA does not assume: 1hat cost"abare amounts proposed by the CCiCap 
partners for the optional milestones will be available if the optional milestones 
under the SAA are not exercised. 

• NASA does assume that activities subsequent t.o the baseline period will be 
carried out under FAR-based contracts. unless NASA elects, on a case-by-case 
basis, to exercise specific optional milestones. 
NASA does not assume a specific estimate for oertification phase 2 at this time; 
this will be doveloped a the result of further detailed U8e84mCD1 that will rely 
on• variety of data; while NASA believes that havbJg up to two contraetors 
through Phase 2 would provide significant advantages for insuring a safe and 
Bffordablc CTS through competition, the ultimate number of awards will be 
driven by technical maturity, funding availability, and mission needs. 

3 

• NASA does assume a crew transportation fliibt mte to ISS through at least 2020 
of approximately 2 missions per year c:arryiDg 4 NASA/lntcmational Pm1bc1' 
utnmauts. As NASA bas testified before the Committee, NASA is CW'l'eDtly 
looking at the technical feasibility of extending the life of the !SS beyond 2020, 
poBSl."bly to 2028. In addition to certifying ISS systmia to operate beyond 2020, 
a decision to extend the life of 1hc ISS would require multilatcal agreement 
amone the ~s partners. 

ISS is a critical resource fur this Nation. The ISS is allowing U.S. ?C&ell'cbers to 
experiment with the unique properties of space; which enables the United S1ates to 
continue to be a leader in technology and inoovatiQ!l. ISS also allows the Unl1Cd States 
to lead and mte.nwt with many nations. The ISS is cum:otly hosting re&earch from 66 
.countries, which see the United S1atea as the leader in space. ObUining timely, safe, 
redundant crew ttampartation for this unique :faciJity is critieal. 

The Committee's support fur 1his high-priority effort is greatly appreciated. As 
always, we stand ready to provide additional infurmation. 
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National Aeronautics and Space Administration 

Office of Ute Admlnlltndor 
Washington, DC 20546-0001 

The Honorable Jerry Costello 
Ranking Member 

October 15. 2012 

Subcommittee on Space and Aeronautics 
Committee on Science, Space, and Technology 
U.S. House ofR.epresentatives 
Wmihington, DC 20SIS 

Dear Congressman Costello: 

ThankyouforyourletterofSeptember 19. 2012, signedjointlywith Chainnan 
Hall. Ranking Member Johnson, and Subcommittee Chairman Palau.o, in which you 
formalize a request from Committee staff that NASA undertake an analysis of the 
potential cost and sclleciule for the Conu1iercial Crew Program under certain stipulated 
assumptions. 

Many of the matters raised in your letter were discussed during the bearing 
before the Committee on September 14, 2012. As the .Associate Administrator for 
Human Explomtion and Operations, William Gerstemnaier, testified, NASA bas a two­
fold strategy to end tbe United States' sole reliance on foreign crew transportation to the 
Intemationa1 Space Station (ISS) and utilize a safe, cost-effective U.S. Crew 
Transportation System (CTS) as soon as we aro able to certify those systems to carry 
NASA astronauts: 

• NASA is using Space Act Agreements under the Commc::rcial Crew Integrated 
Capability (CCiCap) phase to support the design and development of 
commercial crew tnmsportation capabilities; these agreements will be 21 months 
in duration for the base period, running :tiom August 2012 through May 2014, 
.latding to approximately a critical design review level of maturity for al least 
two of the agreements. 

• NASA will use F AR·besed contracts for the Qertification of commercially 
developed capabilities and for the procurement of crew transportation services to 
and from the ISS to meet NASA requirements. 

NASA is committed to ensuring that the requirements, standards, Ind ·processes 
for CTS certification for all commercial missions m.: bdd to the same or equivalent 
safety standards as Government human spaceflight missions. and NASA catiiication 
will cover all aspects of any CTS. To enable the earliest possible crew transportalion. 
NASA will begin the initial certification efforts immediately and has issued a Request 
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for Proposals for 2-4 FAR-based fixed-price CertifiCation Products Contracts (CPCs) 
for 1he CTS Certification Phase 1 that will begin early NASA-mam.gcd certification 
activities: the period of performance will be approximately 15 months. with awards in 
February 2013. This will be followed in FY 2014 by award of 1-2 CTS Certification 
Phase 2 FAR-based contracts to im:lude development, test, evaluation, and certificatlon. 

During the period of the six-month FY 2013 Continuing Resolution, NASA 
expects to fund Conuneteial C'rew activities at an mmualized rate of $406 million, 
equhalentro the FY 2012 enacted level, which will support planned CCiCap and CPC 
activities during that period. To support program requiremmts beyond the six-month 
period. a full-year funding level of at least the FY 2013 Senafe..proposed level of$525 
million is required. 

