
Minutes of the Seventh meeting of Technical Advisory Committee

Date: 12.04.2013 Time: 1030 hrs.

Venue: Electronics Niketan

List of Participants: Annexure ‘A’

1. 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 (Requirement for Compulsory 
Registration) Order, 2012”. 

2. Minutes of the previous meeting were confirmed by the members.

3. The issues raised by industry representatives before the committee were:

3.1 MAIT represented the issues given in the document submitted by them. 
Talking about the definition of Highly Specialized Equipment (HSE), MAIT 
submitted that since the last TAC meeting, MAIT was not able to reach to a 
common benchmark as some equipment were huge by volume or weight 
while price was another factor. They have tried to give the definition of the 
Highly Specialized Equipment (HSE) on the basis of volume, weight & price 
for consideration of TAC.

TAC members explained that although MAIT has tried to come out with a 
definition of HSE in a concise manner but it is not supported by any technical 
document. The TAC members clarified that the proposed definition needs to 
be supported by technical literature and / or standard issued by an institution 
of repute such as IEC / National Standards bodies of other countries. Further, 
it should be a technical matter and not commercial or convenience issue.

TAC further stated that till such time that MAIT submits clarification as above, 
the issue of HSE would be considered as closed.

3.2 USIBC talked about acceptance of International Standards and told that lot of 
equipment from which they import are complying to EU standards. Further, 
they enquired about the thrust to increase the capacity of labs. They raised 
the issue of labelling also saying that FAQ needs to be updated on that. They 
also asked whether they can address the testing processes followed by labs 
in other countries.

TAC members explained that compliance is intended to Indian Standards (IS) 
which are already harmonized with IEC standards. On increasing the capacity 
of labs, it was clarified that number of BIS recognised labs is gradually 
increasing. On the issue of labelling and the testing processes followed by 
labs in other countries, it was clarified that FAQs do address these issues.



3.3 Canon submitted that most of their printers are tested under IEC standard 
60950 while some printers are there which are not covered under this 
standard but are covered under 60240. Similarly there are clashes between 
VDUs, STB and video games. They don’t have a clear definition of printer and 
there are various types of printers sold in the market like lithographic printers, 
flexographic printers etc. HP also added that there is a need to draw a line 
between a printer and a printing machine.

TAC members clarified that TAC is to resolve the technical inconsistency, if 
any. If any product is tested under a different standard, such test report 
cannot be accepted under this order. The only technical challenge that has 
come to TAC is regarding testing of safety critical components and TAC has 
already recommended that CB test reports are acceptable. On the issue of 
printers, TAC made clear that anything which is sold in the market by the 
name printer falls under the purview of this order.

4. After the industry representations, TAC members discussed about the issues 
raised therein and came to the following conclusions:

4.1 Many issues in MAIT submission had already been addressed in the previous 
meetings. However, on the definition of HSE, they have not submitted any 
technical literature in support of that definition. As such, the proposed definition 
was not acceptable to TAC (as clarified at 3.1).

4.2 On the issue of definition of personal computers to include workstations etc., the 
TAC was of the view that sufficient justification has not been provided for further 
elaboration.

4.3 On series classification, it was pointed out that TAC didn’t ask any feedback on 
thermal profile. It was a MAIT’s proposal for considering thermal profile in case of 
CPU for which the submitted details were rejected by TAC. It was further noted 
that MAIT did not submit thermal profile criteria till now. TAC further stressed that 
till such time that MAIT submits clarification on CPU thermal profiles, the issue 
would be considered as closed and re-opened whenever relevant documents are 
available for consideration.

4.4 MAIT has also suggested that labs have difficulties in understanding the series 
classification criteria. However, no lab has projected any relevant problem to DeitY 
or BIS. The issue seems to be hypothetical and needs to be closed.

4.5 On the issue of warranty replacement, TAC was of the view that there is no 
ambiguity in the response recorded at FAQ 57.

4.6 On Labelling, TAC was of the view that this is a procedural issue and there is no 
technical consideration.

4.7 On the issue of new requirement to submit CB test certificates for safety critical 
components, TAC was of the view that MAIT has misinterpreted the facts in 
considering this as a new requirement, which is not valid as the requirement exists 
in the standard right from its initial issue.

4.8 Issues raised in the letter from Embassy of Israel were also discussed. The issues 
were mainly focussed on definition of HSE, printers, regarding local labs and 
request for exemption. Definition of HSE already addressed above, and all kinds 
of printers falls under the purview of this order.



4.9 On the issue related to local labs, TAC members observed that this not an issue to 
be discussed for TAC as the process for lab recognition is well defined by BIS.
Regarding quotation, the firms should approach BIS recognised labs.

4.10 On the issues of exemption, TAC observed that since it is a policy decision and
TAC has no comments on that.

4.11 It has been brought to the notice of TAC that Intertek, one of the BIS recognised 
labs, is refusing to undertake testing on account of various issues, and also 
recommending to applicant on the non-applicability of notified standard, members 
were of the opinion that the letter from Intertek be forwarded to BIS for necessary 
action at their end.

4.12 The other request was by an advocate (on behalf of M/s Terradata India) 
regarding Enterprise Computer System, said to be HSE. TAC noted that the 
query, instead of originating from the manufacturer, has originated from the 
advocate. TAC recommended that the letter being from an advocate, the response 
should be given by DeitY / BIS legal cell to avoid legal issues later on.
Alternatively, the TAC response was proposed - the Gazette notification is 
self - explanatory.

5. The committee felt that industry / associations should submit the document in 
advance for deliberation by TAC. If felt necessary, the industry / associations 
would be called for presentations - otherwise they need not attend the TAC 
meetings.

6. Meeting ended with vote of thanks.

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



ANNEXURE ‘A’

List of Participants - Seventh TAC Meeting held on 12 April 2013

S.NO. NAME ORGANISATION DESIGNATION

1. Sh. G.C. Saxena STQC Scientist ‘F’
2. Smt. Asha Nangia DeitY Scientist ‘E’
3. Sh. Manish Vashistha DeitY Consultant
4. Sh. P. Radhakrishna BIS Scientist ‘F’ &Head LITD
5. Sh. S.M. Shahid BIS Scientist ‘E’
6. Sh. Vijay BIS Scientist ‘E’
7. Smt. Nivedita Mehra US India Business
8. Sh. Lizum Mishra Public Policy
9. Sh. Bikas KR. Singh Lenovo India Chairman MAIT IT Comtt.
10. Sh. Vinod Kumar IBM India
11. Sh. Kumar Brata Das Samsung DGM- Laptop Business 
12. Sh. Anwar Shirpurwala MAIT ED
13. Sh. Puneet Dappa Canon India Director
14. Sh. Rahul Seth HCL Head - Products
15. Sh. Gurjit Singh Canon India Head - Marketing
16. Sh. Ashish Khanna Cannon India Sr. Mgr - Govt Affairs
17. Sh. Saurabh Singh HP India 
18. Sh. Gautam Vohra Amazon.com Principal Legal Counsel

The participants 7 to 18 attended as representatives of MAIT / USIBC and not as nominee of 
individual organizations, as indicated.


