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TITLE: Compilation of comments and observations on ExTAG/318/CD -: Draft ExTAG Decision Sheet – Marking of Ex t equipment with and without layers of dust

INTRODUCTION

This document is a compilation of comments and observations from the originator Mr Nicholas Ludlam, FM Approvals Ltd on ExTAG/318/CD-: Draft ExTAG Decision Sheet – Marking of Ex t equipment with and without layers of dust.
A revised document has been prepared taking into account these comments and observations, ExTAG/318A/CD ExTAG Draft Decision Sheet – Marking of Ex t equipment with and without layers of dust, which has been issued for discussion during the ExTAG Meeting being held in The Hague.
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	Member Body

	Clause/ Sub-clause
	Paragraph Figure/ Table
	Type of 

comment 

General/

technical/

editorial
	COMMENTS
	Proposed change
	Observation

	EXA

HR


	
	
	G
	Current standards define marking of equipment for Group III for both cases, with or without mark of dust layer, and we consider that is satisfactory for IECEx certification. 

Marking can be additionally explained in CoC and manufacturer’s instruction for use if necessary. 

No need for ExTAG Decision Sheet on this subject and we disagree with proposal for ExTAG DS.


	Withdraw proposed ExTAG DS
	This draft DS was prepared to align with other IEC 60079-x standards and to address the specific condition when a dust layer is present. IEC 60079-0 Ed 6.0 section 29.5 d) implies that for EPL Da the surface temperature marking includes an indication of the thickness of the layer of dust, but does not specifically state this.

	FMG

US
	
	
	General
	FM Approvals LLC (FMG) supports the decision as drafted. 

	None

	Noted

	NANIO CCVE

RU
	
	
	General
	We support this ExTAG/318/CD except that the term ‘temperature class’ is not applied to Group III equipment
	The term ‘temperature class’ shall be changed to ‘maximum surface temperature’ in the text of this draft.
	Accept

	
	Draft answer 5th paragraph
	
	Editorial 
	
	For Level of Protection ‘ta’ a dust layer is always used in the marking
	Accept in principle. This relates to the how the maximum temperature is obtained.

Change to;

“For Level of Protection ‘ta’ a dust layer is always used to determine the maximum surface temperature and therefore for equipment with dust protection by enclosure ‘t’;….”

	NEPSI

CN
	
	
	editorial
	NEPSI approves the draft in general, but the last sentence in last paragraph seems to be repeated.
	· Delete sentence “In the case for EPL Db or Dc, tested with a dust layer, The maximum surface temperature without the dust layer is not required to be marked.

”
	Accept in principle. 

Changed sentence to a separate bullet point and highlighted the word ‘without’ in the first bullet point.

	TUR

DE
	all
	
	General
	We support the proposed answer.
	
	Noted

	UL
US
	
	
	
	UL –USA supports this DS.
	
	Noted

	VTT
FI
	
	
	T
	The original purpose of that 200 mm (old 500 mm) dust layer test was allow the use of equipment in places with uncontrolled dust thicknesses and this test is a must for EPL Da. If we now mark ta- equipment with that 200 mm layer thickness, it will be misunderstood that max allowed layer thickness is that 200 mm.  
	Apply that TL-marking only for tb- and tc-equipment and when tested with 200 mm or greater dust thickness then it will be needed explanation behind X-condition that equipment is allowed to use in places with uncontrolled dust thicknesses when the ignition temperature of dust layers is equal or greater that TL+ 75 K. 
	Not accepted.
IEC 60079-31 requires that the TL marking is required in all cases when the apparatus is tested with a dust layer.
Agree that additional application information should be considered for IEC 60079-14 Ed 6.0
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