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FEBRUARY 16 – 18, 2009
1.0
OPENING COMMENTS – CLOSED
1.1
Call to Order / Quorum Check

The Nonconventional Machining & Surface Enhancement Task Group was called to order at 8:00 a.m., February 16, 2009.
Rick Sovich reviewed the Antitrust, Nadcap Meeting Rules, and NMSE Task Group Operating Rules.

It was verified that only USER MEMBERS were in attendance during the closed portion of the meeting.  A quorum was established with the following representatives in attendance:

User Members/Participants Present (* Indicates Voting Member)
	
	NAME
	COMPANY NAME
	

	
	
	
	
	

	*
	Ken
	Abrams
	Honeywell
	

	*
	Silvia
	Baeza
	Vought Aircraft
	

	*
	Gary 
	Burns
	GE Aviation
	

	
	Dennis
	Darby
	Bell Helicopter
	

	
	David 
	Day
	GE Aviation
	AQS Liaison

	
	Lola
	DiLorenzo
	BAE Systems
	

	*
	Bill
	Fitzgerald
	Northrop Grumman
	

	*
	Mark
	Gleason
	GE Aviation
	Acting Chair*

	
	Paul
	Graham
	Airbus
	

	*
	John
	Hammond
	Rolls-Royce Corporation
	

	
	Mohammed
	Haq
	Bell Helicopter
	

	*
	Serge
	Labbe
	Heroux Devtek
	

	*
	David
	McCallister
	Pratt & Whitney
	

	*
	Scott
	Patterson
	Goodrich
	Secretary

	*
	K.T.
	Quader
	Boeing Company
	

	*
	Greg
	Syvertson
	Bell Helicopter
	

	
	Neil
	Tinsley
	Pratt and Whitney Canada
	

	*
	Angelie
	Vincent
	Spirit AeroSystems Inc.
	

	
	Steve
	Woods
	GE Aviation
	


Other Members/Participants Present (* Indicates Voting Member)
	
	NAME
	COMPANY NAME
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	Jerry
	Colombo
	Precise Machining & Mfg.
	

	
	Steve 
	Connally
	Metal Improvement Co.
	

	
	Rick 
	Ingram
	Skills Inc.
	

	*
	David 
	Jones
	NEX-TECH Processing
	SSC Rep


	
	Kyle
	Lindsey
	Danville Metal Stamping Co.
	

	*
	Edward
	Mayer
	Meyer Tool Inc.
	NMC Voting Rep

	*
	Jay
	McMurray
	Metal Improvement Co.
	

	
	Masahisa
	Minamide
	Mitsubishi Heavy Industries
	

	
	Harry
	Moser
	GF Agie Charmilles
	

	
	Mike 
	Nosek
	Micro-Tronics Inc.
	

	
	Alberto
	Rodriguez
	Corpus Christi Army Depot
	

	*
	Tim 
	Scarlett
	Danville Metal Stamping Co.
	

	*
	Rick 
	Scott
	Rich Technology Int.
	

	*
	Yoshiomi
	Sukesada
	Asahi Kinzoku Kogyo Inc.
	

	*
	Christian 
	Tyroll
	Impact Finishers
	


PRI Staff Present 

	Richard
	Sovich

	Sarah
	Jordan

	Jas
	Malhotra, Auditor


* The Task Group Chair Jeremy Phillips was unable to attend, so Mark Gleason was appointed as Acting Chair for the meeting.

1.2
Approval of Previous Meeting Minutes 
The minutes from the October 2008 meeting was unanimously approved as written.
1.3
New Membership 
The Task Group unanimously voted Paul Graham to be a User Voting Member for Airbus. 
Mark Gleason informed the Task Group that Windsor Amundsen of Honeywell is no longer involved with the Task Group and resigned as the Vice Chair.  
Scott Patterson of Goodrich was unanimously approved and appointed the Vice Chair of NMSE Task Group.
1.4
NMC Vision Statement 

This item was tabled until next meeting.
2.0
NMC METRICS & STAFF REPORT – CLOSED 
· Lapsed Accreditation was reviewed for all of Nadcap, and NMSE was the best performing Task Group in this metric with no lapsed accreditations in the last 16 months.
· Initial audits are decreasing, yet one or two audits can still affect the entire initial cycle time metric.

