
 

 

 

 

1538 West Broad Street  
Stratford, CT 06615  
Phone:  203-556-1493 
Email:  daryltqrs@yahoo.com  
Website: www.dguberman.com  
 
 

P
ag

e1
 

 

 

PAYING AGAIN AND AGAIN FOR WHAT? 

 

REGISTRATION BODIES, ISO CERTIFICATIONS, 

ISO STANDARDS, 

 

 

NOT-FOR-PROFITS, INTERLOCKING 

DIRECTORATES, NADCAP, ROUTINE 

CORRECTIVE ACTIONS 

 

AND 

 

BROKEN LINKS IN THE CHAINS OF QUALITY 

WITH NO VALUE ADDED 
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Original Letter #1 - 

From: Daryl Guberman [mailto:daryltqrs@yahoo.com]  

Sent: Saturday, June 29, 2013 3:18 PM 

To: Cressionnie, Buddy 

Subject: EXTERNAL: GUBERMAN-PMC,LL & QUALITY 

Dear Buddy, 

To The 9100 Americas Team-IAQG: 

Hello this is Daryl Guberman- President GUBERMAN-PMC, LLC. I have an important message for you. 

Please take a minute or two to hear me out concerning ISO 9001-2008 and AS9100 Rev C 

I have evaluated the members, and I see that there is not one new, impartial entity to really give 

substantive input on behalf of the aerospace community. I have been watching over the quality systems of 

many companies in the aerospace community, and they have informed me that they are quite disgusted 

with the non-value added rejections they received during the transitional phase of AS9100 Rev –B to 

Rev-C.  

I also looked most recently at “requirements strategy stream 9100-9001-Revision activity” Alan Daniels 

(April 23, 2013-IAQG). The amount of clauses added or subtracted to amend the specification do 

absolutely nothing to make it more manageable for the manufacturer and suppliers of aerospace parts and 

their lower tier suppliers and subcontractors.  

Presently I personally witness registrars issuing non-valued rejections, because this is what their auditors 

are told to do! It is all about fees! They are milking the corporate cows for profit and delight. Merely 

adding additional clauses does nothing to improve the aerospace specifications from the point of view of 

genuine quality. The actual goal of this, in my opinion, is to bog them down by documenting minutia for 

the sole purpose of generating more fees. This hurts the end users who are paying dearly to maintain a 

paper only image for their quality systems.  

I have most recently given a presentation on this very topic for the benefit of the New Haven and 

Southern CT chapters of the American Society for Quality. During this meeting Mr. David Levy, Region 

3 Director of the ASQ, stated that “ASQ & ANAB support” what GUBERMAN-PMC, LLC is doing in 

the world of quality.  

You may hear this for yourself in the videos of this presentation available on my web page 

http://dguberman.com/iso-registration-myths-and-realities-a-series-of-short-revealing-videos/ . 

I said in the beginning of this letter “”I see that there is not one new, impartial entity to really give 

substantive input on behalf of the aerospace community. I can truthfully say this, because I am 

mailto:daryltqrs@yahoo.com
http://dguberman.com/iso-registration-myths-and-realities-a-series-of-short-revealing-videos/
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independent from “gentlemen’s agreements” and association obligations. I will speak the truth and give 

definitive answers to these issues. Because of my experiences and approach, my presence is a valued 

resource for ISO and it can also be a valued resource to the IAQG community. Among my varied 

experiences, I have almost 13yrs at Sikorsky Aircraft as a grade “A” blade shop inspector (composites). 

I can contribute substantial insight into making the standards better, since I have been in the trenches 

unlike auditors who are looking subjectively at  a standard system, and then bringing inexperienced 

assessments into their system evaluation. I certainly can give you a more robust view of the auditing 

practices, but having been involved in quality for more than thirty years, I must sadly say that what 

presently exists is a system that does not need added clauses, but customer satisfaction for the evaluations 

(audits) that are being performed and the specifications that dictate policy, without the annual milking for 

the enrichment of the registrars and those that accredit them. 

