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(Feedback/Comments on next page)

Feedback/Comments:


Max.

Good introduction, clear slides to start.
Requirements proposed
Past research highlighted. (References in report.)
Initiators separate (Why?)
Change in explosive.
Outline of function described.

Spoke over slides, manufacture at Glascoed. 
Limiting factor on mixing. What are the alternatives.
Flow chart for filling process would have been useful.
Flow forming of copper (Work hardening / annealing copper on spinning?
IM boosters from shell? More accurate? More reliable (Proven?)
What is the anticipated cure time of your explosive.
Quality control of in case mixers

Pack. Mitigation considered. Declined. Wooden selected low frag hazard.


Steve.

Spoke quietly.
Binder in PBX (What is it? Why the change?)
Ned to speak up.
Modelling required change to existing restructure.
Modelling great….how do we tranfer from steel / metal / to soil and rock.
Change in effect, change in binder? What are the changes in performance?
Trade off with Production?


Luke. 

Test series. 
Good description on the test regime.
Output stated.
MTDS well understood.
Live on live / Inert and live sequences?  All up round?
Test specifications illustrated.
Use ISS to extend service life.
Transportable Underslung or on board?


Silas.

Analysis of chemicals. What happens when aged? Explosive behaviour versus physical properties.
EMTAP testing for highlighting handling issues in manufacture
How do you set it off what happens when you do
Testing different waste streams rather than ageing.
Binder is my big worry. Is it cured? Can you pour it? Has it gone brittle?
Viscosity, tensile and compressive strength DMA testing (Resilience?)
Segregation… once you’ve “moved” or mixed it is it the same.


Natalie.

IM testing regime understood.
THA understood look at exposure to relevant threats and recommend testing result.
Any packaging modifications recommended as a result of the THA.
Where is the biggest hazard.
When do you start all up round tests  (Explosive/boosters individually.?)
Tube tests as pre cursors to find out explosive behaviour would be a good idea
Where do you aim your bullet / fragment in the IM tests?
Spigot intrusion? Is this required? If not why not?
Package v unpackaged drop?



To All

What did it look like in the end?
Test results. How were these promulgated?
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