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2005/06
	Voting response from ExMC Members

	Member
	Vote
	Comments

	(AU) Australia
	No
	Comments following as Annex A

	(CA) Canada
	Yes 
	Comments following as Annex A

	(CH) Switzerland
	NR
	

	(CN) China
	Yes
	

	(CZ) Czech Republic
	Yes
	

	(DE) Germany
	Yes
	Comments following as Annex A

	(DK) Denmark
	Yes
	

	(FI) Finland
	Yes
	

	(FR) France
	Yes
	Comments following as Annex A

	(GB) United Kingdom
	Yes 
	

	(HU) Hungary
	Yes
	

	(IT) Italy
	Yes
	

	(KR) Korea
	Yes
	

	(NL) Netherlands
	Yes
	

	(NO) Norway
	Yes
	

	(NZ) New Zealand
	Yes
	

	(RO) Romania
	Yes
	

	(RU) Russia
	Yes 
	Comments following as Annex A

	(SE) Sweden
	Yes
	

	(SG) Singapore
	Yes
	

	(SI) Slovenia
	Yes
	

	(US) United States of America
	No
	Comments following as Annex A

	(YU) Serbia and Montenegro
	NR
	

	(ZA) South Africa
	Yes
	


	Members Voting: 24
	Members in favour: 20

Members against: 2



	
	Final Decision: Approved according to the voting rules of IECEx0. Comments, however, will be considered during the ExMC Buxton 2005 Meeting

Status on: 




Vote: Do the members of the ExMC Scheme agree on the acceptance of document ExMC/238/DV:  Draft Rules of Procedure (IECEx Scheme), Publication IECEx 02?
 = In favour 

N = Against       NR = Not returned

Annex A
	Comment

No
	National Committee
	Clause/ Subclause
	Paragraph Figure/ Table
	Type of comment (General/ Technical/Editorial
	COMMENTS
	Proposed change
	OBSERVATIONS OF THE SECRETARIAT
on each comment submitted

	1
	FR
	
	Overall
	
	French concerns:

The reason is that in line with the CAB the French National Committee is against the mutiplication of the Schemes.

In our view there should be only one IECEx Scheme dealing with different applications or services :

 e.g. : Certification of Ex equipment,  Certification of Ex repair shop, ..., etc
	
	In noting the concerns of the French National Committee IECEx is in fact one Scheme with multiple service offerings and understand that this may be confused as separate Schemes which may raise concern over duplication of administration and hence additional costs.

As this is clearly not the case, the Secretariat would support the French National Committee in providing clarity to the situation by a slight change to the title of both Documents to reflect "one Scheme with separate service offerings" by removing references to individual Schemes, therefore changing the titles to read as follows.

IECEx 02 (ExMC/238/DV):

IEC Scheme for Certification to Standards relating to Equipment for use in Explosive Atmospheres - IECEx 02 - Equipment Certification covering equipment for use in explosive atmospheres, (Rules of Procedure)

IECEx 03 (ExMC/230/DV):

IEC Scheme for Certification to Standards relating to Equipment for use in Explosive Atmospheres - IECEx 03 - Certified Service Facilities covering repair and overhaul of Ex equipment, (Rules of Procedure

	2
	AU
	
	
	Editorial
	Title should read: ‘IEC Ex02 – IEC Ex Equipment Certification Scheme for equipment for use in explosive atmospheres.
	
	Noted

	3
	AU
	
	
	Technical
	The rules of procedure do not give enough detail on the procedure to be adopted when the ExCB is issuing a CoC but they are NOT the same ExCB who issued the QAR.
	
	Noting that OD 009 and other supporting documents are available, recommend discussion by ExMC

	4
	AU
	
	
	Technical
	The main point of concern is the removal of the requirement to list drawings on the CoC. Some of the drawings submitted as part of the testing and assessment are essential for the installation, maintenance, overhaul and repair, this need to be identified and included on the CoC so that an end-user has a single point of reference to gather information to provide for life-cycle activities. There are two options for drawings:

· List all drawings on the CoC

List all drawings on the Ex TR and only those drawings that the manufacturer and /or CB nominates as being essential information for installation, maintenance, overhaul and repair on the CoC.
	