If you realize and accept the truth of my viewpoint, then you need to contact me. Google GUBERMAN-

PMC, LLC. 

Sincerely 

Daryl Guberman  

Daryl Guberman-President-             203-556-1493       

www.dguberman.com   
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Response from Letter #1  

From: "Cressionnie, Buddy" <buddy.cressionnie@lmco.com> 

Date: July 1, 2013, 10:27:11 AM EDT 

To: Daryl Guberman <daryltqrs@yahoo.com> 

Subject: RE: EXTERNAL: GUBERMAN-PMC,LLC & QUALITY 

Mr. Guberman, 

Your e-mail below is inaccurate.  Please let me clarify: 

1.       9100 Team: The Americas team has 20 team members with only two returning members from the 

last revision.  These 20 Americas team members were selected based upon AS9100 subject matter 

expertise and auditing credentials as documented in their application last year.  These 20 Americas team 

members represent Aviation, Space and Defense (ASD) companies of varying sizes, AS9100 Certification 

Bodies, and ASD industry alliances representing small ASD companies.  Members from this team 

represent the Americas internationally. 

2.       Stakeholder Input: The 9100 Team sent questionnaires requesting input to the AS9100 revision to 

our key stakeholders including regulatory authorities, Certification Bodies, Certified Auditors, and to over 

16,000 Certified Organizations. 

3.       Relationship Growth: The 9100 Team has engaged the IAQG Relationship Growth Teams which 

represent our various stakeholder communities to help us manage this feedback.  

So as you can see, we have reached out to our stakeholders and have appropriate representation.  I would 

encourage you to communicate to organizations that Certification Bodies have dispute resolution 

processes if the organization does not believe findings issued are valid. 

Thank you for your willingness to get involved. 

Thank you, 

Buddy Cressionnie 

Americas 9100 Lead 

  

 

 

mailto:buddy.cressionnie@lmco.com
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SECOND LETTER  

RESPONSE TO IAQG – AS9100 LEAD 
(RECEIVED- 7/19/13-AS9100 LEAD DEPARTMENT RECIEPT 7/22/13) 

 TRACKING # USPS.COM -7013060000009164104 
 
 
Buddy- To Whom It May Concern:                                                                                  
 
I have carefully and thoughtfully read your response to my email. I am not at all surprised at 
your stock answers using the latest fashion buzzwords. In my opinion, you do not confront any 
points raised in my original email. My years in Quality tell me that simply because you say the 
musicians are new in the context of IAQG that does not make the melody new. 
 
The discordant music remains the same as in the past. We both know that the governing bodies 
are wholly owned subsidiaries of larger bodies, many of which are "not for profit entities," and 
that they reside in fact under one roof. They take in complaints, but nothing substantial is ever 
resolved. Yes, actions are sometimes taken, but overall nothing significant changes. This is the 
point, there is no progress. Why should there be? IAQG is comfortable, along with ASQ-ANAB-
ANSI, SAE, etc. They are all well compensated. 
 
In my view, I see IAQG and the others as producing a constrained quality, while bringing in 
monetary gain, and encouraging zero accountability to anyone or any organization outside of 
yourselves. Can you deny that OASIS-IAQG, ASQ-(ANAB-ANSI is a wholly-owned subsidiary, 
ASQ-ANAB-ANSI also has the technical standards organization under their roof) isn’t it true that 
the SAE is kept separate, but owns all aerospace documents? Also, can you deny that PRI-
NADCAP is accredited by the ANSI-ASQ National Accreditation Board (ANAB)? How did all 
these come together and for what purpose? QUALITY? Money?  
 
Anyone who looks into it will ask themselves: Why is it all in the family? Why is it such a cozy 
and convenient multiple relationship for those who manage it together, deliver no real value 
added to the processes, and reap self-determined fees? 
 
I attend many AS9100 audits, and I hear time and again the lead auditors telling me the same 
old mantra, the registrars who are ANAB registered, which is a wholly owned subsidiary of ASQ, 
tell them they "must" give corrective actions. Is this looking at it with an eye toward quality or an 
eye toward registrar profit? 
 
