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In article <u4K6d.65$2B6.54148@news.uswest.net>,
"Christopher M. Jones" <marmiteNOTSPAM@dualboot.net> wrote:

> > And always will, with that design. Once it gets out of the atmosphere
> > it simply doesn't have enough authority on the attitide control jets to

> > compensate for the variations in thrust vector you're always going to
> > get from a rocket with solid fuel.

> >

> > The higher a flight is aiming for, the worse the problem will be.

>

> This is bunk. The problem on the first flight was straight

> up Pilot Induced Oscillation. The cause for the second

> problem is unknown but considering it was a roll problem

> it's very, very unlikely to be due to thrust variations

> (which would induce pitch or yaw variations).

Then you didn't watch the June flight very carefully.

There was a roll each way just after engine ignition. This is
presumably what you are talking about.

But then there was another uncommanded roll in the last seconds before
engine cutout, much as with this flight, but less.

—— Bruce
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