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	9. Evaluation Of Technical Description/Impact/Remarks:

Lines 50, 51:  It would be better to show a line from the PDR timeframe leading up to the CDR Milestone - and then have a new bar for CDR actions.  That way the major milestone dates are preserved.  Otherwise you'll have a nice time 2 or 3 years from now looking through other documentation to find out exactly when specific milestones were achieved.  This comment actually applies to other milestones within this schedule.  Don’t hide the specific milestone dates.

Line 58:  Add two sub elements:  UF4.1 LPA Input – 11/1/07 (L-12 wks); and UF4.1 CoFR Endorsements – 12/13/07 (L-6 wks)

See attached Page 2.



	10. Evaluation Of Nonincorporation:

Forms of these evaluation comments apply throughout the proposed schedule.  The basic problem is that the schedule lacks specific details.  If the details are not present within the schedule, then unique hardware may find itself being required for simultaneous integration tests at two different locations; or in the event of a mishap or major hardware problem any reconstruction of the hardware design/review/build schedule would be very difficult since specific milestones are embedded within date ranges.
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Line 71:  The Post-test analysis cycle for the “Full-up Modal Test” begins 2 months before the test actually occurs.  Shouldn’t the time prior to the test be part of the “Pre-test Analysis and Planning” stage on line 69?

Lines 83, 84:  What gets integrated in Culham and Geneva?  There’s no way to tell from the current entry.  If the same hardware is required at both locations then there could be a problem since the integration dates overlap.  

Line 90:  Re-label as “AMS-02 Flight Readiness Review” in order to differentiate activity from Shuttle’s UF‑4.1 FRR.  
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