
 

 

LYMEC 2020 Autumn Congress  

Statutory changes - Explanatory note for members 
 

 

Background:  

 

The LYMEC Bureau initiated a reform of the statutes of the organisation in July 2020 for the 

following reasons:  

1) Certain aspects of the rules had to be adjusted to the realities of practices developed 

over the years and make sure they are reflected in the statutes.  

2) A new regulation in Belgium placed the Belgian based non-for profit sector in the 

new codes of societies and associations. The former law from 1921 which was the 

legal basis for our statutes was therefore completely updated.  

 

Bureau proposals for changes:  

 

- Article 3, point 3:  

The Bureau decided not to mention the name of the group in the European Parliament, 

to avoid changing our statutes again if the name of the Group changes. The proposal is 

therefore to avoid the inclusion of “Renew Europe” name and instead refer to the 

parliamentary group in the EP.  

 

- Article 3, point 6:  

It is suggested to add the concept of topical working groups in our statutes. As they 

stand currently, our statutes make a mention only of the ELSN working group, but 

nothing on other policy working groups. While the rules concerning working groups 

are dealt within the Congress rules provisions, for clarity we should provide the link 

between the two and mention the working groups under the “topical working groups” 

label. 

- In addition to that, individual members in student age or focused on student matters 

should also be provided with the same right to join the ELSN, that’s why we propose 

to explicitly mention them.  

 

- Article 10:  

This article was mentioning that the membership for IMS lasts 1 year, we propose to 

correct this inconsistency since there are in reality 3 types of memberships in LYMEC 

for Individual members (1, 5 and lifetime memberships).  



 

- Article 10 under the payment plans and MO fee reduction parts:  

a) As a matter of fairness associate member organisations should also be provided 

with the opportunity to ask for reduced membership fee and debt reduction as a 

way to avoid an accumulation of debt in times of hardship, especially given that 

most of the associate MOs are often new. The decision to accept the request of 

course lies with the Congress. 

b) Organisations applying for a reduction of the MO fee should not be limited to 

do it at the Spring Congress only, the proposal is that they could apply for it at 

both Spring and Autumn Congresses if need be.  

 

- Title III, point 1:  

The Bureau wishes to formalise the Ombudspersons of the association, as 

institutionalised by the Equality and Diversity plan adopted at the London Congress 

last year. By making it clear and transparent in our statutes, we increase the visibility 

of this new body to the members/persons in need. The article related to this is Article 

31.  

 

- Article 13:  

Adding the power of submitting a proposal to Congress to the Bureau reflects an already 

ongoing practice. It is often the case that the Bureau submits a proposal (to change the 

order of business, add an item on the agenda for example), and implicitly this is also 

provided for in the Congress rules. This addition just provides for more clarity and 

coherence.  

 

- Article 30, point 3:  

The Bureau decided to add the option to put forward a motion of no confidence on one 

or several of its members if need be. The Congress should decide on 2/3 majority of its 

members present and represented. The proposal should be motivated. 

 

- Article 27, point 2:  

The Bureau wishes to reflect the reality of the functions of the Vice-President and 

specify that she/he also supervises the execution of tasks of the Bureau members. 

- Article 27, point 5, paragraph 5:  

The Bureau noticed that associate members’ representatives can’t apply for the position 

of Secretary General, as a matter of fairness, all organisations should be given this 

option.  

 

 

 



 

Changes related to the new regulation:  

 

As you will see through the statutes, there are many changes on the form, how chapters are 

organised and the numbers of the articles in general.  

Many articles were added since the new legislation requires more information and details on 

how the main bodies of the association operate, how membership is defined, managed and how 

the termination processes works. Some additional legal provisions were also included.   

The new legislation also introduced a set of new concepts that weren’t mandatory parts of the 

statutes in the past (example - reference to the internal work regulation).  

 

Main changes:  

 

- Article 1:  

The reference to the old legislation is not necessary anymore and reference to the new 

legislation comes at the end of the statutes (Article 42) - the new wording is “Code of 

companies and associations”. 

  

- Article 9, point 2:  

In light of the new legislation, the right of disaffiliation of an organisation but also an individual 

member has to be in the hands of the Congress. The Bureau can’t terminate the membership of 

an IMS. This in any case happens with a ⅔ majority in the Congress. 

  

- Both Title III and Title IV are going more into details on how the organisation is 

working and how the Congress and the Bureau as main bodies function. Regarding the 

Congress, previously we would refer to the Congress rules but more had to be specified 

now.  

 

- Article 32 and 34:  

They both had to be added in order to respectively specify the sources of funding and the 

processes around the internal work regulation.  

 

- Article 42 points to the new parts of the legislation while article 43, 44 and 45 were 

added.  


