Written summary provided by Bob Doremus regarding a conversation held on Jan. 31 between
Carlisle Campbell, Robert Doremus and David Paternostro about STS-107:

Carlisle Campbell phoned DF52/Bob Doremus. DF53/David Paternostro was also in the
office. Carlisle brought in Bob Daugherty and the 4 discussed the possibility of landing
with 2 flat tires. Carlisle said that Howard Law had done an entry sim at Ames (the sim
was evidently done on Friday) and that sim showed that the landing with 2 flat tires was
survivable. Bob Doremus and David Paternostro expressed some skepticism as to the
accuracy of the Ames sim in light of other data (Convair 990 testing), but appreciated the
information. All four agreed at the end of the discussion that we were doing a "what-if"
discussion and that we all expected a safe entry on Saturday.
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National Aercnautics and
Space Administration

Lyndon B. Johnson Space Center
2101 NASA Road 1
Houston, Texas 77058-3696

January 13, 2003
Reply to Atin of : MS 2-03-003

TO: MT/Manager, Space Shuttle Customer and Flight Intcgration
FROM; MS/Manager, Space Shuttle Systems Integration

SUBJECT: Evaluation of Closed Circuit Television (CCTV) Monitor Shade (Biopack
Application) Tape Adhesive Strength for Launch/Landing Loads

A CCTV Monitor Shade (SED33105633-301) has been adapted to provide on-orbit
crewmember bump protection for a group of cables attached to the Biopack hardware
installed in the orbiter middeck for STS-107. A diagram depicting an idealized
representation of the Biopack/CCTV installation is provided in the enclosed analysis
documentation.

The NASA-JSC Structures Working Group has reviewed the Biopack/CCTYV installation
analysis and found it to be acceptable per the enclosed letter, MSAD-02-0531, dated
September 26, 2002. The analysis demonstrates positive adhesive margins of safety in all
cases. The Space Shuttle Systems Integration Office recommends the approval of an
exception to the 21000-IDD-MDK for the Biopack/CCTV Monitor Shade installation on
STS-107 and all subsequent flights.

¥f you have any questions, please contact Ms. Dee J ohnsor/MS2 via e-mail:
dexer.e.johnson @nasa.gov or contact her by telephone at 28 1-483-9434,

Lambert D. Austin, Jr. Q" e (%’ ' o
Enclosure

ce:
See List
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MS2-03-003

cc;

RA42/A. Lozano, Jr.
ES2/V. Fogt

ES2/D. Taylor

MAZ2/V. S. Ellerbe

MS/D. S. Noah

MS2/D. E. Jobhnson
MS2/C. E. Larsen

MS2/1. A. Richart

MS2/R. 0. Wallace
MS3/D. L. Ladrach
MT2/L. 1. Miller

MT?2/F. Moreno

MV5/G. L. Morgan
MVS/TEC/K. Kruse
MVS/JEC/S. R. Stenzel
OZ/L. Roe

0Z2/]. §. Scheib
0Z2/USA/W, ]. Redwine
SF3/D. J. Fitts
MSFC/Boeing-SPACEBAB/J. R. Micle
BNS-HB/H020-F609/J, Lai
BNS-HowHZ1-10/G. R. Tai
USA/USH-700D/E. Bruno
USA/USH-700D/N. Fox
USA/USH-700D/P. Pryor

Rug 11 2003 14:53
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Lockheed Marin Space Operations -
Science, Engineering, Analysis, and Test Opcration
2400 NASA Road 1, P.C. Box 58561 Houswon, TX 77258-8561

Telephone (281) 333-5411 :
LOCNKNHEED MAR?!H%'

September 26, 2002
MSAD-02-0531

To: J.E. Rogers/ES2

Via: EM. Rayds/BSM’z
L.J. Mushung/B30 { im

From: P.R. Romine/B30

Subject:  Evaluation of CCTV Monitor Shade (BIOPACK Application) Tape Adhcsive Strength for
Launch/Landing Loads

A Closed Circuit Television (CCTV) Monitor Shade (SED33105633-301) has been adapted to provide on-
orbit crewmeriber bump protection for 8 group of cables attached to the BIOPACK hardware installed in
the Orbiter Mid-deck for STS-107. A diagram depicting an idealizcd represcntation of the
BIOPACK/CCTYV installstion is provided in the attached analysis documentation. :

Since the shade is intended to remain in place during liftoff and landing, the asscssment documented herein
cvaluates the adhcsive strength of the tape used to secure the monitor shade to the BIOPACK hardware
against worst-case nominal likofflanding and cmergency landing load conditions. The idealized shade
geometry and effective 12pe adhcsive arcas used in the assessment are considered conservative, as are the
worst-case liftoff/landing and emergency landing load conditions. Liftoff and landing (nominal and
emergency) load cases are based on the root-sum-square (RSS) totals for the mid-deck load factors
documented in NSTS-21000-IDD-MDK. To simplify the emergency landing cese, the RSS total is based
on & 20G load applied sirultaneousty in each coordinate dircction.

The analysis demonstrates a positive adhesive margin of safery m all cases. Therefore, assuraing that the
shade ig insteiled properly and in a manner consistent with the information provided by various Johnson
Space Center (J SC)/Kennedy Space Center (KSC) representatives, the adhesive strength of the tape used in
this application should be adequate 10 successfully hold the shade in place during liftoff/ianding.

D —

’ Edl
Paul Romine
paul romine@!meo.com
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PREPARED BY NAME/DATE : PAGE NO. DWG NO.
P. Romine - 9723001 LOCKHEED MARTIN /5

: Mechanicai Systemas Analysix REPORT NO.
PROJECT swa Dot | MSAD-02-0531

TITLE Evaluation of CCTY Monitor Shade (BIOPACK Application} Tape Adhesive Strongth for Launch/Lunding Loude

ORIGIN= I
Assumptions
The following set of ﬁsumptions was applied during this evaluation.

1. Esch section of the CCTV Monitor Shade is assumed to lie flat against the BIOPACK Locker exterior.
Tape preload due 1o the Monitor Shade being forced to lic flat against the exterior of the BIOPACK

Locker is not accounted for. ]

¢

2. During launch/landing, the only loads apphied to the Monitor Shada are due to inertial loads generated
by the shade mass. ]

3, The assessmeni is intended (o cvaluate the sirength capacity/margin provided by the taped edges of
the Monitor Shade. The shade strength itself is not evaluated. The CCTV Monitor Shade has alr=ady
been evaluated against on-orbit crewmember induced bump Joads in its original CCTV application,
These loads are assumed 10 induce worst-case stress conditions on the Kydex shade material fsclf,

4. For the purposes of the evaluating the tape adhesive capacity 1o resist launch/]1anding induced loads,
the CCTV Monitor Shade is assumed rigid.

5 The 2 inch width of the adhcsive tape is assumed 10 be evenly split between the CCTY shade and
RIOPACK. For further conservatism, only 172 of the available 1 inch width of tape is assumed 10
be adhesively attached to the BIOPACK surface. :

Factor gf Safe

BS o [2.0 ] Nominal Liftoff/Landing Factor of Safety
10

E:#crgcncy Landing Factar of Safety

Taype Strength Properties

1bf .
= 23— Tape adhesive swength via 180 peel test (Ref. Tim McBride/USA e-mail

F s
L
e in® correspondence to Penny Saunders/ISC-EA4, dated 9/16/2002.)

CCTY Shade Mags Pronerties

mass = 0.57'Tb Total Mass of CCTY Monitor Shade (SED33105633-301) (Ref. \)ic Studer/JSC-EV
c-mai! correspondence to Penny Saunders/JSC-EA4, dared 9/13/2002)

Launch/Landing Lo onditiong

Enveloping Nominal - (Ref. Table 4.1-1, NSTS-21000-XDD-MDK,

Rev. B)
' 625 |
nom:=| 3.4-¢ RSS ;o = | nom | RSS o = 14.4-3
12.58 |

Enveioping Emergency Landing - (Ref. Table 4.2-1, NSTS-21 000-JDD-MDK, Rev. B)
20-g |
ernerg = | 20-g RSS eerg ™= | emerg | RSS ¢erg = 34678
20-g |
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PREPARED BY NAMEDATE PAGE NO. DWG NO.
P. Romine - 9/23/02 LOCKHEED MARTIN 28

e

PROIECT SWG . Deparument

Mechanical Systcins Annlysis REPORT NO.
MSAD-01-0531

-

TITLE Evaluation of CCTV Monitor Shade {(BIOPACK Application) Tape Adhesive Suength for Lsunch/Landing Loads

Anglvsis roac

A diagram depicting the loads induced ont 1/2 of the CCTV Monitor Shade is shown below, The
crosshached regions around the perimcter represent the taped area for this application.

L

To perform a conservatve quick-lock assessment of the CCTV Monitor Shade in its proposed BIOPACK
application, input load conditions applied to the shade are bascd on the root sum squase (RSS) totals for the

. nomiral iftoff/landing and emergency landing load cases.

For further conscrvatism. the RSS inertial loads are assumed to act normal to the plane for cach halfof the
CCTV Shade. ’

Inertial loads scting on each half of the shade are calculated based on the tota! mass of the shadc (includes
both Shade A and Shade B - scc disgram below).

For simplification, each half of the CCTV Shade (indicaied as A and B betow) is idealized a5 recrangular
for analysis purposes. The idealized sections of the shade perimerer are indicated with dashed lines.

The loads considersd in this evaluation arc those that that act normal to the plane of the shade (i.e. only
those loads that tend 1o peel the tape from the BIOPACK surface are considered). Therzfore. the [ine
Joad acting along the hings line (hz on Edge 3) between the 1wo halves of the shade ts not considered

since this load does not act o pee] the tapc from the BIOPACK iuterface,
‘ P QD)

\’\'u\l\ oo
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NOTB: The loads depirted in the above diagram act normal 10 the plane of the shade (ccfer to the

diagram on the following page). The loads are depicled in this manner 1o demonstrate their
relarionship with respect to the planar geomelry of Shade A.
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NAME/DATE
PREPARED BY P, Romine - 971302
PROJECT SWG

PAGE NO. DWG NQO.
LOCKHEED MARTIN 3/5

Mechanicrl Systemg Analyits
Depariman

REPORT NO.
MSAD-02-053/

TITLE Evalustion of CCTV Monitor Shads {BIOPACK Application) Tape Adhesive Strength for Launch/Landing Losds

Analytical Approach (Continogd

For clagity,

loads on Shade B are deterruined in an nalogous mofner.

hy

Edge 2

-
P

Edge 3

Induced Load Agsegsment - Shade A

the idealized diagram below depicts the actal orientation of induced loads on Shade A Induced

E; Edge |

Idealized BIOPACK

Shads

sm:\
B

(Edge 1 Length - Esumated from CCTV Moniror Shade fit-check pictures dated 7/03/02)

L= 7.0"n

Lo:=83in (Edge 2 Length - Ref. SED33105633)

Logm 11.3.n (Edge 3 Lenath - Ref. SED33105633)

The total load due to the linear load distribution along Edge 2 : P lincuzé'L 2h

The total load due 10 the line load along Edge 1: Plnc=lhy
massRSS pom - [8.2

Emergency Landing Inertisl Load : P p= Ibf
mass RSS emerg 19.7

Sumnming moments about the hings line (Edge 3-

L

Substituting for Pyipeqr aNd Pline :

2 2 .
PT - ;'L 2P linear = P linu‘L 2=0»m-1bf

1 1. 2 .
—PLa~—La“h =L yh L mDinbf
it Mtk I Rk b
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PROJECT SWG M“h""f;:;f,’,f;;’;’ Analyeis REPORTNO.  \1saD02.0531

TITLE Evaluarion of CCTY Monitor Shade (BIOPACK Applicanon) Tape Adhesive Sirength for Launch/Landing Loads

Induced Load Agsegsment - Shade A {Continyed)

Solving for h) and simphfying -

3 P 042 | Ibof
hl-'-'-"—-’.-———' h]z —
2 (Lg+3Ly) 1.011 ] in

Tape Adhesive Mapgin - Shade A

The sdhesive strength of the tape is conservatively rated ar .

Ibf
P tape =23 ‘—5—
in

Width of tape available for adhesive contact with BIOPACK : w:= 1.0:in

As stated in Assumption #5, the contact irea between the tape and BIOPACK surface was conscrvatively
estimated to be 1/2 of the width available (w). Assuming this conlact length is constant for the entire Jength
of the taped interface, the line load capacity for the tape adhesive is estimated as '

1 Ibf
F aape = 5 F tape'™ F ape = 115
1-1.2
Frape . 0.37 inal Li ,
MS, = tape i MS :[ ] Nominal Liftoff/Landing
S 0.138 Emergency Landing

i

Indyced Lozd Assessment - Shade B

NOTE : The load/adhesive margin assessment for Shade B is analogous to that conducted to Shade A, The
only difference in the analysis is the length of Edge 2. All other aspects/zssumptions eic are identical.

L y:=7.04n (Bdge 1 Length - Bstimated from CCTV Monitor Shade fit-check picturss dated 7/03/02)
L= 734n (Edge 2 Length - Ref. SED33105633)
L= 1131n (Edpc 3 Length - Ref. SED33105633)
1
The total load due to the linear load distribution along Edge 2 : P anu-E‘L 2'hy

Plne=l1hy

8.2
Ibf
[ 19.7]

The total load due to the line load aleng Edge 1 :

Emergency Landing Inerual Load :

po]oton

mass{ emerg |
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PREPARED BY NAMEMDATE PAGE NO. DWG NOC.
7 P.Romine-5/2302 | LOCKHEED MARTIN 315

Mechanical Sysroms Analysis REPORT NOQ.
PROJECT SWG Depsmene MSAD-02-053

TITLE Evaluatian of CCTY Monitor Shadc (BIOPACK Application) Tope Adhesive Strength for Launch/Landing Loads

Induced L oud Asgessment - Shade B (Continued)

Summing moments about the hinge line (Bdge 3):
Ly 2. o .
P'T - ”3"1' 2P linear ~ Fline L 2=0 in Ibf

Substituting For Plipasr 14 Pine

-—;"P'L 2= -‘_1;1.- 2z'h 1- L l'h 1'L 2-0-in-lbf

Solving for hy and simplifying :

bl P [ 0435] set
172 Lo +31L,) 17| 1.047] im
Tape Adhesive Macgin - Shade B
. . . Ibf
As estimated previously, tape adhesive strength : F tape = 1.15—
in
i=21.2
Fy 0323 o LiftofffLandi
MS, = mpe 5[ ] Nominal Liftoff/Landing
FS;hy 0.099 Emergency Landing

1
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National Aeronautics and
Space Administration

Lyndon B. Johngon Space Center
2101 NASA Road 1
Houstcn, Texas 77058-3686

Jam'."ary 13,2003
MS2-03-002 '

TO: Distribution
FROM.: MS/Manager. Space Shuttle Systems Integration Office

SUBJECT: STS-107 Middeck Lockers Structural Analysis/Assessment

Please refer to the enclosed infoxmat letter MVS-TEC-03-001, STS-107 Readiness
Statement, dated, January 6, 2003,

Rased on the above-referenced letter, all structural analyses/assessments of middeck lockers
have been successfully completed for STS-107. The middeck lockers and avionics bay wire
trays are within weight carrying capabilities of the orbiter structure per specifications
identified in Technical Ordér MO72-661602 and NSTS 21000-IDD-MDX, Shuttle/Payload
Interface Definition Document for Middeck Accommodations. S

I I e

""" Pleiise direct refated guestions to NASA JSC/MS2/Ms. Dee Johnsofat (28 1):483:0484:0p e i s

" facsimile (281) 483-6202.

Clomdet N Lus?, 0[, |

Lambert D. Austin, Ir.

Enclosure

Distnbution: : ‘

EA42/A. Lozano, Jr. BNS-HB/H0Z0-F609/]. Jones
ES/G. Miller BNS-HB/H020-F609/J. Lai
ES23/L. R. Estes BNS-Houston/HD2-20/S. L. Sharp
MAZ2/V. S. Ellerbe "~ USA/USH-700D/E. E. Bruno
MS2/D. E. johuson USA/USH-700D/P. A, Pryor
MS2/R. O. Wallace

MS3/D. L. Ladrach cc:

MT2/L. J. Miller MAZ/L. J. Ham
MV5/TEC/T. N. Hunt MS/D. S. Nozh

MVS/JEC/G. Morgan MT/M. A. Brekke

0Z2/D. Szatkowski

SF3/K. Kruse

SF3/D. J. Fits
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MVS-TEC-03-001
TO:

-FROM.

SUBJECT:

Fax:281-483-6936 Aug 11 2003 14:54 P.11

Tsauary 6, '2.003

MS2/Integration Euginseming
Attn: D. Johnson

MV3-TEC/Orbiter Stowage Manager

.STS—107 Readiness Statement

T hxs office performed a weight znd c.g. assessment of the middeck lockers and middeck
stowage bags. The lockers and bags do not exceed the weight-carrying capabilities of the
orbiter structure as identified in the specification of Shuttle Operational Data Book,
Section 3.4.1.1.12, MO72-661602, NSTS 21000-IDD-MDK Shuttle/Payload Interface

Definition Document for Middeck Accommodations, and Crew Equipment Stowage o
. :VMolume Control ICD 3- 0027-03.. Each of the three middeck avionics bay wm: mys do°s~ RS
not exceed the al]owable maxlmu.m avionics bay slowage weight pr.:r bay : &

L

N W 1 AR g
TN Y A el

ey

Thf "'§pcvc1ﬁc lochrfbag conf glifahon s connollud by Lhc CCCD SGD32104430“201 10 R e

REV N dated January 2, 2003, and may change prior to the launch. If 2 change in
configuration is made, this office will make 2 new evaluation. [f the evaluation indicates
a new readiness statement is needed, it will be prepared a.nd forwarded to you.

If you have further quest:lons, please contact Gary Morgan at (231) 483-3740.

#/7 o S0 OB, 200D

Orbiter Stowagf Manager

ce!

ES23/ Linda Estes,

MVS/]. Lin
SF3/D. Fins

USA- USH-700D/ Erica Bruno
EA42-/Anselmo Lozano

Baeing HSFE/HDFF

M/C: ZC20- Steven Sharp
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Nationai Aeronautics and
Space Administration

George C. Marshall Space Flight Cenier
Marshall Spaca Flight Center, AL 35812

ED44 (03-002) " January 24, 2003
TO: MP71/Steve Glover
FROM: ED44/Stewart Deaton

SUBJECT:  STS-107 Countdown Surface Atmospheric Propcrtfes and In-flight Winds

This memorandum presents the countdown (propellant loading time frame to 1-Q) surface
atmospheric properties and in-flight wind data for the STS-107 launch on January 16,
2003. Table 1 presents selected L-0 surface atmospheric conditions observed at 1032
EST (1539Z) and in-flight ( 1554Z) maximum wind data:

Table 1- STS-107 L-0 Surface Atmospheric Conditions and In-flight Maximum Wind

Temperature” ('F) 65
Relative Humidity" (%) 68
Pressure’ (in Hg) 30.22
Surface Wind® (60 ft. elevation):

Speed (kts) 1.5

Direction (deg) 173
Sky Condition® ‘Scattered clouds at 3,500 ft
Visibility” (miles) 10
In-flight Maximum wind’ (below 60,000 ft):

Altitude (ft) : 39,500

Speed (ft/s) 184.5

Direction (deg) 270

a — Pad 39A, Camera Site #3 (SE) — one minute average, ending at L-0
b — Shuttle Landing Facility (SLF) — sky observing site
c — data from L+15 minute Jimsphere balloon profile

Mission Success Starts with Safety
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Countdow nch Comments of Meteo ical Sjgnificance:

The STS-107 L-0 Final Meteorologica! Profile includes data from the L+15 minute
(1554Z) Jimsphere and L-30 minute (15092) Automated Meteorological Profiling
System Low Resolution Flight Element profiles. The L-0 Final Meteorological Profile
consists of wind data, thermodynamic paramelers, and systematic uncertainties versus
height from surface to 400,000 ft altitude. The L-0 Final Meteorological Profile for STS-
107 is complete and archived in the MSFC/Space Shuttle Data Base (SSDB).

Surface Winds (60 ft. elevation):

Figures 1 and 2 present the Camera Site #3 continuous surface wind trace (speed and
direction) from L-300 sec to L+100 sec. Figures 3 and 4 present the Camera Site #3
surface wind trace from L-24 hours to L-0 (overlaid with Camera Site #3 atmospheric
temperature trace at 6 ft. elevation).

In-flight Winds:

Figures 5 and 6 present the L+15 minute (1554Z) Jimsphere profile wind components
(in-plane and out-of-plane), wind component monthly means, and 90% and 95% wind
component monthly envelopes versus altitude with respect to a 90-degree launch
azimuth.

If you have any questions or need further information, please contact my office at (256)
544-4291.

?‘%:‘”Ll "\

Technical Manager, Shuttle Natural Environments
Environments Group

APPROVAL:

%C%“D' Rerar—

Stephen Rose, Group Lead
Environments Group

Enclosures

cc:
See Page 3
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cc:

ED40/N. Parker

ED41/B. Vaughan

ED44/S. Rose/D. Johnson/ B. Roberts/S. Deaton
ED44/CSC/W. Batts/R. Leach
ED44/Raytheon/G. Overbey/L. Burns/F. Leahy
ED44/Sverdrup/R. Decker

MP71/]1. Martin/A. Murphy

JSC/DA8/I.M, Heflin

JSCMA/M. Henderson

JSCMS/L. Austin

JSC/MS2/R. Wallace/C. Boykin

JSC/ZS8/F. Brody/Lead Forecaster
KSC/YA-D/J. Madura

45 WS/CC/N. Wyse

CSR 4500/H. Herring

USA/USM/T. King/J. Yeager/B. Whitworth
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360WO088 (ST5-107) Launch Countdown
Cumera Site #3 Wind Speed Overlald w/Ambient (6' level)
Zero Ref: 10:39 AM EST 1/18/2003
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360W08B (5TS-107) Launch Countdown
Camera Site #3 Wind Direction Overlaid w/Amblent (' level)
Zero Ref: 10:38 AM EST 1/16/2003
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AUSTIN, LAMBERT D. (JSC-MS) (NASA)

From: JOHNSON, DE'XER E. {JSC-MS2) (NASA)
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 1:45 PM

To: ELLERBE, VANESSA S. (JSC-MA2) (NASA); MORENO, FRANK (JSC-MT2) (NASA)

ce:  AUSTIN, LAMBERT D. (JSC-MS) (NASA); NOAH, DONALD S. (DON) (JSC-MS) (NASA):
LADRAGH. DAVID L. (DAVE) {JSC-MS3) (NASA); WALLACE, RODNEY Q. (ROD) (JSC-MS2)
(NASA)

Subject: FW: BRICE allowsble Weights and C.G's

Vanessa3,

The BRIC payload has been weighed & ¢.g. by KSC. MS2 has approved BRIC's weight and c.g. for launch &
landing on STS-107.

Steve Stenzel/MV5 will up date the STS-107 CCCD to reflect BRIC's turnover weight and c.g.