· Reaccreditation Staff Time was down to 18 day average by the end of 2008.
· Sufficient capacity exists for NMSE audits, however it was indicated that more unrestricted auditors would be considered since the export control policy was revised to allow overseas audits of export restricted parts.
· Supplier cycle time metric for reaccreditation audits was changed from 35 to 25 days.

· Staff Engineer cycle time metric for initial audits has changed from 30 days to 10 days.

· Staff Engineer cycle time metric for reaccreditation audits has changed from 24 days to 10 days. 
· The Task Group raised concern about the aggressive Staff Engineer Performance goals, but was reassured by the Staff Engineer his audit review system for NMSE has already been adjusted to achieve these new goals and all work done in 2009 has met the 10 day criteria. 
· Staff Engineer Cycle Time for January is above the new metric because of audit rounds in 2008 which were performed under a substantially higher goal.   
· Audit rounds completed in 2008 are expected to become a non-factor in 2009 metrics by February or March of 2009.
· A discussion ensued regarding the impact of the new metric on the Staff Engineer’s response quality.
· Rick Sovich asserted that in fact the new system makes his responses better.

· The quality of responses compared to the cycle time metric will be reviewed at the Istanbul meeting. 
· NMSE percent of eligible processors with merit has stabilized at 87%, which is above the NMC goal of 80%.

· David Day suggested that there might be a problem with the data and Rick Sovich will have the numbers reviewed. The number eligible dropped in January but the percentage did not change.

ACTION ITEM:  Rick Sovich will ask Glenn Shultz to review why the number of eligible NMSE suppliers dropped in January but the percentage did not change.  DUE DATE: March 16, 2009
· Rick Sovich reviewed the Prime voting records and reiterated the request for all participating primes to achieve at least a 10% review rate.

· Rolls Royce Corp., GE, Boeing, Bombardier and Spirit were among the highest performers for audit review in latest quarter averaging over 50%. 

· Rick Sovich reviewed the NMSE staff report.

· Rick Sovich will be taking auditor training for NMSE before the next meeting. He is planning to perform 2-4 audits per year.

2.1
Delegation Report

· Sarah Jordan introduced herself and described her background.  Sarah will cross train for NMSE and will support the Conventional Machining Sub-Team as it evolves.
· Joe Barr had 98.3 percent concurrence for the year.
· Rick Sovich had 99.1 % concurrence for the year.

· Marcel Cuperman achieved 100% on 6 audits.

3.0
STUDY ON WHY SUPPLIERS LOSE MERIT – CLOSED 
· Sarah Jordan reviewed a presentation she assembled regarding why suppliers lose their merit.
· NM and SE merit loss seems to be trending upwards.

· The “number of findings”, “too many cycles”, and “non-sustaining” were the top 3 reasons for not receiving merit.
· Paul Graham asked about the NMSE policy for auditor rotation and if the current scheduling system took auditor rotation into account.
ACTION ITEM:  Rick Sovich will review the current scheduling system and determine if auditor rotation is taken into account when scheduling an audit and report out at the July meeting. DUE DATE: July 13, 2009

ACTION ITEM:  John Hammond and Dave McCallister will further review reasons for merit loss. They will attempt to identify checklist questions that may be an issue for losing merit as well as how auditor consistency impacts the number of findings. Bill Fitzgerald will also review some specific information and relay his findings to John Hammond and Dave McCallister and report out at July 2009 Meeting.  DUE DATE: July 13, 2009
ACTION ITEM:  Rick Sovich will send the Merit Loss presentation and raw data to John Hammond, Dave McCallister and Bill Fitzgerald, to assist in their review. DUE DATE: February 27, 2009
4.0
NMSE RAIL REVIEW – CLOSED 
· Rick Sovich reviewed the NMSE RAIL with the Task Group.
· No new action items were generated as a result of the review.
· Rick Sovich reviewed a safety warning that Arthur Corfe drafted for the ECD process.

· The Task Group agreed that the safety warning should be part of auditor training.

ACTION ITEM:  Rick Sovich to review safety procedures outlined by other Task Groups (Chem Processing) and report out at the Istanbul meeting. DUE DATE: July 13, 2009
5.0
BRAINSTORM NCR REDUCTIONS BASED ON AUDITOR DEEP DIVE - CLOSED 
· Auditor data and the top 5 NCR’s was reviewed for each commodity checklist.
· The AC7116 checklist has the general quality system compliance question removed in last revision.  It was agreed by the Task Group to put this question back.
· David Day, the AQS liaison concurred that this compliance question is a valid question to have in the NM checklist. 

