Missing Data:

1.  Data eluded to in the write-up of  7/7/99, Anomaly Report, Fiber Optic Cable Anomalies.  This document was distributed by J. White via C. Lisenbee on 9/16/99.

Table 1.

Sample #
Reel#
Link length

(m)
Link loss

(dB)
Initial Visual Findngs
Connector concavity
VFL observations
Distance of fault from termination
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2. Data eluded to in the 8/1/99 Spectran Trip Report:

Sample #
Reel #
Length (m)
Loss (dB)
VFL observations
Break locations
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  Excel files of the OTDR traces referenced in the trip report.

3. Loss data for “high” links referenced in the 9/17/99 email, Subject: initial results of the FO harness ATP data reduction.

Sample
Link Length (m)
Reel
Loss (dB)
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683-22459-1#021
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4. Please provide reel numbers for samples shown in Table 1 of 9/26 Trip Report – KSC, Florida and Lucent Technologies, Norcross

5. 9/28 OTRD Test Results, Cable Reels in Huntington Beach:

Need more information on Reel 122501.  I don’t have any info on where this fits into the BICC production lists.  The same applies to Reels 190138, 123427, 123428, 100495.

Regarding Reel 190848, does the data mean that only 3 faults were located, as opposed to 7, after 4.5m of length was cut off of the reel?  

6. Screening results by reel number for six reels and 9k’ tested at SEA Wire & Cable, mentioned in the 11/5 email from D. Gill subject: Get Ready to Have Your Email Filled with Photos. 

7. Spectran:  on your 10 19 99 Spectran Fiber_Preform Data.xls list, One preform name is given to two fiber ID’s (CD0316 & CD0321, CD0441 &CD0442).  What does this mean?  Two records are assigned to fiber ID CD0432 different only in their preform date.  What does this mean?

8. I’m not recalling a discussion of how much silicone is applied to the fiber over the polyimide and when in the processes.  I have found two references to it being present (one by Dave Gill and one by M. Seifert) but no details.

9. Cable lots being traced during audits:  I don’t have any records for 12350 or 02542.  Could you please give me your entire list?

10. Results of the screening performed by BICC on SEA’s inventory, dated 9/1/99, noted in BICC’s “Chronology of Significant Events 10/22/99”

11. Please clarify whether the “9600 ft” of cable shipped from SEA to HB for testing (ref. Item 12 of 11/14 email from H. Leidecker, subject: Draft of the minutes for the 11 Nov 99 meeting of the Fiber OpticCable Investigation Team) is the same used in the testing reported in J. White’s 11/15/99 Interim Laboratory Report, Evaluation of FO Cable Manufactured in 1996.  If it is not, please forward the lot #s and test data for the 9600 ft. 

In this same source, item 17 refers to a spreadsheet of strength measurements including corresponding endface images.  Please forward.

12. Please forward test data for 5km shipped from Spectran to HB (last stock of lot 1) of fiber referenced in M. Seifert’s email of 11/15/99, subject: Re:Action item response from SpecTran.  Please identify the reel and fiber lot numbers.

13.  Reel#’s and dates of manufacture for samples sent to C. Mueller at Aerospace.