Does anyone really believe with all sincerity that valued added comes from corrective actions 
that are not written against a process, but written against mere documentation? Who is fooled 
by this? Certainly not the customer! Why is it such a joke that the RABSQ, the body that 
sanctifies auditors, is also another body that falls under the ASQ umbrella? What kinds of shirt 
sleeve experience in manufacturing do they have? And if they do have such practical 
experience, then why not use this on the job? Instead they conform and support the unchanging 
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ASQ, ANAB, stale policies, thereby placing constraints on those that want to make real changes 
to improve Quality. The punch line is in the irrelevant corrective actions, isn’t it? Isn’t this the 
source of continuous income?  
 
Changing revisions and addition of verbiage only makes the systems more convoluted for the 
customer who uses them and more likely to provide document only corrective actions. This in 
turn necessitates that they be certified to the different QMS derivatives for additional fees. 
 
Here is the way I and others see it: Probably like many systems when first starting out, it may 
have contributed to Quality until it became a "monopoly.” It is elementary that one  
organization dictating policy destroys competition. Occasionally, non-accredited organizations 
irresponsibly claim to be accredited, or imply that they are accredited. When that happens, 
ANAB takes all possible steps to rectify these misrepresentations. Yet, does it clean up its own 
house? Pounce on all others, and protect themselves – this is the accreditation method that is 
used. Protecting the good old boys, why?  
 
The fact is that there is no more authority from these nested groups than from a responsible 
independent registrar. As long as the standards are honestly maintained, then who has 
exclusive rights to integrity? Who determines that? 
 
This closed strategy alone characterizes an organization that will not tolerate competition. Is this 
self-benefitting exclusiveness the American way? Isn’t the very idea of free enterprise tied to 
independence?  
 
“It is easier to believe a lie that one has heard a thousand times than to believe a fact that no 
one has heard before” - AA Milne  
 
Well, it is easier the first few times around, but then the customer catches on. 
 
By the way, the term wholly owned subsidiary is another way to lawfully have a monopoly.  To 
have another quality accreditation and registration company adding to the competition will 
continuously improve the quality for the usefulness and benefit for the customer who uses the 
methodologies and for the end user who receives the product. Having another quality company 
in the mix without ASQ-ANAB/ANSI affiliation would benefit quality, rather than be sequestered 
for perhaps having a better idea, creating improvement, or not following “party” doctrine” This is 
the way I see it. 
 
Finally, your company along with many other others, in aerospace, medical, automotive and 
industrial have been purchasing materials for use in you products either directly or indirectly 
from a company that retains an ISO certification from a company that was sued in 1997 for 
being bogus. This company lost the case. 
 
Yet for the last 14 years this very company has been supplying materials. If the system is 
certified by this company’s document, how do you know the products you receive have valid test 
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results? After all ASQ-ANAB does everything in its power to rectify such misrepresentations, yet 
your company does not have the consistency to look into such serious inconsistencies! Can you 
explain why this is so? 
 
 I have all the documentation on this. If you would like to see it, which I suggest you do in order 
to rectify the public embarrassment of quality systems out of control and contradicting what 
ASQ-(ANAB-ANSI) IAQG, SAE, etc., proclaim as being the only game in town, then please 
contact me and make a request. I will gladly show you these documented accounts, present 
registration certifications and account for your company as well as other aerospace, medical, 
industrial & automotive companies who use materials under what was considered in 1997 a 
BOGUS certification.  
 
I want Quality to be a way of doing business, not a snake oil to be sold for profit for the benefit 
of special interrelated groups. David Levy, Region 3 Director of the ASQ, stated (April 17, 2013 
ASQ joint meeting) that ISO is located in Belgium, and he has no idea who watches over them 
“overseeing the overseer.“ Please watch this video: 
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=k8usAQcIckc#at=252. Assuming this is true, then Quality all 
the way down the chain is out of control! 
 
