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INTRODUCTION

This document contains a record of the correspondence between the GB IECEx National Member Body and the IECEx Secretariat relating to document 

OD/019/Version 3 -  IECEx Participation and Scheme Fees. This document is issued 
for discussion during the Denver Meeting.
Chris Agius
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 Date 23 July 2007
Comment of the UK Committee

on the issue of

OD/019/version 3

The UK hereby expresses its objection to the publication at June 2007 of version 3 of OD/019 in the belief that such publication was never indicated to NCs in the relevant voting report. We readily acknowledge that as the membership, scope and coverage of IECEX increases so will the complexity of systems and the pressure of time factors. However, we also believe that in such circumstances of enlargement, the need to ensure (and even improve) the extent to which all management procedures are open and transparent also increases. 
For the subject now under consideration, our assessment is:

1. Version 2 was tabled in Shanghai, discussion per minutes under 18.1 of ExMC 343/RM, with the conclusion that clause 5.2 (and, we assume, clause 6) was agreed at the meeting, with additional  comments being registered about late payments. The Officers were asked to consider these comments.
2. ExMC/346/DV containing a new (as yet unseen) Annex A was issued for vote.

3. ExMC/353/RV, the voting report, was issued Dec 2006. This showed that 5 members had voted against, and 16 had voted in favour. The stated final decision was that the subject was to be referred to ExMC in Denver.

4. Since ExMC/353/RV did not contain any response to the comments, the UK was happy to leave the subject to Denver.

Hence our concern that June 2007 (six months after the RV) saw the publication of version 3, with no account being taken of the NC comments (and no accompanying explanation).

We refer to our comments made on ExMC/346/DV, which we now summarise as:
1. The text must show that any defaulting ExCBs/TLs will be penalised separately without any penalty on NCs

2. Timescales must start from the date payment is required (not date of issue)

3. The period ‘date of issue’ to ‘date payment required’ must acknowledge current commercial practices where 30 day payments are minimum. 

4. The Annex must also acknowledge the various levels at which fee collection takes place, and the time periods necessary for each. (eg, those NCs that act as a central facility collecting from CBs on IECEX behalf)

In our opinion version 3 should be revoked pending discussion at Denver
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Response from the IECEx Secretariat

Secretariat : 23/07/2007

You accurately record the chronology of events.
 

The position taken by the Secretariat was that at the close of voting on ExMC/346/DV, (noting 5 negative votes and 16 in favour), we should strive for greater consensus and hence the statement of the Secretariat that this issue will be referred to the Denver meeting.
 

During June this year, while participating in the PCIC EU Conference, Paris plus meetings of ExMC WG 10 and WG 12, the opportunity was taken to hold an IECEx Officers meeting in preparation for items for Denver and also as part of Secretariat reporting on work progress between meetings.
 

During the June 2007 Paris Officers meeting, it was determined that in taking the position of 'defer till next meeting' the Secretariat was not entirely fulfilling the IECEx 01 Voting Rules of the Scheme's Basic rules, IECEx 01 Clause 12.2, 4th paragraph, which calls for a majority decision.  The Officers meeting then determined that the draft as is should proceed  to be issued, on the basis of the majority vote, but that this item be placed on the Denver meeting agenda along with ExMC/353/RV for discussion to determine if an amendment to OD 019 V3 should be made.
 

So to clarify,  as you would be aware, from the Secretariat we have operated in a manner to seek full consensus in all matters, which may not always be entirely in full line with the voting decision requirements of IECEx 01.  This is the point the Officers made.  So as we are now finalising the first draft ExMC agenda, I assure you of our plan to include OD 019 V3 with the Voting document and RV for discussion.
 
Chris Agius

IECEx Secretariat

L/6/10: THE UK Ex FORUM


(A Committee of the British Electrotechnical Committee)
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