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® Kodiak
Launch
Complex

Key

4 U.S. Federal Launch Site

® Non-Federal FAA-Licensed
Launch Site

% Proposed Non-Federal
Launch Site

* Sole Site Operator
(FAA license or permit)

‘..

/Sea Launch Platform
Equatorial Pacific Ocean

Reagan Test Site
Kwajalein Atoll, Marshall Islands

Chugwater Spaceport
*

California
Spaceport

I\.llojave Alrport Oklahoma Spaceport

¢ ’Edwards AFB Space.port
America
[ ]
Vandenberg |
AFB * ¢
White Sands *
Missile Range /
Blue Origin
Launch site

Other spaceports have been proposed by: Alabama, Washington,
Hawaii, Wisconsin and multiple locations in Texas.

Mid-Atlantic

Regional Spaceport
[ ]

¢
Wallops Flight

Facility

Cecil Field
Spaceport

-Kennedy Space

Center
*

-Cape Canaveral
XAir Force Station

paceport Florida

FAA/AST: October 2008
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NASA Process

7: Internal Reviews
Each TA Roadmap reviewed by OCT
& extended teams of subject experts

6: Roadmapping Process
Preliminary roadmaps for TA areas

[0

N

&

3:EstablishTATeams , o o
OCT established NASA internal /]
6-member subject expert teams
for each TA, with one or two chairs

5: Form Starting Point for TA Roadmaps
Assessed past roadmaps;
MD & Center inputs

4: Common Approach for TA Teams
Guidelines, assumptions, deliverables

2: |dentify Technology Areas
Identified Technology Areas (TAs)
Spring

1: START & Input from MDs & Center 2012

Identified MD Goals, Missions,
Architectures & Timelines;

MD Technology Roadmaps & Prioritizations;
Center Technology Focus Areas

9: FINAL NASA

STR REPORT
NASA to release
Roadmap Report

NASA Space Technology Roadmaps Process

8: DRAFT NASA STRs
OCT released draft Space Technology Roadmaps
to the NRC & to the Public

<

2010

, NRC Process
A: Establish NRC Teams

e O @
/HVHV
H\ NRC to appoint steering committee and 6 panels
B: Identify Common Assessment Approach
NRC to establish a set of criteria to enable
prioritization within and among all TAs

C: Initial Community Feedback
NRC to solicit external input from
industry & academia

®

Q F: Documentation by NRC Panels

NRC Panels to provide written summary
G: NRCInterim Findings

to Steering Committee
NRC to release a brief interim report that addresses
high-level issues associated with the roadmaps,
such as the advisability of modifying the number
or technical focus of the draft NASA roadmaps

D: Additional Community Feedback
NRC to conduct public workshops

E: Deliberations by NRC Panels

NRC panels meet individually to
prioritize technologies and suggest
improvements to roadmaps

Jan.
2012

H: FINAL NRCREPORT
With decisional information, including: summary of findings and
recommendations for each of the roadmaps; integrated outputs from
the workshops and panels ; identify key common threads and issues;
priorities, by group (e.g., high, medium, low), of the highest priority
technologies from the TAs
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