I look forward to hearing from you, if you are willing to take on these points question by question 
and either explain how they are not true, or explain what will be done to make them right in the 
eyes of the customers to provide real Quality and value added. If you cannot answer these 
questions, along with explaining why your company is purchasing either directly or indirectly 
materials from a company that uses the 1997 registrar, then please send this email to someone 
who can and has the authority to meet with me.  
 
Sincerely,  

 
Daryl Guberman 
 
Daryl Guberman –President 
GUBERMAN-PMC,LLC 

 

 

                                                                                                                                                                 

 

 

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=k8usAQcIckc#at=252
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  Actual weblink : 

http://web.archive.org/web/20050210114349/http://www.anab.org/HTMLFiles/cb_claims.htm 

 

 

               

                                                                                                    

 Non-Accredited Organizations  

Occasionally, non-accredited organizations claim to be accredited or imply that 
they are accredited. ANAB takes all possible steps to rectify such 
misrepresentations. 

Non-accredited organizations may claim they can offer consulting, training, and registration to a client. This 
type of activity is not allowed per ISO Guides 62 and 66, which detail the requirements to which an 
accredited CB must conform. 

Following is information on organizations known to have made false or misleading claims of accreditation or 
to have promoted activities not in keeping with the requirements of ISO Guides 62 and 66: 

Quality Assurance Systems (QAS) 

 
QAS is not an ANAB-accredited certification body (CB). Because QAS. has 
misrepresented its accreditation status and because of issues related to the 
marketing of consulting services with registration services, ANAB will not accept 
an application for accreditation from QAS., and  QAS will not be able to become 
accredited by ANAB. ANAB has no relationship with QAS. 

International Management Systems Marketing (IMSM) 

 

IMSM is the related body of Quality Assurance Systems (QAS). IMSM is not a certification 
body, nor is it accredited by ANAB. ANAB has no relationship with IMSM. 

Note: Users of certification services should be sure to verify claims of accreditation. All ANAB-accredited 
certification/registration bodies are included in the CB Directory. 

http://web.archive.org/web/20050210114349/http:/www.anab.org/HTMLFiles/cb_claims.htm
http://web.archive.org/web/20050210114349/http:/db.anab.org/rab/regSearchQMS.do?action=showSearchForm&registrarType=QMS
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Actual weblink : 

http://web.archive.org/web/20030208050839/http://www.cqm.co.za/articles/bogus.htm 

Bogus Certification 

On the 18 July (1997) Quality Assurance Systems Ltd (QAS), a nonaccredited certification body, was 

successfully prosecuted by Northamptonshire County Council Trading Standards Service for offences under the 

Trade Descriptions Act 1968. The offences related to the issue of registration certificates containing false statements 

that firms had been assessed and approved to ISO 9002. David Hedger, the main investigating officer at 

Northamptonshire Trading Standards, reports... 

During February 1996 Northamptonshire Trading Standards received a complaint from a small firm of 

precision injection moulders based in Brackley, Northamptonshire (UK). The company had been approached by 

QAS in 1995 offering to supply quality and procedures manuals and registration to ISO 9002. 

The QAS advertising leaflet offered 'ISO 9000 certification within 30-60 days' and stated that 'QAS Ltd was 

specially formed to help meet the increasing needs of small and medium-sized companies'. Under the heading 'what 

we do' it described its modus operandi in three ways: 

 our experienced auditors look with you at your company's key activities relevant to satisfying your clients'/ 

customers' quality requirements. A programme dealing with any areas where your existing systems does 

not comply with the standard will be agreed 
 once QAS is satisfied your systems conform to ISO 9000, your company is placed on the QAS register and 

you will receive your quality and procedures manuals together with your certificate 
 all such certificates are valid for a maximum of three years subject to a satisfactory external audit carried 

out by QAS annually in order to ensure the required standards are maintained, the cost of which is £350 

plus VAT 

This document appeared to be indicating that a registration certificate would be received at the same time as the 

manuals. 

The proprietor of the business confirmed that this is what happened. He stated that a QAS auditor had spent two to 

three hours with him, asking him, among other things, to explain the operation of the business including processing 

a customer enquiry through to the supply of the finished product. The auditor then went away returning two to three 

weeks later with manuals, the registration certificate and an invoice for £1,175. 