Dee

~~~~~ Original Message-~----

From: Fox, Nelson P [mailto:Nelson.P.Fox@USAHQ.UnitedSpaceAIIiance.com]

Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 1;33 PM

To: 'Reed-2, David'; MORENO, FRANK (JSC-MT2) (NASA); 'Guy Etheridge KSC Pyids Program Mgr (E-mall)’;
Boeing-Hsv - Glen Beatty (E-mail); Mike Huddleston (E-mail); Spacehab - Pete Paceley (E-mail); MORGAN, GARY
(JSC-MV5) (JEC); STENZEL, STEVEN R. (STEVE) (JSC-MV5) (JEC); JOHNSON, DE'XER E. (JSC-MS2) (NASA);
Bruno, Erica E; Pryor, Pat A; EDWARD KLEIN (E-mail); Ash, Kellee D

Cc: 'Louls Ostrach'; 'Gary Jahns'

Subject: RE: BRICE allowable Weights and C.G's

Team,
The following mass properties can be entered into the CCCD as acceptable for the BRIC PAL.
Weight, 65.6 Ibs

Xcg: 10.1in.
Yeg: 0.22 in.
Zcg: 1.13in.

Per the as weighted BRIC mass properties specified below, all mass properties are within the
NSTS-21000-IDD-MDK requirements and are good for flight.

Nelzson Fox

-----Qriglnal Message-----
From: Reed-2, David [mallta:David.Reed-2@ksc.nasa.gov)
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 1:16 PM

To: 'MCRENO, FRANK (ISC-MT2) {NASA)"; 'Guy Etheridge KSC Pylds Pragram Mgr (E-mail)’; ‘Bionetics - David Reed (E-mait); Boeing-Msv -
Glen Beatty (E-mail}; Mike Huddleston (E-mail). Spacehab - Pote Paceley (E-mail}; MORGAN, GARY: STENZEL, STEVEN R; JOHNSON, DEXER
E; Bruno, Erica E; Fux, Neison P

Cc:  'Louis Ostrach’; "Gary Jahnsg’
Subject: RE: BRICE allowable Weights and C.G's

Measured values from the Level-V calibrated wt and cg tables at Hangar L are as
follows for the BRIC locker with a 4/2 foam cutout for the BRIC C. Elegans:

01/15/2003




JSC LEGAL OFFICE Fax:281-483-6936 Aug 11 2003 14:55 P.19
FW: Feedback on First SLF Visit Page 1 of 2

AUSTIN, LAMBERT D. (JSC-MS) (NASA)

From: Hammond, Neal [Neal.Hammond@USAHQ.UnitedSpaceAlIiance.com]
Sent:  Friday, February 28, 2003 1:32 PM

Te: AUSTIN, LAMBERT D. (JSC-MS) (NASA); NOAH, DONALD S. {DON) (JSC-MS) (NASA), Hinson,
Fred R

Subject: FW: Feedback on First SLF Visit

FYIi

Neal

H. Nea! Hammaond

VP&APM, Program Integration

United Space Alliance

email: neal.nammond@usahg.unitedspacealliance.com
vpice: 281-212-6184

fax; 281-212-6320

---0riginal Message-----

From: McCombs, John T

Sent: Friday, February 28, 2003 1:27 FM
Ta: Hinson, Fred R; Hammond, Neal
Subjece: FW: Feedback on First SLF Visit

FYl

—-=-Original Message--~--
From: Waln, Donna L. [mailto:DLWain@xch-bsco-06.ksc.nasa.gov]
Sent:  Friday, February 28, 2003 2:15 PM
Yo  Kleln, Ed; Vaughn, Michael E; EXT-Pryor, Pat A; EXT-Foz, Nelson P; EXT-Ladrach, David L; EXT-McCombs, John T
Cer  Engle, James M.; Luecking, Robert B.; Kleppar, Wilkam M., Barret, James; Gaudio, Rick L.; Rodriguez, Alejandro

Subject! Feedback on First SLF Visit
All,

Just a note to let you all know where we are at with examining the Payload Accommodations / Cargo Integration
Hardware at the SLF. We have established access for Rick Gaudio, Christina Howe, and Alejandro Rodriguez.
They are now able to access the SLF as necessary. Rick and Alejandro went to both the main hanger and the
clamshel! yestarday efternocn to get an orientation and a first look at many of the bridges, including bay 8 stbd,
bay 4 port, bay 10 port. bay 3 stbd, and bays 3, 12, and 11 (OARE) keels. None of this hardware has been
cleaned. so it stili has clay and mud on some areas. The M&P community has cleaned some hardware that has
been deemed critical, and there are on-going digcussions of whether cleaning shouid be done, or if it will cause us
to lose some data_ At this time, no one is allowed to bring in cameras, PDA's, laptops, or even notabooks to make
notes with, so the gathering of data will take some time. We are utilizing the other data and photos available to us
to help in the process. | | have not been given any specific reporting requirements, so if there ts any specific
format anyone is jooking for, please let me know, | pian to have the first more detailed report out early next week.

Please call me If you have any questions.

02/28/2003




DYER, DAVID W. (JSC-NT) (NASA)

From: SR&QA MER Console [srgamert@jsc.nasa.gav]
Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 10:34 AM

To: 'srqa-mer@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov'

Subject: . STS-107 Launch Report

STS-107 Launch Report
GMT 16:16:30

Shift Lead: Andy Foster

Ascent Ops Specialist: Andy Foster

Tanking/MPS Specialists: Bill Prince, Dan Clements
Mission Engineer: Megan Bell (OfT)

STS-107 was successfully launched on January 16, 2003 at GMT 16:15:39
(09:30 CST). While some IPR's were worked, there were no 1.CC violations
during the prelaunch countdown. Weather was never a concern during the
launch for IKSC or at the TAL sites.

Performance during powered flight was nominal. MECO occurred on time and
mserted the vehicle into an initial 156 x 43 nm orbit. ET sep and all

subsequent events were nominal. OMS 2 occutred at 16:16:20 GMT. The 186.1
fps burn boosted the vehicle into a 156 x 146 nm oxbit.

There are no vehicle anomalies at this time.

To subscribe to rthis mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo(@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
subscribe srqa-mer

end

To unsubscribe from this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
unsubscribe srga-mer

end

The shift reports are also posted on the SR&QA bullerin board at the
following internet address:

http:/ /wwwsrgajsc.nasa.gov/BBS/current/default. htm

or

http:/ /wwwsrqa.jsc.nasa.gov /bbs /default. htm

If you need additional information about this mailing list, please contact
michaelj.penney 1(.jsc.nasa.gov




DYER, DAVID W, (JSC-NT) (NASA)

From: SR&QA MER Console [srqamer1@jsc.nasa.gov]
Sent: Friday, January 17, 2003 8:59 AM

To: 'srqa-mer@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov'

Subject: STS-107 FDO1 Report

STS-107 Flight Day 01 Report
GMT 017:14:30

Shift Leads: Andy Foster, Ross Engle, Jeff Peters
Mission Engineer: Megan Bell (Q]T)

The STS-107 mission s progressing nominally. Pavload bay door opening was
nominal and the port radiator was deploved. Spacehab activation also was
nominal though a bit late. Spacehab activities are progressing nominally at
this time. Orbiter consumables are above the levels required for the

planned mission. Twenty-two hours of margin were reported at the
Engineermg meeting this morning.

Two irems are being carried as MER anomalies at this time.

AC2 Phase B exhibited sluggish performance during the prelaunch and
post-insertion timeframes. Sluggish performance was first noted at T-31
seconds in the launch countdown and then twice duting post-insertion
activittes. During the operation of three motors, AC2 phases A and C would
mcrease to expected values while phase B would rise to only half of what

was expected but recover to nominal values within one second. Motor
operation was nominal. The affected motors are: vent doors 8 and 9,
Ku-band deploy motor 2, and porr payload door open motor 2. There are no
common circuits or motor control assemblies for these motors though they are
all controlled via circuit breakers found on panel MA73C. However, other
motors controlled by those circuit breakers are showing nominal operating
signatures. Engineering is continuing to examine data, but there is no
in-flight troubleshooting planned at this time. This anomaly holds no
mission impact since all motors will operate nominally even if there were a
complete failure of phase B. At this time, we believe the mission is at no
additional risk.  We are continuing to monitor and evaluate this anomaly.

Durning Spacehab activation, the crew reported they could not communicate to
Spacehab from the Orbiter over the intercommunications (1COM) B loop. ICOM
A 15 working nominally, and this is considered to be a loss of redundancy

mpact. No mission impact is expected, and currently no in flight

troubleshooting 1s planned.

MER Anomalies:
MiZR-01 AC2 Phase B Sluggish Current Signature
MIEIR-02 Neo ICOM B 1 Spacchab

To subscribe to this mailing list:
Send 2 message to the following address:




To: majordomo(@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should conrain the following two lines:
subscribe stqa-mer

end

To unsubscribe from tlus mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomof@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
unsubscribe stga-mer

end

The shift reports are also posted on the SR&QA bulletin board at the
following intetnet address:

heep:/ /wwwsrqa.jsc.nasa.gov/BBS/ current/ default. htm

ot

http:/ /wwwsrqa.jsc.nasa.gov/bbs/defaulthtm

If you need additional information about this mailing list, please contact
michaelj.penney1(@.jsc.nasa.gov -




DYER, DAVID W. (JSC-NT) (NASA)

From: SR&QA MER Console [srqgameri@jsc.nasa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2003 9:39 AM

To: 'srga-mer listserver'

Subject: STS8-107 Flight Day 12 Report

STS-107 Flight Day 12 Report
GMT 028:15:30

Shuft Leads: David Witwer, Brandon Dick, Mike Fitchells
Mission Engineer: Dan Zalit (O]T)

The STS-107 mission contnues nominally i a 154 x 140 nm orbit with all
Orbiter subsystems performing satisfactorily. No new Otbiter issues or
anomalics have been reported in the previous 24 hours.

Our MER Manager released the following update on the debris hit on the left
wing last during ascent. "Systems integration personnel performed a debris
trajectory analysis to estimate the debris impact conditions and locations.
This analysis was performed utlizing the repotted observations from the
ascent video and film. It was assumed that the debsis was foam from the
external tank. Based on the results of the trajectory analysis, an impact
analysis was performed to assess the potential damage to the tile and
reinforced carbon carbon (RCC). The impact analysis indicates the potential
for a large damage area to the ule. Damage to the RCC should be limited to
coating only and have no mission impact. Additionally, thermal analyses
were performed for different locations and damage conditions. The damage
conditions included one tile missing down to the densified layer of the tile
and multiple tiles missing over an area of about 7 in by 30 in. These

thermal analyses indicate possible localized structural damage but no
butn-through, and no safety of flight issue.”

Previous flight day reports discuss the eight MER anomalies listed below.

MER Anomalies:

MER-01] AC2 Phase B Sluggish Current Signature

MER-02 No ICOM B m Spacehab

MIIR-03 02 Tank 7 Heater A Failed Off in Manual Mode {ORB)

MER-04 70MM Hasselblad Camera Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)

MER-05 Suspect Fuel Cell Monitoring System (FCMS) Data Cable (GFE)
MER-06 Loss of DR20 Tape Recording and Playback (GFE)

MER-07 LH2 Prevalve Open B Indicator Failed Off

MER-07A MDM FA4 CD-08 CH-00 Has Intermittent Data Hits (ORB)
MIZR-08 70 mm Hasselblad Camera S/N 1012 Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)




DYER, DAVID W. (JSC-NT) (NASA)

From: SR&QA MER Console [srqamer1@jsc.nasa.gov]
Sent: Friday, January 31, 2003 9:08 AM

To: 'srqa-mer@listserver jsc.nasa.gov'

Subject: STS-107 Flight Day 15 Report

STS-107 Flight Day 15 Report
GMT 031:14:50, MEET 14:23:10

Shift Leads: David Witwer, James Gardner, David Melendez
Mission Engineer: Dan Zalit (O]T)

The STS-107 mission continues nominally with two issues reported over the
previous 24 hours. The Orbiter consumables are above the levels required
for completion of the planned mission. Weather forecasts for the two
Saturday landing opportunities at KSC are well within flight rule limits;
°.pcc1ﬁc,ﬂh scattered clouds at 3500 ft and 25,000 ft, xzsiblht\ 7 sm, and
crosswinds less than 10 knots.

Flight Control System (FCS) checkout 1s complete with FCS, APU and hydraulic
system performance as c*;pcctcd Following FCS checkout, the RCS hot-fire
occurred satsfactorily. All thrusters fired at least once. The Orbiter is

prepared for tomorrow's deotbit and landing.

However, two anomalies have been added to our MER Anomaly list. The first
anomaly added 1s MER-09: SPACEHAB Water Loop Flow Degradation. Fatlier in
the flight (MIT 01:21:21), the flight control team decided to use only

SPACEHAB water pump 1. Recent data shows pump 1 is degrading, however the
degradation is at a rate that will allow the flow to stay above nominal

limits until the end of mission. SPACEHAB water pump 1 degradaton does not
currently have an impact to the mission. Post landing, 2 team at KSC will
troubleshoot the Orbiter side of the interface to determine if Orbiter

hardware either caused or impacted the problem.

The second anomaly added in the past 24 hours 1s MER-10: Forward DAP Auto A
Contact Deselected. A review of the data indicates that the swiich

performed nominally untl MET 13:04:49 and 13:05:53. At these two moments
when the crew used the forward Digital Auto Pilot (IDAP) auto push button
switch, contact A did not close. Redundancy Management (RM) subsequently
deselected contact A of the forward IDAP. A switch tease, observed in the

past on this type of switch, is the suspected cause. Although there is a

loss of redundancy, no mission unpact 1s expected and workarounds are in

place for the next worst failure.

MER Ancomalies:

MER-01 AC2 Phase B Sluggish Current Signarute

MER-02 No ICOM B in SPACEHAB

MER-03 02 Tank 7 Heater A Failed Off in Manual Mode (ORB)
MER-04 70MM Hasselblad Camera Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)

1




MER-05 Suspect Fuel Cell Monitoring System (FCMS) Data Cable (GFE)

MER-006 Loss of DR20 Tape Recording and Playback (GFE)

MER-07 1LH2 Prevalve Open B Indicator Failed Off

MER-07A MDM FA4 CID-08 CH-00 Has Intermittent Data Hits (ORB)
MER-08 70 mm Hasselblad Camera S/N 1012 Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)
MER-09 SPACEHAD Water Loop Flow Degradation (ORB or PLD)

MER-10 Forward DAP Auto A Contact Deselected (ORB)

‘T'o subscribe to this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo(@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
subscribe stqa-mer

end

To unsubscrbe from this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo(@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
unsubscribe srga-mer

end

‘The shift reports are also posted on the SR&QA bulletin board at the
tollowing internet address:

hrtp:/ /wwwstqa jsc.nasa.gov/BBS/ current/default htm

ot

htp:/ /wwwsiqa.jsc.nasa.gov/bbs/defaulthem

If you need additional information about this mailing list, please contact
michael}.penney1(@.jsc.nasa.gov




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: , ELLERBE, VANESSA 8. (JSC-MA2) (NASA)

Sent: Friday, January 03, 2003 1:27 PM

To: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA); GARCIA, HECTOR, PHD (JSC-SF) (WLS)
Cc: MORENO, FRANK (JSC-MT2} (NASA); LARSEN, AXEL M. (SKIP) (JSC-MA2) (NASA)
Subject: FW: STS-107 - CIBX and BRIC - Late Changes

FYI- Please be on the lookout for changes to CIBX and BRIC.

Vanessa

From: ELLERBE, VANESSA S. (JSC-MA2) (NASA)

Sent: Friday, January 03, 2003 1:25 PM

To: DITTEMORE, RONALD D. (JSC-MA) (NASA); HALSELL, JAMES D (JSC-REMOTE);
HAM, LINDA J. (JSC-MA2) (NASA)

Cc: GALVEZ, ROBERTO S. (ROBERT) (JSC-MA2) (NASA);
'Randall.L.Segert@nasa.gov’; LARSEN, AXEL M. (SKIP) (JSC-MA2) (NASA)

Subject: FW: STS-107 - CIBX and BRIC - Late Changes

Hi guys,

Hope you had a great holiday. The note below is concerning a request from Code U to modify the
BRIC payload by adding several passive canisters and to approve a late sample change to the CIBX
payload. Skip Larsen and | discussed the changes this afternoon and feel that since both requests
are concerning re-flight payloads, that do not require crew involvement, we support the requests.

However, whether the Pl's and payload integrators can provide the data and products in time for flight
is of concern. The BRIC payload addition requires PRCB approval, because a CCCD change is
involved. Frank Moreno is preparing a CR, and hopes to have it to support a Noon Board on
Tuesday 1/7. He wili not be able to support a Noon Board on Monday, because Bionetics does not
have all of the data, and noted that are going to have work all weekend to have the data by Monday,
to support a CR on Tuesday.

All parties will give their best efforts to get these changes accomplished, without impacting the
success of the mission, while meeting all of the required payload integration requirements.

Vanessa

>-----0riginal Message-----
>From: Richard Zwierko [mailto:rzwierko @hg.nasa.gov]
>Sent: Tuesday, December 24, 2002 10:48 AM
>To: CHARLES, JOHN B. (JSC-SL) (NASA}; MORENO, FRANK (JSC-MT2) (NASA);
>NEWKIRK, KATHERINE E. (LELE) (JSC-SM) (NASA)
>Cc: jemond@hg.nasa.gov; dliskows @ hg.nasa.gov; lostrach@mail.hq.nasa.gov;
>gjahns @ mail.arc.nasa.gov; britt.manfredi@Imco.com; lynn.pickett@Imco.com;
>MCPHERSON, THOMAS M. (TOM) (JSC-MT) (NASA); dtomko@mail.hq.nasa.gov;
>clivings @ hg.nasa.gov; Mark.E.Nall@msfc.nasa.gov; John.West@msfc.nasa.gov;
>snichols @ mail.hg.nasa.gov; dshortz@mail.hg.nasa.gov

1




>Subject: Fwd: STS-107 Late Sample Approval

>Importance: High

>

> Lele/Frank/John (et al.) - Reference the message (“Blue Text")

> following, you are requested to make every diligent effort to accommodate
> the late manifesting of the items indicated. Except for completing and

> accumulating the required paperwork, both these items require negligible
> to minimum indicated stowage, are reflights of materials previously

> approved, and, as is our understanding, require no or very minimal crew

> interaction. In the case of the experiment which would share the

> accommodations with BRIC, this is a precursor to a future ISS experiment
> which s familiar to one of the current crew; any brief refresher

> training can be conducted at the final crew walkthrough at KSC. In the

> case of CIBX, the two additional samples should be able to be

> accommodated within the existing facility and are "diluted" reflights of

> prior approved items that are connected to an educational outreach activity.
> It is recognized that this directed request is late relative to

> the normative payload process timeline. However, considering future

> science/research missions to ISS, this will very likely represent the

> reality of the situation for notification for reflight potential of very

> small science payloads. Given the holidays, we recognize implementation
> of this request at times may be difficult. Please keep me and this

> office advised of the status. As indicated in the message below, this

> request will be a good case study for the Reinvention Team effort due to
> convene at Headquarters O/A the 13th January.

> Best regards for a good, safe, holiday period to all.

VVVVVY

>>X-Sender: muhran@mail.hg.nasa.gov

>>Date: Tue, 24 Dec 2002 11:01:24 -0500

>>To: rzwierko@hg.nasa.gov -

>>From: Mark Uhran <muhran@hq.nasa.gov>

>>Subject: STS-107 Late Sample Approval

>>Cc: mkicza@ mail.hqg.nasa.gov, muhran@hq.nasa.gov, bkreyken@mail.hq.nasa.gov
>

>>Rick,

>>

>>Based upon review of the sample requirements v. availabie flight
>>accommodations, together with the fact that these are both re-flights ,
>>please proceed with manifesting and flight of the following two sample sets:
>>

>>1. Re-flight of ancillary syringe sets to be accommodated in the 0.5 MDL
>>volume remaining available in the BRIC payload element, which is already
>>manifested; and,

>>2. Re-flight of the two Tin Crystal experiment samples to be accommodated
>>in the ITA CIBX-2 payload element, which is already manifested.

>

>>|n addition, please assemble a comprehensive file on both of these

2




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: Koelle, William A [william.a.koelle @boeing.com]

Sent: Monday, January 06, 2003 2:24 PM

To: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA); MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Cc: Beatty, Glen; Procell, John W

Subject: FW: FSDP Clarifications - BRIC/C.elegans

Importance: High

FltSafety

ICelegans 010603, : - i
segans 'Dean - this package has been reviewed and is found to be acceptable. Dr.

Garcia reported no tox levels greater than Zero with the exception of the
LIOH which is double bagged in Tyvek, contained in petri dishes within the
BRIC Cannisters.

Best Regards - Bill

William A. Koelle

The Boeing Company

Manager, Safety and Product Assurance

Carrier Systems

System Safety Functional Manager, NASA Systems S&MA - Huntsville Site

Tel 256 716-4116
Fax - 4175
william.a.koelle @ boeing.com

----- Original Message-----

From: McLamb-1, William [mailto:William.McLamb-1 @ksc.nasa.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 086, 2003 1:07 PM

To: Koelle, William A; Bijvoet, Robert; Huddleston, Michael E

Cc: Reed-2, David; Ahmay-1, Frederick; Etheridge-1, Guy; Wells-1, Bill
Subject: RE: FSDP Clarifications - BRIC/C.elegans

Importance: High

Bill,

| have incorporated the comments and additional figure listed below directly

into the FSDP document, and | am re-sending this updated FSDP, DATED 010603,
as a PDF file.

Thanks.

Bill

<<FltSafety BRICelegans 010603.pdf>>

> ---0Original Message----- ‘

> From: McLamb-1, William

> Sent: Monday, January 06, 2003 12:54 PM
> To: 'william.a.koelie @ boeing.com’

1




> Cc: Reed-2, David; Ahmay-1, Frederick; Etheridge-1, Guy; Wells-1, Bill

> Subject:  FSDP Clarifications - BRIC/C.elegans

> Importance: High

>

> Bill,

> The following comments and attachments are in response to our discussions
> this morning regarding the LSSC-BRIC-14CE-FSDP, BRIC/C.elegans Validation
> Series/Reflown Flight Safety Data Package, submitted, January 6, 2003.

> Listed below are your requested clarifications and recommendations to the

> safety package.

>

> Experiment Configuration within BRIC canisters:

>

> | have enclosed a "cartoon" figure depicting the internal configuration of

> the BRIC-60 canister, showing orientation of petri dishes, which are

> secured by velcro straps. The teflon tubes are used to cushion the petri

> dish stack, and are inserted between the petri dish stack and the inner

> surface of the canister. See Attachment "BRIC/C.elegans expt config"

>

> Eight petri dishes with agar/media and worms will be contained in each of

> the six canisters. '

> Each canister will contain one petri dish with 8 grams of LiOH granules.

> The LiOH is DOUBLE-BAGGED in sealed Tyvek bags, which are stowed inside
> the petri dish.

> Three of the six canisters will contain one HOBO temperature data logger.

> In these three canisters, the HOBO data logger will take the place of one

> of the eight specimen dishes.

>

> page 12, section 7.3 Applicable Hazard identification

> The BRIC-007 hazard report is not applicable, since the hazardous material
> (Purafil) is not used in this BRIC configuration.

> The BRIC-008 hazard report is not applicable, since radioactive materials

> are not used in this BRIC configuration.

>

> page 14, section 8.2.3.1: Hazard Report BRIC-003 Use of Flammable

> Materials

> Flammability Assessments per NSTS 22648 conclude that flammability is not
> a credible hazard for the

> this configuration. The petri dishes and data iogger and not externaily

> exposed, and do not constitute a hazardous propagation path. The

> container for the petri dishes and HOBO data logger (i.e., the BRIC-60

> canisters) is composed of non-flammable aluminum, and the BRIC-60

> canisters are stowed for the mission duration within the middeck locker.

>

> page 14, 8.2.4: Hazard Report BRIC-004 Contamination and Injury Caused
> by Release of Hazardous Materials

> Assuming the agar/media/worms are nonhazardous, pending JSC Toxicologist
> assessment, the only hazardous material is the LiOH granules, which are

> DOUBLE-BAGGED in sealed Tyvek bags. This double-Tyvek bag is contained
> within a petri dish, and there is one LiOH petri dish in each BRIC

> canister. This method of LiOH containment is previously approved by the

> JSC Toxicologist.




>

> Appendix C, BRIC/C.elegans Re-verification Matrix:

> _

> for Hazard Report BRIC-005, Sharp Edges,

> Although there are no new BRIC canisters that have been built for this
> BRIC flight, re-verification is performed as part of the standard sharp
> edge inspection prior to turnover.

>

>

> A .PDF file of the Flight Safety Data Package will be sent to you as a
> separate email, as well as re-sent to Robert Bijvoet and Mike Huddleston,
> since it did not make it through on the initial electronic transmittal,

> and some of the faxed pages were illegible.

>

> If you have any comments, please don't hesitate to call me at work or
> home.

> Thanks for your time and efforts.

>

> Kind regards,

>

> Bill McLamb

> 321-476-4302

> 321-476--4220 (fax)

> 321-773-4192 (home)

> << File: BRIC Celegans expt config.doc >>

>




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

No comments.

KNUTSON, DENNIS L. (JSC-DO121) (USA)

Monday, January 06, 2003 4:12 PM

MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

RE: EXPEDITED REVIEW/COMMENTS -- BRIC Series/Reflight for STS-107

-----Original Message-----

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

PSRPSEC

Monday, January 06, 2003 3:39 PM

DL PSRPSSP; MORENQ, FRANK (1SC-MT2) (NASA); Altpater, J; Barton, Quentelle; Beaird, Grady; Beyer, M.; Card, Mike; Daniels,
Maxine; Dasgupta, Rajib; Gabiola, R.V.; 'Gonzalez, S.'; Green, A. B.; Hill, Charles S.; Kao, Henry; Keifenheim, J.; Kunkel, S. R.;
Lively, Clint; Maltby, Harry; McDonald, P. D.; Phillips, Stephanie L.; Russell, Don; Sawyer, 1.C.; 'Spern, C.W."; Stanton, M.A. ;
Sturm, R.; Vogel, Matt '

MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC} (NASA); STEWART, CHRISTINE E. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); ROSE, SUMMER L. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

EXPEDITED REVIEW/COMMENTS -- BRIC Series/Reflight for STS-107

Importance: High

Please see PSRP DMS, "BRIC-107", for the subject data (View SDP). Due to fast approaching launch date, this must
be reviewed by January 8, 2003. Please provide comments to Mr. D. W. Moreland, 281-483-5549, e-mail:
dwmorela @ems.jsc.nasa.gov ASAP.

http://psrp.jsc.nasa.gov




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: CIANCONE, MICHAEL L. (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Sent: Monday, January 06, 2003 4:51 PM
To: PSRPSEC; DL PSRPSSP; MORENQ, FRANK (JSC-MT2) (NASA); 'Altpater, J’; *Barton,

Quentelle’; Beaird, Grady’; ‘Beyer, M.’; "Card, Mike’; 'Daniels, Maxine’; '‘Dasgupta, Rajib’;
'Gabiola, R.V.’; ‘Gonzalez, S.’; 'Green, A. B.'; 'Hill, Charles S.”; 'Kao, Henry’; 'Keifenheim, J."
Kunkel, 3. R.; ‘Lively, Clin{’; "Maltby, Harry’; 'McDonald, P. D.’; 'Phillips, Stephanie L.
‘Russell, Don’; 'Sawyer, J.C.’; 'Spern, C.W.’; "Stanton, M.A."; 'Sturm, R."; 'Vogel, Matt’

Cc: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA); STEWART, CHRISTINE E. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); ROSE,
SUMMER L. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)
Subject: RE: EXPEDITED REVIEW/COMMENTS -- BRIC Series/Reflight for STS-107

fyi ... we received notice of this very late manifest item this morning ... it is slated for 107, i.e., real soon.

Thanks for your patience and cooperation ... if necessary, please direct any comments on this expedited review to me
{rather than Dean or Mindi).

M
----- Original Message--—-
From: PSRPSEC
Sent: Monday, January 06, 2003 3:39 PM
To: DL PSRPSSP; MORENO, FRANK (JSC-MT2) (NASA); Altpater, J; Barton, Quentelle; Beaird, Grady; Beyer, M.; Card, Mike; Daniels,

Maxine; Dasgupta, Rajib; Gabiola, R.V.; 'Gonzalez, S."; Green, A. B.; Hill, Charles S.; Kao, Henry; Keifenheim, 1.; Kunkel, S. R.;
Lively, Clint; Maltby, Harry; McDonald, P. D.; Phillips, Stephanie L.; Russell, Don; Sawyer, 1.C.; 'Spern, C.W.'; Stanton, M.A.;
Sturm, R.; Vogel, Matt

Cc: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA); STEWART, CHRISTINE E. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); ROSE, SUMMER L. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

Subject: EXPEDITED REVIEW/COMMENTS -- BRIC Series/Reflight for STS-107

Importance: High

Please see PSRP DMS, "BRIC-107", for the subject data (View SDP). Due 1o fast approaching launch date, this must
be reviewed by January 8, 2003. Please provide comments to Mr. D. W. Moreland, 281-483-5549, e-mail:
dwmorela@ems.jsc.nasa.gov ASAP.

http://psrp.jsc.nasa.gov




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: CIANCONE, MICHAEL L. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2003 8:22 AM

To: 'Vogel, Matt (N-HEIY’

Cc: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Subject: RE: EXPEDITED REVIEW/COMMENTS -- BRIC Series/Reffight for STS-107

Thanks for the quick response Mat.

----- Original Message-----

From: Vogel, Matt (N-HE!) [mailto:matt.vogel @ Imco.com]

Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2003 8:11 AM

To: CIANCONE, MICHAEL L. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Subject: RE: EXPEDITED REVIEW/COMMENTS -- BRIC Series/Reflight for
STS-107

To: Michael Ciancone

From: Matt Vogel '

Cc: Robert Davis, Lance Mushung, Leo Benal
Date: 01/07/2002

Subject: LSSC-BRIC-14CE-FSDP

LSSC-BRIC-14CE-FSDP titled "BRIC/C. elegans Validation Series/Reflown Flight
Safety Data Package" was reviewed from a Shuttle payload mechanism safety
point of view in support of an expedited safety review.

Hardware presented in this safety data package wili be stowed in the orbiter
middeck locker for Shuttle launch and landing. The Velcro used to retain
petri dishes is flight approved hardware and the configuration has not
changed. Approval of the safety data package is recommended.

Matt R. Vogel

Lockheed Martin Space Operations
281.333.8071
matt.vogel@Imco.com

----- Original Message-----
From: CIANCONE, MICHAEL L. (JSC-NC) (NASA)
[mailto:michael.l.ciancone @ nasa.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 06, 2003 4:51 PM
To: PSRPSEC; DL PSRPSSP; MORENO, FRANK (JSC-MT2) (NASA); 'Altpater, J';
‘Barton, Quentelle’; ‘Beaird, Grady’; 'Beyer, M.’; 'Card, Mike’;
‘Daniels, Maxine’; ‘Dasgupta, Rajib’; ‘Gabiola, R.V."; 'Gonzalez, S.’;
‘Green, A. B.; ’Hill, Charles S.’; 'Kao, Henry’; 'Keifenheim, J.’;
‘Kunkel, S. R.’; ’Lively, Clint’; ‘Maltby, Harry’; 'McDonald, P. D.’;
"Phillips, Stephanie L.’; 'Russell, Don’; 'Sawyer, J.C.’; 'Spern, C.W.’;
‘Stanton, M.A.’; 'Sturm, R.’; 'Vogel, Matt’
Cc: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA); STEWART, CHRISTINE E. (JSC-NC)
(SAIC); ROSE, SUMMER L. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)
1




Subject: RE: EXPEDITED REVIEW/COMMENTS -- BRIC Series/Reflight for
STS-107 ,

fyi ... we received notice of this very late manifest item this morning ...
it is slated for 107, i.e., real soon.

Thanks for your patience and cooperation ... if necessary, please direct any
comments on this expedited review to me (rather than Dean or Mindi).

M

> - Original Message-----

> From: PSRPSEC

> Sent: Monday, January 06, 2003 3:39 PM

> To: DL PSRPSSP; MOCRENO, FRANK (JSC-MT2) (NASA); Altpater, J; Barton,
> Quentelie; Beaird, Grady; Beyer, M.; Card, Mike; Daniels, Maxine;

> Dasgupta, Rajib; Gabiola, R.V.; 'Gonzalez, S.’; Green, A. B.; Hill,

> Charles S.; Kao, Henry; Keifenheim, J.; Kunkel, S. R.; Lively, Clint;

> Maltby, Harry; McDonald, P. D.; Phillips, Stephanie L.; Russell, Don;

> Sawyer, J.C.; 'Spern, C.W.’; Stanton, M.A_; Sturm, R.; Vogel, Matt

> Cc: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA); STEWART, CHRISTINE E. (JSC-NC)
> (SAIC); ROSE, SUMMER L. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

> Subject: EXPEDITED REVIEW/COMMENTS -- BRIC Series/Reilight for

> STS-107

> Importance: High

>

> Please see PSRP DMS, "BRIC-107", for the subject data (View SDP). Due to
> fast approaching launch date, this must be reviewed by January 8, 2003.

> Please provide comments to Mr. D. W. Moreland, 281-483-5549, e-mail:

> dwmorela@ems.jsc.nasa.gov ASAP.

>

> hitp://psrp.jsc.nasa.gov




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Assessment of

BRIC-107 Ph3r.de...

Russell, Don G [don.g.russell@Imco.com]

Tuesday, January 07, 2003 8:18 AM

'dean.moreland1 @jsc.nasa.gov’; MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA); david.e.tadlock1
@jsc.nasa.gov; George Harvey; Henry Beaird; James Rainwater; LEQ BENAL: Quentelie
Barton

CIANCONE, MICHAEL L. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Avionics assessment of BRIC Reflight SDP for STS-107




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: CIANCONE, MICHAEL L. (JSC-NC) {(NASA)
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2003 8:23 AM

To: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Subject: FW: Sysiem safety eval of S/R SDP for BRIC-107
Importance: High

02NS038-BRIC-10702NS038-BRIC-107 02NSO38CVR.pdf
.doc .pdf

From: Green, Art [mailto:art.green @boeing.com]

Sent: Monday, January 06, 2003 5:09 PM

To: CIANCONE, MICHAEL L. (JSC-NC) (NASA); AlbertNguyen; AttibeleShamala;
BobDueease; BobPeercy; ChristopherCottrill; ClintLively;

CynthiaCheathem; MyrellaBeyer; RebeccaOlson; StephaniePhillips;
StevenOwens; SusanGaynor

Subject: System safety eval of S/R SDP for BRIC-107

Importance: High

The attached files are the Boeing Company System Safety evaluation of the series/reflight
safety data package for Biological Research in Canisters-107. No formal PSRP meeting is
scheduled. This report was requested on an expedited basis by 1/8/03.

<<02NS038-BRIC-107.doc>> <<02NS038-BRIC-107.pdf>> <<02NS038CVR.pdf>>

Art Green

Lead Payload Safety Integration Engineer
The Boeing Company

NASA Systems

Houston Operations

(281) 226-5821
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NSO3HOUXXX, Page 1
BIOLOGICAL RESEARCH IN CANISTERS (BRIC)-107
SERIES/REFLIGH

FOREWORD

This document is a contractual requirement of United Space Alliance Letter Contract Number 1970483303 and is prepared
specifically in response to PDRD P1213C under WBS 1.2.1.3, Task 20017 by the Systems and Cargo Integration Safety
Department of the Boeing Company, NASA Systems, for the United Space Alliance and the Space Shuttle Systems Inte-
gration Office of the National Aeronautics and Space Administration. This report is the Boeing Company System Safety
evaluation of the Biological Research In Canister (BRIC)-107, Series/Reflight, JSC Transmittal NC4-03-NONE,
dated 1/6/03. No formal safety review by the PSRP is scheduled. This report was requested (on an expedited basis) by

1/8/03.

References: None.

SUMMARY

The unique ICD is: not available. This is a middeck payload and, thus, must comply with NSTS-21000-IDD-MDK.

This payload is a series/reflight of the Biological Research in Canisters payloads previously flown. It will occupy the
space remaining in the BRIC-14 middeck drawer. It will consist of six BRIC-60 half-canisters, each containing
eight polystyrene petri dishes. Three HOBO thermal monitoring devices will also be included. In addition, six
small Tyvek bags of Lithium Hydroxide (LiOH) will be included te absorb excess CO, generated. The specimens
are soil nematodes (Caenorhabditis elegans) in nutrient matter,

There are no avionic interfaces with the Orbiter. The LiOH is sized to be contained within the Tyvek bags, with the
remaining hardware providing the required additional containment. JSC Toxicology approval has been requested.
The small batteries and the small amount of flammable materials have been previously approved for flight.




NSO03HOUXXX, Page 2
BIOLOGICAL RESEARCH IN CANISTERS (BRIC)-107
SERIES/REFLIGH

SPECIFIC INTERFACE ISSUES

There are none.

WAIVERS, DEVIATIONS; AND EXCEEDANCES

The following is a listing of Waivers, Deviations, or Exceedances which have an impact to the safety of BRIC-107.
There are none.

DETAILS OF THE SAFETY CRITICAL ELECTRICAL INTERFACES WILL BE FOUND IN THE FOLLOWING EVALUATIONS

THERE ARE NONE.

The BRIC-107 data package contained the following non-interface hazard reports: Only reference HRs were provided.

BERYLLIUM
Is Beryllium or Beryllium Oxide used anywhere in this payload? None indicated.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT DATA

The following materials/components are present in this payload and could pose a threat to the general public or to the envi-
ronment if indiscriminately released: NONE.

The HMST indicated no hazardous materials. The previously approved use of LiOH was included for reverification. Sys-
tem Safety concurs.

CONCLUSION
System Safety recommends: Appreval of the series/reflght SDP for BRIC-107.




NS03HOUXXX, Page 3
BIOLOGICAL RESEARCH IN CANISTERS (BRIC)-107
SERIES/REFLIGH

PAYT.OAD SAFETY REQUIREMENTS DATA COMMENTS

DATA NO: NC4-03-NONE

DATA TITLE: SERIES/REFLIGHT SDP FOR BRIC-167

RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:

J APPROVED

DISAPPROVED

O OTHER
REMARKS: NONE

RETURN TO: D. W. MORELAND/ NC4

BY: 1/8/03

SIGNED: (USA-H) DATE:

(H. Maltby)




PART [ - NUMBER REQUEST
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1. TITLE: System Safety EVALUATION OF THE SERIES/REFLIGHT SAFETY DATA PACKAGE FOR BIOLOGICAL

RESEARCH IN CANISTER-107

2. AUTHOR'S NAMEAUTHOR A. GREEN  DEPT.T613

MaAIL CODE: H§3-30

TELEPHONE: 281-266-5821

3. CONTRACT/DNO/TPA/TMA/IR&D AUTHORITY:

NAS9-20000, DRD 1.2.1.3-c. SUBCONTRACT
PDRD P1213c, W.B.S, 1.2.1.3/Task 20017
CUSTOMER REQUEST: YES []no
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SOURCE OF AUTHORITY OR EXTRACTION

UNCLASSIFIED
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MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: CIANCONE, MICHAEL L. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2003 8:24 AM

To: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) {NASA)

Subject: FW: Avionics assessment of BRIC Reflight SDP for STS-107

------ Original Message-----

From: Russell, Don G [mailto:don.g.russell@Imco.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2003 8:18 AM
To: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA); MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA); TADLOCK, DAVID E. (JSC-EV151) (NASA): George
Harvey; Henry Beaird; James Rainwater; BENAL, LEO C. (JSC-EA) (NASA); Quentelle Barton
Cc: CIANCONE, MICHAEL L. (3SC-NC) {NASA)
Subject: Avionics assessment of BRIC Reflight SDP for STS-107
o £r

Assessment of
BRIC-107 Ph3r.do...




PAYLOAD SAFETY REQUIREMENTS DATA COMMENTS

DATA NC. NONE

- DATA TITLE: Reflight Safety Review for Biological Research in Canister (BRIC) for STS-107

RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:
X | APPROVED
DISAPPROVED

OTHER (N/A)

REMARKS:

The BRIC payload is passive, with no Avionics or electrical components other than three reflown
HOBO temperature recorders, which are not accessibie to the crew and do not interface to the
Orbiter. A Reflight assessment compliant to NSTS/ISS 13830C Section 9 is presented in
Section 7 of the SDP.

RECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that the SDP be approved from an Avionics perspective.

RETURN TO: NC44/D. W. Moreland

BY:

January 8, 2003

SIGNED: Don Russell DATE: 1_/07/03

Appendix A - Revised 1/4/00




PAYLOAD SAFETY REQUIREMENTS DATA COMMENTS

DATA NO. NONE

DATA TITLE: Reflight Safety Review for Biological Research in Canister (BRIC) for STS-107

RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:
X APPROVED
DISAPPROVED

OTHER (N/A)

AEMARKS:

The BRIC payload is passive, with no Avionics or electrical components other than three reflown
HOBO temperature recorders, which are not accessible to the crew and do not interface to the
Orbiter. A Reflight assessment compliant to NSTS/ISS 13830C Section 9 is presented in
Section 7 of the SDP.

RECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that the SDP be approved from an Avionics perspective.

RETURN TO: NC44/D. W. Moreland

BY:

January 8, 2003

SIGNED: Don Rusself DATE: 1/07/03

Appendix A - Revised 1/4/00




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: MANHA, WILLIAM D. (BILL) (JSC-EP4) (LM)
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2003 10:31 AM
To: CIANCONE, MICHAEL L. (JSC-NC) (NASA); MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Cc: HOWARD FLYNN; LEQ BENAL; SAMUEL JONES;
steven.r.kunkel @ USAHQ.UnitedSpaceAlliance.com
Subject: BRIC 8TS-107 - haz cont - questions

See the attachment:

BRIC for
STS-107.doc

Bill Manha

Hernandez Engineering/Lockheed Martin
PSRP Engineering Support (EP4)
Propulsion, Fluid and Pressurized Systems
Phone 281 483-6439

FAX 281 483-3704
wmanha@ems.jsc.nasa.gov




PAYLOAD SAFETY REQUIREMENTS DATA COMMENTS

DATA NO. NC4-02-

DATATITLE:
Biological Research in Canister (BRIC) for STS-107

RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:

XX1 APPROVED

DISAPPROVED

OTHER

REMARKS:

The satisfactory containment of the hazardous material Lithium Hydroxide for this payload Is unique in that it is based upon the Lithium
Hydroxide “pellets” are larger than the porosity size of the containment Tyvek bags. The satisfactory, safe, containment of the
Lithium Hydroxide for the specified conditions was done by the JSC Toxicologist in ~ 1984 - a long time ago.

Reference page 10, paragraph 6.1.3 Safety Hazards — The lithium hydroxide granule size will be verified — (larger than
Tyvek pore size), page 28, HR BRIC-004 Contamination and injury caused by release of hazardous materials, Verification 2 JSC
Toxicologist approval (attachment 3):

1. What is the toxic leval of the Lithium Hydroxide and where is the Toxicity Report?

2. Where is the JSC Toxicological approval (attachment 3) of adequate containment?

3. Since the original JSC Toxicological approval was dene so long ago shouldn't there be a new assessment, especially of the granular
size of the lithium hydroxide, to assure all the same conditions exist to assure the JSC Toxicologica! approval is still valid?

Reference page F-1, Reverifcation Matrix, BRIC-004, Verification 2a. Obtain approval of LiOH
containment configuration, Reverification Requirements - 2a. No reverification required, 2b.
Verify configuration of containment levels:

4. s containment configuration “no reverifcation required” based upon 1a. Verify LiOH granule
~size. and 1b. Verify cleanliness of Tyvek bags.?

5. Does the 2b. configuration of containment leveis include all the items in HR BRIC -004
Verification 2b. verification including “inspect bags for gaps and rips”?

6. Is “Containment configuration” “No reverification required” acceptable now, since the
containment configuration was approved so long ago and a copy of the JSC Toxicological approval
is not provided? :

RETURN TO: NC44/D. W. Moreland
BY: January 8, 2003
SIGNED: Bill Manha ' DATE:__January 7, 2003

cc: L. Benal, H. Flynn, Sam Jones Enclosure 2




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: Koelle, William A [william.a.koelle@hosing.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2003 12:22 PM

To: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Subject: RE: completion of OFK/PPK verifs for 107

Thanks Dean!

William A. Koelle

The Boeing Company

Manager, Safety and Product Assurance

Carrier Systems

System Safety Functional Manager, NASA Systems S&MA - Huntsville Site

Tel 256 716-4116

Fax - 4175
william.a.koelle@boeing.com

————— Qriginal Message-----

From: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA) [mailto:dean.moretand-1@nasa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2003 12:22 PM
To: Koelle, William A
Subject: FW: completion of OFK/PPK verifs for 107
fyi
----- Criginal Message-----
From: CIANCONE, MICHAEL L. (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2003 11:27 AM
To: MORELAND, DEAN {ISC-NC) (NASA)
Cc: SMITH, BRENDA L. {JSC-NC) (SAIC); LARSEN, AXEL; O'BRIEN, DAVID; WILLIAMS, JEFFREY

Subject: completion of OFK/PPK verifs for 107

I received the final verif today (the USA packing form} ... all verifs closed for 107 OFK/PPK ... CoFR support chart has
been updated accordingly.




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

M030107.doc

McDonald, Patrick [patrick.mcdonald@Imco.com]
Tuesday, January 07, 2003 2:19 PM
MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)
BRIC-107 comments




Date: 01/07/03
To:  D. M. Taylor/ES2
From: P.D. McDonald/B30

Subject: Series/Reflight Safety Review for Biological Research in Canister (BRIC)-
14, Elegans Validation Experiment, on STS-107.

Deneen,

I'have reviewed the safety data package for the Series/Reflight Safety Review for
Biological Research in Canister (BRIC)-14, Elegans Validation Experiment, on STS-107.

BRIC is a standard middeck locker replacement enclosure that will be used to stow two
small biclogical sample containers, and a small cryogenic freezer for freezing the
biological samples. A number of Petri dishes, containing the biologicat samples, will be
contained inside of the canisters. The hardware has flown numerous times before, with no
anomalies, no noncompliances, and no deviations.

BRIC-14 is manifested to fly in the SPACEHAB Research Double Module (RDM) on
STS-107. The safety compliance data for BRIC-14 was reviewed as part of the safety
review for the SPACEHAB/RDM on STS-107. The BRIC-14 Elegans Validation
Experiment is an additional set of experiment samples that will be included in the BRIC-
14 container. There is no additional structural hardware for the Elegans Validation
Experiment. The experiment has been reviewed to ensure that it meets the weight and
center-of-gravity stowage requirements of the locker.

There are no structures issues with the data package, and approval is recommended.

Patrick D. McDonald

Lockheed Martin Space Operations
2400 NASA Road 1, Mail Code B30
Houston, TX, 77058-3799

phone: 281-333-7309

fax: 281-333-7072

e-mail: patrick.mcdonald@Imco.com

C:/My Documents/memos/m030107.doc




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: Bartoni, Quentelie (N-HEI) [quentelle.barton @ Imco.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2003 2:13 PM
To: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA); BENAL, LEO C. (JSC-EA) (NASA); BRAGG, BOBBY

J. (JSC-EP5) (NASA); EGUSQUIZA, ROBERTO M. (BOB) (JSC-EP5) (NASA); CIANCONE,
MICHAEL L. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Cc: Hughes, Brent; Beaird, Grady; REHM, RAYMOND B (X-LM OPERATIONS SUPPORT);
Russell, Don G
Subject: REVIEW COMMENTS, BIOLOGICAL RESEARCH IN CANISTER/C. ELEGANS VALID
ATION EXPERIMENT FOR STS-107 REFLIGHT PAYLOADSAFETY REVIEW DATA
PACKAGE

BRIC-STS-107-Refli

gnt.doc Attached are our comments from a review of the Biological Research in
Canister (CRIC)/C. elegans Validation Experiment for Space Transportation
System (STS})-107 Reflight Payload Safety Review Data Package.

<<BRIC-STS-107-Reflight.doc>>

Quentelle Barton

281.333.6138

EPDC Reviewer/Hernandez Engineering
Lockheed-Martin Space Operations
SEAT

2400 NASA Road 1, Mail Stop C18
Houston, TX 77258-8561




PAYLOAD SAFETY REQUIREMENTS DATA COMMENTS

DATA NO. Not Supplied

DATA TITLE: Reflight Safety Review for Biological Research in Canister (BRIC)/C. elegans
Validation Experiment for STS-107

RECOMMENDED DISPOSITION:

x| ApPROVED

DISAPPROVED

OTHER

A review of the Reflight Safety Data Package (SDP) for Biological Research in Canister (BRIC)/C. elegans
Validation Experiment for STS-107 against the applicable requirements of NSTS 1700.7B, NSTS 1700.7B
Ilntemational Space Station (ISS) Addendum, and NSTS/ISS 13830 Section 9 has been completed. A formal
safety review will not be held.

The BRIC/C. elegans Validation Experiment is an additional functional objective for the BRIC-14 payload,
which has been previously reviewed. This experiment will fly additional Reflown hardware and will utilize the
Lavailab!e single storage tray within the manifested BRIC-14 payload iocker. The C. elegans Experiment has
six BRIC-60 half-canisters and three Honest Observer By Onset (HOBO)™ temperature data loggers. The
I::OBOS will be recording temperatures within three of the six BRIC-680 canisters. These loggers are identical

o the logger already assessed for the BRIC-14 payload. Note that there is no electrical connection to Orbiter
r ISS power.

[BATTERIES

The HOBO logger receives power from a Tadiran Mode! TL-5186 Lithium-Thionyl Chloride (LiSOCI,) wafer
cell. This battery type operates at 3.6 V and has a capacity of 370 mAh. The following comments address a
Payload Hazard Report (PHR) associated with Batteries:

1. PHR HOBO-001 BATTERY LEAKAGE/SHORT
“Catastrophic”
IComments:

There have been no changes in the hazard reports, battery schematics, and the intended use of the
lequipment as analyzed and documented in the baseline hazard report.

|[Recommendation:
The recommendation is to approve PHR HOBO-001 for the Refliaht review.
RETURN TO: NC44/SAIC/D. W. Moreland
BY: January 8, 2003
SIGNED: DATE:
Cc: Robert Egusquiza/EP5 Revised 1/4/00 Enclosure 2
Leo Benal/EA4

R. B. Rehm/EP5




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: GARCIA, HECTOR, PHD (JSC-SF) (WLS)

Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2003 11:26 AM

To: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA); KITMACHER, GARY H. (JSC-SM) (NASA)
Cc: CIANCONE, MICHAEL L. (JSC-NC) (NASA}; JAMES, JOHN T. (JSC-SF) (NASA)
Subject: RE: BRIC 107 updates

Yes, all materials newly added to STS-107 BRIC other than the LiIOH are toxicity hazard level zero. Previously approved
{June, 2002) materials for STS-107 BRIC included toxicity hazard level 2 fixatives (glutaraldehyde and paraformaldehyde).
The new and the old materials are flying in identical, but separate hardware.

Regards,
Hector

Hector D. Garcia, Ph.D.

JSC Toxicology Group
281-244-5113
hector.garcia2@jsc.nasa.gov

From: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Sent: Wednesday, January 08, 2003 10:36 AM

To: KITMACHER, GARY H. (JSC-SM) (NASA)

Cc: CIANCONE, MICHAEL L. (JSC-NC) (NASA); GARCIA, HECTOR, PHD (JSC-SF) (WLS); JAMES, JOHN T. (JSC-SF) (NASA)

Subject: RE: BRIC 107 updates

Just 1o confirm , all the other materials were tox level zeros?

----- Original Message-----
From: KITMACHER, GARY H. {JSC-SM) (NASA)
Sent:  Wednesday, January 08, 2003 10:35 AM
To: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Cc: CIANCONE, MICHAEL L. (JSC-NC) (NASA); GARCIA, HECTOR, PHD (JSC-SF) (WLS); JAMES, JOHN T. (JSC-SF) (NASA)
Subject: BRIC 107 updates
Importance: High

Dr. Garcia has updated the HMST with the latest changes. Re the discussion on the LIOH particle size, since the
canisters are certed for a tox level 2, we do not believe this is an issue-it would only effect the experiment success.
Let us know if you need anything further.

GK




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: Koelle, William A [william.a.koelle @ boeing.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2003 2:57 PM

To: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Subject: RE: FSDP Clarifications - BRIC/C.elegans

Thanks Dean. We'’re good for now! - Bill

William A. Koelle

The Boeing Company

Manager, Safety and Product Assurance

Carrier Systems

System Safety Functional Manager, NASA Systems S&MA - Huntsville Site

Tel 256 716-4116
Fax - 4175
william.a.koelle @boeing.com

From: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA) [mailto:dean.moreland-1@nasa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2003 2:52 PM

To: Koelle, William A

Cc: Beatty, Glen; Procell, John W

Subject: RE: FSDP Clarifications - BRIC/C.elegans

The PSRP has reviewed the reflight data and found it to be acceptable for
flight. Let me know if you guys need anything else, we’ll be happy to help.

From: Koelle, William A [mailto:william.a.koelle @ boeing.com]

Sent: Monday, January 06, 2003 2:24 PM

To: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA); MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Cc: Beatty, Glen; Procell, Johnn W

Subject: FW: FSDP Clarifications - BRIC/C.clegans

Importance: High

Dean - this package has been reviewed and is found to be acceptable. Dr.
Garcia reported no tox levels greater than Zero with the exception of the
LIOH which is double bagged in Tyvek, contained in petri dishes within the
BRIC Cannisters.

Best Regards - Bill

William A. Koelle

The Boeing Company

Manager, Safety and Product Assurance
Carrier Systems

System Safety Functional Manager, NASA Systems S&MA - Huntsville Site
1




Tel 256 716-4116
Fax - 4175
william.a.koelle @ boeing.com

From: McLamb-1, William [mailto:William.McLamb-1@ksc.nasa.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 06, 2003 1:07 PM

To: Koelle, William A; Bijvoet, Robert; Huddleston, Michael E

Cc: Reed-2, David; Ahmay-1, Frederick; Etheridge-1, Guy; Wells-1, Bill
Subject: RE: FSDP Clarifications - BRIC/C.elegans

Importance: High

Bill,

I have incorporated the comments and additional figure listed below directly _
into the FSDP document, and | am re-sending this updated FSDP, DATED 010603,
as a PDF file.

Thanks.

Bill

<<FltSafety BRICelegans 010603.pdf>>

> - Original Message-----

> From: McLamb-1, William

> Sent: Monday, January 06, 2003 12:54 PM

> To: ’'william.a.koelle @boeing.com’

> Cc: Reed-2, David; Ahmay-1, Frederick; Etheridge-1, Guy; Wells-1, Bill

> Subject:  FSDP Clarifications - BRIC/C.elegans

> Importance: High

=

> Bill,

> The following comments and attachments are in response to our discussions
> this morning regarding the LSSC-BRIC-14CE-FSDP, BRIC/C.elegans Validation
> Series/Reflown Flight Safety Data Package, submitted, January 6, 2003.

> Listed below are your requested clarifications and recommendations to the
> safety package.

> .

> Experiment Configuration within BRIC canisters:

>

> | have enclosed a "cartoon" figure depicting the internal configuration of

> the BRIC-60 canister, showing orientation of petri dishes, which are

> secured by velcro straps. The teflon tubes are used to cushion the petri

> dish stack, and are inserted between the petri dish stack and the inner

> surface of the canister. See Attachment "BRIC/C.elegans expt config"

>

> Eight petri dishes with agar/media and worms will be contained in each of
> the six canisters.

> Each canister will contain one petri dish with 8 grams of LiOH granules.

> The LiOH is DOUBLE-BAGGED in sealed Tyvek bags, which are stowed inside
> the petri dish.




> Three of the six canisters will contain one HOBO temperature data logger.
> In these three canisters, the HOBO data logger will take the place of one

> of the eight specimen dishes.

>

> page 12, section 7.3: Applicable Hazard Identification

> The BRIC-007 hazard report is not applicable, since the hazardous material
> (Purafil) is not used in this BRIC configuration.

> The BRIC-008 hazard report is not applicable, since radioactive materials
> are not used in this BRIC configuration.

>

> page 14, section 8.2.3.1: Hazard Report BRIC-003 Use of Flammable

> Materials

> Flammability Assessments per NSTS 22648 conclude that flammability is not
> a credible hazard for the

> this configuration. The petri dishes and data logger and not externally

> exposed, and do not constitute a hazardous propagation path. The

> container for the petri dishes and HOBO data logger (i.e., the BRIC-60

> canisters) is composed of non-flammable aluminum, and the BRIC-60

> canisters are stowed for the mission duration within the middeck locker.

> ]
> page 14, 8.2.4. Hazard Report BRIC-004 Contamination and Injury Caused
> by Release of Hazardous Materials

> Assuming the agar/media/worms are nonhazardous, pending JSC Toxicologist
> assessment, the only hazardous material is the LiOH granules, which are
> DOUBLE-BAGGED in sealed Tyvek bags. This double-Tyvek bag is contained
> within a petri dish, and there is one LiOH petri dish in each BRIC

> canister. This method of LiCH containment is previously approved by the
> JSC Toxicologist.

>

> Appendix C, BRIC/C.elegans Re-verification Matrix:

>

> for Hazard Report BRIC-005, Sharp Edges,

> Although there are no new BRIC canisters that have been built for this

> BRIC flight, re-verification is performed as part of the standard sharp

> edge inspection prior to turnover.

b

>

> A .PDF file of the Flight Safety Data Package will be sent to you as a

> separate email, as well as re-sent to Robert Bijvoet and Mike Huddieston,
> since it did not make it through on the initial electronic transmittai,

> and some of the faxed pages were illegible.

>

> If you have any comments, please don’t hesitate to call me at work or

> home.

> Thanks for your time and efforts.

>

> Kind regards,

>

> Bill McLamb

> 321-476-4302

> 321-476--4220 (fax)

> 321-773-4192 (home)




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: MORENO, FRANK (JSC-MT2) (NASA)
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2003 10:11 AM
To: GALVEZ, ROBERTO S. (ROBERT) (JSC-MA2) (NASA); LARSEN, AXEL M. (SKIP) (JSC-

MA2) (NASA); Bill Koelle Mgr. SHab Module Safety (E-mail); GARCIA, HECTOR, PHD (JSC-
SF) (WLS); RAMANATHAN, RAGHUPATHY (JSC-SF) (WLS)

Ce: Mike Huddleston (E-mail); MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Subject: “*IMPORTANT** STS-107 - Late HMST Updates for BIDPACK and APCF
Robert and Skip,

Here is a recap of late HMST concentration changes for STS-107 SPACEHAB Payloads.

1) Last Friday | received a call that BIOPACK has minor concentration changes for a couple of samples that would not
change the current Tox Level 0 rating for those samples. SHAB supports the change and | also concurred.

2) Today (1/13/03) | received a call from SHAB/Boeing-HSV/Safety Mgr/Bill Koeile that APCF also had some minor
concentration changes for a couple of samples. | gave concurrence to proceed provided that the current Tox Level 0

rating does not change.

Skip and Robert please provide concurrence once Dr. Garcia provides the official Tox Assessment that both of
these items remain Tox level 0.

e 3 o e e e sfe she ok she s e she she e e she ke e she ke ok ot s sk sk sk sk she sk s sk sk sk sk sk s s sl e sk ok

Frank Moreno
Payload Integration Manager
Space Shuttle Program

Address: NASA Johnson Space Center
Mailcode: MT2
Building 1, Room 728
Houston, TX 77058

Phone: {281) 483-1208
Fax: {281) 483-6400
EMail: FMoreno@ems.jsc.nasa.gov




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: Koelle, William A [william.a.koelle @ boeing.com]
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2003 10:58 AM

To: ‘8774274173 (E-mail)

Cc: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Subject: APCF & CIBX

APCF HMST changes approved by Larsen and Moreno, Flight manager will be apprised. CIBX temp exceedance is
acceptable per Dean Morelannd.
Regards - Bill

William A. Koelle

The Boeing Company

Manager, Safety and Product Assurance

Carrier Systems

System Safety Functional Manager, NASA Systems S&MA - Huntsville Site

Tel 256 716-4116
Fax - 4175
william.a.koelle@boeing.com




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: DeanMoreland [dmorelandi @houstaon.rr.com]
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2003 10:19 PM

To: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Subject: Fw:

bpspecial.ppt

----- Original Message -----

From: "Koelle, William A" <william.a.koelle @boeing.com>

To: <dmoreland1 @houston.rr.com>

Cc: "Procell, John W" <john.w.procell@boeing.com>; "Smith, Stuart"
<stuart.smith @ boeing.com>

Sent: Monday, January 13, 2003 8:05 PM

<<bpspecial.ppt>>

William A. Koelle
The Boeing Company
Manager, Safety and Product Assurance

‘Carrier Systems
System Safety Functional Manager, NASA Systems S&MA - Huntsville Site

Tel 256 716-4116
Fax - 4175
william.a.koelle @boeing.com




STS-107 PHASE Il FLIGHT SAFETY REVIEW

BioPack

PAYLOAD DESCRIPTION
CONNECT
* CONNECT uses 10 Type-l containers

— Part-l Hardware containers will be eight (8) Type-I/E Containers containing
“Plunger Box” hardware

— Part-ll Hardware containers will be two (2) Type-I/O Containers containing
culture blocks

*  “Plunger Box” configuration and design used for CONNECT-Part | is identical
(series hardware - manufactured by CCM) to that flown on previous missions

— STS-95 (BIOBOX-4 facility)
— Biorack IML-2 (EGGS and MOUSE experiments)
— Additionally, SMM-03, -05, -06 used a manual version

&> 13 Jan 03 (L maEme
??A:EH;;\B biopkspecial
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STS-107 PHASE Il FLIGHT SAFETY REVIEW
BioPack

PAYL.OAD DESCRIPTION

— Lysing solution is contained in a cylinder,
fitted with a spring-loaded plunger

— Ground command releases a spring which
depresses the plunger and moves the fluid
from the cylinder into the culture chamber

— Cylinder, fluid lines and culture chamber are
contained inside the sealed Plunger-Box unit,
which is itself additionally contained by a Type
I/E container

* Glass (Thermanox) cover slips (11 x 22 mm) are
fully contained within the unit

— Located inside the culture chamber (2 per
container) and are protlected by a silicone
rubber gasket

— Culture chamber is contained inside the sealed
Plunger-Box unit

— Additionally, the entire plunger-box unit is
contained by the Type I/E container which is

never opened in flight “Plunger Box”
<> B 13 Jan 03 (L eocve:
:.iPACEHﬂ biopkspecial
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STS-107 PHASE Il FLIGHT SAFETY REVIEW

BioPack

PAYLOAD DESCRIPTION

‘tPlunger Box” will be slightly modified, in order to

allow some space for the electronics, required for the

experiment activation in BioPack Top sfioan uober gashel @m\\

— Unit will be approximately 4 mm shorter

— Mechanical construction and sealing of the liquids
will not change

intermerbata gasket @J iz ! N 7w

CONNECT Part 1 hardware contain toxicity level 2 T, l N

Slice aficom rubber gasket IR S } A

samples (v el N /TN

Only two levels of containment are provided: EREE) gt —] =7 o RN
#

— O-rings (pistons, screws), and

- Silicon rubber gaskets (side gasket, between
culture chamber and side plate, top gasket and

intermediate gasket) ' 3
Tonienn olBienn nubher graket A
Robustness/reliability of the Type | container level has ®\ \r

been demonstrated and flight-proven in the past on six
Biorack Spacelab (D-1, IML-1, IML-2) and SPACEHAB
(S/MM-03, S/MM-05, S/MM-06)

<> 13 Jan 03
?!”“‘E“ﬁ“ biopkspecial
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STS-107 PHASE Il FLIGHT SAFETY REVIEW

BioPack
peling | Migsion STS-107 Re-baselined 5T5-107 HR Title
- > Hamard Report #
IML-2 |Uiness Caused by Lank of  |Undqoe # Blopack-2XP-1  |Ralesse of Toris Chembcals inte

Chentieal Pinativay the Hahitahle Bovireament
i IMI-2 |Bxposnre of Crew to Sharp | J3C Forn 1230 Tiem 3a Sharp Edgex

Comers, Edges o Protrusions |
G5 | IMLZ |Towic Off-gassing hiateeisks in] ja0 Foem 1230 ltem 6 Materials Off.passing

Spincelab Modale
Lty IML~2 | Usa of Flammalbe Materials 180 Foem 1230 Biam § Flamenahle Materials
" mm = m J5C Form 1230 Dem da Shatierable Material Helaase
m x e = JA Foom 1230 Kiem 7 1a Bl Compatilility
- =" == J8C Form 1230 Yiem £.1a Touch Tamgaratare
"= n= = J4C Form 1230 Trerm 108 Circuit Protection
wm LT LEH Igﬂ Fﬂm lgjﬂi Itvm 13 mﬁﬂgﬁr ]mﬂ!i“g PWWEF

Conmecton
=" n = J3C Farm, 1230 Ttem 14 Comingency Return & Ragdd
Bafing
CONNECT Hazard Control Applicability Matrix
<> 13 Jan 03 @__ﬂﬂf]ﬂﬂ”
SPACEH/AB biopkspecial
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STS-107 PHASE Il FLIGHT SAFETY REVIEW

I

PAYLOAD DESCRIPTION
CONNECT Part-ll Hardw

New hardwar
containers consists of two (2) Type-I/0
Containers

The bacterial cells (Pseudomonas
aeruginosa) (toxicity level 1) will be
cultivated inside specially designed and
newly built units

Each unit consists of three culture blocks,
made out of poly-sulfone, separated by
inox plates and silicon gaskets, and
assembled together by the mean of screws

Each block has 30 cylindrical culture wells
(~ 180 ul)

One assembly unit of 3 blocks, with a total
of 90 culture wells, fits inside a standard
Type /O container

2>

BioPack

Srwe TS WA Yhubcbwen ool (55)

T Bes B9 {0 BTG

Prsded Efem sk (B9 PATRNLE L

Mkl Niesk & R [1] RAZORO0Y

Wik Hikskc 8 PO (ff RRELBLGN

Hottvin Boxk P (1] B8 2NN

Sren: Trovit MM Rolien B 313

Feled M3risl Siahinm $omd (1)

13 Jan 03

CONNECT Part-ll Hardware (Details)

BOEING®
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STS-107 PHASE |l FLIGHT SAFETY REVIEW

BioPack

AYLOAD DESURIPTION

CONNECT Part-l is a totally passive experiment

— No crew interaction is required other than
loading and unloading the Type I/O
containers to and from the Biopack
incubator

— At no time during the mission the
containers will be opened

* There is minimal leakage risk since a gel
medium is used

* No shatterable materials or pressure systems
are used for this experiment

* In addition, the ESA Type I/O containers will
never be opened in flight, therefore two levels
of containment will be continuously provided

CONNECT Part-ll Hardware (3-D model)

2> 13 Jan 03
?PACEW biopkspecial
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SPACEHAB

WE MEAN BUSINESS IN SPACE™

STS-107 PHASE Il FLIGHT SAFETY REVIEW

Treatment/
holding device

BioPack

Investigation
block

YSTRES Sampler, Investigation Block, Treatment/Holding Device

13 Jan 03
biopkspecial
-7
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STS-107 PHASE Il FLIGHT SAFETY REVIEW

BioPack

PAYLOAD DESCRIPTION

* YSTRES" will use two Bioreactors (housed in Type-l/E containers) that are
modified versions of the first Bioreactor flown on IML-2

— The volume of the culture chamber has been increased from 3 mil to 7 ml|

— The mechanical construction and the sealing of the liquids will not change

~ Stirrer is ~30 mm (<1.5 inches) in diémeter (worst case speed is 100 RPM)
* YSTRES Bioreactors contain toxicity level 0 culture media

* The pH of the culture is measured and controlled by means of a micro-sensor
and electrodes

* Two elastic membranes are in contact with the culture medium to allow the
diffusion of O, and CO, to and from the cells

<> 13 Jan 03 (L soEve
SPACEH:‘AB biopkspecial
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Compensation electrode (CE)

AN

STS-107 PHASE Il FLIGHT SAFETY REVIEW

BioPack

Reference Electrade RE)

Inlet tube to fresh

medium reservoir

(enclosed within
Type IVE)

Sensor (Se)

O-ring (CE, RE, Se)

Tubes are threaded
Window and Septum are held by a threaded holder.

Window
(Polycarbonate PC-AXXIS 111)

—— Silastic membrane all over the surface
of the chamber (top and bottom parts)

T~

Outlet tube to spent medium reservoir

(enclosed within Type II/E)
? Septum %
Type I/E Container * Potential leakage during sampling
Bioreactor
<> 13 Jan 03 (L soEING:
SIW, I\CE I m.u biopkspecial
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STS-107 PHASE Il FLIGHT SAFETY REVIEW

BioPack

s Culture Media Sampling Operation

@ ] 13 Jan 03 @ﬂﬂflﬂﬂ‘
WSPA‘EHAB biopkspecial
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STS-107 PHASE Il FLIGHT SAFETY REVIEW

BioPack

PAYLOAD DESCRIPTION

* The investigation blocks (12) consist of six small treatment chambers fixed
together (2 control, 2 heat-shock and 2 osmotic shock chambers)

* Each chamber is closed by a mobile piston allowing the injection of the sample
and of the fixative solution without air bubble and leakage (final volume is about
800 micro-I)

* Tiny Peltier elements are inserted in the heat-shock chamber to insure a rapid
increase of the temperature to 37°C during stress

* Each chamber is fitted with a small magnetic agitator
— Stirrer is <10 mm (<0.5 inches) in diameter
— Worst case speed is 100 RPM

* Achannel is filled with a fixative solution (toxicity level 2) that can be pushed
manually into the chamber at the end of the treatment if desired

<2» 13 Jan 03  moEINVE
| WSPACEHIRB biopkspecial :
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STS-107 PHASE Il FLIGHT SAFETY REVIEW

PAYLOAD DESCRIPTION

BioPack

* YSTRES Investigation Block contains toxicity
level 2 samples

* Adequate levels of containment are provided:
— For Investigation chamber:
* 2 0O-rings (1t and 2" level)
* Rubber septum (15! level)
— For Fixative chambers

+ Fixative plugs (15 and 2™ level prior to
fixation)

— Additional levels of containment
* Type-l/0 (or Type I/E) Container

* Glovebox (PGBX actually provides two
leveis of containment)

<>
SPACEH/AB

MMMMMM SINESS IN SPACE™

plugs (typical)

— Mobile piston with 2 O-rings @

i 4——— Type 1/0 container or
(or Glovebox when opened)

Plug to clese the fixative channgl

quuve chanV
Rubber

Septum

potennal leak {culture medium)
during injection

YSTRES Levels of Containment
(1/3 of an Investigation Biock)

13 Jan 03 L eoEInve:

biopkspecial
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——————— STS-107 PHASE Il FLIGHT SAFETY REVIEW

BioPack

Ride View B oavalbie pislsn —
Cross-section
Chaembaer
Connealing shanfat
ChamberiFlizativae thgnnﬁal
Firxative Chambwed
Fixative solution Fixative Channel
Top View Plug st R gede
Crnssmsontion ug stop Plugs in start position
Connecting
channel Connecting channel
Chamber/Fixative channel
4——  Plug stop
Plugs in end position
Fixative Channel
Investigation Block (illustrating Fixative Channel)
<> 13 Jan 03 @_ﬂﬂflﬂﬂ ¢
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STS-107 PHASE Il FLIGHT SAFETY REVIEW

BioPack

|___PAYLOAD DESCRIPTION

* The fixative toxicity decreases from a toxicity level 2 to a toxicity level 1
once injected in the sample chamber

— The initial concentration in the fixative channel is 3% (for a volume of
150 pl) - TOX LEVEL 2

— The final concentration, once injected in the sample chamber is only
0.5% - TOX LEVEL 1

— The fixative solution pH remains relatively unaffected

* The initial pH of the fixative solution (inside the fixative channel) is 7.0
* The final pH (once injected in the sample chamber) will be around 5.6

* Robustness/reliability of the Type I/l containers has been demonstrated on
six Biorack missions

— Spacelab (D-1, IML-1, IML-2)
— SPACEHAB (S/MM-03, S/MM-05, S/MM-06)

@ 13 Jan 03 @ﬂﬂflﬂﬂ'
?!’ACEHBB’ biopkspecial
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STS-107 PHASE Il FLIGHT SAFETY REVIEW

BioPack

PAYLOAD DESCRIPTION

The sampling/dispensing dévice consisls of a
syringe with a needle allowing the withdrawal of
liquid and the repetitive injection of a fixed
amount of sample

— modified commercially available dispenser
from Hamilton

— used to withdraw a portion of the culture
from the Bioreactor through one septum and
to inject part of this sample into the 12
treatment chambers (also through one
septum)

Each Bioreactor (2) will have its own dedicated
sampling device

Sampling device needle is inserted into a small
recipient containing water to avoid injury and the
drying of the needie

<> 13 Jan 03
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biopkspecial

Needle

* possible leak after injection through septum
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MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject;

MORENO, FRANK (JSC-MT2) (NASA)}

Tuesday, January 14, 2003 2:45 PM

GALVEZ, ROBERTO S. (ROBERT) (JSC-MA2) (NASA); NASA/HQ - Vanessa Ellerbe (E-
mail}; LARSEN, AXEL M. (SKIP} (JSC-MA2) (NASA); Mike Huddleston (E-mail); Bill Koelle
Mgr. SHab Module Safety {E-mail); NEWKIRK, KATHERINE E. (LELE) (JSC-SM) (NASA);
GARCIA, HECTOR, PHD (JSC-SF) (WLS); RAMANATHAN, RAGHUPATHY (JSC-SF) (WLS)
Boeing-Hsv - Glen Beatty (E-mail); MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

ST3-107 HMST Updates for AST and MPFE

The following HMST change has been requested and are supported by SPACEHAB, the PiM, and the Flight Manager
(Vanessa) provided that the Tox ievel does not exceed Level 0:

AST - Addition of MS Nutrient solution to Agar. This item was not part of V1 but JSC Toxicologist has experience with it
and Tox Level remains 0

sheskse edeskoiesiodko ok olok etk i ke sk sl sho e sk she e stk e e sk sl sk s sk sk sk s sk sk

Frank Moreno

Payload Integration Manager

Space Shuttle Program

Address: NASA Johnson Space Center
Mailcode: MT2
Building 1, Room 728
Houston, TX 77058

Phone: (281) 483-1208
Fax:  (281) 483-6400

EMail: FMoreno@ems.jsc.nasa.gov




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: MORENO, FRANK (JSC-MT2) (NASA)
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2003 2:59 PM
To: MORENO, FRANK (JSC-MT2) (NASA); GALVEZ, ROBERTO S. (ROBERT) (JSC-MA2)

(NASA); 'NASA/HQ - Vanessa Ellerbe (E-mail)’; LARSEN, AXEL M. (SKIP) (JSC-MAZ2)
(NASA); "Mike Huddleston (E-mail)’; 'Biil Koelle Mgr. SHab Module Safety (E-mail)’;
NEWKIRK, KATHERINE E. (LELE) (JSC-SM) (NASA}; GARCIA, HECTOR, PHD (JSC-SF)
(WLS); RAMANATHAN, RAGHUPATHY (JSC-SF) (WLS)

Cc: ‘Boeing-Hsv - Glen Beatty (E-mail)’; MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Subject: RE: STS-107 HMST Updates for AST and MPFE

OK here is the MPFE part

The following HMST change has been requested and are supported by SPACEHAB, the PIM, and the Flight Manager
(Vanessa) provided that the Tox level does not exceed Level O:

