
Minutes of the fifth Meetingof Technical Advisory Committee

Date : 14.03.2013     Time: 1000 hrs.

Venue : Electronics Niketan

List of Participants: Annexure `A’

1. The minutes of the previous TAC meeting were confirmed by the members present.

2. The meeting was called to get the views of the industry and industry associations on 

the technical problems they might be facing on applicability of the Gazette notification 

on“Electronics and Information Technology Goods (Requirements for Compulsory 

Registration) Order, 2012”.

3. The issuesraised by industry representatives before the committee were :

3.1 The industry representatives were of the opinion that one of the criteria in Guidelines 

for series formation of laptops / notebooks / tablets was CPU and the same was not 

relevant as a series formation element.

The committee debated that CPU was considered necessary in view of the heat 

generation during usage and it might play an important role in thermal profiling as 

thermal profile of each CPU would be different from the other. This would also result 

in differing motherboard layouts. The TAC was of the view that for these reasons 

these two were considered necessary for series formation.

The industry representatives proposed that they would submit the thermal profile 

sheets of various CPUs used in laptops / notebooks / tablets to establish their 

opposition to inclusion of CPU in the guidelines. The committee agreed to revisit the 

issue after going through the thermal profiling data sheets as and when they are 

submitted to TAC,

3.2 The industry representatives desired that the test reports issued by BIS recognised 

labs contain mention of dual numbered standards rather than mentioning IS only. 

They said that mention of dual numbering would help them in submitting the same 

test reports abroad, if necessary.

BIS representatives stated that the reports have to be as per IS for their system to 

accept the reports.

3.3 The industry representatives wanted to confirm if the point of sale terminal were part 

of ADP equipment as they were covered under the definition of ADP as per IEC 

60950 -1 : 2005.



It was explained to the industry representatives that the coverage of the scope of 

products under the title Automatic Data Processing (ADP) Machines in reference to 

the notified order had been debated by TAC at length and the committee had 

proposed to restrictthe presently applicable definition of ADP to what was indicated in 

the minutes of third TAC meeting and FAQ (58) which did not contain point of sale 

terminals.

3.4 The industry representatives wanted to know if the USB storage drives and hard disc 

drives were covered as the Data Storage equipment under ADP.

The committee explained that these devices were notincluded in the scope Data 

Storage equipment of ADP category.

3.5 The industry representatives wanted to know about the methodology of addition of 

models in already formed series. Could this be done without testing of new model?

BIS representatives clarified that, following the guidelines, series formation was 

carried out under a mutual agreement between test lab and the manufacturer. The 

manufacturer, as such, was required to approach the lab and convince them that new 

model proposed to be included in the already formed series was meeting all the 

requirements and hence could be added in the same series without testing.

3.6 The industry representatives wanted to know about the treatment for customised or 

made to order devices which are covered by the order but produced in a very limited 

quantity.

TAC members suggested that the industry could ensure inclusion of these 

customised or made to order devices in any of the series following the guidelines on 

series formation. This way it might not be necessary to get the limited production 

subjected to the requirements of testing.

3.7 The industry representatives wanted a clarification regarding application of IS 616 : 

2010 in place of IS 13252 : 2010 for the set top box.

BIS representatives explained that the matter has already been referred to LITD and 

advised the industry representatives to wait for the outcome. Till then, they advised to 

get set top boxes tested in accordance with the Gazette notification.

3.8 The industry representatives wanted to know how the whole unit brought / imported 

as spare for replacement under warranty provisions is to be treated by the customs 

after 03 April 2013, since it might not be carrying self declaration mark.



TAC indicated it could be a policy matter which TAC was not empowered to 

deliberate. It was agreed that, if necessary for TAC to debate, this required detailed 

discussion among the members for coming up with an answer.

3.9 The industry representatives wanted to know how the presently in transit items would 

be treated by the customs when they land on or after 03 April 2013.

TAC conveyed to the industry representatives that this was a policy decision and 

beyond their purview.

3.10 The industry representatives wanted to know the interpretation of manufactured / 

imported term used in the Gazette notification.

It was clarifies that TAC understood as “manufactured” to mean as manufactured in 

India and “imported” meant as manufactured andimported from overseas. However, 

any other interpretation was fraught with legal implications and hence beyond the 

purview of TAC.

3.11 The industry representatives wanted to know why different registration application 

has to be made for same product manufactured at multiple locations.

BIS representative clarified that the registration is applicable to manufacturers.A 

common product manufactured across different manufacturing units would have to 

seek separate registration depending upon the location of the manufacturing units 

since registration is applicable for the manufacturers.

It was further pointed out this point has already been clarified in the Minutes of 

Meeting held on 09.10.2012.

3.12 The industry representatives stated that the laboratories were neither accepting large 

sized equipment on the plea of limitation of entry size nor issuing a refusal letter for 

not undertaking the testing.

It was clarified by STQC representative (TAC member) and UL representatives 

(invited by the industry) that sufficiently large entry points were available in the labs 

where trucks can have entry to the testing area. Hence, it was not a valid point for 

asking TAC to debate.

Meeting ended with the vote of thanks.

*******************



ANNEXURE ‘A’
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S.NO. NAME ORGANISATION DESIGNATION
1. Sh. Anil Chawla DeitY Scientist ‘F’
2. Sh. G.C. Saxena STQC Certification Services Scientist ‘F’
3. Smt. Manjula Bhati ERTL(N) Scientist ‘E’
4. Sh. P. Radhakrishna BIS Scientist ‘F’ &Head LITD

5. Smt. ReenaGarg BIS Scientist ‘E’
6. Smt. Vibha Rani BIS Scientist ‘C’
7. Sh.Avinash 

Ramachandra
Dell India Sr.Mgr-Govt Affairs & 

Public Policy 
8. Sh. Russeu Dell Global NGO APJ Regulatory 

Compllance & Envirotes 
Affairs Director   

9. Sh. Vinod Kumar IBM India TCR
10. Sh. Ravi Khatta IBM India GM.
11. Sh.Sameer.A.Salam UL India
12. Sh.Sudhakar 

Wasnik
Apple / IC

13. Sh. Amit Chadha MAIT
14. Sh. Parminder singh HP
15. Sh. Kumar Bata Samsung
16. Sh. Ambrish Bakaya Samsung
17. Sh. Ravi kumar Lenovo India 
18. Sh. Bikas Kr. singh Lenovo India
19. Sh. Balbir Bora White water Sol
20. Sh. Sanchnt  Bajal Cisco system India Pvt. Ltd.
21. Sh. Saurabh Singh HP India 
22. Sh. Shyam Sunder HP India
23. Sh Sandeep Gupta HP India
24. Sh. Rahul Seth HCL
25.