The registration certificate stated that: 'this document certifies that the quality adminstrative systems of XYZ Ltd 

have been assessed and approved by QAS Ltd to the following quality management systems, standards and 

guidelines -- ISO 9002 : 1994.' There was a clear conflict between QAS supplying the manuals and certificate 

together and ISO 9002 clause 4.2.2b, which stipulates that the supplier shall effectively implement the quality 

system and its documented procedures. 

 

http://web.archive.org/web/20030208050839/http:/www.cqm.co.za/articles/bogus.htm
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Suspicion and investigation 

It was difficult to see how the business could have effectively implemented a documented system it had never had 

the opportunity to read in depth. The proprietor confirmed that he was running the business in essentially the same 

manner as when he received the registration certificate some seven months earlier. Through further discussion it was 

apparent that a management review and internal quality audit had never taken place. The manuals referred to master 

gauges that did not even exist. 

In order to prove our case beyond reasonable doubt two IRCA-registered auditors were hired by Northamptonshire 

Trading Standards to carry out an audit of the business. They spent a day at the business and concluded that: 'it is the 

opinion of the assessment team that the manual and procedures as prepared by QAS Ltd do not truly reflect the 

operations of the company. The manual has been written to follow the standard, and with a few exceptions it does do 

this. However, whilst the manual should specify what has to be done by the company, the procedures must show 

how this is being done. Quite clearly this has not been achieved since the majority of the procedures state that the 

company is carrying out quality actions which it is not doing. Even worse is the fact that some of the procedures 

have never been operated, before or since certification. The essence of any quality system is that its documentation 

describes what is being done and any certification issued is as a result of an assessment that this is the case. It is 

therefore impossible to see how the company could have justifiably been certificated as operating a quality system to 

the required ISO 9002 standard.' 

The complaints flood in 

In May 1996 a second complaint was received from a window manufacturing company in Corby. Its experiences 

with QAS were similar except that they had written to QAS to formally cancel the contract following the first visit 

by the auditor. The company realised the service it was receiving would not meet its requirements. Despite this QAS 

sent the manuals, certificate and an invoice by post. The company had no intention of implementing the QAS 

written system nor was there any possibility of auditing the documented system in operation. 

An e-mail message to other trading standards services in the UK uncovered further complaints which were then 

referred to Northamptonshire Trading Standards through the remainder of 1996. Witness statements were obtained 

from the complainant firms confirming that they had not implemented many of the documented procedures and that 

the QAS written system often did not reflect their actual working practices. Some firms' manuals contained pages 

headed with a different companies name. In three cases the firms complained to the British Standards Institution 

(BSI). As a result BSI auditors visited the firms to carry out an initial assessment. The conclusion in each case was 

that the company did not meet the requirements of ISO 9002 and that a proper assessment of the business would 

have revealed this. 

The provisions of the Trade Descriptions Act 1968 apply to all certification bodies whether acccredited by the 

United Kingdom Accreditation Service (UKAS) or not. The statement on the registration certificate that QAS had 

assessed and approved the firms to ISO 9002 was clearly false as no assessment of the documented system had taken 

place. In some cases the documented system was inadequate to meet the requirements of the standard. QAS was 

unable to produce any documentation to indicate that an assessment of the system in place had occurred. 

There were no audit records or reports as one would expect from the requirement of BS 7229: 1991; ISO 10011: 

1990. Training of auditors was also inadequate. QAS had been reckless -- without records of audit how could it 
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know whether the statements on the certificate were true or false. Having established that offences had been 

committed regard had to be given to the defences contained in section 24 of the Trade Descriptions Act. 

