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	9. Evaluation Of Technical Description/Impact/Remarks:

I think it would be a mistake to build a duplicate of the GSE without a bit more study.  There are at least two outstanding issues relating to the utility of the GSE as currently designed.  (It is recognized by everyone that these issues are the result of evolving experiment requirements and do not reflect on the LM/JS designers of the GSE.) 

Currently defined issues which need to be studied are: (1) Provision of the capability for shipping the AMS-02 with the PSS in the intermediate height configuration, and (2) Modification of the lower USS shipping container to allow additional clearance for cabling than was originally planned.  We had originally submitted a Change Request to implement these changes in the design of the first set of GSE.  However, this request, not unreasonably, was rejected by the CCB as it was driven by experiment issues, not integration 

 (cont'd in 10 below)



	10. Evaluation Of Nonincorporation:

hardware issues and it was reasonable that modifications, if required, should be paid for by the collaboration.  The prospect of building a second USS and associated GSE places this whole issue in a new light.  As I understand it, the GSE currently in fabrication will meet the requirements of the STA.  If the design changes required to meet the above requirements (and others which may be identified by further study) can be implemented prior to building the second set of GSE this would seem to be, by far, the most efficient and cost effective approach.  The changes required should not substantially increase the fabrication costs of the second set.  It would appear that the only significant cost delta would be the redesign required.  I recommend that we study this further, and decide whether this is, in fact, the best approach and, if so, enter into a negotiation between AMS and JSC to determine how to fund this design work.
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