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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)

	CNEX-Global BV
NL

	-
	-
	t
	The previous edition of the -18 standard (Ed.3) started in cl. 7.6.1 that the applied cables must ensure that no explosive atmosphere can enter the Ex m equipment.

This was a clear and complete, generally stated requirement.

3rd Ed. text:

[image: image1.emf]
However, this text was omitted in the removed in the 4th Ed.

Note: it is not enough to state that ‘All cable terminations within the equipment must be fully encapsulated to prevent the ingress of the explosive atmosphere into free space within the equipment.’, because otherwise the ‘loose sheathed multi-core or co-axial cables’ would be acceptable is fully encapsulated while passing through the compound.

	Re-instate the original first sentence of cl. 7.6.1 of 3rd Ed.

in the 4th Edition cl. 7.6.1
	

	DEK

NL

	
	
	
	We think clause 7.6.1 and the note are clear and acceptable. 

We do not agree with the limitation as given in the answer of this sheet.

Note that ExTAG decision sheets are not allowed to give limitations on requirements of the standard.

We accept Ex m equipment having electronics in it with its own enclosure and its own fixed cable terminated inside this electronics enclosure.

The inside of the electronics enclosure is seen as free volume, At least not filled with the same encapsulant as surrounding the electronics enclosure and providing Ex m.

	Withdraw this sheet
	Not accepted.

The current standard text does not include the paragraph beginning ‘The entry of all electric conductors…’ and there is no note, this paragraph and note was in the 3rd edition but was removed in the 4th edition, hence the reason why this DS was prepared.

However, noting the misreading of the DS, the introduction has been redrafted.

	Kiwa
NL


	
	
	G
	No comments
	
	Noted

	LOM

ES

	
	
	Technical
	We agree with the proposal. But it could be extended a bit by saying that the cables cannot terminate in free space neither to pass through free spaces


	change the question to include that wires cannot pass through free spaces either
	Not accepted

While it is an agreeable comment, this goes beyond the original intention of the DS.  Suggest to pass this comment on to IEC TC31 MT60079-18 for consideration in the next edition.

	NANIO CCVE (ExCB and ExTL)

RU

	
	
	General
	We support DS ExTAG/566/CD without comments.


	
	Noted

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	NCC

BR


	7.3

7.6.1
	
	
	We agree.
	
	Noted

	NEPSI
CN
	
	
	G
	We support the draft decision sheet ExTAG/566/CD.

	
	Noted

	PTB

DE


	
	
	ge
	In favor with DS
	-
	Noted

	QPS
CA


	
	
	ge
	Agree with the proposed draft decision sheet.

No comments
	
	Noted

	TC 31
	Answer
	
	Te
	The correct answer depends on the design of the “m” equipment, the level of protection and the volume of the free space.

If the design is such that the pressure test according to 8.2.6 has to be performed and passes, there will no ingress of the explosive atmosphere and free space terminations are acceptable.

If the design is such that the pressure test according to 8.2.6 is not required due to allowances given in Table 2 and 3 of the standard, ingress of the explosive atmosphere may be possible and terminations in the free space are not acceptable.


	Change the answer from “No” to “If the design is such that the pressure test according to 8.2.6 has to be performed and passes, terminations in a free space are acceptable.  If the test is not required or it is performed and fails, terminations in a free space are NOT acceptable.
	Accepted in principle

The original answer in the DS has been reworded based on the TC31 recommendation.  However, considering that the pressure test of 8.2.6 does not require the equipment under test not to leak, further clarification has been added to the DS answer to use 8.2.6 as an acceptance method if no leakage through the cable is observed.

	TIIS
JP

	
	
	ge
	TIIS supports the draft DS without comments.
	
	Noted

	TÜV NORD CERT

DE
	IEC 60079-18:2009 Ed. 3 Clause 7.6.1
	-
	Proposed answer
	All cable terminations within the equipment shall be fully encapsulated to prevent the ingress of the explosive atmosphere into free space within the equipment.
	-
	Accepted
“must” replaced by “shall”.

	TUV SUD PS

DE
	7.3, 7.6.1
	
	General
	We concur with the answer.
	
	Noted

	UL

USA


	
	
	
	UL-USA agrees with 566/CD.
	
	Noted

	ULBR

BR


	
	
	General
	ULBR supports this DS without comments.
	
	Noted

	ULD

DK
	
	
	General
	UL Demko supports this DS without comments.
	
	Noted
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