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ExMC(Melbourne/ExTAG/Chairman)05


Report to ExMC on the ExTAG Meeting on 1 September 2009
Requests for ExMC action are highlighted in the text
Following an excellent training day on 31 August, the ExTAG group met to consider a lengthy agenda on 1 September.  (A report on the training day is available as a separate green paper.)  The ExCB and ExTL representatives were joined by observers from ExMC for the majority of the meeting.
The chairman was pleased to report that many of the action items from the Paris meeting had been closed and that all other items had the prospect of being closed during appropriate agenda items of this meeting.

In accordance with Clause 9.1.11 of the IECEx Scheme Basic Rules (IECEx 01) the current ExTAG Secretary Michel Brenon is due to retire, but is eligible for re-election. Mr Brenon has expressed his willingness to serve a further 5 year term.  Following a call for additional nominations, none were received, but there were a number of messages in support of the re-appointment of M. Brenon.  Accordingly, ExTAG formally requests ExMC to approve its nomination of M. Brenon to act as ExTAG Secretary fro a further five years.
ExTAG reviewed the activity in all its working groups and the following are highlighted:
WG1 presented an update of OD 012 as a green paper, concerning the preparation of ExTRs, and following 1 month circulation the chairman and secretary will confirm publication in association with the convenor.

WG3 has been working hard on a new edition of OD 017, in respect of drawing requirements for certification purposes.  However, before circulating the latest draft, the WG sought advice from ExTAG on how ExCBs currently handle the conformity assessment aspects of IEC 60079-0 clause 30, related to the provision of instruction documents.  In a tour-de-table, it was revealed that practices vary considerably regarding the control applied to the instructions but that all ExCBs do receive and review at least that part of the instructions relevant to clause 30.  The WG convenor has noted the information and the WG will issue a separate paper on that subject but will, in the meantime, pass the revised OD 017 (minus the information related to clause 30) forward for publication following a I month circulation for comment.
WG6 brought forward draft documents related to the testing of equipment “at other locations”.  In an introduction to the subject, the chairman advised ExTG that the ExMC decision on the paper from Brazil (ExMC/558/CD) could impact on this discussion.  ExTAG wishes to advise ExMC that it believes that manufacturers’ laboratories should not be eligible for ExTL status.

In the discussion, it became apparent that the differing views on the proposal are, in part, being driven by national legislation regarding the acceptance of test information provided by a manufacturer.  It was considered that it may be necessary to proceed on the basis that some forms of testing may be acceptable to IECEx but that it should be made overt that not all countries may be able to accept such ExTRs, leaving the choice to the user of the IECEx Product Certification Scheme.
WG6 will revise the documents in the light of the discussion and ExTAG requests that the document then be circulated to ExMC for comment as well as ExTAG in order to allow proper feedback from manufacturers and users, who may wish to express views on the subject.   Two month circulation is foreseen.
WG10 has been considering aspects of Proficiency Testing.  PTB have volunteered to lead the project and have proposed three detailed projects involving Ex d pressure determination, Ex i spark testing and Ex e motor thermal testing.  Following input from ExTAG it was agreed that there should also be an initial simple project involving commercially available Ex d enclosures, in order to start the project quickly and at reasonable cost.  ExTAG also agreed that all ExTLs will be involved in future rounds of proficiency testing.
ExTAG considered the work on existing draft Decision Sheets and on proposed new Decision Sheets.  The following documents are highlighted:

Revision of DS 2006/002.  The proposal had been to allow unspecified Ex Components (such as spigot cable glands) to be incorporated into equipment.  The discussion came to the conclusion that such a matter is outside the competency of ExTAG as effectively it would require a major amendment to the standards to allow such components to be classified as equipment rather than as components.
Soldered joints for Ex e equipment to IEC 60079-7.  Following circulation of a questionnaire, it became apparent that many different interpretations of the requirements are possible.  The problem is firmly in the court of the Maintenance Team for IEC 60079-7 and they will be requested to consider the problem and issue an Interpretation Sheet.  In the interim, it was agreed that a Decision Sheet was essential and the principles presented in the summary section of the collated comments document will be re-presented as a formal Decision Sheet which will also include examples of acceptable and unacceptable forms of construction.
The Maintenance Team for IEC 60079-11 considered all existing Decision Sheets relating to their standard during meetings earlier this year.  Their recommendations for withdrawal or confirmation for the individual sheets were accepted.  Two other Decision Sheets were reviewed as part of the normal five year cycle and were also confirmed.

A paper was presented to initiate discussions on how to handle certification of products containing components which had Ex Component Certification to earlier editions.

It was recognised that, as the scheme develops, this is likely to become more of a problem.  After considerable discussion, consensus was obtained that it would be necessary to “revalidate” any such component in the context of its use.  It was anticipated that the market would apply pressure to manufacturers of components to keep their certification up to date, thus making the use of the component easier for their customers.  ExMC is asked to consider the need for a working group on this topic as it clearly impinges on manufacturers and users.
In the Closed Session of ExTAG, one of the topics discussed was considered to need referring  to ExMC for information and confirmation of the proposed action:
Concern was expressed that there had been at least one instance of an ExCB who had created an ExTL refusing to answer legitimate questions from another ExCB who had received the ExTR in pursuit of national certification.  Not only had there been no response at all for a protracted period (despite repeating the questions) but the response, when it came, did not actually answer any of the questions.  The Scheme relies on the member bodies being able to communicate with each other to resolve any queries that may arise.  To ask a question does not necessarily imply that the report is being challenged.  However, non-response does bring the credibility of the report into doubt.  Chris Agius outlined a path whereby the receiving ExCB, if unsatisfied with the timeliness or manner of a response, should contact the Secretariat.  If the Secretariat could not resolve the problem, the Officers would be invited to consider the issues involved and would be able to take appropriate action which might include calling a number of ExTRs for review or instigating a reassessment visit.  In any event, such incidents would be logged and details made available to the assessors at the next reassessment.  ExMC are asked to note and support the proposed actions.
ExTAG anticipates meeting next year in conjunction with ExMC and is pleased to accept the invitation to meet in Berlin.
ExTAG records its thanks to the Australian hosts of the meeting for provision of excellent meeting facilities which enhanced the operation of the meeting.

Ron Sinclair

Chair ExTAG
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