It is important to note that the CCP will require increased annual funding in future 
yelll'S--above the level projected for FY 2013-tn maintain competition during 
development and aceomplish the current program plan to deliver an effective and timely 
ISS crew transportation capability. NASA has endeavoMCI to be clear on this point in 
our discussions with Congress. It is important that appropriate funding be provided to 
secure timely, safe, redundant crew transportation for the ISS rather than asking NASA 
to attempt to match a crew tnmsportation capability to a spec;ified funding profile that is 
not based on a defined project plan. NASA has presented analysis and assumptions 
behind our project estimates to date, which have been reviewed for reasonableness by 
an independent contractor. & Mr. Gcrstenmaier previously briefed Committee staff 
and testified at the recent hearing. as part of the CCiCap process, NASA bas collC\."kd 
detailed technical information from proposers for projecfced cost/schedule requjred to 
complete development and achieve a crewed flight demonstration. NASA will use this 
information as iQput to cost and schedule models to sumxnt an in~ cost 
assessment develcm a more rigorous prqiect plan. and infnnp updew of NASA's 
budpt estimsw;s for the certification phase 2· as part of the FY 2014 budget request. 

NASA would need to rely on these models to evaluate the cost/schedule 
SCeJWio stipulated by Committee smff. Therefore. we do not expect to be able to 
provide.a response t.o this request prior to the submission of the FY 2014 budget 
request. The Administrar.or and Associate Adminis1rator for Human Exploration and 
Operations. as part of the release ofthe F'Y 2014 budget request, will brief the details of 
this activity for Committee staff and be prepared to dtSCU88 it as part of the FY 2014 
budget hearinp. It should be noted that some of the assumptions stipulatcd in the 
Coounittee letter are inconsistent with the premises of NASA's updated acquisition 
strategy. which forms the basis of our cost and schedule modeling efforts: 

~ NASA does not assume fiat funding in future years for the CCP and does not 
assume that future fimding is coostraioed by authorization levels enacted for 
previous years; as stated above, NASA is convinced that annual funding levels 
above that projected for FY 2013 will be necess~ to complete the CCiCap 
effort and conduct the FAR-based certification eff<.'rts. 

• NASA does assume that all baseline CCiCap effort under recently signed SAAs 
will be completed. 
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• NASA does not assume that cost-share amounts proposed by the CCiCap 
partners for the optio.oal milestones will be. available if the optional milestones 
under the SAA are not exercised. 

• NASA does assume that activities subsequent to the ba&eline period will be 
c8r.ried out under FAR-based con1racts, unless NASA elects, on a case-by-case 
basis, to exercise specific optional milestones. 

• NASA does oot assume a specific estimate for certification phase 2 at this time; 
this will be developed as the result of further detailed assessment that will rely 
on a variety of data; while NASA believes that ha\'ing up to two contractoJ:B 
through Phase 2 would provide significant advantages for insuring a safe and 
affordable CTS through competition, the ultimate number of awards will be 
driven by technical maturity, funding availability, and mission needs. 

3 

• NASA doea assume a crew transportation fligbt rate to ISS through at least 2020 
of approximately 2 missions per year carrying 4 NASA!Intemational Partlxr 
astronauts. As NASA ha.8 testified before the Committee. NASA is currently 
looking at the technical feasibility of extending the life of the ISS beyond 2020. 
possi'bly ro 2028. In addition to certifying ISS systems to operat.e beyond 2020, 
a decision to extend the life of the ISS would require mwtilateral agreement 
among the ISS partners. 

ISS is a critical resource for this Nation. The ISS is allowing U.S. researchers to 
expcnmeot with the unique properties of space. which enables the United States to 
continue to be a leader in technology and innovation. ISS also allows the United StJtes 
to lead and interact with many Dations. The ISS is c-urrently hosting research from 66 
countries, which see the United States as the leader in space_ Obtaining timely. safe, 
miundant crew transportation for this unique fiwility is critical. . 

The Committee's support for this high-priority effort is greatly appreciated. As 
always, we stand ready to provide additional information. 

Sincerely; -
B~ Charles F. Bolden. Jr .. 
Administmtor 
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U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

COMMITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND lECHNOLOGY 
2321 RAYBURN HOUSE OFFICE BUIUllNG 

WASHINGlON, DC 211615-8301 
(202) 221-41371 ------

September 19, 2012 

The Honmable Charles F. Bolden. rr. 
Adminfatntor 
National ~tica and Space 

0

Admlnistrltion 
Two IDdependmce Squtre, SW 
Wa•hingtnn, D.C. 20546 

Dear Adminis1rator Boldm: 