	For discussion by ExMC

	5
	AU
	
	INTRODUCTION

Para 1, 

Sent. 2
	Editorial
	Use of words ‘differing’ and ‘else’ needs review
	Change sentence to ‘It caters for countries whose national standards .... of the IEC or are very close to ...
	Noted

	6
	AU
	
	INTRODUCTION

IECEx Options
	Editorial
	Change ‘Certified Equipment’ 
	Change to ‘Equipment Certification’
	Noted

	7
	US
	Introduction
	
	General
	The introduction (and title to the document) redefines what used to be a single IECEx Scheme into multiple IECEx Schemes -- an IECEx Equipment Certification Scheme and an IECEx Certified Service Facilities (with others possibly to follow).  It then houses these multiple IECEx Schemes under a new term called the IECEx Framework.  Such an approach has the real potential to cause confusion in industry.  
	It is proposed that there be a single use of the term “Scheme” (i.e. the IECEx Scheme), under which multiple "programs" exist -- such as for Equipment Certification and Certified Service Facilities.
	See response to FR comment 1 above

	8
	US
	Introduction
	
	Editorial
	
	Change ‘IECEx Certified Equipment’ to ‘IECEx Equipment Certification’ in 3rd and 5th paragraphs
	Noted

	9
	US
	Introduction
	Procedure Chart 1
	General
	Now that there are 3 separate charts, each chart could be more clear and detailed in the process it is outlining.
	Remove ‘To ExCB associated with ExTL’ and ‘ExTL y issues completed ExTR to ExCB x’ boxes.  Add ‘ExTR acceptable?’ decision box after ‘ExCB Reviews, endorses and issues ExTR’ with YES to next box and NO to 2nd box from top of chart.  Change ‘ExTL x issues completed ExTR to ExCB x’ box to ‘EXTL issues completed ExTR to ExCB’.


	Refer to WG1

	10
	US
	Introduction
	Procedure Chart 2
	General
	Now that there are 3 separate charts, each chart could be more clear and detailed in the process it is outlining.
	Add ‘ExTR acceptable?’ decision box with YES to next box and NO to 2nd box from top of chart.  Correct spelling on ‘completed’ in 3rd box.
	Refer to WG1

	11
	US
	Introduction
	Procedure Chart 3
	General
	Now that there are 3 separate charts, each chart could be more clear and detailed in the process it is outlining.
	Add ‘Audit acceptable?’ decision box between 2nd and 3rd boxes with YES to 3rd box and NO to 2nd box.
	Refer to WG1

	12
	AU
	
	Page 6 - Flowchart
	
	Flowchart not required if it is made clear that Ex CB and Ex TL association can be either Ex CB and Ex TL are independent bodies within the one organization or independent organizations.


	
	Refer to WG1

	13
	AU
	
	Page 7 flowchart
	General
	Two occurrences of ‘issue of ExTR’. Introduction of ‘IECEx TR’ suggests that it is different from an ExTR, also not defined.
	Change box 4 from top to read ‘ExCB reviews and endorses ExTR’.

Change last box to read ‘ExCB issues ExTR to the applicant.’
	Refer to WG1

	14
	AU
	
	Page 7 flowchart
	Editorial
	Word ‘completed’ misspelt 
	correct spelling
	Noted

	15
	AU
	
	Page 8 flowchart
	General
	Flowchart is not consistent with ‘Procedure for the issuing of an IECEx Test Report (ExTR)’ as it does not refer to endorsement of the QAR per clause 9.7 and the publishing of summary is missing from the ExTR flowchart. 
	Box 4 – the text is this box should be removed and replaced with ‘ExCB reviews and endorses the QAR’.
	Refer to WG1

	16
	DE
	Introduction
	Flowcharts
	
	Add an ExTL y to  “Procedure for the issuing of an IECEx Test Report” also.
	Proposal see attachment 
	Refer to WG1

	17
	RU
	
	Flowcharts
	
	Page 6, Procedure for the issuing of an IECEx Certificate of Conformity (ExСoС)

Page 7, Procedure for the issuing of an IECEx Test Report (ExTR)

Page 8,  Procedure for the issuing of an IECEx  QAR (ExQAR)

	We suggest to transfer these block diagrams to an Annex with the wording given below:

2. Section  3

- To bring to conformity with  IEC60050-426, Ed. 2.0

- To introduce a term of  «Ех-standard» and   give its definition

- To introduce a term of «Ех-standard used in IECEx Scheme» and give its definition
	Refer to WG1