AST - Change the Cell concentration for one of the MPFE cards. Preliminary JSC Toxicologist assessment shows that
the Tox Level remains 0.

skesjeskskesk sfeskeok ek sk oheaoske sl sk sk sk sk sheoskoteste stk ke sk e sk e e ke e slesfe sl ek ok

Frank Moreno
Payload Integration Manager
Space Shuttle Program

Address: NASA Johnson Space Center
Mailcode: MT2
Building 1, Room 728
Houston, TX 77058

Phone: {281) 483-1208
Fax: {281} 483-6400
EMail: FMoreno@ems.jsc.nasa.gov

From: MORENQ, FRANK (ISC-MT2) (NASA)
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2003 2:45 PM
To: GALVEZ, ROBERTO S. (ROBERT) (JSC-MA2) (NASA); NASA/HQ - Vanessa Ellerbe (E-mail); LARSEN, AXEL M. (SKIP) {JSC-MA2)

(NASA); Mike Huddleston (E-malf); Bill Koelle Mgr. SHab Madule Safety (E-mail); NEWKIRK, KATHERINE E, (LELE) (JSC-SM)
{NASA); GARCIA, HECTOR, PHD (JSC-SF) (WLS); RAMANATHAN, RAGHUPATHY (J15C-SF) (WLS)

Cc: Boeing-Hsv - Glen Beatty (E-maif); MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Subject: STS5-107 HMST Updates for AST and MPFE

The foilowing HMST change has been requested and are supported by SPACEHARB, the PIM, and the Flight Manager
(Vanessa) provided that the Tox level does not exceed Level 0:

AST - Addition of MS Nutrient solution to Agar. This item was not part of V1 but JSC Toxicologist has experience
with it and Tox Level remains 0

*******************************************

Frank Moreno
Payload Integration Manager
Space Shuttle Program

Address: NASA Johnson Space Center
Mailcode: MT2
Building 1, Room 728
Houston, TX 77058




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Sent: Tuesday, January 21, 2003 8:58 AM

To: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Subject: FW: 10:00 am Space Hab Hum Sep meeting

-----Original Message-----

From: LONDRIGAN, DENISE L. (3SC-NC) (SAIC) On Behalf Of SR&QA MER Console

Sent: Tuesday, January 21, 2003 3:09 AM

To: FOSTER, ANDY (JSC-NC) (GHG); JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Cc: BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) {SAIC); SR&QA MER Console
Subject: 10:00 am Space Hab Hum Sep meeting

FYl,

There is a meeting Tuesday, Jan 21st @ 10:00 a.m. Building 30 Room # 215 to discuss Space Hab Hum Sep trouble
shooting procedures for RS #1. FD would like MER Safety, MER ECS & MER EPD&C to attend.

There will be a follow - up meeting at 5:30 p.m. to confirm procedures before they send them up to the Red crew to
perform.

MOD will create a CHIT for all to sign before sending procedures to Red crew.




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: PENNEY, MICHAEL J. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 5:55 PM

To: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA}; ROSE, SUMMER L. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)
Cc: BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); SR&QA MER Console

Subject: FW: ICOM B Failure

Is there anything that you can add to this from the Spacehab point of view.

STS-107 ANOMALY
VORKSHEET#2-No..

Michael Penney
ISC SReFQA/SSerMa

281-244-1950
Brasil: Penta-champions of the world

From: PENNEY, MICHAEL J. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 5:46 PM

To: SR&QA MER Console

Cc: KOKOSZ, CHERYL M. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); ENGLE, ROSS K. (JSC-NC) {SAIC); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC) (SAIC}

Subject: FW: ICOM B Failure

| updated a few sections.

Michael Penney
JSC SRy QA/SSerMA

281-244-1950
Brasil: Penta-champions of the world

-----Original Message-----

From: FOSTER, ANDY (JSC-NC) (GHG) On Behalf Of SR&QA MER Console
Sent: Saturday, January 18, 2003 7:35 AM

To: PENNEY, MICHAEL J. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

Subject: ICOM B Failure

STS-107 ANOMALY
VORKSHEET#2-No..

Mike,

I'm forwarding this to you initially. If you feel like you're not the right SSE and especially if you know who is, forward this to
them for completion and let us know whom it went to. Thanks.

Andy




STS-107 ANOMALY WORKSHEET #2

Subsvstem: Spacehab COMM

Title: No ICCM B in Spacehab

Anomaly description: ICOM B in Spacehab did not work after Spacehab activation.

Applicable Subsystem Engineer: Orbiter - Michael Penney

Due Date & Time: 1700 Jan 22, 2003

RISK ASSESSMENT

Does the anomaly affect the safety of flight? No.

Define and describe the criticality, if one exists, for the actual failure mode: Loss of ICOM is a 2R3 situation
(05-2A-21944-01) given the special case that the mission cannot continue without audio communications
between the Hab and Orbiter. This function can be satisfied with A/A, A/G1, A/G2, ICOM A, or ICOM B.
This mission has no specific requirement for audic between Hab and the Orbiter

What are the effects of the anomaly? ICOM A being used for communication between Orbiter and Spacehab.

Describe workarounds or actions that mitigate the failure effects: Use Spacehab ICOM A. The A/A and A/G
cannels can also be used for Orbiter to Hab communications.

How will the anomaly impact the crew, vehicle and mission? No mission or vehicle impact. After all four
audio communications paths are lost Hab operations would be impacted.

Is there an increase in risk? No.

What is the worst next faihwe? Loss of ICOM A.

What is the most probable cause? Switch misconfiguration.

What are your conclusions and SR&QA recommendations concerning this anomaly? When there’s time,

investigate whether all ICOM B switches are in the proper configuration for operation and repeat the voice
check.

CONTROLS

Redundancy: ICOM A
Flight Rules: A11-68, Loss of intercom - Continue to nominal end of mission
Crew Procedures: OPCL, P.2-2 ICOM Lost

Launch Commit Criteria: N/A

Worksheet Format updated 16 May 2002




SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION

Describe previous failures that may help explain this anomaly: There has been a similar problem with ISS on
the last two flights that appears to be a ISS problem.

Reference drawings: SSSH16.11 Audio/ACCU

MSIDs (Measurement / Stimulus Index): None

Other relevant information:

‘Worksheet Format updated 16 May 2002




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: PENNEY, MICHAEL J. (JSC-NC) {SAIC)
Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 10:57 AM
To: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC} (NASA)
Subiject: RE: iCOM B Failure

That is the way it sounds tc me to.

Thanks

Michael Penney

ISC SReFQA/SSerMa
281-244-1950

Brasil: Penta-champions of the world

From: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 10:56 AM

To: PENNEY, MICHAEL J. {JSC-NC} (SAIC); ROSE, SUMMER L. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)
Co: BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); SR&QA MER Console

Subject: RE: ICOM B Failure

Looks ok to me, sounds like they're not going to mess with the B side unless A goes down.

-—Qriginal Message--—

From: PENNEY, MICHAEL J. (J5C-NC) (SAIC)

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 5:55 PM

To: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA); ROSE, SUMMER L. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)
Cc: BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); SR&QA MER Console

Subject: FW: ICOM B Failure

Is there anything that you can add o this from the Spacehab point of view.

<< File: 8TS-107 ANOMALY WORKSHEET#2-No ICOM B in Spacehab.doc >>

Michael Penney
J5C SRerQA/SSerMA

281-244-1950
Brasil: Penta-champions of the world

----- Original Message-----

From: PENNEY, MICHAEL J. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 5:46 PM

To: SR&QA MER Consoie ,

Cc: KOKOSZ, CHERYL M. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); ENGLE, RCSS K. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)
Subject: FW:|ICOM B Failure

| updated a few sections.

Michael Penney
ISC SReFQA/SSerMA
281-244-1950




Brasil: Penta-champions of the world

----- Original Message-----
From: FOSTER, ANDY (JSC-NC) (GHG) On Behalf Of SR&QA MER Console

Sent: Saturday, January 18, 2003 7:35 AM
To: PENNEY, MICHAEL J. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)
Subject: ICOM B Failure

<< File: STS-107 ANOMALY WORKSHEET#2-No ICOM B in Spacehab.doc >>

Mike,

Pm forwarding this to you initially. If you feel like you're not the right SSE and especially if you know who is, forward
this to them for completion and let us know whom it went to. Thanks.

Andy




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

BELL, MEGAN M. (JSC-NC) (GHG)

Friday, January 24, 2003 2:34 PM
MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

RE: STS-107 Summary#2-January 23, 2003

| was asking because a woman asked me who was involved in the Biopack question. She probably asked me before she
went 1o the discussion.

Thanks,

Megan

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

MORELAND, DEAN (ISC-NC} (NASA)
Friday, January 24, 2003 12:22 PM

BELL, MEGAN M. (JSC-NC) (GHG)

RE: §T5-107 Summary#2-January 23, 2003

It's the orbiter vac we looked at during the dehumidifier discussions. This would be the same setup as they use to clean
off the filters on cther experiments that are setup for that type of maintenance.

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

BELL, MEGAN M. (JSC-NC) (GHG)

Friday, January 24, 2003 11:26 AM
MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

RE: STS-107 Summary#2-January 23, 2003

Dean, What type of filter does the vacuum have? (If you know.)

Thanks,

Megan

-—--Original Message-----
. From: MORELAND, DEAN (3SC-NC} (NASA)
Sent:  Friday, January 24, 2003 10:46 AM

To:

Cc:

FOSTER, ANDY (JSC-NC) (GHG); BALDWIN, ARNOLD B. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC}) (SAIC); BELL, MEGAN M. (3SC-
NC) (GHG); DICK, BRANDON N. (JSC-NE) (SAIC); DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); ENGLE, ROSS K. (JSC-NC) (SAIC);
ETCHELLS, MICHAEL S. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); GARDNER, JAMES R. {JSC-NC) (GHG); GARDNER, RICHARD D. (JSC-NC)
(GHG); KOKOSZ, CHERYL M. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); LONDRIGAN, DENISE L. {JSC-NC) (SAIC); MCMULLEN, DOUGLAS B. (35C-
NE) (GHG); MELENDEZ, DAVID T. (JSC-NC) (GHG); PENDERGAST, JAMES E. {JSC-NC) (GHG); PETERS, JEFFREY P. (35C-
NC) (SAIC); WITWER, DAVE W. (JSC-NC}) (SAIC); ZALIT, DANIEL P. (JSC-NC} (GHG)

SR&QA MER Console; STEWART, CHRISTINE E. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); ROSE, SUMMER L. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

Subject: RE: STS-107 Summary#2-January 23, 2003

Thanks Andy, I've been discussing the BIOPACK situation with the Boeing guys. They're working with the
experimenter on a possible solution, maybe by this afterncon. They believe the problem is being caused by a
clogged internal air filter. The primary approach currently is to try and use the vacuum to pull some reverse airflow

and

pulf some of the dust/lint back through the duct into the vacuum.

---—--Original Message-----

From: FOSTER, ANDY (JSC-NC) (GHG)

Sent: Friday, January 24, 2003 10:33 AM

To: BALDWIN, ARNOLD; BALU, BRIAN; BELL, MEGAN; DICK, BRANDON; DYER, KEITH; ENGLE, ROSS; ETCHELLS, MICHAEL;
GARDNER, JAMES; GARDNER, RICHARD; KOKOSZ, CHERYL; LONDRIGAN, DENISE; MCMULLEN, DOUGLAS;
MELENDEZ, DAVID; MORELAND, DEAN; PENDERGAST, JAMES; PETERS, JEFFREY; WITWER, DAVE; ZALTT, DANIEL

Cc: SR&QA MER Console

Subject: FW: STS-107 Summary#2-January , 2003

Hi Gang,

Doug wrote up a nice mission summary detailing where we are so far. 'm forwarding this to everyone with a
1




few words of my own about what was discussed at the MMT meeting this morning (1/24/03).

First, to address the Spacehab condensate problems, the flight control team has been able to stablize
humidity and temperature in the Spacehab by tweaking both Orbiter and Spacehab heat exchangers and air
flow. At the present time, the team does not desire to execute the IFM that had been discussed to try to
restore one of the RS pumps. Running this IFM would require turning off the cabin fan for 30 minutes, and
that would be very undesirable, With things where they are, the only thing they want to do is take a look under
the Spacehab floor toward EOM to make sure that all the water has been cleaned up.

Concerning the debris hit during ascent, while the exact area of impact is somewhat uncertain, the worst case
condition is expected to be some tile damage. They are not carrying this as a safety of flight issue, as they do
hot believe burmnthrough is a concern.

An issue has also arisen due to landing down weight which will exceed the current flight rule and NSTS 7700
limits. However, flight control and thermal analysis have been performed; and there are no violations for the
expected weights. Abort landing weights envelope this case; also, the SODB states the landing weight limit for
EOM is 249K, and STS-83 (the Spacelab flight we aborted early due to fuel cell problems) landed with a down
weight of 235,286 Ibs, significantly more than we are talking about here (which is 800-900 Ibs over the 233K
limit). We approved the chit associated with this just before 1000 this morming.

Biopack went into thermal shutdown due to some blockage. (Let's make sure Payload Safety knows that.)
There was no discussion of extension days.

First Shift leads, go ahead and send out the shift handover reports to those folks manning the mission behind
you.

The next MMT meeting is Monday. ['ll probably send out another summary at that time.

Andy

-----Original Message-----

From: MCMULLEN, DOUGLAS B. (JSC-NE) (GHG)
Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 10:27 AM
To: FOSTER, ANDY (JSC-NC} (GHG)

Subject: STS-107 Summary#2-January 23, 2003

In general, the mission continues to run smoothly, with the exception of one Spacehab Anomaly.
The shuttle is currently in an 154 x 142 nm orbit.

Orbiter:

Orbiter consumables are still ronning ahead of requirements for the planned mission, and are ~ 983
Ibs. above margin (due to Cryo and Prop). The Spacehab is not consuming as much electricity as
planned. As reported earlier, this puts us close to downweight landing limits. A current listing of
anomalies is below.

SpaceHab:

Spacehab operations are nominal at this time, with only minor problems with a few payloads.

The prime Spacehab problem is centered around the WSA (Water Separator Assembly). The WSA
is used to remove humidity from SpaceHab via one of two RS (Rotary Separators). On FD04 RS #1
failed due to flooding. The crew reported cleaning up ~ 2 qts of water in the WSA bay. RS#1 was
turned off, RS#2 turned on. The next day RS#2 tripped ciruit breakers in Spacehab, and was
subsequently turned off. At this time, condensate collection/humidity removal is lost in Spacehab.
The FCT attempted to modulate several heat exchanger valves to bring down the temperature, with
no significant affect. MOD and ther MEr are working toward an IFM procedure to recover RS#1
and SpaceHab humidity collection. A CHIT is expected in the system soon, copies of the procedure
are on the SR&QA console.

Console Admin:




The shift schedule and on-call pager number have been updated and are placed in the SafetyConsole
notebook.

The patch list is sitting in the blue Logbook. Shift Leads, be sure to add the SSE’s who work issues
for us to the list. Jim G., please turn the list in before the end of the mission but close to the end so
we get everyone.

Dan Zalit signed off for OJT#1. D. Witwer will be working with him on OJT#2.

Current listed Anomalies:

MER-01, AC2 Phase B Sluggish Current Signature-Mike Penney has to complete, Due Tues.
MER-02, No ICOM B in Spacehab-Mike Penney has.

MER-04, 70 mm Hasselblad Intermittent Motor Drive -Darwin Patterson has.*

MER-035, Suspect Fuel Cell Monitoring System (FCMS) Data Cable-Darwin Patterson has.*
MER-06, Loss of DR20 Tape Recording and Playback (GFE)-Darwin Patterson has.*
MER-07, MPS LH2 prevalve anomaly, worksheet started but not completed or sent out.

Doug McMullen




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

OKI

GARDNER, JAMES R. (JSC-NC) (GHG)

Thursday, January 30, 2003 5:46 PM

MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

RE: Thanks, Got both pages / RE: Spacehab Coolant Flow Decay

Keith Dyer asked that | send them your way; | really don't think there is a ‘payload’ issue as such. But the idea of NOT
letting you know didn’t seem right, either. Ross Engle has explained to me that even if Spacehab gets an AC bus from
Orbiter, the only thing it will affect is one tacan, and if that happens the tacan will reset OK.

-----Qriginal Message-----

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

GARDNER, JAMES R. (JSC-NC) (GHG)
Thursday, January 30, 2003 5:36 PM
MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

Subject: RE: Spacehab Coolant Flow Decay

| FAXed you the CHIT STS-0017, and the Customer Support Room (CSR) FD14 Report.

From: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2003 5:24 PM
To: GARDNER, JAMES R. (JSC-NC) (GHG)
Subject: RE: Spacehab Coolant Flow Decay
483-5205
-—--Original Message----
From: GARDNER, JAMES R. {JSC-NC) (GHG)
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2003 5:24 PM
To: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Subject: RE: Spacehab Coolant Flow Decay

If you have a FAX number, Dean, | wil send this to you. there are two pages of information.

-----QOriginal Message----—-

From: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2003 5:2] PM
To: GARDNER, JAMES R, (JSC-NC) (GHG)
Subject: RE: Spacehab Coolant Flow Decay

that a WPP in Spacehab would be considered
| don't understand what you mean by a WPP in SPACEHAB would be considered.

----- Original Message-----

From: GARDNER, JAMES R. (JSC-NC) (GHG)
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2003 5:19 PM
To: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Subject: RE: Spacehab Coolant Flow Decay
Water Pump Package
----- Original Message-----
From: MORELAND, DEAN (1SC-NC) (NASA)
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2003 5:18 PM
To: GARDNER, JAMES R. (JSC-NC) (GHG)
Subject: RE: Spacehab Coolant Flow Decay

WPP??




-—--Original Message-----

From: GARDNER, JAMES R. (JSC-NC) (GHG)
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2003 5:11 PM
To: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Cc: DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)
Subject: Spacehab Coolant Flow Decay
Dean:

This coolant loop issue has become a MER writeup Anomaly MER 09 and a CHIT STS-
0017 for documentation.

There is the possibility that should delta pres and fiow drop teo much, that a WPP in
Spacehab would be considered. Ross Engle is working the issue from the Orbiter Safety
side.

Please check the MER Satfety Console if you need additicnal information.

Thanks




MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: EVATT, GARVIN T. (GT) (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2003 6:26 PM

To: MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) (NASA); ROSE, SUMMER L. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

Cc: CIANCONE, MICHAEL L. (JSC-NC) (NASA); FOX, MARCHA (JSC-NC) (SAIC); STOERKEL,
WALTER H. (JSC-NC) (GHG); DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

Subject: FY1: Potential AC Bus Transient due to Hab Fan using Orb AC

--—-Original Message-----

From: DYER, KEITH W, (JSC-NC) (SAIC)
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2003 6:22 PM
To: EVATT, GARVIN T. (GT) (JSC-NC) (SAIC)
Subject: FW: Potential AC Bus Transient due to Hab Fan using Orb AC
fyi
----- Original Message—--
From: ENGLE, ROSS K. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2003 6:12 PM
To: GARDNER, JAMES R. (JSC-NC) (GHG); WITWER, DAVE W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); MELENDEZ, DAVID T. (JSC-NC) (GHG)
Cc: DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); KOKOSZ, CHERYL M. (JSC-NC) {SAIC); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); PENNEY, MICHAEL J.
(ISC-NC) (SAIC); VEROSTKO, JEREMY E. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); NGUYEN, KHCI (JSC-NC) (SAIC)
Subject: Potential AC Bus Transient due to Hab Fan using Orb AC

This email is intended to address the risk to the Orbiter by a transient on an Orbiter AC bus due to the Hab Fan 2 switching
On using Orbiter power during reentry.

A transient on an Orbiter AC bus during reentry poses minimal risk. All critical Guidance Navigation and Control, Flight
Control, Data Processor Systems and Communications and Tracking subsystems are powered by DC, with the exception
of the Gould TACANs. Gould TACANSs are AC powered. TACAN 1 by AC1, TACAN 2 by AC2 and TACAN 3 by AC3.
OV-102 has 3 Gould TACANs. FYI - Coliins TACAN are DC powered.

DC powered hardware includes: Inertial Measurement Unit, Air Data Transducer Asy, Microwave Landing System,
Accelerometer Asy, Orbiter Rate Gyro Asy, Aerosuface Servo Asy, Ascent Thrust Vector Controlier, Multifunction
Electronic Display System, S-Band PA, S-Band Pre-amp, S-Band Switch Asy, S-Band Switch Beam Contol Asy, S-Band
NSP and S-Band Transponder, General Purpose Computers and Multiplexer/Demultiplexers.

AC power is converted from DC power by the Power Static Inverter {PSI). Any transient on an AC bus would be filtered’
by the PSI and would not be expected to appear on a DC bus.

Ross K. Engle

JSC SR&QA

281-244-1951

Fax 281-244-1849
Ross.K.Engle1 @jsc.nasa.gov




HUDSON, ROBERT H. (JSC-NC) (NASA) 032~ 3¢7

From: SHANNON, JOHN P. (JSC-DAS8) (NASA)
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2003 2:43 PM
To: HUDSON, ROBERT H. (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Subject: FW. Shuttle Support

Please treat this confidentially, but here is the scoop.

--—-QOriginal Message-----

From: STICH, J. S. (STEVE) (JSC-DAB) (NASA)
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2003 2:30 PM
To: SHANNON, JOHN P, (JSC-DAS8) (NASA)
Subject: FW: Shuttle Support

The story that | heard is that Wayne got the DOD folks at KSC and Patrick spun up so they or
Lambert Austin {(rumor) turned on requests for data from USSTRAT and other resources. The SSP
did not want any data and in fact there was never a formal MOD request made from the FDOs or the
Flight Director. | told Roger Simpson that we appreciated the USSSTRAT support on this issue
during a phone conversation on Wednesday or Thursday of last week. | told them that we did not
require the data on this mission and that they could turn off their system which was in high gear to
get the data. In hindsight | probably should have let them go since they had worked it very hard on
the USSTRAT end and they may not respond as well next time since we "cried wolf on STS-107".

Roger is trying to make sure that there is a clear path for these requests per this note below.

----- Original Message-----

From: SIMPSON, ROGER D. {JSC-DM) (NASA)

Sent: - Thursday, January 23, 2003 12:01 PM

To: 'ronald.hughes@spacecom.smil.mil’; 'robert.graves@spacecom.smil.mil'; 'david.ifflander@spacecom.smil.mil*;
'douglas.sersun@spacecom.smil.mil’

Ce: ‘roger.simpson@spacecom.smit.mil’; ‘linda.marchione@spacecom.smil.mil’; ‘rodney.bumett@spacecom.smil.mil';
'mcarthuri@spacecom.smil.mil'’; STICH, J. S. (STEVE) (JSC-DA8) (NASA); ENGELAUF, PHILIP L. (JSC-DA8) (NASA); 'Newberry Stan
SES AFSPC/NASA!

Subject: Shuttle Support

Col Ifflander and others,

Thank you for the enthusiastic response to the request for Shuttle support yesterday. Your quick response in arranging
support was exceptional and we truly appreciate the effort and apologize for any inconvenience the cancellation of the
request may have caused. | know that future requests will be met with the same effort.

Let me assure you that, as of yesterday afternoon, the Shuttle was in excellent shape, mission objectives were being
performed and that there were no major system problems identified. The request that you received was based on a piece
of debris, most likely ice or insulation from the ET, that came off shortly after launch and hit the underside of the vehicle.
Even though this is not a common occurrence it is something that has happened before and is not considered to be a
major problem.

The one problem that this has identified is the need for some additional coordination within NASA to assure that when a
request is made it is done through the official channels. The NASA / USSTRAT (USSPACE) MOA identifies the need for
this type of support and that it will be provided by USSTRAT. Procedures have been long established that identifies the
Flight Dynamics Officer (for the Shuttle) and the Trajectory Operations Officer (for the International Space Station) as the
PQOCs to work these issues with the personnel in Cheyenne Mountain. One of the primary purposes for this chain is to
make sure that requests like this one does not slip through the system and spin the community up about potential
problems that have not been fully vetted through the proper channels.

Two things that you can help us with is to make sure that future requests of this sort are confirmed through the proper
channels. For the Shuttle it is via CMOC to the Flight Dynamics Officer. For the International Space Station it is via
CMOC to the Trajectory Operations Officer. The second request is that no resources are spent unless the request has
been confirmed. These requests are not meant to diminish the responsibilities of the DDMS office or to change any
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" previous agreements but to eliminate the confusion that can be caused by a lack of proper coordination.

Again, thank you for the support and we know that when the need arrives USSTRAT, CMQC, and the DDMS office will
respond the same as they did for this one, with enthusiasm and a timely response.

Roger D. Simpson

NASA Resident Office, Colorado Springs
United States Strategic Command West
Peterson AFB, CO 80314-3080
719-554-6729

1-888-376-4293 pager




RAMSAY, CHRISTOPHER M. (JSC-NC1) (NASA) 02- 367

From: BUTLER, SHARYL A. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Sent: Friday, January 10, 2003 10:51 AM

To: RAMSAY, CHRISTOPHER M. (JSC-NC1) (NASA)
Subject: FW: STS-107 DR Downgrade Listing

tyi

Thanks and Have a Great Doyt
Sharyt A Butler

Hailcode - HNC

(251) 483-5342 - office

(281) 485-9632 - fax

7 K

----- Original Message-----

From: MAY, DARRYL W. (JSC-MV2) (NASA}
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2003 3:03 PM
To: Agres, John T; Bradt, David; Burton, Elliot; BUTLER, SHARYL; Corbin, Douglas W; Cory, Chris; Dooley, Mark; FEUSTEL, ANDREW;

FRAZIER, STEPHEN; Gavert, Don; GRAHAM, DAVID; Jayne, Steve; KOTILA, CARL; MATTHEWS, DAVID; McClain, Terrell A;
MOCRHEAD, JANE; Olsen, Rosie; Peterson, Gene; PRUETT, WILLIAM; Reeves, Boyce; Swindells, Brian; Thomton, Patti; Townsend, J
D; Ward, M A; Wilson, Peter T,

Subject: STS-107 DR Downgrade Listing

DGDR107.xIs

Comments? Concurrence?




SEV NUMBER

DR

ol
NO
28

112

113

107

Ol

NO NO AFFECTED

29

ol

30

STS-107 DR DOWNGRADE LISTING

SYSTEM

CRG
ID

FACILITY

TITLE
/
RATIONALE

3

3

3

4

109781

111649

120250

120252

28

28

113

29

MEDS

MAGR

PASS

PASS

BOEING

BOEING

UsSA

USA

LEVEL 6

FLIGHT

DESK

TRAP

LOSS OF DATA ON ONE FLIGHT CRITICAL BUS

THE VISIBLE EFFECT OF THIS FSW DR IS THE COMPOSITE DISPLAY REFLECTING
MISSING FC BUS DATA. THIS ISSUE CAN OCCUR WHEN ONE IDP IS SUPPORTING TWO
MDUs, COMPOSITE DISPLAYS ARE SELECTED ON BOTH THE RIGHT STATION

AND LEFT STATION MDU, AND SUBSEQUENTLY ONE OF THE STATION'S MDU IS
POWERED OFF. THE MISSING FC DATA IN THIS CASE IS THE DUE TO THE FC BUS
SELECTION ON THE REMAINING STATION MDU THAT WAS LAST DISPLAYED ON

THE POWERED OFF STATION MDU. NO NOTE IS REQUIRED FOR STS-107.

SLUGGISH MAGRS-3S POST-INITIALIZATION RECOVERY

THE VISIBLE EFFECT OF THIS FSW DR IS THE MAGR RECEIVER REQUIRING
APPROXIMATELY 6 MINUTES TO PERFORM THE INITIAL ACQUISITION PROCESS. THIS
CONDITION CAN OCCUR IF DURING THE INIiTIALIZATION PROCESS HW #1 HANGS UP
PRIOR TO ESTABLISHING THE TIME BIAS FOR SATELLITE ACQUISITIONS BY THE
REMAINING CHANNELS. THE MAGR WILL AUTONOMOUSLY MODE TO NORMAL TRACK
AND ACQUIRE THE SATELLITE AFTER INITIAL ACQUISITION LOGIC TIME QUT. NO
NOTE IS REQUIRED FOR STS-107.

INSUFFICIENT ARCTAN2 PROTECTION FOR RA_DEC

THE VISIBLE EFFECT OF THIS FEW DR IS A GPC ERROR BEING GENERATED AND
DOWNLISTED AFTER A STAR VECTOR THAT CORRESPONDS TO A TARGET DIRECTLY
OVER THE NORTH OR SQUTH POLE HAS BEEN PROCESSED BY THE UNIVERSAL
POINTING PROC. THIS CONDITION COULD OCCUR BECAUSE THE UNIVERSAL
POINTING DISPLAY REQUIREMENTS DO NOT PROTECT AGAINST UNIT VECTOR
VALUES OF ZERO FROM BEING INPUTTED. NO NOTE IS REQUIRED FOR STS-107.

FSW VERSION OF COMPILER DR 120221

THESE FSW DISCREPANCIES HAVE BEEN DISPOSITIONED AS ACCEPTABLE
FOR FLIGHT

DATE

Page 1 of 1



-2 0
GLANVILLE, ROY W. (JSC-NC) (NASA) 03~ 267

From: FOSTER, ANDY (JSC-NC) (GHG)
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2003 8:43 AM
To: Alan Peterson (E-mail)
Cc: DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); GLANVILLE, ROY W. (JSC-NC) (NASA); HUDSON,
ROBERT H. (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Subject: FW: Light Precip & Tile Damage
FYl..
----- Original Message-----
From: PETERS, JEFFREY P. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2003 8:29 AM
To: GARDNER, JAMES R. (JSC-NC) (GHG); WITWER, DAVE W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); FOSTER, ANDY (JSC-NC) (GHG)
Subject: FW: Light Precip & Tile Damage

Guys: Here's our answer from the GPO office. I'm going to query Chris Lessmann & Jim Harder on the subject.

-----0riginal Message-----

From: JONES, RICHARD S. (JSC-DM) (NASA)

Sent: Monday, January 13, 2003 3:22 PM

To: PETERS, JEFFREY P, (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

Cc: GONZALEZ, EDWARD P, (ED) (JSC-DM4) (NASA)
Subject: RE: Light Precip & Tile Damage

Jeff,

Alan Hochstein made an "engineering assessment” years ago on what a delta-coefficient of drag increment due to rain
weuld do to touchdown energy. Basically, after applying this delta-drag increment to the aero database from 10k to
touchdown, he showed the orbiter could lose 1000 ft of touchdown energy by flying through rain. To mitigate the
increased drag effect, the flight rule was worded such that both the nominal and close-in required at least 2000 ft of
energy, ie. 2000 - (1000 ft of rain drag) = 1000 ft (minimum energy for go runway). How Alan derived the increment, I'm
not sure, but if you really need that history, you might want to check with either Chris Lessmann or Jim Harder for their
recollection of how this was derived. By the way, "tile damage" was never assessed during his study.

Thanks,
Richard

----- Original Message-----

From: PETERS, JEFFREY P. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2003 3:07 PM
To: JONES, RICHARD S. (JSC-DM) (NASA)
Subject: Light Precip & Tile Damage
Richard:

I'm looking at the new TAL Rainshower "Exception” annex rule for STS-107, and | was wondering if you can help me
out with a question. I'm looking at the rule rationale and | see the following:

"Tile damage could result in a loss of up to 1000 ft of touchdown distance. Typical touchdown distances carry
adequate margin to protect this type of energy loss."

I lock back to the RTLS version of this, and | see it's there too. For my education purposes to try and understand the
rule better, where did that data come from & what is it based on?

Thanks for your help.
Jeff

Jeff Peters

SR&QA Shuttle Operations
NASA-JSC

281-244-1937




~ GLANVILLE, ROY W. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: FOSTER, ANDY (JSC-NC) (GHG)
Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2003 4:03 PM
To: GLANVILLE, ROY W. (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Subject: FW: Deviation for STS-107
FOF
LD-079.pdf
Roy,

This deviation just arrived via e-mail. It's being walked cnto the Noon Board tomorrow.
Dean Moreland is the prime Payload Safety engineer for S5TS-107. I forwarded it tec him.
He said he was aware of it and had nc issues. If you have any questions , I would
recommend you contact Dean directly. 1If that fails and you need some help, call me back
and I'll do what I can to assist.

Andy

————— Original Message--—---

From: Curt Martin [mailto:Curtis.F.Martin@nasa.gov)

Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2003 3:24 PM

To: LEMAN, CHRISTOPHER L. (JSC-DF511) (USA); Delisa Kennard; Jeff Gray:;
Shawn M., Greenwell; Thomas Milner; Jamie Shumbera; YORK, TIFFANY D.
{JSC-NC} (GHG); Petrina Winfield-Gordon; FOSTER, ANDY (JSC-NC)} (GHG):;
Lisa M. Agnew; Debbie Awtonomow; Stephen Bauder; Michale $5. Bauer; Chris
L. Best; Barbara K. Bitner; Kathy Blackburn; Pat Blackwell; O'KEEFFE,
BARBARA L. (JSC-DA8) (USA); Larry P. Budnick; Suzanne R. Caillouet;
Catherine Carr; Angie Daniels; Dawn Diecidue-Conners; BURTON, DOUG N.
(JSC-DT6) (USA); Don Driscoll; Randy Duncan; Greg Holden; Malcolm Glenn;
Syd Henderson; Terri Herst; Darrell Holloway; Jack Howell; PETERS,
JEFFREY P. (JSC-NC) ({(SAIC); BRCWN, KENNETH L. (JSC-MV6) (NASA}; Roland
LeBon; Dennis LeHouillier; Fred Lockhart; Tim Lovell; Curt Martin; Brent
Martin; Jim McEuen; MILLER, LADONNA J. (JSC-MTZ2) (NASA); Mike Carlson;
David A. Mohler; Robert C. Parks; Donna Patterson; DAVIS, PATRICIA L.
(JSC-DA8) (USA); Stephanie Phillips; Shelly Pulz; Clay Ramsey; Douglas
Reeves; Sandy Roller; Beth Rysdyk; Renee Sawyer; Steve Snell; HIRSHORN,
STEVEN R. (JSC-DF) (NASA); Tracy E. Smith; MORAN, SHERI (JSC-NC) (GHG);
Greg Stover; BRIDGES, TODD L. (JSC-NC) (GHG); Steve Thornton; Dean Tyre;
Neal E. Van Scyoc; Carl Villanueva; William Voigt; Betty Wells; Doug
White; MOFFITT, W. L. (LONNIE) (JSC-DA8) (USA); Jennifer Zuckerman
Subject: Deviation for STS-107

Attached is a copy of a deviation (against SSID RDM-05) for S5TS-107 that will be walked on
to the Noon Board on Friday 1-10-03. If you have comments, please express them at the
Board.

Curt Martin




SHUTTLE LAUNCH COMMIT CRITERIA WAIVER/DEVIATION

TRACKING NUMBER: LD-079 PCIN: S5072380CP MISSION: 107/102

ORIGINATOR: Richard J. Cole DATE: 01-09-2003 PAGE 10F 3

SSID/PAGE: RDM-05

DESCRIPTION: pPayload Aft Main B Power Anomaly

REQUIREMENT :

1 6.
| Payload Aft Main B Pwr - ON | Yes | .cC violation cleared, |
| {V76X2810E) |- - >| continue countdown. |
————————————————————————————— | Transient failure. |
| No e
|
2 \Y 7
| Payload Aux A Pwr - ON | No | LcC violation confirmed, |
| (V76X2868E) I >| No Go for launch. Loss of |
———————————————————————————— | SH Emergency Power. |
| Yes e
|
3 v 8
| PDU Aft B Current | Yes LCC violation cleared, continue |

|
| (P47C3002A) > 0.5 amps|---~----~ >| countdown. Payload Aft Main B |
| Pwr sensor failure. |

| Cyc¢le the H20 LN heater switch |
| on the C3a5 Orbiter Safing Panel |
| (ASP/Crew action). |

—————————————————————————————————— 9.
| Water Line Heater Status | Yes W @ ——mmmmmemee o
| (P47J2027V) ? 1 (ON) | ——————- >|LCC violation cleared, |
—————————————————————————————————— |continue countdown. |
| |Payload Aft Main B |
No | [pwr sensor failure. |
5. v e e

| LCC violation confirmed, |
| No Go for launch. |
| Payload Aft B Power Failure. |

Figure 37-20, Payload Aft Main B Power Anomaly Contingency Procedure




SHUTTLE LAUNCH COMMIT CRITERIA WAIVER/DEVIATION

TRACKING NUMBER: LD-079 PCIN: 5072380CP MISSION: 107/102
ORIGINATOR: Richard J. Cole DATE: 01-09-2003 PAGE 2 OF 3
WAIVER/DEVIATION :
1 6
| Payload Aft Main B Pwr - ON | Yes | LCC violation cleared, |
| {V76X2810E) |-=======-- >| continue countdown. |
————————————————————————————— | Transient failure. |
| No e
I
2 v 7
| Payload Aux A Pwr - ON | No | LCC violation confirmed, |
| (V76X2868E) | -==~===~ >| No Go for launch. Loss of |
———————————————————————————— | SH Emergency Power. |
| Yes e
|
3 v 8
| PDU Aft B Current |  Yes LCC violation cleared, continue |

|
| (P47C3002A) > 0.5 amps|--------- >| countdown. Payload Aft Main B |
| Pwr sensor failure. |

| Cycle the H20 LN heater switch |
| on the C3A5 Orbiter Safing Panel |
| (ASP/Crew actiocn), |

—————————————————————————————————— 9.
| Water Line Heater Status | Yes W @ —--mmmmmmmmeeeo—-
| (P4732027v) ? 1 (ON) | --————-- >|LCC violation cleared, |
—————————————————————————————————— |continue countdown. |
| | Payload Aft Main B |
No | |pwr sensor failure, |
| ______________________
5 v

| If SPACEHAB Subsystem water loop data (Water Pump Inlet Pressure, |
| Water Pump Outlet Pressure, Water Pump Accumulator Quantity, Total]
| H20 Flowrate, PHX H20 Flowrate) indicates the water lecop is in |
| good health, LCC violation cleared, continue countdown. |
| Otherwise, LCC violation confirmed, No Go for launch. Paylecad Aft]
| Main B Power Failure: |

Figure 37-20, Payload Aft Main B Power Anomaly Contingency Procedure




SHUTTLE LAUNCH COMMIT CRITERIA WAIVER/DEVIATION

TRACKING NUMBER: LD-079 PCIN: S072380CP MISSION: 107/102

ORIGINATOR: Richard J. Cole DATE: 01-09-2003 PAGE 3OF 3

JUSTIFICATION:

Loss of Aft Main B results in loss of redundancy for the SPACEHAB
emergency bus and complete loss of capability to operate the SPACEHAB
Water Line heaters. A second failure would be required to impact
SPACEHAR mission success. Complete loss of SPACEHAB Emergency Bus
prior to launch is protected by RDM-02 and loss of the RDM water Loop
is protected by RDM-08, 09, 10 and 1l1. For a second failure on-orbit
that would nominally require water line heater activation, Shuttle
attitude control would be invoked per the Flight Rules.

WORKAROUND:
None.
APPROVALS:
Launch Director Date Manager, Launch Integration Date
NR
NASA Project Manager Date Manager, Space Shuttle KSC Integration Date
NR NR
Contractor Manager Date Manager, Space Shuttle Projects MSFC Date
NR NR
Date Manager, Space Shuttle SR&QA Date
NR




NSTS 16007 LAUNCH COMMIT CRITERIA AND BACKGROUND SSID: RDM-05

LCC VIOLATION CALL: Payload Aft Main B Power Ancmaly | EMERG COND:
| None
MEAS. NO,. MEASUREMENT DESCRIPTION CAT. |MINIMUM|MAXIMUM|UNITS|CODE

TIME PERIOD:

{1) From Start of ET Cryoc Tanking (T-6 hours) to Go for GLS Start (T-9 minutes)

REQUIREMENTS : FIGURES/TABLES: 37-20

(2) This LCC is effective only for Spacehab RDM flights in which the module
subsystems are powered during the LCC time period.

{(3) For confirmed instrumentation failure, LCC violation cleared, continue
countdown. (4)

PREPLANNED CONTINGENCY PROCEDURE:

(4) See Figure 37-20, Payload Aft Main B Power Anomaly Contingency Procedure.

(5) Mission Success LCC.
(6) This LCC will be monitored by the customer from a NASA/KSC console.

REDLINE DERIVATION: CRITICALITY:

(7) PL Aft Main B and PL AUX A are ccombined to form the SH Emergency Bus.

CONSEQUENCES OF EXCEEDING REDLINE:

(8) Possible lcss of redundant power to SH safety critical hardware and
possible loss of power to SH Water Line Heaters.

The following safety critical hardware is powered via the Emergency Bus:

- Pire Suppression System Firing Circuits (FSCU).
- Signal Conditioning for safety critical circuits.
- Smoke Sensor A,
— ARS Fan Delta Pressure #1.
- HFA Delta Pressure #1.
- PPCO2 #1.
~ Forward Sensor Panel.
- PPO2 #1.

PL Aft Main B is the sole source of power to the SH Water Line Heaters.

MISSION: STS-107,112-999 BU-I REVISION R
AUTH: S072380BV CHANGE NO. 026
37d-05.1




NSTS 16007 LAUNCH COMMIT CRITERIA AND BACKGROUND SSID: RDM-05

CAUSES OF EXCEEDING REDLINE:

(9) - Open or failed Power Contactor (K1 APC2).
- Loss of Discrete measurement power (ESS2CA AP&LC2).
- Open Fuse (10 APCS).
— Open limiting resistor (OV-102 AlR# APC2, 0OV103 and subs AZR6 APCZ2).
- Instrumentation failure: MDM/Card/Channel/SB 0OaA2/Cd 05/Ch 00/Bit 11.
- Loss of Orbiter Main B busses: Main B DAZ, APC5, APC2.
~ Open Payload Aft Main B fuse APC2,

SPACE SHUTTLE SYSTEMS HANDBOOK: DWG NO SHEET ZONE
INTEGRATED SYSTEMS SCHEMATIC: DWG NO SHEET ZONE
ELEMENT: SPACEHAB SUBSYSTEM: EPS

BU-2

MISSION: STS-107,112-999 REVISION H
AUTH: S072380BV CHANGE NO. 026
37d-05.2




NSTS 16007 LAUNCH COMMIT CRITERIA AND BACKGROUND

SSID: RDM-05

SUPPORTING DATA:

1. 6.

| Payload Aft Main B Pwr - ON | Yes | LCC violation cleared, |

| (V716X2810E) |~ >| continue countdown. |

————————————————————————————— | Transient failure. |
| No mmmm e
|

2. v 7.

| Payload Aux A Pwr - ON |  No | LCC wviolation confirmed,

| (VI6X2868E)

| PDU Aft B Current
| (P47C3002A) > 0.5 amps

| === >| No Go for launch. Loss of |

- | SH Emergency Power.

Yes | LCC wviclation cleared,

continue |

————————— >| countdown, Payload Aft Main B |

| Pwr sensor failure.

| Cycle the H20 LN heater switch |
| on the C3AS Orbiter Safing Panel |

| (ASP/Crew action).

| Water Line Heater Status

| (P47J2027V) - 1 {(ON)

| LCC wviolation confirmed,

| No Go for launch.

LCC wviolation cleared,

Payload Aft Main B pwr

sensor failure.

| Payload Aft B Power Failure.|

I [
———————— | continue countdown. |
| f
| |

Figure 37-20, Payload Aft Main B Power Anomaly Contingency Procedure

MISSION: STS-107,112-999
ARUTH: S072380BV

BU-3

37d-05.3

REVISION
CHANGE NO.

H
026



ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

ORBITER STATUS
01-07-03.doc

WETHERLEY, EDIE (JSC-REMOTE)

Tuesday, January 07, 2003 7:07 AM

Adam West; 'Ahmed, Anwar M'; ALBRIGHT, JOHN D. (JSC-EP4) (NASA); ALLISON,
RONALD L. (JSC-MV8) (NASA), ANGSTADT, TARA S. (JSC-EP) (NASA);, ASHBY,
JEFFREY S. (JSC-CB) (NASA); Ayott, Bill; BAIRD, R. S. (SCOTT) (JSC-EP) (NASA);
BARCKHOLTZ, RANDALL J. (RANDY) (JSC-CB) (USA); BAZAN, DEBORAH S. {DEBBIE)
(JSC-NC) (GHG); Bihner; BRADLEY, KARLA F. (JSC-EP) (NASA); ELIASON, BRENDA J.
(JSC-EAB) (NASA); Bryan Banks; Burghardt, Michael J; BWatkins; CERNA, NANETTE (JSC-
MV} (NASA); COLLINS, EILEEN M. (JSC-CB) (NASA); Cowart, Jon; Danielson, Michael;
CURRIE, DAVID W. (JSC-CB) (USA}; Dean Kunz; Dinsel, Alison; DITTEMORE, RONALD D.
(JSC-MA) (NASA); MCCORMACK, DONALD L. (DON) (JSC-MV6) (NASA); Doug
Whitehead; ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA); Eyman; Fugitt Mark D (E-mail);
GALBREATH, GREGORY F. (GREG) (JSC-ES2) (NASA); GALVEZ, RONALD M. (JSC-EP5)
(NASA); Gary Wentz; GRUSH, GENE R. (JSC-EP111) (NASA); George Hamilton-1;
GERSTENMAIER, WILLIAM H. (BILL) (JSC-OA) (NASA); GUIDRY, BETTY J. (JSC-NC)
(GHG), HAMILTON, DAVID A. (DAVE) (JSC-EA) (NASA); HAWLEY, STEVEN A. (JSC-
SA13) (NASA), Heitzman, Wiiliam; HENDERSON, EDWARD M. (MACK) (JSC-MA) (NASA);
HERNANDEZ, FRANCISCO J. (JSC-EP) (NASA), HIEMER, ARTHUR T. {(JSC-EV) (NASA);
HUDSON, ROBERT H. (JSC-NC) (NASA); Hunt, John W; James Marczak; James McDede-
1, JACOBS, JEREMY B. (JSC-ES4) (NASA); John Gurecki; JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT)
(JSC-NC) (NASA); JONES, SAMUEL E. (JSC-EP) (NASA); Joyce Rozewski:
jtinsley@hg.nasa.gov; KAUPP, HENRY J. (JSC-ER3) (NASA); KENNEDY, JOHN J. (JSC-
MVE) (NASA), BROWN, KENNETH L. (JSC-MV6) (NASA); DUNN, KEVIN W. (JSC-EV)
(NASA); TEMPLIN, KEVIN C. (JSC-MV6) (NASA);, KRAMER, JULIE A. (JSC-EA4) (NASA);
Lackey-1, Eddie; Lam, Gary; Launch-INT; Leba, Anne; 'Leba, Anthony T'; LEVY, VINCENT
M. (JSC-EG) (NASA); Mai, Han D; Mark Kowaleski; Martt; MCCURDY, KERRI (JSC-EP5)
(NASA); METCALF, JORDAN L. (JSC-EC8) (NASA); Michael Snyder; Michael Wilhoit;
MILLER, JOHN D. (JSC-EV) (NASA); Minter, Larry V; ORTIZ-LONGO, CARLOS R., PHD
(JSC-EA4) (NASA);, OUELLETTE, FRED A. (JSC-MV6) (NASA); PETETE, PATRICIA
(TRISH) (JSC-MV) (NASA); Peterson, William D; PLAISANCE, LANNY P. (JSC-EP5)
(NASA), Powers; PREVETT, DONALD E. (DON) (JSC-EP) {NASA); Reeves; Regina L.
Hoover; RINGO, LESLIE A. (JSC-CB) (USA); ABBOTT, ROBERT (JSC-REMOQTE); ROE,
RALPH R. (JSC-MV) (NASA); ROMERO, DENISE M. (JSC-EV) (NASA); Ronald Woods;
ROTTER, HENRY A. (HANK) (JSC-EC) (NASA); 'Schletz,Brian'; SCHOMBURG, CALVIN
(JSC-EA) (NASA), SERIALE-GRUSH, JOYCE M. (JSC-EA) (NASA); SHACK, PAUL E. (JSC-
EA42) (NASA); Simon; SIMON, THOMAS M. (TOM) (JSC-EP4) (NASA); SIMPSON, SCOTT
W. (UJSC-NE) {SAIC); Stefanovic, Milivoje; THIBODEAU, JOSEPH R. (JOE) (JSC-EG)
(NASA); Vonusa, Ed; WAGNER, HOWARD A., PHD (JSC-EP) (NASA); White; WILDER, Jim;
Williams, Charlie; WILSON, SUE U. (JSC-EA) (NASA); WINKLER, H. E. (GENE) (JSC-EC)
{NASA); YORK, TIFFANY D. (JSC-NC) (GHG); YOUNG, JOHN W. (JSC-AC5) (NASA)

Daily Status: 01/07/03




SHUTTLE QUICK LOOK STATUS
Tuesday, January 07, 2003 -

A. STS-107/0V-102/PAD-A
1. Orbiter Aft Closeout Is In Work.
2. EMU Instaliation Is Complete; Check-Out Is In Work.
3. Preps For Ordnance Installation Are In Work.
4. OMBUU Mate Is Complete.

B. STS-114/0V-104/0PF-1
1. Heat Shield Installation Is In Work.
2. FRCS Installation Is In Work.

C. STS-115/0V-105/0PF-2
1. OMS Pod Checkout Is In Work.
2. MEC/PIC Verification Is Complete.
3. Fuel Cell Single Cell Voltage Test Is In Work.

D. STS-121/0V-103/0PF-3
1. OMM Inspections And Modifications Are In Work

IPR’S STS-107/0V-102;

| No New UA’s |

NEW: IPR-091 (DPS). During vehicle power-up, the CDR powered on IDP1 and then powered
off 4 seconds later (this is an OMRS violation requiring an IDP to remain powered on for a
minimum of 30 seconds prior to powering off). Problem is result of CDR inadvertent switch
throw. NOTE: This is the 4™ violation for this IDP.

UPDATE: IPR-090 (Fuel Line Temp #3 Did Not Cycle Off for The “A” Heater). T/S of fuel
pump bypass line temp sensor (V46T0328A)- of system 3A complete; heater worked but did not
reach cutoff temp, trip limit was achieved with an increase on MN BUS C AFT PCA voltage from
29.3 to 30.1 VDC and an increased aft purge temp; thermostat cycled off after being at 98.8
deg. F for ~ 30 min; all parameters are within tolerance.

IPR’S STS-114/Q0V-104.

| No New UA’s B

NEW: IPR-042 (OMS). Ammeter read 0.0 amps when switch S1021 was cooled (heaters 1021
and 1022); this heater string is for the right doghouse door/bellows assembly; t/s — heater was
cooled to ~ O degrees; a similar test was performed on the left hand side with expected results;
testing performed on the right hand side and failed the test again; #/s continues.

NEW: IPR-043 (OMS). Ammeter indicated 0.0 amps when switch S1151 was cooled (heaters

1151 and 1152); s/b 0.2 — 0.4 amps. For both of these IPR’s the common denominator is AFT
PCA #1. More t/s to come.

JSC Resident Office @ KSC 321-861-3040




IPR’S STS-115/0V-105:

UPDATE: IPR-012 (Higher Than Expected Decay On O2 System). As reported 01/06 the
R/R was completed but more t/s is planned; prior to additional mass spec leak checks a series
of manifold decay checks will be performed in an attempt to isolate the potential leak source
location to manifolds 1 and 2, or cross-over; possibility that O2 tank 1 check valve has an
internal leak which could explain the problem as well as the increase in manifold decay
indicated at the Pad last flow.

UPDATE: IPR-013 (Higher Than Expected Decay Noticed On H2 System). T/S —
calculations show a 2.13 sccm decay over a 12 day period; fidelity level is 16 sccm (well below
the fidelity of the test); plan to close IPR as an explained condition.

| No New UA’s
IPR’S OMDP (STS-121)/0V-103:
| No New UA's. |
NO NEW IPR’S TO REPORT. NO UPDATES TO REPORT.

Window Inspection Status

http://xb70.ksc.nasa.gov/pvd/windows/templates/inspect rpt.cfm

Milestones

Information may be obtained from the following web sites provided the user has the necessary
access permissions.

MK Review milestones:
http://usail.unitedspacealliance.com/usago/orgs/kscspi001/launch/schedule.pdf

MV Review milestones:
http://opic.cal.boeing.com/data eng/vehicle/frr/index.htm

PAQO Manifest Info:
http://www-pao.ksc.nasa.govikscpao/schedule/schedule.htm

JSC Resident Office @ KSC 321-861-3040




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: BAZAN, DEBORAH S. (DEBBIE) (JSC-NC) (GHG)
Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2003 1:12 PM
To: DL SRQA PAR SUPPORT, Leigh Martin (MSFC) (E-mail); Brenda Willis (E-mail); Alan

Peterson (Boeing) (E-mail); Arnold Clifton T. (E-mail); Barnes Jeffrey E (Boeing) (E-mail);
Bevels Vicki (E-mail); Bill Loewy (E-mail); ‘Carol Rush' (E-mail}; Chris Hill (MSFC) (E-mail);
‘Cianciola C. (MSFC) @SMTP' (E-mail); Corey Harrell (MSFC) (E-mail); Daniels Angela (E-
mail); Darrell Warner (Boeing) (E-mait); Dave Spacek (MSFC) (E-mail); 'Diana Heberling' (E-
mail); donnie. george/msfc (E-mail); Dumetz Marisa (E-mail); Engler Tom (E-mail); Emnest-1
Stephen (E-mail); Fred Dadfar (MSFC) (E-mail); 'Gatto Leigh(lV&V} (E-mail); Gordon-1 Mark
(E-mail); Gregg George (MSFC) (E-maii); griffith (jamss) (E-mail); Haddad-1 Michael (E-mail);
Hashimoto Rick (E-mail); 'Hill Bill (HQ) @SMTP' (E-mail); 'Howell. Nelda' (E-mail); James
Halsell (KEC) (E-mail}; John McPherson (MSFC) (E-mail); John. R. Dicks@ivv. nasa. gov (E-
mail); Keith Pauley (E-mail); Kennedy Michael (E-mail}; kim. carmean@msfc. nasa. gov (E-
mail); 'Lackey Ed' (E-mail); Leigh Martin (MSFC) (E-mail); Linda Combs (E-mail); Mark
Kowalesky (HQ) (E-mail); Mike Card (HQ); mikesmiles; Mitsuie Masami (NASDA) (E-mail);
Moorhead-lll James L (E-mail); Mr. Takeuchi{nasda) (E-mail); Mullane Dan (E-mail); Nathan
Kyser (jams) (E-mail); Nobles Noel R (E-mail); pollystenger; rich patrican; Roger Counts;
‘Sandy'; Sharclee Huet-1 (E-mail); Sims, John (MSFC); Sue Fenn {HQ); 'Suzanne Little";
thomas S Toutsi (GDSFC),; thomas.w.hartline@msfc.nasa.gov; Tom Hancock (MSFC);
Walker, Angelia; Wbihner (E-mail); wbostick; 'Willis-1, Brenda'; Wren, Robert J (USA);

Zavala, Velma (USA)

Subject:

TO: Distribution

FROM: MQ/Manager, Space Shuttle SR&QA Office
SUBJECT:  STS-107 PMMT Tagup and 10P PAR

ST8-107 PMMT Tagup and 10P PAR Agenda (1/10/03)

The STS-107 PMMT Tagup and 10P PAR are scheduled for Friday, January 10, 2003, 10:00 AM EST, 09:00 AM
CST. The meeting will be teleconferenced from JSC Building 9, Room 2160 (PAR Room). The basic agenda is shown

below.
Presentation material is due January 8th.

STS-107 PMMT TAGUP
JANUARY 10, 2003

INTRODUCTION
Vehicle Status (verbal

Crew Status (verbal)
1-Pager Status (verbal)

SPECIAL TOPICS
1. SHUTTLE

OV-103 BSTRA Crack

Action Items, Summary & Next Meeting Schedule

10P PAR (FOLLOWING 107 PMMT TAGUP)
JANUARY 10, 2003

JSC/NC/Mark Erminger
KSC
JSC/CB

JSC/Bill Prince
MSFC
KSC

JSC/NC/Mark Erminger




INTRODUCTION JSC/NC/Mark Erminger

Vehicle Status (verbal KSC
Crew Status {verbal) JSC/CB
1-Pager Status (verbal)
ISS 10P OVERVIEW JSC/NE/Bobbie Jenkins
10P PAYLOAD OVERVIEW JSC/Jeff Nill
SPECIAL TOPICS
1. STATION ISC
2. INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
JSC Independent Assessment JSC/Mac Himel
KSC SHIA KSC/Mark Gordon
MSFC/Angelia Walker MSFC HEDS
Action Items, Summary & Next Meeting Schedule JSC/NC/Mark Erminger

This memo is being released in accordance with Mr. Mark Erminger.




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From:
Sent:
To:

STS-107_SMAR_F
RR.doc

Bill Bihner [wbihner@hg.nasa.gov]

Tuesday, January 07, 2003 2:35 PM

prutiedg@hgq.nasa.gov; jlloyd@hq.nasa.gov; mgreenfi@hg.nasa.gov;
boconnor@hqg.nasa.gov; wreaddy@hg.nasa.gov; mkosteln@hg.nasa.gov; CARD, MIKE
(JSC-REMOTE); wfrazier@hq.nasa.gov; rpatrica@hg.nasa.gov;
Amanda.Goodson@msfc.nasa.gov; bob.peercy@west.boeing.com;
john.branard@kmail.ksc.nasa.gov; BRISCOE, ALAN L. (LEE) (JSC-DA) (NASA);
imullin@hq.nasa.gov; GLANVILLE, ROY W. {(JSC-NC) (NASA); YOUNG, JOHN W. (JSC-
AC5) (NASA); WHITTLE, DAVID W. (JSC-MA2) (NASA); judith.hooper-1@ksc.nasa.gov;
charlie.chesser@msfc.nasa.gov; steve.turner@maf.nasa.gov; ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-
NC) (NASA), Gregory.R.Lain@maf.nasa.gov; Alex.C.Adams@msfc.nasa.gov;

Daniel.J. Mullane@msfc.nasa.gov; David.J.Spacek@msfc.nasa.gov; William.Higgins-1
@ksc.nasa.gov; Shannon.Bartell-1@ksc.nasa.gov; william.j.harris1@jsc.nasa.gov;
Roy.Malone@msfc.nasa.gov; fgregory@hq.nasa.gov; Humberto.Garrido-1@ksc.nasa.gov;
dominic.l.gorie1@)jsc.nasa.gov,; len.sirota@hq.nasa.gov; spitotti@mail.hg.nasa.gov;
MARSHALL, YOLANDA Y. (JSC-NA) (NASA); DITTEMORE, RONALD D. (JSC-MA) (NASA);
HAM, LINDA J. (JSC-MA2) (NASA); Craig.B.Clokey@USAHQ.UnitedSpaceAlliance.com:
mkowales@mail.hq.nasa.gov; pcounts@hg.nasa.gov; bwatkins@hq.nasa.gov;
whill@hg.nasa.gov; dwhitehe@hq.nasa.gov; sortega@hqg.nasa.gov; awest@hq.nasa.gov
Roy.Bridges-1@ksc.nasa.gov; Jefferson.D.Howell1@jsc.nasa.gov;
Arthur.G.Stephenson@nasa.gov; William.Parsons@ssc.nasa.gov

STS-107 FRR SMAR

ATT825150.1xt

Good Afternoon,

Attached please find the Code Q FRR-Edition Safety and Mission Assurance

Report (SMAR)

for STS-107.

If there are any questions, please give me a call.

Thanks,

Bill

William J. Bihner,

NASA/QE

(202) 358-4441

Jr




Safety and Mission Assurance Report for
the STS-107 Mission

Flight Readiness Review Edition

January 7, 2003

Enterprise Safety and Mission Assurance Division
Office of Safety and Mission Assurance
National Aeronautics and Space Administration
Washington, DC 20546
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SAFETY CERTIFICATION FOR THE FLIGHT READINESS REVIEW

The Enterprise Safety and Mission Assurance Division at NASA Headquarters has
been involved in the review of safety risk factors affecting the risk level of this Space
Shuttle mission. The Enterprise Safety and Mission Assurance Division has concurred
with the decision by the Space Shuttle Program Manager in approval of Element Hazard
Reports to baseline the program safety risk level. Changes to the risk baseline for the
Space Shuttle Program arise from mission unique requirements, mission processing
problems, in-flight anomalies, component testing, new analyses, and related issues from
other vehicles. Their resolution has been evaluated for risk acceptability.

The items referred to as safety risk factors are listed in this report as either unresolved
or resolved. Those safety risk factors that are unresolved must be resolved with adequate
supporting flight rationale prior to the flight of this Space Shuttle mission.

The Enterprise Safety and Mission Assurance Division certifies the risk acceptability
of the baseline safety risks with changes identified herein pending resolution of items

identified in this report as constraints and subject to resolution of any changes to risk
items.

Prepared by:

Original s/b Bill Bihner

Bill Bihner

Space Shuttle Safety and Mission Assurance
Enterprise Safety and Mission Assurance Division
Office of Safety and Mission Assurance

2 of 27




Table of Contents

CHANGE NOTICE ... oottt ettt ettt et et et e,
1 INTRODUCTION.....ccceevereeruarerenns teessesesetessstssesasasabensesnsesorsasasessastrnsnsnsnsnossosse
1.1 PURPOSE ...ttt ee s ree e e e s e s e e e aeereeeserareeaeesmm s aaesreeesesenmn st senasenss
1.2 SCOPE wtveetietieie et s eeeecvsscrsiesrsestsesessssasbasatbaresssesssssesssessassbasssbnnabatssbassbaresaasssneans
1.3 CUSTOMERS .. eeeeeeeeeveeeeeeeeeeeeeeereeereeesresenesenennneneasnnssaassesesantssntanmenssnnnaaasserasesess
2  MISSION SUMMARY.....ccoveineeee veososossserasas resosssssasasenssnensnsnresesenenrnaresas
2.1 MISSION & VEHICLE DIATA oot ee et eeee ettt reaeesereseaaasaneeeeeeammmnnanasan
2.2 IMISSION ASSURANCE . ..ciiiereversrsrrmrertereesessssssiessisssststsstessesseessssessssessssesssnttmmsennenens
3 SAFETY RISK FACTORS ASSESSMENT ..uiiiicicisnscscrssonsiasasnsesssesssnsonssssessses

3 0f27




Change Notice

This Safety and Mission Assurance Report (SMAR) has incorporated several changes
from prior editions of this document. The underlying goals of these changes are to make
the document more readable and useful to senior management.

1. No changes to this document.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Purpose

This Safety and Mission Assurance Report (SMAR) is produced by the National
Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA) Headquarters, Office of Safety and
Mission Assurance (OSMA). The SMAR provides the OSMA Associate Administrator
(AA) and the Human Space Flight AA with a summary of the changes to the Shuttle
Program’s safety risk baseline as approved in the formal Failure Modes and Effects
Analysis/Critical Items List (FMEA/CIL) and Hazard Analysis process. Changes to the
baseline since the previous flight are included to highlight their significance in risk level
change. Flight rationale supporting any departure from the approved FMEA/CIL and
Shuttle Program baseline is provided. The SMAR documents unresolved safety risk
factors known up to this point impacting this flight.

The report is published on a mission-by-mission basis for use in the Flight Readiness
Review (FRR) and is updated for the Pre-launch Mission Management Team (PMMT)
Review (formerly the Launch Minus Two-Day Review), as needed.

1.2 Scope

The SMAR addresses the risk factors that represent a change from previous flights,
factors from previous flights that have impact on this flight, and factors that are unique to
this flight. Factors listed in the report are limited to items that affect, or have the
potential to affect, Space Shuttle safety and mission assurance and have been elevated to
Level I for discussion or approval. These changes are derived from a variety of sources
such as issues, concerns, problems, and anomalies. It is not the intent to attempt to scour
lower level files for items evaluated and closed at those levels and report them here; it is
assumed that their significance is such that Level I discussion or approval is not
appropriate for them. Items for which there is clearly no safety impact or potential
concern will not be reported here, although items that were evaluated at some length and
found not to be a concern will be reported as such.

1.3 Customers

The following are identified as the primary customers of this Safety and Mission
Assurance Report:

= (SMA, Associate Administrator, Bryan D. O'Connor

» OSMA, Acting Deputy Associate Administrator, James D. Lloyd

» Office of Space Flight, Associate Administrator, William F. Readdy

* Office of Space Flight, Deputy Associate Administrator for ISS & SSP, Major
General Michael Kostelnik

50f27




2 Mission Summary

2.1 Mission & Vehicle Data

Mission Data

Launch Date: January 16, 2003

Landing Date: February 1, 2003

Mission Duration: 16 days

Launch Site: KSC Pad 39A, MLP-1

RTLS: KSC Shuttle Landing Facility

Landing Site: KSC Shuttle Landing Facility

TAL Site: Moron, Spain Alternate TAL Site: Zaragoza, Spain
Inclination/Orbit: 39°/150 Nautical Miles Direct Insertion

Crew Size: 7 (click on hot links to see web-based descriptions)

Crew Position Name Flight Experience
Commander Rick Husband 1 flight

Pilot William McCool First flight
Payload Commander Michael Anderson 1 flight

Mission Specialist Kalpana Chawla 1 flight

Mission Specialist David Brown First flight
Mission Specialist Laurel Clark First flight
Payload Specialist llan Ramon First flight

Vehicle Data

Orbiter: OV-102 (Flight # 28, last mission STS-109, March 1-12, 2002)
ET: ET-93 (Light Weight Tank)

SRBs: BI-116

RSRM Flight Set # 88

SSME (Last Hot-fire): ME#1 (SSC Green Run), ME#2 (STS-109), ME#3

(STS-108)

-- All SSME’s are Block II configuration.
Orbiter Software Build: OI-29 (5™ flight)
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2.2 Mission Assurance

Priority Mission Success Criteria

1 SPACEHAB commercial sponsored payloads

ESA/NASA sponsored payloads

NASA/ISS sponsored payloads

NASA/Code U sponsored payloads

FREESTAR

SIMPLEX

RAMBO

DTO’s

O (oo (S| | jwibo

DSO’s

No EVA’s are planned for this mission.

The following link is a detailed mission/crew timeline:

http://mod.jsc.nasa.gov/dod/flightplan/STS107/Final/107sfin.pdf
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3 Safety Risk Factors Assessment

This section contains a summary of the risk factors and their safety assessment status. Unresolved risk items, those that could
impact the safety and mission assurance of this flight and require further mitigation and statement of acceptable flight rationale, are
filtered to the top of the list and appear first in these tables. Resolved risk items are those that are considered closed with acceptable
flight rationale from a safety perspective.

# |issue

Status this
flight

Description

Actions Taken

Risk Level Change

Action Needed to
Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?
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Issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?

OV-103 17 {Unresolved (Special Topic 1. A detailed boroscope TBD This Flight: Flight
Inch BSTRA inspection of the BSTRA joints on Constraint for STS-
Ball Crack 1. OMRSD inspection of OV-103 |OV-102 was last done prior to 107.

17 inch LO2 feedline revealed a |STS-109. No discrepancies were

crack in the ball of the Ball Strut |noted. Based on program
(CV-103 Tie Rod Assembly (BSTRA) 2. Videos of the BSTRASs from analysis and testing
currently in nearest the LO2 manifold. the summer 2002 flowliner as of Jan 7, SMA
Orbiter investigation is inconclusive for believes that there
Maintenance 2. Failure of the ball could result (evaluating the BSTRA balls on should be a 100%
Down Period in: OV-102. {Boroscope inspections inspection of the
{(OMDP) until a. Lack of articulation of the BSTRA balls only shows cracked BSTRA ball
4/04) capability of the feedline resulting {about 25% of the ball.} on OV-103.

in structural failure of the feedline
b. FOD generation

3. BSTRA inspections on OV-103
and OV-104 are complete; OV-
105 inspections are scheduled to
be complete by Jan 8. Only one
cracked ball was found (on OV-
103).

4. The test plan is designed to
show that once a crack is initiated
that it becomes self-limiting; that
joint angulation capability is not
compromised; and that FOD is not
generated by cracked balls.

5. As of Jan 7 testing is not
complete and logic has not been
clearly established to support flight
rationale.

Long-Term: Program
is working to develop

inspection techniques,
replacement criteria
and to find and certify
an additional vendor
(in addition to
Arrowhead).
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on 12/7/02)

first layer of shielding.

the suit to cause sparks/ignition.

Issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?
SRB - BSM Special Topic This Flight:
Motor FOD 1. Testing performed
Resolved 1. Found small paint chip 1. During BSM processing at None to determine thermal
particles in a propellant mix bowl [CSD, FOD was observed on the effects on BSM
that was getting ready to be surface of the propellant. Five propellant burn on
used. paint chips from the painted imbedded paint chips
surfaces of the mixing bowl cuter has cleared STS-107
rim were found. The total weight for flight.
of the five paint chips was 0.0079 2. Lead shot
grams. contamination in the
Resolved None BSMs is closed as a
2. Lead shot, from a recoilless  |2. All STS-107 processing x-rays flight issue for STS-
hammer that broke while being |were reanalyzed for high density 107
used to empty a mixing bow! for [indications and no anomailies were
another program. found. Long-Term: Review
process controls with
the vendor.
EVA - Resolved JSC One Pager None This Flight:
Biomed 1. Procedures for
Cable The biomed cables were built in  |1. Biomed cabling has been doning the space suit
Damage on the mid-1980s and some were  |visually inspected and tested and will add an inspection
STS-113 repaired in the mid-1990s. The [does not have any silicone to ensure the EVA
cables on this flight were repairs. cable is free of the
(STS-113 inspected on orbit due to aloss |2. Rationale for flight is based on body seal closure
was the last of data. When inspected, it was |the fact that in the event of a before closing the
Shuttle flight; found that the shielding on the  |short, there is insufficient power suit.
landing was cables was broken through the |and energy within the cabling in

2. There are no
planned EVA's for
STS-107.
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Issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?

SSME - Resolved MSFC One Pager None This Flight: This is
Nozzle Leak not an issue for the
Beiow 1. 8TS-113 launch video footage (1. Post-flight leak checks showed flight of STS-107.
Hatband 9 showed an external fire in the the leakage was about 0.005
on STS-113 10th bay of Nozzle 5007 near pounds mass per second (limit is

fuel feedline 5 on SSME 2050.. |less than 0.02 pounds mass per

The fire is thought to be caused [second). The leakage is not

by ignition of coldwall leakage significant since most missions are

and is near the vicinity of tolerant to 3 tube ruptures at the

previously documented coldwall {aft manifcld at about 5.7 pounds

leakage. mass per second.

2_ All pressure vessels in the 2. Preliminary inspections of

vicinity of the fire were cooled by |Engine 2050 after landing do not

fuel flow; all non-cocled show any obvious signs of thermal

structures were protected by damage.

insulation. 3. The magnitude of the coldwall

3. External fires were also noted |leakage on STS-113 was

on STS-44 and STS-53 with no  [insignificant to engine

resulting hardware damage or performance.

performance loss.
SRB - Resolved MSFC One Pager. None None
Cleaning
Solvent 1. Source Control Drawings 1. Minor changes to SCD specs
Specificatio (SCDs) for Spirit 126 and PF for PF degreaser allow purchase
n Change degreaser contain requirements |of COTS product.

limiting use of COTS products.

2. The Spirit 126 batch failed
SCD aniline point requiremetns.

2. The basis for certification was
“testing and similarity.”
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Issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change jAction Needed to

flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?

SRB - First |Resolved MSFC One Pager None None

Flight of

Pacific 1. One new aft separation bolt  [1. Bolt qual testing was

Scientific was utilized in Tail Service Mast |successfully completed.

Forward and (TSM) configuration on STS-

Aft 112/BI115. 2. The single new bolt used in the

Separation TSM for STS-112 performed

Bolts 2. STS-107/BI116 will be the first|nominally. Post-inspection

use of forward and aft separation
bolts in flight configuration.

3. Bolt qual testing is complete.
Bolt used in TSM for STS-112
performed nominally. Inspection
shows typical fracture surfaces.

showed typical fracture surfaces.
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Issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to

flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?

LO2 LWT Resolved MSFC One Pager None This Flight: Analysis

Normal During mission unigue An Interface Revision Notice (IRN) indicates critical

Mission and assessment of MPS prediction, |was implemented to revise the structural margins of

RTLS Ullage LO2 tank pressurization analysis |upper and lower pressure limits. safety are unaffected

Pressure indicated violations for the LO2 |The revised limits were presented for the propesed

Curves for tank nominal and RTLS missions.|to the Loads Panel on 12/02/02 maximum and

ET-93 The worst case analysis and the IRN was approved on minimum ICD limits

prediction indicated a 0.15 psi
violation between 82 and 102
seconds for nominal mission
maximum limit, a2 0.85 psi
viclation between 0 and 1
seconds and a 0.25 psi violation
betwee 2 and 8 seconds for
nominal mission minimum limit,
and a 0.3 psi violation between 0
and 0.5 seconds and a 0.15 psi
violation between 3 and 7
seconds for RTLS minimum limit.

12/10/02.

The root cause for the ICD
violations are due to use of Block
Il SSMEs with a Light Weight
Tank.

for STS-107/ET-93.

STS-107/ET-93 is
safe for flight.
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Issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?
ET Vent Resolved MSFC One Pager None This Flight: Analysis
Valve Relief of ET-93 shows
Pressure Review of qualification data from [ET-93 is the first Light Weight positive margin

the new vent/relief valve supplier
{(Ketema) identified reduced relief
pressure during pre-press. When
considering scatter in the valve
cracking pressure, there is
reduced margin to relief during
LH2 tank pre-pressurization.

Tank (LWT) to fly with three Block
Il S3MEs. An assessment using
tank specific ullage pressure
transducer biases was performed.
The analysis still showed positive
margins between minimum relief
pressure and the maximum
pressure allowed during pre-
press.

between the minimum
ATP predicted valve
relief pressure and
the maximum ullage
pressure during pre-
press. STS-107/ET-
93 is safe for flight
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Issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
fiight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?
Flowliner Resolved JSC One Pager None |This Flight: Based on
Corrosion OV-102 Actions Complete: the successfully
Resistant Following STS-110 an OV-104 completed crack
Steel MPS LH2 propellant feedline 1. Crack repair welds, post NDE, repair welds, polishing
(CRES) flowliner was found to have & clean-up of 3 observed OV-102 of LH2 flowliner slots,
Issue cracks at three slot locations. flowliner cracks are complete. internal feedline NDE

Weld repairs were performed on
the Inconel 718 flowliners. The

repaired flowliner flew

successfully on STS-112. STS-
112 post-flight inspections

revealed no cracks.

Inspections on OV-102 revealed
cracks in the LH2 downstream
flowliner which is made from

CRES 321,

Polishing of LH2 gimbal joint
downstream and upstream
flowliner slots is complete.

2. The LH2 feedline NDE
inspections are complete and
good.

2. The BSTRA joint was clear with
no issues {ball not inspected), the
bellows to gimbal weld was clear
with 0.54 margin of safety at
cryogenic proof pressure, the
bellows was cleared for 51
missions using conservative
analysis technique, and the gimbal
ring was cleared for 100 plus
missions.

3. Teardown and inspection of the
LH2 qualification test and MPTA
feedlines was completed with no
issues.

inspections, and
coupon testing, OV-
102 was cleared for
OPF rollout and flight.
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# |lssue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?
10 | STS-113 Resolved JSC One Pager. Although the root cause is still None This Flight: None
Right under investigation, there is
Orbiter 1. At the end of the OMS burn, [rationale for flight:
Manuvering the right balt valve 2 continued to 1. Failure of an OMS engine ball
System indicate open. The indication valve to close is crit 1R/2.
(OMS) Bi- dropped only 0.5% so that the Subsequent failure of the second
Propellant reading was 95.8% when it ball valve in series could resuit in
Valve Open should be 0%. loss of propellant;however,
indication 2. Per the flight rules, the right  |controls are in place to minimize

OMS was declared usable only
for deorbit. All remaining on-orbit
OMS burns were performed
using the single engine left OMS
only.

propellant ioss real time via
isolation.

2. The ball valves and Linear
Variable Differential Transducers
(LVDT) on OV-102 have no
history of problems in 28 flights.
3. The LVDTs on OV-102 have
flown only one missicn since they
were [ast cleaned.

4. A safe deorbit burn is still
possible with either a failed open
ball valve or failed LVDT.
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# |lssue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?

1 |STS-113 Resolved JSC One Pager. 1. Ice formation was the None This Flight: Nene
Flash suspected cause on STS-113. A
Evaporator The FES shut down during a FES|core flush procedure was A newly refurbished
System water dump on the PRI B successfully performed. The FES FES was installed in
(FES) controller. Attempts to restart on [continued to operate nominaily on 0OvV-102 at OMM and
Primary B PRI B were unsuccessful. the PRI A controller for the has successfully
Controller remainder of the flight. passed ATP and
Failure 2. The root cause of the failure is OMSRD testing. All

a leaking spray valve on the "B"
system. The spray valve
assembly has been removed and
replaced.

the controller and
control modes were
verified.
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# |Issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change [Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?
12 |STS-113 02 | Resolved JSC One Pager. None This Flight: None
leak in the
Mid-Body 1. The mid-body and payload 1. The leaking secondary O2 flex Long Term:

bay Hazardous Gas Detection
System sample lines showed
high levels of Q2 during pre-
launch. The levels measured
130 to 15 ppm and they should
be approximately zero.

2. Troubleshooting isclated the
leakage to Pressure Control
System (PCS) System 2 between
the valve panel and the 576
bulkhead.

3. Post-scrub inspection of the
hardware found a blowing leak,
550 scim, on the fiex hose on the
upper side of the flex hose braid
at the 576 bulkhead fitting. The
flex hose braiding showed signs
of bird caging deformation,
typically an indication the flex
hose has been subjected to an
applied external load.

hose as well as the primary O2
and secondary N2 fiex hoses,
were removed and replaced.

2. Failure analysis was performed
on the leaking flex hose. The
findings indicated the presence of
cracks and fatigue striations in
some flex hoses, which are a