· On AUl'JSl ~4, 2012. atafffrom the CoDJ:mi.ttec on Scicai;:e. Space, i.nd Technology ware 
brid:d by program officials on follow-up ~tioas the Commibl:e bad u a retult of the 
qc:ncy's m:ent 11m011ncc:mm1t111prding 1bC deiip. developnent. teat. veritication. and 
ccrd1icatim of commemia1 crew tmmpoda1ion systems pdor to contracdng for 8UCh 
1raDlportatiOD HJYicel. I>uriq the tel~ Committee staff iequested tbm NASA 
pmvide its analyail of the impacts of a flat fUndiq Jll'Ofile for the C.Ommercial Czew Program, 
iucluding the schedule for awardin& a tnmspOrtatiou nrvJces contmct to one or mare providers, 
as. mll as the most probable date 1br initiation of open:tional commercial crew tramportation 
scMcea to the lntemational Space SfUion (!SS). In addition. the Committee is intmested In' 
reoeiving NASA's estimates for tbe most Ubly amwal cost to NASA for commen:ial crew 
tr1119Porta!ion tc:rVk:c& to the ISS [izM-J.ucHng 1he cost of any govemmeat-providcd eervices or 
infi;astructure] following the initlmon of operational servicea to 1ht ISS as woll y ·fhe mtic:ipeted 
price per 11Cat for thole ~ iervice11. Committee statf we:re told that such an analysll bad 
not beeQ conducted to date and 1bat completion of such llll analysis would need to be reqaestccl 
Wider our Jignaturel. Thia letter formalizes the Committee's request llld piovides additio.ml 
details on Committee expcctatimi1. 

Jn Coodueting im analysis, NASA should mala: the following uaum.pdom: 

• Fjll' FY 2013, NASA's Commercial Crew Propam ia fUnded Ul1dq tb libly scr:IW'io of 
six months of funding undar a Contmuina Resolution totalfng $203 ~with total 
funding for FY 2013 bcing ~.mo.re than $525 millian. All subsequent years would be 
fundccl at no mmc than $S2S million per &cal year. 
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Administrlltor Charles Bolden 
Pagel'wo 

• All bucline Integrated Capability (CCiCJP) work established under teccnd)' aigued 
Spece Act Asni:mcntl (SAA) would. be compkmd. 

• The colt:-Sbarcs propoacd by each of the selected companies for the b~elinc and Optional 
milestones needed to achieve a certified, operational capability to provide commercial 
cmv tnnsportation services to the ISS will be used to detamine tho total amount of 
Uu:lult?y funding available prior to ceI1ification. 

• Activities subsequent to the baseline period shall be canied out under F Ak-bued 
contrac1(s). 

• Following completion of bueline work. tbc total cost to NASA oftbc addi1i0nal 
development. testiJJ& verification, validation. and ccrtmcation worli: to be completed 
before operatiollll commerciaJ crew traQ.sportation acrvices can be mi~ is 1be 
IUllllnB1ioD of 1bc ~d NASA fimdblg idmtitied by the two selected com:paies·with 
the lowest and second ibwest NASA funding requirements for 1be optional mileatonea 
CODtained in 1he Spece Act~ IfNASA believes ~the cosu for ac:bieving 
the milestones through ccrtificatlOll will be higher. NASA may ldjust the estimlltes · 
acconlingly, '!>lit the total amount o£NASA 1\mding &Vailable on an smwal basis for all 
Commmcial Crew~ielel:M activities~ 1'e ~by the first 811Q1Dpti.on stated above 
reprding FY 2013 and outyear fimcliag. · 

• TbD commercial crew tmisponuion fliaht me to the ISS t1uough2020 lhl11 be two 
~ions per year Cll'IJing fourNASA/lmemlfinnal Plfl:Der utronmita. · 

We lwi usumed NASA would have~ eonch1c:ted S1JCh an analysis as part of its 
plmming pa)ceaa to uaeaa 1be eDcut:ability of its proposed Commercial Crew Program under 
most ~er than best cue--t\mdiDg scenari.os. Given that it has not yet bem done. we 
would :request that the ~ysis. as well u a listing ~the auumptions used in the analysis. be 
. complc:tcd and provided to 1he Committee wi1bin 90 days of the receipt .C?f ibis letter. 

We are concemed that 1be badplmy 11S1,UDpdom ~to date by NASA in pluming the 
conduct of the Commetcial Crew Pmpm ha~ been~ both'With 1he NASA 
A~on. Act of 2D10's SSOO million.per year amiual f\mdiag profile and with eublequent . 
Appropriations Acts that have U!, date not proposed or 6pprOpriated annual funding lc\'els in 
execaa of SS25 million per year. Given that, and siven the fi8ca1 comtrainta that the federal 
budget ialibly to~ in tbc CQmins years, NASA sbonld not uauttie that ftmdiDg in m:cess of 
S525 million per year will be available fi>r b Comnwcia1 ~Program for the foreaoc?able · 
futme. Thus. NASA should not ptotcct ibr a higher: fUnding rate or level of funding under the 
Continuing Resolution for the Commmoia1 Crew Program tban the amount provided in FY 2012 . 
. Protecting !or higher levels of funding would hamper other important NASA programs by 
withholding needed funding. The rcaults of the aruilysi4 we ue r:equcatiq will provide critically 
needed infmmation for both COIJ81'CSS and NASA. as -we aucaa the cxecuiability and 1bturc 
'dizeetion of the Commercial Crew Proaaun. and we 1hus look forward 10 receiving-the results of 
your analysis Within 1ho next 90 daya. 
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Stevm M. Pabm.o 
Chehman, Suboommi.Uee on Space 
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National Aeronautics and Space Administration 