	18
	AU
	2
	
	Suggestion
	The year of publication for ISO/IEC 17025 is not current
	The year should be changed to 2005.
	Noted

	19
	US
	3.1
	
	General
	Definition only indicates that Scheme covers equipment for use in explosive atmospheres.  What about equipment located outside the explosive atmosphere with extensions into the atmosphere?  
	It is proposed that it be revised to read "...for use in or relating to …”
	Refer to WG1, then for discussion by ExMC

	20
	AU
	3.2
	
	Suggestion
	Definition to be taken from the 2004 edition of IEC 60079-0 as it does not only refer to gas
	Change to ‘type of protection’, 

use the definition as per IEC 60079-0:2004 and 

change the year to 2004.
	Refer to WG1

	21
	DE


	3.2
	
	Editorial
	Change the issue date of IEC 60079-0
	[IEC 60079-0: 2000 4]


	Refer to WG1

	22
	RU
	3.7
	
	
	
	To add  “Ex” to abbreviations of the terms (ExCoC and ExQAR) and make changes throughout the text
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meetings

	23
	US
	3.8
	
	General
	
	USNC/IECEx continues to support and encourages resolution.
	Noted

	24
	RU
	3.10
	
	
	
	To add  “Ex” to abbreviations of the terms (ExCoC and ExQAR) and make changes throughout the text
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meetings

	25
	CA
	3.15
	
	
	The change in the wording of this definition proposes a very significant change to the Scheme. (“…at least one ExCB…”)

The concept of an ExTL working with more than one ExCB needs focused discussion and an informed ExMC decision. 

We request that this proposed change put on hold until discussed and approved at the next EXMC meeting.
	
	For discussion by ExMC, noting previous ExMC decision to allow one ExTL to work with more than one ExCB.  



	26
	US
	3.16 Note 2
	
	General
	Current text could be misinterpreted to consider national safety requirements that address issues such as EMC, risk of fire and electric shock, etc. as national differences.
	Revise "Note" as follows...  

2   Those restrictive requirements in a national standard that address risk of explosion issues (i.e. other than general safety requirements that address risks such as fire, electric shock and personal injury), which do not deviate from the criteria included in the corresponding standard accepted for use in the IECEx Scheme, but which limit the possibility to offer the relevant equipment for sale in the country concerned, are also considered to be national differences.
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meetings

	27
	RU
	3.17
	
	
	
	«the manufacturer or a person which acts on behalf of the manufacturer  and applies to an Ex Certification Body for btaining an ExCoC, ExTR or ExQAR.


	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meetings

	28
	US
	3.18
	
	General
	Definition needs to distinguish between the name and location of the company that is manufacturing the product, and the name and location of the company that is to appear on the CoC.  
	Propose to add a new term "Listee" defined as the "firm or organization, situated at a stated location, that is indicated on the CoC".  Then further propose to revise references throughout doc to distinguish when manufacturer is meant and when Listee is meant (such as in 8.1.3).
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meetings

	29
	AU
	3.19
	
	Editorial
	The Bulletin does not give detailed technical and procedural information about the Scheme. 
	Change description to ‘bulletin, ....Committee, containing detailed information on national differences.’
	Noted

	30
	AU
	4
	Last sentence
	Editorial
	
	Change ‘IECEx TR’ to ExTR or IECEx ExTR
	Noted

	31
	US
	5.1
	
	Editorial
	
	3rd sentence.  Change ‘obtained from’ to ‘issued by’.
	Noted

	32
	CA
	5.5
	
	
	Remove the additional text:  “Where relevant competence of the issuing body has been identified by the ExCB of the accepting country,”.

This wording implies that that the accepting ExCB needs to first recognize the competence of the issuing ExCB before accepting the evaluation to declared national differences.  That defies the basic concept of an international scheme
	
	Supported by the Secretariat

Refer to WG1 and ExMC meetings

	33
	US
	7.4
	
	Technical
	There is no requirement for how soon after revisions are made to national differences that a member country shall notify the ExMC.  
	Propose to require that notification be within 3 months of national adoption of revised national differences.
	Supported by the Secretariat

For discussion by ExMC

	34
	DE
	7.6
	1st paragraph
	Technical
	Existing text in IECEx ExMC/238/DV

In the event of a country’s ceasing to be a participating country, the ExCBs in that country shall lose the right to issue new IECEx CoCs or QARs and ExTRs. IECEx CoCs shall remain

valid for a period of 6 months following which they shall be cancelled.
	Change the existing text to the decision made in Brdo as follows.