result of relatively low frequency
reverse bending fatigue.

3. Leak checks confirmed that the
hoses were good for flight. There
were no other problems with this
system during the remainder of
the STS-113 flight.

The O2 and N2 lines on STS-107
were inspected and leak-checked
with no issues for flight.

I8 of 27
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# |lssue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?
13 |8TS-109 Resolved JSC One Pager. 1. The flow rate was stable None This Flight: None.
Freon following this event.
Coolant 1. On 8TS-109, several seconds |2. The flight rule states that the
Loop 1 Flow after Main Engine Cut Off minimum flow rate in the aft
Degradation {(MECOQ), the freon coolant loop  [coldplate branch is 211 Ib/hr
(FCL) 1 aft coldplate flow rate actual, 236 Ib/hr allowing for
(8TS-109 decreased from 304 lb/tr to 226 |measurement uncertainty, for a
was OV- Ib/hr. one FCL entry.
102's last 3. It was determined by analysis
flight, 3/1/02 2. The FCL 1 interchanger flow |that FCL 1 would be able to
- 3/12/02) and payload heat exchanger flow |provide sufficient cooling for the

increased at the same time,
which confirmed a restriction in
the aft coldplate branch.

mission if FCL 2 failed and the
mission continued as planned.

4. The debris that caused the flow
restriction was removed; X-ray
and visual inspections verified
acceptable system cleanliness.

The contamination responsible for
the STS-109 anomaly was
removed from OV-102. OV-102
FCL 1 ACP leg orifice, FPM, and
pump inlet filters were replaced.
X-rays verified no additional
contamination.
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# |lssue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?

14 |EOM Resolved JSC One Pager Flight rule change recognizes that |None This Flight: Flight rule
Nosewheel Loss of both tires on one main  |KSC runway -- with recent load will be STS-107
Steering gear strut and/or loss of one bearing shoulder improvements -- specific until the rule
Flight Rule nosegear tire could result in loss (is now better than EDW or NOR. can be incorporated
Change of orbiter directional control into the "all flights”

during landing rollout with document.
possible lateral runway departure
culminating in structural breakup.

15 |First Flight |Resolved JSC One Pager The AMECs installed in OV-102  |None None
of Two This is just a procedural successfully completed
AMECs notification. The Advanced acceptance testing and were

Master Event Controller (AMEC)
has flown as a single unit on 13
other flights. There were no
anomalies on any of those flights.

subjected to over 1000 hours of
burn-in testing at SAIL. They
passed OMSRD testing with no
anomalies.

There are two AMEC LRUs per
orbiter and each AMEC has tow
cores. Each core is capable of
performing the sparation functions
for the Shuitle.
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# |[Issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?

16 |SRB - Resolved MSFC One Pager None This Flight: No issues
Amphenol 1. This is a connector issue that for 3TS-107
Connector 1. Inspections of Integrated was discovered during a bench
Pin Lack of Electronic Assembly (IEA) cables [test. One of the sockets on the
Retention in the Solid Rocket Booster connector was open and would

Assembly and Refurbishment
Facility (ARF) revealed two
cables with defective sockets that
caused intermittent contact.

2. Amphenol connectors on QV-
102 are located on the SRB
upper strut cables (BUS A&B),
cable end which mates to the aft
IEA.

not retain the pin.

2. Further investigations
discovered another cable
assembly with the same connector
problem. Will identify a root cause
and contact the vendor
{(Amphenol).

3. The root cause was isolated to
two particular contacts. All STS-
107 contacts were inspected and
none were were found to be bad.
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# |Issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change [Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?

17 |Body Flap |Resolved Special Topic 1. The most probable cause of None This Flight: None.
Accuator the actuator corrosion is Close-out photos
Corrosion Internal corrosion (on the water/moisture intrusion. A verified no corrosion

actuator housing gear teeth and |[Magnetic Particle inspection on OV-102
(Problem the output shaft) was detected on|performed on the corroded OV-
discovered the OV-104 body flap actuators |104 BF actuators revealed no Long Term: Program
while while at the vendor (Hamilton cracks. Shaft corrosion was will address actuator
processing Sundstrand) for external shallow and not a concern. The corrosion as a long-
OV-104) corrosion repairs. gear corrosion will not cause a term flight issue.

near term failure of the BF
actuator. The robust design of the
BF actuator provides for load
sharing between gear teeth. In
the event of a weakened gear
tooth, the load is redistributed
within the outher gears.

2. Following OV-102's last flight
(8TS-109) close-out inspections
found no corrosion or anomalies
on the BF actuators.

3. When OV-103 - the fleet leader
- was looked at very recently,
another actuator was found with
corrosion.
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# |Issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change [Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?

18 |EVA - STS- [Resolved JSC One Pager None This Flight: NASA will
113 EVA work with USA to
Crew- This is a procedural issue. The |The crew member was able to make sure that the
member crew member trained with the swap suit parts on orbit and by his suit meets
Boof Fit proper suit which had been third EVA, he had a suit that fit crewmember

tailored following feedback from |properly. requirements if

his flight on STS-92. When the needed for a

suit was preped for the STS-113 contingency

mission, USA added the one inch Long Term. NASA

spine growth length to the leg will work with USA to

part of the suit and not the body elaborate the

section. procedures for proper
suit fit.

19 |[8TS-113 Resolved MSFC One Pager The root cause of the [problem None This Flight: No
Post-Flight A stainless steel washer (foreign [has been determined to be a issues.

Observation object) was observed during the |radial plug which became

- Foreign disassembly of STS-113 (RSRM- |disassembled during removal; the
Material in 86) in the bottom of one of the  |washer was inadvertently not
RSRM nozzle-to-case joint radial holes. |removed; and the condition was
Nozzle-to- This could have potentially not detected by the assembly
Case Joint impacted joint clamping and seal |personnel.

Radial Bolt integrity. A PAS report has been generated
Hole to track corrective actions. There

are no joint performance issues:
adequate bolt preload verified by
process controls and seal integrity
verified by leak test.
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# |lssue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change [Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?
20 |[STS-113 Resolved MSFC One Pager The rcot cause and corrective None This Flight: No issues
Post-Flight Post-flight assessments of STS- [actions are still being evaluated.
Observation 113 (RSRM-86) observed rubber |A PAS report has been generated.
- Flashing flashing on the sealing element of | The rationale for flight is based on
on RSRM five nozzle-to-case joint packing- |leak checks (that verify seal
Nozzle-to- with-retainers. Foreign material [integrity at high and tow bolt
Case Joint on these packing-with-retainers |torque and pressure), the packing-
Packing could impact the redundant with-retainers are in high
with sealing function on the nozzle-to- jcompression during motor
Retainers case joint. operation, and engineering flaw
testing demonstrated high
tolerance for packing-with-retainer
element defects.
21 |SSME Resolved MSFC One Pager The basis for certification is None This Flight: No issues
Controller The change is being incorporatedisimilarity; hoffire testing (over 29
Coolant to mitigate two issues: The starts and 17,030 seconds); and
Duct controller coolant duct is in a VCR 586 approval on 10/22/01.
Redesign - congested area and there have
1st Flight been problems associated with
ECP maintaining the proper clearance

to the powerhead; and the soft
aluminum material is susceptible
to handling damage.
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# |lssue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?

22 |Orbital Resolved Program calculates Orbital 1. Odds of Critical Penetration 1. Risk level is within |Long Term: The
Debris and Debris risk probability for each  [{OCP): 1/370 (Program Program's risk Program should
Micrometeor mission requirement 1/200). acceptance range for {continue to assess
oid Risks Orbital Debris and methods to further

2. Odds of Radiator Leak
Penetration (ORLP): 1/315
(Program Requirement 1/61).

Meteoroid exposure.
2. Note that the risk
level is slightly
lower compared to
$TS-113, the
previous mission
(OCP was 1/244 and
ORLP was 1/253).

reduce the risk of
orbitai debris and
micrometecroids.
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SHUTTLE QUICK LOOK STATUS
Wednesday, January 08, 2003

A. STS-107/0V-102/PAD-A

Orbiter Aft Closeout Is In Work

EMU Installation Is Complete. Airlock Is Closed Out.
Ordnance Installation is In Work

MMU Load, Dump, And Compare Is Complete

N =

B. STS-114/0V-104/OPF-1
1. Heat Shield Installation Is In Work
2. FRCS Installation is In Work
3. 83R Checkout Is Complete

C. STS-115/0V-105/0PF-2
1. OMS Pod Checkout Is In Work
2. Fuel Cell Single Cell Voltage Test Is Complete
3.  Chin Panel Removal Planned For Today

D. S$T18-121/0V-103/OPF-3
1. OMM Inspections And Modifications Are In Work

IPR’S STS-107/0V-102:

| No New UA'’s - ]

NEW: IPR-092 (ECL): During EMU checkout an ox QD poppet on panel AW82B was stuck
closed. It was R&R’'d and the test completed.

NEW: IPR-093 (PRSD): Failed O2 GSE decay check during securing for EMU checkout. T/S
isolated it to a GSE reg. After adjustment, decay test was successful.

UPDATE IPR-91 IDP#1 Power on less than 30 sec (DPS): Self test performed and passed
after the problem occurred; waiver required due to OMRS violation.

IPR’S STS-114/0V-104:

| No New UA’s ]

NO NEW IPR’S TO REPORT. NO UPDATES TO REPORT.

JSC Resident Office @ KSC 321-861-3040




IPR’S STS-115/0V-105:

| No New UA’s |

UPDATE IPR-002 (LOX): ET GHe purge bubbling; t/s complete, found three damaged
conductors on a terminal board.

UPDATE IPR-009 (OMS/RCS): GSE flex hose with damaged braid; flex hose R&R complete.

IPR’'S OMDP (STS-121)/OV-103:

{ No New UA’s. |

NO NEW IPR’S TO REPORT. NO UPDATES TO REPORT.

Window Inspection Status

http:/ixb70.ksc.nasa.gov/pvdiwindows/templates/inspect rpt.cfm

Milestones

Information may be obtained from the following web sites provided the user has the necessary
access permissions.

MK Review milestones:
http://usal.unitedspacealliance.com/usago/orgs/kscspi001/launch/schedule.pdf

MV Review milestones:
http://opic.cal.boeing.com/data eng/vehicle/frr/index.htm

PAQ Manifest Info:
http://www-pao.ksc.nasa.gov/kscpao/schedule/schedule.htm

JSC Resident Office @ KSC 321-861-3040
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PAR-5 Minutes for 01/03/2003
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Upcoming PARs:

01/07/03 8TS-107 FRR Tag-up
01/10/03 STS-107 PMMT Tag-Up
01/10/03 10P PAR (immediately following the STS-107 PMMT Tagup)

Note: Current changes indicated to the right by *****
Presenters review your items and submit any changes to the PAR Coordinator as soon as possible.

Debbie Bazan, JSC PAR Coordinator
(281) 244-1862 dbazan@ems.jsc.nasa.gov




PAR-5 MINUTES
JANUARY 03, 2003

http://wwwsrqa.jsc.nasa.gov/par/
The next PAR-5 will be held on Friday, 1/17/02 at 09:30 am Central. (1/3, & 1/10 PARSs are cancelled)
The PAR-5 is a weekly telecon for representatives in the PAR process.
Debbie Bazan, JSC PAR Coordinator, (281) 244-1862 dbazan@ems.jsc.nasa.gov Note: Current changes indicated to the right by *+***

PRESENTERS REVIEW THEIR ITEMS AND SUBMIT ANY CHANGES OR REQUESTS FOR CHANGES TO THE PAR-5 COORDINATOR
PRIOR TO THE NEXT MEETING.

S$TS-107 (OV-102) FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES

SORR NA PAR: 12/20/02

FRR: 01/09/03 FRR Tagup:  01/07/03 (moved from 1/06/03)
Prelaunch MMT: 01/14/03 PMMT Tagup: 01/10/03

Shuttle Launch: 01/16/03

Special Topics: Due COB 01/03/03
1. SHUTTLE
A. JSC-(VMI: Arnold Baldwin, Backup:Ross Engle)
1. OV-103 BSTRA Crack (Bill Prince/18)
B. MSFC
1. SRB-Cable Connector (Randall Tucker)

2. SRB-BSM Paint Chip FOD (Randall Tucker)
C. KSC-TBD

2. INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE (PAR only)

A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Mark Gordon)

C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)
3. EVA-No scheduled EVAs

JSC One Pagers (Shuttle): Due COB 01/03/03
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight
A. thd

2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE
3. Flight Rules with Safety Impacts (Jim Gardner/11)

MSFC One Pagers (Shuttle):

1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight
A. tbd

2.  New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE

KSC One Pagers (Shuttle):

1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE




THE FOLLOWING ITEMS WERE DISCUSSED AT THE STS-107 PAR, FRR TAGUP:
Mission Overview:

1.

Mission Success Criteria

A. Shuttle (Jim Gardner/1)

B. Shuttle Crew Constraint Exceptions (Jim Pendergast/2)
Payload Overview (includes NCRs)

A. JSC (Dean Moreland/5)

B. MSFC (tbd)

C. GDSFC (Roger Counts)

Shuttle Software Overview

A. JSC (Jane Moorhead/7)

B. MSFC SSME S/W (Roz Strickland)

Special Topics:

1.

3.

SHUTTLE
A. JSC~(VMI: Arnold Baldwin, Backup:Ross Engle)
1. Spacehab Hull Damage and Repair (see JSC payload overview) (Dean Moreland/8)
2. OV-103 BSTRA Crack (Bill Prince/18)
B. MSFC
1. SSME-STS-113 Main Engine #1 Nozzle Leak (Martin Carson)
2. SRB-Amphenol Connector Pin Lack of Retention (Randall Tucker)
3. SRB-BSM Paint Chip FOD (Randall Tucker)
C. KSC-TBD
INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Mark Gordon)
1. Space Hab & Experiment Package Configuration Management (Mark Gordon)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)
EVA-No scheduled EVAs

JSC One Pagers (Shuttle):

SN

Critical Process Changes/First Flight

A. First Flight of two AMECs (Al Amold/10)
New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE
Flight Rules with Safety Impacts (Jim Gardner/11)

A. EOM Nosewheel Steering Flight Rule Change (Jim Gardener/11)
STS-109 Freon Coolant Loop 1 Flow Degradation (Tien Do/12)
STS-113 02 Leak in Mid-body (Tien Do/Megan Bell/13)
STS-113 FES Primary B Controller Failure {Tien Do/Megan Bell/14)
STS-113 Right OMS Bi-propellant Valve Open Indication (Dan Clements/15)
Fiowliner CRES Issue (Bill Prince-9)
Body Flap Actuator Corrosion (Dan Zalit/19)
EVA:STS-113 EVA Crewmember Boot Fit (Charles Sager/16)
EVA:Biomed Cable Damage (Charles Sager/17)

MSFC One Pagers (Shuttle):

1.

ot~ wN

~N

Critical Process Changes/First Flight
A. SRB-First flight of Pacific Scientific Separation Bolts (Randall Tucker)
B. SRB-Cleaning Solvent Specification Change (Randall Tucker)
C. SSME-First flight of Controller Coolant Duct Redesign ( Rosalyn Patrick)
New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils —-NONE
ET-Waive LO2 LWT Normal Mission & RTLS Ullage Pressure Curves for ET-93 {Keith Layne)
ET-Vent Valve Relief Pressure (Keith Layne)
SRB-BSM Motor FOD (Randall Tucker)
RSRM-STS-113 Postflight Observations-Foreign Material in RSRM Nozzle-to-Case Joint
Radial Bolt Hole (Chris Cianciola)
RSRM-STS-113 Postilight Observations-Flashing on RSRM Nozzle-to-Case Joint
Packing-with-Retainers (Chris Cianciola)

KSC One Pagers (Shuttle):

1.
2.

Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
New or Upgraded Hazards & Ciis ~-NONE




10P FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES

10P SORR 01/16/03 ISS 10P PAR: 01/10/03 (immediately following 107 PMMT)
10P Launch: 02/02/03

Mission Overview:
1. Mission Success Criteria
A. 10P
(Bobbie Jenkins)
2. Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. 10P Payloads

(Jeff Nill)

3. 1SS 10P Qverview
(Bobbie Jenkins)

4. 1SS S&MA CoFR Status
(Jim Wade)

Special Topics:
1.  STATION
A' tbd Fedkedede ke

2. INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Mark Gordon)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)
3. EVA
A. thd

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE




STS-114/ULF1 (OV-104) FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES
SORR 02/04/03 PAR: tbd
FRR: 02/13/03 FRR Tagup: tbd
Prelaunch MMT: 02/27/03 PMMT Tagup: tbd
Shuttle Launch: 03/01/03 (NET)

Mission Overview:
1.  Mission Success Criteria
A. Shuttle (Jim Gardner-1)
B. Station (Boeing)
C. Shuttle Crew Constraint Exceptions (Jim Pendergast-2)
2.  Station Overview (Boeing)
- Open work
- 1SS S&MA Readiness Status
- 1SS Software (IV&V)
- On-orbit Status & - Vehicle Status
- 1SS on orbit repair priority table
3. EVA Overview (includes NCRs)
(Trent Barrett-5)
4.  Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. JSC (tbd-6)
B. MSFC (tbd)
5.  Shuttle Software Overview
A. JSC (Jane Moorhead-7)
B. MSFC SSME S/W (Roz Strickland)
Special Topics:
1.  SHUTTLE
A. JSC-TBD (VMI: Arnold Baldwin, Backup:Jeremy Verostko)
B. MSFC-TBD
C. KSC-TBD
EVA-TBD
STATION
A. Pistol Grip Tool Undertorqued (EVVA/Station)
B. SSRMS Close Call Lessons Learned (tbd)
4. INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Sharolee Huet)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)
JSC One Pagers (Shuttle):
Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE
Flight Rules with Safety Impacts (Jim Gardner)
GFE: Prebreathe Protocol (Adrian Sanderlin)
GFE: Ergometer Use On ISS (Adrian Sanderlin)

ZFN

arwn =

MSFC One Pagers (Shuttle):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight

A. RSRM 1st Flight of Press Fit Bushings on Oversized Pinholes ******
- Replaces shrink fit method made obsolete by elimination of vapor degreaser
- Certified by test and two static motor test firings

2.  New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils-NONE

KSC One Pagers (Shuttle):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2.  New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils —-NONE

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils —-NONE
3. ORCA Ops During Sleep Flight Rule (Scott Seyl)



6S FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES
6S SORR 04/03/03 ISS 6S PAR: thd
6S Launch; 04/26/03

Mission Overview:
1. Mission Success Criteria
A. 6S
(Bobbie Jenkins)
2. Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. 6S Payloads

(tbd)

3. 1SS 6S Overview
(Bobbie Jenkins)

4. ISS S&MA CoFR Status
(Jim Wade)

Special Topics:
1. STATION
A. tbd

2. INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Mark Gordon)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)
3. EVA
A. thd

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1.  Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE




S$TS-115/12A (OV-105) FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES

SORR 05/01/03 PAR: tbd
FRR: 05/08/03 FRR Tagup: thd
Pretaunch MMT: 05/21/03 PMMT Tagup: tbd
Shuitle Launch: 05/23/03

Mission Overview:
1. Mission Success Criteria
A. Shuttle (Jim Gardner-1)
B. Station (Boeing)
C. Shuttle Crew Constraint Exceptions (Jim Pendergast-2)
2. Station Overview (Boeing)
- Open work
- ISS S&MA Readiness Status
- 1SS Software (IV&V)
- On-orbit Status & - Vehicle Status
- ISS on orbit repair priority table
3. EVA Overview (includes NCRs)
(Stacie Greene-5)
4.  Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. JSC (Walter Stoerkel-6)
B. MSFC (tbd)
5.  Shuttle Software Overview
A. JSC (Jane Moorhead-7)
B. MSFC SSME S/W (Roz Strickland)
Special Topics:
1.  SHUTTLE
A. JSC-TBD (VMI: tbd, Backup:tbd)
B. MSFC-TBD
C. KSC-TBD
EVA-TBD
STATION-TBD
INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Sharolee Huet)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)

Sl

JSC One Pagers (Shuttle):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE
3.  Flight Rules with Safety Impacts (Jim Gardner)

MSFC One Pagers (Shuttle):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils-NONE

KSC One Pagers (Shuttle):
1. Ciritical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
1. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE




11P FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES
11P SORR 05/01/03 1SS 11P PAR: tbd
11P Launch: 05/26/03

Mission Overview:
1. Mission Success Criteria
A.11P
(Bobbie Jenkins}
2. Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. 11P Payloads

(tbd)

3. 1SS 11P Overview
(Bobbie Jenkins)

4. |SS S&MA CoFR Status
(Jim Wade)

Special Topics:
1.  STATION
A. tbd

2. INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Mark Gordon)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)
3. EVA
A. tebd

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1.  Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
3. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Importance:

h

ORBITER STATUS
01-G9-03.doc

McDede-1, James [James.McDede-1@ksc.nasa.gov]

Thursday, January 09, 2003 7:10 AM

McDede-1, James; WETHERLEY, EDIE (JSC-REMOTE); 'Adam West'; 'Ahmed, Anwar M';
ALBRIGHT, JOHN D. (JSC-EP4) (NASA); ALLISON, RONALD L. (JSC-MV6) (NASA);
ANGSTADT, TARA S. (JSC-EP) (NASA); ASHBY, JEFFREY S. (JSC-CB) (NASA); 'Ayott,
Bill'; BAIRD, R. S. (SCOTT) (JSC-EP) (NASA); BARCKHOLTZ, RANDALL J. (RANDY) (JSC-
CB) (USA); BAZAN, DEBORAH S. (DEBBIE) (JSC-NC) (GHG); 'Bihner’; BRADLEY, KARLA
F. (JSC-EP) (NASA); ELIASON, BRENDA J. (JSC-EA6) (NASA); Banks-1 Bryan; 'Burghardt,
Michael J'; 'BWatkins'; CERNA, NANETTE (JSC-MV) (NASA); COLLINS, EILEEN M. (JSC-
CB) (NASA); 'Cowart, Jon'; 'Danielson, Michael'; CURRIE, DAVID W. (JSC-CB) (USA); Kunz-
1, Dean; Dinsel-1, Alison; DITTEMORE, RONALD D. (JSC-MA) (NASA); MCCORMACK,
DONALD L. (DON) (JSC-MV6) (NASA); 'Doug Whitehead'; ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC)
(NASA); Eyman, James R; 'Fugitt Mark D (E-mail)'; GALBREATH, GREGORY F. (GREG)
(JSC-ES2) (NASA), GALVEZ, RONALD M. (JSC-EP5) (NASA); Wentz, Gary (MSFC);
GRUSH, GENE R. (JSC-EP111) (NASA); Hamilton-1, George; GERSTENMAIER, WILLIAM
H. (BILL) (JSC-OA) (NASA); GUIDRY, BETTY J. (JSC-NC) (GHG); HAMILTON, DAVID A.
(DAVE) (JSC-EA) (NASA); HAWLEY, STEVEN A. (JSC-SA13) (NASA); Heitzman, William J:
HENDERSON, EDWARD M. (MACK) (JSC-MA) (NASA); HERNANDEZ, FRANCISCO J.
(JSC-EP) (NASA), HIEMER, ARTHUR T. (JSC-EV) (NASA), HUDSON, ROBERT H. (JSC-
NC) (NASA); Hunt, John W; Marczak, James M; JACOBS, JEREMY B. (JSC-ES4) (NASA);
Gurecki-1, John; JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC) (NASA); JONES, SAMUEL E. (JSC-
EP) (NASA); Rozewski-1 Joyce; ‘tinsley@hq.nasa.gov'; KAUPP, HENRY J. (JSC-ER3)
(NASA); KENNEDY, JOHN J. (JSC-MVB) (NASA); BROWN, KENNETH L. (JSC-MV8)
(NASA); DUNN, KEVIN W. (JSC-EV) (NASA); TEMPLIN, KEVIN C. (JSC-MV6) (NASA);
KRAMER, JULIE A. (JSC-EA4) (NASA); Lackey-1, Eddie; Lam, Gary ; 'Launch-INT"; 'Leba,
Anne’; 'Leba, Anthony T'; LEVY, VINCENT M. (JSC-EG) (NASA); 'Mai, Han D'; 'Mark
Kowaleski'; Martt, Anne V; MCCURDY, KERRI (JSC-EP5) (NASA); METCALF, JORDAN L.
(JSC-EC6) (NASA), Snyder, Michael J; Wilhoit-1, Mike; MILLER, JOHN D. (JSC-EV) (NASA);
‘Minter, Larry V'; ORTIZ-LONGO, CARLOS R., PHD (JSC-EA4) (NASA); OUELLETTE, FRED
A. (JSC-MVE) (NASA); PETETE, PATRICIA (TRISH) (JSC-MV) (NASA); 'Peterson, William
D', PLAISANCE, LANNY P. (JSC-EP5) (NASA); 'Powers'; PREVETT, DONALD E. (DON)
(JSC-EP) (NASA);, Reeves, William D; 'Regina L. Hoover'; RINGO, LESLIE A. (JSC-CB)
(USA);, ABBOTT, ROBERT (JSC-REMOTE); ROE, RALPH R. (JSC-MV) (NASA); ROMERO,
DENISE M. (JSC-EV) (NASA), Woods-1 Ronald; ROTTER, HENRY A. (HANK) (JSC-EC)
(NASA); ‘Schletz,Brian'; SCHOMBURG, CALVIN (JSC-EA) (NASA); SERIALE-GRUSH,
JOYCE M. (JSC-EA) (NASA); SHACK, PAUL E. (JSC-EA42) (NASA); Simon, Alan L; SIMON,
THOMAS M. (TOM) (JSC-EP4) (NASA); SIMPSON, SCOTT W. (JSC-NE) (SAICY;
‘Stefanovic, Milivoje’; THIBODEAU, JOSEPH R. (JOE) (JSC-EG) (NASA); Vonusa, Edward:;
WAGNER, HOWARD A., PHD (JSC-EP) (NASA); White, Doug; Wilder, James; 'Williams,
Charlie'; WILSON, SUE U. (JSC-EA) (NASA); WINKLER, H. E. (GENE) (JSC-EC) (NASA);
YORK, TIFFANY D. (JSC-NC) (GHG); YOUNG, JOHN W. (JSC-AC5) (NASA)

Daily Status: 01/09/03

High




SHUTTLE QUICK LOOK STATUS
Thursday, January 09, 2003

A. STS-107/0V-102/PAD-A

Orbiter Aft Closeout Is In Work; s/b closed 2™ shift tonight.
Ordnance Installiation Is Complete.

OMS/RCS Flight Pressurization s Complete, in 48 hour stabilization
ET Purges Are In Work.

Changed out 3 micrc WIS batteries, s/n 1061 still not recording data.

O~ 0N~

B. STS-114/0V-104/OPF-1
1. Heat Shield Installation Is In Work.
2.  FRCS Installation Is In Work.
3. SCAPE to install a seal saver on thruster R1U planned for tomorrow.

C. STS-115/0V-105/0PF-2
1.  OMS Pod Checkout Is In Work.
2.  Preps For APU Catch Bottle Drain Are In Work.
3.  Chin panel removed.
4. BSTRA boroscope. Prelim results look good.

D. S$TS-121/0V-103/OPF-3
1. OMM Inspections And Modifications Are In Work

IPR’S STS-107/0V-102:

| No New UA’s |

NEW: IPR-094 (OMS). External GSE leak on RH GN2 fill, GHC MD 525, Isolated leak in GSE
tubing union located beneath 107’ level; leak repair is complete; nose seal has been R/R'd.

IPR’S $TS-114/0V-104:

| No New UA’s |

NEW: IPR-044 (APU). APU-3 test line temp 1 (V46T0383A1) at lower limit (-1 degree F); sb
ambient at ~ 74 degrees ; more t/s planned for today.

JSC Resident Cffice @ KSC 321-861-3040



IPR’S $TS-115/0V-105:

| No New UA’s I

NEW: IPR-014 (RCS). Leg secondary fuel HE regulator failed creep rate test is 1990 scch; s/b
less than 1200 scch; t/s confirmed that this is a know problem with CV 301.

NEW: IPR-015 (DPS). DEU #1 byte error; this indicates a possible CRT 1 power supply failure
in progress; t/s on hold; will continue to monitor for further errors.

NEW: IPR-016 (OMS). During APS functional, the LRCS Ox Ghe system B-leg primary reg
creep rate was 1221 scch; s/b NMT 600 scch; t/s results - reg is probably bad and may require
R/R (would need to be taken to the HMF).

UPDATE: IPR-012 (Higher Than Expected Decay On 02 System,). O2 manifold baseline
leak is typically 13 sscm; is currently 44 sscm; limit is 500 sscm; testing points to fuel cell 1 as
being the source of the increased leak rate; in engrg eval.

UPDATE: IPR-013 (Higher Than Expected Decay Noticed On H2 System). IPR closed as
explained condition.

IPR’S OMDP (STS-121)/0V-103:
| No New UA’s. ]

NO NEW IPR’S TO REPORT. NO UPDATES TO REPORT.

Window Inspection Status

http://xb70.ksc.nasa.gov/pvd/windows/templates/inspect rpt.cfm

Milestones

Information may be obtained from the following web sites provided the user has the necessary
access permissions.

MK Review milestones:
http://usai.unitedspacealliance.com/usago/orgsikscspi001/launchischedule.pdf

MV Review milestones:
http://opic.cal.boeing.com/data eng/vehicle/frr/index.htm

PAQO Manifest Info:
http://www-pao.ksc.nasa.qov/kscpao/schedule/schedule.htm

JSC Resident Office @ KSC 321-861-3040




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: BROWNE, DAVID M. (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Sent: Thursday, January 09, 2003 9:11 AM _
To: Abbott, Robert; Adams, Alex - M; Balko, Laura - M; Barnette, Jack - K; Bartell, Shannon - K;

Bihner, Bill - H; Branard, John - K; Brown, Mark - USA; Cianciola, Chris - M; Colloredo, Lisa -
K; Cowart, Chris - M; Delgado, Hector - K; Dever, Lea - USA; DL SR&QA Standup Notes;
Fairey, Chris - K; Franca, Chuck - K; Gawronski, Anne - K; Gedies, Robert: Glenn, Malcolm -
K; Grant, Regina - M; Greenfield, Michael - H; Gregory, Fred - H; Gross, Sue - K; Hartline,
Tom - M; Hashimoto, Rick - B; Higgins, Bill - K; Hill, Bill - H; Hill, Christopher; Kennedy, Mike -
M; King Dave - M; Kinnan, Mike - K; Kinslow, Virginia - K; Kleinschmidt, Jane - K; Kowaleski,
Mark - H; Martin, Leigh - M; McCombs, John - K/USA; McMullins, Margaret - M; Metts, Linder
- M; Moorhead, James; Mullane, Dan - M; Myers, Penny - K; O'Connor, Brian - H; Pinch, Sue
- K; Ridgway, Leslie - K; Scaltsas, Dick - K; Searcy, Sam; Smiles, Mike - S; Spacek, David -
K; SRQAMer; Stevens, Alfred M. - K; Teehan, Paul - M; test123; Tilley, Randall - K; Trahan-
Reyes, Melanie - USA; Walker, Angelia - M; Weathers, Shelby - M; Wetmore, Mike - K;
Willingham, Terry; Yell, Dena - M

Subject: Shuttle Standup Notes 1/9/03

BSTRA Status

» CHIT to inspect OV-103 cracked ball to go to noon PRCB Friday 1/10
o M&P analysis results by end of week

e LH2 testing complete by weekend

Oov-102
» Working to pick up count Sunday night

Ov-104
¢ Heat shield installation underway

* FRCS work on 2nd shift today

+ Close doors middle of next week
e Thruster R1U seal saver missing
s OPF rollout 1/29

Ov-105

e 12" fuel line BSTRA inspection complete - no cracks noted
¢ APU catch bottle work Saturday

OVv-103
e OMM continuing

Stennis
s 520 second test next week

Integration
e DOS support room was down for a period over the holidays but is back now
¢ S8TS-118 CIR in full swing

Flight Crew
e Crew goes into quarantine today

EVA
e 2 EMU's ready for flight

Upgrades
» Service Life Extension Program Summit Conference next Monday (1/13) at Galveston, TX

Halsell
» FRRtoday followed by Executive Session followed by Executive Security Review



Dittemore
o  Orbiter will take an exception for the BSTRA problem at the FRR
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ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: LAUNCH-INT [Launch-INT@usago.ksc.nasa.gov]
Sent:  Thursday, January 09, 2003 4:18 PM

To: HALE, N. W., JR (WAYNE) (JSC-DA8) (NASA); Bailey, Carol; Baran, Pam; Bejmuk, Bo; Biehl,
Ginger; BLANKENSHIP, JEANNE K. (JSC-NA) (SAIC); Bob Tucker (E-mail); Boswell, Sue; Brenda
Ross (E-mail); Brewster-Comer, Laura; Breznik-1, Greg (E-mail); Burnett, Patricia L; BUTLER,
LEASA (JSC-OL) (NASA); Cargill, 'Sharen. (E-mail); CARR, CHERYL A. (JSC-OB) (MEI); Clark,
Diane J; Cochran Kim (E-mail); Connelly, Carolyn S; CORBIN, MICHAEL E. (MIKE) (JSC-MG)
{NASA); Coronado, Elvia; Cotten, Janice; Dan Brandenstein (E-mail); Darrell L Holloway (E-mail};
Donald K Reed (E-mail); Donna R Cryer (E-mail); Duffy, Brian; Dutot, Margaret; DUTTON, JEFF
(JSC-XA) (NASA), Elbon, John; Fellows, Connie A; Gary Huber-1 (E-mail); Garza, Valerie J; 'Gawel
Michael GS-12 45RANS/DOUF' (E-mail); Gay, Katherine M; Gordon, Steve L; Greg A Ray (E-mail);
PRIOTTO, GUSTAVO (JSC-0U) (ASI); HEFLIN, JAMES M., JR (MILT) (JSC-DAS8) (NASAY),
HICKMAN, M. H. (HELEN) {JSC-AC} (NASA); Higgins, William; HOWELL, JEFFERSON D., JR
(JEFF) (JSC-AA) (NASA); ISS PROGRAM REVIEWS; Johnson, Maxine; JOINER, CHERYL A.
(JSC-EAZ2) (BAS); PAYETTE, JULIE (JSC-CB) (CSA); Kicklighter-1, Elliott {E-mail); Kimberly Page
(E-mail); KING, CINDY L. (JSC-JA141) (NASA); Kinnan-1, Mike (E-mail); Krieter Bettye (E-mail);
Lengyel, David; Lightfoot, Robert; LINDENMOYER, ALAN J. (JSC-OL) (NASA); Lisa C Garcia {E-
mail); Lisa Walker (E-mail); Lockley Barbara (E-mail); Lockley, Barbara J ; Marcy Dunn-1 (E-mail);
McKinney, Cheryl J; McLaughlin, Dottie; Mclean, Rachel. G. (E-mail); Mcnamara, 'Larry. (E-mail);
Melnick, Bruce; CHANDLER, MICHAEL R. (MIKE) (JSC-SD) (WLS); MONBORNE, BRIAN A. (JSC-
OC) (USA); Moretan, Jeannie. (E-mail); Moynihan, Linda M; Nave, Lionel R; Owens, Kathleen;
Parrish, Teresa C; Parvathaneni, Srikanth; Perez, Susan Y; Pomaney, Bessie; Pribil, Sharon C;
Reeves, William D; RICE, BARBARA L. (JSC-SK) (WLS); Robin E Bernal (E-mail); Roten, Karen S;
RUIZ, LUCY (JSC-AG) (NASAY); Sawyer, Daniel; SHAW, JACKIE F. (JSC-DA8) (USA); Sirota Len
(E-mail); Smith Laura (E-mail); Sobchak Ted (E-mail), Spencer, Carolyn; Strause, Larue; Thoede,
Leilani R; Thomas H Bond (E-mail); Trahan, Melanie C; Turner, Pennie; Vest, Deed L; 'von
Puttkamer' (E-mail); Weems, Johnny; Weyant Timothy (E-mail); White Doug USA Orbiter (E-mail);
Wilder, James; Wohrle, Rita M; Abner, Charlie A ; Adams, Alex; Allen, Andrew M (USA); Anthony
Foster (E-mail); BAZAN, DEBORAH S. (DEBBIE) (JSC-NC) (GHG); BERRY, JOYCE F. (JSC-XA)
(NASA); Bihner Bill (E-mail); BONSAL, GRACE (JSC-XA) (HS); Bouchez-1, Melinda (E-mait);
BRADDY, BEVERLY A. (JSC-MV) (NASA); Brewer, Shirley H; Burnett Patricia L {E-mail); Caliendo-
1, Gennaro (E-mail); Cissell, Beverly S; Crawford, Gary L; Cunningham, Nancy L; Curry, Renee A;
DAVIS, PATRICIA L. (JSC-DA8) (USA); Decker, Ron C; Diecidue-Conners Dawn (E-mail); Driver,
Ross J; Dunbar Melissa (E-mail); DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); Eden Scott (E-mail);
ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA); Ernest, Stephen P ; Erteschik, Ira; Fishkin-1, Jeff (E-
mail); Frank-1, Daryl (E-mail); Gernand, J; Gordon-1, Mark (E-mail); Gray, Debra J; Green Patricia
A (E-mail); Guidi, John ; Haddad-1, Michael (E-mail); Halverstadt-1, Mary (E-mail); Henderson
Roger {E-mail); Herman, Robert S; Higginbotham-1, Scott (E-mail); Hilpertshauser, Brenda D;
Hinson, Fred R; Hollister, Bill H; Hull Don (E-mail); Katnik Greg (E-mail); Kay S Compton (E-mail);
Kim L Wunsch (E-mail); King, Eddie L; Lacey, Daniel R.; LaMunyon, Tim; Lang, J Robert;
LEDNICKY, ED F. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); Leinbach, Michae! ; LeMoine, Patrick K; Leonard, Wil E.;
Lewis, Susan L; Lloyd Dense (E-mail); Logistics CM Receipt Desk; Loofboro, Rebecca J; MADURA,
JOHN T (JSC-REMOTE); Mango, Ed J ; Marc Debord V (E-mail); Mark Kowaleski (E-mail); Mary E.
Walsh (E-mail); MAYER, FRED F. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); McCombs, John T; MCCUE, SHIRLEY {JSC-
NC) (NASA); McLean Kris (E-mail); Meckley, Sue; Minute-1, Stephen (E-mail); MOTWAY, JEAN C.
{JSC-MG) (USA); Murphy, Charlie; Nash, Dale K; Pacheco, Brian M; Pataky, Kimberly E; Perry,
Cheryl D, Phillis L. Berry (E-mail); Postonneely, Geneva; Presnell, John G; Radcliff, Judith L. (E-
mail); Rahman, K.M.; Reynolds, Robert J; Richard N Richards (E-mail); Richmond, Frank D; RILEY,
MATTHEW P; Rivera, Diane; ROBERTS, HARMON L. (JSC-SM) {NASA); Roberis Mickey (E-mail);
Roberts, Kamala K; Ruddell Dan (E-mail 2); Samuel L Jenkins (E-mail); Schiffleger, Jo Ann M.;
Schroeder, Polly C; Schultz Chas (E-mail); Servay Lynn @MAF (E-mail); Smith, Laurie A; Spillers,
Nanette L; Stevens, Alfred M; Stone, Jeffry A, Stratton, Patricia J; Sue Pinch (E-mail); Travassos,
Frank M; Wanda L Price (E-mail); Weber, David A; Whitehead, Douglas; Willingham J. Terry (E-
mail); Winters Kathy (E-mail)

Subject: STS-107 PMMT Announcement

04/30/2003
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The STS5-107 PMMT Review is scheduled for Tuesday, January 14, 2003, at 2 p.m,, e.s.t.,
at the Kennedy Space Center, in the O&C Building, Mission Briefing Room. A list of
attendees for PMMT and a separate list for launch attendees must be submitted by 9
a.m. on Monday, January 13, 2003,

Presentation material must be submitted electronically no later than noon, e.s.t. on
Monday, January 13, 2003, to this address: Launch-INT@usago.ksc.nasa.gov

USA Program Integration

Launch Integration Support:

Sue Pinch, Manager

Deb Gray, Chas Schultz, Patricia Green
USK-C09, (321) 867-2003

Readiness Review/MMT website:
http://usagol.ksc.nasa.gov/usago/orgs/kscspiO01/launch/

04/30/2003




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

ORBITER STATUS
01-10-03.doc

WETHERLEY, EDIE (JSC-REMOTE)

Friday, January 10, 2003 7:18 AM

Adam West; 'Ahmed, Anwar M'; ALBRIGHT, JOHN D. (JSC-EP4) (NASA); ALLISON,
RONALD L. (JSC-MV8) (NASA); ANGSTADT, TARA S. (JSC-EP) (NASA); ASHBY,
JEFFREY 8. (JSC-CB) (NASA); Ayott, Bill; BAIRD, R. 8. (SCOTT) (JSC-EP) (NASA);
BARCKHOLTZ, RANDALL J. (RANDY) (JSC-CB) (USA); BAZAN, DEBORAH S. (DEBBIE)
(JSC-NC) (GHG); Bihner; BRADLEY, KARLA F. (JSC-EP) (NASA), ELIASON, BRENDA J.
(JSC-EAB) {(NASA);, Bryan Banks; Burghardt, Michael J; BWatkins; CERNA, NANETTE (JSC-
MV} (NASA}); COLLINS, EILEEN M. (JSC-CB) (NASA); Cowart, Jon; Danielson, Michaei;
CURRIE, DAVID W. (JSC-CB) {USA); Dean Kunz; Dinsel, Alison; DITTEMORE, RONALD D.
(JSC-MA) (NASA); MCCORMACK, DONALD L. (DON) (JSC-MV6) (NASA); Doug
Whitehead; ERMINGER, MARK D. {(JSC-NC) (NASA); Eyman; Fugitt Mark D (E-mail);
GALBREATH, GREGORY F. (GREG) (JSC-ES2) (NASA); GALVEZ, RONALD M. (JSC-EP5)
(NASA); Gary Weniz; GRUSH, GENE R. (JSC-EP111) {(NASA); George Hamilton-1;
GERSTENMAIER, WILLIAM H. (BILL) (JSC-OA) (NASA); GUIDRY, BETTY J. (JSC-NC)
(GHG); HAMILTON, DAVID A. (DAVE) (JSC-EA) (NASA); HAWLEY, STEVEN A. (JSC-
SA13) (NASA); Heitzman, William; HENDERSON, EDWARD M. (MACK) (JSC-MA) (NASA);
HERNANDEZ, FRANCISCO J. (JSC-EP) (NASA); HIEMER, ARTHUR T. (JSC-EV) (NASA);
HUDSON, ROBERT H. (JSC-NC) (NASA); Hunt, John W; James Marczak; James McDede-
1; JACOBS, JEREMY B. (JSC-ES4) (NASA); John Gurecki; JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT)
{JSC-NC) (NASA); JONES, SAMUEL E. (JSC-EP) (NASA); Joyce Rozewski;
jtinsley@hq.nasa.gov; KAUPP, HENRY J. (JSC-ER3) (NASA); KENNEDY, JOHN J. (JSC-
MVB6) (NASA);, BROWN, KENNETH L. (JSC-MV8) (NASA); DUNN, KEVIN W. (JSC-EV)
(NASA); TEMPLIN, KEVIN C. (JSC-MV6) (NASA); KRAMER, JULIE A. (JSC-EA4) (NASA);
Lackey-1, Eddie; Lam, Gary; Launch-INT; Leba, Anne; 'Leba, Anthony T'; LEVY, VINCENT
M. (JSC-EG) (NASA); Mai, Han D; Mark Kowaleski; Martt; MCCURDY, KERRI (JSC-EP5)
(NASA), METCALF, JORDAN L. (JSC-EC6) (NASA); Michael Snyder; Michael Wilhoit;
MILLER, JOHN D. (JSC-EV) (NASA); Minter, Larry V; ORTIZ-LONGO, CARLOS R., PHD
(JSC-EA4) (NASA); OUELLETTE, FRED A. (JSC-MV8) (NASA); PETETE, PATRICIA
(TRISH) (JSC-MV) (NASA); Peterson, William D; PLAISANCE, LANNY P. (JSC-EP5)
(NASA); Powers; PREVETT, DONALD E. (DON) (JSC-EP) (NASA); Reeves; Regina L.
Hoover; RINGO, LESLIE A. (JSC-CB) (USA); ABBOTT, ROBERT (JSC-REMOTE); ROE,
RALPH R. (JSC-MV) (NASA); ROMERO, DENISE M. (JSC-EV) (NASA); Ronald Woods;
ROTTER, HENRY A. (HANK} (JSC-EC) (NASAY); 'Schletz,Brian'; SCHOMBURG, CALVIN
(JSC-EA) (NASA); SERIALE-GRUSH, JOYCE M. (JSC-EA) (NASA); SHACK, PAUL E. (JSC-
EA42) (NASA); Simon; SIMON, THOMAS M. (TOM) (JSC-EP4) (NASA); SIMPSON, SCOTT
W. (JSC-NE) (SAIC); Stefanovic, Milivoje; THIBODEAU, JOSEPH R. (JOE) (JSC-EG)
(NASA); Vonusa, Ed; WAGNER, HOWARD A., PHD (JSC-EP) (NASA); White; WILDER, Jim;
Williams, Charlie; WILSON, SUE U. (JSC-EA) (NASA); WINKLER, H. E. (GENE) (JSC-EC)
(NASA); YORK, TIFFANY D. (JSC-NC) (GHG); YOUNG, JOHN W. (JSC-AC5) (NASA)

Daily Status: 01/10/03




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: SR&QA MER Console [srqgamer1@jsc.nasa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2003 9:06 AM

To: 'srqa-mer@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov'

Subject: STS-107 FD14 Report

STS-107 Flight Day 14 Report
GMT 030:14:50

Shift Leads: David Witwer, Brandon Dick, Mike Etchells
Mission Engineer: Dan Zalit (QJT)

The STS-107 mission is progressing nominally with no issues being reported
over the previous 24 hours. The Orbiter consumables remaining are above the
levels required for completion of the planned mission,

The MER manager reported in reference to the intercommunications (ICOM) B
problem discussed in the First Daily Report that, "the crew was asked to
troubleshoot the problem by reconfiguring the ICOM system to ICOM B and
performing a communications check. The crew reported that ICOM B worked
satisfactorily and that the earlier problem was probably caused by a
configuration error.™

The weather for both landing opportunities at KSC locks good for Saturday
with few to scattered clouds at 3500 ft, wvisibility 7 sm, and winds 10 knots
or less.

Previous flight day reports discuss the nine MER anomalies listed below.

MER Anomalies:

MER-01 AC2 Phase B Sluggish Current Signature

MER-02 No ICOM B in Spacehab

MER-03 02 Tank 7 Heater A Failed Off in Manual Mode (QRB)}

MER-04 70MM Hasselblad Camera Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)

MER-05 Suspect Fuel Cell Monitoring System (FCMS) Data Cable (GFE)
MER-06 Loss of DR20 Tape Recording and Playback (GFE)

MER-07 LH2 Prevalve Open B Indicator Failed Off

MER-Q7A MDM FA4 CD-08 CH-00 Has Intermittent Data Hits (ORB)

MER-08 70 mm Hasselblad Camera S/N 1012 Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)

To subscribe to this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
subscribe srga-mer

end

To unsubscribe from this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
unsubscribe srga-mer

end

The shift reports are also posted on the SR&QA bulletin board at the
following internet address:
http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/BBS/current/default.htm

or

http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/bbs/default.htm

If you need additional information about this mailing list, please contact
michael.j.penneyl@.jsc.nasa.gov



SHUTTLE QUICK LOOK STATUS
Friday, January 10, 2003

A. STS-107/0v-102/PAD-A
1.  Orbiter Aft Closeout Is Complete. Aft Confidence snapshot is in work.
2. ET Purges Are Complete.
3. Launch Countdown Preps Are In Work.

B. STS-114/0V-104/OPF-1
1.  Heat Shield Installation Is Complete.
2.  FRCS Installation Is In Work.
3.  Preps For Thruster R1U Seal Saver Installation Are In Work.

C. STS-115/0V-105/0PF-2
1. OMS Pod Checkout Is In Work.
2. Preps For APU Catch Bottle Drain Are In Work,

D. §TS$-121/0V-103/0PF-3
1.  OMM Inspections And Modifications Are In Work

IPR’S STS-107/0V-102:

| No New UA’s |

NO NEW IPR’S TO REPORT. NO UPDATES TO REPORT.

IPR’S §TS-114/0V-104:

| No New UA’s |

NEW: IPR-045 (COM). During checkout of the ITVC Camera B testing, the video from the
ITVC (black & white) camera would not appear on Monitor 2 when the monitor was using the
“Panel” Source. T/S found the video to be nominal on Monitor 1 and on downlink; Monitor 2
was able to display the video thru its “Downlink” Source, however, Monitor 2 is unable to
recognize the black & white signal at the “Panel” Source input; t/s points to Monitor 2 as the
source of the anomaly; more t/s needed to verify that the anomaly remains in Monitor 2.

UPDATE: [IPR-035 (NH3 System B Pressure Increase). Waiver (WK10302) rejected by the
VECB yesterday, subsystem manager will add more background info to the waiver, modify
waiver and re-submit to ERB and VECB which is tentatively scheduled for 1-22-03.

JSC Resident Office @ KSC 321-861-3040




IPR’S $TS-115/0V-105:.

| No New UA’s |

NEW: IPR-017 (OMS). During right oxidizer confidence checks, leak rate was 2941 scch; s/b
nmt 100 scch; t/s disconnected the QD from the orbiter and verified no leak on the GSE portion
of the QD; QD was reconnected and leak rate verified at 68 scch.

NEW: IPR-018 (OMS/RCS). Unable to obtain RRCS oxidizer helium system A-Leg secondary
regutator creep rate data due to check valve (CV302) reverse leakage. More to come.

NEW: IPR-019 (OMS/RCS). RRCS Ox GHe B-Leg secondary reg creep is 659 scch; s/b nmt
600 scch; t/s will reperform creep check. T/s plan in work.

UPDATE: IPR-012 Higher than expected decay in O2 system (FCP). Mass specs isolated
leak to end cap on fuel cell #1. Further T/S to follow.

e
£

IPR’S OMDP (STS-121)/OV-103:

| No New UA's. |

NO NEW IPR'S TO REPORT. NO UPDATES TO REPORT.

Window Inspection Status
http:/ixb70.ksc.nasa.gov/pvdiwindows/templates/inspect rpt.cfm

Milestones

Information may be obtained from the following web sites provided the user has the necessary
access permissions.

MK Review milestones:
http://usal.unitedspacealliance.com/usago/orgs/kscspi001/launch/schedule.pdf

JSC Resident Office @ KSC 321-861-3040




MV Review milestones:
http://lopic.cal.boeing.com/data engl/vehicle/frrlindex.htm

PAO Manifest Info:
http://www-pao.ksc.nasa.gov/kscpao/schedule/schedule.htm

JSC Resident Office @ KSC 321-861-3040




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

MINO10303.doc

BAZAN, DEBORAH S. (DEBBIE) (JSC-NC) (GHG)

Friday, January 10, 2003 2:28 PM

DL SRQA PAR SUPPORT,; Leigh Martin (MSFC) (E-mail); Brenda Willis {E-mail); Alan
Peterson (Boeing) (E-mail); Arnold Clifton T. (E-mail); Barnes Jeffrey E (Boeing) (E-mail);
Bevels Vicki (E-mail); Bill Loewy (E-mail); ‘Carol Rush' (E-mail); Chris Hill (MSFC) (E-mail);
‘Cianciola C. (MSFC) @SMTP' (E-mail); Corey Harrell (MSFC) (E-mail); Daniels Angela (E-
mail); Darrell Warner (Boeing) (E-mail); Dave Spacek (MSFC) (E-mail); 'Diana Heberling' (E-
mail); donnie. george/msfc (E-mail); Dumetz Marisa (E-mail); Engler Tom (E-mail); Ernest-1
Stephen (E-mail); Fred Dadfar (MSFC) (E-mail); 'Gatto Leigh(IV&V)' (E-mail); Gordon-1 Mark
(E-mail); Gregg George (MSFC) (E-mail); griffith (jamss) {(E-mail); Haddad-1 Michael (E-mail);
Hashimoto Rick (E-mail); 'Hill Bill (HQ) @SMTP' (E-mail); 'Howell. Nelda' (E-mail); James
Halsell (KSC) (E-mait); John McPherson (MSFC) (E-mail); John. R. Dicks@ivv. nasa. gov (E-
mail); Keith Pauley (E-mail); Kennedy Michael (E-mail); kim. carmean@msfc. nasa. gov (E-
mail); 'Lackey Ed' (E-mail); Leigh Martin (MSFC) (E-mail); Linda Combs (E-mail); Mark
Kowalesky (HQ) (E-mail); Mike Card (HQ); mikesmiles; Mitsuie Masami (NASDA) (E-mail);
Moorhead-Ill James L (E-mail); Mr. Takeuchi(nasda) (E-mail); Mullane Dan (E-mail); Nathan
Kyser (jams) (E-mail); Nobles Noel R (E-mail); pollystenger; rich patrican; Roger Counts;
‘Sandy'; Sharolee Huet-1 (E-mail}; Sims, John (MSFC); Sue Fenn (HQ); 'Suzanne Little";
thomas S Toutsi (GDSFC); thomas.w.hartline@msfc.nasa.gov; Tom Hancock (MSFC);
Walker, Angelia; Whihner (E-maif}; wbostick; 'Willis-1, Brenda'; Wren, Robert J (USA);
Zavala, Velma (USA)

PAR-5 Minutes for 01/10/2003

http:/lwwwsrqa.jsc.nasa.govipar/

Upcoming PARs:

STS-114/ULF-1 PAR
STS-114/ULF-1 PAR
STS-114/ULF-1 PAR

01/31/03
02/12/03
02/26/03

Note: Current changes indicated to the right by *****
Presenters review your items and submit any changes to the PAR Coordinator as soon as possible.

Debbie Bazan, JSC PAR Coordinator
(281) 244-1862 dbazan@ems.jsc.nasa.gov



PAR-5 MINUTES

JANUARY 10, 2003
http://wwwsrqa.jsc.nasa.gov/par/

The next PAR-5 will be held on Friday, 1/17/02 at 09:30 am Central. (1/3, & 1/10 PARS5s are cancelled)

The PAR-5 is a weekly telecon for representatives in the PAR process.

Debbie Bazan, JSC PAR Coordinator, (281) 244-1862 dbazan@ems.jsc.nasa.gov Note: Current changes indicated to the right by ****
PRESENTERS REVIEW THEIR ITEMS AND SUBMIT ANY CHANGES OR REQUESTS FOR CHANGES TC THE PAR-5 COORDINATOR
PRIOR TO THE NEXT MEETING.

$TS-107 (OV-102) FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES

SCRR NA PAR: 12/20/02

FRR: 01/09/03 FRR Tagup:  01/07/03 {moved from 1/06/03)
Prelaunch MMT: 01/14/03 PMMT Tagup: 01/10/03

Shuttle Launch: 01/16/03

THE FOLLOWING ITEMS WERE DISCUSSED AT THE STS-107 PAR, FRR TAGUP, & PMMT TAGUP:

Mission Overview:
1. Mission Success Criteria
A. Shuttle (Jim Gardner/1)
B. Shuttle Crew Constraint Exceptions (Jim Pendergast/2)
2. Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. JSC (Dean Moreland/5)
B. MSFC (tbd)
C. GDSFC (Reger Counts)
3.  Shuttle Software Overview
A. JSC (Jane Moorhead/7)
B. MSFC SSME S/W (Roz Strickland)
Special Topics:
1.  SHUTTLE
A. JSC-(VMLI: Arnold Baldwin, Backup:Ross Engle)
1. Spacehab Hull Damage and Repair (see JSC payload overview) (Dean Moreland/8)
2. OV-103 BSTRA Crack (Bill Prince/18)
3. OV-103 BSTRA Crack (Hugo Martinez/19) ****frr
4. OV-103 BSTRA Crack (Bill Prince/20) ***pmmt
B. MSFC
1. SSME-8TS-113 Main Engine #1 Nozzle Leak (Martin Carson)
2. SRB-Amphenol Connector Pin Lack of Retention (Randall Tucker)
3. SRB-BSM Paint Chip FOD (Randall Tucker)
1. SRB-Cable Connector (Randall Tucker) ****frr
2. SRB-BSM Paint Chip FOD (Randall Tucker) ****frr
C. KSC-TBD
2.  INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment {(Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA {Mark Gordon)
1. Space Hab & Experiment Package Configuration Management (Mark Gordon)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)
3. EVA-No scheduled EVAs




JSC One Pagers (Shuttle):

1.

REN

Critical Process Changes/First Flight

A. First Flight of two AMECs (Al Arnold/10)
New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE
Flight Rules with Safety Impacts (Jim Gardner/11)

A. EOM Nosewheel Steering Flight Rule Change (Jim Gardener/11)
STS-109 Freon Coolant Loop 1 Flow Degradation (Tien Do/12)
8TS-113 02 Leak in Mid-body (Tien Do/Megan Bell/13)
STS-113 FES Primary B Controller Failure (Tien Do/Megan Bell/14)
STS-113 Right OMS Bi-propellant Valve Open Indication (Dan Clements/15)
Flowliner CRES lIssue (Bill Prince-9}
Body Flap Actuator Corrosion (Dan Zalit/19)
EVA:5TS-113 EVA Crewmember Boot Fit (Charles Sager/16)
EVA:Biomed Cable Damage (Charles Sager/17)

MSFC One Pagers (Shuttle):

1.

SESENIN

~

Critical Process Changes/First Flight
A. SRB-First flight of Pacific Scientific Separation Bolts (Randall Tucker)
B. SRB-Cleaning Solvent Specification Change (Randall Tucker)
C. SSME-First flight of Controller Coolant Duct Redesign ( Rosalyn Patrick)
New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE
ET-Waive LO2 LWT Normal Mission & RTLS Ullage Pressure Curves for ET-93 (Keith Layne)
ET-Vent Valve Relief Pressure (Keith Layne)
SRB-BSM Motor FOD (Randall Tucker)
RSRM-STS-113 Postflight Observations-Foreign Material in RSRM Nozzle-to-Case Joint
Radial Bolt Hole (Chris Cianciola)
RSRM-STS-113 Postflight Observations-Flashing on RSRM Nozzle-to-Case Joint
Packing-with-Retainers {Chris Cianciola)

KSC One Pagers (Shuttle):

1.
2.

Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE



10P FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES

10P SORR 01/16/03 ISS 10P PAR: 01/10/03 (immediately following 107 PMMT)
10P Launch: 02/02/03

THE FOLLOWING ITEMS WERE DISCUSSED AT THE 10P PAR:
Mission Overview:
1. Mission Success Criteria
A 10P
(Bobbie Jenkins)
2. Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. 10P Payloads

(Jeff Nill)

3. ISS 10P Overview
(Bobbie Jenkins)

4. ISS S&MA CoFR Status
(Jim Wade)

Special Topics:
1. STATION
A. tbd

2.  INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Mark Gordon)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)
3. EVA
A. thd

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE




STS-114/ULF1 (OV-104) FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES

SORR 02/04/03 PAR: 01/31/03 *****
FRR: 02/13/03 FRR Tagup:  02/12/03 *****
Prelaunch MMT: 02/27/03 PMMT Tagup: 02/26/03 *****
Shuttle Launch: 03/01/03 (NET)

Mission Overview:
1. Mission Success Criteria
A. Shuttle (Jim Gardner-1)
B. Station (Boeing)
C. Shuttle Crew Constraint Exceptions (Jim Pendergast-2)
2.  Station Overview (Boeing)
- Open work
- ISS S&MA Readiness Status
- ISS Software (IV&V)
- On-orbit Status & - Vehicle Status
- ISS on orbit repair priority table
3. EVA Overview (includes NCRs)
(Trent Barrett-5)
4.  Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. JSC (tbd-6)
B. MSFC (tbd)
5.  Shuttle Software Overview
A. JSC (Jane Moorhead-7)
B. MSFC SSME S/W (Roz Strickland)
Special Topics: '

1. SHUTTLE
A. JSC-TBD (VMI: Arnold Baldwin, Backup:Jeremy Verostko)
B. MSFC-TBD
C. KSC-TBD

2. EVA-TBD

3. STATION

A. Pistol Grip Tool Undertorqued (EVA/Station)
B. SSRMS Close Call Lessons Learned (tbd)
4. INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Sharolee Huet)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)
JSC One Pagers (Shuttle):
Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE
Flight Rules with Safety Impacts (Jim Gardner)
GFE: Prebreathe Protocol {(Adrian Sanderlin)
GFE: Ergometer Use On ISS (Adrian Sanderlin)

S

MSFC One Pagers (Shuttle):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight
A. RSRM 1st Flight of Press Fit Bushings on Oversized Pinholes ******
- Replaces shrink fit method made obsolete by elimination of vapor degreaser
- Certified by test and two static motor test firings
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils-NONE

KSC One Pagers (Shuttle):
1.  Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2.  New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1.  Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2.  New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE
3. ORCA Ops During Sleep Flight Rule {Scott Seyl)




6S FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES
6S SORR 04/03/03 ISS 6S PAR: tbd
6S Launch: 04/26/03

Mission Overview:
1. Mission Success Criteria
A.6S
(Bobbie Jenkins)
2. Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. 6S Payloads

(thd)

3. IS8 6S Overview
(Bobbie Jenkins)

4. ISS S&MA CoFR Status
(Jim Wade)

Special Topics:
1. STATION
A. tbd

2. INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Mark Gordon)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)
3. EVA
A. tbd

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1.  Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE




STS-115/12A (OV-105) FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES

SCRR 05/01/03 PAR: tbd
FRR: 05/08/03 FRR Tagup: tbd
Prelaunch MMT: 05/21/03 PMMT Tagup: tbd
Shuttle Launch: 05/23/03

Mission Overview:
1.  Mission Success Criteria
A. Shuttle (Jim Gardner-1)
B. Station (Boeing)
C. Shuttle Crew Constraint Exceptions (Jim Pendergast-2)
2.  Station Overview (Boeing)
- Open work
- ISS S&MA Readiness Status
- IS8 Software (IV&V)
- On-orbit Status & - Vehicle Status
- ISS on orbit repair priority table
3. EVA Overview (includes NCRs)
(Stacie Greene-5)
4.  Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. JSC (Walter Stoerkel-6)
B. MSFC (tbd)
5.  Shuttle Software Overview
A. JSC (Jane Moorhead-7)
B. MSFC SSME S/W (Roz Strickland)
Special Topics:
1.  SHUTTLE
A. JSC-TBD (VMI: tbd, Backup:tbd)
B. MSFC-TBD
C. KSC-TBD
EVA-TBD
STATION-TBD
INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Sharolee Huet)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)

hwn

JSC One Pagers (Shuttle):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE
3. Flight Rules with Safety Impacts (Jim Gardner)

MSFC One Pagers (Shuttle):
1.  Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils-NONE

KSC One Pagers (Shuttle):
1.  Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
1. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2.  New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE




11P FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES

11P SORR 05/01/03 ISS 11P PAR:
11P Launch: 05/28/03

tbd

Mission Overview:
1. Mission Success Criteria
A 11P
(Bobbie Jenkins)
2. Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. 11P Payloads

(tbd)

3. 1SS 11P Overview
(Bobbie Jenkins)

4. [SS S&MA CoFR Status
(Jim Wade)

Special Topics:
1.  STATION
A. tbd

2. INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Mark Gordon)

C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Waliker)
3. EVA

A. thd

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
3. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

%

ORBITER STATUS
01-13-03.doc

WETHERLEY, EDIE (JSC-REMOTE)

Monday, January 13, 2003 6:45 AM

Adam West; 'Ahmed, Anwar M'; ALBRIGHT, JOHN D. (JSC-EP4) (NASA); ALLISON,
RONALD L. (JSC-MV6) (NASA); ANGSTADT, TARA S. (JSC-EP) (NASA); ASHBY,
JEFFREY S. (JSC-CB) (NASA); Ayott, Bill; BAIRD, R. S. (SCOTT) (JSC-EP) (NASA);
BARCKHOLTZ, RANDALL J. (RANDY) (JSC-CB) (USA); BAZAN, DEBORAH S. (DEBBIE)
(JSC-NC) (GHG); Bihner; BRADLEY, KARLA F. (JSC-EP) (NASA); ELIASON, BRENDA J.
(JSC-EAB) (NASA); Bryan Banks; Burghardt, Michael J; BWatkins; CERNA, NANETTE (JSC-
MV5) (NASA); COLLINS, EILEEN M. (JSC-CB) (NASA); Cowart, Jon; Danielson, Michael;
CURRIE, DAVID W. (JSC-CB) (USA), Dean Kunz; Dinsel, Alison; DITTEMORE, RONALD D.
(JSC-MA) (NASA); MCCORMACK, DONALD L. (DON) (JSC-MVE) (NASA); Doug
Whitehead; ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA); Eyman; Fugitt Mark D (E-mail);
GALBREATH, GREGORY F. (GREG) (JSC-ES2) {NASA); GALVEZ, RONALD M. (JSC-EP5)
(NASA); Gary Wentz; GRUSH, GENE R. (JSC-EP111) (NASA); George Hamilton-1;
GERSTENMAIER, WILLIAM H. (BILL) (JSC-OA) (NASA); GUIDRY, BETTY J. (JSC-NC)
(GHG); HAMILTON, DAVID A. (DAVE) (JSC-EA) (NASA); HAWLEY, STEVEN A. (JSC-8A)
(NASA); Heitzman, William; HENDERSON, EDWARD M. (MACK) (JSC-MA) (NASA);
HERNANDEZ, FRANCISCO J. (JSC-EP) (NASA); HIEMER, ARTHUR T. (JSC-EV) (NASA);
HUDSON, ROBERT H. (JSC-NC) (NASA); Hunt, John W; James Marczak; James McDede-
1, JACOBS, JEREMY B. (JSC-ES4) (NASA); John Gurecki; JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT)
(JSC-NC) (NASA), JONES, SAMUEL E. (JSC-EP) (NASA); Joyce Rozewski;
jtinsley@hq.nasa.gov; KAUPP, HENRY J. (JSC-ER3) (NASA); KENNEDY, JOHN J. (JSC-
MV6) (NASA);, BROWN, KENNETH L. (JSC-MV8) (NASA); DUNN, KEVIN W. (JSC-EV)
(NASA), TEMPLIN, KEVIN C. (JSC-MVB) (NASA); KRAMER, JULIE A. (JSC-EA4) (NASA);
Lackey-1, Eddie; Lam, Gary; Launch-INT; Leba, Anne; 'Leba, Anthony T'; LEVY, VINCENT
M. (JSC-EG) (NASA); Mai, Han D; Mark Kowaleski; Martt; MCCURDY, KERRI (JSC-EP5)
(NASA); METCALF, JORDAN L. (JSC-ECB6) (NASA); Michael Snyder; Michael Wilhoit;
MILLER, JOHN D. (JSC-EV) (NASAY}; Minter, Larry V; ORTIZ-.ONGO, CARLOS R, PHD
(JSC-EA4) (NASA);, OUELLETTE, FRED A. (JSC-MV6} (NASA); PETETE, PATRICIA
(TRISH) (JSC-MV) (NASA); Peterson, William D; PLAISANCE, LANNY P. (JSC-EP5)
(NASA); Powers; PREVETT, DONALD E. (DON) (JSC-EP) (NASA); Reeves; Regina L.
Hoover; RINGO, LESLIE A. (JSC-CB) (USA); ABBOTT, ROBERT (JSC-REMOTE); ROE,
RALPH R. (JSC-MV) (NASA); ROMERO, DENISE M. (JSC-EV) (NASA); Ronald Woods;
ROTTER, HENRY A. (HANK} (JSC-EC) (NASA); 'Schletz,Brian'; SCHOMBURG, CALVIN
(JSC-EA) (NASA); SERIALE-GRUSH, JOYCE M. (JSC-EA) (NASA); SHACK, PAUL E. (JSC-
EA42) (NASA); Simon; SIMON, THOMAS M. (TOM) (JSC-EP4) (NASA); SIMPSON, SCOTT
W. (JSC-NE) (SAIC); Stefanovic, Milivoje; THIBODEAU, JOSEPH R. (JOE) (JSC-EG)
(NASA); Vonusa, Ed; WAGNER, HOWARD A., PHD (JSC-EP) (NASA); White; WILDER, Jim;
Williams, Charlie; WILSON, SUE U. (JSC-EA) (NASA); WINKLER, H. E. (GENE) (JSC-EC)
(NASA); YORK, TIFFANY D. (JSC-NC) (GHG); YOUNG, JOHN W. (JSC-AC5) (NASA)

Daily Status: 0%/13/03




SHUTTLE QUICK LOOK STATUS
Monday, January 13, 2003

A. STS-107/0V-102/PAD-A
1. Launch Countdown Is In Work.

B. STS-114/0V-104/OPF-1
1. FRCS Installation Is Complete.
2. Thruster R1U Seal Saver Installation Is Complete.
3. FRCS Checkout Is In Work
4.  Preps For R1U Manifold Backfill Are In Work.

C. STS-115/0V-105/0PF-2
1.  OMS Pod Checkout Is In Work.
2. APU Catch Bottle Drain Is Complete.
3. Preps For FRCS Installation Are In Work.

D. STS-121/0V-103/OPF-3
1.  OMM Inspections And Modifications Are In Work

IPR’S STS-107/0V-102:

| No New UA’s |

NEW: [PR-095 (OMS). MD219 Flight cap found laying on pad structure at 107’ level; cap was
not defective and was reinstalled; IPR CRR’d to S0007.

NEW: IPR-096 (LPS). During TFL load and associated PCM swap, the active PCM FEPS was
unable to process PCMMU data; t/s cycled a relay in the PCMMU2 data path and recovered the
Standby FEP data processing; the anomalous data during the PCMMU switch was seen only in
the firing room; the CDR verified the FCP circuit breakers associated with the FD were “OPEN"™:
LPS is continuing to work this IPR.

IPR’S STS-114/0V-104:

| No New UA'’s 1

UPDATE: IPR-45 (No Video Present On Monitor 2 from ITVC Camera B). T/S (01/10)
swapped connectors between CCTV Monitor 1 & 2, and the discrepancy switched to Monitor #1
(Monitor #2 video was nominal). Further t/s (01/11) and temporarily mated a spare camera to
the bulkhead and the discrepancy was still present on Monitor #2. More t/s verified that the
VSU is able to process black & white video but not when connected to the Camera B Bulkhead
position; problem is likely with the VSU; t/s continues.

J8C Resident Office @ KSC 321-861-3040




IPR’S §TS-115/0V-105:

| No New UA’s |

NEW: IPR-020 (CAPU). GHC QD TP11/21 was leaking at the B-nut; t/s R/R’'d the QD and
leak check passed.

UPDATE: IPR-002 (LO2 Sys Pri/Sec GHe Bubbling DP Xdcr Indications). |IPR transferred
to IPR PADA-2361 and is no longer a constraint to STS-107.

UPDATE: IPR-012 (Hgr Than Expected Decay Noticed On O2 System). T/s completed

fuel cell 1 jumper tube installation; manifold decay with manifold 1 isolated, FC1 reactant
valve is closed and with jumper tube installed, the decay rate was 4.9 sccm.

UPDATE: IPR-015 (1 time Hit DEU 1 Bite Error). CRT 1 experienced 14 additional
Filament Current BITE hits as of 01/10. IPR was upgraded to a DIG PR and DU S/N 16 will
be R/R'd. NOTE: Past history shows there have been several occurrences of this error; DEU
1 involved in this anomaly was S/N 20 installed in June of 2000 and the DU1 was S/N
installed in May of 1999.

UPDATE: IPR-016 (LRCS Oxidizer GHe Sys B-leq Primary Req Failed Creep Check @
1221 SCCH; S/B NMT 600 SCCH). T/S complete and leakage is still out of spec at 1350;

plan to R/R the reg and GHe iso valve requiring pod removal/transfer to HMF.

UPDATE: IPR-018 (Unable To Obtain RRCS A-Leg Secondary Req Creep Rate).
T/S — closed GHC MD316, eliminated CV302 rev pressure; leakage in spec @ 304 scch.

IPR’S OMDP (STS-121)/OV-103:

| No New UA’s. |

NO NEW IPR’S TO REPORT. NO UPDATES TO REPORT.

Window Inspection Status

http://Ixb70.ksc.nasa.gov/pvd/windows/templates/inspect rpt.cfm

Milestones

Information may be obtained from the following web sites provided the user has the necessary
access permissions.

MK Review milestones:
http://usal.unitedspacealliance.com/usaqoforgs/kscspi001/launch/schedule.pdf

MV Review milestones:
http:/lopic.cal.boeing.com/data eng/vehicle/frriindex.htm

PAO Manifest Info:
http://www-pao.ksc.nasa.qov/kscpao/schedule/schedule.htm

JSC Resident Office @ KSC 321-861-3040




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:

Subject:

RUIZ, LUCY (JSC-AG) (NASA)

Monday, January 13, 2003 10:44 AM

BERNESTINE DICKEY; BONNIE DUNBAR; DAVID PETR!; FRANK BENZ; GARY MORSE;
GEORGE FLYNT; JAMES COSTELLOQ; James Halsell; JAMES HEFLIN; JEFFREY DAVIS;
JOHN YOUNG; JON HARPOLD; KENT ROMINGER; LAMBERT AUSTIN; LINDA HAM:
MARK CRAIG; MARK ERMINGER; MARK GEYER; MICHAEL SUFFREDINI; MICHELE
BREKKE; PATRICK DUFFIN; RALPH ROE; ROBERT CABANA; ROBERT HESELMEYER;
ROBERTO GALVEZ; RONALD DITTEMORE; SUSAN CREASY; TOM CREMINS; WILLIAM
GERSTENMAIER; WILLIAM HARRIS; YOLANDA MARSHALL

NAVY, LISA A. (JSC-AA) (NASA); COBBS, MABLE L. (JSC-AB) (NASA); SASSER, CAROL
A. (JSC-AC) (NASA); HICKMAN, M. H. (HELEN) (JSC-AC) (NASA)

STS-107 Pre-Flight Readiness Review (FRR) Minutes

Enclosed are the Minutes of the STS-107 Pre-FRR that was held on January 7, 2003:

ST8-107 Pre-FRR
Minutes 1-7-03...

Lucy Ruiz

AG/Office of The Chief Engineer

281-483-3459



National Aeronautics and
Space Administration

Lyndon B. Johnson Space Center
2101 NASA Road 1
Houstan, Texas 77058-3696

Reply to Attn of:  AG-03-003

TO: Distribution

FROM: AG/JSC Chief Engineer

January 10, 2003

SUBJECT: STS-107 Pre-Flight Readiness Review (FRR) Minutes

Enclosed are the Minutes for the STS-107 Pre-FRR that was conducted by the JSC Center
Director on Thursday, January 7, 2003. There were no Actions Items from this review.

If you have questions regarding the Minutes, you should contact David Petri at 281-483-9622 or

david.a.petril{@jsc.nasa.cov.

Original Signed By:
Jay H. Greene

Enclosure

Distribution:

AA/]. D. Howell, Jr.
AB/B. R. Stone
AC/S. H. Garman
AC3/M. K. Craig
ACS5/]. W. Young
AC6/T. E. Cremins
ACS8/B. J. Dunbar
CA/R. D, Cabana
CB/K. V. Rominger
DA/J. C. Harpold
DAS/J. M. Heflin
EA/F. ]. Benz
EA/D. A. Petri
MA/R. D. Dittemore
MA/W. J. Harris
MAZ2/L. J. Ham
MAZ2/R. S. Galvez

MG/R. H. Heselmeyer
MM/]. B. Costello
MQ/M. D. Erminger
MS/L. D. Austin, Jr.
MT/M. A. Brekke
MV/R. R. Roe, Jr.
NA/Y. Y. Marshall
OA/W. H. Gerstenmaier
OA/M. T. Suffredini
OC/S. L. Creasy

OC/B. D. Dickey
OM/M. Geyer

SA/I. R. Davis

TA/P. M. Duffin

TA/G. A. Morse

XA/G. A. Flynt
KSC/MK/J. D. Halsell, Jr.




JSC CENTER DIRECTOR'’S PRE-FLIGHT READINESS REVIEW (FRR)
FOR

STS-107

MINUTES

7 JANUARY 2003

The Center Director’s Pre-FRR for STS-107 was held on Tuesday, January 7, 2003. The
meeting was chaired by AA/General Jefferson Howell and was facilitated by
MAZ2/Robert Galvez,

1. An overview of the mission objectives, payloads, margins, and preparation
activities was discussed. Launch is scheduled for January 16, 2003.

It was noted that this will be the 28™ flight of Columbia and it will be the first
time that the lightweight tank will be flown in combination with the Block 1I
SSME. There will be a crew of seven and they will conduct dual shift operations
during the mission.

The SpaceHab double module will have its first flight on this mission. There are
30 space life sciences and microgravity experiments on-board the SpaceHab.
Also during this mission, it will be the first time a crew will be able to exercise in
the SpaceHab.

The Freestar Hitchhiker payload contains six experiments. A DoD experiment to
observe a burn on the Orbiter will also be conducted during the mission.

The Extended Duration Orbiter (EDO) Pallet will provide additional non-
propulsive consumables during the mission. The EDQO Pallet has not been flown
since 1998.

There will be no RMS flown on this mission.

2. MSFC Project Office will have two special topics at the FRR. They will be
reporting on Orbiter to SRB power connectors that failed a pin retention test. All
Orbiters have been inspected and the fleet has been cleared. An ART has been
formed to look into the issue.

The second topic is in regard to contamination (five paint chips) found in the
booster separation motor. A test has been done that shows that the paint chips
will melt during the burn, and therefore this is not an issue for the flight.




MOD reported that the timeline is set with the minimum mission objectives
covered and that the crew and ground teams are trained and ready to go.

The EVA Project Office reported that there are no scheduled EVA’s during the
mission. There will be one special topic, the results of the investigation into the
suit biomedical cable fraying. The investigation concluded that the system could
not put enough energy into the suit to cause an ignition event.

Orbiter reported that this is the 5™ flight of OI-29 software load and that there are
no issues with regard to software, flight crew equipment, or GFE.

There were 18 modifications to the flow for this mission and 2 new items are
being flown, a battery module and a second Master Event Controller.

There were seven in-flight anomalies (IFA) during the last flight of Columbia.
All have been checked out and cleared.

There were three IFA’s from the last mission, STS-113: oxygen concentration,
OMS bi-prop value open indicator, and RMS wrist roll stall. All three have been
cleared for this flight.

There will be two special topics. Flowliner status for this mission has the cracks
have been repaired, tested, and inspected.

A special topic presentation will also be made regarding the OV-103 inspection of
the 17-inch LO2 feedline, where a crack was identified in the ball of the Ball Strut
Tie Rod Assembly (BSTRA) nearest the LO2 manifold. The BSTRA ball is made
of a cobalt-tungsten-chrome alloy. Failure of the ball could result in:

¢ Lack of articulation capability at the feedline resulting in structural
failure of the feedline
s Foreign object debris (FOD) generation

An extensive test program is in progress at MSFC and Huntington Beach to
investigate the problem. MSFC is determining what size of FOD the engines can
tolerate if FOD is generated from the BSTRA ball. JSC Materials and Processes
and SR&QA engineers are traveling to MSFC of monitor activities.

The STS-107 vehicle has been inspected and no cracks have been found, however
only 25 percent of the ball is observable. A special inspection tool is being sent to
KSC that will be able to rotate the ball in order to inspect the remaining 75
percent.

An exception will be taken regarding this issue and will be briefed at the
FRR and at L-2.




Flight Crew Operations noted that the pilot exceeds the 20 hours per day max
limit on the first day of the mission, given the current timeline. Crew and
timeliners are reviewing the timeline and are expected to reach a resolution to
accommodate sleep shifting for dual shift operations and not exceed the 20-hour
limit.

Engineering reported the BSTRA ball crack as its only open issue. It was noted
that, with regard to structural integrity, the cracks must be self-limiting but during
testing a second crack did occur. Analysis of how representative the tests are is
on going. Additional testing may be required. With respect to FOD generation,
test and analysis is attempting to characterize the size of the FOD and determining
if the engine can handle it.

Space and Life Sciences reported crew completed their L-10 medical evaluations
and is healthy. It was noted that the Space and Life Sciences Directorate
performed the payload integration for this flight, at Code U’s request.

SR&QA reported that there are no new NSRS items, CIL’s, or hazards. SR&QA
is following the BSTRA tests and conducting a fault tree analysis.

It was noted that there will be 400 people supporting payload operations during the
mission, including international participants. Additionally, digital TV will be provided to
GSFC and an external POC has been set-up at the Florida Institute of Technology to
support ESA.

There were no other open issues or concerns expressed at the meeting.

EA/David Petri




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: Bill Bihner [wbihner@hg.nasa.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2003 2:27 PM
Cc: Roy.Bridges-1@ksc.nasa.gov; Jefferson.D.Howell1@jsc.nasa.gov;
Arthur.G.Stephenson@nasa.gov; William.Parsons@ssc.nasa.gov
Subject: STS-107 PMMT SMAR
P E
STS-107_SMAR P A‘I'I'1_52680.b<t

MMT.doc
Good Afternoon,

Attached please find the Code Q Pre-Launch Mission Management Team Edition
of the Safety and Mission Assurance Report (SMAR) for STS-107.

NOTE that the only change to this document from the FRR version is the
update to the BSTRA ball status based on a special PRCB meeting on Sunday,
Janaury 12. 0V-102 has been cleared to fly one additional mission,
STS-107. Actions assigned by the Shuttle Program Manager will determine
the longer term solution(s) to the BSTRA issue.

If there are any questions, please give me a call.
Thanks,

Bill

William J. Bihner, Jr,

NASA/QE
(202) 358-4441




Safety and Mission Assurance Report for
the STS-107 Mission

Pre-Launch Mission Management Team Edition

January 13, 2003

Enterprise Safety and Mission Assurance Division
Office of Safety and Mission Assurance
National Aeronautics and Space Administration
Washington, DC 20546
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SAFETY CERTIFICATION FOR THE FLIGHT READINESS REVIEW

The Enterprise Safety and Mission Assurance Division at NASA Headquarters has
been involved in the review of safety risk factors affecting the risk level of this Space
Shuttle mission. The Enterprise Safety and Mission Assurance Division has concurred
with the decision by the Space Shuttle Program Manager in approval of Element Hazard
Reports to baseline the program safety risk level. Changes to the risk baseline for the
Space Shuttle Program arise from mission unique requirements, mission processing
problems, in-flight anomalies, component testing, new analyses, and related issues from
other vehicles. Their resolution has been evaluated for risk acceptability.

The items referred to as safety risk factors are listed in this report as either unresolved
or resolved. Those safety risk factors that are unresolved must be resolved with adequate
supporting flight rationale prior to the flight of this Space Shuttle mission.

The Enterprise Safety and Mission Assurance Division certifies the risk acceptability
of the baseline safety risks with changes identified herein pending resolution of items

identified in this report as constraints and subject to resolution of any changes to risk
items.

Prepared by:

Original s/b Bill Bihner

Bill Bihner

Space Shuttle Safety and Mission Assurance
Enterprise Safety and Mission Assurance Division
Office of Safety and Mission Assurance
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Change Notice

This Safety and Mission Assurance Report (SMAR) has incorporated several changes
from prior editions of this document. The underlying goals of these changes are to make
the document more readable and useful to senior management.

{. No changes to this document.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Purpose

This Safety and Mission Assurance Report (SMAR) is produced by the National
Aceronautics and Space Administration (NASA) Headquarters, Office of Safety and
Mission Assurance (OSMA). The SMAR provides the OSMA Associate Administrator
{AA) and the Human Space Flight AA with a summary of the changes to the Shuttle
Program’s safety risk baseline as approved in the formal Failure Modes and Effects
Analysis/Critical Items List (FMEA/CIL) and Hazard Analysis process. Changes to the
baseline since the previous flight are included to highlight their significance in risk level
