From: Phil Heitzenroeder

Sent: Tuesday, October 9, 2007 11:57 AM

To: 
biallas@jlab.org; titus@psfc.mit.edu; George W. Labik; Robert F. 

Parsells; Lawrence E. Dudek; Erik D. Perry
Cc: 
James L. Anderson; Hutch Neilson; Mike Williams; Judith A. Malsbury; 
Jerry D. Levine; Jeffrey Makiel; Bob Simmons; Pamela Hampton; Ronald 
L. Strykowsky; Nelson, Brad E.; Wayne T. Reiersen
Subject: Preliminary Design Review (PDR) on 10/18 for the engineering/design 
of the inner leg interfaces for the NCSX Modular coils. (Welded 
Interfaces; modular coil A-A, A-B, B-C: Bolted Interface: C-C)
Dear Reviewers,

The PDR for the NCSX Inner leg Interfaces has been scheduled for Thursday, October 18 at 1:30 PM in the Engineering Conference Room.  Erik Perry kindly agreed to chair the review.  The review committee consists of George Biallas (TJNAL), Peter Titus (MIT), Larry Dudek, George Labik, Bob Parsells, (last 2 from PPPL).  I anticipate that the review will end by 4 PM.

Peter and George, Pam Hampton will assist you with your hotel and travel arrangements if you'd like (phampton@pppl.go; telephone: 609-243-2653.  We would be glad to give you a tour of the NCSX manufacturing area in the morning of the 18th, if your travel schedule permits.
Many Thanks!

Phil Heitzenroeder 
__________________________________________________________________________
Review Title: Engineering/design of the inner leg interfaces for the NCSX modular coils.  (Welded interfaces: A-A, A-B, B-C; bolted interface: C-C)
Scope of the Review:

· Overview of the inner leg interface design and requirements
· Engineering design of the welded interfaces for A-A, A-B, and B-C

· Loads and requirements
· Weld details

· Engineering analyses

· Engineering and analyses of the wing restraints,: wing restraint installation access

· Engineering design and analysis of the C-C bolted interface

· Metrology and assembly details: safety considerations

· Impact of the design on cost and schedule
Charge:
1. Are the requirements defined?  What is the proposed design?
2. What are the results of access studies to-date?
3. Is the analysis consistent with the proposed design?

4. What is the plan to complete final design?

5. Have prior design review chits been addressed?

6. Are any coil modifications (extra holes) ready to be approved?
7. Have all technical, cost/schedule, and safety risks been addressed