In the event of a country’s ceasing to be a participating country, the ExCBs in that country shall lose the right to issue new IECEx CoCs, ExTRs and QARs. Issued IECEx CoCs and ExTRs shall remain valid  
	Agreed

	35
	US
	7.6
	
	General
	It is not clear how CoCs and QARs are cancelled.  


	Propose that QARs be maintained on website and a statement be added that cancellation of CoCs and QARs is demonstrated via removal from the website.
	It is the CoC that is cancelled and the On-Line system provides for thsiby the issuing ExCB.

	36
	AU
	8.1.1
	Last para
	Editorial
	This is better addressed in 9.8.
	Move the last para to 9.8.
	Noted

	37
	US
	8.1.1
	
	Technical
	(1) CoCs can be issued to the latest edition or one prior, but amendments must be to the latest edition.  This is inconsistent.  
(2) Also, how is the current edition determined?  
	(1) Propose to allow amendments to one edition prior.  

(2) Propose to clarify that the applicable latest edition is determined based on the issue date of the CoC.
	Supported 

Refer to WG1 and ExMC meetings

	38
	AU
	8.1.3
	
	Technical
	8.1.3 (IEC Ex Certificate of Conformity) – Contents

As a minimum the CoC should contain the following: 

a) Clear description of the equipment

b) Certificate holder.

c) Certificate number.

d) Manufacturer(s) name(s) and manufacturing location(s).

e) Standards and respective editions (issues) and amendments, to which product conformity has been verified.

f) Ex marking requirements (Type of protection, equipment group and temperature classification, where applicable and when required by the apparatus Standard, the Zone covered by the certificate.) 

g) Name of issuing CB.

h) Test Report/IECEx TR identification, including the Issuing Body.

i) Quality Assessment Report (QAR) identification.

j) Date of issue.

k) Drawings -    
Option 1 - List all drawings on the CoC 



Option 2 - those drawings that the manufacturer and /or CB nominates as being essential information for installation, maintenance, overhaul and repair.

l) Any conditions of safe use
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meetings

	39
	US
	8.1.3
	
	
	(1) CoC required to identify the supporting ExTR, but not supporting QAR.  This is inconsistent and can lead to confusion over the need for a QAR or the existence of a valid QAR in support of the CoC.

(2) Each CoC should also contain at least the IECEx Cert number
	(1) Propose to include identification of QAR as part of CoC.  (Note: Identification could be via link to QAR on IECEx website)

(2) Add “- IECEx Cert number”
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meetings

	40
	AU
	8.2
	
	Technical
	8.2 IEC Ex Test Report. 

IEC Ex 02 should provide a framework for the Ex MC to determine report content and structure. 

The Test Report needs to satisfy the following additional requirements as a minimum:

List of all drawings used in the assessment and testing. 

m) Shall record compliance or otherwise

n) Shall show reasons for compliance or otherwise

o) Shall show reasons for any “judgments” made (reasons for not doing a particular test). These reasons shall be descriptive and unambiguous.

p) Conditions for safe use and why

q) Identification of measuring instruments used

r) Identification of test personnel

NOTE:  Clause 8.2.2 is OK
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meetings

	41
	AU
	8.2.1
	Last sentence
	Editorial
	‘sheet’ misspelt
	correct spelling
	Noted

	42
	US
	8.2.1
	
	Editorial
	Typo
	"she" instead of "sheet" in last line.
	Noted

	43
	RU
	8.2.3
	
	
	
	To change as follows:

«ЕхMC shall develop the document detailing the requirements to the layout and content of ExTRs»
	Supported

	44
	DE
	8.2.4
	
	
	Existing text in IECEx ExMC/238/DV
ExTRs are intended to be issued in support along withof an IECEx QAR and IECEx CoC.

However, an An ExTR may be issued on it’s own without the issue of an IECEx CoC or QAR, providing the ExTR is endorsed by the ExCB associated with the ExTL. The ExTR, where they are in addition to the requirements to the IEC Standard, may include evaluation of the Ex

equipment for conformity with declared local and/or national differences, and may be used by

other ExCBs when issuing their own local and/or national certification.