change. Flight rationale supporting any departure from the approved FMEA/CIL and
Shuttle Program baseline is provided. The SMAR documents unresolved safety risk
factors known up to this point impacting this flight.

The report is published on a mission-by-mission basis for use in the Flight Readiness
Review (FRR) and is updated for the Pre-launch Mission Management Team (PMMT)
Review (formerly the Launch Minus Two-Day Review), as needed.

1.2 Scope

The SMAR addresses the risk factors that represent a change from previous flights,
factors from previous flights that have impact on this flight, and factors that are unique to
this flight. Factors listed in the report are limited to items that affect, or have the
potential to affect, Space Shuttle safety and mission assurance and have been elevated to
Level I for discussion or approval. These changes are derived from a variety of sources
such as issues, concerns, problems, and anomalies. It is not the intent to attempt to scour
lower level files for items evaluated and closed at those levels and report them here; it is
assumed that their significance is such that Level I discussion or approval is not
appropriate for them. Items for which there is clearly no safety impact or potential
concern will not be reported here, although items that were evaluated at some length and
found not to be a concern will be reported as such.

1.3 Customers

The following are identified as the primary customers of this Safety and Mission
Assurance Report:

OSMA, Associate Administrator, Bryan D. O'Connor

OSMA, Acting Deputy Associate Administrator, James D. Lloyd

Office of Space Flight, Associate Administrator, William F. Readdy

Office of Space Flight, Deputy Associate Administrator for ISS & SSP, Major
General Michael Kostelnik
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2 Mission Summary

2.1 Mission & Vehicle Data

Mission Data

Launch Date: January 16, 2003

Landing Date: February I, 2003

Mission Duration: 16 days

Launch Site: KSC Pad 39A, MLP-1

RTLS: KSC Shuttle Landing Facility

Landing Site: KSC Shuttle Landing Facility

TAL Site: Moron, Spain Alternate TAL Site: Zaragoza, Spain
Inclination/Orbit: 39°/150 Nautical Miles Direct Insertion

Crew Size: 7 (click on hot links to see web-based descriptions)

Crew Position Name Flight Experience
Commander Rick Husband 1 flight

Pilot William McCool First flight
Payload Commander Michael Anderson 1 flight

Mission Specialist ~ Kalpana Chawla 1 flight

Mission Specialist David Brown First flight
Mission Specialist Laurel Clark First flight
Payload Specialist llan Ramon First flight

Vehicle Data

Orbiter: OV-102 (Flight # 28, last mission STS-109, March 1-12, 2002)
ET: ET-93 (Light Weight Tank)

SRBs: BI-116

RSRM Flight Set # 88

SSME (Last Hot-fire): ME#1 (SSC Green Run), ME#2 (STS-109), ME#3

(STS-108)

-- All SSME’s are Block II configuration.
Orbiter Software Build: 0I-29 (5" flight)
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2.2 Mission Assurance

Priority Mission Success Criteria
1 SPACEHAB commercial sponsored payloads
2 ESA/NASA sponsored payloads
3 NASA/ISS sponsored payloads
4 NASA/Code U sponsored payloads
5 FREESTAR
6 SIMPLEX
7 RAMBO
8 DTO’s
9 DSO’s

No EVA’s are planned for this mission.

The following link is a detailed mission/crew timeline:

http://mod.jsc.nasa.gov/dod/lightplan/STS 107/Final/107sfin.pdf
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3 Safety Risk Factors Assessment

This section contains a summary of the risk factors and their safety assessment status. Unresolved risk items, those that could
impact the safety and mission assurance of this flight and require further mitigation and statement of acceptable flight rationale, are
filtered to the top of the list and appear first in these tables. Resolved risk items are those that are considered closed with acceptable
flight rationale from a safety perspective.

# |Issue

Status this
flight

Description

Actions Taken

Risk Level Change

Action Needed to
Resolve {this flight &
long-term)?
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Issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resoive (this flight &
long-term)?
0V-103 17 |Resolved for |Special Topic 1. A detailed boroscope None for the next This Flight: Not a
Inch BSTRA {the next inspection of the BSTRA joints on |three missions. flight constraint for
Ball Crack |flight of OV- [1. OMRSD inspection of OV-103 |OV-102 was last done prior to STS-107.
102, OV-104 }17 inch LO2 feedline revealed a |STS-109. No discrepancies were
and OV-105. !crack in the ball of the Ball Strut [noted. |Long-Term: Program
(OV-103 Tie Rod Assembly (BSTRA) 2. Videos of the BSTRAs from must work to develop
currently in nearest the LO2 manifold. the summer 2002 flowliner inspection techniques,
Orbiter investigation is inconclusive for replacement criteria,
Maintenance 2. Failure of the ball could result {evaluating the BSTRA balls on and long term PRA
Down Period in: OV-102. (Boroscope inspections analysis.
(OMDP) until a. Lack of articulation of the BSTRA balls only shows
4/04) capability of the feedline resulting {about 25% of the ball.)

in structural failure of the feedline
b. FOD generation

3. BSTRA inspections on OV-
103, OV-104 and OV-105 are
complete. Additionally by Jan 14,
it is anticipated that 100% of the
BSTRA balls on OV-103 will be
inspected.

4. In a special PRCB on Jan 12,
the program after reviewing test
data and a preliminary PRA
analysis for SSME failure due to
FOD, the program agreed tc write
paper to allow one more flight of
OV-102, OV-104 and OV-105.

5. The program has
demonstrated that feedline joint
articulation is not an issue and
that FOD will be generated but
within acceptable limits.
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Issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?
SRB - BSM Special Topic This Flight:
Motor FOD 1. Testing performed
Resolved 1. Found small paint chip 1. During BSM processing at None to determine thermal
particles in a propellant mix bowl |CSD, FOD was observed on the effects on BSM
that was getting ready to be surface of the propellant. Five propellant burn on
used. paint chips from the painted imbedded paint chips
surfaces of the mixing bowl outer has cleared STS-107
rim were found. The total weight for flight.
of the five paint chips was 0.0079 2. Lead shot
grams. contamination in the
Resoived None BSMs is closed as a
2. Lead shot, from a recoilless  [2. All STS-107 processing x-rays flight issue for STS-
hammer that broke while being |were reanalyzed for high density 107
used to empty a mixing bowl for |indications and no anomalies were
another program. found. Long-Term: Review
process controls with
the vendor.
EVA - Resolved JSC One Pager None This Flight:
Biomed 1. Procedures for
Cable The biomed cables were builtin [1. Biomed cabling has been doning the space suit
Damage on the mid-1980s and some were  |visually inspected and tested and will add an inspection
STS-113 repaired in the mid-1980s. The |does not have any silicone to ensure the EVA
cables on this flight were repairs. cable is free of the
(STS-113 inspected on orbit due to aloss |2. Rationale for flight is based on body seal closure
was the last of data. When inspected, it was [the fact that in the event of a before closing the
Shuttle flight; found that the shielding on the  |short, there is insufficient power suit.
landing was cables was broken through the  |and energy within the cabling in
on 12/7/02) first layer of shielding. the suit to cause sparksfignition. 2. There are no

planned EVA's for
STS-107.
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Issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?

SSME - Resolved MSFC One Pager None This Flight: This is
Nozzle Leak not an issue for the
Below 1. §TS-113 launch video footage (1. Post-flight leak checks showed flight of STS-107.
Hatband 9 showed an external fire in the the leakage was about 0.005
on STS-113 10th bay of Nozzle 5007 near pounds mass per second (limit is

fuel feedline 5 on SSME 2050. [less than 0.02 pounds mass per

The fire is thought to be caused [second}. The leakage is not

by ignition of coldwall leakage significant since most missions are

and is near the vicinity of tolerant to 3 tube ruptures at the

previously documented coldwall |aft manifold at about 5.7 pounds

leakage. mass per second.

2. All pressure vessels in the 2. Preliminary inspections of

vicinity of the fire were cooled by [Engine 2050 after landing do not

fuel flow; all non-cooled show any obvious signs of thermal

structures were protected by damage. :

insulation. 3. The magnitude of the coldwall

3. External fires were also noted [leakage on STS-113 was

on STS-44 and STS-53 with no  |insignificant to engine

resulting hardware damage or performance.

performance loss.
SRB - Resolved MSFC One Pager. None None
Cleaning
Solvent 1. Source Control Drawings 1. Mincr changes to SCD specs
Specificatio (SCDs) for Spirit 126 and PF for PF degreaser allow purchase
n Change degreaser contain requirements |of COTS product.

limiting use of COTS products.

2. The Spirit 126 batch failed
SCD aniline point requiremetns.

2. The basis for certification was
"testing and similarity."
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Issue Status this [Description Actions Taken Risk [.evel Change [Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?
SRB - First |Resolved MSFC One Pager None None
Flight of
Pacific 1. One new aft separation bolt  |1. Bolt qual testing was
Scientific was utilized in Tait Service Mast [successfully completed.

Forward and
Aft
Separation
Bolts

(TSM) configuration on STS-
112/BI115.

2. STS-107/BI116 will be the first
use of forward and aft separation
bolts in flight configuration.

3. Bolt qual testing is complete.
Bolt used in TSM for STS-112
performed nominally. Inspection
shows typical fracture surfaces.

2. The single new bolt used in the
TSM for STS-112 performed
nominally. Post-inspection
showed typical fracture surfaces.
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Issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to

flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?

LO2 LWT Resolved MSFC One Pager None This Flight: Analysis

Normal During mission unique An Interface Revision Notice (IRN) indicates critical

Mission and assessment of MPS prediction, |was implemented to revise the structural margins of

RTLS Ullage LOZ tank pressurization analysis {upper and lower pressure limits. safety are unaffected

Pressure indicated viclations for the LO2 |The revised limits were presented for the proposed

Curves for tank nominal and RTLS missions.|to the Loads Panel on 12/02/02 maximum and

ET-93 The worst case analysis and the IRN was approved on minimum ICD limits

prediction indicated a 0.15 psi
violation between 82 and 102
secends for nominal mission
maximum limit, a 0.85 psi
violation between 0 and 1
seconds and a 0.25 psi violation
betwee 2 and 8 seconds for
nominal mission minimum limit,
and a 0.3 psi violation between 0
and 0.5 seconds and a 0.15 psi
violation between 3 and 7
seconds for RTLS minimum limit.

12/10/02.

The root cause for the ICD
viclations are due to use of Block
Il SSMEs with a Light Weight
Tank.

for STS-107/ET-93.

STS-107/ET-93 is
safe for flight.
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issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?
ET Vent Resolved MSFC One Pager None This Flight: Analysis
Valve Relief of ET-93 shows
Pressure Review of qualification data from |ET-93 is the first Light Weight positive margin

the new vent/relief valve supplier
(Ketema) identified reduced relief
pressure during pre-press. When
considering scatter in the valve
cracking pressure, there is
reduced margin to relief during
LH2 tank pre-pressurization.

Tank (LWT) to fly with three Block
Il SSMEs. An assessment using
tank specific ullage pressure
transducer biases was performed.
The analysis still showed positive
margins between minimum relief
pressure and the maximum
pressure allowed during pre-
press.

between the minimum
ATP predicted valve
relief pressure and
the maximum ullage
pressure during pre-
press. STS-107/ET-
93 is safe for flight
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Issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |(Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?
Flowliner |Resolved JSC One Pager None This Flight: Based on
Corrosion OV-102 Actions Complete: the successfully
Resistant Following STS-110 an OV-104 completed crack
Steel MPS LH2 propellant feediine 1. Crack repair welds, post NDE, repair welds, polishing
(CRES) flowliner was found to have & clean-up of 3 observed OV-102 of LH2 flowliner slots,
Issue cracks at three slot locations. flowliner cracks are complete. internal feedline NDE

Weld repairs were performed on
the Inconel 718 flowliners. The

repaired flowliner flew

successfully on STS-112. STS-
112 post-flight inspections

revealed no cracks.

Inspections on OV-102 revealed
cracks in the LHZ downstream
flowliner which is made from

CRES 321.

Polishing of LH2 gimbal joint
downstream and upstream
flowliner slots is complete.

2. The LH2 feedline NDE
inspections are complete and
good.

2. The BSTRA joint was clear with
no issues (ball not inspected}), the
beliows to gimbal weld was clear
with 0.54 margin of safety at
cryogenic proof pressure, the
bellows was cleared for 51
missions using conservative
analysis technique, and the gimbal
ring was cleared for 100 plus
missions.

3. Teardown and inspection of the
LH2 qualification test and MPTA
feedlines was completed with no
issues.

inspections, and
coupon testing, CV-
102 was cleared for
OPF rollout and flight.
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# |Issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?
10 | 8TS-113 Resolved JSC One Pager. Although the root cause is still None This Flight: None
Right under investigation, there is
Orbiter 1. Atthe end of the OMS burn, |rationale for flight:
Manuvering the right ball valve 2 continued to |1. Failure of an OMS engine ball
System indicate open. The indication valve to close is crit 1R/2.
(OMS) Bi- dropped only 0.5% so that the Subsequent failure of the second
Propellant reading was 95.8% when it ball valve in series could result in
Valve Open should be 0%. loss of propellant;however,
Indication 2. Per the flight rules, the right  |controls are in place to minimize

OMS was declared usable only
for deorbit. All remaining on-orbit
OMS burns were performed
using the single engine left OMS
only.

propellant loss real time via
isolation.

2. The ball valves and Linear
Variable Differential Transducers
(LVDT) on OV-102 have no
history of problems in 28 flights.
3. The LVDTs on OV-102 have
flown only one mission since they
were last cleaned.

4. A safe deorbit burn is still
possible with either a failed open
ball valve or failed LVDT.
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# |lssue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change [Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?

11 [8TS-113 Resolved JSC One Pager. 1. Ice formation was the None This Flight: None
Flash suspected cause on STS-113. A
Evaporator The FES shut down during a FES|core flush procedure was A newly refurbished
System water dump on the PRI B successfully performed. The FES FES was installed in
(FES) controller. Attempts to restart on |[continued to operate nominally on 0OV-102 at OMM and
Primary B PRI B were unsuccessful. the PRI A controller for the has successfully
Controller remainder of the flight. passed ATP and
Failure 2. The root cause of the failure is OMSRD testing. All

a leaking spray valve on the "B"
system. The spray vaive
assembly has been removed and
replaced.

the controller and
control modes were
verified.
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# |lssue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?
12 [8TS-113 02 | Resolved JSC One Pager. None This Flight: None
leak in the
Mid-Body 1. The mid-body and payload 1. The leaking secondary O2 fiex Long Term:

bay Hazardous Gas Detection
System sample lines showed
high levels of O2 during pre-
launch. The levels measured
130 to 15 ppm and they should
be approximately zero.

2. Troubleshooting isolated the
leakage to Pressure Control
System (PCS) System 2 between
the valve panel and the 576
bulkhead.

3. Post-scrub inspection of the
hardware found a blowing leak,
550 scim, on the flex hose on the
upper side of the flex hose braid
at the 576 bulkhead fitting. The
fiex hose braiding showed signs
of bird caging deformation,
typically an indication the flex
hose has been subjected to an
applied external load.

hose as well as the primary O2
and secondary N2 flex hoses,
were removed and replaced.

2. Failure analysis was performed
on the leaking flex hose. The
findings indicated the presence of
cracks and fatigue striations in
some flex hoses, which are a
result of relatively low frequency
reverse bending fatigue.

3. Leak checks confirmed that the
hoses were good for flight. There
were no cther problems with this
system during the remainder of
the STS-113 flight.

The 02 and N2 lines on STS-107
were inspected and leak-checked
with no issues for flight.
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# |Issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?
13 |STS-109 Resolved JSC One Pager. 1. The flow rate was stable None Thig Flight: None.
Freon following this event.
Coolant 1. On 8T8-109, several seconds |2. The flight rule states that the
Loop 1 Flow after Main Engine Cut Off minimum flow rate in the aft
Degradation {(MECO), the freon coolant loop |coldplate branch is 211 ib/hr
(FCL) 1 aft coldplate flow rate actual, 236 Ib/hr allowing for
(STS-109 decreased from 304 ib/hr fo 226 |measurement uncertainty, for a
was OV- Ib/hr. one FCL entry.
102's last 3. It was determined by analysis
flight, 3/1/02 2. The FCL 1 interchanger flow |that FCL 1 would be able to
- 3/12/02) and payload heat exchanger flow |provide sufficient cooling for the

increased at the same time,
which confirmed a restriction in
the aft coldplate branch.

mission if FCL 2 failed and the
mission continued as planned.

4, The debris that caused the flow
restriction was removed; X-ray
and visual inspections verified
acceptable system cleanliness.

The contamination responsible for
the STS-109 anomaly was
removed from OV-102. OV-102
FCL 1 ACP leg orifice, FPM, and
pump inlet filters were replaced.
X-rays verified no additional
contamination.
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# |Issue Status this  |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resoive {this flight &
iong-term)?

14 |EOM Resolved JSC One Pager Flight rule change recognizes that [None This Flight: Flight rule
Nosewheel Loss of both tires on one main  |KSC runway -- with recent load wili be STS-107
Steering gear strut and/or loss of one bearing shoulder improvements -- specific until the rule
Flight Rule nosegear tire could result in loss |is now better than EDW or NOR. can be incorporated
Change of orbiter directional control into the "all flights”

during landing rollout with document.
possible lateral runway departure
culminating in structural breakup.

15 |First Flight |Resolved JSC One Pager The AMECs installed in OV-102  |None None
of Two This is just a procedural successfully completed
AMECs notification. The Advanced acceptance testing and were

Master Event Controller (AMEC)
has flown as a single unit on 13
other flights. There were no
anomalies on any of those flights.

subjected to over 1000 hours of
burn-in testing at SAIL. They
passed OMSRD testing with no
anomalies.

There are two AMEC LRUs per
orbiter and each AMEC has tow
cores. Each core is capable of
performing the sparation functions
for the Shuttle.
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# |Issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?

16 |SRB - Resolved MSFC One Pager None This Flight: No issues
Amphenol 1. This is a connector issue that for STS-107
Connector 1. Inspections of Integrated was discovered during a bench
Pin Lack of Electronic Assembly (IEA) cables |test. One of the sockets on the
Retention in the Solid Rocket Booster connector was open and would

Assembly and Refurbishment
Facility (ARF) revealed two
cables with defective sockets that
caused intermittent contact.

2. Amphenol connectors on OV-
102 are located on the SRB
upper strut cables (BUS A&B),
cable end which mates to the aft
1EA.

not retain the pin.

2. Further investigations
discovered another cable
assembly with the same connector
problem. Will identify a root cause
and contact the vendor
{(Amphenol).

3. The root cause was isolated to
two particular contacts. All STS-
107 contacts were inspected and
none were were found to be bad.
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# |Issue Status this  {Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
fong-term)?

17 |Body Flap |Resolved Special Topic 1. The most probable cause of None This Flight: None.
Accuator the actuator corrosion is Close-out photos
Corrosion Internal corrosion (on the water/moisture intrusion. A verified no corrosion

actuator housing gear teeth and [Magnetic Particle Inspection on OV-102
{Problem the ocutput shaft) was detected on|performed on the corroded OV-
discovered the OV-104 body flap actuators |104 BF actuators revealed no Long Term: Program
while while at the vendor {Hamilton cracks. Shaft corrosion was will address actuator
processing Sundstrand) for external shallow and not a concern. The corrosion as a long-
OV-104) corrosion repairs. gear corrosion will not cause a term flight issue.

near term failure of the BF
actuator. The robust design of the
BF actuator provides for load
sharing between gear teeth. In
the event of a weakened gear
tooth, the load is redistributed
within the outher gears.

2. Following OV-102's last flight
(STS-109) close-out inspections
found no corrosion or anomalies
on the BF actuators.

3. When QOV-103 - the fleet leader
-~ was looked at very recently,
another actuator was found with
corrosion.
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# |Issue Status this  |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change [Action Needed to
flight Resoive (this flight &
long-term)?

18 |EVA -STS- |Resolved JSC One Pager None This Flight: NASA will
113 EVA work with USA to
Crew- This is a procedural issue. The |The crew member was able to make sure that the
member crew member trained with the swap suit parts on orbit and by his suit meets
Boot Fit proper suit which had been third EVA, he had a suit that fit crewmember

tailored following feedback from |properly. requirements if

his flight on STS-92. When the needed for a

suit was preped for the STS-113 contingency

mission, USA added the one inch Long Term. NASA

spine growth length to the leg will work with USA to

part of the suit and not the body elaborate the

section. procedures for proper
suit fit.

19 |STS-113 Resolved MSFC One Pager The root cause of the [problem None This Flight: No
Post-Flight A stainless steel washer (foreign [has been determined to be a issues.

Observation object) was observed during the |radial plug which became

- Foreign disassembly of STS-113 (RSRM- |disassembled during removal; the
Material in 86) in the bottom of one of the  [washer was inadvertently not
RSRM nozzle-to-case joint radial holes. |removed; and the condition was
Nozzle-to- This could have potentially not detected by the assembly
Case Joint impacted joint clamping and seal |personnel.

Radial Bolt integrity. A PAS report has been generated
Hole to track corrective actions. There

are no joint performance issues:
adequate bolt preload verified by
process controls and seal integrity
verified by leak test.
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# |Issue Status this [Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change |Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?
20 (STS-113 Resolved MSFC One Pager The root cause and corrective None This Flight: No issues
Post-Flight Post-flight assessments of STS- |actions are still being evaluated.
Observation 113 (RSRN-86) observed rubber |A PAS report has been generated.
- Flashing flashing on the sealing element of|The rationale for flight is based on
on RSRM five nozzle-to-case joint packing- |leak checks (that verify seal
Nozzle-to- with-retainers. Foreign material |integrity at high and low bolt
Case Joint on these packing-with-retainers  jtorque and pressure), the packing-
Packing could impact the redundant with-retainers are in high
with sealing function on the nozzle-to- lcompression during motor
Retainers case joint. operation, and engineering flaw
testing demonstrated high
tolerance for packing-with-retainer
element defects.
21 |SSME Resolved MSFC One Pager The basis for certification is None This Flight; No issues
Controller The change is being incorporated [similarity; hotfire testing (over 29
Coolant to mitigate two issues: The starts and 17,030 seconds); and
Duct controller coolant ductis in a VCR 586 approval on 10/22/01.
Redesign - congested area and there have
1st Flight been problems associated with
ECP maintaining the proper clearance

to the powerhead; and the soft
aluminum material is susceptible
to handling damage.
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# |Issue Status this |Description Actions Taken Risk Level Change [Action Needed to
flight Resolve (this flight &
long-term)?

22 |Orbital Resolved Program calculates Orbital 1. Odds of Critical Penetration 1. Risk level is within |Long Term: The
Debris and Debris risk probability for each  [(OCP): 1/370 (Program Program's risk Program should
Micrometeor mission requirement 1/200). acceptance range for |continue to assess
oid Risks Orbital Debris and methods to further

2. Odds of Radiator Leak
Penetration (ORLP): 1/315
(Program Requirement 1/61).

Meteoroid exposure.
2. Note that the risk
level is slightly
iower compared to
8TS-113, the
previous mission
(OCP was 1/244 and
ORLP was 1/253).

reduce the risk of
orbital debris and
micrometeoroids.
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ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: SR&QA MER Console [srqamer1@jsc.nasa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, January 16, 2003 10:34 AM

To: 'srga-mer@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov'

Subject: STS-107 Launch Report

STS-107 Launch Report
GMT 16:16:30

Shift Lead: Andy Foster

Ascent Ops Specialist: Andy Foster

Tanking/MPS Specialists: Bill Prince, Dan Clements
Mission Engineer: Megan Bell (OJT)

ST5-107 was successfully launched on January 16, 2003 at GMT 16:15:39
(09:30 CST). While some IPR's were worked, there were no LCC violations
during the prelaunch countdown. Weather was never a concern during the
launch for KSC or at the TAL sites.

Performance during powered flight was nominal. MECO occurred on time and
inserted the vehicle into an initial 156 x 43 nm orbit. ET sep and all
subsequent events were nominal. OMS 2 occurred at 16:16:20 GMT. The 186.1
fps burn boosted the vehicle into a 156 x 146 nm orbit.

There are no vehicle anomalies at this time.

To subscribe to this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
subscribe srga-mer

end

To unsubscribe from this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomc@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
unsubscribe srga-mer

end

The shift reports are also posted on the SR&QA bulletin board at the
following internet address:
http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/BBS/current/default.htm

or

http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/bbs/default.htm

If you need additional information about this mailing list, please contact
michael.,j.penneyl@.jsc.nasa.gov




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

DISLER, JONATHAN M. (JON) (JSC-SX) (LM)

Thursday, January 16, 2003 6:37 PM

Armando Oliu (E-mail); BAHR, PATRICIA A. (PAT) (JSC-SJ) (NASA); BARBARA A. CONTE
(JSC-DM) (E-mail); Bill Lamkin; BOBBIE G. SWAN (JSC-CA) (E-mail); Brenda Eliason;
BRIAN K. BALU (JSC-NC) (E-mail); Carlos Ortiz-Longo; Chris "The Man" Cloudt; Chris
Hadfield (E-mail); Chris Lessmann; Christine Boykin; Curt Larsen / MS2; Dan Clements / NC-
GH2; David Brown / CB (STS-107); David Moyer / MER Manager (E-mail); DAVID R. BRETZ
(JSC-SN) (E-mail); David Rigby / MPS SSM (E-mail); DENA S. HAYNES (JSC-EV) (E-mail);
Don Prevett; DONALD L. (DON) MCCORMACK (JSC-MV) (E-mail); Doug White; Douglas
Powell (MAF), FRED F. MAYER (JSC-NC) (E-mail); Gail Hargrove Boeing-Houston Imagery
Scrn.; Greg Katnik; Gregory Galbreath; GREGORY J. BYRNE (JSC-SN3) (E-mail); JAMES B.
(BRITT) WALTERS (JSC-SF2) (E-mail); 'James Feeley' (E-mail); James Walters: JAVIER J.
JIMENEZ (JSC-EA) (E-mail); Jeff Goodmark (E-mail); Jene Richart / MS2; Jill Lin: Jim
Harder; ‘John McKee' (E-mail); John Ventimiglia; JONATHAN M. (JON) DISLER (JSC-SN)
(E-mail); Jorge Rivera; Julie Kramer; Karen Alfaro (E-mail); KENNETH L. BROWN (JSC-MV)
(E-mail); KEVIN L. CROSBY (JSC-SN) (E-mail); 'L Lohrli' (E-mail); Malcolm Glenn; MARK D.
ERMINGER (JSC-NC) (E-mail); Mark Erminger; MARK L. HOLDERMAN (JSC-MS) (E-mail);
MARSHA S. IVINS (JSC-CB) (E-mail); MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG); Michael
Anderson / CB (STS-107); MICHAEL W. SNYDER (JSC-SN) (E-mail); Mike Cagle / Boeing
Film Screen; Mike O'farrell; P J. (JEFF) BERTSCH (JSC-DD) (E-mail); Pam Madera (E-mait};
PAUL F. DYE (JSC-DAB8) (E-mail); PAYNE, ROBERT W. (JSC-SA13) (LM); 'Philip Kopfinger'
(E-mail); Philip Peterson / Boeing Film Screen (E-mail); Philip Reid / Boeing Film Screen;
PREMKUMAR SAGANTI PhD (JSC-SN) (E-mail); RANDALL W. ADAMS (JSC-MS2) (E-
mail); RAYMOND T. (RAY) SILVESTRI (JSC-DM4) (E-mail); Rick Husband / CB (STS-107);
Robbie Robbinson; Robert Page; ROBERT SCHARF (JSC-SN) (E-mail); Robert Speece;
ROBERT W. FRICKE JR (JSC-MV) (E-mail); Rodney Rocha / ES2 (E-mail); Rodney Wallace;
Rohit Dhawan; Ronald Clayton / MS2; Roy Glanville; Rudy Ramon; SA REP: Sara
Brandenburg; Scott Otto; Stephen Frick / CB; Steve Derry; Tom Rieckhoff: Tom Wilson;
Treith' (E-mait)

JSC STS-107 Launch Video Screening Report

JSC STS-107 Launch Video Screening Report
January 16, 2003

JSC Image Science and Analysis Group
Human Exploration Science Office / SX

ANOMALY CANDIDATES

No potentially anomalous events were noted during the screening of the STS-107 launch videos that were
received. The long range tracking videos (second engineering replays) have not been sent via satellite to JSC.
When the second replays are received they will be screened and a report will be sent to distribution.

OBSERVATIONS

The following observations are not considered anomalous but are worth noting:

OTV070 - The SSME ignition appeared normal on the video views. The start times for SSME ignition as seen
on the OTV070 video were:

SSME #3 15:38:55.218 UTC
SSME #2 15:38:55.371 UTC
SSME #1 15:38:55.468 UTC




The SSME Mach diamonds formed in the expected sequence (3,2,1). The times for the Mach diamond
formation were:

SSME #3 15:38:56.769 UTC
SSME #2 15:38:56.835 UTC
SSME #1 15:38:57.187 UTC

(The above engine start and Mach diamond formation times will be refined using the high speed engineering
films during the film screening this weekend.)

OTV(51, OTV070 - A small, white-colored flash was observed on the exterior of SSME #1 after SSME
ignition (15:38:57.972 UTC). This flash was probably a piece of hydrogen burn igniter contacting the engine
bell and it is not considered an abnormal event.

OTV009, OTV054, OTV063 - Pieces of purge barrier material from the LH2 umbilical were seen falling aft
along the -Z side of the body flap during SSME ignition (15:38:57.203 UTC).

OTV009, OTV054 - Right inboard and outboard elevon motion was apparent during liftoff, Elevon motion
during liftoff is a normal event. However, the elevon motion seen on STS-107 may have been greater than that
typically seen.

OTV009 - A small light-colored piece of debris, probably debris from the SRB flame duct, was seen on the east
side of the launch pad (between the RSRB and the body flap as seen on the east looking OTV009 camera view)
during liftoff (15:39:01.710 UTC).

OTV051 - A piece of RCS paper debris was seen falling from near the right RCS stinger between SSME #1 and
SSME #3 during SSME ignition (15:38:59.308 UTC).

OTV051 - A light-colored streak or flash was seen in the SSME #1 exhaust plume after SSME ignition
(15:38:59.722 UTC).

OTV009, 0TV049, OTV054 - Typical of previous missions, multiple pieces of ice debris were seen falling
from the ET/Orbiter umbilicals and along the -Z side of the body flap during SSME ignition through liftoff, A
single piece of umbilical ice debris contacted the forward surface of the LO2 electric cable tray near the LO2
umbilical during SSME ignition (15:38:56.054 UTC). Ice debris was seen falling near the LH2 four inch
recirculation line. No damage to the launch vehicle was noted.

OTV051, OTV070 - Orange vapor (possibly free burning hydrogen) was seen forward of the SSME rims
during SSME ignition. Orange vapor forward of the SSME rims during SSME ignition has been seen on

previous mission films and videos.

OTV061- Frost and vapors were visible on the -Y ET GOX vent louver prior to liftoff. Frost on the ET vent
louvers has been seen on previous mission videos.

OTV060, OTV(71 - The GH2 vent arm retraction and latch back appeared normal on the launch video views.

OTV050, OTV0S1 - Ice debris was seen falling from the LH2 and LO2 TSM T-0 umbilical disconnects at
liftoff.

OTYV051- A piece of probable SRB flame duct debris was seen aft of the LSRB during liftoff.
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KTV4A, KTV13, KTV21A - Light or orange-colored flares in the SSME exhaust plume were seen during
ascent at the following times:

15:39:12.468 UTC
15:39:14.550 UTC
15:39:33.390 UTC
15:39:33.441 UTC
15:39:35.609 UTC
15:39:40.332 UTC

A large flare was seen at 15:39:37.160 UTC. Flares in the SSME exhaust plume during ascent are sometimes
caused by debris contacting the SSME plume. Usually this debris is RCS paper. Flares in the SSME exhaust
plume have been observed on previous mission videos.

KTV4A - A single, light-colored piece of debris was seen exiting the SRB exhaust plume during ascent prior to
SRB separation. This debris was probably instafoam from the aft end of the SRBs. The debris was seen at
15:40:19.871 UTC.

Other normal events observed included:

RCS paper debris from SSME ignition through liftoff, ice / frost on SSME purge drain-line vents, ET twang, ice
and vapor from the LO2 and LH2 TSM T-0 umbilicals prior to and after disconnect, acoustic waves in the
exhaust cloud after liftoff, ET aft dome outgassing and charring of the ET aft dome after liftoff, vapor off the
SRB stiffener rings, and the roll maneuver.

Normal pad events observed were:

Hydrogen burn igniter operation, FSS and MLP deluge water activation, LH2 and LO2 TSM T-0 umbilical
disconnect and retraction, LH2 TSM door closure.

NOTES:

The STS-107 launch of Columbia (OV-102) from Pad A occurred on Thursday, January 16, 2003 at
016:15:39:00.109 UTC as seen on camera OTV050. SRB separation occurred at approximately
016:15:41:06.500 UTC as seen on camera KTV4A.

On launch day, 19 videos were received and screened. The second engineering long range tracking videos were
not received. The long range tracking videos will be screened upon receipt. Timing data was received on all of

the videos received except KTV13.

The launch film screening will be conducted on Saturday and Sunday and a report will be sent to distribution on
Monday, January 20, 2003.

Selected launch views are available for viewing at the following web address:

<http://sn-isag.jsc.nasa.gov/shuttleweb/mission_support/sts-107/launch video/1071aunchvideo.shtml>

Jon Disler / SX3-LM
Chris Cloudt / SX3-HEI
Joe Caruana / SX3-LM




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: SR&QA MER Console [srqamer1@jsc.nasa.gov]
Sent: Friday, January 17, 2003 8:59 AM

To: 'srqa-mer@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov'

Subject: STS-107 FDO1 Report

STS-107 Flight Day 01 Report
GMT 017:14:30

Shift Leads: Andy Foster, Ross Engle, Jeff Peters
Mission Engineer: Megan Bell (OJT)

The STS5-107 mission is progressing nominally. Payload bay door opening was
nominal and the port radiator was deployed. Spacehab activation alsc was
nominal though a bit late. Spacehab activities are progressing nominally at
this time. Orbiter consumables are above the levels required for the
planned mission. Twenty-twoc hours of margin were reported at the
Engineering meeting this morning.

Two items are being carried as MER anomalies at this time.

ACZ2 Phase B exhibited sluggish performance during the prelaunch and
post-insertion timeframes. Sluggish performance was first noted at T-31
seconds in the launch countdown and then twice during post-insertion
activities. During the operation of three motors, AC2 phases A and C would
increase to expected values while phase B would rise to only half of what
was expected but recover to nominal values within one second. Motor
operation was nominal. The affected motors are: vent doors 8 and 9,
Ku-band deploy motor 2, and port payleocad door open motor 2. There are no
common circuits or motor control assemblies for these motors though they are
all contrelled via cirecuit breakers found on panel MA73C. However, other
motors controlled by those circuit breakers are showing nominal operating
signatures. Engineering 1s continuing to examine data, but there is no
in-flight troubleshooting planned at this time. This anomaly holds no
mission impact since all motors will operate nominally even if there were a
complete failure of phase B. At this time, we believe the mission is at no
additional risk. We are continuing to monitor and evaluate this anomaly.

During Spacehab activation, the crew reported they could not communicate to
Spacehab from the Orbiter over the intercommunications (ICOM) B loop. ICOM
A is working nominally, and this is considered to be a loss of redundancy
impact. No mission impact is expected, and currently no in flight
troubleshocting is planned.

MER Anomalies:
MER~-01 AC2 Phase B Sluggish Current Signature
MER-02 No ICOM B in Spacehab

To subscribe to this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
subscribe srga-mer

end

To unsubscribe from this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
unsubscribe srga-mer

end




The shift reports are also posted on the SR&QA bulletin board at the

following internet address:
http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/BBS/current/default.htm

or
http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/bbs/default.htm

If you need additional information about this mailing list, please contact
michael.j.penneyl@.jsc.nasa.gov




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: DISLER, JONATHAN M. (JON) (JSC-SX) (LM)
Sent: Friday, January 17, 2003 12:56 PM
To: Armando Oliu (E-mail); BAHR, PATRICIA A. (PAT) (JSC-SJ) (NASA): BARBARA A. CONTE

(JSC-DM) (E-mait); Bill Lamkin; BOBBIE G. SWAN {JSC-CA) (E-mail); Brenda Eliason;
BRIAN K. BALU (JSC-NC) (E-mail); Carlos Ortiz-Longo; Chris "The Man" Cloudt; Chris
Hadfield (E-mail); Chris Lessmann; Christine Boykin; Curt Larsen / MS2; Dan Clements / NC-
GH2; David Brown / CB (STS-107); David Moyer / MER Manager (E-mail); DAVID R. BRETZ
(JSC-SN) (E-mail); David Rigby / MPS SSM (E-mail); DENA S. HAYNES (JSC-EV) (E-mail);
Don Prevett;, DONALD L. (DON) MCCORMACK (JSC-MV) (E-mail); Doug White; Douglas
Powell (MAF); FRED F. MAYER (JSC-NC) (E-mail); Gail Hargrove Boeing-Houston Imagery
Scrn.; Greg Katnik; Gregory Galbreath; GREGORY J. BYRNE (JSC-SN3) (E-mail); JAMES B.
(BRITT) WALTERS (JSC-SF2) (E-mail); 'James Feeley' (E-mail); James Walters; JAVIER J.
JIMENEZ (JSC-EA) (E-mail); Jeff Goodmark (E-mail); Jene Richart / MS2; Jill Lin; Jim
Harder; ‘John McKee' (E-mail); John Ventimiglia; JONATHAN M. (JON) DISLER (JSC-SN)
{E-mail); Jorge Rivera; Julie Kramer; Karen Alfaro (E-mail); KENNETH L. BROWN (JSC-MV)
(E-mail); KEVIN L, CROSBY (JSC-SN) (E-mail); 'L Lohrii' (E-mail); Malcolm Glenn; MARK D.
ERMINGER (JSC-NC) (E-mail); Mark Erminger; MARK L. HOLDERMAN (JSC-MS) (E-mail);
MARSHA S. IVINS (JSC-CB) (E-mait}; MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG); Michael
Anderson / CB (STS-107); MICHAEL W. SNYDER (JSC-SN) (E-mail); Mike Cagle / Boeing
Film Screen; Mike O'farrell; P J. (JEFF) BERTSCH (JSC-DD) (E-mail); Pam Madera (E-mail);
PAUL F. DYE (JSC-DAB8) (E-mail); PAYNE, ROBERT W. (JSC-SA13) (LM); "Philip Kopfinger'
(E-mail); Philip Peterson / Boeing Film Screen (E-mail); Philip Reid / Boeing Film Screen;
PREMKUMAR SAGANTI PhD (JSC-SN) (E-mail); RANDALL W. ADAMS (JSC-MS2) (E-
mail); RAYMOND T. (RAY) SILVESTRI (JSC-DM4) (E-mail); Rick Husband / CB (STS-107);
Robbie Robbinson; Robert Page; ROBERT SCHARF (JSC-SN) (E-mail); Robert Speece;
ROBERT W. FRICKE JR (JSC-MV) (E-mail); Rodney Rocha / ES2 (E-mail); Rodney Wallace;
Rohit Dhawan; Ronald Clayton / MS2; Roy Glanville; Rudy Ramon: SA REP; Sara
Brandenburg; Scott Otto; Stephen Frick / CB; Steve Derry; Tom Rieckhoff, Tom Wilson;
Treith' (E-mail)

Subject: STS-107 Long Range Tracking Video Screening

JSC STS-107 Launch Screening - Long Range Tracking Videos
January 17, 2003
JSC Image Science and Analysis Group Human Exploration Science Office / SX
ANOMALY

ET204, ET208, ET212 - During ascent at approximately 81 seconds MET, a large light-colored piece of debris
was seen to originate from an area near the ET/Orbiter forward attach bipod. The debris appeared to move
outboard in a -Y direction, then fell aft along the left Orbiter fuselage, and struck the leading edge of the left
wing. The strike appears to have occurred on or relatively close to the wing glove near the Orbiter fuselage.
After striking the left wing the debris broke into a spray of white-colored particles that fell aft along the
underside (-Z side) of the Orbiter left wing. The spray of particles was last seen near the LSRB exhaust plume.

Still views and a movie loop of this event are being placed on our web site for viewing at the following address:

<http://sn-isag.jsc.nasa.gov/shuttleweb/mission_support/sts-107/launch video/107launchvideo.shtmi>

The times of this event are as follows:

Debris first seen near ET/Orbiter forward attach: 016:15:40:21.699 UTC
Debris contacted left wing; 016:15:40:21.882 UTC

1




Screening of the high speed and high resolution long range tracking films that may show more detail of this
event will begin on Saturday morning, January 18%,

Normal Observations Noted Included:

Vapor off the SRB stiffener rings, recirculation, SRB plume brightening, and slag debris after SRB separation.
NOTES:

The long range video tracking views had very soft focus possibly due to clouds and haze.

SRB separation occurred at approximately 016:15:41:06.558 UTC as seen on camera ET208.

Five long range tracking videos were received and screened. Timing data was received on all of the videos
received except ET207.

The launch film screening will be conducted on Saturday and Sunday and a report will be sent to distribution on
Monday, January 20, 2003.

Jon Disler / SX3-L.M
Joe Caruana / SX3-LM
Eric Nielsen / SX3-HEI




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

MINO11703.doc

BAZAN, DEBORAH S. (DEBBIE) (JSC-NC) (GHG)

Friday, January 17, 2003 3:05 PM

DL SRQA PAR SUPPORT; Leigh Martin (MSFC) (E-mail); Brenda Willis (E-mail); Alan
Peterson (Boeing) (E-mail); Arnold Clifton T. (E-mail); Barnes Jeffrey E (Boeing) (E-mail);
Bevels Vicki (E-mail); Bill Bihner (E-mail); Bill Loewy (E-mail); 'Carol Rush' (E-mail); Chris Hill
(MSFC) (E-mail); 'Cianciola C. (MSFC) @SMTP' (E-mail); Corey Harrell (MSFC) (E-mail);
Daniels Angela (E-mail); Darrelt Warner (Boeing) (E-mail); Dave Spacek (MSFC) (E-mail);
‘Diana Heberling' (E-mail); donnie. george/msfc (E-mail); Dumetz Marisa (E-mail); Engler
Tom (E-mail); Emest-1 Stephen (E-mail); Fred Dadfar (MSFC) (E-mail); ‘Gatto Leigh(IV&V)'
(E-mail); Gordon-1 Mark {E-mail); Gregg George (MSFC) (E-mail); griffith (jamss) (E-mail);
Haddad-1 Michael (E-mail); Hashimoto Rick (E-mail); 'Hill Bill (HQ) @SMTP' (E-mail);
‘Howell. Nelda' (E-mail); James Halsell (KSC) (E-mail); John McPherson (MSFC) (E-mail);
John. R. Dicks@ivv. nasa. gov (E-mail); Keith Pauley (E-mail); Kennedy Michael (E-mail);
kim. carmean@msfc. nasa. gov (E-mail); ‘Lackey Ed' (E-mail); Leigh Martin (MSFC) (E-mail);
Linda Combs (E-mail); Mark Kowalesky (HQ) (E-mail); Mike Card (HQ); mikesmiles; Mitsuie
Masami (NASDA) (E-mail); Moorhead-Ili James L (E-mail); Mr. Takeuchi(nasda) (E-mail);
Mullane Dan (E-mail); Nathan Kyser (jams) (E-mail); Nobles Noel R (E-mail); pollystenger;
rich patrican; Roger Counts; 'Sandy', Sharolee Huet-1 (E-mail); Sims, John (MSFC); Sue
Fenn (HQ); 'Suzanne Little'; thomas S Toutsi (GDSFC); thomas.w.hartline@msfc.nasa.gov;
Tom Hancock (MSFC); Walker, Angelia; Wbihner (E-mail); wbostick; 'Willis-1, Brenda'; Wren
Robert J (USA); Zavala, Velma (USA)

PAR-5 Minutes for 01/17/2003

L]

http:/lwwwsrqa.jsc.nasa.gov/par/

Upcoming PARs:

STS-114/ULF-1 JPAR
STS-114/ULF-1 JPAR
STS-114/ULF-1 JPAR

01/31/03
02/12/03
02/26/03

Note: Current changes indicated to the right by *****
Presenters review your items and submit any changes to the PAR Coordinator as soon as possible.

Debbie Bazan, JSC PAR Coordinator
(281) 244-1862 dbazan@ems.jsc.nasa.gov




PAR-5 MINUTES

JANUARY 17, 2003
http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/par/

The next PAR-5 will be held on Friday, 1/24/02 at 09:30 am Central.
The PAR-S is a weekly telecon for representatives in the PAR process.
Debbie Bazan, JSC PAR Coordinator, (281) 244-1862 dbazan@ems.jsc.nasa.gov Note: Current changes indicated to the right by *****

PRESENTERS REVIEW THEIR ITEMS AND SUBMIT ANY CHANGES OR REQUESTS FOR CHANGES TC THE PAR-5 COORDINATOR
PRIOR TO THE NEXT MEETING.

10P FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES

10P SORR 01/16/03 ISS 10P PAR: 01/10/03 (immediately following 107 PMMT)
10P Launch: 02/02/03

THE FOLLOWING ITEMS WERE DISCUSSED AT THE 10P PAR:
Mission Overview:
1.  Mission Success Criteria
A. 10P
(Bobbie Jenkins)
2.  Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. 10P Payloads

(Jeff Nill)

3. ISS 10P Overview
(Bobbie Jenkins)

4. 1SS S&MA CoFR Status
(Jim Wade)

Special Topics:
1. STATION
A. tbd

2. INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Mark Gordon)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)
3. EVA
A. tbd

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE




STS-114/ULF1 (OV-104) FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES
SORR 02/04/03 PAR: 01/31/03
FRR: 02/13/03 FRR Tagup:  02/12/03
Prelaunch MMT: 02/27/03 PMMT Tagup: 02/26/03
Shuttle Launch: 03/01/03 (NET)

Mission Overview: Due Noon 1/28/03

1. Mission Success Criteria
A. Shuttle (Jim Gardner-1)
B. Station (Boeing)
C. Shuttle Crew Constraint Exceptions (Jim Pendergast-2)

2.  Station Overview (Boeing)
- Open wark
- ISS Software (IV&V)
- On-orbit Status & - Vehicle Status
- ISS on orbit repair priority table

3.  ISS S&MA Readiness Status *****
(Jim Wade)

4. EVA Overview (includes NCRs)
(Trent Barrett-5)

5. Increment 7 Russian EVA 9 Overview (includes NCRs) *****
(tbd-)

6. Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. JSC (Ann Garcia-Henley-6) *****
B. MSFC (tbd)

7. Shuttle Software Overview
A. JSC (Jane Moorhead-7)
B. MSFC SSME S/W (Roz Strickland)

Special Topics: Due Noon 1/28/03
1. SHUTTLE

A. JSC-TBD (VMI: Arnold Baldwin, Backup:Jeremy Verostko)
1. 8TS-107 AC2 Phase B Bus Anomaly *****
(tbd)

B. MSFC
1. SRB: Ringplate Material Properties *****
(Randall Tucker)

C. KSC-TBD
2.  EVA-TBD
3. STATION

A. Pistol Grip Tool Undertorqued
(EVA/Station/Don Totton) ****=
B. MSG Status *****
(Dan Londa)
- Glove Box Power Supply
C. Software Transition Overview *****
(John Trainor)
4. INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Sharolee Huet)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)




JSC One Pagers (Shuttle): Due Noon 1/28/03
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE
3.  Flight Rules with Safety Impacts
(Jim Gardner)
4. BSTRA Ball Status *****
(Bill Prince)

MSFC One Pagers (Shuttle): Due Noon 1/28/03
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight
A. RSRM 1st Flight of Press Fit Bushings on Oversized Pinholes
(Chris Cianciola) *****
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils-NONE

KSC One Pagers (Shuttle): Due Noon 1/28/03

1 Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE

2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE

3 Resupply Stowage Platform *****
(Sharolee Huet)

4.  SHIA:CBC Contamination *****
(Sharolee Huet)

5.  SHIA: Reflight Inspection of Flowliners *****
(Sharolee Huet)

6.  SHIA: First Use of OMRS File X *****
(Sharolee Huet)

7. SHIA: Dryden Oil Contamination *****
(Sharolee Huet)
8.  SHIAFlying Without RMS *****

(Sharolee Huet)

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1.  Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE
3. ORCA Ops During Sleep Flight Rule
(Scott Seyl)




6S FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES
6S SORR 04/03/03 ISS 6S PAR: thd
6S Launch: 04/26/03

Mission Overview:
1. Mission Success Criteria
A. 6S
(Bobbie Jenkins)
2. Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. 6S Payloads

(tbd)

3. 1SS 6S Overview
(Bobbie Jenkins)

4. ISS S&MA CoFR Status
(Jim Wade)

Special Topics:
1. STATION
A. tbd

2. INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Mark Gordon)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)
3. EVA
A. tbd

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE




STS-115/12A (OV-105) FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES

SORR 05/01/03 PAR: tbd
FRR: 05/08/03 FRR Tagup: tbd
Prelaunch MMT: 05/21/03 PMMT Tagup: thd
Shuttle Launch: 05/23/03

Mission Overview:
1. Mission Success Criteria
A. Shuttle (Jim Gardner-1)
B. Station (Boeing)
C. Shuttle Crew Constraint Exceptions {Jim Pendergast-2)
2.  Station Overview (Boeing)
- Open work
- ISS Software (IV&V)
- On-orbit Status & - Vehicle Status
- I1SS on orbit repair priority table
3. 188 S&MA CoFR Status *****
(Jim Wade)
4.  EVA Overview (includes NCRs)
(Stacie Greene-5)
5.  Paylcad Overview (includes NCRs)
A. JSC (Walter Stoerkel-6)
B. MSFC (tbd)
6.  Shuttle Software Qverview
A. JSC (Jane Moorhead-7)
B. MSFC SSME S/W (Roz Strickland)
Special Topics:
1.  SHUTTLE
A. JSC-TBD (VMI: tbd, Backup:tbd)
B. MSFC-TBD
C. KSC-TBD
EVA-TBD
STATION-TBD
INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Sharolee Huet)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)

PN

JSC One Pagers (Shuttle):
1.  Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2.  New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE
3.  Flight Rules with Safety Impacts (Jim Gardner)

MSFC One Pagers (Shuttle):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils-NONE

KSC One Pagers (Shuttle):
1.  Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2.  New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils ~NONE




11P FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES
11P SORR 05/01/03 1SS 11P PAR:
11P Launch: 05/26/03

tbd

Mission Overview:
1.  Mission Success Criteria
A 11P
(Bobbie Jenkins)
2. Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. 11P Payloads

(tbd)

3.  ISS 11P Overview
(Bobbie Jenkins)

4, ISS S&MA CoFR Status
(Jim Wade)

Special Topics:
1.  STATION
A. tbd

2. INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Mark Gordon)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)
3. EVA '
A. tbd

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
3. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE




STS-116/12A.1 (OV-104) FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES *##xs#x

SORR 07/01/03 PAR: tbd
FRR: 07/10/03 FRR Tagup: thd
Prelaunch MMT: 07/22/03 PMMT Tagup: tbd
Shuttle Launch: 07/24/103

Mission Overview:
1. Mission Success Criteria
A. Shuttle (Jim Gardner-1)
B. Station (Boeing)
C. Shuttle Crew Constraint Exceptions {(Jim Pendergast-2)
2. Station Overview (Boeing)
- Open work
- ISS Software (IV&V)
- On-orbit Status & - Vehicle Status
- ISS on orbit repair priority table
3. 1SS S&MA CoFR Status *****
(Jim Wade)
4. EVA Overview (includes NCRs)
(Dan Mulligan-5)
5.  Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. JSC (-6)
B. MSFC (tbd)
6. Shuttle Software Overview
A. JSC (Jane Moorhead-7)
B. MSFC SSME S/W (Roz Strickland)
Special Topics:
1. SHUTTLE
A. JSC-TBD (VMI: tbd, Backup:tbd)
B. MSFC-TBD
C. KSC-TBD
EVA-TBD
STATION-TBD
INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Sharolee Huet)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)

N

JSC One Pagers (Shuttle):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE
3. Flight Rules with Safety Impacts (Jim Gardner)

MSFC One Pagers (Shuttle):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils-NONE

KSC One Pagers (Shuttle):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
1. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE




12P FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES *##***
12P SORR tbd ISS 12P PAR:
12P Launch: 07/30/03

thd

Mission Overview:
1. Mission Success Criteria
A 12P
(Bobbie Jenkins)
2. Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. 12P Payloads

(tbd)

3. 188 12P Overview
(Bobbie Jenkins)

4. 1SS S&MA CoFR Status
(Jim Wade)

Special Topics:
1. STATION
A. tbd

2. INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE

A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himet)
B. KSC SHIA (tbd)

C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)
3. EVA

A. tbd

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: SR&QA MER Console [srqamer1@jsc.nasa.gov]
Sent: Saturday, January 18, 2003 7:23 AM

To: 'srqga-mer@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov'

Subject: STS-107 Flight Day 2 Report

ST5-107 Flight Day 02 Report
GMT 18:13:08

Shift Leads: Andy Foster, Ross Engle, Jeff Peters
Mission Engineer: Megan Bell (OJT), Mike Penney

STS-107 mission 1s progressing nominally. The orbiter is currently in a
156X146 nm orbit. SpaceHab operations are progressing nominally at this
time. Orbiter consumables are above the levels required by the mission
plan. 1In fact, cryoc margins are being monitored closely due to anticipated
impacts to end of mission downweight and center of gravity. (SpaceHab is
not drawing as much power as anticipated.)

There is one new MER anomaly. During performance of the 02 tank current
level detector checkout, it was noted that the 02 tank 7 heater Al and A2 ON
discrete did not come on. Main bus current verified 02 tank 7 heater A did
not come on. The B heaters functioned nominally and provided sufficient
energy to the tank so there was no concern about being able to use it. The
heaters had not yet been used in the AUTO mode; when the BLUE Crew switched
the heater to the AUTO position on MCC call, the EGIL console observed
nominal heater cycles. The tank heater is operating nominally.

While SpaceHab operations are progressing nominally, the SpaceHab Water Loop
is showing some degradation. The Payload Heat Exchanger and total flow
rates for the SpaceHab water loop have been steadily decreasing. Also, the
Subsystem Water Pump outlet pressure is alsc decreasing. These signatures
indicate pump filter blockage or pump degradation. Currently, the system is
being run on Pump 2 and operation on Pump 2 will continue as long as
possible. MCC plans to swap to Water Pump 1 at GMT 018:13:29 and remain on
Pump 1 for the remainder of the mission. No mission impact is expected.

At the time of this report, the Crew is on Flight Day 3 performing blood
draws and infusions, ARMS activities, and MEIDEX operations.

MER Ancmalies:

MER-01 AC2 Phase B Sluggish Current Signature
MER-02 No ICOM B in Spacehab
MER-03 02 Tank 7 Heater A Failed Off in Manual Mode (CRB)

To subscribe to this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
subscribe srga-mer

end

To unsubscribe from this mailing list:

Send a message to the fellowing address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
unsubscribe srga-mer

end

The shift reports are also posted on the SR&QA bulletin board at the
following internet address:
http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/BBS/current/default.htm
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or
http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/bbs/default.htm

If you need additional information about this mailing list, please contact
michael.j.penneyl@.jsc.nasa.gov




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: DISLER, JONATHAN M. (JON) (JSC-SX) (LM)
Sent: Saturday, January 18, 2003 6:05 PM
To: Armando Ofiu (E-mail); BAHR, PATRICIA A. (PAT) (JSC-SJ) (NASA); BARBARA A. CONTE

(JSC-DM) (E-mail); Bill Lamkin; BOBBIE G. SWAN (JSC-CA) (E-mail); Brenda Eliason;
BRIAN K. BALU (JSC-NC) (E-mail); Carlos Ortiz-Longo; Chris "The Man" Cloudt; Chris
Hadfield (E-mail); Chris Lessmann; Christine Boykin; Curt Larsen / MS2; Dan Clements / NC-
GH2; David Brown / CB (STS-107); David Moyer / MER Manager (E-mail); DAVID R. BRETZ
(JSC-SN) (E-mail); David Rigby / MPS SSM (E-mail); DENA S. HAYNES (JSC-EV) (E-mail);
Don Prevett; DONALD L. (DON) MCCORMACK (JSC-MV) (E-mail); Doug White; Douglas
Powell (MAF); FRED F. MAYER (JSC-NC) (E-mail); Gail Hargrove Boeing-Houston Imagery
Scrn.; Greg Katnik; Gregory Galbreath; GREGORY J. BYRNE (JSC-SN3) (E-mail); JAMES B.
(BRITT) WALTERS (JSC-SF2) (E-mail}; 'James Feeley' (E-mail); James Walters; JAVIER J.
JIMENEZ (JSC-EA) (E-mail); Jeff Goodmark (E-mail); Jene Richart / MS2; Jill Lin; Jim
Harder; 'John McKee' (E-mail); John Ventimiglia; JONATHAN M. (JON) DISLER (JSC-SN)
(E-mail); Jorge Rivera; Julie Kramer; Karen Alfaro (E-mail); KENNETH L. BROWN (JSC-MV)
(E-mail); KEVIN L. CROSBY (JSC-SN) (E-mail); 'L Lohrli' (E-mail); Malcolm Glenn; MARK D.
ERMINGER (JSC-NC) (E-mail); Mark Erminger; MARK L. HOLDERMAN (JSC-MS) (E-mail);
MARSHA S. IVINS (JSC-CB) (E-mail); MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG); Michael
Anderson / CB (STS-107); MICHAEL W. SNYDER (JSC-SN) (E-mail); Mike Cagle / Boeing
Film Screen; Mike O'farrell; P J. (JEFF) BERTSCH (JSC-DD) (E-mail); Pam Madera (E-mail);
PAUL F. DYE (JSC-DA8) (E-mail); PAYNE, ROBERT W. (JSC-SA13) (LM); 'Philip Kopfinger'
(E-mail); Philip Peterson / Boeing Film Screen (E-mail); Philip Reid / Boeing Film Screen:
PREMKUMAR SAGANTI PhD (JSC-SN) (E-mail); RANDALL W. ADAMS (JSC-MS2) (E-
mail); RAYMOND T. (RAY) SILVESTRI (JSC-DM4) (E-mail); Rick Husband / CB (STS-107);
Robbie Robbinson; Robert Page; ROBERT SCHARF (JSC-SN) (E-mail); Robert Speece;
ROBERT W. FRICKE JR (JSC-MV) (E-mail); Rodney Rocha / ES2 (E-mail); Rodney Wallace;
Rohit Dhawan; Ronald Clayton / MS2; Roy Glanville; Rudy Ramon; SA REP; Sara
Brandenburg; Scott Otto; Stephen Frick / CB; Steve Derry; Tom Rieckhoff; Tom Wilson:
Treith' (E-mail)

Subject: JSC STS-107 Launch Film Review Status

JSC STS-107 Launch Film Screening Status
JSC Image Science and Analysis Group Human Exploration Science Office / $X

The screening of the STS-107 long range tracking camera films is complete except for the viewing of camera film E£204
which will be screened Sunday morning (1/19). Camera E212 provided an additional look at the Orbiter left wing at the
time of the debris strike {(described in the previous report on the video screening). No significant new information was
learned from today's film screening.

Crew acquired down linked video imaging the External Tank (ET), probably the source of the debris that struck the Orbiter
left wing, was reviewed this afternoon. Unfortunately the view is of the far side of the ET and provided no information as
to the source of the debris object. A down linked view of the Orbiter left wing upper surface from a payload bay camera
did not image the suspected impact area.

Enhanced movie loops of the debris strike event have been placed on the web at the following address:
http://sn-isag.jsc.nasa.gov/shuttleweb/mission_support/sts-107/launch_video/107launchvideo.shtml

Screening of the remaining STS-107 launch films is expected to be completed Sunday afterncon and a report will be sent
to distribution on Monday January 20th.

Jon Disler / SX3-LM
Chris Cloudt / SX3-HEI



ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: SR&QA MER Console [srqamer1@jsc.nasa.gov]
Sent: Sunday, January 19, 2003 8:22 AM

To: 'srqa-mer@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov'

Subject: STS-107 Flight Day 3 Report

STS-107 Flight Day 03 Report
GMT 019:13:30

Shift Leads: Andy Foster, Ross Engle, Jeff Peters
Mission Engineer: Megan Bell (OJT)

STS-107 1is continuing with its investigation of various scientific
activities in a micro-g environment. The mission is progressing nominally
with only minor problems. The Orbiter is still in a 156 x 146nm orbit.
Consumables are still above mission requirements.

At this time, there are no impacts associated with the Spacehab water loop
degradation. We continue to run on pump 1.

One item came to our attention yesterday after we sent out the daily report.
High-speed film analysis from ascent showed a large, light-colored piece of
debris break off the Orbiter/ET forward attach bipod at MET 81 seconds. The
piece struck the wing leading edge of the left wing on or neat the wing
glove and broke into a spray of white colored particles that streamed under
the left wing and was last seen near the left SRB exhaust plume. Analysis
of high speed and high resolution tracking films are being conducted to get
more detail of this event. See the following URL:
http://sn-isag.jsc.nasa.gov/shuttleweb/mission support/sts-107/index107.shtm
1.

There are two new MER ancmalies, both minor GFE impacts.

The motor drive on one of the 70mm Hasselblad cameras (serial number 1036)
jammed after 3 shots. The crew swapped out camera body batteries, motor
drive batteries, and the film magazine; but the camera continued to jam.
The crew is using the remaining 70mm camera.

The crew was attempting to use a PGSC for a data take utilizing the Fuel
Cell Monitoring System (FCMS) but got error messages. After verifying the
PGSC configuration, the crew replaced the FCMS cable with a backup and got
good results.

MER Anomalies:

MER-01 AC2 Phase B Sluggish Current Signature

MER-02 No ICOM B in Spacehab

MER-03 02 Tank 7 Heater A Failed Off in Manual Mode (ORB)

MER-04 70MM Hasselblad Camera Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)

MER~05 Suspect Fuel Cell Monitoring System (FCMS) Data Cable (GFE)

To subscribe to this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomc@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
subscribe srga-mer

end

To unsubscribe from this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
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unsubscribe srga-mer
end

The shift reports are also posted on the SR&QA bulletin bdard at the
following internet address:

http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/BBS/current/default.htm
or

http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/bbs/default.htm

If you need additional information about this mailing list, please contact
michael.j.penneyl@.jsc.nasa.gov




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: DISLER, JONATHAN M. (JON) (JSC-SX) (LM)
Sent: Sunday, January 19, 2003 8:30 PM
To: Armando Oliu (E-mail); BAHR, PATRICIA A. (PAT) (JSC-SJ) (NASA); BARBARA A. CONTE

(JSC-DM} (E-mail); Bill Lamkin; BOBBIE G. SWAN {(JSC-CA) (E-mail); Brenda Eliason:
BRIAN K. BALU (JSC-NC) (E-mail); Carlos Ortiz-Longo; Chris "The Man" Cloudt; Chris
Hadfield (E-mail); Chris Lessmann; Christine Boykin; Curt Larsen / MS2; Dan Clements / NC-
GH2; David Brown / CB (STS-107); David Moyer / MER Manager (E-mail); DAVID R. BRETZ
(JSC-SN) (E-mail); David Rigby / MPS SSM (E-mail}; DENA S. HAYNES (JSC-EV) (E-mail);
Don Prevett; DONALD L. (DON) MCCORMACK (JSC-MV) (E-mail); Doug White; Douglas
Powell (MAF); FRED F. MAYER (JSC-NC) (E-mail); Gail Hargrove Boeing-Houston Imagery
Scrn.; Greg Katnik; Gregory Galbreath; GREGORY J. BYRNE (JSC-SN3) (E-mail); JAMES B.
(BRITT) WALTERS (JSC-SF2} (E-mail); 'James Feeley' (E-mail); James Walters; JAVIER J.
JIMENEZ (JSC-EA) (E-mail); Jeff Goodmark (E-mail); Jene Richart / MS2; Jill Lin: Jim
Harder; 'John McKee' (E-mail); John Ventimiglia; JONATHAN M. (JON) DISLER (JSC-SN)
(E-mail); Jorge Rivera; Julie Kramer; Karen Alfaro (E-mail); KENNETH L. BROWN (JSC-MV)
(E-mail); KEVIN L. CROSBY (JSC-SN) (E-mail); ‘'L Lohrli' (E-mail); Malcolm Glenn; MARK D.
ERMINGER (JSC-NC) (E-mail); Mark Erminger; MARK L. HOLDERMAN (JSC-MS) (E-mail);
MARSHA S. IVINS (JSC-CB) (E-mail); MARTINEZ, HUGQ E. (JSC-NC) (GHG); Michael
Anderson / CB (STS-107); MICHAEL W. SNYDER (JSC-SN) (E-mail); Mike Cagle / Boeing
Fim Screen; Mike O'farrell; P J. (JEFF) BERTSCH (JSC-DD) (E-mail); Pam Madera (E-mail);
PAUL F. DYE (JSC-DAB8) (E-mail); PAYNE, ROBERT W. (JSC-SA13) (LM); 'Philip Kopfinger'
(E-mail); Philip Peterson / Boeing Film Screen (E-mail); Philip Reid / Boeing Film Screen;
PREMKUMAR SAGANTI PhD (JSC-SN) (E-mail); RANDALL W. ADAMS (JSC-MS2) (E-
mail); RAYMOND T. (RAY) SILVESTRI (JSC-DM4) (E-mail); Rick Husband / CB (STS-107);
Robbie Robbinson; Robert Page; ROBERT SCHARF (JSC-SN) (E-mail); Robert Speece:
ROBERT W. FRICKE JR (JSC-MV) (E-mail}; Rodney Rocha / ES2 (E-mail); Rodney Wallace;
Rohit Dhawan; Ronald Clayton / MS2; Roy Glanville; Rudy Ramon; SA REP; Sara
Brandenburg; Scott Otto; Stephen Frick / CB; Steve Derry; Tom Rieckhoff; Tom Wilson;
‘Treith' (E-mail)

Subject: JSC 8TS-107 Launch Film Screening Report

STS-107
Launch Film Screening Report
January 20, 2003
JSC Image Science and Analysis Group
Human Exploration Science Office / SX

ANOMALY

E204, K208, E212- During ascent at approximately 81 seconds MET, a large light-colored piece of debris was
seen to originate from an area near the ET/Orbiter forward attach bipod. The debris appeared to move outboard
in a -Y direction, then fell aft along the left Orbiter fuselage, and struck the underside (-Z) of the leading edge
of the left wing. The strike appears to have occurred on or relatively close to the wing glove near the Orbiter
fuselage. After striking the left wing, the debris broke into a spray of white-colored particles that fell aft along
the underside (-Z side) of the Orbiter left wing. The spray of particles was last seen near the LSRB exhaust
plume.

Comparison views of the strike area immediately before and after the event were examined for indications of
damage to the wing. The resolution on the films and videos is insufficient to see individual tiles. However, no
indications of damage at a larger scale as indicated by changes in brightness of the wing surface area(s) that
may indicate damage was noted.

Still views and enhanced movie loops of this event are available for at the following web address:
1




<http://sn-isag.jsc.nasa.gov/shuttleweb/mission_support/sts-107/launch video/107launchvideo.shtml>

The times of this event are as follows:

Debris first seen near ET/Orbiter forward attach: 016:15:40:21.699 UTC
Debris contacted left wing: 016:15:40:21.882 UTC

Crew acquired down linked video imaging the External Tank (ET), probably the source of the debris that struck
the Orbiter left wing, was reviewed. Unfortunately the view is of the far side of the ET and provided no
information as to the source of the debris object.

A down linked view of the Orbiter left wing upper surface from a payload bay camera did not image the
suspected impact area.

OBSERVATIONS:

Selected launch views are available for viewing at:

<http://sn-isag.jsc.nasa. gov/shuttleweb/mission_support/sts-107/launch_film/107launchfilm.shtml>

Other launch film screening event observations similar to those seen on previous missions are:

On the launch video screening report dated 1/16/03 we reported that the right elevon motion may have been
greater on STS-107 than has been typically seen. A comparison of the elevon motion was done with views
from STS-113 and the previous Columbia flight (STS-109). It was concluded that the motion on STS-107 was
normal in that it was similar to the elevon motion seen on STS-113 and STS-109.

ES, E17, E18, E19, E20 - Orange vapor (possibly free burning hydrogen) was seen forward of the SSME rims
and near the base heat shield during SSME ignition. The orange vapor on the STS-107 films appeared to be
similar to those typically seen on previous mission films and videos.

E19, E20, E76 - During SSME start-up, the SSME Mach diamonds formed in the expected sequence (3, 2, 1).
The times for the Mach diamond formation given below are from the engineering film E76:

SSME #3 - 15:38:56.736 UTC
SSME #2 - 15:38:56.816 UTC
SSME #1 - 15:38:57.227 UTC

The start times for SSME ignition based on the E76 film were:

SSME #3 - 15:38:55.215 UTC
SSME #2 - 15:38:55.355 UTC
SSME #1 - 15:38:55.455 UTC

ES, E76 - Movement of the SSME #3 Dome Mounted Heat Shield (DMHS) blanket was seen during SSME
ignition on camera E5. On camera E76, SSME #2 and SSME #3 DMHS blanket movement was seen during
SSME ignition (15:38:56.466 UTC). This event has been seen on previous mission films.

El, E2, E4, ES, E20, E31 - Typical of previous missions, multiple pieces of ice debris were seen falling from
the ET/Orbiter umbilicals and along the body flap during SSME ignition through liftoff. Ice debris was seen
falling near the LH2 umbilical four inch recirculation line. None of the debris were seen to contact the launch
vehicle.




ES, E18, E20, E31 - A line of frost was visible at the juncture of the base of SSME #2 and the Dome Mounted
Heat Shield (DMHS) during liftoff.

E18, E20 - Typical of previous missions, small areas of tile surface material erosion were seen forming on the
base heat shield and on the RCS stingers at the following times:

15:38:56.000 UTC - Erosion mark inboard of the left RCS stinger

15:38:56.562 UTC - Erosion mark outboard of SSME #2 near the body flap

15:38:57.329 UTC - Erosion mark on the tip of the left RCS stinger

15:38:58.639 UTC - Erosion mark on the left OMS pod between the OMS nozzle and vertical stabilizer

E2, E19- Faint, light-orange-colored flashes were seen in the SSME exhaust plumes, possibly debris induced,
during SSME ignition and through liftoff at the times shown below:

SSME #1 - 15:38:57.728 UTC
SSME #1 - 15:38:58.385 UTC
SSME #1 - 15:38:58.779 UTC
SSME #1 - 15:38:59.019 UTC
SSME #3 - 15:38:57.395 UTC
SSME #3 - 15:38:59.532 UTC

Flashes in the SSME exhaust plume prior to liftoff have been seen on previous mission films.

E17 - Several small, dark-colored pieces of debris (possibly paint chips) were seen falling from a seam line on
the -Z side of the LO2 TSM just before liftoff (15:38:59.566 UTC).

El, E5, E17, ES2 - As typically seen on previous missions, multiple pieces of SRB throat plug and/or SRB
flame duct debris were seen near the right and left SRBs during liftoff. On camera E1, two pieces of SRB flame
duct debris were seen arcing between the two SRB’s and falling aft along the -Z side of the body flap during
liftoff (15:39:00.4 UTC). On camera E17, a large appearing, light-colored piece of probable SRB throat plug
material was seen aft of the vehicle during liftoff (15:39:01.873 UTC). At liftoff, light-colored debris was seen
falling aft near the +Y side of the RSRB aft skirt (15:39:02.456 UTC). On camera E52, debris from the base of
the SRB’s was seen traveling north of the MLP at liftoff (15:39:02.203 UTC).

ES- A light-colored piece of debris was seen falling aft from near the ET/RSRB aft attach during liftoff
(15:39:01.235 UTC).

E8 - SRB ignition was at 15:39:00.000 UTC based on the observation of the PIC firing at RSRB holddown post
M-2.

E18 - A dark-colored, flexible, strap or tag-like object was seen on the LH2 TSM T-0 umbilcal disconnect prior
to liftoff.

E19 - A long, dark-colored, flexible, strap-like object was seen coming from the top of the LH2 TSM T-0 door
before detaching and falling aft in front of the TSM T-0 door after liftoff (15:39:03.582 UTC)

E8, E13 - The left and right SRB GN2 purge lines appeared wrapped, upright, and intact until they were
obscured by exhaust plumes at 15:39:00.000 UTC (right purge line) and 15:39:00.003 UTC (left purge line).

E7, E10, E11, E14 - The left and right SRB north holddown post blast shields closed prior to when the SRB
nozzle exit plane rose past the level of the SRB holddown post shoes, as they are designed to do. However, the
holddown post M4 blast shield may have closed quicker than typical.
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E33, E34, E36, E39, ES2- The GH2 vent arm retraction appeared normal. Ice and vapors were seen falling aft
along the ET during the vent arm retraction. The GH2 vent arm contact with the deceleration cable on the E39