HeadCJ1•rtera 
Washington, DC 2054&-0001 

RllllYtoAttnof: OLl.Al'2012-00807:KM:amb 

The Honorable Darrell Issa 
Chairman. 
Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform 

U.S. House ofRepreseDlatives 
Washington. DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Chairman: 

October 26, 2012 

Thank you for your October 12, 2012, letter regarding a request for the Administrator's 
travel records. I want to assure you that NASA bas been in contact with your office 
regarding this request and we are worldng diligently to respond. 

We will continue to work with your staff on this matter as we complete the response. 

~M 
L. Seth Statler 
Associate Administrator 
for Legislative md Intergovernmental Affairs 

cc: 
The Honorable Elijah Cummings 
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. ,, October 12, 201::? 

The Honorable Charles F. Bolden, Jr. 
Administrator 
Nati1Jnal AcronJUlics and Space Administra1ion 
300 B Street. s~· 
Washington, D.C. 205-16 

D-:ar General Bolden: 

:,;. 

1, I • I" 
t:i 

I ,, 

Ott AugUSt 21, 2012, I wrote to you requesting informadon about your travcl as 
head of the National Aeronautics and Space A.dministratiC\n (NASA). The letter is 
imcloscd for your ready reference. Since that time, Com01ittee staff has contacted 
NASA's Office of Legislative and IntergovemrnentaJ Affairs, attempting to dctennine 
when the agency plans to produce the requested docwncnts. To date, NASA has b\.~ 
unresponsh-e. 

Please produ~ the rc:questcd documents to the Committee wjthout further delay. 
Ab!ikmt a complete production, r will hav.i no other alternative but to use compulsory 
proccH.to obtain this information. If you have any queslic>ns regarding this request, 
please contact Ashok Pinto ar John Zadrozny of the Committee staff at (202)225-5074. 
1 hDnk you for your prompt attention to this matter. 

Enclosure 

Darrell Issa 
Chairman 

cc: The Honorabl.i Htijah Cummingli, Ranking Min1>rity Mem~'I' 
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National Aeronaulk:s and 
Space Administration 
Office of the Administrator 
Washington, DC 20546-0001 

The Honorable Barbara A. Mikulski 
Chailwoman 
Committee on Appropriations 
(Jnitcd States Senate 
Washington. DC 20510 

Dear Chairwoman: 

• 
Febnlary S, 2013 

This is in ~nse to your letter of January 18. 2013, requesting infonnation about the 
potential impacts of the March 1, 2013, sequestration on NASA. Our n:sponse articulates 
impacts of sequestration relative to the President's FY 2013 budget request for NASA of 
$17. 711.4 million in direct disc!etionary f\mdina:. NASA estimates that a March 1 sequester 
applied to the annualized levels in the current FY 2013 Continuing Appropriations 
Resolution (Section 101, P. L. 112~175) would reduce the total NASA funding level to 
$16.984.7 million in direct discretionary ftmding. or $726.7 million less than the President's 
FY 2013 budget request, aod $894.1 million less than the ammaliud levels in the current 
FY 2013 Continuing Appropriations Resolution. 

Overall, for purposes of this assessment, the Agency assumed that the FY 2013 
Continuing Resolution, with all of its tmms and conditions,. would be extended ftom 
March 27 to September 30, 2013, and that the sequester would cancel 5.0 percent of the full~ 
yefft amoUDtt which would be the equivalent of roughly a 9 peiceot reduction over 1he 
remaining seven months of the fiscal year. NASA's assessment of the impacts of a March l 
sequester is pretiented m the enclosure. 

I would be pleased to discuss this information with you in greater detail if you wish. 

Enclosure 
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Enclo1ure 

Impacts of March 1, 2013, Seqllllter on FY 2013 Pnsldent'1 Budget Request for NASA 

Science (Presidegt budget request; $4.911.2 million; ~ss 1.1 million seauester impact to FY 
2013 bwiaet reguest) 

Sequestration would reduce Science by $51 .1 million below the FY 2013 budget request, 
which would cause NASA to have to take such steps as: 

• Reducing funding for new Explorer and Earth V eD1ure Class mission selections by 10 
to 1 S percent, resulting in lower funding levels for new activities and causing minor 
Jaunch delays, and . 

• Reducing funding available for competed research (e.g., 'i'esearcb and analysis,1) 
projects by about 2 percent, resulting in about a 5 percent reduction in new awards to 
support labor/jobs at universities, businesses, and other research entities distributed 
around the nation this year. Ongoing projects started with awards made prior to this 
fiscal ye.ar would not be affected. 