ACTION ITEM:  Rick Sovich will add the question to the parking lot of potential questions for the next revision of AC7116. DUE DATE: Mar 16, 2009

· Data potentially identified that training on the difference between a major and a minor would be beneficial to Auditor development. 
· A potential point for auditor training is to enforce the idea that auditors shouldn’t go into an audit with an attitude that they have to write at least one finding to justify the audit.

· Data potentially identified that training on good NCR writing and avoiding best practices would be beneficial to Auditor development. 
· Data potentially identified that training on auditing technique – “When to Ask the Next Question”, would be beneficial to Auditor development. 

ACTION ITEM:  Rick Sovich will add Major and Minor definitions with examples and “Auditor Best Practices- When to Ask the Next Question” to Auditor Training topics for October 2009 Training. DUE DATE: Mar 16, 2009

· No major trends identified for the SE data.

· Data showed that an auditor wrote the least amount of majors and minors for both commodities and was in the “most likely to be voided” category.
ACTION ITEM:  Rick Sovich will work with Bill Fitzgerald to develop a specific training agenda for the above identified auditor and report out at Istanbul Meeting. DUE DATE: July 13, 2009

ACTION ITEM:  Rick Sovich to gather information on how many Task Group shadow audits are being planned by the Primes for year 2009 and report out at the July Meeting. DUE DATE: July 13, 2009

· It was noted that adding better clarification to unclear questions that are identified on the top five findings may reduce findings.
ACTION ITEM:  David Jones and Rick Scott with support from Rick Sovich will identify questions on the top five lists that may need further clarification in the handbook and add this to the July agenda for discussion.  DUE DATE: July 13, 2009

· Supplier’s preparation and pre-audits effectiveness was identified as a major factor in reducing NCR’s.
· Suggested that the cost associated with NCR’s found during a Nadcap audit could be an incentive to prepare better.
· Mark Gleason will ask suppliers in the open meeting if they have a feel for the cost associated with NCR’s. 


ACTION ITEM:  Rick Sovich to incorporate NCR cost (in hours) into Supplier training and report out at July Meeting. DUE DATE: July 13, 2009

6.0
STUDY ON COMMODITY SPECIFIC SURVEYS – CLOSED 
· Rick Sovich delivered a presentation on Commodity Specific surveys.
· Conclusions from other groups indicate that the surveys may not be as useful as originally perceived.

· However, for NMSE, the suppliers that responded for the Yokohama meeting are the suppliers that showed up at the meeting.
· It is recommended that surveys be limited to getting input for potential meeting topics.

7.0
FLOWCHARTING OF JOB AUDIT SELECTION PROCESS – CLOSED  
· KT Quader delivered a presentation written by himself, Jeremy Phillips and Roland Hudon.
· Consensus reached to remove the “no work” guarantee slide from the presentation and review if this is incorporated in Supplier/ PRI contracts.
ACTION ITEM:  Rick Sovich will remove the “no work” guarantee slide from the Flowcharting of Job Audit Selection presentation and review the ITAR references for consistency with PRI procedure.  The revised presentation will be submitted to the Task Group one month prior to the Istanbul meeting. DUE DATE: June 13, 2009
8.0
DEVELOP CLOSED TOPICS FOR JULY NADCAP MEETING – CLOSED 
· Topics from the Action Items were reviewed. No other new topics were identified.
8.1
Five Topics for Closed Meeting

· This agenda item was tabled because enough content was generated from the Action Items.
9.0
NONCONVENTIONAL MACHINING AUDIT REVIEW / TASK GROUP ISSUES – CLOSED 

As no specific audits were requested for review and no discussion was held.  This topic was tabled.  The Staff Engineer requested that in future meetings any audit review needs to be requested one month before the meeting if possible, to have adequate time planned.
9.1
Incident Reports

This topic was tabled by the Task Group.
10.0
INITIATE AUDITOR TRAINING PLANNING – CLOSED 
· Ideas were discussed for the next auditor training:
· Definition of major and minor findings.

· Development of examples that clarify the identified areas from the Auditor performance data.
· Zero in on NCR’s that are voided most often.

· KT Quader will present his standard training.
· David Day reviewed AQS’s auditor training. AQS presents the auditors with a scenario and evaluates their decisions.
· Rick Sovich encouraged any other primes to provide training for any specification changes that may be taking place.