	Change the existing text to the decision made in Brdo as follows

ExTRs are intended to be issued in supporting along with an  IECEx CoCs. An ExTR may be issued on it’s own without the issue of an IECEx CoC , providing the ExTR is endorsed by the ExCB associated with the ExTL. The ExTR may include evaluation of the Ex equipment for conformity with declared local and/or national differences, and may be used by other ExCBs when issuing local and/or national certification.
	Supported

	45
	RU
	8.2.4
	
	
	
	To exclude  reference to QAR
	Agreed

	46
	AU
	8.2.5
	
	General
	ExTRs are the basis for CoCs. As such, they are not transitory documents. 
	Delete the word ‘transitory’
	Agreed

	47
	RU
	8.3.1
	
	
	To make the following change:

instead of  «…characteristics that are covered  by the ExTR…» to put  «…by the Ex-standards requirements…»


	
	Do not support this as it is common that Ex characteristics of products are at a level higher than that specified by the Standard.

Refer to WG1 and ExMC meetings

	48
	US
	8.3.1
	
	General
	In 8.2.1, it is acknowledged that an ExTR is intended to be issued in support of a QAR and CoC, but can be issued on its own.  
	Propose a similar opening statement for 8.3.1 regarding QARs being intended to be issued in support of ExTR and CoC, but can be issued on its own.
	Supported 

	49
	US
	8.3.4
	
	General
	Wording appears to allow "controlled" promotion mentioning QARs, but 8.2.5 prohibits any such activities at all for ExTRs.  Inconsistent.  
	Propose to restrict QARs in the same fashion as ExTRs.
	Supported

	50
	US
	8.4
	
	General
	
	USNC/IECEx continues to support and encourages resolution.
	Noted

	51
	RU
	Section 9
	
	
	To change the title:

Instead of  «Certification procedure» to write «Procedure of issue of IECEx Certificate of Conformity (ЕхСoС)»


	
	Suggets a slight change to the proposal

“Procedure to Issue an IECEx Certificate of Conformity”

Refer to WG1 and ExMC meeting

	52
	RU
	9.1
	
	
	- To change the title of the item:

To put  «Application» instead of  «Applicant»

-To eliminate the phrase:

 «The applicant may be a manufacturer or may act on behalf of the manufacturer»

-To make the following change:

To replace «In the latter case ……..the applicant …» by «When the applicant is a person acting on behalf of the manufacturer

…»

-To add:

«The documents may include ЕхTRs and/or ЕхQAR issued by other ExCBs» 


	
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meeting

	53
	AU
	9.2
	Last para
	General
	Does not state in what language documents are to be prepared/submitted. This may cause problems if documents are sent to an ExCB, to issue a national certificate, in a language not spoken in that country.
	Add the following sentence to the last para ‘The documentation shall be in English or accompanied by an English translation’. Assuming English is the only acceptable medium for IECEx.
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meetings

	54
	DE
	9.2
	2nd paragraph

2nd sentence
	Editorial
	To make us of now-a-days data transfer technologies supplement the existing text according the proposal.


	If electronic format is used, it shall be provided in a commonly used file format as determined by the ExMC, e.g. PDF or TIFF on a commonly used storage medium, e.g. 3.5” disk,  CD-Rom, DVD-Rom or by any other data transfer technology.

	Supported

	55
	RU
	9.2
	
	
	To add:

«ЕхMC shall develop the document detailing the requirements to the documentation to be submitted for carrying out procedures of issuing of ExCoC,  ЕхTR and ExQAR»

	
	Supported

Refer to WG1 and ExMC meetings

	56
	RU
	9.3
	
	
	To transfer the first sentence to Item 9.2. 


	
	Agreed

	57
	RU
	9.4
	
	
	To change the title:

To replace «Examination» by «Examination (or review) of documentation, assessment and testing of samples»

· after «ЕхTL shall…» to add  «examination of documentation …»

	
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meetings

	58
	RU
	9.5 and 9.5.1
	
	
	- To combine these items into one entitled  «Assessment of Manufacturer’s Quality Management System»

-To eliminate the 1st sentence

-To transfer the requirements to the documentation to be submitted to item 9.2


	
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meeting

	59
	AU
	9.5.1
	
	Editorial
	
	Line 1 – change to ‘apply to any ExCB’

Line 3– change to ‘IECEx Equipment Certification Scheme’

Line 6 – change to ‘Ex equipment’
	Noted

	60
	AU
	9.5.2
	
	Editorial
	
	Line 2 – change ‘ExCB body’ to ‘ExCB’

Lines 3 & 4 – delete ‘at the manufacturer’s premises’ as the ‘onsite assessment’ is at their site.

