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INTRODUCTION
This document contains the draft report of topics to be dealt with during the ExTAG Day Training Workshop.

Attendance by representatives of  most of all IECEx CBs and ExTLs showed the interest for the workshop. 

Some Experts from Government and Industry have been  welcomed to attend as Observers.

Discussion between presenter and audience was meant to achieve a greater level of understanding and confidence that adds to the consistent application of IECEx rules by all IECEx Bodies. 

	Visiting address:

286 Sussex Street

Sydney NSW 2000

Australia
	Contact Details for ExTAG:

E-mail: michel.brenon@lcie.fr

http://www.iecex.com



Draft Report 

IECEx ExTAG Training Workshop 

7 October 2003, Budapest Hungary

1) Introduction by Workshop Chairman (Wolf Dill – ExTAG Chairman)
The Chairman of the ExTag, Wolf Dill, briefly  welcomed   delegates and thanked warmly the host, Mr Janos Hanko from BKI.

Mr Janos Hanko  officially opened the ExTag meeting.

2) Presentation of new IECEx Rules and related Operational Documents, by IECEx Secretary, C Agius, with discussion on:-
(see  relevant presentation, available on the IECEx website)
-New IECEx 02 

Report is made by Chris Agius , ExMC secretary, to the audience.

Main points are noted such as:

What is IECEx Scheme?

Why an IECEx Scheme?

Basic terms  definition

Main changes  brought to the new documents

Core elements of IECEx Certification

-Operational Documents are noted :

OD 001 IECEx membership + applicant bodies

OD 003 IECEx Assessment procedure of ExCB and ExTLs

OD 005 IECEx System requirements for Manufacturers

OD 006 IECEx Assessment report for assessment

OD 007 IECEx Assessment checklist

OD 008 exchange of info between ExNB and IECEx

OD 009 IECEx operations manual is presented in detail

Question concerning extension of QAR is raised in relation to addition of new product in a range of products e.g. : Ex Motors.  

From a short discussion, it seems that the body that has performed the  actual audit is in the best position to appreciate if a complementary audit is necessary. This should be possibly discussed with the body endorsing the QAR. 

To be discussed. 

Components issue is raised by Paul Kelly /UL. It seems that this issue should be specifically addressed. 

To be discussed.

OD 010 Guidance for preparation of IECEx Test Report

OD 011 part 1 and Part 2 Guidance on use of the IECEx Internet based “on line CoC”

IECEX “ON-LINE” CoC  was developed right away after IECEx in Seoul with the help of the Central Office. Use of this tool is  presented on line  to the audience.

Observation from John Rennie/ USA : The name of the bodies involved in the auditing and the testing  are not mentioned on the certificate, would it be possible to take these features into account?

Possible in principle  : To be discussed. 

Which countries are accepting the certificates  direct to market (Rolf Hoel/Nemko)?

A part of the answer  lays with the members. From the promotion campaign, around IECEx, some countries not yet members are ready to accept these certificates.

Ron Sinclair/Baseefa 2001  :  Would “cut  and paste” from applications be possible, in order to avoid retyping information?  

HTML insertion should be possible.

3) Compilation and Completion of IECEx Test Reports, ExTRs by Peter Smith, with focus on 
(see  relevant presentation, available on the IECEx website)
-The generation of IECEx Test Reports

It is reminded that ExTR will be , also, used for National recognition.

Structure of ExTR is presented in detail.

Note :All sheets should be presented in an ExTR format, but there could be

relaxation e.g. :  applicable to “IS”, as provisioned.



Issue concerning the reference to a certificate number in the  prototype

 plate is briefly dealt. It may not be practical to mention already the

 reference to the certificate that is attributed later by may be a different body

 : the one that is in charge of the CoC.

It is reminded that evaluation record is mandatory.

The actual correspondence between the evaluation record items and the testing report paragraphs is the responsibility of the ExCB.

Review of Appendixes is done. 

On this occasion, it is reminded that it is possible to create links between documents

Drawings endorsement process  as presently suggested  need  to be improved and may be left to the initiative of the ExTL.

Case of product lines  having  already obtained different test reports is raised . 

Should it be one EXTL  by products and standards  or one covering the line and how?

A clear need to avoid repetition of information is expressed by Ralph Wigg/Australia. Ways to be discussed.

Is it a possibility to reduce the number of pages in case of limited testing Botuk Jurek /ITACS ?

This issue would have to be dealt through the checklist tick boxes and unnecessary information should be avoided. 

Suggestion is made to use a more detailed section 1 instead.

To be discussed.

Suggestion is made to also use common font.

4) Practical issues concerning the receipt of ExTRs by ExCBs when issuing national certification/approval by Jim Munro, Case studies:
(see  relevant presentation, available on the IECEx website)

With an emphasis on the review of IECEx Test Reports by receiving IECEx CBs, contributions to this discussion from: 

– Jim Munro, Australia

– Mr Zhang Wei, China

– Kerry McManama, US

· Michel Brenon, Europe

· General Discussion for all ExTAG Members

40 ExTRs available issued by 8 ExCBs  

Responsibility of ExCB is reminded. Methodology is shortly presented. The situation of accepting body is examined e.g. : case of waived test. 
Possible but should be supported by sound engineering arguments.