· Technical oriented topics utilizing specific expertise.
· Prime / Auditor roundtable for open discussion.
10.1
Assigned Development of Auditor Training
ACTION ITEM:  KT Quader will submit his revised training plan for review by the Task Group. DUE DATE: June 13, 2009
ACTION ITEM:  Rick Sovich will review the data for voided NCR’s and major/minor downgrades/upgrades and provide examples for review in the Istanbul meeting.  Any Prime specific issues will be previewed with the Prime. DUE DATE: July 13, 2009
ACTION ITEM:  Sarah Jordan will normalize the Auditor Consistency data and provide to the Task Group for review one month prior to the Istanbul meeting. DUE DATE: June 13, 2009
ACTION ITEM:  Scott Patterson will review other Task Group auditor training best practices and report back to the Task Group prior to the Istanbul meeting. DUE DATE: June 13, 2009
11.0
NEW BUSINESS – CLOSED 
· The issue of extending audits for ITAR reasons was discussed and agreed it was necessary at that time.
· David Day mentioned that the AQS Task Group is looking at “compliance to” vs. “existence of” a quality system when reviewing quality system related questions in Task Group checklists.  He stated that his review of the NMSE checklists indicated all questions met the expectations of the AQS Task Group.
· Rick Sovich has a machine vendor that has asked to deliver a presentation of how they incorporate Nadcap requirements into the manufacture of equipment and preparation of Suppliers.  The presentation was reviewed with the Task Group. 

· The Task Group came to a consensus that normally only Nadcap Membership or PRI personnel should be presenting at meetings.  Unless there is a specific request by the Task Group that addresses an “identified issue” or “industry update”, no specific company related presentation shall be presented.  It is critically important to keep the integrity of the meeting so that no implied endorsement of any company is made. The machine manufacturers request to present has been denied by the Task Group.  The machine manufacturer was suggested to contact the Supplier Support Committee for review of the internal materials, if feedback was desired. 
· A proposition was suggested to the Task Group to define guidelines for actions taken on t-frm-11 information. The Task Group to date has been happy with the Staff Engineer’s handling of the forms and does not believe this would add value, so the consensus of no action at this time was decided by the Task Group.
· Does NMSE need to have auditor exams to screen new auditors?  Tabled in favor of higher priority items.
· How far back should the auditor review for previous NCR verification of sustained and effective corrective actions?  Consensus was reached to use the Coating Task Group’s standard of back 2 audits for majors, and back 1 audit for minors used for merit determination. 
 ACTION ITEM:  Rick Sovich to raise this issue at SE SWAT for potential standardization.  Add verbiage reflecting that the auditor be required to review back 2 audits for majors, and back 1 audit for minors for verification of sustained and corrective actions, to Appendix XIII parking lot for next revision and report out at Istanbul Meeting. DUE DATE: July 13, 2009
ACTION ITEM:  Rick Sovich to add program revision level issues to checklist update parking lot.  It was suggested that the language reflect a “unique identifier” instead of revision level. DUE DATE: July 13, 2009
12.0
SURFACE ENHANCEMENT AUDIT REVIEW – CLOSED 

No audits were requested for review, the topic is tabled.
13.0
ROLL-OUT UPDATE OF PRIME SPECIFIC SUPPLEMENT PLANNING – CLOSED 
· Rick Sovich reviewed a detailed Prime Specific Supplement implementation timeline.
· Rick Sovich asked all Primes to provide him with a list of supplier approvals per process and Prime specific slash sheet.
· The Boeing slash sheet was reviewed and it was decided that the new information should be in the auditor handbook instead of in a prime specific supplement.
· The Supplement Sheets were reviewed for possible incorporation into the Audit Checklist and one question was removed.

All Prime Specific Supplements were unanimously approved with minor changes to Boeing and GE questions and to be released for the Task Group ballot process was approved.
14.0
ROTATING AND TAPPING FOR IN-USE TESTING VERBIAGE EQUIVALENT – CLOSED 
· Sylvia Baeza discussed the issues with rotating and tapping equipment for in use testing.
· While rotap is preferred, it is not required for small shops that only use cut-wire shot. Current Industry Standards do not specifically call out for cut wire shot does not specifically call out for rotating and tapping testing of in process shot.
· If a supplier is using cast steel shot, they are already required to use a rotap for new shot and therefore would probably be using a rotap for both new and in-use shot.
· Currently there is no customer requirement for using a rotap on in-use shot.