4empgtiq (President budget request; $551.S million; -$7.3 million segpestcr impact to FY 
2013 budset ~) 

Sequellttation would reduce Aeronautics by $7.3 million below the FY 2013 budget request. 
The Aeronautics Mission DUectorate would need to take cuts to areas such as funding for 
facilities mainteDance and support; air traffic JD81188eme:nt .concept development; systems 
analysis c0nducted with the Joint Planning and Development Office; research into safety for 
vehicle and systems technologies; and research into civil tilt~rotor technologies. These 
reductions would decrease or delay NASA's ability to develop technologies necc!lJ81'Y to 
enable next generation air traffic Dlallagemcot and to ensure needed safety levels. The 
reductions would also negatively impact NASA's ability to maintain and operate national 
asset level test facilities to support the related R&D efforts, and would lead to cancellations 
of ongoing partnerships. 

Smee TecJmoloe (President's budget reauest: $699.0 million; -$149.4 million .sequester 
imact to FY 2013 'budget rc:qµest) 

Seques1Jation would reduce Space Technology by S 149.4 million below the FY 2013 budget 
iequest. At that funding level, the Space Technology Mission Oiiectorate cannot maintain its 
technology portfolio as several projects uDderway require increased funding in FY 2013 to 
proceed. Thus NASA would likely have to cancel one of these projects or be able to offer no 
new awards for programs that vary in scope from research grants, to public-private 
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partnerships, to in-space demonstratims durina FY 2013. NASA would also consider t.be 
following: 

2 

• CanceJing 6 technology developltlent projects, including work in deep space optical 
~mmunications, advanced radiation protection, nuclear systems, deployable 
aerosbell concepts, hypersonic inflatable Earth reentry test, and autonomous systems. 
In addition, the program would consider delaying an additional 9 projects. 

• Canceling several flight demonstration projects in development, including the Deep 
Space Atomic Clock. Cryogenic Propellant Storage and Transfer and the Materials on 
International Space Station Experiment-X projects. 

• Elimination or ~11eoping of annual solicitations for Space Technology Research 
Grants (STRO), NASA Innovative Advanced Concept (NIAC), and the Small 
Spacecraft Technology (SST) Program. 

• Reduction. in the number of Flight Oppommity program flights and payloads that 
could be flown in FY 2013 and beyond. 

• Elimination of Centennial Challenges funding to perform new prizes. 

EuJoration <President's budgst reguest: $3.932.8 million: -$332.2 million sequester hqpact 
to the FY 2013 budget reque6)1 

Sequestration would reduce Commercial Space Flight funding by $441.6 million below the 
FY 2013 budget req\lellt. After sequestration, NASA would not be able to fund milestones 
planned to be allocated in the fourth quarter of FY 2013 for Commercial Crew Integrated 
Capability (CCiCap) such as the SpaceX Inflight Abort Test Review, the Boeing Orbital 
Maneuvering and Attitude Control Engine Development Test, and the Sierra Nevada 
Corporation Integrated System Safety Analysis Review #2. Overall availability of 
commercial crew transportation services would be significantly delayed, thereby ~ing 
our reliance on foreign providers for crew transportation to the International Space Station. 

The sequester.would also reduce Exploration Research and Development funding by $4S.S 
million below the FY 2013 budget request For Advanced Exploration Systems, the 
sequester would delay procurement of critical capabilities required for the next phase of 
Human Space Exploration. In the Human Research Program (HRP), national resean:h 
solicitations/selections would be canceled, with the largest impact likely being at the Johnson 
Space Center. Additionally, reduced resources for the HRP would likely result in reduced 
funding to the National Space BiomedicaJ Research Institute and delay NASA Space 
Radiation Laboratory uparades. 

116 



C•ttlwdon and Epyimmeptal Compliance yd Btttootlon CCICB> <Presidegt's 
budaehwiest: $619.2 million; -$251.7 million sequester iigpact tiom FY 2013 budiet 
reeuestl° 

3 

For the Construction of Facilities (CoF) program. the $227.8 million sequester impact would 
adversely impact the in1tutructure needed for NASA's SP&ce Launch System (SLS), Orion 
Multi·Purpose Crew Vehicle, Launch Services, Rocket Propulsion Test, 21 at Century Launch 
Complex. Commercial Crew and cargo, and Space Communications and Navigation (SCaN) 
programs. 

o Sequestration would leave NASA with almost no funds for Programmatic CoF. 
o Sequestration would cancel many institutional construction projects that would repair, 

refurbish, or replace critical infi'amucture that supports NASA's mission. These 
projeets arc required to repair NASA's rapidly deteriorating infrastructure in ordi:r to 
protect NASA employees and meet Mission requirements. For Institutional CoF. 
projects are libly to be cancelled at the following locations: 
o Glenn Research ~ter . 
o Goddard Space Flight Center/ Wallops Flight Facility 
o let Propulsion Laboratory 
o Johnson Space Center 
o Kennedy Space Center 
o LaDgley Research Center 
o Marshall Space Flight CGrter 

For the Environmental Compliance and Restoration program. the $23.9 million sequester 
impact would result in numerous delays to projects requiring re-negotiation of agreed upon 
compliance dates, with 1he potential for the imposition of fines for non-compliance. The 
most pronounced impacts would likely tlccur at the Santa Susana Field Lab, Kennedy Space 
Center, and White Sands Test Facility. 