QAS stated that the issue of a registration certificate was reliant on information provided by the auditor that the 

business concerned met the requirements of ISO 9002. However, to satisfy the defence it was necessary for QAS to 

also show that it took all reasonable precautions and exercised all due diligence. The lack of audit records and 

inadequate training of auditors were two examples of areas in which it could not satisfy the defence. In order to 

satisfy the defence it is necessary to set up a system to avoid the commission of offences and then carry out checks 

to ensure the system works; not dissimilar to the principles of ISO 9002. Auditors can also commit offences via 

section 23 of the act where its employer's false statement can be shown to be due to their act or default. It was 

decided not to prosecute the auditors on this occasion 

QAS faces up to the truth 

QAS entered a guilty plea to the six specimen offences put against it under section 14(I)(b) of the Trade 

Descriptions Act 1968 at Towcester Magistrates Court in July. The company directors, Michael Bright and Geoffrey 

Livesey, also each entered guilty pleas to a specimen offence. 

This was for consenting as directors to the false statements by signing the registration certificate, contrary to 

section 20 of the Trade Descriptions Act 1968. QAS was fined £1,500 on each offence, ordered to pay £3,525 

compensation to one company and ordered to pay Northamptonshire Trading Standards costs of £2,015. Bright and 

Livesey were each fined £1,000 and ordered to pay costs of £256. QAS also undertook to refund the fees of four 

companies where the prosecution withdrew the charges. 

It's time for legislation 

A number of firms which complained about QAS found it astonishing that anyone could set up trade as a 

certification body. They felt that there should be mandatory, not voluntary, controls in place to oversee and maintain 

the integrity of the ISO 9000 registration process. While action can be taken under the Trade Descriptions Act 1968 

this is always after the event and far too late for many businesses which may have fallen foul of poor-quality 

certification. 

There is a need to protect legitimate businesses from substandard practices. Small firms cannot be expected to 

have the knowledge or resources to fully investigate the different types of ISO 9000 registration available or the 

credentials of potential certification bodies. They should be able to be confident that the service they receive will 

meet the required standards. The work of all certification bodies should be overseen by an independent body thus 

plugging the loophole which currently exists. In this way confidence in the standard will be maintained and poor 

practice will be prevented. There will still be the need for trading standards to police false or misleading claims of 

ISO 9000 registration by businesses which are not registered firms or whose registration has lapsed. 

The prosecution should act as a reminder to all certification bodies of the need to operate in a fair and 

diligent manner. 
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The professionals and the guilty talk back 

The Association of British Certification Bodies (ABCB) applauded the successful court action against QAS. 

ABCB said it hopes the action will send a powerful message to nonaccredited certification bodies and companies 

seeking certification. 

QAS also issued its own press release to try to explain the court action. It stated that: 'QAS very much regrets the 

circumstances which led to the recent court case brought by Northamptonshire Trading Standards. The case arose 

out of events which occurred during the formative period of the company in 1995 when, with the benefit of 

hindsight, the company clearly employed auditors who were not properly qualified.' 

Northamptonshire Trading Standards confirms that it is in dialogue with QAS as it attempts to put its house in 

order. QAS say that the auditors involved in the inappropriate certifications have now been sacked. 

What to do if you are worried about your QAS Certification 

Northamptonshire Trading Standards are reluctant to issue a broad comment on all certifications issued by QAS 

- each has to be judged on its own merits. It suggests that companies should consider whether they have 

implemented the procedures of ISO 9000 and whether they accurately reflect working practices. Companies who 

feel they have been misled can bring action through the county courts. Further details can be obtained from 

Northamptonshire Trading Standards on 01604 761123 or your local trading standards office. For details on whether 

a certification body is accredited call UKAS on 0181 943 6958. 

The provision of the Trades Descriptions Act 1968 

Section 14 of the Trade Descriptions Act 1968 relevant to the prosecution of QAS states: 

It shall be an offence for any person in the course of any trade or business 

(a) to make a statement which he knows to be false; or 

(b) recklessly to make a statement which is false; as to any of the following matters, that is to say: (i)the provision in 

the course of any trade or business of any services, accommodation or facilities 

(ii)the nature of any services, accommodation or facilities provided in the course of any trade or business 