ACTION ITEM:  Tara Campbell and Sylvia Baeza will review the checklist and see which Shot Peen specification is more applicable to the checklist and report out at the Istanbul meeting. DUE DATE: July 13, 2009
ACTION ITEM:  Rick Sovich will attend the next AMEC Committee Meeting and ask for clarification of this issue to be incorporated in the Industry Standards and report out at the Istanbul meeting. DUE DATE: July 13, 2009

15.0
REVIEW SUPPLIER ISSUES – CLOSED 
· Christian Tyroll from Impact Finishers delivered a presentation on “Proposed Use of Computer Controlled equipment operating the same as an automatic machine”.
ACTION ITEM:  Paul Graham of Airbus will work with Christian Tyroll of Impact Finishers to resolve the automatic peening machine software control issues described by the presentation. Paul will report out at the Istanbul meeting with potential verbiage to be added to the checklist. DUE DATE: June 30, 2009
16.0
RESOLUTION OF NTGOP-001 APPENDIX 13 – OPEN 
· The Task Group continued its review of changes to the NTGOP-001 Appendix 13.
· Rick Sovich provided a document that had the additions in Red, and the deletions lined through for clarity.

All changes were approved by the Task Group and the ballot process will move forward.
17.0
AS9100 / AC7004 REVISION STATUS – OPEN  
· David Day delivered a presentation on AS9100 Rev. C Changes.

ACTION ITEM:  Rick Sovich to make the AS9100 Rev. C changes presentation available to all. DUE DATE: Mar 16, 2009
18.0
BENCHMARK BEST PRACTICES FROM OTHER TASK GROUPS FOR NMSE SUPPLIER REPRESENTATIVES – OPEN 
· Dave Jones reviewed the Chemical Processing Task Group Supplier Action Team (SAT) function.
· Dave Jones recommended that since the NMSE Task Group is much smaller than Chemical Processing, that we not adopt the Chemical Processing SAT format.
ACTION ITEM:  Rick Sovich will add an agenda item to the October Meeting to work with Dave Jones to identify changes made to the checklist and handbook for supplier training. DUE DATE: July 13, 2009
19.0
EXPORT CONTROL UPDATE – OPEN 
· Don Buehler delivered a presentation on Nadcap and Export Control.
20.0
SELF AUDITING TECHNIQUES – OPEN 
· Rick Sovich delivered a presentation on Self Auditing Techniques.
21.0
SUPPLIER SUPPORT COMMITTEE REPORT – OPEN  
· Rick Scott delivered the SSC update presentation.
22.0
PLANNING & OPERATIONS REPORT – OPEN 
· Rick Sovich, Ed Mayer and Scott Patterson discussed items reviewed at the Planning and Ops Meeting.
· Discussion ensued regarding the quality system “compliance” versus “existence” of, and how far the auditor digs into the issue.  This was indicated as a potential item for auditor training.
ACTION ITEM:  Ad Hoc Group to evaluate audit data for the last 12 months and update failure criteria defined in NOP-011 at the Istanbul meeting.  Rick Sovich will provide data for the Failure Criteria Ad Hoc Group to evaluate.  Jeremy Phillips to appoint the Group.  DUE DATE: July 13, 2009
ACTION ITEM:  Ed Mayer to provide examples of an auditor digging too deep into quality issues in an NM audit. DUE DATE: June 13, 2009

ACTION ITEM:  Rick Sovich to send copies of the Planning and Ops presentations to the Task Group members. DUE DATE: Mar 16, 2009