Office of the lmJ>eetor Genenl <President's budget reauest; $37.0 million.: -$0.4 mi11ion 
seg;uest.er impact from FY 2013 budget reguest) 

Sequestration would reduce the Office of Inspector General by $0.4 lllil.Uon, which would 
reduce future hiring and mean that S01J1C critical. positions arc not back-filled. These impacts 
would likely result in fewer audits and investigations. 

1 The Ageacy is cmremly operating under a Cmtinuing Rcsolution opsating plan under whidl SS3 million was 
trmsf'erred ftom the &plontion account to the Space Operations ac«:ouat (S3 million) and the Construetion and 
Environmental Compliance and Ratora&n acc:ount (SSO million). 1bc effect of$53 million in tnnsfers fiQm 
Explondion to other acco11n1S under the Agency's CR. oporating pJan is not included in 1his description. 
il The etfect of ll SSO million tnmlifcr from Explcradion to CECR Exploration CoF ia not iDc:lucled in this 
description. 
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The Honorable Charles F. Bolden, Jr. 
AdmiDistrator 

tlnittd jStatts ~mate 
COMJJllTIEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

WASHINGTON, DC 2051G-8025 
!rtlp:Hi:pproprlatln=...,ctc.gov 

January 18, 2013 

National Aeronautics and Space Administration 
300 E Street, Southwest 
Washington. DC 20546 

Dear Administrator Bolden: 

The recent fiscal cliffagteementonly delayed until March 1, 2013, across~~bom:d 
spending cuts ~taling $85 billion. to be shared equally by defense and domestic activities. 

I am deeply troubled that the 1rue impacts of this sequester on the operations of the 
Fedetal government, and thus the impact on the American people, have not been disclosed. Both 
the Congress and the American people have a right to know what this means. The public bas the 
right to understand how the services of 1he government they rely upon will be impacted. 

Taxpayers deserve to know, for example: Will Social Security offices have reduced 
hours? How will timeliness and accuracy of severe weather warnings be affected? How will 
cuts to State and local education benefits impact local schools and our children? How will cuts 
impact national security? The Congress and the American public deserve to know what will 
happen to essential Federal services if sequester is not stopped. 

To provide clear answers to questions like these, I am n:questing that the leadership of all 
Federal agencies provide to the Appropriations Committee specific information about the impact 
that sequester will have on the agency's operations, employees, contractors, and to the extent 
known. the State and local economies where the agencies operate or distribute funding. 

The Budget Control Act of 2011 included more than $1 trillion in discretionary spending 
cuts to be enacted over the next 10 years and threatened sequester only if compromise could not 
be reached on reforms to revenues and mandatory spending. It is imperative that we have a full 
explanation of the impacts of further cuts on the American economy, its national security, and 
the essential functions of government. 
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The Honorable Charles F. Bolden, Ir. 
Administrator 
National Aeronautics and Space Administration 
January 18, 2013 
Pagc2 of2 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. Please :respond to this request in writing no 
later than February 1, 2013. 

Sincerely, 

Barbera A. Mikulski 
Chairwoman 
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Reply ID Attn of: 

National Ae~nautics and Space Administration 

Headquarters 
Washington, DC 20546-0001 

OLIA/20 l 3-00070i:MDK:amb 

Mr. David M. Gibbons 
Director 
Surveys and Investigations Staff 
Commiuee on Appropriations 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Gibbons: 

February 27, 2013 

• 

This is to acknowledge receipt of your letter, received on February 25, 2013, requesting 
a point of contact for obtaining NASA information on data regarding the 
reprogrannDing of appropriated funds. 

I will serve as the NASA point of contact for this study. I can be reached at 
(202) 358-1948 or via e-mail at mary.d.kerwin@nasa.gov • 

. Kerwin 
D Associate Administrator 

for Legi.slaµve and Intergovernmental Affairs 
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FEB. 25. 2013 11: 48AM 

DATE: 2112113 

S&l-HAC 
....,..; 

NO. 89i P, I 

TO: Honorable Bolden 
Administrator 
NASA 

PROM: 1ayce Slover 

FAX NUMBER: 
TELEPBONEs 

'?:>~-
202-351-2810 • ~'104 
202-3!8-JOJO ~ 

HoUR Appropri&tiCJDS Committee 
Surva:YJ and lnvutlptions 8taft' 
1Nasbiagt.on,D.C.2051S 
PRONE: (202) 22S·l88t 
PAX: (202) 225·2112 

TOTAL NUMBER OF f.A.GES INCLUDING COVER SllEBT: 2 

Tlaaak yo.a for your wlatuee. 