(iii)the time at which, manner in which or persons by whom any services, accommodation or facilities are so 

provided 

(iv)the examination, approval or evaluation by any person of any services, accommodation or facilities so provided; 

or 

(v) the location or amenities of any accommodation so provided 

(2) For the purposes of this section: 

(a) anything (whether or not a statement as to any of the matters specified in the preceding subsection) likely to be 

taken for such a statement as to any of those matters as would be false shall be deemed to be a false statement as to 

that matter; and 

(b) a statement made regardless of whether it is true or false shall be deemed to be made recklessly, whether or not 

the person making it had reasons for believing that it might be false 
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Defences in section 24 of the Trades Descriptions Act 

In any proceedings for an offence under this act it shall, subject to subsection (a) of this section, be a defence for the 

person charged to prove: 

(a) that the commission of the offence was due to a mistake or to reliance on information supplied to him or to the 

act or default of another person, an accident or some other cause beyond his control 

(b) under that he took all reasonable precautions and exercised all due diligence to avoid the commission of such an 

offence by himself or any person his control 

Biography 

David Hedger is a principal trading standards officer with Northamptonshire County Council Trading Standards 

Service. He investigated the complaints against QAS and compiled the report upon which the prosecution was 

based. Prior to becoming a trading standards officer he obtained a BSc in management science at the University of 

Warwick. To qualify as a trading standards officer it is necessary to pass the 13 paper diploma in trading standards. 

One of these papers is dedicated to quality assurance. Northamptonshire Trading Standards Service obtained 

registration to ISO 9002 with BSI during 1994. The experiences of this process were invaluable during the 

investigation. 
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THIS COMPANY AND MANY OTHERS SUPPLY 
MATERIALS (FLIGHT CRITICAL IN SOME CASES) TO 
AEROSPACE, MEDICAL, AUTOMOTIVE, INDUSTRIAL               

FOR THE~ LAST 14YRS 
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PROFESSIONAL PLASTICS  

WEB-LINK /http://www.professionalplastics.com/PlasticAerospaceDefense   

 

Our Q/C System has passed 
inspections from Boeing, Lockheed, 

Northrop, and many more. 

 

 

Quality Awards & Recognitions: 

Boeing Gold Status Supplier, 
Northrop Supplier of the Year, 

McDonnell Douglas Silver Medal 

 

 

http://www.professionalplastics.com/PlasticAerospaceDefense
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• Agricultural 

• Aircraft - Aerospace & Defense 

• Construction & Glazing 

• Electrical Insulation - Wiring, Sleeving 

• Electronics & Printed Circuits 

• Food Handling & Equipment 

• GSA - Government Supply 

• Glass Manufacturing & Handling 

• Heavy Equipment 

• ISO 9001 & ISO 14001 Certification 

• Logging, Forestry, Pulp & Paper 

• Marine & Boating 

• Material Handling & Conveying 

• Medical - Life Sciences 

• Medical Orthotics & Prosthetics 

• Metals - Industrial 

• Mining 

• Petrochemical Refining - Oil & Gas Exploration 

• Power Generation & Transmission 

• Probe Card Products 

• Recreation & Outdoor Products 

• Retail Merchandising & Display 

• Semiconductor 

• Signage, Graphics & Display 

• Textiles 
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• Transportation - Rail, Bus, Air, Sea, Auto 

• Vacuum-Forming 

 

WEB PAGE http://www.professionalplastics.com/Orthotics-Prosthetics-Orthopedic-Plastics 

MEDICAL 

Medical Orthotics & Prosthetics 

  

 

Prosthetic Plastics - Orthotics & Prosthetics  

Orthotics & Prosthetics - Orthopedic Plastic Sheets, Rods & Parts 

Plastics are used for a variety of orthotics, prosthetics and orthopedic devices ranging from 

knee and hip braces to implantable devices in knee, hip, hand, foot and spine. Professional 

Plastics offers a full range of plastic materials used in orthopaedic (orthopedic) products 

including; PEEK, UHMW, Acetal and more. Plastic materials are easily formed, die cut, 

machined and fabricated into various components. Note: It is the responsibility of the user 

to determine the suitability of any material for any particular application. Professional 

Plastics assumes no liability in regards to customer designated usage of any material.  