ACTION ITEM:  Gary Burns and Mark Gleason volunteered to review the checklists for compliance to the new standardization initiative.  Two suppliers, Ed Mayer and Jay McMurray, also volunteered for this Ad Hoc group and to be reported out at the Istanbul meeting. DUE DATE: June 13, 2009
23.0
RCCA OF TOP 5 NM FINDINGS – OPEN 
· Rick Sovich delivered a presentation on Top 5 NM Findings.
· Ed Mayer commented that the auditor specifically looks for the word “arcing” when inspecting the part for damage that may have occurred during the EDM operation. An auditor in the past would not accept a general statement saying to look for visual defects.
· A review of the Audit handbook does not have any reference to the specific verbiage required.
· Rich Scott commented that he uses the Top 5 findings as a training aid in his facility.
24.0
SUPPLIER TRAINING TOPIC / REVIEW OF NM GE SPECIFICATIONS – OPEN 
· Mark Gleason reviewed proposed changes to GE’s EDM and Laser specification S-422.
· None of the changes will have an effect on the Task Group checklist.
25.0
NEW BUSINESS – OPEN 
· Rick Sovich reviewed the parking lot list for AC7116.
· Rick Sovich asked the Task Group members if anyone has a form that can be used for oversight audits.  It was raised that an NMC effort to standardize this form was underway.  Discussion resulted in tabling the issue for now.
· Rick Sovich encouraged all primes to participate in at least one oversight audit per year.
· Mark Gleason asked suppliers in the open session to estimate the cost of RCCA of Major and Minor findings in the impromptu survey, the average time invested in a Minor NCR is about 30 hours and a Major NCR’s is about 80 hours. There were 6 suppliers to respond verbally in the survey.
ACTION ITEM:  Ed Mayer will put together a team that will review AC7116 potential revisions for review at the Istanbul meeting.  DUE DATE: July 13, 2009

ACTION ITEM:  Rick Sovich will lead a team with Tara Campbell’s assistance to finalize the implementation plan for ECD and will report out at the meeting in Istanbul. DUE DATE: July 13, 2009

ACTION ITEM: Rick Sovich will work with David Day to develop clarification of calibration issues associated standard gages and instruments used for in process checks and report out at the Istanbul meeting. DUE DATE: July 13, 2009
26.0
AMS COMMITTEE REPORT ON ROTATING AND TAPPING EQUIVALENT – OPEN 
· Jay McMurray delivered a presentation on the current status of industry specifications applicable to surface enhancement.
27.0
REVIEW OF SE PRIME SPECIFICATION CHANGES – BOEING – OPEN 
· KT Quader briefly discussed some changes to Boeing specs.
· Gary Burns indicated that he had some future specification changes on the horizon.
28.0
REVIEW PRIME SPECIFIC SUPPLEMENTS & SUPPLIER QUESTIONS / COMMENTS – OPEN  
· Rick Sovich briefly went through the Prime specific supplements and the Task Group changes that were made earlier in the week.
· Rick Sovich also reviewed the implementation plan with the suppliers.
29.0
RCCA OF TOP 5 SE FINDINGS – OPEN  
· Rick Sovich delivered a presentation that was complied by Sarah Jordan.
· Sylvia Baeza commented that the Boeing spec for flatness on shot peen balls is in direct conflict with the Boeing spec.  
ACTION ITEM: Sylvia Baeza and KT Quader will develop a handbook comment to clarify the conflict between the Boeing Spec and the Checklist.  Handbook comment will be sent to Rick Sovich for the next Handbook revision and to be reported out at the Istanbul meeting. DUE DATE: June 13, 2009
30.0
SE NEW BUSINESS & SUMMARY OF ACTION ITEMS – OPEN 
· Gary Burns will send some language to Rick Sovich to change the audit handbook in regards to P11TF8 and a specific audit checklist.  Rick Sovich will forward the info to the Task Group for review after receiving it from Gary Burns.
· Sylvia Baeza requested that we start the process for revision of /4 Flapper Peening.

· Neil Tinsley inquired about the TG opinion on how to produce a saturation curve.

· Gary Burns gave a detailed explanation on the Task Group position on Saturation Curves.

ACTION ITEM: Rick Sovich will develop a training document regarding saturation curve proficiency and use for auditor training and evaluation. DUE DATE: October 1, 2009

ACTION ITEM: Sylvia Baeza with send the identified AC7117/4 Flapper Peening issues to Rick Sovich for review in Istanbul. DUE DATE: June 13, 2009
ACTION ITEM:  Rick Sovich will invite Neil Tinsley to present his issue to the Task Group at the Istanbul meeting. DUE DATE: June 13, 2009
31.0
DEVELOP JULY AGENDA – OPEN 
· The agenda items will be used to develop Istanbul Agenda and reviewed during the Task Group Leadership conference calls.
ADJOURNMENT – FEBRUARY 19, 2009 – Meeting was adjourned at 5:00 p.m.

Minutes Prepared by: Scott Patterson, Goodrich, scott.patterson@goodrich.com 
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