camera close-up view from inside the FSS of the vent arm capture was visible. As designed, the arm appeared
to make contact very close to the center position of the deceleration cable. The vent arm appeared to latch
normally with no rebound. A measurement of the position of the vent arm with respect to the center of the
deceleration cable at the time of initial contact will be made and reported separately.

E207, E212 - An assessment of the body flap motion during ascent compared to that seen on previous missions
could not be made because of the soft focus on the STS-107 long range tracking camera views.

ES2, E212, E213, E222, E223- Multiple pieces of debris, too numerous to count (mostly umbilical ice and RCS
paper debris), were seen falling aft of the launch vehicle during ascent. Umbilical ice and RCS paper debris
during ascent has been seen on previous mission films and videos. Examples are:

15:39:17.021 UTC: Forward RCS paper debris noted falling aft along the right wing (E52)
15:39:20.093 UTC: RCS paper debris noted. (E223)

15:39:20.169 UTC: Spray of RCS paper debris noted aft of the SSMEs. (E222)

15:39:23.9 UTC: Debris from ET/Orbiter umbilicals noted falling aft along body flap. (E213)
Frame 960: RCS paper debris noted falling aft of SSME exhaust plume, (E212)

ES, E20, E31, E52, E212, E222 - Pieces of orange-colored umbilical purge barrier material were seen falling
aft along the -Z side of the body flap during SSME ignition (15:38:57.703 UTC). On camera E20, three pieces
of light-orange colored umbilical purge barrier material were noted falling aft near SSME #2 prior to liftoff
(15:38:58.394 UTC). Umbilical purge barrier material was seen falling along the body flap during tower clear
on camera E52. On camera E222, a piece of umbilical purge barrier material was seen near the Orbiter right
wing during liftoff (15:39:03.014 UTC). During early ascent, multiple pieces of umbilical purge barrier
material were seen falling aft of the left wing on the camera E52 view. On camera E212, a piece of umbilical
purge barrier material was seen falling along the body flap. On camera E222, a piece of umbilical purge barrier
material was seen falling aft of the body flap at approximately 32 seconds MET (15:39:31.840 UTC). Purge
barrier material falling from the ET umbilicals has been typically seen on previous mission tracking camera
views.

Cameras ES2, E213, E220, E222, E223 - Light-colored flares (possibly debris induced) were seen in the
SSME exhaust plumes during ascent on the intermediate and long range tracking camera films. Examples of the
flares observed are:

15:39:14.576 UTC:
15:39:33.178 UTC:
15:39:33.424 UTC:
15:39:33.471 UTC:
15:39:33.475 UTC:
15:39:35.469 UTC:
15:39:35.633 UTC:
15:39:37.175 UTC:
15:39:37.177 UTC:
15:39:40.367 UTC:
15:39:33.168 UTC:
15:39:41.992 UTC:
15:39:51.001 UTC:
15:39:57.060 UTC:

Flares in the SSME exhaust plumes have been seen on previous missions films and videos.

Flare noted in SSME exhaust plume (E52)
Flare seen in SSME exhaust plume (E213)
Flare seen in SSME exhaust plume (E213)
Flare seen in SSME exhaust plume (E222)
Flare seen in SSME exhaust plume (E213)
Flare seen in SSME exhaust plume (E213)
Flare seen in SSME exhaust plume (E213)
Flare seen in SSME exhaust plume (E222)
Flare seen in SSME exhaust plume (E213)
Flare seen in SSME exhaust plume (E213)
Flare seen in SSME exhaust plume (E213)
Flare seen in SSME exhaust plume (E213)
Flare seen in SSME exhaust plume (E220)
Flare seen in SSME exhaust plume (E223)

E204, E207, E220, E222, E223 - As on previous missions, debris was seen exiting the SRB exhaust plumes.




The debris exiting the SRB exhaust plumes during the majority of ascent is probably instafoam from the aft end
of the SRBs. The more dense appearing debris near the time of tail-off, just prior to SRB separation, is
probably SRB slag debris. Examples of thjs debris are:

15:39:27.186 UTC: Debris seen falling along SRB exhaust plume (E223)

15:39:48.926 UTC: Debris seen falling along SRB exhaust plume (E220)
15:39:49.350 UTC: Debris seen falling along SRB exhaust plume (E223)

SRB separation was timed at 15:41:06.536 UTC on camera E207.

Other normal events observed included: RCS paper debris, ice and vapor from the LO2 and LH2 TSM T-0
umbilicals prior to and after disconnect, ET twang, multiple pieces of debris in the exhaust cloud after liftoff
including rope-like debris (probable water baffle material), acoustic waves in the exhaust cloud after liftoff,
charring of the ET aft dome, ET aft dome outgassing, vapor off the SRB stiffener rings, expansion waves, linear
optical effects, recirculation, SRB plume brightening, and SRB slag debris after SRB separation.

Normal Pad events observed included: Hydrogen igniter operation, MLP deluge water activation, FSS deluge
water operation, LH2 and LO2 TSM door closure, and sound suppression system water operation.

NOTES:

Twelve 16 mm films, thirteen 35 mm films, and 24 launch videos were screened. The focus on several of the
long range tracking camera film views was very soft which hindered imagery analysis and the analysis of the
debris strike to the Orbiter wing,

This concludes the routine JSC STS-107 launch film and video screening. Image enhancements of the debris
strike event, web site updates, or other special support requests, will be performed prior to landing.

Jon Disler / SX3-LM
Chris Cloudt / SX3-HEI
Joe Caruana / SX3-LM




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: SR&QA MER Console [srqamer1@jsc.nasa.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 20, 2003 8:02 AM

To: 'srqa-mer@ilistserver.jsc.nasa.gov'

Subject: STS-107 Flight Day 04 Report

STS-107 Flight Day 04 Report
GMT 019:13:30

Shift Leads: Andy Foster, Ross Engle, Denise Londrigan
Mission Engineer: Megagn Bell (OJT)

The STS-107 mission is progressing nominally and all Orbiter subsystems are
performing satisfactorily. No Orbiter issues have been reported in the
previous 24 hours. The Orbiter consumables continue to remain above the
levels required for completion of the planned mission.

With respect to the debris hit on the left wing leading edge discussed in
the Second Daily Report, JSC image analysis personnel have completed their
review of the high-speed and high-resolution long-range tracking films.
Comparison views of what can be seen of the strike area immediately before
and after the event were examined for indications of damage to the wing.
The resolution on the films and videos is insufficient to see individual
tiles. However, no indications of larger scale damage were noted as
indicated by the lack of changes in the brightness of the port lower wing
surface.

There are no new MER anomalies

MER Anomalies:

MER-01 ACZ2 Phase B Sluggish Current Signature

MER-02 No ICOM B in Spacehab

MER-03 02 Tank 7 Heater A Failed Off in Manual Mode (ORB)

MER-04 70MM Hasselblad Camera Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)

MER-05 Suspect Fuel Cell Monitoring System (FCMS) Data Cable (GFE)

To subscribe to this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
subscribe srga-mer

end

To unsubscribe from this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
unsubscribe srga-mer

end

The shift reports are alsc posted on the SR&QA bulletin board at the
fellowing internet address:
http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/BBS/current/default.htm

or

http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/bbs/default.htm

If you need additional information about this mailing list, please contact
michael.j.penneyl@.jsc.nasa.gov




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: SR&QA MER Console [srqamer1@jsc.nasa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, January 21, 2003 9:03 AM

To: 'srqa-mer@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov'

Subject: STS 107 FDO5 report

STS-107 Flight Day 05 Report
GMT 021:14:00

Shift Leads: Doug McMullen, Andy Foster, Denise Londrigran
Mission Engineer: Dan Zalit (OJT)

The STS-107 mission is progressing nominally and all Orbiter subsystems are
performing satisfactorily. The Orbiter consumables remaining are above the
levels required for completion of the planned mission.

The crew reported that the DSR20 video tape recorder (VTR) tapes were not
incrementing. The crew worked the photo/television (TV) malfunction
procedure for the VIR error. This ejected the micro-tape that was in the
VTR. Power cycles of VIR and digital television (DTV) system were performed
with no effect. A visual inspection and cleaning of the VTR was performed;
however, the VIR would not accept tapes and place the tapes into the correct
configuration inside the VTR. Standard-sized tapes were also rejected.
Ground testing has been able to recreate this problem by failing parts of
the tape transport. The workaround will be to use a V10 recorder to record
the payload video and a Camcorder for playback.

There is one new MER anomaly

MER Anomalies:

MER-01 AC2Z Phase B Sluggish Current Signature

MER-02 Ne ICOM B in Spacehab

MER-03 02 Tank 7 Heater A Failed Off in Manual Mode (ORB)

MER-04 70MM Hasselblad Camera Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)

MER-05 Suspect Fuel Cell Monitoring System (FCMS) Data Cable (GFE)
MER-06 Loss of DR20 Tape Recording and Playback (GFE)

To subscribe to this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
subscribe srga-mer

end

To unsubscribe from this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
unsubscribe srga-mer

end

The shift reports are also posted on the SR&QA bulletin board at the
following internet address:
http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/BBS/current/default.htm

or

http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.qgov/bbs/default.htm

If you need additional information about this mailing list, please contact
michael.]j.penneyl@.jsc.nasa.gov




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: SR&QA MER Console [srqamer1@jsc.nasa.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 8:40 AM

To: 'srqa-mer@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov'

Subject: STS-107 FDO6 Report

STS-107 Flight Day 06 Report
GMT 022:12:00

Shift Leads: Doug McMullen, Richard Foster, Denise Londrigran
Mission Engineer: Dan Zalit (OJT)

The STS5-107 mission is progressing nominally and all Orbiter subsystems are
performing satisfactorily. The Orbiter consumables remaining are above the
levels required for completion of the planned mission.

One item currently under investigion is the Space Shuttle Main Engine (SSME)
3 liquid hydrogen (LH2) prevalve (PV6) open indicator "A" that initially
failed to the off state at 016:17:25 GMT (00:01:46 MET). Four additional
data dropouts of this same measurement have been observed in the last five
days. The measurement in guestion is provided to the general purpose
computer (GPC) wvia multiplexer/demutiplexer (MDM) flight aft (FA) 4 Card 08
Channel 00. Review of all measurements routed through the same MDM card and
channel revealed four liquid oxygen (L0O2) Pogc Valve Open indications that
had alsc failed to the off state. Of the nine measurements that indicated a
failed off state, only one LO2 and one LH2 indication occurred at the exact
same time. The investigation of the cause of these indications is
underway.

Shuttle held two meetings to address the SpaceHab Humidity/Water Separator
Assembly (WSA) problems. Shuttle and Payload safety attended. There were two
issues that the flight director wanted to address, (1) water loop valve
modulation to reduce the temperature/humidity, and (2) an IFM to remove
water and possible debris from RS#1, and an electrical troubleshooting.
After the Valve Modulation didn't yield expected results the Program has
decided to go ahead with the WSA IFM, which will repair one of the failed
water separators, it is currently being modified to suit the current
situation. A copy of the most current rev is at the conscle. The crew will
continue to try and attain better results using the Valve Modulation, but
the program will prcobably look more to trying to recover one of the water
separators if possible. The IFM will require MT approval before proceeding.
Execution of the IFM at this time is TRBD.

There is one new MER anomaly

MER Anomalies:

MER-01 ACZ Phase B Sluggish Current Signature

MER-02 No ICOM B in Spacehab

MER-03 02 Tank 7 Heater A Failed Off in Manual Mode (ORB)

MER-04 70MM Hasselblad Camera Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)

MER-05 Suspect Fuel Cell Monitoring System (FCMS) Data Cable (GFE)
MER-06 Loss of DR20 Tape Recording and Playback (GFE)

MER-Q7 LH2 Prevalve Open B Indicater Failed Off

Tc subscribe to this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
subscribe srga-mer

end




To unsubscribe from this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
unsubscribe srga-mer

end

The shift reports are also posted on the SR&QA bulletin board at the
following internet address:
http://wwwsrqa.jsc.nasa.gov/BBS/current/default.htm

or

http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/bbs/default.htm

If you need additional information about this mailing list, please contact
michael.j.penneyl@.jsc.nasa.gov




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: DISLER, JONATHAN M. (JON) (JSC-SX) (LM)
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 12:53 PM
To: Armando Oliu (E-mail); BAHR, PATRICIA A. (PAT) (JSC-SJ) (NASA); BARBARA A. CONTE

{(JSC-DM) (E-mail); Bill Lamkin; BOBBIE G. SWAN (JSC-CA) (E-mail); Brenda Eliason;
BRIAN K. BALU (JSC-NC) (E-mail); Carlos Ortiz-Longo; Chris "The Man" Cloudt; Chris
Hadfield (E-mail); Chris Lessmann; Christine Boykin; Curt Larsen / MS2; Dan Clements / NC-
GH2; David Brown / CB (STS-107); David Moyer / MER Manager (E-mail); DAVID R. BRETZ
(JSC-SN) (E-mail); David Rigby / MPS SSM (E-mail); DENA S. HAYNES (JSC-EV) (E-mail);
Don Prevett; DONALD L. (DON) MCCORMACK (JSC-MV) (E-mail); Doug White; Douglas
Powell (MAF); FRED F. MAYER (JSC-NC) (E-mail); Gail Hargrove Boeing-Houston Imagery
Scrn.; Greg Katnik; Gregory Galbreath; GREGORY J. BYRNE (JSC-SN3) (E-mail); JAMES B.
(BRITT) WALTERS (JSC-SF2) (E-mail); 'James Feeley' (E-mail); James Walters: JAVIER J.
JIMENEZ (JSC-EA) (E-mail); Jeff Goodmark (E-mail); Jene Richart / MS2; Jill Lin; Jim
Harder; 'John McKee' (E-mail), John Ventimiglia; JONATHAN M. (JON) DISLER (JSC-SN)
(E-mail); Jorge Rivera; Julie Kramer; Karen Alfaro (E-mail); KENNETH L. BROWN (JSC-MV)
(E-mail); KEVIN L. CROSBY (JSC-SN) (E-mail); 'L Lohrli' (E-mail); Malcolm Glenn; MARK D.
ERMINGER (JSC-NC) (E-mail); Mark Erminger; MARK L. HOLDERMAN (JSC-MS) (E-mail);
MARSHA S. IVINS (JSC-CB) (E-mail); MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG); Michael
Anderson / CB (STS-107); MICHAEL W. SNYDER (JSC-SN) (E-mail); Mike Cagle / Boeing
Film Screen; Mike O'farrell; P J. (JEFF) BERTSCH (JSC-DD) (E-mail); Pam Madera (E-mail);
PAUL F. DYE (JSC-DAB8) (E-mail); PAYNE, ROBERT W. (JSC-SA13) (LM); 'Philip Kopfinger'
(E-mail); Philip Peterson / Boeing Film Screen (E-mail); Philip Reid / Boeing Film Screen;
PREMKUMAR SAGANTI PhD (JSC-SN) (E-mail); RANDALL W. ADAMS (JSC-MS2) (E-
mail); Raymond Jones / Manager Boeing FIt. Syst. Analysis; RAYMOND T. (RAY)
SILVESTRI (JSC-DM4) (E-mail); Rick Husband / CB (STS-107); Robbie Robbinson; Robert
Page; ROBERT SCHARF (JSC-SN) (E-mail); Robert Speece; ROBERT W. FRICKE JR
(JSC-MV) (E-mail); Rodney Rocha / ES2 (E-mail); Rodney Wallace; Rohit Dhawan; Ronald
Clayton / MS82; Roy Glanville; Rudy Ramon; SA REP; Sara Brandenburg; Scott Otto; Stephen
Frick / CB; Steve Derry; Tom Rieckhoff; Tom Wilson; Treith' (E-mail)

Subject: STS-107 Debris Strike and Previous Mission Information - Preliminary

Preliminary - Information, including views on the STS-107 debris strike to the left wing can be found at the following web
site:

http.//sn-isag/shuttleweb/mission_support/sts-107/debris_report/107_debris_report.shtml

S§T8-112 and STS-50 both had debris damage caused by missing TPS from the ET forward bipod ramp.

Measurement of the debris size on STS-107 and the debris size seen on STS-112 are shown.

Information from previous missions STS-112 and STS-50 are included.

Jon Disler / SX3 - LM




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: DISLER, JONATHAN M. (JON) (JSC-SX) (LM)
Sent: Wednesday, January 22, 2003 1:03 PM
To: Armando Oliu (E-mail); BAHR, PATRICIA A. (PAT) (JSC-SJ) (NASA); BARBARA A. CONTE

{JSC-DM) (E-mail); Bill Lamkin; BOBBIE G. SWAN (JSC-CA) (E-mail); Brenda Eliason;
BRIAN K. BALU (JSC-NC}) (E-mail); Carlos Ortiz-Longo; Chris "The Man" Cloudt; Chris
Hadfield (E-mail); Chris Lessmann; Christine Boykin; Curt Larsen / MS2; Dan Clements / NC-
GH2; David Brown / CB (STS-107); David Moyer / MER Manager {E-mail); DAVID R. BRETZ
(JSC-SN) (E-mail); David Rigby / MPS SSM (E-mail); DENA S. HAYNES (JSC-EV) (E-mail);
Don Prevett, DONALD L. (DON} MCCORMACK (JSC-MV) (E-mail); Doug White; Douglas
Powell (MAF), FRED F. MAYER (JSC-NC) (E-mail); Gail Hargrove Boeing-Houston Imagery
Scrn.; Greg Katnik; Gregory Galbreath; GREGORY J. BYRNE (JSC-SN3) (E-mail); JAMES B.
(BRITT) WALTERS (JSC-SF2) (E-mail); 'James Feeley' (E-mail); James Walters; JAVIER J.
JIMENEZ (JSC-EA) (E-mail); Jeff Goodmark (E-mail); Jene Richart / MS2; Jill Lin; Jim
Harder; 'John McKee' (E-mail); John Ventimiglia; JONATHAN M. (JON) DISLER (JSC-SN)
(E-mail); Jorge Rivera; Julie Kramer; Karen Alfaro (E-mail); KENNETH L. BROWN (JSC-MV)
(E-mail); KEVIN L. CROSBY (JSC-SN) (E-mail); 'L Lohrli' (E-mail); Malcolm Glenn; MARK D.
ERMINGER (JSC-NC) (E-mail); Mark Erminger; MARK L. HOLDERMAN (JSC-MS) (E-mail);
MARSHA S. IVINS (JSC-CB) (E-mail); MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG); Michael
Anderson / CB (8TS-107); MICHAEL W. SNYDER (JSC-SN) (E-mail); Mike Cagle / Boeing
Film Screen; Mike O'farrell; P J. (JEFF) BERTSCH (JSC-DD) (E-mail); Pam Madera (E-mail);
PAUL F. DYE (JSC-DA8) (E-mail); PAYNE, ROBERT W. (JSC-SA13) (LM); 'Philip Kopfinger'
(E-mail); Philip Peterson / Boeing Film Screen (E-mail); Philip Reid / Boeing Film Screen;
PREMKUMAR SAGANTI PhD (JSC-SN) (E-mail); RANDALL W. ADAMS (JSC-MS2) (E-
mail); Raymond Jones / Manager Boeing FIt. Syst. Analysis; RAYMOND T. (RAY)
SILVESTRI (JSC-DM4) (E-mail); Rick Husband / CB (STS-107); Robbie Robbinson; Robert
Page, ROBERT SCHARF (JSC-SN} (E-mail); Robert Speece; ROBERT W. FRICKE JR
(JSC-MV) (E-mail); Rodney Rocha / ES2 (E-mail); Rodney Wallace; Rohit Dhawan; Ronald
Clayten / MS2; Roy Glanville; Rudy Ramon; SA REP; Sara Brandenburg; Scott Otto; Stephen
Frick / CB; Steve Derry; Tom Rieckhoff; Tom Wilson; 'Treith' (E-mail)

Subject: STS-107 Debris Strike and Previous Mission Information - Preliminary

For those that are outside of JSC, the following link should be used to access the information on the STS-107 debris
strike:

http://sn-isag.jsc.nasa.gov/shuttleweb/mission_support/sts-107/debris_report/107_debris_report.shtm!

Thank you-

Preliminary - Information, including views on the STS-107 debris strike to the left wing can be found at the following web
site:

http://sn-isag/shuttleweb/mission_support/sts-107/debris_report/107_debris_report.shtml

STS-112 and STS-50 both had debris damage caused by missing TPS from the ET forward bipod ramp.

Measurement of the debris size on STS-107 and the debris size seen on STS-112 are shown.

Information from previous missions STS-112 and STS-50 are included.

Jon Disler / SX3 - LM




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: SR&QA MER Console [srqamer1@jsc.nasa.gov)
Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 7:24 AM

To: 'srqa-mer@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov’

Subject: STS-107 FD7 Report

STS-107 Flight Day 07 Report
GMT 023:13:00

Shift Leads: Doug McMullen, Richard Gardner, Denise Londrigran
Mission Engineer: Dan Zalit (OJT)

The STS-107 mission is progressing nominally and all Orbiter subsystems are
performing satisfactorily. No Orbiter issues have been reported in the
previous 24 hours. The Orbiter consumables remaining are above the levels
required for completion of the planned mission.

There i1s one new MER anomaly

MER Anomalies:

MER-01 ACZ Phase B Sluggish Current Signature

MER-02 Ne ICOM B in Spacehab

MER-03 02 Tank 7 Heater A Failed Off in Manual Mode (ORB)

MER-04 70MM Hasselblad Camera Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)

MER-05 Suspect Fuel Cell Monitoring System (FCMS) Data Cable (GFE)
MER-06 Loss of DR20 Tape Recording and Playback (GFE)

MER-07 LHZ Prevalve Open B Indicater Failed Off

To subscribe to this mailing list:

Send a message to the feollowing address:

To: majordomoflistserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
subscribe srga-mer

end

To unsubscribe from this mailing list:

Send a message to the feollowing address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
unsubscribe srga-mer

end

The shift reports are also posted on the SR&QA bulletin board at the
fellowing internet address:
http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/BBS/current/default.htm

or

http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/bbs/default.htm

If you need additiconal information about this mailing list, please contact
michael.j.penneyld.jsc.nasa.gov




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 8:21 AM
Subject: Shuttle Standup Notes 1/23/03

STS-114 (OV-104) 3/1/03

s Payload Bay Doors closed

e Aft close-outs complete

¢ VAB rollout Wednesday morning

STS-115 (OV-105) 5/23/03
e FRCS installation complete

e  OMS Crossfeed drain

¢ Preps for pod removal

e RMS removal in work

e MPS feedline inspections
VAB

e STS-114 stack close-outs

Stennis
¢ Battleship flowliner 520 second test completed
¢  Will boroscope strain gauges and then run another test on Monday
* Gen Kostelnick, Art Stevenson, STS-113 crew, and John Young observed the test

SSME
e All Stennis test data on the engine was nominal

USA Booster
e Post flight reviews look good so far

Motor
e Post flight review is going well
e Test firing | PM MST today

ET

e (en Kostelnick visited MAF yesterday

e Are working the debris issue
e We know generally where the debris came from
e We will have to wait until the Orbiter gets back

USA Orbiter
e Vehicle is doing well on orbit
e  Working debris analysis
¢ BSTRA TIM next week at MSFC
¢ Will focus on plans for OV-103
e Are developing a tool to inspect the 12" lines




Vehicle Engineering
e  OMM Review next week

USA Integration
¢ Debris analysis completed a couple of runs looking at 20x10x6 and 20x16x6
¢ Provided input area, velocity, and impact to Orbiter

EVA
e O Hr51 Min EVA on Station last week

Upgrades
o SLEP Summit kicked off last week

Hale
e STS-114 Orbiter Rollout Review Tuesday

Ham
e Flight is going well
e Working end of mission weight because of extra cryo
e Are controlling Spacehab temperature and humidity with the Orbiter
MMT tomorrow, Monday and Thursday
Landing is Saturday 7:49 AM CST

Other info after the meeting
e The STS-114/ULF-1 FRR may slip to 2/19 or 2/20




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: SR&QA MER Console [srgamer1@jsc.nasa.gov]
Sent: Friday, January 24, 2003 7:20 AM

To: '‘SRQA-MER@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov'

Subject: STS-107 FD8 Report

STS-107 Flight Day 08 Report
GMT 024:13:00

Shift Leads: Doug McMullen, Richard Gardner, Denise Londrigran
Mission Engineer: Dan Zalit (OJT)

The STS-107 mission is progressing nominally and all Orbiter subsystems are
performing satisfactorily. The orbiter is currently in a 154 x 142 nm
orbit. No Orbiter issues have been reported in the previocus 24 hours. The
Orbiter consumables remaining are above the levels required for completion
of the planned mission.

MER anomaly # 7 has been changed from MPS to DPS (MDM), it is labeled #7A.

There are seven vehicle anomalies at this time. {no new anomalies)

MER Anomalies:

MER-01 ACZ Phase B Sluggish Current Signature

MER-02 No ICOM B in Spacehab

MER-03 02 Tank 7 Heater A Failed Off in Manual Mode (ORRB)

MER-04 70MM Hasselblad Camera Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)

MER-05 Suspect Fuel Cell Monitoring System (FCMS) Data Cable (GFE)
MER-06 - Loss of DR20 Tape Recording and Playback (GFE)

MER-07 LH2 Prevalve Open B Indicater Failed Off

MER-07A MDM FA4 CD-08 CH-00 Has Intermittent Data Hits (ORB)

To subscribe to this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
subscribe srga-mer

end

To unsubscribe from this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
unsubscribe srga-mer

end

The shift reports are also posted on the SR&QA bulletin board at the
following internet address:
http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/BBS/current/default.htm

or

http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/bbs/default.htm

If you need additional information about this mailing list, please contact
michael.j.penneyl@.jsc.nasa.gov




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

%

MIND12403.doc

BAZAN, DEBORAH S. (DEBBIE) (JSC-NC) (GHG)

Friday, January 24, 2003 1:24 PM

DL SRQA PAR SUPPORT; Alan Peterson (Boeing) (E-mail); Arneld Clifton T, (SSC) (E-mail);
Barnes Jeffrey E (Boeing) (E-mail); Bill Bihner (HQ) (E-mail); Bill Loewy (HQ) (E-mail); 'Carol
Rush' (BOEING) (E-mail); Chris Hill (MSFC) (E-mail); ‘'Cianciola C. (MSFC) @SMTP' (E-
mail); Corey Harrell (MSFC) (E-mail); Daniels Angela (MSFC) (E-mail); Darrell Warner
{Boeing} (E-mail); Dave Spacek (MSFC) (E-mail); '‘Diana Heberling' (SSC) (E-mail); donnie.
george (USA) (E-mail); Dumetz Marisa (BOEING) (E-mail); Engier Tom (MSFC) (E-mail);
Ernest-1 Stephen (KSC) (E-mail); Fred Dadfar (MSFC) (E-mail); 'Gatto Leigh (IV&V) ' (E-
mail); Gordon-1 Mark (KSC) (E-mail); Gregg George (MSFC) (E-mail); Haddad-1 Michael
{KSC) (E-mail); Hashimoto Rick (BOEINGWEST) (E-mail); 'Hill Bill (HQ) @SMTP' (E-mail);
'Howell. Nelda' (BOEING) (E-mail); James Halsell (KSC) (E-mail); John McPherson (MSFC)
(E-mail); John Stealey () (E-mail); John. R. Dicks@ivv. nasa. gov (IVV) (E-mail); Keith Pauley
(IVV) (E-mail); Kennedy Michael (MSFC) (E-mail); kim. carmean@msfc. nasa. gov (MSFC)
(E-mail); 'Lackey Ed' (KSC) (E-mail); Leigh Martin (MSFC) (E-mail); Linda Combs {USA) (E-
mail); Mark Kowalesky (HQ) (E-mail); Mike Card (HQ); mikesmiles (SSC); Moorhead-Ili
James L (BOEING) (E-mail); Mullane Dan (MSFC) (E-mail); Nobles Noel R (BOEINGWEST)
(E-mail); pollystenger (BOEING}; rich patrican (HQ); Roger Counts (GDSFC); 'Sandy' (SAIC);
Sharolee Huet-1 (KSC) (E-mail); Sims, John (MSFC); Sue Fenn (HQ); ‘Suzanne Little' (USA);
thomas S Toutsi (GDSFCY); thomas.w.hartline@msfc.nasa.gov (MSFC); Tom Hancock
(MSFC); Vicki Rorex (MSFC) (E-mail); Walker, Angelia (MSFC); Wbihner (HQ) (E-mail);
wbostick (BOEING), 'Willis-1, Brenda' (KSC); Wren, Robert J (USA); Zavala, Velma (USA)
PAR-5 Minutes for 01/24/2003

http://lwwwsrqa.jsc.nasa.gov/par!

Upcoming PARs:

STS-114/ULF-1 JPAR
STS-114/ULF-1 JFRR TAGUP
STS-114/ULF-1 JPMMT TAGUP

01/31/03
02/12/03
02/26/03

Note: Current changes indicated to the right by *****
Presenters review your items and submit any changes to the PAR Coordinator as soon as possible.

Debbie Bazan, JSC PAR Coordinator
(281) 244-1862 dbazan@ems.jsc.nasa.gov




PAR-5 MINUTES
JANUARY 24, 2003
http://wwwsrqga.jsc.nasa.gov/par/

The next PAR-5 will be held on Friday, 2/7/03 at 09:30 am Central. (1/31 PARS5 cancelled)
The PAR-5 is a weekly telecon for representatives in the PAR process.
Debbie Bazan, JSC PAR Coordinator, (281) 244-1862 dbazan@ems.jsc.nasa.gov Note: Current changes indicated to the right by *****

PRESENTERS REVIEW THEIR ITEMS AND SUBMIT ANY CHANGES OR REQUESTS FOR CHANGES TO THE PAR-5 COORDINATOR
PRIOR TO THE NEXT MEETING.

10P FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES

10P SORR 01/16/03 ISS 10P PAR: 01/10/03 (immediately following 107 PMMT)
10P Launch: 02/02/03

THE FOLLOWING ITEMS WERE DISCUSSED AT THE 10P PAR:
Mission Overview:
1. Mission Success Criteria
A. 10P
(Bobbie Jenkins)
2. Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. 10P Payloads

(Jeff Nill)

3. IS8 10P Overview
(Bobbie Jenkins)

4. 1SS S&MA CoFR Status
(Jim Wade)

Special Topics:
1. STATION
A thd

2. INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Mark Gordon)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)
3. EVA
A. tbd

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE




STS-114/ULF1 (OV-104) FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES
SORR 02/11/03 ***** PAR: 01/31/03
FRR: 02/20/03 U/IR ***** FRR Tagup: 02/12/03
Prelaunch MMT: 02/27/03 PMMT Tagup: 02/26/03
Shuttie Launch: 03/01/03 (NET)

Mission Overview: Due Noon 1/28/03
1. Mission Success Criteria
A. Shuttle (Jim Gardner-1)
B. Station (Boeing)
C. Shuttle Crew Constraint Exceptions (Jim Pendergast-2)
2.  Station Overview (Boeing)
- Open work
- ISS Software (IV&V)
- On-orbit Status & - Vehicle Status
- ISS on orbit repair priority table
3. 1SS S&MA Readiness Status
(Jim Wade)
4.  EVA Overview (includes NCRs)
(Trent Barrett-5)
5. Increment 7 Russian EVA 9 Overview (includes NCRs)
(tbd-)
6. Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. JSC (Ann Garcia-Henley-6)
B. MSFC (tbd)
7. Increment 7 Paylocad Overview (includes NCRs) ******
(Richard Guidry)
8.  Shutlle Software Overview
A. JSC (Jane Moorhead-7)
B. MSFC SSME S/W (Roz Strickland)

Special Topics: Due Noon 1/28/03
1. SHUTTLE

A. JSC-TBD (VMI: Arnold Baldwin, Backup:Jeremy Verostko)
1. STS-107 AC2 Phase B Bus Anomaly
(Michael Penney-8) *****
2. STS-107 ET Foam Loss (to be presented @ FRR Tagup) *****
(George lshmael-)

B. MSFC
1. SRB: ET Attach Ring Material Properties Nonconformance *****
(Randall Tucker)
2. ET: STS-107 ET Foam Loss (to be presented @ FRR Tagup) *****
(Keith Layne)

C. KSC-TBD

2. EVA-TBD

3. STATION
A. Pistol Grip Tool Undertorqued
(EVA/Station/Don Totton)

B. Software Transition Overview
(John Trainor)
4. INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Sharolee Huet)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)



JSC One Pagers (Shuttle): Due Noon 1/28/03

1.  Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE

2.  New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE

3.  Flight Rules with Safety Impacts
(Jim Gardner)

4. BSTRA Ball Status
(Bill Prince)

5.  Flowliner Certification (to be presented @ FRR Tagup) *****
(Bill Prince)

6. EVA: EMU ltem 145 Release Valve *****
(Charles Sager)

7. EVA: EMU Upper/Lower Arm Restraint Bracket Loose Screw *****
(Charles Sager)

MSFC One Pagers (Shuttle): Due Noon 1/28/03
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight
A. RSRM 1st Flight of Press Fit Bushings on QOversized Pinholes
(Chris Cianciola)
B. SSME Main Fuel Valve Cap-to-Housing Joint Redesign *****
(Roz Patrick)
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils-NONE

KSC One Pagers (Shuttle): Due Noon 1/28/03
1. Ciritical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE
3. Resupply Stowage Platform
(Sharolee Huet)

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE
3. ORCA Ops During Sleep Flight Rule
(Scott Seyl)




6S FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES

65 SORR 04/03/03 1SS 6S PAR: thd
6S Launch: 04/26/03

Mission Overview:
1. Mission Success Criteria
A.6S
(Bobbie Jenkins)
2.  Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. 6S Payloads

(tbd)

3. ISS 6S Overview
(Bobbie Jenkins)

4. 1SS S&MA CoFR Status
(Jim Wade)

Special Topics:
1. STATION
A. thd

2.  INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Mark Gordon)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angetia Walker)
3. EVA
A. tbd

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE




S$TS-115/12A (OV-105) FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES

SORR 05/01/03 PAR: tbd
FRR: 05/08/03 FRR Tagup: tbd
Prelaunch MMT: 05/21/03 PMMT Tagup: tbd
Shuttle Launch: 05/23/03

Mission Overview:
1. Mission Success Criteria
A. Shuttle (Jim Gardner-1)
B. Station (Boeing)
C. Shuttle Crew Constraint Exceptions (Jim Pendergast-2)
2. Station Overview (Boeing)
- Open work
- ISS Software (IV&V)
- On-orbit Status & - Vehicle Status
- ISS on orbit repair priority table
3. 1SS S&MA CoFR Status
{Jim Wade)
4.  EVA Overview (includes NCRs)
(Stacie Greene-5)
5.  Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. JSC (Walter Stoerkel-6)
B. MSFC (tbd)
6. Shuttle Software Overview
A. JSC (Jane Moorhead-7)
B. MSFC SSME S/W (Roz Strickland)
Special Topics:
1. SHUTTLE
A. JSC-TBD (VMI: tbd, Backup:tbd)
B. MSFC-TBD
C. KSC-TBD
EVA-TBD
STATION-TBD
INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Sharolee Huet)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)

wn

JSC One Pagers (Shuttle):

Critical Process Changes/First Flight —-NONE
New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE
Flight Rules with Safety Impacts (Jim Gardner)
BSTRA Ball *****

(Bill Prince)

PN

MSFC One Pagers (Shuttle):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils-NONE

KSC One Pagers (Shuttle):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight ~NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE




11P FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES
11P SORR 05/01/03 ISS 11P PAR:
11P Launch: 05/26/03

tod

Mission Overview:
1.  Mission Success Criteria
A 11P
(Bobbie Jenkins)
2.  Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. 11P Payloads

(tbd)

3. 188 11P Overview
(Bobbie Jenkins)

4. 1SS S&MA CoFR Status
(Jim Wade)

Special Topics:
1.  STATION
A. tbd

2. INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Mark Gordon)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)
3. EVA
A. thd

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
3. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE




STS-116/12A.1 (OV-104) FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES
SORR 07/01/03 PAR;
FRR: 07/10/03 FRR Tagup:
Prelaunch MMT: 07/22/03 PMMT Tagup: tbd
Shuttle Launch: 07/24/03

Mission Overview:
1.  Mission Success Criteria
A. Shuttle (Jim Gardner-1)
B. Station (Boeing)

C. Shuttle Crew Constraint Exceptions (Jim Pendergast-2)

2.  Station Overview (Boeing)
- Open work
- ISS Software (IV&V)
- On-orbit Status & - Vehicle Status
- ISS on orbit repair priority table
3. IS8 S&MA CoFR Status
(Jim Wade)
4. EVA Overview (includes NCRs)
(Dan Mulligan-5)
5. Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. JSC (-6)
B. MSFC (tbd)
6.  Shuttle Software Overview
A. JSC (Jane Moorhead-7)
B. MSFC SSME S/W (Roz Strickland)
Special Topics:

1. SHUTTLE
A. JSC-TBD (VMI: tbd, Backup:tbd)
B. MSFC-TBD
C. KSC-TBD

2.  EVA-TBD

3. STATION-TBD

4. INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (Sharolee Huet)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)

JSC One Pagers (Shuttle):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE
3.  Flight Rules with Safety Impacts (Jim Gardner)

MSFC One Pagers (Shuttie):
1.  Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2.  New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils-NONE

KSC One Pagers (Shuttle):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
1. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2. New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE




12P FLIGHT MILESTONE DATES

12P SORR tbd ISS 12P PAR:
12P Launch: 07/30/03

tbd

Mission Qverview:
1. Mission Success Criteria
A. 12P
(Bobbie Jenkins)
2. Payload Overview (includes NCRs)
A. 12P Payloads

(tbd)

3. ISS 12P Overview
(Bobbie Jenkins)

4. ISS S&MA CoFR Status
(Jim Wade)

Special Topics:
1. STATION
A. tbd

2. INDEPENDENT ASSURANCE
A. JSC Independent Assessment (Mac Himel)
B. KSC SHIA (tbd)
C. MSFC HEDS (Angelia Walker)
3. EVA
A. thd

JSC One Pagers (Station):
1. Critical Process Changes/First Flight -NONE
2.  New or Upgraded Hazards & Cils -NONE




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: SR&QA MER Console [srqamer1@jsc.nasa.gov]
Sent: Saturday, January 25, 2003 7:05 AM

To: 'SRQA-MER@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov'

Subject: STS-107 Flight Day 09 Report

STS-107 Flight bay 09 Report
GMT 025:13:00

Shift Leads: Jim Pendergast, Brandon Dick, Mike Etchells
Missicn Engineer: Megan Bell (0OJT)

The STS-107 mission is progressing nominally and all Orbiter subsystems are
performing satisfactorily. The orbiter is currently in a 154 x 142 nm
orbit. No Orbiter issues have been reported in the previous 24 hours. The
Orbiter consumables remaining are above the levels required for completion
of the planned mission. The SpaceHab is performing well and science
continues to be conducted 24 hours a day.

There are eight vehicle anomalies at this time. (one new anomaly)

MER Ancomalies:

MER-01 ACZ Phase B Sluggish Current Signature

MER-02 No ICOM B in Spacehab

MER-03 02 Tank 7 Heater A Failed Off in Manual Mode (ORB)

MER-04 70MM Hasselblad Camera Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)

MER-05 Suspect Fuel Cell Monitoring System (FCMS) Data Cable (GFE)
MER-06 Loss of DR20 Tape Recording and Playback (GFE)

MER-07 LH2 Prevalve Open B Indicater Failed Off

MER-07A MDM FA4 CD-08 CH-00 Has Intermittent Data Hits (ORB)

MER-08 70 mm Hasselblad Camera S/N 1012 Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)

To subscribe to this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

Tc: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
subscribe srga-mer

end

To unsubscribe from this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
unsubscribe srga-mer

end

The shift reports are also posted on the SR&QA bulletin board at the
following internet address:
http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/BBS/current/default.htm

or

http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/bbs/default.htm

If you need additional information about this mailing list, please contact
michael.j.penneyl@.jsc.nasa.gov




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: SR&QA MER Console [srgamer1@jsc.nasa.gov]
Sent: Sunday, January 26, 2003 6:54 AM

To: 'SRQA-MER@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov'

Subject: S5TS-107 Flight Day 10 Report

ST5-107 Flight Day 10 Report
GMT 026:13:00

Shift Leads: Jim Pendergast, Jim Gardner, Mike Etchells
Mission Engineer: Megan Bell (OJT)

The STS-107 mission is progressing nominally and all Orbiter subsystems are
performing satisfactorily. The orbiter is currently in a 154 x 142 nm
orbit. No Orbiter issues have been reported in the previous 24 hours. The
Orbiter consumables remain well above the levels required for completion of
the planned mission. The SpaceHab is performing well and science continues
to be conducted 24 hours a day.

There are eight vehicle anomalies at this time. (no new anomalies)

MER Anomalies:

MER-01 ACZ Phase B Sluggish Current Signature

MER-02 No ICOM B in Spacehab

MER-03 02 Tank 7 Heater A Failed Off in Manual Mode (ORB)

MER~04 70MM Hasselblad Camera Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)

MER-05 Suspect Fuel Cell Monitoring System (FCMS) Data Cable (GFE)
MER-06 Loss of DR20 Tape Recording and Playback (GFE)

MER-07 LH2 Prevalve Open B Indicater Failed OfFf

MER-07A MDM FA4 CD-08 CH-00 Has Intermittent Data Hits (ORB)

MER-08 70 mm Hasselblad Camera S/N 1012 Moteor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)

To subscribe to this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
subscribe srga-mer

end

To unsubscribe from this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
unsubscribe srga-mer

end

The shift reports are also posted on the SR&QA bulletin board at the
following internet address:
http://wwwsrqga.jsc.nasa.gov/BBS/current/default.htm

or

http://wwwsrqga.jsc.nasa.gov/bbs/default.htm

If you need additional information about this mailing list, please contact
michael.j.penneyl@.jsc.nasa.gov




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: SR&QA MER Console [srgamer1@jsc.nasa.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2003 8:08 AM

To: 'SRQA-MER@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov'

Subject: STS-107 Flight Day 11 Report

STS~107 Flight Day 11 Report
GMT 027:14:00

Shift Leads: Jim Pendergast, Brandon Dick, Mike Etchells
Mission Engineer: Megan Bell (OJT)

The STS-107 mission is progressing nominally and all Orbiter subsystems are
pexrforming satisfactorily. The orbiter is currently in a 154 x 142 nm
orbit. No Orbiter issues have been reported in the previous 24 hours.
Science continues and the ground has been very happy with the performance of
the experiments.

There are eight vehicle anomalies at this time. (no new anomalies)

MER Anomalies:

MER-01 AC2 Phase B Sluggish Current Signature

MER-02 No ICOM B in Spacehab

MER-03 02 Tank 7 Heater A Failed Off in Manual Mode (ORB)

MER-04 70MM Hasselblad Camera Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)

MER-05 Suspect Fuel Cell Monitoring System (FCMS} Data Cable (GFE)
MER-06 Loss of DR20 Tape Recording and Playback (GFE)

MER-07 LHZ Prevalve Open B Indicater Failed Off

MER—~-07A MDM FA4 CD-08 CH-00 Has Intermittent Data Hits (ORB)

MER~-08 70 mm Hasselblad Camera S/N 1012 Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)

To subscribe to this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
subscribe srga-mer

end

To unsubscribe from this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The boedy of the message should contain the following twe lines:
unsubscribe srqa-mex

end

The shift reports are also posted on the SR&QA bulletin board at the
following internet address:
http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/BBS/current/default.htm

or

http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/bbs/default.htm

If you need additional information about this mailing list, please contact
michael.j.penneyl@.jsc.nasa.gov




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: GLANVILLE, ROY W. (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Sent: Monday, January 27, 2003 9:33 AM
Subject: Shuttle Standup Notes 1/27/03

STS-114 (OV-104) 3/1/03

e Completed closeouts.

* In to final water proofing

e Jack down weight & CG today.

¢ VAB rollout Wednesday morning at 9 AM.

STS-115 (OV-105) 5/23/03

¢ Sent the left hand OMS pod to the HMF for a regulator replacement.
MPS flow liners OK.

Window 11 replaced.

Will replace fuel cell 1 this week.

Pulling right hand pod for structural inspections.

STS-121 (OV-103) 7/29/04
e OMM work continues.

VAB
e STS-114 stack close-outs continue,

Stennis

e Battleship flow liner post test inspections completed
e  Will run another test today (580 seconds).
e This is the 12% test of Pratt Unit 11.

USA Booster
¢ Looked at two ETA rings over the weekend.
e Rings had 13 flights on them, 7 since the last NDE.
e 98 high stress areas examined, nothing found.
¢ Planning hardness testing.
e Regarding last flight’s FIV flicker, the splash down tore the cable harness off of the valve so nothing to see,
more to come.
¢ Sending team to CSD to pound flat the FOD issue.

Motor
* Nozzles have been sent to Utah and should arrive at plant on Wednesday.
e Early FSM 10 report: Nominal.

ET
e Hardware going well.
4% production friction stir weld in work.
e Still need to look at the pictures from the disconnect area to find out where the debris came from on the last
flight.
* SOFI pull test won’t find situations where suspected liquid air is off gassing between the slaw and the
1




SOFL.

USA Orbiter
» Analysis of ET debris hit indicates that Orbiter tile damage is within family and not a safety of flight issue.
e Analysis showed we’re OK with the loss of a couple of tiles around wheel well.

Vehicle Engineering
e BSTRA team at MSFC.
e  OMM monthly review in Florida this week.

Integration
¢ Working to assure photo ops expedite hand held photograph processing.
¢ Vehicle landing weight 233.7 to 233.9. Nozzle bluing not an issue, vehicle within certification predicted.

EVA
e Connecticut Quarterly review this week.

JSC/Norbraten
e All SLEP Summit Panels are working
*  GAO Audit of upgrades in work - will be at entrance meeting this Friday

Shuttle Processing
* Servers corrupted by worm software attack. Email currently down.

KSC/Segert
¢ OV-104 rollout review Tuesday 10 AM EST,

USA/DeCastro
® Looking at margin charts for the STS114 through STS-120.
¢ Tiger team to look at OMM/OMDP

JSC/Dittemore
s The STS-107 IFA PRCB 2/6
e The STS-114/ULF-1 Topics 2/13
e The STS-114/ULF-1 FRR 2/20
e Start time may be earlier than usual depending on ISS topics.




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: SR&QA MER Console [srqgamer1@jsc.nasa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, January 28, 2003 9:39 AM

To: 'srqa-mer listserver'

Subject: STS-107 Flight Day 12 Report

5TS-107 Flight Day 12 Report
GMT 028:15:30

Shift Leads: David Witwer, Brandon Dick, Mike Etchells
Mission Engineer: Dan Zalit (OJT)

The STS-107 mission continues nominally in a 154 x 140 nm orbit with all
Orbiter subsystems performing satisfactorily. No new Orbiter issues or
anomalies have been reported in the previous 24 hours.

Our MER Manager released the following update on the debris hit on the left
wing last during ascent. "Systems integration personnel performed a debris
trajectory analysis to estimate the debris impact conditions and locations.
This analysis was performed utilizing the reported observations from the
ascent video and film. It was assumed that the debris was foam from the
external tank. Based on the results of the trajectory analysis, an impact
analysis was performed to assess the potential damage to the tile and
reinforced carbon carbon (RCC). The impact analysis indicates the potential
for a large damage area to the tile. Damage to the RCC should be limited to
coating only and have no mission impact. Additionally, thermal analyses
were performed for different locations and damage conditions. The damage
conditions included one tile missing down to the densified layer of the tile
and multiple tiles missing over an area of about 7 in by 30 in. These
thermal analyses indicate possible localized structural damage but no
burn-through, and no safety of flight issue.”

Previous flight day reports discuss the eight MER anomalies listed below.

MER Anomalies:

MER-01 AC2 Phase B Sluggish Current Signature

MER-02 No ICOM B in Spacehab

MER-03 02 Tank 7 Heater A Failed Off in Manual Mode (ORB)

MER-04 70MM Hasselblad Camera Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)

MER-05 Suspect Fuel Cell Monitoring System (FCMS) Data Cable (GFE)
MER-06 Loss of DR20 Tape Recording and Playback (GFE)

MER~07 LHZ2 Prevalve Open B Indicator Failed Off

MER-07A MDM FA4 CD-08 CH-00 Has Intermittent Data Hits (ORB)

MER-08 70 mm Hasselblad Camera S/N 1012 Motor Drive Binds/Jams {(GFE)




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: SR&QA MER Console [srqamer1@)jsc.nasa.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2003 9:37 AM

To: 'srqa-mer@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov'

Subject: STS-107 FD13 Report

STS-107 Flight Day 13 Report
GMT 029:15:30

Shift Leads: David Witwer, Brandon Dick, Mike Etchells
Missicon Engineer: Dan Zalit (QJT)

The STS-107 mission continues nominally in a 151 x 140 nm orbit with all
Orbiter subsystems performing satisfactorily. No¢ new Orbiter issues or
anomalies have been reported in the previous 24 hours. The Orbiter
consumables remaining are above the levels required for completion of the
planned mission.

Previous flight day reports discuss the eight MER anomalies listed below.

MER Anomalies:

MER-01 AC2 Phase B Sluggish Current Signature

MER-02 No ICOM B in Spacehab

MER-03 02 Tank 7 Heater A Failed Off in Manual Mode (ORB)

MER-04 70MM Hasselblad Camera Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)

MER-05 Suspect Fuel Cell Monitoring System (FCMS) Data Cable (GFE)
MER-06 Loss of DR20 Tape Recording and Playback (GFE)

MER-07 LH2 Prevalve Open B Indicator Failed Off

MER-07A MDM FA4 CD-08 CH-00 Has Intermittent Data Hits (ORB)

MER-08 70 mm Hasselblad Camera S/N 1012 Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)

To subscribe to this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomco@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
subscribe srqga-mer

end

To unsubscribe from this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordemec@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
unsubscribe srqa-mer

end

The shift reports are also posted on the SR&QA bulletin board at the
feollowing internet address:
http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/BBS/current/default.htm

or

http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/bbs/default.htm

If you need additicnal information about this mailing list, please contact
michael.j.penneyl@.jsc.nasa.gov




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: Page-1, Robert [Robert. W.Page@nasa.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, January 29, 2003 12:56 PM
To: Abner, Charlie; ALFARO, KAREN (JSC-SP5) (LM); Atkinson, Bill C.; Ayotte-1, William;

BAHR, PATRICIA A. (PAT) (JSC-SJ} (NASA); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); Bauder,
Stephen P; Blue, John B; Brewer, John M; BROWN, KENNETH L. (JSC-MV8) (NASA);
Bursian, Henry, Burt, Rick; Butler, Mike; BYRNE, GREGORY J., PHD (JSC-SX) (NASA);
Cash, Steve; Chapman, John; Chitko, Pete J.; BOYKIN, CHRISTINE M. (JSC-MS2) (NASA);
Clever, William W.; Davis, Benny; DERRY, STEPHEN M. (STEVE) (JSC-EG3) (NASA);
DISLER, JONATHAN M. (JON) (JSC-SX) (LM); DYE, PAUL F. {JSC-DA8) (NASA); Engler,
Tom; ERMINGER, MARK D. {JSC-NC) (NASA); Fagan, Michael; Ferris, Frances; Fisher,
Gary; Fricke, Robert W.; Fuller, Mike; GALBREATH, GREGORY F. (GREG) (JSC-ES2)
(NASA); Gardze, Eric P.; GLANVILLE, ROY W. (JSC-NC) (NASA); Glenn-1, Maicolm;
Goldman, Gene; GOMEZ, REYNALDOQ J. (RAY) (JSC-EG3) (NASA); Gordon, Steve L;
Greenwood, Terry F.; BYRNE, GREGORY J., PHD (JSC-SX) (NASA), Guidi-1, John;
HALSELL, JAMES D (JSC-REMOTE}; HAM, LINDA J. (JSC-MA2) (NASA); Harris, Yolanda;
Hawkins, Tyrell; HAYNES, DENA S. (JSC-EV) (NASA); Herst, Terri; Holderman, Mark L.;
Holmes, Steven G.; Hopson, George; Huff, Joy N.; IVINS, MARSHA S. (JSC-CB) (NASA);
Jim Ross; Jones-1, Frank; Kaminsky, James; Kelley-1, David; Kienitz, Fred; Kynard, Mike;
Lafleur, Tom C; Laufenberg, Katherine M; Leggett, Kenneth D; Leinbach-1, Mike; LIN, JILL D.
(JSC-MV5) (NASA); Lorelei Lohrli-Kirk; Maddux, Lewis; Mango, Ed; Martin, David M.;
MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG); MAYER, FRED F. (JSC-NC) (SAIC);
MCCORMACK, DONALD L. (DON) (JSC-MV6) (NASA); Moore, Dennis; Moyer, David;
Muddle, William H.; Muhar, Mark; Murphy, Alan; Nagle, Scott M; Nash, Richard; Newton,
John; Oliu-1, Armando; Ortiz-Longo, Carlos V.; Otte, Neil; Otto, Scott; Owens, Karen K.;
Page-1, Robert; PATTERSON, JOE K. (KEN) (JSC-DM) (USA); Preston, Ken; PREVETT,
DONALD E. (DCN) {(JSC-EP) (NASA); Purtle, Lawrence; Ramon, Rudolph; Revay, Kenneth
P; Rieckhoff, Tom; Rivera, Jorge; Rudolphi, Michael; Segert-1 Randall; Smeiser, Jerry;
Snoddy, Jim; SNYDER, MICHAEL W. (JSC-SX) (LM); Sofge, Al (NASA HQ); Speece-1, Bob;
Stevensen-1, Charlie; Sutton, Marcy; Swan, Bobbie G.; Teehan, Paul; Tepool, Ronald;
Tinsley, John; WALLACE, RODNEY O. (ROD) (JSC-MS2) (NASA); WALTERS, JAMES B.
(BRITT) (JSC-SM) (NASA); White, Doug; Williams, Tom; Wilson, David; Wilsen, Thomas F.;
Woolhouse, Dwight; Worlund, Len

Subject: STS-107 Launch+4 Day Consolidated Film/Video Report

107CFVR_L+4.pdf

Attached is a copy of the $TS-113 Launch+4 Day Consolidated Film/Video
Report.

<<107CFVR_L+4.pdf>>

During my computer replacement, I lost the distribution list and have been
working ro restcore it. Please review over the list of names that this is
being sent to and verify that the proper individuals are getting it. Also,
the following were getting it before and I cannot find e-mail addresses for
them. If you have one, please provide it to me; Bakes, Russell; Conte,
Barbara A; Counts, Parker; Feeley, James; Jones, Ferdinand; Kan, Kenneth;
Kopfinger, Philip; Lamkin, Bill; Nichols, Stanley;Robertson, James;
Sanofsky, Kerry; Schomburg, Calvin.

Bob Page
KSC/MK-SIO -
{321)867-8516




STS-107
Launch+4 Day
Consolidated Film/Video Report
KSC, JSC, MSFC and Program Integration
Film/Video Analysis Teams

22 January 2003

This report consolidates the multi-center post flight photo reviews into a single list of
observations for engineering review. This integrates the photo review process into the IFA /
PRACA process to ensure that the identified observations are assessed and dispositioned
prior to the next flight per established problem reporting criteria.

CFVR-107-01

Camera: E204, E208, E212
Time: UTC 016:15:40:21.699

During ascent at approximately 81 seconds MET, debris was seen to originate from an area
near the ET/Orbiter forward attach bipod. Due to lighting conditions in the area, it is not
known whether the debris originated as a single item which broke up or if it originated as
several separate items. Four objects are seen or surmised from the data.

Object #1, the largest of the items, was a light-colored piece of debris which appeared
(016:15:40:21.699 UTC) to move outboard in a -Y direction, then fell aft along the left Orbiter
fuselage and struck the underside (-Z) of the leading edge of the left wing (016:15:40:21.882
UTC). The strike appears to have occurred on or relatively close to the wing glove near the
Orbiter fuselage. After striking the left wing, the debris broke into a spray of white-colored
particles that fell aft along the underside (-Z side) of the Orbiter left wing. The spray of
particles was last seen near the LSRB exhaust plume.

Object #2, darker and smaller in appearance than the first, is visible in the frame immediately
following the appearance of Object #1. Its travel path seems to be slightly more outboard and
more in the —Z direction than the first. This object actually strikes the wing before Object #1.
(A spray of particles is seen traversing aft prior to the strike from Object #1).

Object #3 is not seen directly in any views. However, evidence of its existence comes from a
second spray of particles at the same time as and parallel to the spray from Object #2.

Object #4 does not appear to strike the Orbiter, but is seen as it crosses over the ET vertical
strut. This object may be part of the debris cloud from Object #2/3.
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STS-107
Launch+4 Day
Consolidated Film/Video Report
KSC, JSC, MSFC and Program Integration
Film/Video Analysis Teams

Comparison views of the strike area immediately before and after the event were examined
for indications of damage to the wing. The resolution on the films and videos is insufficient to
see individual tiles. Of the multiple views that should have been available to view this event,
many were unuseable. Based on the resolution of the views available, no conclusions can be
reached on the extent of any damage that may have occurred from this event.

Secondary effects from the spray of materials following the strikes was also considered. The
MER was contacted to determine the Elevon positions at the time of the strike. Since the Left
Inboard Elevon was slightly down, there is also the possibility of strikes there.

Time Elevon Position (deg)

G.m.t. MET (sec) LIB LOB
016:15:40:20 80 2.56 -4.87
016:15:40:21 81 1.63 -4.87
016:15:40:22 82 0.71 -4.87
016:15:40:23 83 0.24 -3.71
016:15:40:24 84 0.24 -2.09

Note: For the elevons, a negative deflection is Up, positive is Down

A preliminary assessment of debris impact conditions predicted an impact to the Orbiter lower
surface at location X01049, Y0185 (results provided on January 17, 2003) Impact velocity
was estimated to be approximately 750 ft/sec with an impact angle estimated to be less than
20 degrees.

Further analysis will be performed.
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STS-107
Launch+4 Day
Consolidated Film/Video Report
KSC, JSC, MSFC and Program Integration
Film/Video Analysis Teams

CFVR-107-02

Camera: E-220, E-222, E-223, E-224
Time: UTC 15:39:33.196

Approximately 33 seconds after T-0 (15:39:33.196 UTC) several particles are observed falling
away from the —Z portion of the LH SRB ETA ring. Particles are probably pieces of the
instafoam closeout on the ETA ring. (E-220, E-222, E-223, E-224)

From Post-Flight SRB Inspection:

The LH ETA ring instafoam closeout exhibited missing foam on the aft side. The areas of
missing foam were sooted, indicating they came off in flight and not as the result of water
impact. The largest area was approximately 3 inches in diameter by 2-1/2 inches deep. This
appears to correlate with the debris seen coming from this area on the tracking films (E-220,
E-222, E-223, E-224).

Missing Instatoam, with
sooting, from the aft side of
the LH ETA ring.
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STS-107
Launch+4 Day
Consolidated Film/Video Report
KSC, JSC, MSFC and Program Integration
Film/Video Analysis Teams

Bob Page
KSC/MK-SIO
(321)867-8516
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ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: SR&QA MER Console [srqamer1@jsc.nasa.gov]
Sent: Friday, January 31, 2003 9:08 AM

To: 'srqa-mer@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov'

Subject: STS-107 Flight Day 15 Report

§TS-107 Flight Day 15 Report
GMT 031:14:50, MET 14:23:10

Shift Leads: David Witwer, James Gardner, David Melendez
Mission Engineer: Dan Zalit (OJT)

The STS-107 mission continues nominally with two issues reported over the
previous 24 hours. The Orbiter consumables are above the levels required
for completion of the planned mission. Weather forecasts for the two
Saturday landing opportunities at KSC are well within flight rule limits;
specifically scattered clouds at 3500 ft and 25,000 ft, visibility 7 sm, and
crosswinds less than 10 knots.

Flight Control System (FCS) checkout is complete with FCS, APU and hydraulic
system performance as expected. Following FCS checkout, the RCS hot-fire
occurred satisfactorily. All thrusters fired at least once. The Orbiter is
prepared for tomorrow's deorbit and landing.

However, two anomalies have been added to our MER Anomaly list. The first
anomaly added is MER-09: SPACEHAB Water Loop Flow Degradation. Earlier in
the flight (MET 01:21:21), the flight control team decided to use only
SPACEHAB water pump 1. Recent data shows pump 1 is degrading, however the
degradation is at a rate that will allow the flow to stay above nominal
limits until the end of mission. SPACEHAB water pump 1 degradation does not
currently have an impact to the mission. Post landing, a team at KSC will
troubleshoot the Orbiter side of the interface to determine if Orbiter
hardware either caused or impacted the problem.

The second ancmaly added in the past 24 hours is MER-10: Forward DAP RAuto A
Contact Deselected, A review of the data indicates that the switch
performed nominally until MET 13:04:49 and 13:05:53. At these two moments
when the crew used the forward Digital Auto Pilot (DAP) auto push button
switch, contact A did not close. Redundancy Management (RM) subsequently
deselected contact A of the forward DAP. A switch tease, observed in the
past on this type of switch, is the suspected cause. Although there is a
loss of redundancy, no mission impact is expected and workarounds are in
place for the next worst failure.

MER Anomalies:

MER-01 ACZ Phase B Sluggish Current Signature

MER-02 No ICCM B in SPACEHAB

MER-03 02 Tank 7 Heater A Failed Off in Manual Mode {ORB)

MER-04 70MM Hasselblad Camera Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)

MER-05 Suspect Fuel Cell Monitoring System (FCMS) Data Cable (GFE)
MER-06 Loss of DR20 Tape Recording and Playback (GFE)

MER-07 LH2 Prevalve Open B Indicator Failed Off

MER-07A MDM FA4 CD-08 CH-00 Has Intermittent Data Hits (ORB)

MER-08 70 mm Hasselblad Camera S/N 1012 Motor Drive Binds/Jams (GFE)
MER-09 SPACEHAB Water Loop Flow Degradation (ORB or PLD)

MER-10 Forward DAP Auto A Contact Deselected (ORB)

To subscribe to this mailing list:




Send a message to the following address:

To: majordomo@listserver.jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
subscribe srga-mer

end

To unsubscribe from this mailing list:

Send a message to the following address:

To: majordemo@listserver,jsc.nasa.gov

The body of the message should contain the following two lines:
unsubscribe srqga-mer

end

The shift reports are also posted on the SR&QA bulletin board at the
following internet address:
http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/BBS/current/default.htm

or

http://wwwsrga.jsc.nasa.gov/bbs/default.htm

If you need additicnal information about this mailing list, please contact
michael.j.penneyl@.jsc.nasa.gov




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Sent: Monday, February 03, 2003 12:34 PM
Subject: Shuttle Standup Notes

Ron

He appreciates everyone's efforts throughout the program with the utmost professionalism under very difficult

circumstances

Employee Assistance Program services are available

Memorial Noon Tuesday

Columbia Accident Investigation Board - Admiral Gehman leading

HQ Contingency Action Team (HCAT)

Linda Ham leading Mishap Response Team (MRT)

Mishap Investigation Team and Engineering Teams report to the MRT
The MIT is at Barksdale AFB

Records Team meeting this afternoon at 4 PM

Future Ramifications

Roe

Continue processing OV-103 OMDP

s There may be additional inspections

QV-105 continue processing

OV-104 in VAB - leave in VAB

» USA find out how long we can leave in the VAB stacked

Cancelled Supplier Symposium

Our highest priority is to support Accident Investigation Board and MRT
Continue normal work if not involved in investigation

Will decide what o do with SLEP

Vehicle Engineering Working Group is organized much the same way as for large problems recently

McCool

Py
@]

S

Have 5 teams
Paul Manafo team is at MAF developing ET Fault Tree

*

=

80 people in the field supporting Dave Whittle

oD

Still supporting 3 crewmembers on orbit
10P docking is tomorrow

Norbraten

Will recover the history and raticnale for Safety Upgrades we have implemented

Ham

*

1/560 will be tied into the MRT

Fred Gregory

Ron

MR O'Keefe is briefing the White House today
+ Fred spent some time with the teams at Barksdale yesterday

Dittemore

No FRR on 2/20
Leave everything else as it was
Go into a holding pattern



ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Sent: Thursday, February 06, 2003 9:21 AM
Subject: Shuttle Standup Notes 2/6/03

Dittemore

¢ Meeting with the Columbia Accident Investigation Board (CAIB) today at 8 AM
+« As of today, the MRT and MIT will be under the CAIB
e Task Force led by Frank Buzzard will be the Admin arm of the CAIB

Ham
« MRT will be at 10 AM today
s Hope to move to Bld 1 on Monday
s Wil start asking for formal charts
e Requests for interviews from the press need to go through Ron Dittemore
e FOIA requests need fo go through Linda Ham and the CSR

Dittemore

» Have pre-approved certain people to be able to talk to the media about background info

» The investigation will not involve every single person and he understands their desire to participate
e Managers need to keep the program going and not conflict with the investigation
e Infrastructure revitalization, SLEP, Training, and other things would be good things to work on

MSFC
e Alex McCool will have bypass surgery tomorrow

STS-114 (OV-104)
o Finished Orbiter ET Mate and Shuttle Interface Test

STS-115 (OV-105)
¢ Fuel Cell installed

OVv-103
e Mods and inspections

SSME
e One more test at Stennis on the flowliner

USA Booster
e SRB IA Team looking at hardware and paperwork
e Will start processing flight hardware today

Motor
e RSRM JA Team is at KSC this week and Utah next week

USA Orbiter
e Engineering team is looking at OV-104 in VAB Payload Bay Moisture requirement
e Working the design of the BSTRA tool

Vehicle Engineering
¢ Deep into data review
e Data request go through the MER




USA Integration
o Integration Management Review next week in Houston

KSC
e Memorial Service at KSC on Friday

USA Flight Ops
» All MCC and Training systems back on line

MOD
e ISS support continues
e Will start training again next week

Upgrades

e Direction from HQ on SLEP Summit to maintain dates in March
¢ Support for each of the panels varies
e Will decide for sure next week

HQ
e Memorial at the National Cathedral at 10 EST today

USA
¢ Working optimum use of vehicles to support the manifest

Dittemore

o Asked the manifest people to work options assuming 4/1 or 6/1 resumption of flights




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: NAKAMURA, STACEY T. (JSC-NS) (NASA)

Sent: Monday, January 13, 2003 10:55 AM

To: ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Cc: BAZAN, DEBORAH S. (DEBBIE) (JSC-NC) (GHG)
Subject: RE: STS-107 Readiness Statement

No issues....sorry about the mixup.

will have this completed today.

Stacey T. Nakamura
Phone: (281) 483-4345
Fax: (281) 483-6275

----- Original Message-----

From: ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Sent: Monday, January 13, 2003 10:26 AM

To: NAKAMURA, STACEY T. (JSC-NS) (NASA)

Cc: BAZAN, DEBORAH S. (DEBBIE) (JSC-NC) (GHG)
Subject: STS-107 Readiness Statement

Debbie tells me you haven't sent her your Readiness Statement for STS-107 yet?

Do you have any issues that | need to know about?




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: PENDERGAST, JAMES E. (JSC-NC) (GHG)
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2003 2:27 PM

To: ERMINGER, MARK D. {JSC-NC) (NASA)
Subject: RE: STS-107 PAR Action ltems

This action is being worked. There are going to be several meetings schedule the week of Jan 20th with the most
recently flown Commanders to get their input of the requirements. Alan Bartos, who is the book manager of the Shuttle
Crew Scheduling Constraints Requirements, and | are then going to take those inputs along with my data and Alan's to
MOD to address changing the requirements to be more inline with real world and to bring CBs request of which
requirements do not need to be changed, just more strictly enforced. When the action was assigned | knew this was
going to be several months in the work to address the requirements and possibly changing them. | will keep you apprised
of our progress.

Jim

From: ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC}) (NASA)
Sent: Monday, January 13, 2003 1:28 PM

To: PENDERGAST, JAMES E. (JSC-NC) (GHG)
Subject: STS-107 PAR Action Items

Do you have something you could send me to close this action?

The following action was assigned at the STS-107 PAR Tag-up
held on Friday, December 20, 2002:

Action # 122002-1
Actionee; JSC-Jim Pendergast
Action: Discuss with MOD the possibility of making three hour pre-sleep and three hour post-sleep a requirement

on non-EVA/non-rendezvous days.




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: ROSS, CLARENCE L. (JSC-NE) (NASA)

Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2003 1:45 PM

To: THELEN, DAVID F. (JSC-NT) (NASA)

Cc: LAWS, BURT A. (JSC-EC) (NASA); JOHNSON, M. S. {SCOTT) (JSC-NC) (NASA), DYER,

DAVID W. (JSC-NT) (NASA), WATKINS, VINCENT D. (JSC-NT) (NASA); RIVERA, PEDRO
L. (JSC-NT) (NASA); ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Subject; EMU Contamination Status....

Importance: High

Dave, this just happen this morning. There were meetings in B7/EC5 to try and understand exactly what type of situation
we have and to identify the impacts for tomorrow's EVA ,on orbit units and flight. Yes, this is a routine water sampling
test which was conducted at the HAMILTON SUNDSTRAND PLANT (not FEPC or onsite JSC). Base on a 12 noon
meeting with XA, EC, SA and Hamilton it has been determined that the location of the strontium chromate (SrCrO4) or
chromium is upstream of the item | 145 located in fine #111 which is a oxygen vent line. However, the contaminated
location is downstream of the flow into the suit helmet area.

Problem:
PLSS #1008 hardware evaluation of | 145 relief vaive and orifice extension identified .25 mg (176 ft3 of volume needed to
meet the requirements ) of strontium chromate (SrCr0O4) on dead end side of valve.

Potential Sources:

BR 127 primer (or MIL-P-23377 primer) is used on water tank structure, aluminum horn and then coated with PD George.
*BR 127 is 2% strontium chromate

* water tends to leach strontium chromate out of the BR 127 coating if PD George coating lifts.

Transport Mechanism:
* (Gas, vapor and water.
* Most likely mechanism is the moisture/water droplets behind the bladders

Findings:
* Current findings are indicating that the SrCrO4 is trapped behind the | 145 and is not present in the "vent loop" portion
of the valve.

Bottom Line:

* Meeting in B7 with NT, XA, EC and Hamilton Sundstrand are currently on going. Chemist to determine impact of
SrCrO4 7777

* 1 145 relief valve has been on PLSS 1008 for 19 years with out removal.

* PLSS 1006 was tested with no SrCrO4 identified. The age is similar to PLSS 1008 (19 to 20 years).

* Suffredini meeting move to 4pm 1/16/03

* SR&QA acticn to determine the probability of performing a EVA as a result of Shuttle payload bay door failure. ( IN
WORK)

Stay tuned.......

C. L. Ross

NASA SR&QA EVA Projects Office Lead
281-244-5095 (0) 888-265-9748 (P)
cross@ems.jse.nasa.gov

From: ROSS, CLARENCE L. (JSC-NE) (NASA)

Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2003 11:05 AM

To: DYER, DAVID W. (JSC-NT) (NASA); WATKINS, VINCENT D. (JSC-NT) (NASA)
Cc: THELEN, DAVID F. (JSC-NT) (NASA); LAWS, BURT A. {JSC-EC) (NASA)
Subject: FW: PCAR Presentations

FY1 .... The meeting was deferred due fo 2pm meeting to discuss the PLSS Chromium contamination with Suffredini.
1




The contamination was discovered during the USA FCE processing and water sampling. The sources has not yet
been identified. We are also supporting this meeting. STAY TUNED....

C. L. Ross

NASA SR&QA EVA Prgjects Office Lead
281-244-5095 (0) 888-265-9748 (P)
CrosSs@ems.jse.nasa.gov

From: HUYNH, ANH H. (JSC-XA} (NASA)
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2003 9:43 AM
To: BONSAL, GRACE (JSC-XA) (HS); NEWMAN, RONNY L. (JSC-DX12) (NASA); 'Monroe, Jesse  USA'; ‘Donald Campbell (E-mail);

ROSS, CLARENCE L. (JSC-NE) (NASA); TOLER, RODERICK C. (ROD) (JSC-NT) (WGI); DINSMORE, CRAIG E. (JSC-EC5) (NASA);
RUCKER, MICHELLE A, (JSC-EC) (NASA); LEWIS, KEVIN W. (JSC-ER) (NASA); ‘Jackie Manning (E-mail)'; David Etter (E-mail)
Subject: RE: PCAR Presentations

Due to an unexpected event, the XA PCAR meeting will begin at 3:00 (Houston time) this afternoon instead of 2:00.
The meeting will only be 1-hour long, so please be prepared to limit the discussion to cover the highlights in your
presentations.

Thanks for your support.

Jesse, please forward to Sharon (7).
All, please forward to others who plan to attend.

----- Qriginal Message---—--

From: BONSAL, GRACE (JSC-XA) (HS)
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2003 9:04 AM
To: HUYNH, ANH H. (JSC-XA) (NASA); NEWMAN, RONNY L. (J5C-DX12) (NASA); ‘Monroe, Jesse  USA'; 'Donald Campbell (E-mail)';

ROSS, CLARENCE L. (JSC-NE) (NASA); TOLER, RODERICK C. (ROD) (JSC-NT) (WGI); DINSMORE, CRAIG E. (JSC-ECS) (NASA);
RUCKER, MICHELLE A. (JSC-EC) {NASA); LEWIS, KEVIN W. (JSC-ER) {(NASA); "Jackie Manning (E-maily’

Subject: PCAR Presentations

Importance: High

Please send me your PCAR presentation electronically by noon today so that | can distribute the information to the telecon
participants.

Thanks in advance,
Grace

Grace Larson

EVA Project Office

Hamilton Sundstrand Management Services
Building 1, Room 328

281.483.3393 Office

713.786.4241 Pager




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: BROWNE, DAVID M. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2003 4:06 PM

To: ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA), MARSHALL, YOLANDA Y. (JSC-NA) (NASA);
JOHNSON, M. 8. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC} (NASA)

Subject: STS-107

We have reviewed the Aclar issue discussed at L-2 and are CK. We'll review the waiver before the Noon Board
tomorrow. The BSTRA ball offset was real late breaking news that we did not discuss in our 10:00 AM meeting. We are
having a 4:30 PM CST meetig today to discuss the new info. We'll Email the results and our position. With regard to 104
and 105, they have inspected both vehicles, but we have not spun the balls. We have not talked about daing that yet,
because we weren't sure that it could be done until several days ago. Now that it can be done, it needs fo be addressed
again. I'l have to get back with you.




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: ROSS, CLARENCE L. (JSC-NE) (NASA)
Sent: Wednesday, January 15, 2003 9:51 AM
To: THELEN, DAVID F. (JSC-NT) (NASA); LAWS, BURT A. (JSC-EC) (NASA); DYER, DAVID W.

(JSC-NT) (NASA); WATKINS, VINCENT D. (JSC-NT) (NASA); JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT)
