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Meeting Notes – 2015.06.22 Montreal, Canada

1.0
Introductions/Attendance Roster/Minutes
1.1
Introductions.

1.2
Attendance roster circulated

-- ATTENDANCE --
Attendee List
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1.3
Minutes from last meeting were approved. They are posted under www.p-r-i.org – Nadcap - Meetings.
2.0
Presentations
Mr. Weber updated the STSTG on the status of the “recommended” instrument calibration template.  The template will be presented to the full HTTG task group on 22-June for review and approval.  If approved the template will be placed as a resource on the e-Audit ht.    The template includes both AMS 2750E required information and “Best Practice” information that a supplier may want to collect.
Mr. Weber emphasized that the “Best Practice” items on the report should not be part of any HT audit and wants assurance from the HTTG that “Best Practice” items would not result in a non-conformance.  This will be reviewed during the full HTTG task group on 22-June.
Team is still working on a clear definition of the difference between offsets and corrections.  This question will be brought to the full HTTG task group for help 22-June.  It was requested that any definitions from the HTTG be clearly recorded in the auditor’s handbook.
Mr. Matson suggested that the signature box (box 42) is the company approver of the calibration report and does not necessarily need a printed out and signed form but can be handled by electronic approval.
3.0
Old Business
3.1
Task Group Assignments:  Open item from Feb 2014 meeting:  Task force to present proposed actions to eliminate top 10 reasons for heat treat NCR’s.  As the team was disrupted based on individual work load of the participants the major task was reassembling of the team and readdressing the tasks amongst the members, up to now one of the top 10 NCR’s (the most significant) is addressed to give assistance in avoiding it during an audit. This one master will be used to work down the others in the same style. The team hopes to show more of its work to this addressed activity at the Montreal meeting. 
No update this item:  This item remains open as of the June meeting.

Send any new project information requests to wilfried.weber@pfw.aero 
4.0
New Business

No new business
5.0 
Open Forum -- Discussion of HTTG Supplier issues

5.1
Question was raised if it was possible to have a copy of the “recommended” instrument calibration template.  The answer was it could not be placed on e-Audit net until approved.  Mr. Matson suggested that taking a “screen shot” of the form that would allow people to see and develop questions without the risk of using an “un-approved” form.
5.2
Mr. Matson shared with the STSTG committee that AMS 2750E is now the standard for all Boeing Divisions.

5.3
Question raised would Boeing accept a load couple rather than a type C high and low recording air couple.  For Aluminum the answer is no.

5.4
AMS 2750 question relative to placement of the control couple “close as possible to lowest temperature area from the TUS”.  Per Mr. Matson “Three inches is close enough.  It was suggested that it be better defined in the auditors handbook.  Mr. Cuperman agreed it should be added to the auditors handbook.  Already covered  auditors advisory14008.

ACTION: 


 No actions came up from this meeting
6.0
Agenda for Next Meeting – same as for this meeting. 
P.S. The chairman likes to express this thanks to the participants of the meeting (suppliers as well as Subscribers) for the very intense and fruitful discussion during this meeting. Please let’s go on this way.
Submitted:  W. Rogers 2015-06-22
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