If problem related to ExTR is persisting despite discussion with ExCB, contact the ExTAG secretary.

Typical errors , already met, are commented.

 e.g.: ….

Different interpretation.

No cover page, lack of justification in comments column in of section 1.

ACB review not completed.

No statement of compliance.

Signing of section 1 and 2 by the same person.

Reference to certificates such as ATEX in the ExTR for components.

Mismatch between section 1 and section 2 content.

Use of manufacturer’s testing without any evidence that it was witnessed.

….

5) Open discussion
Kelly Paul/UL : Would it be possible to have accepted test performed under more onerous conditions? 

Not exclude, but should be documented in a sound manner.

McNamana Kerry/ UL : The key areas are the  field of interpretations and non witness of testing at the manufacturer premises. This latter point  may be a problem for some regulators and therefore has to be addressed properly in order to favour the expansion of the Scheme.

pdf document or hardcopy ? what is requested. 

It is up to the individual  bodies.

It seems that apart of Australia, no report at the moment have  been received ExTRs

Munro Jim/TC 31 underlined that the Scheme is underpinned by the ExTRs

Reminder :Decision sheets are freely made available to the public. 

Some ExTR forms are made available  to the industry on the website.

Wolf Dill  ExTAG Chairman shared  some reflections with the audience :

There is a strong need to disclose clearly the use of manufacturer’s data in the ExTR.

It is the role of the auditing team to check the  actual used of physical test tools.  

The possibility to waive testing should be related to  the actual use of the testing equipment that allow to get the appropriate experience that could support the waiving.

If no decision of the ExTAG is existing.

Cost of filling the ExTR is not negligible and  different roots  have be explored to simplify the task.

Ian Cleare /UK : ExTR  more oriented product, e.g. .: motors, should be explored in order to simplify the reporting. No objection from the floor. Could be developed pragmatically by the members when needed.

The chairman of the ExTAG reminds that exist, at least, three neighbour fields that are not in IECEx  scope but that should not be forgotten by the participants :

General Electrical Safety, EMC and Performance.


These fields may be regulated by different authorities. A  brief summary of the situation in different areas is presented by some countries or group of countries:

USA (Kerry McManama/UL) :  

 GENERAL ELECTRICAL REQUIREMENTS (e.g.: ordinary location  regulation applies also to product in  non ordinary location) is, mainly compliance  to NEC. In detail  could be specific to a product and is to be done by a third party. 

EMC : FFC rules may be involved but not necessarily for industrial equipment. 

Specific regulation for mining (MSHA) is  covered by CFR. New regulation will allow to accept result from  third party certifying product with standards accepted as equivalent. To be published, soon. If standards are not equivalent deviations shall be covered.

PERFORMANCE  : requirement according to IEC 61508  seems not to be legally requested.

OSHA issues?

 OSHA has not yet adopted the IEC zone  concept. OSHA intended to come to this meeting, but could not do it at the very last minute.  

In January 2004,  OSHA should, normally,  recognize  the IEC zoning.

RUSSIA : 

Result of foreign test can only be accepted in presence of Russian representative.

The acceptance of IECEx certificates is, therefore,  under clarification.

Gostechenadzor approval is still needed in view of installation.

GENERAL ELECTRICAL SAFETY : equipment to be tested according to relevant  Russian standards. Test have to be done by an independent  Russian laboratory.

EMC  : Russian standards have to fulfilled.

Performance : no information is given at the moment.

KOREA :  

In Hazloc, only certified equipment have to certified by designated entities 

e.g. : KOSHA,KTL, KGS,  are designated bodies by the government.

No more mining activities , therefore no issues.  

No specific clarification available, at the moment,  on the other issues like Performance etc

CHINA  Mr Wang (CQST):  

IECE zone concept  is accepted.

 GENERAL ELECTRICAL SAFETY :

Chinese Standards  applies to general electrical safety

No information , yet , on the following subject:

EMC  and Performance.

CANADA: (Bill Shao/CSA)

GENERAL ELECTRICAL SAFETY : 

is oriented to fire hazards, shock and safety in use ( e.g.: mechanical)

Under mine is not CSA related, it is under federal jurisdiction.

No specific information is available at the moment on EMC and performance issues.

AUSTRALIA (Jurek Botiuk /ITACS) :

GENERAL ELECTRICAL  SAFETY  /

Requirement does not always apply on a mandatory basis. 

Product  submitted are listed by the regulator (Governments).

EMC :  Electrical equipment should satisfied EMC requirement based on a self declaration or testing  by competent laboratory  : local or overseas.

Performance : no information available at the moment.

EU (Michel Brenon/LCIE): 

EMC, LVD (Low voltage Directive) is based on manufacturer self declaration. Performance is not mandatory.

Other Directives,  less general, may apply : like Machinery Directive (that , in most of the cases do not request a third party)  or PED ( pressure equipment that request a third party)

Conclusion and recommendation

Complementary compliances are on the shoulder of the product : this needs not to be forgotten.

A written reporting  by each member, on these  issues, is recommended, in order to clarify the situation to the attention of the manufacturers. 

6) Closing  of the Workshop
Points to be discussed will be dealt  during the second ExTAG day held at Budapest.
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