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	ExCB/

ExTL
	Clause/ Sub-clause
	Paragraph Figure/

Table
	Type of

comment

General/

technical/

editorial
	COMMENTS
	Proposed change
	Observation

(to be completed by the originator)

	CML
GB
	
	
	Ed
	This is not an issue of clarification, it is modifying what is written in the standard
	Pass the decision to the TC31 standards committee. Consider the product under Ex s.

	Noted

	CNEX-Global B.V.
NL

	
	
	G
	The draft DS is not accepted.

The requirement in this clause is clear in requiring the full blockage of the breather opening. 

The reference pressure test is the same for a flameproof enclosure, whether there is one blocked breather opening or there are multiple blocked openings. The resulting explosion pressure would be the same, hence also the enclosure construction.

Whether or not blocking a breather opening ‘seems over onerous for a Zone 1 standard’ is a matter for MT60079-1, not to be decided by ExTAG decision.


	None

The test should be done with all openings blocked, conform clause 15.4.2.2.
	Accept

	DEKRA Certification B.V.
NL


	
	
	G
	The standard is clear about the test conditions. Therefore we do not agree with this sheet since it intends to give an extension of technical requirements which is beyond the field of ExTAG decisions which are limited to clarifications on requirements.   

Besides our main argument shown above we think the answers in this document are not clear concerning to which equipment it applies, which conditions shall be met to allow this, which of the 4 breathing elements shall be plugged and how  

75% plugged is defined.


	None, we vote against this sheet.

It may be asked to the IEC TC31 working group responsible for this standard to address this in the next edition of the standard or by an interpretation sheet.
	Accept – would suggest clause be clarified in next edition of the standard to specifically say “All  breathing elements shall be plugged”

	EXA

HR


	
	
	G+T
	Ex-Agencija doesn’t support proposed ExTAG DS because of following reasons:
· we think that the proposal modify current standard and shall be discussed by MT 60079-1,  

and

· the proposal didn’t take into a account one of possible situations that can happen in use. All flame arrestors are surrounded with the same ambient conditions. So if surrounded atmosphere is onerous, for example with dust, it is reasonable to expect that all arrestors can be restricted. Statement in instruction for use can’t help because that can happen during the use and very often such plants are without persons so nobody can’t make immediately maintenance  activity. Stop of operation of burner and turn of the flame inside of Exd enclosure doesn’t mean that all ignition sources are disappear. So, flameproof protection shall stay valid even if burner doesn’t work.


	Withdrawn the ExTAG DS and sent the proposal to IEC TC31, MT 60079-1 for consideration.


	Accept

	KIWA 

NL 
	IEC 60079-1:2014 Clause 15.4.2.2
	
	
	We do not agree with the proposed sheet. 

IEC 60079-1 does not allow determination of the explosion pressure with breathing devices being partially open. Clause 15.4.2.2 states clearly that such devices shall be replaced by solid plugs. 

Blocking a breathing device is not a single fault condition defined in IEC 60079-1.
	Withdraw proposal
	Accept

	NANIO CCVE (ExCB and ExTL

	
	
	
	The requirement to flame arresters and methods of their tests are not specified in IEC 60079-1:2015.

There is no reasons to assign type of protection “Flameproof enclosure” to the mentioned equipment with flame arrestors.

Burner can have a leakage (fuel)  the behaviour of which is able to predict at the outlet of the enclosure through flame arresters.

In this DS it is not specified the methods of tests for non-transmission for this equipment.

In view of mentioned above it is considered that it is not advisable to approve this DS.
	
	Noted

	NCC (Brazil)
	15.4.2.2.
	N/A
	technical
	In this case, We support this proposed, but this is not common for another equipment.

If accept this propose for any whomever equipment, any factory can insert flame arrestors in other enclosure. So to avoid it we have a proposed the change.


	A single fault condition would normally be applied to Zone 1 equipment (blocking of one arrestor), reference pressure testing could be carried out with one arrestor plugged at a time, but this requirement is applies when the equipment have at the very least 4 flame arrestor installed.


	Please see the proposed change.

	NEPSI

CN
	
	
	T
	We don’t support this draft decision sheet. The draft DS is just an individual case without universal applicability. 

	
	Noted

	TestSafe

AU


	15.4.2.2
	
	T
	Standard IEC 60079-1 clause 15.1 requires that the flameproof tests are carried out on the enclosure under the conditions considered to be the most severe.

Further the clause 15.4.2.2 is clear in specifying that breathing and draining devices shall be replaced by solid plugs.


	All arrestors will be replaced with solid plugs during pressure determination tests.
	Accept

	TIIS, 

Japan
	Proposed Answer
	
	General
	Interlocks does not need to be considered in applying IEC60079-1. As described in 15.4.2.2 of IEC60079-1, breathing and draining devices shall be replaced by solid plugs.

Being well aware of ExMC’s current decision on IEC60079-33 and OD233 (ExTAG/442/Inf), we suggest that IEC60079-33 be taken into account in addressing interlocks. 


	
	Noted

	UL

USA


	All
	All
	General
	The proposed test method is not consistent with the standard, which requires the arresters to be blocked per 15.4.2.2.
	This should not be issued as an IECEx decision sheet, as the standard is quite clear.  Refer the matter to MT 60079-1

	Noted

	ULD

DK
	
	
	G
	We oppose the idea of issuing an IECEx decision sheet on this. The proposed CD presents an interpretation/modification of existing IEC standard which is not the task of IECEx TAG DS.


	We propose this draft DS to be withdrawn and the proposal forwarded to IEC TC31.
	Noted
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