Joyce Stover 
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NO. 891 P. 2 

.Jtm.11ry 12. 2013 

The H.onMlbJ.e Charicl P. Be1dm, Ir. 
~ 
NaticatlMrcmutiDI :and SJllCC~ 
300BSll'let 
WNhinafoa. D.C. 205~ 

Dar Admimsntor Bolden: 

In ICcordlnce witb the~ ofSectlmi 202(b). Publio Law 601. 7911 Ccmanll (eodmed at 
2 u.s.c. §72. (b)). d1fl Sdtw bee dileated by the QwnmtttM aa.ApplopdaioDI to mlb lft 
inquby into 1be repro..-m1 of IPJll'OJlimd tbndt. alber Idem IUliect tc notitbD9Q 
requheo:wmta comrNd in tbercproamnuuina l'ridwne proYidld in ..,.oprlaticm a ar 
ICCOqllllying explllllf0r7 llltamnta. IDll ilmlul ccmUoJa aplC)'e4 by Pedlnl DeptrtmeaAs and 
lgmCif.I to !mum tblt an actim& 1ubject to notifica11on ~a properly repoftlcl io 1be 
Approprillions CcmmiUea. lbi& ioquiry \lil1 cowz Cbe period FY' 2'X1l throuP PY 2012. Undel­
&epmte oover.1hill etdwill be--. dailed requat tar iDfo.tmdon to your apacy. 

P1oue desiptc a lpJIOJldafc potm of COD11Ct to 1111mp for """Ddng die dlda padueat to this 
inquiry and DDtifY my oflcc by "1cphoDe within~ 'bulima days of tbl receipt of this ldra If 
~ m 1n1 qumio:ns JegA1diDg this~ I re be~ 00(202) 22>3181. 

