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Truely, I don't mean to be dense. How does production equal job loss?
I absolutely agree about launch escape system. A few thousand pounds (saved
by ommiting the white ET paint) would have been an excellent investment.
Jim
<hallerb@xxxxxxx> wrote in message
news:1167751456.864485.242790@xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx

John Doe wrote:

Jim wrote:

dollars had been spent. Eventhough it fell short, it could meet
some of
the
demands. It could acheive the building of the ISS. It fell
short, but
still
fufilled

While many here focus on the Shuttle's flaws, few focus on the parts that
do work. Consider the arm for instance and the incredible abilities it
has
given the US space programme compared to USSR/Russia. (abilities which
will
be lost on the CEV/Apollo V2.0)

Destroying the tooling for the Shuttle was a HUGE mistake. The plan
should
have been to build a new shuttle every 6−8 years or so, and include
improvements based on experience in operating the previous shuttles.

The shuttle program was akin to running Windows 3.0 for 30 years with
only
patches. I am sure that if NASA has been in a "constant upgrade" mode, it
would have been able to build new−and−improved shuttles in an
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evolutionalry
fashion and come out with new shuttles that costed significantly less to
maintain than the original batch.

By letting the shuttle stagnate through the 1980s and early 1990s, by the
time NASA started to want money to have a shuttle upgrade programme, it
was
already stained with overspending and not delivering on promises and US
government no longer had trust in NASA's abilities to deliver.

NASA ... HAD opportunities to replace or augment the shuttle system,
but always stopped short of prodiucing anything because it would cost
jobs....

the organization went from exploration to keeping its jobs:( while
going round and round accomplishing nothing.

I believe if the shuttle had launch boost escape which MAY have saved
both crews the shuttle wouldnt be scheduled for retirement today.
killing crews killed the program.

finally a sad prediction another accident will occur andbe tied
directly to that CAIB proigram end date, because of schedule pressure.

.
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