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Name of party submitting issue for discussion (optional): RvA

What have you done to resolve the issue before bringing the discussion paper to the IAF? For

example, where applicable:

a. If a CAB raises a discussion paper, have you discussed the issue with your Accreditation
Body(ies)? If yes, please provide AB’s response.

b. Has the issue(s) been raised within your Regional Group (if an AB) or CAB Association (if a CAB)?
If yes, please provide Regional Group/CAB Association’s response or ensure the discussion paper
reflects the feedback from the Group or Association.

c. Has the issue(s) been discussed on the Consistency Forum?

Please submit your paper with anonymity (e.g. remove names).

Issue has been discussed with several CAB’s, not in any fora or regional group, since it
concerned an IAF MD interpretation.

Z ORREIZ IAF MD OERICEET 2D Th o722, 74— T LMK 7 L — 7Tl . #ED
SEAIHERE L B A 1T o T,

Statement of the issue:

IAF MD2 states in clause 2.3.5 “The accepting certification body shall take the decision on certification
before any surveillance or recertification audits are initiated.”

Does “take the decision on certification” also mean “issue a certificate” with all applicable data (scope,
validity dates, etc,) or could the CAB take the decision, but wait with issuing a certificate until after the
first audit.
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Discussion

It is the opinion of RVA that the only public statement of a certification decision is the certificate, so
taking the decision, but waiting with the certificate is not useful: in that case the market cannot
see/know that a certificate exists. The process of pre-transfer review should be powerful enough so that
a certification decision can be taken.

We have observed several instances where transfers were made, in some the formal decision was
taken after the surveillance (this is a clear NC), but in other cases a decision was taken upon the
transfer review, but the certificate would be issued only after the surveillance.
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Requested action by the IAF TC. Include if you are in search of opinions or a more formal decision:

Please clarify whether “take the decision on certification” also means “issue a certificate”.
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Working Group considerations and recommendations

IAF MSC WG 2023/05/01
IAF MD 2 (2.3.5) states that a decision on certification shall be taken on a transfer prior to the
(accepting) CB conducting a surveillance or recertification audit.

While MD 2 (2.3.5) does not state that the certification decision includes issuing a certificate; it is
understood that processing a certification decision includes issuing or reissuing a certificate as the
decision to issue the certificate has been decided and the process is being implemented. Recognizing
the issuance of a certificate may take time for processing.

If a CB is delaying the issuance of the certificate until a surveillance or recertification audit has been
conducted violates IAF MD 2. As the decision on certification referred to in IAF MD 2, is being taken on
the transfer and not the upcoming audit.

Furthermore, IAF MD 2 (2.4.5) does imply that a certificate must be issued, therefore the certificate
issuance timing should not take long or the conformance of IAF MD 2 will be questioned as would the
effectiveness of the CB’s transfer process.
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Consensus of the IAF TC (also to be documented in the meeting summary):
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