(JSC-NC) (NASA); SEYL, SCOTT A. (JSC-NE) (NASA); ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC)
(NASA); TOTTON, DONALD W. (DON) (JSC-OE) (NASA)

Cc: ' KRUEGER, HAYDEN A. {JSC-NT) (SAIC); ROACH, JACK G. (JSC-NT) (SAIC); EADS,
DENNIS (JSC-NT) (SAIC); SAGER, CHARLES L. {JSC-NT) (SAIC); FUENTES, JOSE (JSC-
NT) (SAIC)

Subject: FW: SR&QA EVA Contingency.ppt

Dave, attached you will find the XA EVA pitch presented during this morning's L-1 meeting for STS-107. | would like to
personally thank Charles Sager/NT and Jose Fuentes/NT for supporting the problem resolution team meetings in building
7 and 30 (MMT) last night and this morning's EVA. | would also like to commend the NC/SAIC PRA group (Roger Boyer,
Jim Teel & Bruce Reistle) for providing an exceptional product assessment which addressed the probability of performing
a contingency EVA.

C. L. Ross

NASA SR&QA EVA Projects Office Lead
281-244-5095 (0) 888-265-9748 (P)
Cross @ems. isc.nasa.gov

-----Original Message-----

From: JOHNSON, BRIAN J. (JSC-XA) (NASA)
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2003 11:14 PM
To: FLYNT, GEORGE A. (ALLEN) (JSC-XA) (NASA); DUTTON, JEFF (JSC-XA) (NASA); LUTZ, GLENN C. (JSC-XA) (NASA)
Cc: ROSS, CLARENCE L. (JSC-NE) (NASA)
Subject: RE: SR&QA EVA Contingency.ppt
EMU L-1 Pitch ppt

It was a blast. See ya in the morning.

Brian
----- QOriginal Message~----
From: ROSS, CLARENCE L. (JSC-NE) (NASA)
Sent: Tuesday, January 14, 2003 9:38 PM
To: JOHNSON, BRIAN J. (JSC-XA) (NASA); FLYNT, GEORGE A. (ALLEN) (JSC-XA) (NASA); DUTTON, JEFF (JSC-XA) (NASA)

Subject: SR&QA EVA Contingency.ppt

Here is the PowerPoint version of the chart we discuss post the MMT. This might change based on a 7am meeting
with SR&QA management.

<< File: SR&QA EVA Contingency.ppt >>

C. L. Ross

NASA SR&QA EVA Prajects Office Lead
281-244-5095 (0) 888-265-9748 (P)
Cross@ems,jsc,nasa. gov
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Strontium Chromate in EMU
Investigation Results

STS 107 L-1 Review

G. Allen Flynt
EVA Project Office

Johnson Space Center
1/15/03

XA | EVA Prcéject Office
January 15, 2003



EVA
PROJECT

OFFICE EMU Systems Investigation

* Background

— During life extension evaluation of the [-145 Relief Valve on the fleet leader EMU (19
years of age) approximately 0.25 mg of Strontium Chromate (SrCrQO,) was identified.

~ This valve is connected to the ventilation loop, however is not in the direct flow path
to the crewmember.

~ Strontium Chromate exists within the EMU System as a minor component (2%) of
BR-127 Primer (MIL-P-23377)

— BR 127 primer is utilized on the water tank structure and aluminum horn, both of
which are exposed to the ventilation loop. The primer is then over-coated with PD
George for corrosion prevention.

* General Finding
— Qver time water can leach SrCrO, out of exposed BR 127

XA ! EVA Project Office
2 January 15, 2003



EVA

rOFrICE EMU Systems Investigation

* Findings associated with BR 127 use in the Water Tank

— Neoprene water bladders installed on EMUs prior to 1990 leached water into the
water tank structure. Corrosion of the water tank and flaking of coatings was not
uncommon

— A flow path between the water tank and I-145 exists and would explain for the
contamination exhibited on the EMU fleet leader (PLSS 1008)

— Post 1990 installation of Flourel bladders eliminated water access to the water tank
structure

— All EMU water tanks are inspected every 2 years to ensure no exposure of BR 127

~— The migration of contamination as witnessed in PLSS 1008 into the ventilation loop
is not considered possible

» The only probable flow path to the vent loop from the water tank is during
unmanned SOP check outs because the [-145 valve is not functional during
EVA operations

* In the event of leakage of the relief valve gas flow will be in the direction away
from the vent loop

XA I EVA Project Office
3 January 15, 2003



EVA
PROJECT

OFFICE EMU Systems Investigation

* Findings associated with BR 127 use in the Aluminum Horn
— The Aluminum Horn is not considered to be a contamination source
» This item is inspected every 2 years
+ No failure history associated with loss of coatings and exposure of BR 127

* EMU Systems Conclusion

— There is no probable mechanism to introduce SrCrQO, into the EMU ventilation loop
during EVA

XA / EVA Project Office
4 January 15, 2003



EVA

‘ez ToXxicology Investigation of SrCrO,

* Toxicology Findings
— Strontium Chromate is a carcinogen and long term exposure above the industry
standards is considered to increase the risk of cancer

— Current industry standards for acceptable long term daily exposure to SrCrO, range
from 0.002 mg/m3 to 0.2 mg/m3

— JSC Toxicology has determined that in the improbable event that the 0.25 mg of
SrCrO, found in the EMU fleet leader were released into the ventilation loop for the
duration of a single EVA the crewmember would be exposed to the equivalent of 1
hour to 12 days of the daily limit for repeated long term career exposure

* Toxicology Conclusion

— JSC toxicology has determined this type of exposure to be a minimal risk to crew
health and does not represent an appreciable increase in risk in performing EVA
operations

XA ! EVA Project Office
5 January 15, 2003



ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: PENNEY, MICHAEL J. {(JSC-NC) (SAIC)
Sent: Friday, January 17, 2003 2:51 PM
To: JOHNSON, M. 8. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC) (NASA); ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA};

DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC), SR&QA MER Console; CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA)
(SAIC); BROWNE, DAVID M. (JSC-NC) (NASA); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC) (SAIC);
NGUYEN, KHOI (JSC-NC) (SAIC); DEFRANCIS, MICHAEL A. (JSC-NC) (SAIC);
VEROSTKO, JEREMY E. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); KOKOSZ, CHERYL M. (JSC-NC) (SAIC);
ROSE, SUMMER L. (JSC-NC) (SAICY, MORELAND, DEAN (JSC-NC) {NASA)

Cc: FOSTER, ANDY (JSC-NC) (GHG)

Subject: Problem Tracking Telecon.

| attended the STS-107 problem tracking telecon where 3 “Funny Under Investigation” items were discussed.
Included below is the text of the MER Funny/Problem Tracing List and additional notes

MER -1

Funny Under Investigation; EPD&C - Hardware; ACZ2 Phase B "Sluggish" Current Signature (ORB)

Summary:

During the pre-launch/post-insertion time period, AC2 phase B exhibited sluggish current increase during motor operation
on three motors. The first occurrence of the sluggish performance was noted at T-31 seconds, and the second and third
occurrences were noted during the post-insertion activities. AC2 phases A and C would increase to their expected values,
but phase B would increase only to about half of expected value, then recover to the expected value within about a
second. The affected motors are: vent doors 8 and 9, Ku-band deploy motor 2, and port payload bay door open motor 2.
There was no impact to motor drive times. There is no common circuit breaker/motor control assembly. All other motor
signatures analyzed were nominal, some of which are powered from the same circuit breaker/motor controi assemblies as
the affected motars.

MJP notes
During Ku Deploy motor operation phase B recovered in about 2 or 1/3 second.

Other motors on the same circuits have operated correctly indicating a possible intermittent problem.

KSC is going to check the data from the operation of these three motors during the last flow in the OPF. The Payload
bay doors were not opened in the vertical this flow.

The only work that KSC mentioned for this area was the replacement of a phase A circuit breaker AC-1 MID 1 on panel
MA73C due to UA 109V-0357. This UA is deferred till Failure analysis of the circuit breaker can be completed.

The phase A problem was the loss of that phase, however the new phase B problem is a two step up to the expected
value.

Here is a Web PCASS link to the old UA:

<http://adam.usano.ksc.nasa.gov:8080/adamvweb/plsql/kscpr. KSC_TPD_Report.wp_execDetail?wv_pCode=741106
&wv_poldsc=&wv_rAll>=

MER -2

Funny Under Investigation; C&T - Audio; No ICOM B in SpaceHab (ORB)

Summary: During Spacehab activation, the crew reported that transmissions from the Orbiter on the intercommunications
(ICOM) B loop were not being heard in the Spacehab module. Communications on the ICOM A loop were satisfactory.
This loss of redundancy should not affect the continuing mission operations.

MJP notes ,
Per KSC the nominal launch configuration is for ICOM B to be off at the panel however the on orbit checkout procedure
does check both ICOM A & B. INCO is developing a checkout procedure for the flight crew to use to isolate the problem.

MER - 3; Funny Under Investigation; O2 Tank 7 Heater A Failed Off in Manual Mode (CRB)
Summary: During performance of the O2 tank current level detector checkout, it was noted that the O2 tank 7 heater A1
and A2 ON discretes did not come on. This procedure calls for the tank heaters being turned on manually then verifying
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that the sensor trips out the heater. Main bus current verified that the O2 tank 7 A heaters did not come on. The heaters

have not yet been used in the AUTO mode but MOD is currently planning to request this configuration in the near future.
The B heaters functioned nominally and will provide sufficient energy to the tank so there is no concern about being able
to use O2 tank 7.

The Flight Rules state that with the loss of a tank heater, that tank should be used until the remaining consumables from
the other tanks support nominal EOM+2 days.

However, CG concerns for early EOM call for tanks 4 and 5 to be depleted first and those tanks are currently being used.

MJP notes
This item was not on the list printed for the meeting; however it was a late breaking item that we discussed.

MJP Notes I[tem 4
The last item discussed was problems getting one type of data from SpaceHab to the POC via Ku-band. This was
believed to be a ground equipment problem at the time of the this telecon, Friday morning (about MET 24 hr 20 min)

Next telecon scheduled for Tuesday

Michael Penney

JSC SREQAISSE&MA

281-244-1950

Brasil: Penta-champions of the world




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG)

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 1:22 PM

To: ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Cc: BROWNE, DAVID M. (JSC-NC) (NASA); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); BAZAN,
DEBORAH 3. (DEBBIE) (JSC-NC) (GHG); SKAINS, CYNDI L. (JSC-NC) (GHG)

Subject: FW: STS-107 FRR Tagup Action Iltem

None of the balls failed the screening at Arrowhead, but about 4%% failed the sub-vendor's
check. This should close the action. Let me know if you need more info. Thanks,

Hugo

————— Original Message-----

From: Stoica, David [mailto:david.stoica@boeing.com]

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 11:19 AM

To: Hirakawa, Earl M; MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG); Peller, Mark E;
ALMASRI, WALEED (JSC-REMOTE)

Cec: Rigby, David A; Fineberg, Laurence H

Subject: RE: STS-107 FRR Tagup Action Item

Arrowhead performs penetrant inspection both before and after the LN2 immersion test.
None of the balls failed penetrant inspection, either before or after the LN2 immersion
test.

In other words, none of the balls failed the LN2 immersion test.

However the gamma ray radiographic inspection of balls made by Stoody Company of Whittier,
California, had significant numbers of rejects.

The x-rays of their balls had a 45% rejection rate for shrinkage cavities and gas holes.
Stoody Company made all the balls in the fleet.

Arrowhead procured balls in 1992 from Deloro Stellite of Canada.

Stoody 2 balls made by Deloro Stellite received a hot isostatic press process called
I'IHIP“‘ .

The HIP cycle for Stoody 2 balls consisted of 2125 F at 15,000 psi for 3 hours.

These balls had a 4% rejection rate {1 ball out of 27).

(None of the Deloro Stellite balls are installed in the fleet. None of the fleet balls
received the HIP process.,)

Attached is a matrix showing the x-ray rejection rates of the various lots of balls.

Dave Stoica 714-372-4118

————— Original Message---—-—-

From: Hirakawa, Earl M

Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 7:39 AM

To: EXT-Martinez, Hugo E

Cc: Rigby, David A; Fineberg, Laurence H; Stoica, David
Subject: RE: STS-107 FRR Tagup Action Item

I've seen some numbers from Dave Stoica's investigative work in researching the build
data. The numbers were quite significant. I'll have him forward some stuff out to you
folks.

Earl

————— Original Message--—---
From: MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG)




[mailto:hugo.e.martinezl@jsc.nasa.gov]

Sent: 23 January, 2003 7:08 AM

To: 'Hirakawa, Earl’

Cc: 'Rigby, David A'; 'Fineberg, Laurence H'
Subject: FW: STS-107 FRR Tagup Action Item

Earl, do you know how many balls failed the original ATP screening? 1 guess
it'll be stated in terms of percent of those tested. I'm sorry to ask this
of you, but this was a question from HQ management at an earlier SRQA
meeting.

Hugo

VVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVYVVVVVVVVYVYVVYVVVYVIVVYVVYVVVYVVYVVYVVVYVVYVVYVVYVYVYYVYVY

————— Criginal Message-----

From: ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) ({NASA)
Sent: Thursday, January 23, 2003 8:26 AM
To: MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG)
Cc: BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC) ({SAIC)

Subject: FW: STS-107 FRR Tagqup Action Item

Do you have anything you can send me to close out this action yet?

————— Original Message----—-

From: BAZAN, DEBORAH S. (DEBBIE) (JSC~NC) (GHG)

Sent: Tuesday, January 07, 2003 11:15 AM
To: DL SRQA PAR SUPPORT; Alan Peterson (Boeing) (E-mail); Arnold Clifton
T. (E-mail); Barnes Jeffrey E (Boeing) (E-mail); Bevels Vicki (E-mail};
Bill Loewy (E-mail); RUSH, CAROL (JSC-REMOTE); Chris Hill (MSFC) (E-mail);
'Cianciola C. (MSFC) @SMTP' (E-mail); Corey Harrell (MSFC) (E-mail);
Daniels Angela (E-mail); Darrell Warner (Boeing) (E-mail); Dave Spacek
(MSFC) (E-mail); 'Diana Heberling' (E-mail); donnie. george/msfc (E-mail);
Dumetz Marisa (E-mail); Engler Tom (E-mail); Ernest-1 Stephen (E-mail);
Fred Dadfaxr (MSFC) (E-mail); 'Gatto Leigh(IV&V)' (E-mail); Gordon-1 Mark
(E-mail); Gregg George (MSFC) (E-mail); griffith (jamss) (E-mail);
Haddad-1 Michael (E-mail); Hashimoto Rick (E-mail); 'Hill Bill (HQ) @SMTP'
{({E-mail); '"Howell. Nelda' (E-mail); James Halsell (KSC) (E-mail); John
McPherson (MSFC) (E-mail); John. R. Dicks@ivv. nasa. gov (E-mail); Keith
Pauley (E-mail); Kennedy Michael (E~mail); kim. carmean@msfc. nasa. gov
{E-mail); 'Lackey Ed' (E-mail); Leigh Martin (MSFC) (E-mail); LEWIS,
PHILIP R. (JSC-NE) (SAIC); Linda Combs (E-mail); Mark Kowalesky (HQ)
(E-mail); 'mikesmiles'; Mitsuie Masami (NASDA} (E-mail); Moorhead-III
James L (E-mail); Mr. Takeuchi(nasda) (E-mail); Mullane Dan (E-mail);
Nathan Kyser (jams) (E-mail); Nobles Noel R (E-mail); 'pollystenger':
'rich patrican'; 'Roger Counts'; 'Sandy'; Sharolee Huet-1 (E-mail); 'Sims,
John (MSFC)'; "Sue Fenn (HQ)'; 'Suzanne Little'; 'thomas S Toutsi
(GDSFC) '; 'thomas.w.hartline@msfc.nasa.gov'; 'Tom Hancock (MSFC)';
'Walker, Angelia'; Wbihner (E-mail); BOSTICK, WADE (JSC-REMOTE) ;
'Willis-1, Brenda'; 'Wren, Robert J (USA)'; 'Zavala, Velma (USA)’

Subject: STS-107 FRR Tagup Action Item

The following topic is planned for the STS-107 PMMT Tag-up:

JsC
1. BSTRA Crack

The following action was assigned at the STS-107 FRR Tag-up
held on Tuesday, January 07, 2003:

Action # 010703-1

Actionee: JSC-Hugo Martinez

Action: How many BSTRA balls failed the ATP nitrogen
immersion test?




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From:
Sent:
To:

Ce:
Subject:

Action #
Actionee:
Action:

Response:

ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Thursday, January 23, 2003 1:28 PM

BAZAN, DEBORAH S. (DEBBIE) (JSC-NC) (GHG)
MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG)

Close STS-107 FRR Tagup Action ltem

010703-1

JSC-Hugo Martinez

How many BSTRA balls failed the ATP nitrecgen immersion test?

None of the balls failed the screening at Arrowhead but about 45% failed the

sub-vendor's check.




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

BAZAN, DEBORAH S. (DEBBIE) (JSC-NC) (GHG)

Friday, January 24, 2003 12:58 PM

DL SRQA PAR SUPPORT; Alan Peterson {(Boeing) (E-mail}; Arnold Clifton T. (SSC) (E-mail);
Barnes Jeffrey E (Boeing) (E-mail); Bill Bihner (HQ) (E-mail); Bill Loewy (HQ) (E-mail); 'Carol
Rush’ (BOEING) (E-mail); Chris Hill (MSFC) (E-mail); ‘Cianciola C. (MSFC) @SMTP"' (E-
mail); Corey Harrell (MSFC) (E-mail); Daniels Angela (MSFC) (E-mail), Darrell Warner
(Boeing) (E-mail); Dave Spacek (MSFC) (E-mail); 'Diana Heberling' (SSC) (E-mail); donnie.
george (USA) (E-mail); Dumetz Marisa (BOEING) (E-mail); Engler Tom (MSFC) (E-mail);
Ernest-1 Stephen (KSC) (E-mail); Fred Dadfar (MSFC) (E-mail); 'Gatto Leigh (IV&V) ' (E-
mail); Gordon-1 Mark (KSC) (E-mail); Gregg George (MSFC) (E-mail); Haddad-1 Michael
(KSC) {E-mail); Hashimoto Rick (BOEINGWEST) (E-mail); ‘Hill Bill (HQ) @SMTP' (E-mail);
‘Howell. Nelda' (BOEING) (E-mail); James Halsell (KSC) (E-mail); John McPherson (MSFC)
(E-mail); John Stealey () (E-mail); John. R. Dicks@ivv. nasa. gov (IVV) (E-mail); Keith Pauley
(IVV) (E-mail); Kennedy Michael (MSFC) (E-mait); kim. carmean@msfc. nasa. gov (MSFC)
(E-mail); 'Lackey Ed' (KSC) (E-mail); Leigh Martin (MSFC) (E-mail); Linda Combs (USA) (E-
mail); Mark Kowalesky (HQ) (E-mail); Mike Card (HQ); mikesmiles (SSC); Moorheadk-ill
James L (BOEING) (E-mail); Mullane Dan (MSFC) (E-mail}; Nobles Noel R (BOEINGWEST)
(E-mail); pollystenger (BOEING); rich patrican (HQ); Roger Counts {(GDSFC); 'Sandy' (SAIC);
Sharolee Huet-1 (KSC) (E-mail); Sims, John (MSFC}); Sue Fenn (HQ); 'Suzanne Little' (USA);
thomas S Toutsi (GDSFC); thomas.w.hartline@msfc.nasa.gov (MSFC); Tom Hancock
(MSFC); Vicki Rorex (MSFC) (E-mail); Walker, Angelia (MSFC); Wbihner (HQ) (E-mail);
whostick (BOEING); 'Willis-1, Brenda' (KSC); Wren, Robert J (USA); Zavala, Velma (USA)
STS-107 FRR Tagup Action Item Closed (#1)

The following action assigned at the STS-107 FRR Tag-up
held on Tuesday, January 07, 2003 has been closed:

Action # 010703-1

Actionee: JSC-Hugo Martinez

Action: . How many BSTRA balls failed the ATP nitrogen immersion test?
Response:

None of the halls failed the screening at Arrowhead but about 45% failed the sub-vendor's check.




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Mark,

WITWER, DAVE W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)
Thursday, February 13, 2003 9:57 AM
ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Phone Call

As a follow up to your voice mail from Saturday, I did not hear any Boeing presentations in the 7:00 am MER Meetings (I
was working from Jan 28th to EOM). Since it's now Thursday, did you already find out the answer to your question? If

you did not then I could find out if and when the presentation was given earlier in the flight. Here's a list of the other first
shift personnel during STS-107, who I'd contact.

Dave
1 | ANDY FOSTER *- D. MCMULLEN- | J. PENDERGAST - | DAVE WITWER-SL
FL SL SL DAN ZALIT-OJT
MEGAN BELL- DAN ZALIT-OJT | MEGAN BELL -
oJT QJT 1/28 - EOM
1/20-1/23
1/16-1/19 1/24 - 1127




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG)

Sent: Wednesday, January 01, 2003 2:23 PM

To: HATAMLEH, OMAR (JSC-NC) {SAIC); ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA);
JOHNSON, M. 8. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC) (NASA); BROWNE, DAVID M. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Cc: CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR (JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA) (SAIC); EVATT,

GARVIN T. (GT) (JSC-NC}) (SAIC); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); DYER, KEITH W.
(JSC-NC) (SAIC); AUGUSTYN, JOSEPH (JSC-REMOTE); TIPTON, MICHAEL R. (JSC-NX)
(SAIC); PRINCE, GORMAN W. (BILLY) (JSC-NC) (GHG); ISHMAEL, MOHAMED I.
(GEORGE) (JSC-NC) (SAIC); CLEMENTS, DANIEL L. (JSC-NC) (GHG); ALMASRI,
WALEED (JSC-REMOTE); AL-HAYEK, FAREED A. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

Subject: RE: BSTRA ball test status

Testing at Huntington Beach and MSFC continues, as does the development of thermal and
stress models in an attempt to build flight rationale for STS-107, The generation of FOD
has not at all been alleviated after branched cracking was detected on an MSFC ball
subjected to extreme temperature gradients.

Huntington Beach testing continues on the 3 balls in an effort to first create cracks and
then to show arrest (no surface growth) under a repeated load profile. All testing
described in the original email below is complete, but no cracks have been created.
Huntington Beach is adding steps to their test procedure to incorporate crack initiation
techniques developed at MSFC: the use of a dry ice/alcohol bath (-100°F) which allows for
quicker quenching.

Test #1 Update: Since dunking the notched 2.24" cabinet ball in LN2 created no cracks (nor
did boiling water to ice water thermal shocks), the ball is now being heated to an
incrementally higher temperature and quenched at -100°F dry ice/alcchol. This series of
thermal shocks is in effort to “sneak up” on the critical conditions required to crack a
ball. The first set of 5 thermal shock cycles began at 200°F, and subsequent sets
beginning at 225°F and 250°F yielded no cracks. As of December 30th, the set beginning at
275°F was in work. Plans are to continue incrementing the initial temperature by 25°F,
running 5 cycles. Inspections are run visually and with eddy current after the first and
5th cycles in each set.

Test #2a Update: Taking the notched 2.24” flight spares ball through a series of flight-
like thermal mechanical cycles described below yielded no cracking. The same series of
thermal shocks is being used on this ball as in test #1 above, that is, purely thermal
cycles, in an effort to crack it. On 200°F cycles, saw an eddy current indication and
again during 225°F cycles deep in the notch. It appears to be growing about an 1/8th of
an inch on one edge of the notch but is not yet visible on the surface. Once it is seen
on the surface, testing will proceed to Phase II, testing for crack arrest under flight-
like thermal mechanical/loading. Eddy current and visual inspections are being conducted
after every cycle at this time. Testing is now in the set of 5 cycles at 250°F, but so
far no surface cracks have appeared.

Test #2b Update: Taking the second 2.24” flight spares ball (without a notch) through a
series of flight-like thermal mechanical cycles described below yielded no cracking. 1In
an effort to expedite the creation of a crack, two in-line notches are being EDM’d into
the ball, approximately 0.050” between them. The ball with then be subjected to a total
of 1000 rapid thermal cycles from boiling water to ice water in an effort to crack it
before resuming flight-like thermal/mechanical cycling. .

MSFC Status: Besides developing a technique for quicker quenching, MSFC personnel have
cracked both notched and pristine 2.24” balls using severe thermal cycles. In addition,
they have cracked a flight spares ball (one of 1.757 diameter, without a notch, that had
pre-existing subsurface flaws) with nominal thermal cycles (from ambient to LN2
temperature) . Because of the similarity between LN2 temperature and L0O2’s temperature
{(flight temperature), cracking of the 1.75” ball lends credibility to the theory that the
OV-103 ball might have had subsurface cracks which surfaced when subjected to cryogenic
cycles. Note however that the test does not simulate the thermal mass and mechanical

1




loading seen on the flight vehicle during loading and flight. Secondly, the fact that a
flight spares ball had subsurface defects which propagated to a surface crack tends to
indict the acceptance criteria.

The concern of particle liberation upstream of an SSME has been fueled by the type of
cracking detected on the severely cracked 2.24” balls. Coordination with the SSME Project
on the engine’s tolerance to FOD is being conducted in an attempt to clear this concern.

Thermal modeling indicates that LN2 is not a good test fluid for balls in LH2 service
(1.25”). If liguid hydrogen is used to simulate these conditions, safety considerations
will slow testing significantly. Other mediums, such as liquid helium and liquid neon,
are being considered. Note that the thermal modeling so far has considered only the ball,
Model development is in work on the inserts and adjoining hardware.

NDE of all flight spares is being conducted in an effort to find more balls with
subsurface indications. These would then be put in test. Finding no indications in any
of the flight spares might support the thecry that 0V-103's ball was an outlier, i.e.,
that it had subsurface cracks when installed in the line.

More to come.

Hugo

————— Original Message--—--—-—

From: HATAMLEH, OMAR (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

To: ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA); JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC) (NASA); BROWNE,
DAVID M. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Cc: CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR (JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA) (SAIC); EVATT, GARVIN
T. (GT) (JSC-NC) (SAIC); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC) {SAIC); DYER, KEITH W. {(JSC-NC) ({(SAIC);
AUGUSTYN, JOSEPH (JSC-REMCTE); MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG); TIPTON, MICHAEL R. (JSC-
NX} (SAIC); PRINCE, GORMAN W. (BILLY) (JSC-NC) (GHG); ISHMAEL, MOHAMED I. (GEOQORGE) (JSC-
NC) (SAIC); CLEMENTS, DANIEL L. (JSC-NC) (GHG); ALMASRI, WALEED (JSC-REMOTE); AL-HAYEK,
FAREED A. (JSC-NC)} (SAIC)

Sent; 12/27/2002 6:10 PM

Subject: RE: BSTRA ball test status

Cryogenic load testing in Huntington Beach is continuing on three
separate 2.24" BSTRA balls in order to help build flight raticnale. Test
1, and 2a are still in progress with no crack indications so far. Test
2b has been completed with no crack indications. Test 2b indicates that
a flight ball, when subjected to a single mission's worth of cryo and
mechanical combined loading, does not crack.

In addition to the Buntington Beach testing, MSFC is working on a method
of cracking a ball thermally to be used in the event that a crack cannot
be initiated via the current Huntington Beach test procedure. MSFC was
successful in cracking balls under severe conditions (300 F to -100 F in
one case and 400 F to -100 F in another case). The crack extends about
280 degrees around on one ball, and a little less on another ball.
Another interesting feature was the production of intersecting cracks,
which could ultimately lead to FOD.

MSFC sectioned a 2.25" ball purchased from the Oregon vendor and found a
large porosity site ("big encugh to stick a pencil in") near the center.
These Oregon balls were produced much later and have process
improvements which should help eliminate porosity. This data tends to
indicate that porosity is probably to be found in most cast balls. In
addition, metallurgy shows a finer grain structure in the middle angd
coarser towards the surface,

Updates to the JSC activities will be provided in a separate email note.
The next meeting is scheduled for Monday at a time to be disclosed
later.




>From: MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG)

>Sent: Monday, December 23, 2002 1:44 PM

>To: BROWNE, DAVID M. ({(JSC-NC) (NASA); CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR
>(JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA) (SAIC); EVATT, GARVIN T. (GT)
>(JSC-NC) (SAIC); DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT)
>(JSC-NC) (NASA); ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA); ALMASRI, WALEED:
>BALU, BRIAN; CLEMENTS, DANIEL; HATAMLEH, OMAR; ISHMAEL, MOHAMED;
>jaugust0; PRINCE, GORMAN; TIPTON, MICHAEL

>Subject: BSTRA ball test status

>

>Execute summary: Cryogenic load testing in Huntington Beach began
>Friday, December 20th on three separate 2.24" BSTRA balls in order to
>help build flight rationale. These three tests, which are being run in
>parallel, attempt toc prove the theory that cracks will develop and then
>arrest prior to going completely through a ball, Partly into the tests
>this morning, no cracks have conclusively been observed, although one
>faint indication is being inspected further. In addition, ancther
>ball, a flight spares of a smaller size, was eddy current inspected and
>found to have subsurface indications not detetable with dye pen and
>visunal checks. Testing will continue today and will resume on the
>evening of the 26th.

>

>Test #1: 2.24" ball, notch in ball, instrumented. Purpose is to help
>validate computer model by assessing residual stresses and thermal
>response. Have completed first 5 thermal cycles from ambient to LN2
>(-320F), and there appears a faint line or shadow in the notch near one
>end being inspected further to confirm or deny a crack. Continued with
>6th thermal cycles (this second set of 5 cycles is from 200 F to LN2)
>until a crack is confirmed. If no cracks develop at the conclusion of
>these 10 cycles, a more severe method of creating a crack will be
>developed. If a crack develops, the same temperature cycle will be
>repeated until the ball fails or the crack arrests. The more severe
>method, which is under development as a contingency, could use boiling
>water and an alcohol/dry ice bath to produce a much higher temperature
>gradient.

>

>Test #2a: 2.24" ball in flight-like cups, notch in ball, not
>instrumented*, mechanical load cycling while in LNZ bath: Purpose of
>test is to show crack growth and subsequent arrest while under
>flight-like thermal and mechanical loads. Briefly, the test is
>scheduled to:

>1. Simulate nominal lecads seen during propellant loading (11,000 lbs
>applied and removed while in LN2 bath) for 5 cycles, then inspect.

>2. Simulate nominal loads seen during flight (41,000 1lbs applied and
>removed while in LN2 bath) for 30 cycles, then inspect.

>3. Apply margin loads above nominal flight loads (49,000 applied and
>removed while in LN2 bath)} for 5 cycles, then inspect.

>4. Apply margin loads above nominal flight loads (61,000 applied and
>removed while in LN2 bath} for 5 cycles, then inspect.

>5. Apply margin loads abeove nominal flight loads (71,000 applied and
>removed while in LN2 bath) for 5 cycles, then inspect.

>

>Currently, test #2a 1is 3 cycles into the 41,000 lbs testing, with no
>cracks visible after the 11,000 testing was completed. As in test #1,
>testing will continue until a crack develops / arrests. Inspections
>are visual after every cycle, and eddy current after every 5th cycle.
>*Instrumentation removed.

>

>Test #2b: Same as #2a, but without notch in ball: Purpose of test is
>to show crack initiation, growth and subsequent crack arrest while
>under flight-like thermal and mechanical loads, but on a pristine ball
>which more closely resembles flight balls. The test sequence is the
>same as in Test #2a:

>

>The 35 nominal cycles are complete (5 cycles at 11,000 lbs plus 30
>cycles at 41,000 lbs), and margin testing has commenced for a total of
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>43 cycles so far. There are no indications of a crack via visual or
>eddy current at this time.

>

>MSFC activity:

>In addition to the Huntington Beach testing, MSFC is working on
>metallography of balls of various sizes in order to rationalize
>extrapolating these results to the different size balls used in the
>Crbiter (2.24", 1.75", and 1.25"). 1In addition, MSFC is working on a
>method of cracking a ball thermally to be used in the event that a
>crack cannot be initiated via the current test procedure. Finally,
>MSFC reports finding an eddy current indication in a flight spares ball
>(of 1.25" diameter), an indication which is invisible via visual and
>dye pen. This "crack" must be subsurface and may be a cluster of
>porosity. Since this ball was extracted from flight spares and may
>have a crack, this tends to indict the acceptance screening process.
>MSFC personnel believe that there are large variations in
>microstructure between individual balls. However, even with
>variations, the testing being conducted at Huntington Beach will likely
>show crack arrest regardless of initial crack existence.

>

>JSC Activity: Mike Tipton has been working closely JSC Engineering and
>shop support in the development of tools for inspecting 100% of the
>ball surface in an installed line. Ideally, both crack location (via
>eddy current) and depth (with Ultrasonic techniques, perhaps) can be
>achieved on the fleet feedlines without requiring removal of the lines.
>

>Testing will continue throughout the day today and will resume shortly

>after Christmas (on the evening of the 26th). The next test status
>will be presented Friday, December 27th at 3:00 pm.
>

>Huge E. Martinez, PE

>Shuttle SR&QA Propulsion & Power Lead Engineer
>JSC NC62

>Phone: 281 244-1974

>Pager: 281 434-5075

>Fax: 281 244-1849

>

>Providing for a safer tomorrow, today.

>




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC} (GHG)

Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2003 8:16 PM

To: HATAMLEH, OMAR (JSC-NC) (SAIC); ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA);
JOHNSON, M. 8. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC) (NASA);, BROWNE, DAVID M. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Cc: CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR {JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA) (SAIC); EVATT,

GARVIN T. (GT) (JSC-NC) (SAIC); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); DYER, KEITHW.
(JSC-NC) (SAIC); AUGUSTYN, JOSEPH (JSC-REMQTE); TIPTON, MICHAEL R. (JSC-NX)
(SAIC); PRINCE, GORMAN W. (BILLY) (JSC-NC) (GHG); ISHMAEL, MOHAMED I.
(GEORGE) (JSC-NC) (SAIC); CLEMENTS, DANIEL L. (JSC-NC) (GHG); ALMASRI,
WALEED (JSC-REMOTE); AL-HAYEK, FAREED A. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

Subject: RE: BSTRA ball test status

Cracks have finally been observed in 2 of 3 balls at Huntington Beach using method developed at MSFC, but no
conclusions can yet be drawn. FOD continues to be a serious discussion topic. At the meeting today with Ralph Roe, the
Huntington Beach and MSFC test status was given, the status of the JSC remote tocl development was presented, and
thoughts on flight rationale were discussed.

Plans are for testing 1o conclude Jan 8th, although a PRCB will be held on the 6th to discuss preliminary FRR charts for
STS-107. The team will not report to Ralph Roe until Monday the 6th at 9:00 am unless testing over the weekend fails
(crack does not arrest or FOD is generated). In the meantime, the SSME Project will have an answer on FOD tolerance
(not expected to be good). If a naturally cracked (vs. notched) ball generates FOD or does not arrest, we will have a
problem necessitating the inspection of OV-102's balls. If any other ball generates FOD or does not arrest, the Test #2b
ball with two in-line notches can be used to prove arrest and no FOD generation.

Huntingfon Beach test status:

Test #1 Update: Completed incremental thermal shock at 350 F without cracking. Abandoned this test (this is the test
where they started at 200 F and quenched at -100 F, then incremented the initial temperature by 25 degrees each time
and quenched again) and will crack with a wedge now.

Test #2a Update: During 275 F to -100 F incremental thermal shock, got multipie cracking about 320 degrees around.
Will now subject it o flight-like thermal/mechanical per 4x testing. 4x testing repeats the nominal flight portion of test#2a
three additional times in order to encompass 30 missions (OV-102 has seen 28 missions).

Test #2b Update: Had stopped testing and put in fwo series "thumbnail" notches and put into 212 F to 32 F rapid thermal
cycles. Saw a crack between notches, detected via eddy current, not yet visible. Will then go into 4x testing.

MSFC Status:

Both cracked 2.24" balls at MSFC are undergoing testing per HB's test #2 plan and no crack growth has been seen. Both
of these balls were initially cracked using a severe thermal gradient. Similarly, 1.75" and 1.25" balls are undergoing
testing per test #2. One 1.75" ball had cracked without a notch and without a severe thermal environment (see below)
and has opened up a new crack via testing. The maximum length of a crack is 0.4 inches but shallow and stable, it
appears.

JSC Remote Tool Development Update:

Developers claim they have “tremendous control” of ball. Some technical issues, such as needing more articulation,
cleaning the device for use on the fleet, and establishing the vehicle BSTRA joint configuration are being worked. They
are building an articulating joint at the end effector to address the first issue. The device will be ready this coming
Sunday.

Other:

SRQA got an action to perform a PRA on the potential for FOD generation. We will be working on the feasibility of this
tomorrow (Jan 3rd). While we haven't coordinated with the PRA analysts yet, we feel that getting realistic numbers would
not be possible with the available data.

Hugo
-—--0Original Message-----

From: MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG)
Sent: Wednesday, January 01, 2003 2:23 PM




To: HATAMLEH, OMAR (JSC-NC) (SAIC); ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA);
JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC) (NASA), BROWNE, DAVID M. (JSC-NC) (NASA)
Cc: CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR (JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA)
(SAIC), EVATT, GARVIN T. (GT) (JSC-NC) (SAIC); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC)

(SAIC); DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); AUGUSTYN, JOSEPH (JSC-REMOTE);
TIPTON, MICHAEL R. (JSC-NX) (SAIC); PRINCE, GORMAN W. (BILLY) (JSC-NC)
(GHGY); ISHMAEL, MOHAMED |. {(GEORGE) (JSC-NC) (SAIC); CLEMENTS, DANIEL L.
{JSC-NC) (GHG); ALMASRI, WALEED (JSC-REMOTE); AL-HAYEK, FAREED A.
{JSC-NC) (SAIC)

Subject: RE: BSTRA ball test status

Testing at Huntington Beach and MSFC continues, as does the development of thermal and stress models in an attempt
to build flight rationale for STS-107. The generation of FOD has not at all been alleviated after branched cracking was
detected on an MSFC bali subjected to extreme temperature gradients.

Huntington Beach testing continues on the 3 balls in an effort to first create cracks and then to show arrest (no surface
growth) under a repeated load profile. All testing described in the original email below is complete, but no cracks have
been created. Huntington Beach is adding steps to their test procedure to incorporate crack initiation techniques
developed at MSFC: the use of a dry icefalcohol bath (-100°F) which allows for quicker quenching.

Test #1 Update: Since dunking the notched 2.24" cabinet ball in LN2 created no cracks (nor did boiling water to ice water
thermal shocks), the ball is now being heated to an incrementally higher temperature and quenched at -100°F dry
icefalcohol. This series of thermal shocks is in effort to “sneak up” on the critical conditions required to crack a ball. The
first set of 5 thermal shock cycles began at 200°F, and subsequent sets beginning at 225°F and 250°F yielded no cracks.
As of December 30th, the set beginning at 275°F was in work. Plans are to continue incrementing the initial temperature
by 25°F, running S cycles. Inspections are run visually and with eddy current after the first and 5th cycles in each set.

Test #2a Update: Taking the notched 2.24” flight spares ball through a series of flight-like thermal mechanical cycles
described below yielded no cracking. The same series of thermal shocks is being used on this ball as in test #1 above,
that is, purely thermal cycles, in an effort to crack it. On 200°F cycles, saw an eddy current indication and again during
225°F cycles deep in the notch. It appears to be growing about an 1/8th of an inch on one edge of the notch but is not yet
visible on the surface. Once it is seen on the surface, testing will proceed to Phase I, testing for crack arrest under flight-
like thermal mechanical/loading. Eddy current and visual inspections are being conducted after every cycle at this time.
Testing is now in the set of 5 cycles at 250°F, but so far no surface cracks have appeared.

Test #2b Update: Taking the second 2.24” flight spares ball (without a notch) through a series of flight-like thermal
mechanical cycles described below yielded no cracking. In an effort to expedite the creation of a crack, two in-line
notches are being EDM’d into the ball, approximately 0.050” between them. The ball with then be subjected to a total of
1000 rapid thermal cycles from boiling water to ice water in an effort to crack it before resuming flight-like
thermal/mechanical cycling.

MSFC Status: Besides developing a technique for quicker quenching, MSFC personnel have cracked both notched and
pristine 2.24" balls using severe thermal cycles. In addition, they have cracked a flight spares ball (one of 1.75” diameter,
without a notch, that had pre-existing subsurface flaws) with nominal thermal cycles (from ambient to LN2 temperature).
Because of the similarity between LN2 temperature and LO2’s temperature (flight temperature), cracking of the 1.75” ball
lends credibility to the theory that the OV-103 ball might have had subsurface cracks which surfaced when subjected to
cryogenic cycles. Note however that the test does not simulate the thermal mass and mechanical loading seen on the
flight vehicle during loading and flight. Secondly, the fact that a flight spares ball had subsurface defects which
propagated to a surface crack tends to indict the acceptance criteria.

The concern of particle liberation upstream of an SSME has been fueled by the type of cracking detected on the severely
cracked 2.24" balls. Coordination with the SSME Project on the engine’s tolerance to FOD is being conducted in an
attempt to clear this concern.

Thermal modeling indicates that LN2 is not a good test fluid for balls in LH2 service (1.25"). If liquid hydrogen is used to
simulate these conditions, safety considerations wiil slow testing significantly. Other mediums, such as liquid helium and
liquid neon, are being considered. Note that the thermal modeling so far has considered only the ball. Model
development is in work on the inserts and adjoining hardware.

NDE of all flight spares is being conducted in an effort to find more balls with subsurface indications. These would then
be putin test. Finding no indications in any of the flight spares might support the theory that OV-103’s ball was an outlier,
i.e., that it had subsurface cracks when installed in the line.
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More to come.

Hugo

----- Original Message--—-

From: HATAMLEH, OMAR (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

To: ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA}; JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC) (NASA); BROWNE, DAVID M.
(JSC-NC) (NASA)

Cc: CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR {JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA) (SAIC); EVATT, GARVIN T. (GT) (JSC-
NC) (SAIC); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) {SAIC); AUGUSTYN, JOSEPH (JSC-
REMOTE); MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG); TIPTON, MICHAEL R. (JSC-NX) (SAIC); PRINCE, GORMAN W.
(BILLY) (JSC-NC) (GHG); ISHMAEL, MOHAMED |. {GEORGE) (JSC-NC) (SAIC); CLEMENTS, DANIEL L. (JSC-NC)
(GHG); ALMASRI, WALEED (JSC-REMOTE); AL-HAYEK, FAREED A, (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

Sent; 12/27/2002 6:10 PM

Subject: RE: BSTRA ball test status

Cryogenic load testing in Huntington Beach is continuing on three
separate 2.24" BSTRA balls in order to help build flight rationale. Test

1, and 2a are still in progress with no crack indications so far. Test

2b has been completed with no crack indications. Test 2b indicates that
a flight ball, when subjected to a single mission's worth of cryo and
mechanical combined loading, does not crack.

In addition to the Huntington Beach testing, MSFC is working on a method
of cracking a ball thermally to be used in the event that a ¢rack cannot

be initiated via the current Huntington Beach test procedure. MSFC was
successful in cracking balls under severe conditions (300 F o -100 F in
one case and 400 F to -100 F in another case). The crack extends about
280 degrees around on one ball, and a little less on another ball.

Another interesting feature was the production of intersecting cracks,
which could ultimately lead to FOD.

MSFC sectioned a 2.25" ball purchased from the Oregon vendor and found a
large porosity site ("big enough to stick a pencil in") near the center.

These Oregon balls were produced much later and have process
improvements which should help eliminate porosity. This data tends to
indicate that porosity is probably to be found in most cast balls. In

addition, metallurgy shows a finer grain structure in the middle and

coarser towards the surface.

Updaies to the JSC activities will be provided in a separate email note.
The next meeting is scheduled for Monday at a time to be disclosed
later.

>From: MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG)

>Sent: Monday, December 23, 2002 1:44 PM

>To: BROWNE, DAVID M. (JSC-NC) (NASA); CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR
>(JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA) (SAIC); EVATT, GARVIN T. (GT)
>(JSC-NC) (SAICY, DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT)
>(JSC-NC) (NASA), ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA); ALMASRI, WALEED;
>BALU, BRIAN; CLEMENTS, DANIEL; HATAMLEH, OMAR; ISHMAEL, MOHAMED:;
>jaugust0; PRINCE, GORMAN; TIPTON, MICHAEL

>Subject: BSTRA ball test status

>

>Execute summary: Cryogenic load testing in Huntington Beach began

>Friday, December 20ih on three separate 2.24" BSTRA balls in order to

>help build flight rationale. These three tests, which are being run in

>parallel, attempt to prove the theory that cracks will develop and then

>arrest prior to going completely through a ball. Partly into the tests

>this morning, no cracks have conclusively been observed, although one
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>faint indication is being inspected further. In addition, ancther

>ball, a flight spares of a smaller size, was eddy current inspected and
>found to have subsurface indications not detetable with dye pen and
>visual checks. Testing will continue today and will resume on the
>evening of the 26th.

>

>Test#1: 2.24" ball, notch in ball, instrumented. Purpose is to help
>validate computer model by assessing residual stresses and thermal
>response. Have completed first 5 thermal cycles from ambient to LN2
>(-320F), and there appears a faint line or shadow in the notch near one
>end being inspected further to confirm or deny a crack. Continued with
>6th thermal cycles (this second set of 5 cycles is from 200 F to LN2)
>until a crack is confirmed. If no cracks develop at the conclusion of
>these 10 cycles, a more severe method of creating a crack will be
>developed. If a crack develops, the same temperature cycle will be
>repeated until the ball fails or the crack arrests. The more severe
>method, which is under development as a contingency, could use boiling
>water and an alcohol/dry ice bath to produce a much higher temperature
>gradient.

>

>Test #2a: 2.24" ball in flight-like cups, notch in ball, not
>instrumented*, mechanical load cycling while in LN2 bath: Purpose of
>test is to show crack growth and subsequent arrest while under
>flight-like thermal and mechanical loads. Briefly, the test is
>scheduled to:

>1. Simulate nominal loads seen during propellant loading (11,000 lbs
>applied and removed while in LN2 bath) for 5 cycles, then inspect.
>2. Simulate nominal loads seen during flight (41,000 Ibs applied and
>removed while in LN2 bath) for 30 cycles, then inspect.

>3. Apply margin loads above nominal flight loads (49,000 applied and
>removed while in LN2 bath) for 5 cycles, then inspect.

>4. Apply margin loads above nominal flight loads (61,000 applied and
>removed while in LN2 bath) for 5 cycles, then inspect.

>5. Apply margin loads above nominal flight loads (71,000 applied and
>removed while in LN2 bath) for 5 cycles, then inspect.

>

>Currently, test #2a is 3 cycles into the 41,000 Ibs testing, with no
>cracks visible after the 11,000 testing was completed. As in test #1,
>testing will continue until a crack develops / arrests. Inspections
>are visual after every cycle, and eddy current after every 5th cycle.
>*Instrumentation removed.

> .

>Test #2b: Same as #2a, but without notch in ball: Purpose of test is
>to show crack initiation, growth and subsequent crack arrest while
>under flight-like thermal and mechanical loads, but on a pristine ball
>which more closely resembles flight balls. The test sequence is the
>same as in Test #2a:

>

>The 35 nominal cycles are complete (5 cycles at 11,000 Ibs plus 30
>gycles at 41,000 Ibs), and margin testing has commenced for a total of
>43 cycles so far. There are no indications of a crack via visual or
>eddy current at this time.

>

>MSFC activity:

>In addition to the Huntington Beach testing, MSFC is working on
>metailography of balls of various sizes in order to rationalize
>extrapolating these results to the different size balls used in the
>Qrbiter (2.24", 1.75", and 1.25"). In addition, MSFC is working on a
>method of cracking a ball thermailly to be used in the event that a
>crack cannot be initiated via the current test procedure. Finally,
>MSFC reports finding an eddy current indication in a flight spares ball
>(of 1.25" diameter), an indication which is invisible via visual and
>dye pen. This "crack" must be subsurface and may be a cluster of
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>porosity. Since this ball was extracted from flight spares and may
>have a crack, this tends to indict the acceptance screening process.
>MSFC personnel believe that there are large variations in
>microstructure between individual balls. However, even with
>variations, the testing being conducted at Huntington Beach will likely
>show crack arrest regardless of initial crack existence.

>

>JSC Activity: Mike Tipton has been working ciosely JSC Engineering and
>shop support in the develcpment of tools for inspecting 100% of the
>ball surface in an installed line. Ideally, both crack location (via
>eddy current) and depth (with Ultrasonic techniques, perhaps) can be
>achieved on the fleet feedlines without requiring removal of the lines.
>

>Testing will continue throughout the day today and will resume shortly
>after Christmas (on the evening of the 26th). The next test status
>will be presented Friday, December 27th at 3:00 pm.

>

>Hugo E. Martinez, PE

>Shuttle SR&QA Propulsion & Power Lead Engineer

>JSC NC82

>Phone: 281 244-1974

>Pager: 281 434-5075

>Fax: 281 244-1849

>

>Providing for a safer tomorrow, today.
>



ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: boconnor [boconnor@hg.nasa.gov]

Sent: Friday, January 03, 2003 7:49 AM

To: ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA); MARSHALL, YOLANDA Y. (JSC-NA) (NASA)

Cc: JOHNSON, GARY W. (JSC-NA) (NASA); JOHNSCN, M. S. (SCOTT) {(JSC-NC) (NASA); 'H -

Kowaleski Mark'; H - Bihner Bill {(wbihner@mail.hq.nasa.gov); MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-
NC) (GHG); Pete Rutledge; mstamate@mail.hqg.nasa.gov;
Amanda.Goodson@msfc.nasa.gov; Shannon.Barteil-1@ksc.nasa.gov

Subject: Re: FW: BSTRA ball test status

Mark,

With regard to Hugo's comment about performing a PRA on the
potential for FOD generation, I know it is always fair to say that we don't
have the data to produce a number, but we must be able to put this issue
into at least some gross range of probabilities otherwise we are not doing
a risk assessment, and it is unfair to ask the PM or the FRR Board to
accept risk if we don't do the best we can with a risk assessment.

My guess is that the least you can do is get a range of
probabilities for FOD generation from the metallurgists, and then applying
what you think the chance of catastrophic failure would be if you did
generate FCD from the SSME folks. Then you should look at what affect that
resultant number (including uncertainty) has on the baseline PRA. If the
baseline LOC median number is 1/245 for ascent/entry, what does it become
with this new failure mode? B&And, looking at the uncertainties, what does
the new 95th and 5th percentile number become? I think this is a
legitimate question for the PM to ask if he is thinking about accepting the
risk for 107. And if he doesn't I will in the delta PAR.

What do we do with the numbers? Let's say the new median becomes
1/200. That's the same as taking out the new fuel turbopump. And if it
goes to 1/150, that's like taking out the MCC, the LOX turbopump, the new
heat exchanger and going back to major black zones in the contingency
aborts (like we had in the 1980s), etc. And, if it goes all the way to
1/50, it is like being back in the old SRM and 17 inch disconnect days pre
Challenger. (Don't quote me with these numbers, because I am guessing
with these analogies, but I use them to show what I would want to know in a
risk assessment).

Best,
o'cC

At 05:57 AM 1/3/2003 -0600, ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA) wrote:

S Original Message—-----

>From: MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG)

>Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2003 6:16 PM

>To: HATAMLEH, OMAR (JSC-NC) (SAIC); ERMINGER, MARK D. {(JSC-NC) (NASA);
>JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC} (NASA}; BROWNE, DAVID M. (JSC-NC) (NASA)
>Cc: CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR (JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID {(JSC-NA)

> (SAIC); EVATT, GARVIN T. (GT) (JSC~NC) (SAIC); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC)
>(SAIC); DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); AUGUSTYN, JOSEPH (JSC-REMOTE);
>TIPTON, MICHAEL R. (JSC-NX) (SAIC); PRINCE, GORMAN W, (BILLY) (JSC-NC)
>(GHG) ; ISHMAEL, MOHAMED I. (GEORGE) (JSC-NC) (SAIC); CLEMENTS, DANIEL L.
>(J3C-NC) (GHG); ALMASRI, WALEED (JSC-REMOTE); AL-HAYEK, FAREED A. (JSC-NC)
> (SAIC)

>Subject: RE: BSTRA ball test status

>

>Cracks have finally been observed in 2 of 3 balls at Huntington Beach
>using method developed at MSFC, but no conclusions can yet be drawn. FQCD
>continues to be a serious discussion topic. At the meeting today with
>Ralph Roe, the Huntington Beach and MSFC test status was given, the status
>of the JSC remote tool development was presented, and thoughts on flight
>rationale were discussed.
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>

>Plans are for testing to conclude Jan 8th, although a PRCB will be held on
>the 6th to discuss preliminary FRR charts for STS-107. The team will not
>report to Ralph Roe until Monday the 6th at 9:00 am unless testing over

>the weekend fails (crack does not arrest or FOD is generated). In the
>meantime, the SSME Project will have an answer on FOD tolerance (not
>expected to be good). If a naturally cracked (vs. notched) ball generates

>FOD or does not arrest, we will have a problem necessitating the
>inspection of OV-102's balls. If any other ball generates FOD or does not
>arrest, the Test #2b ball with two in-line notches can be used to prove
>arrest and no FOD generation.

>

>Huntington Beach test status:

>

>Test #1 Update: Completed incremental thermal shock at 350 F without
>cracking. Abandoned this test (this is the test where they started at 200
>F and quenched at -100 F, then incremented the initial temperature by 25
>degrees each time and quenched again) and will crack with a wedge now.

>

>Test $#2a Update: During 275 F to -100 F incremental thermal shock, got
>multiple cracking about 320 degrees around. Will now subject it to
>flight-like thermal/mechanical per 4x testing. 4x testing repeats the
>nominal flight portion of test#2a three additional times in order to
>encompass 30 missions (OV-102 has seen 28 missions).

>

>Test #2b Update: Had stopped testing and put in two series "thumbnail"
>notches and put into 212 F to 32 F rapid thermal cycles. Saw a crack
>between notches, detected via eddy current, not yet visible. Will then go
>into 4x testing.

>

>MSFC Status:

>

>Both cracked 2.24" balls at MSFC are undergoing testing per HB's test #2
>plan and no crack growth has been seen. Both of these balls were
>initially cracked using a severe thermal gradient. Similarly, 1.75" and
>1.25" balls are undergoing testing per test #2. One 1.75" ball had
>cracked without a notch and without a severe thermal environment (see
>below) and has opened up a new crack via testing. The maximum length of a
>crack is 0.4 inches but shallow and stable, it appears.

>

>JSC Remote Tool Development Update:

>

>Developers claim they have "tremendous control"™ of ball. Some technical
>issues, such as needing more articulation, cleaning the device for use on
>the fleet, and establishing the vehicle BSTRA joint configuration are
>being worked. They are building an articulating joint at the end effector
>to address the first issue. The device will be ready this coming Sunday.
>

>Other:

>

>SRQA got an action to perform a PRA on the potential for FOD

>generation. We will be working on the feasibility of this tomorrow (Jan
>3rd). While we haven't coordinated with the PRA analysts yet, we feel
>that getting realistic numbers would not be possible with the available data.

>From: MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) ({GHG)

zSent: Wednesday, January 01, 2003 2:23 PM

;To: BATAMLEH, OMAR (JSC-NC) (SAIC); ERMINGER, MARK D. ({(JSC-NC) (NASA);

;JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC} (NASA}; BROWNE, DAVID M, (JSC-NC) (NASA)
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>

>Cc: CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR (JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA)

>

>(SAIC); EVATT, GARVIN T. (GT) (JSC~NC) (SAIC); BALU, BRIAN K., {(JSC-NC)

>

>(SAIC); DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); AUGUSTYN, JOSEPH (JSC-REMOTE});

>

>TIPTON, MICHAEL R, (JSC-NX) (SAIC); PRINCE, GORMAN W. (BILLY) {JSC-NC}

>

> (GHG); ISHMAEL, MOHAMED I. (GEORGE)} (JSC-NC) (SAIC); CLEMENTS, DANIEL L.

>

>(JSC-NC} (GHG); ALMASRI, WALEED (JSC-REMQTE); AL-HAYEK, FAREED A.

>

> (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

>

>Subject: RE: BSTRA ball test status

>

>Testing at Huntington Beach and MSFC continues, as does the development of
>thermal and stress models in an attempt to build flight rationale for
>8TS-107. The generation of FOD has net at all been alleviated after
>branched cracking was detected on an MSFC ball subjected to extreme
>temperature gradients.

>

>Huntington Beach testing continues on the 3 balls in an effort to first
>create cracks and then to show arrest (nc surface growth) under a repeated
>load profile. All testing described in the original email below is
>complete, but no cracks have been created. Huntington Beach is adding
>steps to their test procedure to incorporate crack initiation techniques
>developed at MSFC: the use of a dry ice/alcohol bath (-100°F) which allows
>for quicker quenching.

>

>Test #1 Update: Since dunking the notched 2.24" cabinet ball in LN2
>created no cracks (nor did beiling water to ice water thermal shocks), the
>ball is now being heated to an incrementally higher temperature and
>quenched at -100°F dry ice/alcohol. This series of thermal shocks is in
>effort to "sneak up"™ on the critical conditions required to crack a

>ball. The first set of 5 thermal shock cycles began at 200°F, and
>subsequent sets beginning at 225°F and 250°F yielded no cracks. As of
>December 30th, the set beginning at 275°F was in work. Plans are to
>continue incrementing the initial temperature by 25°F, running 5

>cycles. Inspections are run visually and with eddy current after the
>first and 5th cycles in each set.

>

>Test #2a Update: Taking the notched 2.24" flight spares ball through a
>series of flight-like thermal mechanical cycles described below yielded no
>cracking. The same series of thermal shocks is being used on this ball as
>in test #1 above, that is, purely thermal cycles, in an effort to crack
>it. On 200°F cycles, saw an eddy current indication and again during
>225°F cycles deep in the notch. It appears to be growing about an 1/8th
>cof an inch on one edge of the notch but is not yet visible on the
>surface. Once it is seen on the surface, testing will proceed to Phase
>II, testing for crack arrest under flight-like thermal
>mechanical/loading. Eddy current and visual inspections are being
>conducted after every cycle at this time. Testing is now in the set of 5
>cycles at 250°F, but so far no surface cracks have appeared.

>

>Test #2b Update: Taking the second 2.24" flight spares ball (without a
>notch) through a series of flight-like thermal mechanical c¢ycles described
>below yielded no cracking. In an effort to expedite the creation of a
>crack, two in-line notches are being EDM'd into the ball, approximately
>0.050" between them. The ball with then be subjected to a total of 1000
>rapid thermal cycles from boiling water to ice water in an effort to crack
>it before resuming flight-like thermal/mechanical cycling.

>

>MSFC Status: Besides developing a technique for quicker quenching, MSFC
>personnel have cracked both notched and pristine 2.24" balls using severe
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>thermal cycles. In addition, they have cracked a flight spares ball (one
>of 1.75" diameter, without a notch, that had pre-existing subsurface
>flaws) with nominal thermal cycles (from ambient to LN2

>temperature). Because cf the similarity between LN2 temperature and LO2's
>temperature (flight temperature), cracking of the 1.75" ball lends
>credibility to the theory that the 0OV-103 ball might have had subsurface
>cracks which surfaced when subjected to cryogenic cycles. Note however
>that the test does not simulate the thermal mass and mechanical loading
>seen on the flight vehicle during lecading and flight. Secondly, the fact
>that a flight spares ball had subsurface defects which propagated to a
>surface crack tends to indict the acceptance criteria.

>

>The concern of particle liberation upstream of an SSME has been fueled by
>the type of cracking detected on the severely cracked 2.24"

>balls. Coordination with the SSME Project on the engine's tolerance to
>FOD is being conducted in an attempt to clear this concern.

>

>Thermal modeling indicates that LN2 is not a good test fluid for balls in
>LH2 service (1.25"). If liguid hydrogen is used to simulate these
>conditions, safety considerations will slow testing significantly. Other
>mediums, such as liquid helium and liquid neon, are being

>considered. ©Note that the thermal modeling so far has considered only the
>ball. Model development is in work on the inserts and adjeining hardware.
>

>NDE of all flight spares is being conducted in an effort to find more
>balls with subsurface indications. These would then be put in

>test. Finding no indications in any of the flight spares might support
>the theory that 0V-103's ball was an outlier, i.e., that it had subsurface
>cracks when installed in the line.

>

>More to come.

>From: HATAMLEH, OMAR (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

>

>To: ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA); JOHNSON, M. 3. (SCOTT) {JSC-NC)
>(NASA); BROWNE, DAVID M. (JSC-NC} (NASA)

>

>Cc: CULBERTSCN, FRANK L., JR (JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID (JSC-N&)
>(SAIC); EVATT, GARVIN T. (GT) (JSC-NC) (SAIC); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC)
>(SAIC); DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); AUGUSTYN, JOSEPH (JSC-REMOTE);
>MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG); TIPTON, MICHAEL R. (JSC-NX) (SAIC):;
>PRINCE, GORMAN W. (BILLY) (JSC-NC) (GHG); ISHMAEL, MOHAMED I. (GEORGE)
>{JSC-NC) (SAIC); CLEMENTS, DANIEL L. (JSC-NC) (GHG); ALMASRI, WALEED
> (JSC-REMOTE) ; AL-HAYEK, FAREED A. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

>

>Sent: 12/27/2002 6:10 PM

>

>Subject: RE: BSTRA ball test status
>

>Cryogenic load testing in Huntington Beach is continuing on three
>

>separate 2.24" BSTRA balls in order to help build flight rationale. Test
>

>1l, and 2a are still in progress with no crack indications so far. Test
>

>2b has been completed with no crack indications. Test 2b indicates that
>

>a flight ball, when subjected to a single mission's worth of cryoc and
>

>mechanical combined lcading, does not crack.
>

>In addition to the Huntington Beach testing, MSFC is working on a method
4



>

>of cracking a ball thermally to be used in the event that a crack cannot
>

>be initiated via the current Huntington Beach test procedure. MSFC was
>

>successful in cracking balls under severe conditions (300 F to -100 F in
>

>one case and 400 F to -100 F in another case). The crack extends about
;280 degrees around on one ball, and a little less on another ball.
zAnother interesting feature was the production of intersecting cracks,
;which could ultimately lead to FOD.

>

>M3FC sectioned a 2.25" ball purchased from the Oregon wvendor and found a
ilarge pcrosity site ("big enough to stick a pencil in™) near the center.
iThese Oregon balls were produced much later and have process
iimprovements which should help eliminate porosity. This data tends to
;indicate that porosity is probably to be found in most cast balls. 1In
iaddition, metallurgy shows a finer grain structure in the middle and
icoarser towards the surface.

iUpdates te the JS5C activities will be provided in a separate email note.
iThe next meeting is scheduled for Monday at a time to be disclosed
ilater.

>From: MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG)

>Sent: Monday, December 23, 2002 1:44 PM

>To: BROWNE, DAVID M. (JSC-NC) (NASA}; CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR
>(JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA) (SAIC); EVATT, GARVIN T. (GT)
>(JSC-NC) (SAIC); DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC} (SAIC); JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT)
>(J5C-NC) (NASA); ERMINGER, MARK D, (JSC-NC) (NASA); ALMASRI, WALEED;
>BALU, BRIAN; CLEMENTS, DANIEL; HATAMLEH, OMAR; ISHMAEL, MOQHAMED;
>jaugust0; PRINCE, GORMAN; TIPTON, MICHAEL

>Subject: BSTRA ball test status

>

>Execute summary: Cryogenic load testing in Huntington Beach began
>Friday, December 20th on three separate 2.24" BSTRA balls in order to
>help build flight rationale. These three tests, which are being run in

>parallel, attempt to prove the theory that cracks will develop and then

VVVVVVVVYVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVVYVYYVY

>arrest prior to going completely through a ball. Partly into the tests
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>this morning, no cracks have conclusively been observed, although one
>faint indication is being inspected further. In addition, another
>ball, a flight spares of a smaller size, was eddy current inspected and
>found to have subsurface indicaticns not detetable with dye pen and
>visual checks. Testing will continue today and will resume on the
>evening of the 26th.

>

>Test #1: 2.24" ball, notch in ball, instrumented. Purpese is to help
>validate computer model by assessing residual stresses and thermal
>response. Have completed first 5 thermal cycles from ambient to LN2
>(-320F), and there appears a faint line or shadow in the notch near one
>end being inspected further to confirm or deny a crack. Continued with
>6th thermal cycles (this second set of 5 cycles is from 200 F to LN2)
>until a crack is confirmed. If no cracks develop at the conclusion of
>these 10 cycles, a more severe method of creating a crack will be
>developed. 1If a crack develops, the same temperature cycle will be
>repeated until the ball fails or the crack arrests. The more severe
>method, which is under development as a contingency, could use boiling
>water and an alcohol/dry ice bath to produce a much higher temperature
>gradient.

>

>Test #2a: 2.24" ball in flight-like cups, notch in ball, not
>instrumented*, mechanical load cycling while in LN2 bath: Purpose of
>test is to show crack growth and subsequent arrest while under
>flight-like thermal and mechanical loads. Briefly, the test is
>scheduled to:

>1. Simulate nominal loads seen during propellant loading (11,000 lbs
>applied and removed while in LN2 bath) for 5 cycles, then inspect.

>2. Simulate nominal loads seen during flight (41,000 lbs applied and
>removed while in LN2 bath) for 30 cycles, then inspect.

>3. Apply margin loads above nominal flight loads (49,000 applied and
>removed while in LN2 bath) for 5 cycles, then inspect.

>4. Apply margin loads above nominal flight loads (61,000 applied and
6
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>removed while in LNZ2 bath) for 5 cycles, then inspect.

>5. BApply margin loads above nominal flight loads (71,000 applied and
>removed while in LN2 bath) for 5 cycles, then inspect,

>

>Currently, test #2a 1is 3 cycles into the 41,000 lbs testing, with no
>cracks visible after the 11,000 testing was completed. As in test #1,
>testing will continue until a crack develops / arrests. Inspections
>are visual after every cycle, and eddy current after every 5th cycle.
>*Instrumentation removed.

>

>Test #2b: Same as #2a, but without notch in ball: Purpose of test is
>to show crack initiation, growth and subsequent crack arrest while
>under flight-like thermal and mechanical loads, but on a pristine ball
>which more closely resembles flight balls. The test sequence is the
>same as in Test #2a:

>

>The 35 nominal cycles are complete (5 cycles at 11,000 lbs plus 30
>cycles at 41,000 1lbs), and margin testing has commenced for a total of
>43 cycles so far. There are no indications of a crack via visual or
>eddy current at this time.

>

>MSFC activity:

>In addition to the Huntington Beach testing, MSFC is working on
>metallography of balls of various sizes in order to rationalize
>extrapeolating these results to the different size balls used in the
>Orbiter (2.24", 1.75", and 1.25"), 1In addition, MSFC is working on a
>method of cracking a ball thermally to be used in the event that a
>crack cannot be initiated wvia the current test procedure. Finally,
>MSFC reports finding an eddy current indication in a flight spares ball
>{of 1.25" diameter), an indication which is invisible wvia visual and
>dye pen. This "crack™ must be subsurface and may be a cluster of
>porosity. Since this ball was extracted from flight spares and may

>have a crack, this tends to indict the acceptance screening process.
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>MSFC personnel believe that there are large variations in
>microstructure between individual balls. However, even with
>variations, the testing being conducted at Huntington Beach will likely
>show crack arrest regardless of initial crack existence.

>

>JSC Activity: Mike Tipton has been working closely JSC Engineering and
>shop support in the develcopment of tools for inspecting 100% of the
>ball surface in an installed line. Ideally, both crack location (via
>eddy current) and depth (with Ultrasonic techniques, perhaps) can be
>achieved on the fleet feedlines without requiring removal of the lines.
>

>Testing will continue throughout the day today and will resume shortly
>after Christmas (on the evening of the 26th). The next test status
>will be presented Friday, December 27th at 3:00 pm.

>

>Hugo E. Martinez, PE

>Shuttle SR&QA Propulsion & Power Lead Engineer

>JSC NC62

>Phone: 281 244-1974

>Pager: 281 434-5075

>Fax: 281 244-1849

>

>Providing for a safer tomorrow, today.

>




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: MARSHALL, YOLANDA Y. (JSC-NA) (NASA
Sent: Friday, January 03, 2003 8:51 AM ’
To: ERMINGER, MARK D. {(JSC-NC) (NASA); JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC) (NASA);

CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR (JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA) (SAIC);
MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG); BALU, BRIAN K. {JSC-NC) (SAIC); BOWER,
BETTY L. (JSC-NA) (SAIC)

Subject: FW: FW: BSTRA ball test status

Please provide me a response to this note. Thanks.

