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Disposition of CHITS from previous reviews

[image: image11.wmf]
 [image: image12.wmf]

___Not Preserved____
Cost Objectives
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(Attachment 4 of ENG-033)

===========================================================================

Summary of Results:
1. Field period assembly plans are consistent with the design of the vacuum vessel and modular coils.
2. Are the procurement plans for the modular coil windings forms and vacuum vessel segment assemblies consistent with the field period assembly schedule?
3. Are the tooling options adequate for field period assembly operations?
4. Are the planned mockups adequate for training and practice purposes?  
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