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Introduction


After extensive discussion, during the ExTAG Melbourne Meeting, 2009, on ExTAG/172/CD 
Editions of standards of incorporated Ex Components and Ex Equipment the decision 
was taken to ask BASEEFA, the originator of the document, to prepare a revised document 
taking into account comments received.

This document is a compilation of comments received on the revised document, circulated
as ExTAG/172A/CD Editions of standards of incorporated Ex Components and Ex 
Equipment, and is issued for consideration during the 2010 Berlin ExTAG Meeting
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	Member Body/

Country
	Clause/ Sub-clause
	Paragraph Figure/ Table
	Type of 

comment 

General/

technical/

editorial
	COMMENTS
	Proposed change
	Observation

(For discussion during the Berlin ExTAG Meeting)

	FM Approvals Ltd (FME)
	
	
	
	We do not agree with this proposal. Although Note 1 says that this process should be avoided where possible, this is a loop hole that will exploited and could lead to a distortion of the equivalence between ExCB’s that is one of the aims of the IECEx. Either it is permitted to do this or it is not. Without a common approach by all ExCB’s the decision to apply the Note 1 exception would be made on commercial rather than technical grounds and the exception would then ultimately become the default.

	Case 3 is the only acceptable solution. However this could again lead to a distortion as different ExCB’s will interpret changes to the standards in different ways. 
A single interpretation and standardized approach used by all ExCBs is required.

The solution to this would be for IECEx to prepare a list of all of the changes for each of the standards and identify if these changes are, major, minor, technical, editorial etc. In reality this would probably devolve to the IEC MT’s responsible for maintaining the standards as this would be a technical exercise. The method used by the US committees to identify the National Deviations they take to IEC standards is an example of how this could be presented. 
The list of differences stated in the foreword of the IEC standards is insufficient for this exercise as it is not exhaustive.


	

	FM Approvals Ltd (FME)
	
	
	
	There is a fourth case, where the component or equipment to be incorporated has a certificate to a later edition of the standard, but was valid at the time the certificate was issued and limitation on use by an ExCB of the latest standard exists because this has not been adopted as a National Standard yet.
	This is a process that needs to work both ways as not all ExCB’s have the latest editions within their scopes. 
In Europe it is theoretically possible (subject to IECEx secretariat review) to update the scope as soon as an IEC standard is published. This is because the documents are parallel voted by CENELEC at the IEC CDV and FDIS stages. Countries such as the US can take 18 months or more to adopt the standards after publication by IEC. So a component certificate that is issued today by a US based ExCB could be ‘out of date’ when used by a European based ExCB the next day.

European based ExCB’s have an advantage over other ExCB’s because of the parallel voting arrangement between IEC and CENELEC. This is not available to organisations such as ANSI as the IEC text for the published standard is not available for adoption until after publication of the IEC standard.


	

	NANIO

CCVE

(RU)
	
	
	
	We support ExTAG/172A/CD Editions of standards of incorporated Ex Components and Ex Equipment

	
	

	SABS

(ZA)
	
	
	
	The South African National Committee agrees with the document.


	
	

	SIRA
	
	Final para. Before notes
	technical
	How are the marking details of components to be incorporated?
	Add: The Ex coding of components shall be incorporated without modification according to later editions of IEC 60079-0

	For example an Ex tD or Ex nL component shall not be modified to Ex tb or Ex ic when incorporated in equipment. 

	SIRA
	
	Final para before notes
	
	It is not necessary to include the standards referenced for equipment certificates. Only component certificates need to be considered as they are not fully certificates.


	Remove ‘Equipment or’ from first sentence of the last paragraph 
	See also additional comment

	SIRA
	
	Final paragraph before notes
	
	Is it necessary to include the standards for each component? Provided reference to each component certificate is included, the standard references are able to be checked.

By not including the standard references, the description will be more compact and easier to read. Alternatively identification of those component certificates certified to older standards could be included, with a footnote.

	Remove the requirement to list the standards in the description.
	

	TestSafe
AU
	
	
	
	There seems to be some contradiction in the last sentence of the requirements listed below, and the Note 2 which follows later:

Requirement: For the avoidance of doubt, this applies also to any listed components or equipment where the standards are identical to those of the certificate.”

Note 2.  Where all incorporated components or equipment are certified to the same edition of the standards listed in the certificate, this process does not apply.


	Remove the requirement sentence: 

“For the avoidance of doubt, this applies also to any listed components or equipment where the standards are identical to those of the certificate.”

Or add some further text to remove the doubt.
	

	UL USA

and UL/DEMKO
	
	
	
	The issuance of end-equipment CoCs that include reference to “old” component CoCs that are based on editions other than the current edition or one edition prior of the involved IEC standards should not be allowed.

The IECEx 02 Rules document clearly addresses this issue in 8.1.1.  The pertinent sentence in this clause reads, “An IECEx certificate may be issued to the current IEC Standard or one edition prior.”

This Rule exits for a necessary reason.  By definition, a CoC must provide adequate confidence to industry - - especially to users - - that “a duly identified product is in conformity with a specific standard.”  If this DS is approved, it will likely negatively impact industry confidence regarding what a CoC covers.

The only options for issuing an end-equipment CoC, when encountering “old” component CoCs being used as part of the end-equipment, are as follows:

1. Re-evaluate the “old” component to the newer edition requirements being used for the end-equipment (which may only be possible with the cooperation of the original component manufacturer), or

2. Re-source a new component supplier with a CoC to the newer edition requirements being used for the end-equipment system.

	1. Reconfirm 8.1.1 of the IECEx 02 Rules doc requiring that CoCs can only be issued to the current IEC Standard or one edition prior; 
2. Clarify 8.1.1 of the IECEx 02 Rules doc to state that components used as part of end-equipment shall be evaluated to the same edition as the end-equipment; and

3. Reject this proposed DS.
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