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INTERNATIONAL ELECTROTECHNICAL COMMISSION SYSTEM FOR CERTIFICATION TO STANDARDS RELATING TO EQUIPMENT FOR USE IN EXPLOSIVE ATMOSPHERES (IECEx SYSTEM)

Circulated to: ExTAG – IECEx Testing and Assessment Group

TITLE: Compilation of comments on ExTAG/316/CD Draft ExTAG Decision Sheet – Marking of Ex t equipment intended for installation partly in Zone 20 and partly in Zone 21
INTRODUCTION

This document is a compilation of comments and observations completed by the originator
Mr Ron Sinclair, with IEC/TC31 WG22 / MT 60079-14 participation, received on ExTAG/316/CD Draft ExTAG Decision Sheet – Marking of Ex t equipment intended for installation partly in Zone 20 and partly in Zone 21.
ExTAG/334/CC was previously issued without observations from the originator.

This ExTAG/334A/CC now contains comments from the Originator in response to comments from ExTAG Members. 
A revised document ExTAG/316A/CD has been prepared taking into account these comments and observations.  This Compilation of Comments along with ExTAG/316A/CD will be listed for consideration during the 2015 ExTAG Christchurch Meeting. 

Julien Gauthier

Julien Gauthier

ExTAG Secretary

	Address:

IECEx Secretariat 

Level 33 Australia Square

264 George Street 

Sydney NSW 2000

Australia

Web: www.iecex.com

	ExTAG Secretary

Mr Julien Gauthier

LCIE S.A.

33 Avenue du General Leclerc

92260 Fontenay-aux-Roses

FRANCE  

Tel: +33 1 40 95 55 26

Fax: +33 1 40 95 89 37

Email : julien.gauthier@fr.bureauveritas.com



	Member Body


	Clause/ Sub-clause
	Paragraph Figure/ Table
	Type of 

comment 

General/

technical/

editorial
	COMMENTS
	Proposed change
	Observation

	ExA

(HR)
	
	
	G
	Marking of equipment that have different EPL’s doesn’t belong only to ‘t’ equipment but it’s general subject.


	Change scope of ExTAG DS to:

‘Marking of equipment intended for installation in the boundary wall between an areas with different EPL’s’

as proposed on next page.

	Agreed that this should ideally be a general subject dealt with in the marking section of 60079-0.  However, the only reference is currently in 60079-26 where the scope does not include dusts.  Therefore this DS only needs to cover dusts.

	ExA

(HR)
	
	
	T
	Current standards don’t cover marking of equipment with different EPL’s but we disagree that use of ‘/’ is against general requirements.

The current standards also don’t define marking in two rows, so current practices of CB’s that use marking with ‘/’ or marking in two rows are acceptable  for IECEx certification.

We agree with proposal to send this subject to WG 22 for discussion and possible issue of an amendment.
	Propose to WG22 to issue amendment for IEC 60079-0
	The subject is referred to TC31 WG22 for future consideration

	FME
(GB)

	
	
	Technical
	We agree in principle to this draft decision. However we have a concern that this might be misapplied in the field. Consider a piece of boundary wall equipment that meets the requirements of ‘t’ and ‘i’.
The sensor is “ia Da” and the transmitter is “tb Db”. Separating the marking strings as indicated in the draft DS we would get;

Ex ia IIIC T85°C Da

Ex tb IIIC T85°C Db

The certificate and instructions cover the actual use but there is nothing in the marking string to indicate that these two are related and are not independent. The marking strings do not even need to be adjacent. The end user might take the above marking to indicate that the whole equipment meets the requirements for “ia Da”.
For the boundary wall installations, since the marking for ‘Da’ and ‘Db’ are separate but related, it is necessary to indicate to the end user that this is a specific type of installation. Therefore as permitted by 29.3 e) of IEC 60079-0 an ‘X’ should also be applied to the certificate number.

We do not believe that by making this change to the draft DS we are introducing a technical revision to the existing requirements.  


	Modify the draft answer as shown;
“It is a point of principle that IECEx Certification is based on strict conformity with the relevant standards.

Accordingly, such equipment should be provided with two separate marking strings, with the application of the marking clearly explained in both the certificate and the instructions and the specific conditions of use relating to this installation should be indicated by appending an ‘X’ to the certificate number in accordance with 29.3 e) of IEC 60079-0. 
If the marking construct “Ex ta/tb Da/Db” is to be used, this will require an amendment to the published standards”.

 
	The addition of the “X” appears to add value to the proposal and has been included in the DS for publication.

	FMG

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

	None


	

	GIG – KD “BARBARA”


	
	
	General
	KD “BARBARA” agree with comments
	
	Noted

	Intertek (USA)

	Entire document
	
	General
	The question raised in this draft ExTAG decision is fully answered by 29.6 and 29.7 of IEC 60079-0, Ed. 6.  There is no need for an IECEx decision.


	Do not issue an Ex TAG decision.
	29.6 is at variance with 60079-26 and it is 60079-26 that takes precedence for gas, leaving dust without clarity.  29.7 appears to relate to a different situation

	NANIO CCVE
(RU)
	
	
	General 
	We support ExTAG/316/CD without any comments.

Such equipment should be provided with two separate marking strings, with the application of the marking clearly explained in both the certificate and the instructions.

Otherwise the scope of IEC 60079-26 shall be extended to cover Da (explosive dust atmospheres) instead of the amendment to IEC 60079-0.


	
	Noted.  This DS is referred to TC31 WG22 for further consideration

	NEPSI
(CN)
	
	
	General
	NEPSI supports the draft DS, with following comments:

1) It is required for the equipment to include the symbol “X”.

2) agree to ask IEC/TC31 WG22 to look at a possible amendment to standards where relevant.
	Suggest to add the following sentence at the end of second paragraph of draft answer: 
The certificate number shall include the “X” suffix in accordance with the marking of IEC 60079-0.
See below.
Accordingly, such equipment should be provided with two separate marking strings, with the application of the marking clearly explained in both the certificate and the instructions. The certificate number shall include the “X” suffix in accordance with the marking of IEC 60079-0.

	The addition of the “X” appears to add value to the proposal and has been included in the DS for publication.

	TUR

(DE)


	
	
	General
	The usage of two separate marking strings in this case is not practicable and not easy to understand.
	The marking shall be done ta/tb, accompanied with a description of the intended use in the manual.
This is not against the current 60079-0, it is a variant and can be taken over in the next edition easily.
Please consider the 60079-26, there is the “/” considered to be used with separation elements/walls, this corresponds with the interpretation in this case as well.
	The “/” is only used in 60079-26 and therefore can only be applied to gas hazards if the standards are used strictly. 
This DS is referred to TC31 WG22 for further consideration 


	UL  

(US)


	
	
	General
	UL agrees with the draft DS and also supports a recommendation to WG22 to address the lack of requirements for marking equipment in this situation.  

We would anticipate the new marking would follow the format used for gas atmospheres found in IEC 60079-26.  With this expectation in mind, we would also find it acceptable if the DS were worded to permit a marking of Ex ta/tb in the interim.  
	
	Noted.  This DS is referred to TC31 WG22 for further consideration


Page 1 of 5

[image: image1.png]