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Standards and Certification
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“Toolbox” of what is applied in the EU New Legislative Framework (NLF)
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From Certification Schemes to Certification
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“Toolbox” of what is applied in the EU New Legislative Framework (NLF)
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Self-Assessment is a Full-Fledged Process

Regulation 765/2008

Article 30 — General principles for CE
Marking

1. The CE marking shall be affixed only
by the manufacturer or his authorised
representative.

3]

3. By affixing or having affixed the CE
marking, the manufacturer indicates that
he takes responsibility for the conformity of
the product with all applicable
requirements set out in the relevant
Community harmonisation legislation
providing for its affixing.

4. The CE marking shall be the only
marking which attests the conformity of the
product with the applicable requirements
of the relevant Community harmonisation
legislation providing for its affixing. [...]

Self-assessment is not a
lower level assurance of
conformity but equal to 3™
party assessment

Via the NLF a framework of
In-house test labs etc. is
available that should be
eligible to be used for
cybersecurity as well

“Toolbox” from NLF is well
established and well proven

“Toolbox” of what is applied in the EU New Legislative Framework (NLF)
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Risk Management instead of Assurance Levels
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one-dimentisonal approach clearly prioritised risk management instead
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Voluntary - Mandatory

the Regulation is about voluntary
® certification only this should be very
I f clear and use in mandatory contexts
(Union Acts) should be excluded

the Regulation may be envisaging
mandatory cybersecurity certification

O
this constitutes a market access
requirement and therefore
the New Legislative Framework /| New
Approach should be applied
double certification — one process for

a n d NLF regulation, one for cybersecurity
certification - should be avoided
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