~~~~~ Original Message-----—

From: boconnor [mailto:boconnor@hg.nasa.gov]

Sent: Friday, January 03, 2003 7:49 AM

To: ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA); MARSHALL, YOLANDA Y. (JSC-NA)
(NASA}

Cc: JOHNSON, GARY W. (JSC-NA) (NASA); JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC)
(NASA); 'H - Kowaleski Mark'; H - Bihner Bill
{(whihner@mail.hg.nasa.gov); MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG); Pete
Rutledge; mstamate@mail.hqg.nasa.gov; Amanda.Goodson@msfc.nasa.gov;
Shannon.Bartell-1@ksc.nasa.gov

Subject: Re: FW: BSTRA ball test status

Mark,

With regard to Hugo's comment about performing a PRA on the
petential for FOD generation, I know it is always fair to say that we don't
have the data to produce a number, but we must be able to put this issue
into at least some gross range of probabilities otherwise we are not doing
a risk assessment, and it is unfair to ask the PM or the FRR Board to
accept risk if we don't do the best we can with a risk assessment.

My guess is that the least you can do 1s get a range of
prebabilities for FOD generation from the metallurgists, and then applying
what you think the chance of catastrophic failure would be if you did
generate FOD from the SSME folks. Then you should lock at what affect that
resultant number (including uncertainty) has on the baseline PRA. If the
baseline LOC median number is 1/245 for ascent/entry, what dcoes it become
with this new failure mode? And, looking at the uncertainties, what does
the new 95th and 5th percentile number become? I think this is a
legitimate question for the PM to ask if he is thinking about accepting the
risk for 107. And if he doesn't I will in the delta PAR.

What do we do with the numbers? Let's say the new median becomes
1/200. That's the same as taking out the new fuel turbopump. &nd if it
goes to 1/150, that's like taking out the MCC, the LOX turbopump, the new
heat exchanger and going back to major black zones in the contingency
aborts (like we had in the 1980s), etc. And, if it goes all the way to
1/50, it is like being back in the old SRM and 17 inch disconnect days pre
Challenger. (Don't quote me with these numbers, because I am guessing
with these analogies, but I use them to show what I would want to know in a
risk assessment).

Best,
o'C

At 05:57 AM 1/3/2003 -0600, ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA) wrote:

b Original Message-----

>From: MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC)} (GHG)

>Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2003 6:16 PM

>To: HATAMLEH, OMAR (JSC-NC) (SAIC); ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA);
>JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC) (NASA); BROWNE, DAVID M. (JSC-NC) (NASA)
>Cc: CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR (JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA)
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>(SAIC}; EVATT, GARVIN T. (GT) (JSC-NC) (SAIC); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC)
>(SAIC); DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); AUGUSTYN, JOSEPH (JSC-REMOTE};
>TIPTON, MICHAEL R. (JSC-NX) (SAIC}; PRINCE, GORMAN W. (BILLY) (JSC-NC)
>(GHG) ; ISHMAEL, MOHAMED I. (GEORGE) (JSC-NC) (SAIC); CLEMENTS, DANIEL L.
>(JSC-NC) (GHG); ALMASRI, WALEED (JSC-REMOTE); AL-HAYEK, FAREED A. (JSC-NC)
> (SAIC)

>Subject: RE: BSTRA ball test status

>

>Cracks have finally been observed in 2 cof 3 balls at Huntington Beach
>using method developed at MSFC, but no conclusions can yet be drawn. FOD
>continues to be a serious discussion topic. At the meeting today with
>Ralph Roe, the Huntington Beach and MSFC test status was given, the status
>of the JSC remote tool development was presented, and thoughts on flight
>rationale were discussed.

>

>Plans are for testing to conclude Jan 8th, although a PRCB will be held on
>the 6th to discuss preliminary FRR charts for STS-107. The team will not
>report to Ralph Roe until Monday the 6th at 9:00 am unless testing over

>the weekend fails (crack does not arrest or FOD is generated). In the
>meantime, the SSME Project will have an answer on FOD tolerance {(not
>expected to be good). TIf a naturally cracked (vs. notched) ball generates

>FOD or does not arrest, we will have a problem necessitating the
>inspection of 0V-102's balls. If any other ball generates FOD or does not
>arrest, the Test #2b ball with two in-line notches can be used to prove
>arrest and no FOD generation.

>

>Huntington Beach test status:

>

>Test #1 Update: Completed incremental thermal shock at 350 F without
>cracking. BAbandorned this test (this is the test where they started at 200
>F and quenched at -100 F, then incremented the initial temperature by 25
>degrees each time and quenched again) and will crack with a wedge now.

>

>Test #2a Update: During 275 F to -100 F incremental thermal shock, got
>multiple cracking about 320 degrees around. Will now subject it to
>flight-like thermal/mechanical per 4x testing. 4x testing repeats the
>neminal flight portion of test#2a three additional times in order to
>encompass 30 missions (CV-102 has seen 28 missions).

>

>Test #2b Update: Had stopped testing and put in two series "thumbnail"
>notches and put into 212 F to 32 F rapid thermal cycles. Saw a crack
>between notches, detected via eddy current, not yet visible. Will then go
>into 4x testing.

>

>MSFC Status:

>

>Beoth cracked 2.24" balls at MSFC are undergoing testing per HB's test #2
>plan and no crack growth has been seen. Both of these balls were
>initially cracked using a severe thermal gradient. Similarly, 1.75" and
>1.25" balls are undergoing testing per test #2. One 1.75" ball had
>cracked without a notch and without a severe thermal environment (see
>below) and has opened up a new crack via testing. The maximum length of a
>crack is 0.4 inches but shallow and stable, it appears.

>

>JSC Remocte Tool Development Update:

>

>Developers claim they have "tremendous control™ of ball. Some technical
>issues, such as needing more articulation, cleaning the device for use on
>the fleet, and establishing the vehicle BSTRA joint configuration are
>being worked. They are building an articulating joint at the end effector
>to address the first issue. The device will be ready this coming Sunday.
>

>Other:

>

>SROA got an action to perform a PRA on the potential for FOD

>generation. We will be working on the feasibility of this tomorrow (Jan
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>3rd). While we haven't coordinated with the PRA analysts yet, we feel
>that getting realistic numbers would not be possible with the available data.

>From: MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG)

>

>Sent: Wednesday, January 01, 2003 2:23 PM

>

>To: HATAMLEH, OMAR (JSC-NC) (SAIC); ERMINGER, MARK D, (JSC-NC) (NASA);

>

>JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC) (NASA); BROWNE, DAVID M. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

>

>Cc: CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR (JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID ({JSC-NA)

>

>(SAIC); EVATT, GARVIN T. (GT) (JSC-NC) (SAIC); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC)

>

>(SAIC); DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); AUGUSTYN, JOSEPH (JSC-REMOTE) ;

>

>TIPTON, MICHAEL R. (JSC-NX) (SAIC); PRINCE, GORMAN W. (BILLY) (JSC-NC)

>

>(GHG); ISHMAEL, MOHAMED I. (GEORGE) (JSC-NC) (SAIC); CLEMENTS, DANIEL L.

>

>(JSC-NC} (GHG); ALMASRI, WALEED (JSC-REMOTE); AL-HAYEK, FAREED A.

>

>{JSC-NC) (SAIC)

>

>Subject: RE: BSTRA ball test status

>

>Testing at Huntington Beach and MSFC continues, as does the development of
>thermal and stress models in an attempt to build flight rationale for
>STS-107. The generation of FOD has not at all been alleviated after
>branched cracking was detected on an MSFC ball subjected to extreme
>temperature gradients,

>

>Huntington Beach testing continues on the 3 balls in an effort to first
>create cracks and then to show arrest (no surface growth) under a repeated
>load profile. All testing described in the original email below is
>complete, but no cracks have been created. Huntington Beach is adding
>steps to their test procedure to incorporate crack initiatien techniques
>developed at MSFC: the use of a dry ice/alcohol bath (-100°F) which allows
>for gquicker quenching.

>

>Test #1 Update: Since dunking the notched 2.24" cabinet ball in LN2
>created no cracks (nor did boiling water to ice water thermal shocks), the
>ball is now being heated to an incrementally higher temperature and
>quenched at -100°F dry ice/alcohol. This series of thermal shocks is in
>effort to "sneak up" on the critical conditions required to crack a

>ball. The first set of 5 thermal shock cycles began at 200°F, and
>subsequent sets beginning at 225°F and 250°F yielded no cracks. As of
>December 30th, the set beginning at 275°F was in work. Plans are to
>continue incrementing the initial temperature by 25°F, running 5

>cycles. Inspections are run visually and with eddy current after the
>first and 5th cycles in each set.

>

>Test #2Za Update: Taking the notched 2.24" flight spares ball through a
>series of flight-like thermal mechanical cycles described below yielded no
>cracking. The same series of thermal shocks is being used on this ball as
>in test #1 above, that is, purely thermal cycles, in an effort to crack
>it. On 200°F cycles, saw an eddy current indication and again during
>225°F cycles deep in the notch. It appears to be growing about an 1/8th
>of an inch on one edge of the notch but is not yet visible on the
>surface. Once it is seen on the surface, testing will proceed to Phase
>I1, testing for crack arrest under flight-like thermal

3




>mechanical/loading. Eddy current and visual inspections are being
>conducted after every cycle at this time. Testing is now in the set of §
>cycles at 250°F, but so far no surface cracks have appeared.

>

>Test #2b Update: Taking the second 2.24" flight spares ball (without a
>notch) through a series of flight-like thermal mechanical cycles described
>below yielded no cracking. In an effort to expedite the creation of a
>crack, two in-line notches are being EDM'd into the ball, approximately
>0.050" between them. The ball with then be subjected to a total of 1000
>rapid thermal cycles from boiling water to ice water in an effort to crack
>it before resuming flight-like thermal/mechanical cycling.

>

>MSFC Status: Besides developing a technique for quicker quenching, MSFC
>personnel have cracked both notched and pristine 2.24" balls using severe
>thermal cycles. 1In addition, they have cracked a flight spares ball (one
>of 1.75" diameter, without a notch, that had pre-existing subsurface
>flaws) with nominal thermal cycles (from ambient to LN2

>temperature}. Because of the similarity between LNZ2 temperature and LO2Z2's
>temperature (flight temperature), cracking of the 1.75" ball lends
>credibility to the theory that the 0OV-103 ball might have had subsurface
>cracks which surfaced when subjected to cryogenic cycles. Note however
>that the test does not simulate the thermal mass and mechanical loading
>seen on the flight wvehicle during loading and flight. Secondly, the fact
>that a flight spares ball had subsurface defects which propagated to a
>surface crack tends to indict the acceptance criteria.

>

>The concern of particle liberation upstream of an SSME has been fueled by
>the type of cracking detected on the severely cracked 2.24"

>balls. Coordination with the SSME Project on the engine's tolerance to
>FOD is being conducted in an attempt to clear this concern.

>

>Thermal modeling indicates that IN2 is not a good test fluid for balls in
>LH2 service (1.25"). 1If liquid hydrogen is used to simulate these
>conditions, safety considerations will slow testing significantly. Other
>mediums, such as liquid helium and liquid neon, are being

>considered. Note that the thermal modeling so far has considered only the
>ball. Model development is in work on the inserts and adjoining hardware.
>

>NDE of all flight spares is being conducted in an effort to find more
>balls with subsurface indications. These would then be put in

>test. Finding no indications in any of the flight spares might support
>the theory that OV-103's ball was an outlier, i.e,, that it had subsurface
>cracks when installed in the line.

>

>More to come.

>From: HATAMLEH, OMAR (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

>

>To: ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA); JOHNSON, M, S. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC)
> (NASA); BROWNE, DAVID M. (JSC-NC} (NASR)

>

>Cc: CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR (JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA)
>(SAIC); EVATT, GARVIN T. (GT) (JSC-NC) (SAIC); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC)
>(SAIC); DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); AUGUSTYN, JOSEPH (JSC-REMQTE);
>MARTINEZ, HUGC E. (JSC-NC) (GHG); TIPTON, MICHAEL R, (JSC-NX) (SAIC);
>PRINCE, GORMAN W. (BILLY) (JSC-NC) (GHG); ISHMAEL, MOHAMED I. (GEORGE})
>(JSC-NC} (SAIC); CLEMENTS, DANIEL L. (JSC-NC) (GHG); ALMASRI, WALEED
> (JSC-REMOTE) ; AL-HAYEK, FAREED A. (JSC-NC} (SAIC)

>

>Sent: 12/27/2002 6:10 PM

>

>Subject: RE: BSTRA ball test status




§Cryogenic load testing in Huntington Beach is continuing on three
zseparate 2.24" BSTRA balls in order to help build flight rationale. Test
il, and 2a are still in progress with no crack indications so far. Test
;Zb has been completed with no crack indications. Test 2b indicates that
ia flight ball, when subjected to a single mission's worth of cryo and
;mechanical combined loading, does not crack.

;In addition to the Huntington Beach testing, MSFC is working on a methed
;of cracking a ball thermally to be used in the event that a crack cannot
ibe initiated via the current Huntington Beach test procedure. MSFC was
isuccessful in cracking balls under severe conditions (300 F to -100 F in
ione case and 400 F to -100 F in another case). The crack extends about
;280 degrees around on one ball, and a little less on another ball.
iAnother interesting feature was the production of intersecting cracks,
iwhich could ultimately lead to FOD.

iMSFC sectioned a 2.25" ball purchased from the Oregon vendor and fcund a
ilarge porosity site ("big enough to stick a pencil in") near the center.
iThese Oregon balls were produced much later and have process
iimprovements which should help eliminate porosity. This data tends to
;indicate that poresity is probably to be found in most cast balls. In
iaddition, metallurgy shows a finer grain structure in the middle and
icoarser towards the surface.

;Updates to the JSC activities will be provided in a separate email note,
zThe next meeting is scheduled for Monday at a time to be disclosed

>

>later.

>

> > mme—- Original Message-----

i >From: MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG)

i >Sent: Monday, December 23, 2002 1:44 PM

; >To: BROWNE, DAVID M. (JSC-NC} (NASA); CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR

Z >(JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA) (SAIC); EVATT; GARVIN T. (GT)
Z >(JSC-NC) (SAIC); DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT)
Z >(JSC-NC) (NASA); ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA); ALMASRI, WALEED;
i >BALU, BRIAN; CLEMENTS, DANIEL; HATAMLEH, OMAR; ISHMAEI, MOHAMED;
i>jaugust0; PRINCE, GORMAN; TIPTON, MICHAEL
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>Subject: BSTRA ball test status

>

>Execute summary: Cryogenic load testing in Huntington Beach began
>Friday, December 20th on three separate 2.24" BSTRA balls in order to
>help build flight rationale. These three tests, which are being run in
>»parallel, attempt to prove the theory that cracks will develop and then
»arrest prior to going completely through a ball. Partly into the tests
>this morning, no cracks have conclusively been observed, although one
>faint indication is being inspected further. In addition, another
>ball, a flight spares of a smaller size, was eddy current inspected and
>found to have subsurface indications not detetable with dye pen and
>visual checks. Testing will continue today and will resume on the
>evening of the 26th.

>

>Test #1: 2.24" ball, notch in ball, instrumented. Purpose is to help
>validate computer model by assessing residual stresses and thermal
>response. Have completed first 5 thermal cycles from ambient to LN2
>(-320F), and there appears a faint line or shadow in the notch near one
>end being inspected further to confirm or deny a c¢rack. Continued with
>6th thermal cycles (this second set of 5 c¢cycles is from 200 F to LN2)
>until a crack is ceonfirmed. If no cracks develop at the conclusion of
>these 10 cycles, a more severe method of creating a crack will be
>developed. If a crack develops, the same temperature cycle will be
>repeated until the ball fails or the crack arrests. The more severe
>method, which is under development as a contingency, could use boiling
>water and an alcohol/dry ice bath to produce a much higher temperature
>gradient.

>

>Test #2a: 2,24" ball in flight-like cups, notch in ball, not
>instrumented*, mechanical load cycling while in LN2 bath: Purpose of
>test is to show crack growth and subsequent arrest while under
>flight-1like thermal and mechanical loads. Briefly, the test is

>scheduled to:
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>1. Simulate nominal loads seen during propellant lcading (11,000 lbs
>applied and removed while in LN2 bath) for 5 cycles, then inspect.
>2. Simulate nominal loads seen during f£light (41,000 lbs applied and
>removed while in LN2 bath) for 30 cycles, thén inspect.

>3. Apply margin loads above nominal flight loads (49,000 applied and
>removed while in LN2Z bath) for 5 cycles, then inspect.

>4. Apply margin loads above nominal flight loads (61,000 applied and
>removed while in LN2 bath) for 5 cycles, then inspect.

>5. Apply margin loads above nominal flight loads (71,000 applied and
>removed while in LN2 bath) for 5 cycles, then inspect.

>

>Currently, test #2a 1is 3 cycles into the 41,000 lbs testing, with no
>cracks visible after the 11,000 testing was completed. As in test #1,
>testing will continue until a crack develops / arrests. Inspections
>are visual after every cycle, and eddy current after every 5th cycle.
>*Instrumentation removed.

>

>Test #2b: Same as #2a, but without notch in ball: Purpose of test is
>to show crack initiation, growth and subsequent crack arrest while
>under flight-like thermal and mechanical loads, but on a pristine ball
>which more closely resembles flight balls. The test sequence is the
>same as in Test #2a:

>

>The 35 nominal cycles are complete (5 cycles at 11,000 1lbs plus 30
>cycles at 41,000 lbs), and margin'testing has commenced for a total of
>43 cycles so far. There are no indications of a crack via visual or
>eddy current at this time.

>

>MSFC activity:

>In addition to the Huntington Beach testing, MSFC is working on
>metallography of balls of wvarious sizes in order to ratiocnalize
>extrapolating these results to the different size balls used in the

>Orbiter (2.24", 1.75", and 1.25"). 1In addition, MSFC is working on a
7
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>method of cracking a ball thermally to be used in the event that a
>crack cannot be initiated via the current test procedure, Finally,
>MSFC reports finding an eddy current indication in a flight spares ball
>(of 1.25" diameter), an indication which is invisible via visual and
>dye pen. This "crack" must be subsurface and may be a cluster of
>porosity. Since this ball was extracted from flight spares and may
>have a crack, this tends to indict the acceptance screening process.
>MSFC persconnel believe that there are large variations in
>microstructure between individual balls. However, even with
>variations, the testing being conducted at Huntington Beach will likely
>show crack arrest regardless of initial crack existence.

>

>JSC Activity: Mike Tipton has been working closely JSC Engineering and
>shop support in the development of tools for inspecting 100% of the
>ball surface in an installed line. 1Ideally, both crack location (via
>eddy current) and depth (with Ultrasonic techniques, perhaps) can be
>achieved on the fleet feedlines without requiring removal of the lines.
>

>Testing will continue throughout the day today and will resume shortly
>after Christmas (on the evening of the 26th}. The next test status
>Will be presented Friday, December 27th at 3:00 pm.

>

>Hugo E. Martinez, PE

>Shuttle SR&QA Propulsion & Power Lead Engineer

>JSC NCo62

>Phone: 281 244-1974

>Pager: 281 434-5075

>Fax: 281 244-184%

>

>Providing for a safer tomorrow, today.

>




ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

From: BOYER, ROGER L. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

Sent: Friday, January 03, 2003 6:35 PM

To: EVATT, GARVIN T. (GT) (JSC-NC) (SAIC); ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA);
JOHNSON, M. S_ (SCOTT) (JSC-NC) (NASA)

Cc: BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC} (SAIC); CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR (JSC-NA) (SAIC);

CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA) (SAIC); MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) {(GHG); SCHICK,

TIMOTHY D. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); STEWART, MICHAEL A. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); 'Stewart, Mike",

BROWNE, DAVID M. (JSC-NC) (NASA); PRINCE, GORMAN W. (BILLY) (JSC-NC) (GHG)
Subject: RE: FW: BSTRA ball test status

Today we were asked to initiate a PRA of the BSTRA cracks leading to Loss of Crew/Vehicle
{LOCV) . Both Tim Schick and myself have been working with Hugo Martinez and Bill Prince
to determine the feasibility of this assessment. Mike Stewart was supporting the SRB BSM
paint chip PRA request until it was determined earlier this afternoon to not be a threat
via test results, thus no PRA needed. We've formulated the work into an Event Sequence
Diagram with the initiating event being "Crack generated in a BSTRA ball"™ followed by the
likelihood of a chip breaking off the ball, then traveling down the MPS piping to the
SSMEs. According to Rocketdyne, these chips must be less than 400 microns to the LH2 pump
and 800 microns to the LOX pump. Anything larger than this will be considered as LOCV.

We are currently waiting for Paul Munafo (MSFC Mass & Properties group) to send us the
results of their recently completed ball tests. We expect these results later tonight or
tomorrow.

We will be working this weekend to assess the expected MSFC data. This may help us answer
the likelihood of generating a crack, but not answer the likelihood of a chip breaking off
especially of any given size. That question may need more specialized material science
help than we have seen so far here and will require several phone calls on Monday to
folks, like Mike Packard at Glenn Research Center, to track down some probabilistic
structural analysis help. No promises though...

I know everybody wants to see how they can help. By Monday, we should know the answer to
that better. Right now, we're still collecting the new data from the current efforts.

This task represents the second task in the last six months (MPS flowliner cracks)
concerning crack propagation and debris/contamination issues downstream. Hopefully, we
can identify a systematic approach and proper resources for future assessments as more of
these type of issues arise.

I understand that there are several meetings on Monday and the delta-PAR on Tuesday with
Bryan O'Connor. At this point, I hope to have calculated the likelihood of a crack by
Tuesday morning. I don't know how much luck we are going to have in calculating chips of
a given size or larger breaking off and traveling down to the SSMEs by Tuesday. We're
doing the best we can.

Roger

————— Original Message-—-—-—-

From: EVATT, GARVIN T. (GT) (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

Sent: Friday, January 03, 2003 10:42 aM

To: BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC) ({SAIC); BOYER, ROGER L. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)
Subject: FW: FW: BSTRA ball test status

————— Original Message-----

From: BLANKENSHIP, JEANNE K. (JSC-NA) (SAIC)

Sent: Friday, January 03, 2003 10:28 AM

To: EVATT, GARVIN T. (GT) (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

Cc: CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR (JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA)
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(SAIC)
Subject: FW: FW: BSTRA ball test status

G. T.,

Per the voice mail I left for you, I am forwarding the following note on behalf of Frank.
Please call me and confirm that the appropriate people are working on a response on this
issue. If you have any questions please call Frank. You can reach him on cell.

Thank you,

Jeanne Blankenship

Science Applications International Corporation (SAIC)
Office of the SR&QA Program Manager

Telephone: 281-244-1630 Fax: 281-244-2257
Bldg. 45/rm 548, Mail Code: N4

————— Original Message--——-

From: BOWER, BETTY L. (JSC-NA) (SAIC)
Sent: Friday, January 03, 2003 8:53 AM
To: BLANKENSHIP, JEANNE K. (JSC-NA) (SAIC)
Subject: FW: FW: BSTRA ball test status

————— Original Message-—---—

From: MARSHALL, YOLANDA Y. (JSC-NA) (NASA)

Sent: Friday, January 03, 2003 8:51 AM

To: ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA); JOHNSON, M. §. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC)
(NASA) ; CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR (JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA)
(SAIC); MARTINEZ, HUGO E, (JSC-NC) (GHG); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC)
(SAIC); BOWER, BETTY L. (JSC-NA) (SAIC)

Subject: FW: FW: BSTRA ball test status

Please provide me a response to this note. Thanks.

————— Original Message----—-

From: boconnor [mailto:boconnor@hg.nasa.gov]

Sent: Friday, January 03, 2003 7:49 AM

To: ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA); MARSHALL, YOLANDA Y. (JSC-NA)
(NASA)

Cc: JOHNSON, GARY W. ({JSC-NA) (NASA); JOHNSON, M, §. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC)
(NASA); 'H - Kowaleski Mark'; H - Bihner Bill
{(wbihner@mail.hg.nasa.gov); MARTINEZ, HUGQ E. (JSC-NC) (GHG); Pete
Rutledge; mstamate@mail.hg.nasa.gov; Amanda .Goedson@msfc.nasa.gov;
Shannon.Bartell-1@ksc.nasa.gov

Subject: Re: FW: BSTRA ball test status

Mark,

With regard to Hugo's comment about performing a PRA on the
potential for FOD generation, I know it is always fair to say that we don't
have the data to produce a number, but we must be able to put this issue
into at least some gross range of probabilities otherwise we are not doing
a risk assessment, and it is unfair to ask the PM or the FRR Board to
accept risk if we don't do the best we can with a risk assessment.

My guess 1s that the least you can do is get a range of
probabilities for FCD generation from the metallurgists, and then applying
what you think the chance of catastrophic failure would be if yvou did
generate FOD from the SSME folks. Then you should loock at what affect that
resultant number (including uncertainty) has on the baseline PRA. If the
baseline LOC median number is 1/245 for ascent/entry, what does it become
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with this new failure mocde? B&And, looking at the uncertainties, what does
the new 95th and 5th percentile number become? I think this is a
legitimate question for the PM to ask if he is thinking about accepting the
risk for 107. And if he doesn't I will in the delta PAR.

What do we do with the numbers? Let's say the new median becomes
1/200. That's the same as taking out the new fuel turbopump. Aand if it
goes to 1/150, that's like taking out- the MCC, the LOX turbopump, the new
heat exchanger and going back to major black zones in the contingency
aborts (like we had in the 1980s), etec. And, if it goes all the way to
1/50, it is like being back in the old SRM and 17 inch disconnect days pre
Challenger. (Don't quote me with these numbers, because I am guessing
with these analogies, but I use them to show what I would want to know in a
risk assessment).
Best,
o'c

At 05:57 AM 1/3/2003 -0600, ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) {NASA) wrote:

S>———— Original Message-----

>From: MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG}

>Sent: Thursday, January 02, 2003 6:16 PM

>To: HATAMLEH, OMAR (JSC-NC) (SAIC); ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA};
>JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC) (NASA); BROWNE, DAVID M. (JSC-NC) (NASA)
>Cc: CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR (JSC-NA} (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA)

> (SAIC); EVATT, GARVIN T. (GT) (JSC-NC) (SAIC); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC)

> (SAIC); DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); AUGUSTYN, JOSEPH (JSC-REMOTE} ;
>TIPTON, MICHAEL R. (JSC-NX) (SAIC); PRINCE, GORMAN W. (BILLY) (JSC-NC)

> (GHG) ; ISHMAEL, MOHAMED I. (GEORGE) (JSC-NC) (SAIC); CLEMENTS, DANTIEL L.

> (JSC-NC) (GHG); ALMASRI, WALEED (JSC-REMOTE); AL-HAYEK, FAREED A. (JSC-NC)
> (SAIC)

>Subject: RE: BSTRA ball test status

>

>Cracks have finally been observed in 2 of 3 balls at Huntington Beach
>using method developed at MSFC, but no conclusions can yet be drawn. FOD
>continues to be a serious discussion topic. At the meeting today with
>Ralph Roe, the Huntington Beach and MSFC test status was given, the status
>of the JSC remcte tool development was presented, and thoughts on flight
>rationale were discussed.

>

>Plans are for testing to conclude Jan 8th, although a PRCB will be held on
>the 6th to discuss preliminary FRR charts for 8TS$-107. The team will not
>report to Ralph Roe until Monday the 6th at 9:00 am unless testing over

>the weekend fails (crack does not arrest or FOD is generated). In the
>meantime, the SSME Project will have an answer on FOD tolerance (not
>expected to be good). If a naturally cracked (vs. notched) ball generates

>FOD or does not arrest, we will have a problem necessitating the
>inspection of OV-102's balls. If any other ball generates FOD or does not
>arrest, the Test #2b ball with two in-line notches can be used to prove
>arrest and no FOD generation.

>

>Huntington Beach test status:

>

>Test #1 Update: Completed incremental thermal shock at 350 F without
>cracking. Abandoned this test (this is the test where they started at 200
>F and quenched at -100 F, then incremented the initial temperature by 25
>degrees each time and quenched again) and will crack with a wedge now.

>

>Test #2a Update: During 275 F to -100 F incremental thermal shock, got
>multiple cracking about 320 degrees around. Will now subject it to
>flight-like thermal/mechanical per 4x testing. d4dx testing repeats the
>nominal flight porticn of test#2a three additional times in order to
>encompass 30 missions (OV-102 has seen 28 missions).

>

>Test #2b Update: Had stopped testing and put in two series "thumbnail”
>notches and put into 212 F to 32 F rapid thermal cycles. Saw a crack
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>between notches, detected via eddy current, not yet visible. Will then go
>into 4x testing.

>

>MSFC Status:

>

>Both cracked 2.24" balls at MSFC are undergoing testing per HB's test #2
>plan and no crack growth has been seen. Both of these balls were
>initially cracked using a severe thermal gradient. Similarly, 1.75" and
>1.25" balls are undergoing testing per test #2. One 1.75" ball had
>cracked without a notch and without a severe thermal environment (see
>below) and has opened up a new crack via testing. The maximum length of a
>crack is 0.4 inches but shallow and stable, it appears.

>

>J3C Remote Tool Development Update:

>

>Developers claim they have "tremendous control™ of ball. Some technical
>issues, such as needing more articulation, cleaning the device for use on
>the fleet, and establishing the vehicle BSTRA joint configuration are
>being worked. They are building an articulating Jjoint at the end effector
>to address the first issue. The device will be ready this coming Sunday.
>

>Other:

>

>SRQA got an action to perform a PRA on the potential for FOD

>generation. We will be working on the feasibility of this tomorrow (Jan
>3rd). While we haven't coordinated with the PRA analysts yet, we feel
>that getting realistic numbers would not be possible with the available data.

>From: MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG)

>

>Sent: Wednesday, January 01, 2003 2:23 PM

>

>To: HATAMLEH, OMAR (JSC-~NC) (SAIC); ERMINGER, MARK D, (JSC-NC) (NASA);

>

>JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC) (NASA); BROWNE, DAVID M. (JSC-NC) (NASA)
>

>Cc: CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR {(JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA)

>

>(SAIC); EVATT, GARVIN T. (GT) (JSC-NC) (SAIC); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC)

>

>(SAIC}; DYER, KEITH W. (JSC-NC) (SAIC); AUGUSTYN, JOSEPH (JSC-REMOTE) ;

>

>TIPTON, MICHAEL R. (JSC-N¥X) (SAIC); PRINCE, GORMAN W. (BILLY) (JSC-NC)

>

>(GHG) ; ISHMAEL, MOHAMED I. (GEORGE) (JSC-NC) (SAIC); CLEMENTS, DANIEL L.
>

>{JSC-NC) (GHG); ALMASRI, WALEED (JSC-REMOTE); AL-HAYEK, FAREED A.

>

> {JSC-NC) (SAIC)

>

>Subject: RE: BSTRA ball test status

>

>Testing at Huntington Beach and MSFC continues, as does the development of
>thermal and stress models in an attempt to build flight raticnale for
>8TS-107. The generation of FOD has not at all been alleviated after
>branched cracking was detected on an MSFC ball subjected to extreme
>temperature gradients.

>

>Huntington Beach testing continues on the 3 balls in an effort to first
>create cracks and then to show arrest (no surface growth) under a repeated
>load profile. All testing described in the original email below is
>complete, but no cracks have been created. Huntington Beach is adding
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>steps to their test procedure to incorporate crack initiation techniques
>developed at MSFC: the use of a dry ice/alcohol bath (-100°F} which allows
>for quicker quenching.

>

>Test #1 Update: Since dunking the notched 2.24" cabinet ball in LN2
>created no cracks {(nor did boiling water to ice water thermal shocks), the
>ball is now being heated to an incrementally higher temperature and
>quenched at -100°F dry ice/alcohol. This series of thermal shocks is in
>effort to "sneak up" on the critical conditions required to crack a

>ball. The first set of 5 thermal shock cycles began at 200°F, and
>subsequent sets beginning at 225°F and 250°F yielded no cracks. As of
>December 30th, the set beginning at 275°F was in work. Plans are to
>continue incrementing the initial temperature by 25°F, running 5

>cycles. Inspections are run visually and with eddy current after the
>first and 5th cycles in each set.

>

>Test #2a Update: Taking the notched 2.24" flight spares ball through a
>series of flight-like thermal mechanical cycles described below yielded no
>cracking. The same series of thermal shocks is being used on this ball as
>in test #1 above, that is, purely thermal cycles, in an effort to crack
>it. On 200°F cycles, saw an eddy current indication and again during
>225°F cycles deep in the notch. It appears to be growing about an 1/8th
>cf an inch on one edge of the notch but is not yet visible on the
>surface. Once it is seen on the surface, testing will proceed to Phase
>II, testing for crack arrest under flight-like thermal
>mechanical/loading. Eddy current and visual inspections are being
>conducted after every cycle at this time. Testing is now in the set of 5
>cycles at 250°F, but so far no surface cracks have appeared.

>

>Test #2b Update: Taking the second 2.24" flight spares ball (without a
>notch) through a series of flight-like thermal mechanical cycles described
>below yielded no cracking. 1In an effort to expedite the creation of a
>crack, two in-line notches are being EDM'd into the ball, approximately
>0.050" between them. The ball with then be subjected to a total of 1000
>rapid thermal cycles from boiling water toc ice water in an effort to crack
>it before resuming flight-like thermal/mechanical cycling.

>

>MSFC Status: Besides developing a technique for quicker quenching, MSFC
>personnel have cracked both notched and pristine 2.24" balls using severe
>thermal cycles. In addition, they have cracked a flight spares ball {(one
>of 1.75" diameter, without a notch, that had pre-existing subsurface
>flaws) with nominal thermal cycles (from ambient to LN2

>temperature). Because of the similarity between ILNZ temperature and LO2's
>temperature (flight temperature), cracking of the 1.75" ball lends
>credibility to the theory that the 0OV-103 ball might have had subsurface
>cracks which surfaced when subjected to cryogenic cycles. Note however
>that the test does not simulate the thermal mass and mechanical loading
>seen on the flight vehicle during loading and flight. Secondly, the fact
>that a flight spares ball had subsurface defects which propagated to a
>surface crack tends to indict the acceptance criteria.

>

>The concern of particle liberation upstream of an SSME has been fueled.by
>the type of cracking detected on the severely cracked 2.24"

>balls. Coordination with the SSME Project on the engine's tolerance to
>FOD is being conducted in an attempt to clear this concern.

>

>Thermal modeling indicates that LN2 is not a good test fluid for balls in
>LHZ service (1.25"). 1If liquid hydrogen is used to simulate these
>conditions, safety considerations will slow testing significantly. Other
>mediums, such as liquid helium and ligquid neon, are being

>considered. Note that the thermal modeling so far has considered only the
>ball. Model develcpment is in work on the inserts and adjoining hardware.
>

>NDE of all flight spares is being conducted in an effort to find more
>balls with subsurface indications. These would then be put in

>test. Finding no indications in any of the flight spares might support
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>the theory that OV-103's ball was an outlier, i.e., that it had subsurface
>cracks when installed in the line.

>

>More to come.,

>From: HATAMLEH, OMAR (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

>

>To: ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA); JOHNSON, M. S. (SCOTT) (JSC-NC)
> (NASA); BROWNE, DAVID M. (JSC-NC) (NASA)

>

>Cc: CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR (JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA)
>(SAIC); EVATT, GARVIN T. (GT) (JSC-NC) (SAIC); BALU, BRIAN K. (JSC-NC)
>(SAIC}; DYER, KEITH W, (JSC-NC) (SAIC); AUGUSTYN, JOSEPH (JSC-REMOTE) ;
>MARTINEZ, HUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG); TIPTON, MICHAEL R. (JSC-NX) (SAIC);
>PRINCE, GORMAN W. (BILLY) (JSC-NC} (GHG); ISHMAEL, MOHAMED I. (GEORGE)
>(JSC-NC} (SAIC); CLEMENTS, DANIEL L. (JSC-NC) (GHG); ALMASRI, WALEED
>(JSC-REMOTE) ; AL-HAYEK, FAREED A. (JSC-NC) (SAIC)

>

>Sent: 12/27/2002 6:10 PM

>

>Subject: RE: BSTRA ball test status
>

>Cryogenic load testing in Huntingten Beach is continuing on three
iseparate 2.24" BSTRA balls in order to help build flight rationale. Test
il, and 2a are still in progress with no crack indications so far. Test
i2b has been completed with no crack indications. Test 2b indicates that
za flight ball, when subjected to a single mission's worth of cryo and
;mechanical combined loading, does not crack.

iIn addition to the Huntington Beach testing, MSFC is working on a method
iof cracking a ball thermally to be used in the event that a crack cannot
ibe initiated via the current Huntington Beach test procedure. MSFC was
isuccessful in cracking balls under severe conditions (300 F to -100 F in
ione case and 400 F to -100 F in another case). The crack extends about
i280 degrees around on one ball, and a little less on another ball.
iAnother interesting feature was the production of intersecting cracks,
iwhich could ultimately lead to FOD.

iMSFC sectioned a 2.25" ball purchased from the Oregon vendor and found a
zlarge porosity site ("big enough to stick a pencil in") near the center.
zThese Oregon balls were produced much later and have process
zimprovements which should help eliminate porosity. This data tends to
iindicate that porosity is probably to be found in most cast balls. In
iaddition, metallurgy shows a finer grain structure in the middle and
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>ceoarser towards the surface.

>

>Updates to the JSC activities will be provided in a separate email note.
>

>The next meeting is scheduled for Monday at a time to be disclosed

>

2
'_l
83
put
®
[a]

>From: MARTINEZ, HBUGO E. (JSC-NC) (GHG)
>Sent: Monday, December 23, 2002 1:44 PM
>Tos BROWNE, DAVID M. (JSC-NC) {NASA); CULBERTSON, FRANK L., JR

>{JSC-NA) (SAIC); CAZES, DAVID (JSC-NA} (SAIC); EVATT, GARVIN T. (GT)

>{JSC-NC) (NASA); ERMINGER, MARK D. (JSC-NC) (NASA); ALMASRI, WALEED;
>BALU, BRIAN; CLEMENTS, DANIEL; HATAMLEH, OMAR; ISHMAEL, MOHAMED;
>jaugust0; PRINCE, GORMAN; TIPTON, MICHAEL

>Subject: BSTRA ball test status

>

>Execute summary: Cryogenic load testing in Huntington Beach began

>Friday, December 20th on three separate 2.24" BSTRA balls in order to

>this morning, no cracks have conclusively been observed, althcugh one

>faint indication is being inspected further. 1In addition, another

>found to have subsurface indications not detetable with dye pen and
>visual checks. Testing will continue today and will resume on the
>evening of the 26th.

>

>validate computer model by assessing residual stresses and thermal

>response. Have completed first 5 thermal c¢ycles from ambient to LN2

>6th thermal cycles (this second set of 5 cycles is from 200 F to LN2)
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>help build flight rationale. These three tests, which are being run in
>parallel, attempt to prove the theory that cracks will develop and then

>arrest prior to going completely through a ball. Partly into the tests

>ball, a flight spares of a smaller size, was eddy current inspected and

>Test #1: 2.24" ball, notch i