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RULES OF PROCEDURE FOR ACCREDITATION COMMITTEE MEETINGS

1.0 PURPOSE

The purpose of the Accreditation Committee and its
meetings is to monitor the work of and to develop
accreditation criteria  for International Accreditation
Service, Inc. (IAS).

2.0 MEETINGS

2.1 The Accreditation Committee shall schedule
meetings that are open to the public in discharging its
duties under Section 1, subject to Section 5.

2.2 All scheduled meetings shall be publicly
announced.

2.3 Two-thirds (2/3) of the voting Accreditation
Committee members shall constitute a quorum. A majority
vote of members present is required on any action.

2.4 In the absence of the nonvoting Chair-Moderator,
Accreditation Committee members present shall elect an
alternate Chairman from the committee for that meeting.
The alternate Chairman shall be counted as a voting
committee member for purposes of maintaining a
committee quorum and to cast a tie-breaking vote of the
committee.

2.5 Minutes of the meetings shall be kept.
3.0 MEETING RECORDS

An electronic audio record of meetings shall be made by
IAS; no other audio, video, electronic or stenographic
recordings of the meetings will be permitted. Visual aids
(including, but not limited to, charts, overhead
transparencies, slides, videos, or presentation software)
viewed at meetings shall be permitted only if the presenter
provides IAS before presentation with a copy of the visual
aid in a medium which can be retained by IAS with its
record of the meeting and which can also be provided to
interested parties requesting a copy. A copy of the IAS
recording of the meeting and such visual aids, if any, will
be available to interested parties upon written request
made to IAS together with a payment as required by IAS
to cover costs of preparation and duplication of the copy.
These materials will be available beginning five days after
the conclusion of the meeting but will no longer be
available after 30 days have elapsed from the conclusion
of the meeting.

4.0 WRITTEN
SUBMISSIONS

COMMUNICATIONS AND

Parties interested in the deliberations of the committee
should refrain from communicating, whether in writing or
verbally, with committee members regarding agenda

items. All written communications and submissions
regarding agenda items should be delivered to 1AS. All
such written communications and submissions shall be
considered nonconfidential and available for discussion in
open session of an Accreditation Committee meeting, and
shall be delivered at least ten days before the scheduled
Accreditation Committee meeting if they are to be
forwarded to the Committee. Correspondence received by
IAS will not be released to any party, except to the
Accreditation Committee, prior to the meeting without
permission of the author. The committee reserves the right
to refuse recognition of communications which do not
comply with the provisions of this section. All such
communications and submissions will be available from
IAS upon written request and payment of costs associated
with duplication. The materials will be available beginning
five days after the conclusion of the meeting but will no
longer be available after 30 days have elapsed from the
conclusion of the meeting.

5.0 CLOSED SESSIONS

Meetings shall be open except that the chairman may
call for a closed session to seek advice of counsel.

6.0 ACCREDITATION CRITERIA

Accreditation criteria are established by the committee
to provide a basis for International Accreditation Service,
Inc., accreditations. Consideration of accreditation criteria
must be in conjunction with a current and valid application
for an IAS accreditation listing or as otherwise determined
by the Accreditation Committee.

6.1 Procedure
6.1.1 New Criteria

6.1.1.1 Proposed accreditation criteria may be
submitted by interested parties to IAS, and shall be
developed by the IAS staff and discussed in open session
with the Accreditation Committee during a scheduled
meeting.

6.1.1.2 Proposed accreditation criteria shall be
available to interested parties at least 45 days before
discussion at the committee meeting.

6.1.1.3 The committee shall be informed of all
pertinent written communications received by IAS.

6.1.1.4 Attendees at Accreditation Committee
meetings shall have the opportunity to speak on
accreditation criteria listed on the meeting agenda, to
provide information to committee members.
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6.1.2 Existing Criteria

6.1.2.1 Changes to existing accreditation criteria
may be submitted by interested parties to IAS, and shall
be developed by the IAS staff. Existing accreditation
criteria may be revised by the committee either (i) at a
public meeting pursuant to the procedures set forth herein,
or (ii) by postal ballot, provided public notice is provided as
stipulated in Section 6.1.1.2.

6.1.2.2 The committee shall be informed of all
pertinent written communications received by IAS. Parties
interested in the proposed revisions to accreditation
criteria. may deliver communications and submissions
regarding such proposed revisions to IAS within 35 days
of the posting of the public notice regarding such proposed
revisions to accreditation criteria. Such communications
and submissions will otherwise be subject to the
provisions of Section 4.0.

6.1.2.3 Upon an amendment to existing
accreditation criteria, the effective date of the criteria shall
be no earlier than 30 days after publication of the
approved criteria.

6.2  Approval

Approval of accreditation criteria shall be as specified in
Section 2.3 of these rules.

Approved by the Board of Directors
October 4, 2007
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under the Product Certification agency process in the same manner under Guide 65 as any other product, in this
case, as an Equivalency or Better as the IBC Code requires. If's this agency's belief that any entity would be very
hard pressed to create a legal problem for the IAS as your program under the Guide 65 is so far more superior,
much less an equivalency, to that of the ALSC program.

Mr. Ramani mentioned in his reply, "that by the saving grace is that we have not heard of any major failure of the
current setup and therefore you saw no pressing need for the |AS to react”. Obviously, if there are lumber
companies requesting the Product Certification Agency alternative for their Industry, there must be a problem. We
are not asking the 1AS to react to anything. We are asking for an alternative to the ALSC program under PS-20 by
utilizing the Product Certification Agency process under Guide 65 showing an Equivalency or Betier to the
existing ALSC program.

Mr. McCullen suggests that the |1AS has decided not to embark on the establishment of an accreditation program
that would be a carbon copy of the ALSC and the PS-20. If the IAS had to lower your standards to become an IAS
Lumber Standards Committee, to have to match up to the exact replica of an unaccountable ALSC, then this
inspection agency would not blame you at all for your decision. However, again, we are not asking you to do this.

| think Mr. Raj Nathan during a conference call between his-self, my-self, and Mr. Bruce DeMaine said it best. Mr.
Nathan said that the 1AS is in the business to accredit anyone they choose if the IAS were so inclined and willing

to do so. The question is if the |1AS would be willing.

I would ask that the |1AS consider these comments and take another quick lock at the actual application submitted
by National Inspection Association. The application requested accreditation under a Product Certification Agency
under the Guide 65. This is YOUR program, not the program offered by the PS-20 or the ALSC. This Accredited
Inspection Agency and the Lumber Companies that | represent happen to believe that you have great
accountability and a great program that very well could offer this part of the Lumber Industry the alternative that
they are requesting. This agency and these lumber companies wish the ALSC, the Department of Commerce
great success with their program, however, we are asking for 1AS's program.

Again, Thanks so much for your time and consideration.
Regards,

Keith Anderson, Principal

National Inspection Association, Inc.
P.O. Box 3426

Gillette, WY 82717-3426

(307) 685-6331 Office

(307) 689-5977 Cellular
NlAgillette@ven.com
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