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Introduction

This document  contains  a report of the Joint meeting of Working Groups, WG 1 and WG 5 held on 18 and 19 October 2002, Seoul.

Recommendations from the meeting are contained in this report and are submitted for consideration by the IECEx Management Committee, ExMC
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Report of Joint meeting of Working Groups, WG 1 and WG 5

Friday 18 and Saturday 19 October, 2002

Seoul, Korea

Introduction

WG1 was formed by the IECEx Management Committee, ExMC to review the IECEx Scheme rules, in light of experience gained with operation of the scheme at the early stages.

During the Bern 2001 ExMC meeting, WG1 was given the task of progressing with this revision and propose changes that would facilitate the issue of an  IECEx Certificate of Conformity.

WG1 held a 2 day meeting on 25+26 April 2002, in Geneva (ExMC/122/RM - meeting report).  Following this meeting a concept proposal, ExMC/123/CD, was issued to ExMC members, proposing removal of the Transitional Stage thereby facilitating an immediate move to Full participation in the IECEx Scheme by all Members and a proposal for WG1 to prepare a revised set of IECEx Scheme Rules to facilitate this.  

With acceptance from ExMC members, work commenced on drafting a revised set of IECEx Scheme rules,  taking into account comments received from some Members on document ExMC/123/CD, with Document ExMC/129/CD (proposed revision of IECEx 02) issued to members for comment. 

Comments received from ExMC members are detailed in ExMC/149/CC and were considered at the 18+19 October 2002 Seoul meeting of WG1+WG5.

WG 5 was established to prepare requirements for the assessment of manufacturers Ex quality system and has based its work on previous work conducted for the assessment of Ex manufacturers quality systems under the ATEX Directive.  

During the Bern 2001 ExMC meeting Document ExMC/103/CD was approved for issue on the basis of WG 5 recommendations contained in ExMC(Bern/WG5)03, accepted during the ExMC 2001 Bern meeting.

Operational Document OD 005 has now been issued. 

During the Bern 2001 meeting, WG5 tabled a guideline document ExMC(Bern/WG5)04 for consideration with the meeting agreeing for WG5 to progress this document, giving time for members to submit comments.  Document ExMC/130/CD has since been issued, with WG5 giving consideration to this document, during the 18+19 October 2002 Seoul WG1+WG5 meeting.

The decision to combine the meetings of WG 1 and WG 5 was taken on the following basis:

· The Convener of WG1 and WG5 is the same

· There is a large portion of common membership

· The current tasks of WG1 and WG5 both relate to the revision of the Scheme rules 

The outcome of deliberations from the meeting along with recommendations are detailed below.

Details of the meeting

The meeting was held at the Sofitel Ambassador Seoul, Korea with experts from the following countries participating:

· Australia, Mr Wigg and Mr Munro (TC 31 Chairman)

· Canada, Mr Gryn (A/Chairman IECEx), Mr Smith

· China, Mr Zhang Wei, Mr Xu Zengde (day 1)

· France, Mr Brenon (ExTAG Secretary) day 2

· Germany, Dr Klausmeyer, Dr Klotz-Engmann (day 2)

· Great Britain, Mr Ogden

· Switzerland, Mr Berger (IECEx Treasurer)

· United States, Mr McManama, Mr Olsen

The meeting was convened by the ExMC Secretary, Mr Agius, commencing at 0900 and concluding at 1300 on day 1 (to participate in the KR industry seminar) and concluding at 1730 on day 2.

Summary of discussions and recommendations arising from the meeting

The following items provide a summary of the discussions, during the joint WG1/WG5 meeting along with recommendations for consideration by ExMC:

A
Discussion and Recommendations concerning ExMC/129/CD and ExMC/149/CC

During initial discussions, members noted that while the IECEx Scheme has many positive aspects, eg growing membership, single international assessment process utilizing peer assessment and credibility for the Scheme’s conformity assessment results, one area seen as a deficiency, by the market, is that the vast majority of operating ACBs cannot issue an IECEx Certificate of Conformity (CoC), under the current rules.

The meeting also noted that due to the increased use of IEC Standards covering the Ex field, there is now a strong demand for the provision of an IECEx Certificate that allows for the demands of the regulatory framework that operates in the various member countries. 

At the conclusion of discussions on both ExMC/129/CD and ExMC/149/CC the meeting agreed to a number of proposals detailed below, these include responses to the comments detailed in ExMC/149/CC.

List of Comments contained in ExMC/149/CC with responses from WG1/WG5 Seoul 2002 meeting

	National Committee
	Clause/ Subclause
	Paragraph Figure/ Table
	Type of comment (General/ Technical/

Editorial)
	COMMENTS
	Proposed change
	Recommendations of WG1+WG5

Meeting

	AU
	
	
	
	Australia supports the general aspects of the proposed revision of IECEx 02, especially the immediate provision of an IECEx CoC; however, we have some concerns regarding specific aspects which will be raised at the WG1/WG5 meeting in Seoul


	
	Refer to “Further recommendations of the Meeting”

	NO
	Overview
	Flowchart
	Technical
	ACB 1 issues:

(Copy of CoC and ATR+QAR details to ExMC Secretary)

We understand issue of CoC; all details of ATR+QAR could mean a lot of reports and drawings. Is this necessary and for what purpose? 


	
	Agree with NO comment and propose the development of further operational document for guidance.

Initial thoughts that only front page of ATR and QAR are provided.