Line 7 – change to ‘IECEx Equipment Certification Scheme’ 
	Noted

	61
	AU
	9.5.2   
	Line 4
	Editorial
	Lines 4 – delete ‘at the manufacturer’s premises’ as the ‘onsite assessment’ is at their premises.
	
	Noted

	62
	RU
	9.5.2
	
	
	- To put this item («Surveillance») after item 9.7 

- To word the first sentence as follows:

«The issuing ExCB shall carry out periodic (at least 1 time a year) surveillance of certified  Ех-equipment, including examination of documentation, assessment and tests and assessment of Quality Management System.

ЕхCB has the right to arrange for another ExCB or the manufacturer  to carry out  a part of  surveillance». 

	
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meetings

	63
	US
	9.5.2
	
	Technical
	Requirements for surveillance frequency are so vague as to allow for very inconsistent applications amongst ExCBs.  
	Propose a fixed period of 18 months if you have ISO, and annually if you do not.
	This intended to be covered by other supporting documents such as ODs.  Perhaps these can be mentioned

	64
	RU
	9.6
	
	
	To exclude this item
	
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meeting

	65
	AU
	9.7
	Sentence 2
	Editorial
	The review is both for the ExTR and QAR.
	Change to  ‘If the review is satisfactory ...’
	Noted

	66
	AU
	9.7
	Last sentence
	General
	The CoC is online and as such why is it to be sent to the Secretary.
	Change to ‘The ExCB shall send details of the ExTR and QAR to the Secretary of the ExMC.’
	Noted

	67
	DE
	9.7
	
	Editorial
	Issuing of a QAR is independent of issuing a CoC as showed in the flowcharts. To be in compliance with the flowcharts please change 9.7 to the decision we made in Brdo.   

Further there was the idea to file the QAR cover sheet on the IECEx homepage. Therefore we had a note at the end of the clause. This Note is now missing. Please add the Note
	
	Agreed

	68
	RU
	9.7
	
	
	To change the title:

To replace «Completion» by «Endorsement of  ЕхTR and  ЕхQAR and issue of  ЕхСoС»
	
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meeting

	69
	AU
	9.8
	
	General
	Does not address requirement for a new certificate if changes are considered to be major. Similar text is in the draft for Ex 03 clause 9.7. 
	Add the text to the end of the paragraph ‘An ExCB may determine that the changes require a new Certificate to be issued.’
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meeting

	70
	US
	9.8
	
	Technical
	Any change that is controlled by the ExTR, whether it involves the explosion protection or not, must be submitted to the ExCB.  
	Propose to delete the clause that reads: "where the explosion protection is involved".
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meeting

	71
	US
	9.9
	
	Editorial
	
	Last sentence.  Change ‘should’

to ‘may’.
	Noted

	72
	AU
	9.10
	
	General
	Extent of the QMS assessment should be different if the licensee sells as compared to produces the equipment. This difference in resulting assessment is not clearly stated. Also there is no reference to the use of the ExTRs associated with the licensor’s CoC.
	Sentence 2 – Change to ‘Based on a licence agreement, the licensee can apply for the certificate referring to the technical documentation and ExTR associated with the original certificate of the licensor. Where the licensee only sells the certified product, the ExCB shall assess the relevant parts of the QMS and issue a QAR. If the licensee manufactures the product, clause 9.5 shall apply.’   
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meeting

	73
	US
	9.10
	
	Technical
	Last sentence.  Why is a private labeller with no design control  required to obtain a QAR?
	Propose to not require private labeller with no design control required to obtain a QAR
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meeting

	74
	AU
	9.13
	Sentence 1
	Editorial
	
	Change ‘withdrawn’ to ‘cancelled’.
	Noted

	75
	AU
	9.13
	Last para
	General
	Since the Bulletin is not published frequently, the listing, if required, should be in the Newsletter. 
	Change to ‘Cancellation ...in the IECEx Newsletter.’
	Noted

	76
	DE
	9.13
	
	Editorial 
	
	Please change:

An IECEx CoC may be suspended or withdrawn cancelled by the issuing ExCB if


	Agreed

	77
	RU
	9.13
	
	
	To add  as a reason for suspension or cancellation:

«-the certificate holder refuses to undergo  surveillance»


	
	Support including an examole why the CoC may be suspended or cancelled 

	78
	US
	9.13
	
	Technical
	Indication is specifically made that equipment already shipped prior to cancellation is not affected.
	If cancellation was due to a non-compliant safety issue, it should be left to the discretion of the issuing ExCB and recognizing ExCBs regarding what to do about product out in the field.
	This is currently dealt with by 8.3 of OD 005 but if necessary some additional text could be added to IECEx 02

	79
	US
	9.13
	
	Editorial
	
	1st sentence after bullet points.  Change ‘give’ to ‘state’.
	Noted

	80
	RU
	10
	
	
	To change the title:

To replace the  «Use of ….» by «Acceptance of  ЕхСoС, ЕхTR and  ЕхQAR for national certification» and amend accordingly the text of the section concerning acceptance of ExCoC.
	
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meeting

	81
	AU
	10.2
	Last para
	General
	The management body of the national certification scheme should be responsible for notifying the Secretary regarding certification requirements instead of the ExCBs. 
	Change to ‘The management body of the national certification scheme shall inform the Secretary through the National Body of any national ...’. 
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meeting

	82
	CA
	10.2
	
	
	Some clarification of the newly added paragraph is recommended.  For example:

“ExCBs shall inform the Secretary of any national certification requirements that must be fulfilled in addition to the beyond the requirements of the IECEx Scheme. those of gaining an IECEx CoC.   Changes to such requirements shall be communicated to the Secretary as soon as possible, in order that such information is kept up to date.
	
	Supported

Refer to WG1 and ExMC meeting

	83
	US
	10.2
	
	Editorial
	What does P2 mean?  Is the intent to address other than national differences?  
	Need to clarify.
	

	84
	CA
	11.1.4
	
	
	Use of Assessors not employed by an IECEx member ExCB or ExTL. 

The added third paragraph needs discussion by the ExMC. The Canadian national committee does not agree with this change.  Some qualifications and restrictions on the use of assessors from non-IECEx-member organization are necessary to preserve the concept of Peer Assessment. 

We request that this proposed change be put on hold until discussed and approved at the next ExMC meeting. 
	
	Refer to WG1 and ExMC meeting

	85
	AU
	11.2.2
	Para 1
	Editorial
	
	Change ‘IECEx Certified Equipment’ to ‘IECEx Equipment Certification’.
	Noted

	86
	CA
	11.2.3
	
	
	Same comment as for 11.1.4 above
	
	Noted

	87
	US
	11.2.5
	
	Editorial
	
	Typo on reference to 11.2.12
	Noted

	88
	AU
	Appendix B
	
	
	dot point 4 – This needs to demonstrate independence between the CB and TL activities 
	
	Noted

	89
	US
	D.3.3
	
	Editorial
	
	Remove 1st ‘and’.
	Noted


DE Proposal

[image: image1.png]IECEx 02 © IEC:
Overview of IECEX

Page 6 of 40

DE Proposal

Equipment CertificationCoestified-Equipment Scheme

Manufacturer submits
Application for an 4EGEx CoC to
any ExCB

v

EXCB assigns associated EXTL
to conduct testing

wleFJ.L

v

ExTLy issues
completed EXTR to
EXCB x

ExTL x issues completed EXTR
to EXCBx

v

EXCB Reviews, endorses and
issues EXTR

v

EXCB reviews that the QAR is
|valid for the product specified on
the application

v

EXCB issues IECEx TR and CoC
CoC will be published on the
IECEx Scheme On-line
Certfication System

PROCEDURE FOR THE ISSUING OF AN
IECEx CERTIFICATE OF CONFORMITY (CoC)

ExMC/238/DV




[image: image2.png]




DE Proposal

[image: image3.png]IECEx 02 © IEC:

Manufacturer submits
Application for an EXTR to an
IECEXCB
(may be combined with CoC
application)

v

EXCB assigns associated ExTL
to conduct testing

EXTLy Issues completed EXTR

v

EXCB Reviews, endorses and
issues [ECEx TR

v

EXCB issues IECEX TR to the
Applicant

PROCEDURE FOR THE ISSUING OF AN
IECEx Test Report (EXTR)