Orthotics & Prosthetics Product Range Brochure 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.professionalplastics.com/Orthotics-Prosthetics-Orthopedic-Plastics
http://www.professionalplastics.com/professionalplastics/ProstheticHandbook_E_12-08.pdf
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 WEBPAGE- http://www.professionalplastics.com/PlasticAerospaceDefense  

AEROSPACE 

 

Aerospace & Defense 

Since 1984, Professional Plastics has served the aerospace industry by 

specializing in hard-to-find materials ranging from Plastics, Laminates, 

Ceramics & more. Our Q/C System has passed inspections from Boeing, 

Lockheed, Northrop, and many more.  

- Cage Code 1SMZ3 - NAICS: 424610, 326111, 

326112, 326113, 326121, 326122, 326130, 326140, 326150, 326199  

Government, Military & Department of Defense Capabilities Sheet  

Quality Awards & Recognitions:  

Boeing Gold Status Supplier, Northrop Supplier of the Year, 

McDonnell Douglas Silver Medal  

ISO 9001 Certificate  

ISO 14001 Certificate  

Industry Specifications - MIL, FED, LP, AMS, ASTM 

 

WEB PAGE- http://www.professionalplastics.com/GSA-GovernmentSupplyNAICS9330 

GOVERNMENT  

 

  

 

  

GSA Contract Number: (pending) 

Professional Plastics is a full line authorized distributor of more than 500 different industrial plastic materials 

including: Acrylic, Polycarbonate, Teflon, Phenolics, Laminates, Polyethylene, PVC, Polypropylene, PVDF, Vespel, 

Torlon, and many more. We stock semi-finished goods (plastic sheets, rods, tubing & film), as well as, providing 

fabricated parts.  

 

We offer a full-time Government Procurement staff to assist Contracting Officers, Buyers and Agencies with their 

http://www.professionalplastics.com/PlasticAerospaceDefense
http://www.professionalplastics.com/professionalplastics/content/downloads/PP-1313GovernmentLineCard_01b.pdf
http://www.professionalplastics.com/professionalplastics/ISO9001Certificate.pdf
http://www.professionalplastics.com/professionalplastics/ISO14001Certificate.pdf
http://www.professionalplastics.com/cgi-bin/pp.pl?pgm=co_disp&func=displ&strfnbr=3&prrfnbr=100538&sesent=0,0&search_id=476783
http://www.professionalplastics.com/GSA-GovernmentSupplyNAICS9330
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material needs and ordering process.  

Government Sales Contact : Tom Sullivan t.sullivan@proplas.com  

 

We maintain 15 well-stocked distribution warehouses in Calif, Washington, New York, Arizona, Texas, Colorado, 

Montano, Oregon, Ohio, Utah, and Singapore.  

 

 

 

 Registered  

 

 

We accept Government Commercial Purchase Cards (GCPC), as well as Government Purchase Orders (GPO).  

 

 

Orders may be placed by:  

-888-995-7767  

ionwide Fax: 1-866-776-7527  

-Mail: sales@proplas.com  

www.professionalplastics.com  

 

Professional Plastics is a vendor to hundreds of local, state and Federal Government Agencies.  

 

Professional Plastics has serviced numerous supply contracts including: 

Department of Defense - U.S. Army - U.S. Air Force - U.S. Marines - U.S. Coast 

Guard - Northrop Grumman - McDonnell Douglas - Lockheed - Loral - Boeing - 

Army Corp of Engineers - and many more  

 

Client References: - Defense Supply Center Philadelphia, Defense Supply Center 

Columbus, Puget Sound Naval Shipyard, Subase Bangor-Silverdale, Pearl Harbor 

Naval Shipyard, McAlestar Army Ammunition, Red River Army Depot, Fort Lewis, 

NASA Ames Research Center  

 

 

mailto:t.sullivan@proplas.com
http://www.professionalplastics.com/contact
mailto:sales@proplas.com
http://www.professionalplastics.com/Home