	NO
	3.9
	ATR 
	Techn.
	is a document issued by an ACB. 

Acc. to cl. 8.2.1 also ExTL can issue an ATR. Shall this report be more detailed than 3XX


	
	This is an incorrect statement as ACB can only issue ATR

	NO
	3.XX
	Evaluation record
	Techn
	What is the difference between this record and the ATR?


	
	WG1 advises that an ER is part of an ATR which also includes a checklist (section1) 

No change necessary



	NO
	5.1
	2nd last sentence
	Techn
	Manufacturers holding certificates of conformity may affix…


	We suggest to replace may with shall 
	To be revisited when an IECEx Mark is available

	NO
	8.2.1
	
	Techn/

editorial
	In this clause ExTL can also issue ATR, this does not correspond with 3.9. 


	
	Refer to WG1 comment 3  below

	RU


	8.2.4 
	
	
	it is necessary to describe more precisely that ATR shall include evaluation record


	
	Detail for operational document

	RU
	5.5
	
	
	to remove the second sentence in the 1st paragraph.


	
	Agree with modified 1st sentence


Additional Comments and Recomendations from the WG 1/WG5 Meeting 18+19 October 2002 

meeting, concerning ExMC/129/CD

1. The meeting fully endorsed the concept that an IECEx Certificate of Conformity be issued once both product testing and assessment of the manufacturer’s Ex quality system have successfully been assessed.  Therefore the meeting proposes the retention of this concept.

Reason:  To ensure that the integrity of the scheme is maintained  and to promote confidence in the scheme by regulators and Ex equipment users

2. The term ATR be replaced with ExTR (Ex Test Report)

3. The term ACB be replaced with ExCB (Ex Certification Body)

Reason:  To align with basic terminology of ISO/IEC Guides and clearly demonstrate the specialised nature of the Ex field.

4. To permit the issue of an IECEx, ExTR without an IECEx Certificate of Conformity.  However such ExTR shall be endorsed by the ExCB

Reason:  To provide flexibility within the Scheme

5. An Operational Document be prepared to detail the specific requirements for the completion and issue of an IECEx CoC, eg how the listing of countries whose national differences are covered by testing IECEx CoC demonstrates full compliance with the specified IEC Standard and may identify national differences. However, further consideration is required and may necessitate inclusion in an operational docuement
Reason:  The Scheme Rules must be supported by adequate operational documents as has been the practice to date.

6. The meeting considered a concern regarding the loss of reciprocity with the removal of Clause 5.4 from the current IECEx 02 and agreed for AU to table this concern at the ExMC on the basis that there was no resolution at the meeting
7. ExMC to consider a revision of the IECEx Assessment Procedures for the acceptance of ExTLs and ACBs to include a review of issued ATRs in the surveillance of ACBs and ExTLs
Reason:  A concern was identified regarding the fact that under these new arrangements an ACB may issue an IECEx CoC without a review of the ATR by another ACB.  

8. ExMC pursue the availability of a dedicated IECEx Mark of Conformity which is distinctive to any other Conformity Assessment Mark that IEC may develop
Reason:  The availability of an IECEx Mark of conformity has been part of the rules since the scheme commenced.  An individual Ex mark is required so as to be very clear that the certification covers the Ex aspects only.  The use of separate marks for Ex has been a long standing practice in may countries.

9. Remove the detailed requirements for assessment and surveillance of manufacturer’s Ex quality system from ExMC/129/CD and replace with appropriate references to OD 005 (quality system requirements) and ExMC/130/CD (guidelines document)

Reason  To eliminate conflict between rules document and operational document

10. In light of proposal 2 + 3 above, reword ExMC/129/CD to show that an ExTL may also conducts assessment, eg Clause 11.2 and 3.14

Reason:  ISO/IEC 17025 now recognises that testing also covers assessment.

11.  Work be done to develop an operational document dealing with use of e.g. witness testing within the IECEx Scheme, noting work conducted within the CB Scheme

Reason:  To ensure a consistent approach throughout the scheme

12.  Amend Clause 9.7 of ExMC/129/CD to require justification where re-testing may be requested as part of the surveillance of an Ex manufacturer

Reason  To ensure that there is no confusion among the IECEx CoC issuing bodies

B
Discussion and Recommendations concerning ExMC/130/CD

The WG1/WG5 meeting considered document ExMC/130/CD with the general consensus that while this document requires some further work, it should be supported as a guidance document that would used by ACBs as reference when conducting assessments of manufacturers Ex quality system.

However, the meeting recommends the following to the document:

1. To further emphasize the technical level of the quality assessment, egg focus on technical requirements as detailed in OD 005 and the Ex technical competence of the auditor.

Reason  The issuing of an IECEx CoC is based on a verification that the manufacturer has the capability to produce an Ex product that consistently meets the requirements of the specified IEC standard.  Therefore the assessment must be more technically oriented.  In addition, while the document refers to the possibility that an Ex expert may need to be part of an audit team, the reality is that most audit teams will be made up of 1 person and therefore the meeting feels that this person must  have necessary Ex expertise. 

2. Split the document in order to separate the mandatory and non-mandatory requirements, eg, the requirements for reporting on results should be mandatory but the size, composition and duration of the audit is a matter to be dealt with on a case by case basis.

Reason   The current document may cause confusion over what is mandatory and what is guidance.

3. An editorial review needs to be done to ensure correct terminology is used, eg “notification” needs to be deleted.

***End of report***