DE Proposal

[image: image4.png]IECEx 02 © IEC:

Manufacturer submits
Application for a QAR to any IEC
ExCB

v

EXCB conducts audit of
manufacturers quality
management system

EXCB prepares QAR

v

QAR summary Report will be:

published on the IEC Ex Online

System with information to the
applicant

v

EXCB installs manufacturer
surveillance procedure

PROCEDURE FOR THE ISSUING OF AN
IECEx QAR




RU Proposal

Procedure for the issuing of an IECEx Certificate of Conformity (ExСoС)
	
	Applicant
submits Application for an IECEx CoC together with documentation to any ExCB

(Items 9.1 and 9.2)
	

	*ЕхСB 

reviews Application and takes

a decision on carrying out

quality system assessment


	
	*ЕхСB

reviews Application and takes a decision on carrying out examination of documentation , sampling and testing of samples and arranges with an ExTL to conduct testing

	*ЕхСB

conducts audit of  manufacturer’s quality management system  and prepares  the ЕхQAR

(Item 9.5.1)


	
	ExTL

carries out examination of documentation and verifies if  the samples are conform with the documentation, tests the samples, issues Test Report (ExTR) to

ЕхСB

(Items 9.3 and 9.4)

	*ExCB

reviews and endorses

ЕхQAR

(items 9.6 and 9.7)


	
	*ExCB

reviews and endorses

ЕхTR

(Item 9.7)



	
	ExCB

issues  ЕхСoС
(Item 9.7)
	


RU Proposal

Procedure for the issuing of an IECEx Test Report (ExTR)

	Applicant

submits Application for an IECEx Test Report

(ЕхTR) together with documentation to an  ExCB



	

	ExCB 

reviews Application and takes a decision on  carrying out examination of documentation , sampling and testing of samples  and arranges with an ExTL to conduct testing



	ExTL

carries out documents examination and verifies if  the samples are conform with the documentation, tests the samples, issues Test Report (ExTR) to 

ExCB




	ExCB 

reviews and endorses ExTR

(Item.9.7)




	ЕхСB

Issues  ЕхTR




RU Proposal

Procedure for the issuing of an IECEx  QAR

(ЕхQAR)
	Applicant 

submits Application for a Quality Assessment Report (ExQAR) together with documentation  to any 

ExCB



	*ExCB 

reviews  Application and takes a decision to conduct manufacturer’s quality system assessment 

	*ExCB

carries out audit of manufacturer’s quality management system  and prepares Quality Assessment Report (ЕхQAR)

	*ExCB
reviews and endorses  ExQAR

(Item. 9.6 and 9.7)

	ExCB

issues ЕхQAR


RU Proposal

Option 2 (combined scheme)

	Procedure for the issuing of an IECEx  QAR

(ЕхQAR)

	Procedure for the issuing of an IECEx Certificate of Conformity (ExСoС)


	Procedure for the issuing of an IECEx Test Report (ExTR)



	Applicant 

submits Application for a Quality Assessment Report (ExQAR) together with documentation  to any ExCB


	Applicant
submits  Application    for an IECEx CoC together with documentation to any ЕхСB

(Items 9.1 and 9.2)
	Applicant

Submits Application for an IECEx Test Report 

 (ЕхTR) together with documentation to an  ЕхСB



	*ЕхСB 

reviews  Application and takes a decision to conduct manufacturer’s quality system assessment 
	Actions marked with an asterix (*) are carried out 

on issuing  of  ExCoC 
	ЕхСB 

reviews Application and takes a decision on  carrying out examination of documentation , sampling and testing of samples and arranges with an ExTL to conduct testing

(Item 9.3 and 9.4)

	*ЕхСB

carries out audit of manufacturer’s quality management system  and prepares Quality Assessment Report (ЕхQAR)

(Item 9.5.1)
	
	ЕхTL

carries out documents examination and verifies if  the samples are conform with the documentation, tests samples, issues Test Report (ExTR) to 

ЕхСB
(Item. 9.3 and 9.4)


	

*ЕхСB

reviews and endorses  ExQAR

 (Items 9.6 and 9.7)
	
	ЕхСB

reviews and endorses
ExTR

(Item 9.7)



	ExCB

issues ExQAR
	ExCB

issues ExCoC

(Item 9.7)
	ExCB

issues ExTR
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