Simardy~ 

~~~.~\v---
DaYid M. 01bbana 
DJ-*>1' 
hvcyl ml&iwmptiom Sd 
Houle Cammitaee cm Applqxildom 
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National Aeronautics and Space Administration 

Office of the Administnrtor 
Washington, DC 20546-0001 

The Honorable Frank Wolf 
Chairman 

March 7, 2013 

Subcommittee on Comm~ Justice, 
Science and Related Agencies 

Committee on Appropriations 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Mr. Chainnan: 

• 

Thank you for your letter of March 4, 2013, regarding the upcoming multilateral 
meeting of the Strategic Implementation Team of the Committee of Earth Observing 
Satellites at NASA's Langley Research Center and possible representation at the 
meeting by Chinese representatives. I would like to assure you in the strongest possible 
terms that NASA is committed to complyintrwith the restrictions of Section 539 of 
Division B of the FY 2012 Consolidated and Further Continuing Appropriations Act 
(P.L. 112-55). 

Accordingly, NASA bas declined all bilateral engagement with China and 
Chinese-owned companies. The Agency has not permitted, since the enact.r;nent of 
either Section 1340 of the FY 2011 Full-Year Continuing Appropriations Act (P.L. 112-
10) or Section 539 of Division B of P.L. 112-55, any visit to a NASA-owned or· 
utilized facility by any official Chinese visitors where such a visit effectuated the 
bilateral participation, collabo181:ion, or coordination with China or a Chinese-owned 
company. 

NASA has also suspended all agreements with China and published both a 
Procurement Information Circular (PIC) (PIC 12-0lA) and a Grant Information Circular 
(GIC) (OIC 12-01) to publicly advise all ofits contractors and grantees-including 
hwidreds ofU .S. tmiversities that might otherwise receive NASA sponsorship for 
fundamental scientific research - of the restrictions on the use of NASA funds. 

A,s I have testified previously before the Congress, NASA. in very limited cases, 
interacts with officials of the Government of China in the context of certain multilateral 
bodies which include both U.S. and Chinese participation, such as the International 
Telecommunications Union (ITIJ). the United Nations Committee on the Peaceful Uses 
of Outer Space (UNCOPUOS), the Committee on Earth Observation Satellites (CEOS), 
and the International Space Exploration Coo:rdii)ation Group (ISECG). By its terms, the 
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.. .. 

statute makes clear that its limitation on NASA's use of appropriated funds in 
furtherance of "a bilateral policy, program, order, or contract of any kind to participate, 
collaborate or coordinate bilaterally in any way with China" also applies to hosting 
official Chinese visitors at NASA facilities for such bilateral activities. The limitation 
does not apply to meetings at NASA filcilities of multilateral bodies. such as set out 
above, that include Chinese officials. 

In consultation with Agency coUJISCl, NASA believes that hosting meetings of 
these multilateral institutions at NASA facilitie~ including participation by official 
Chinese visitors as members of these multilateral institutions, is not inconsistent with 
Section 539(b) of Division B of P.L. 112-SS. 

2 

As such, in two specific instances, in 1he case of the International Space 
University (ISU) at Kennedy Space Center, June 2012, and the Consultative Committee 
for Space Data Systems (CCSDS) and lnteragency Operations Advisory Oroup (IOAG) 
atKSC, December 10-13, 2012, NASA hosted official Chinese visitors participating 
exclusively in multilateral meetings under the auspices of these multilateral 
organizations. While NASA will host the upcoming CEOS Strategic Implemen1ation 
Team (Sil) meeting at the Langley Research Center, the one representative who 
registered in accordance with required NASA procedures no longer plans to attend. 

In such cases, all NASA Centers are required to follow specific protocols to 
ensure that visits by foreign nationals from countries such as China do not pose a threat 
to the Agency•s safety or security, including the security of technology. These include 
limited access only to information that is in the public domain and no access to 
cJassified, sensitive but unclassified, or export~ntrolled infonnation or hardware. All 
such visitors must be escorted at all times and are not permitted access to any non· 
public U.S. Government or NASA technical data. 

I would be pleased to discuss with you further our committed efforts to comply 
with statutory restrictions regarding bilateral participation, collaboration, or 
coordination with China or Chinese-owned companies. 

124 

Sincerely, 

~uzsd 
Charles F. Bolden, Jr. 
Administrator 



Q:ongrms of tht tlnitm f,tatts 
bJR of 1lUprtsmtatiom . 
~tttE on 2111ProtiriatlDn&_ " 
Wuhin.RtDn, !>ct 20515-6011 

Maj. Oen. (R.et.) Cbmles F. Bolden, Jr. 
Administrator 

March 4, 2013 

Natibllal A.eronauticsand Spice Administntion 
Wasbingtmi. DC 20S46 

Dear AdJ;ninistrator Bolden: 

It has come to my attention 1bat NASA wj11 be hostiDg the Committee on Earth 
ObservatiQ11-Sate.llites (CBOS) Strategic Implementation Team mcctmg at the laQg1cy Research 
Center from March 12-14, 2013, and that officials from tbe government of the People's Republic 
of China are cummtly plmming to ~ 

-I am writing to remind you tJ:iat the host:fng of official Chinese visitors at facilities 
belonging 1o or utilized bj NASA is prohibited by subsection (b) of section 539 of Division B of 
Publie Law (P.L~) 112-SS, except in cases where NASA has provided appropriam ec_rtifications 
to the Committees on Appropriations of the House ofRcprcscntati.ves and the Senate no later 
than 14 days prlor to tho visit 

Becauso it is now less than 14 days before the commmpemopt of the cBos meeting md 
no such cer1ification has been umvideQ. the hostins of any Qinesc vim.ton would be in clear 
violation oftbe law. Accordingly, I expect any participation by official Chinese vi~ will be 
promptly cancelled. Please cOnfirm imm~ that the necessary actions have been taken to 
ensure that die conduct of th~ CBOS meeting does not violate seetion 539. 

Given this lapac of compliance, I am concerned that there may have been other ins1an6es 
wbote the law bu not been followed. I niquest an immediate review of all center mid 
headquartms visits since the enactment of P .L. 112-55. to· msuro ~official Chinese visitors 
have not inappropriately P.ined aceess to any NASA 18cllities. If any such occuirences are 
found, they should be reported immediately to the Committee. 

NASA's violation of section 539 would be particularly smprising givm the recent press 
lil.ttenlion to the thteat of Chinese espionage and last month's rel.euc of Presi,dant Obama's 

· "Adtninistration Strategy on Mitigating the The.ft of U.S. Trado Secrets". That strategy ide.D1ifies 
China as the leading~ threat and notes the particular interest in "immanned aerial 
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vehicles, and other aorospact/aeronautics teohnologies"-tbe very work in whieh the Langley 
R.cscarch Cent« specializes. Given these stated concerns about the threat of Chinese espionage, 
I would expect NASA. to be mote sensitive to compliance with the Jaw restrictin& the hosting of 
Cbmese government officials at NASA centers. 

Additionally, a 2011 report on foreign spies by the OtJice of the National 
Counterintelligence Executive noted that "Chinese actms are the world's most active and 
pcrslstejlt perpetrators of.economic espionage," and singles out the Chinese government as the 
most "aggt'CSSive and capable collectors" of sensitive U.S. tedmologies. The report also noted 
that the Chinese "ceOn.omic espionage programs combine collection of open souroe information, 
~ [human intelligence], signals intelligence (SIOINT), and cyber intrusion& .. " 

It is for these very serious reasom that I authored the 81atut.c limiting NASA's 
collaboration with the Chinese government and ftllll8in committed to ensuring strict compliance 
with the law. I look forward to your prompt roply. 

Best wishes. 

Sincerely, 

• -=' 

- zai: 
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