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	ExMC/717/Q Collation of Questionnaire Results



	Country
	Question 1*
	Question 2**
	Question 3***
	Question 4****
	Question 5*****

	
	Yes
	No
	
	Yes
	No
	
	5a
	5b

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	Yes
	No
	Yes
	No

	Brazil

BR

See 
Annex A
	
	(
	
	
	
	
	(
	
	
	

	Canada 

CA
	(
	
	The national Certification Body (CB) and its associated laboratory are required to have an internal written procedure for acceptance of “un-witnessed tests”. The procedure must reflect all the applicable requirements of ISO/IEC 17025 and ISO/IEC 65 pertaining to subcontracting of testing. In addition, it must also describe in details the following major points:

a)
The qualification criteria that the Test Facility (TF) - where un-witnessed testing is conducted - must meet.

b)
The process it must undergo in order to qualify.

c)
The scope (i.e. the specific test standards, or the specific tests) for which the TF has been qualified.

d)
How on-going qualification is maintained and verified by the CB. 

e)
Where the associated laboratory is integral to the CB, there must be a written agreement between the CB and the TF, documenting the specifics stated above. Where the associated laboratory is not integral to the CB, the agreement must be trilateral between the CB, the TF and the associated laboratory. 

The CB’s procedure is assessed by the accreditation body. Once accepted, continued compliance of the CB with the procedure is verified by the accreditation body through audits.

	(
The test standards/
the specific tests covered under the un-witnessed testing program offered by the CB must be within the scope of accreditation of both the CB and its associated laboratory.
	
	Not Applicable – see comment under 

item 3. 
	
	(
	(
See Annex A
	

	China

CN
	
	(
	
	
	
	
	(
	
	
	

	Croatia

HR
	(
	
	All agencies are accredited and during the accreditation audit conformity with EN 45011 (ISO Guide 65) and/or ISO/IEC 17025 is checked.
	
	(
	Not Applicable
	
	N/A
	
	N/A

	Czech Republic

CZ
	(
	
	The acceptance of Test Results is solely on the recipient Notified Body. Nevertheless, it  has to be available the evidence that the taken over test results are reliable (e.g. laboratory is for the particular tests accredited according to IEC 17025 Standard, or tests has been done as the witness tests, or the receiving NB carry out some comparative test in the reduced scope).
Notice: It concerns of ATEX Certification. We do not have any national scheme.

NB issuing the ATEX Certificate is always full legal responsible for the certification.
	
	(
	
	
	(
	
	(

	Finland

FI
	(
	
	Testing and certification agencies have to follow the rules in ISO/IEC Guide 65
	(
	
	IEC 60079-0 Thermal endurance tests
	
	(
	(
	

	Germany

DE
	
	(
	
	
	
	
	
	(
	
	

	Hungary 

HU
	
	(
	
	
	
	
	(
	
	
	

	Japan

JP
	
	(
	
	
	
	
	(
	
	(
	

	Malaysia

MY
	
	(
	
	
	
	
	(
	
	
	

	Netherlands
NL
	(
	
	Control by the Dutch Accreditation Board (RvA). Part of the RvA’s annual audit is assessment of testing methods, procedures and reporting. This includes the testing done by the manufacturer, either directly fully/partially witnessed by the CB, remote witnessed (by webcam) or no witness at all.
	
	(
	
	
	(
	(
	

	Russia

RU
	
	(
	
	
	
	
	(
	
	
	(

	Slovenia

SI
	(
	
	Who performs the tests must be one of the following:

1. Accredited according to ISO/IEC 17025 or

2. Under agency’s supervision according to ISO/IEC 17025 or 

3. ExNB according to Directive 94/9/EC
	
	( 
	
	(
	
	
	(

	United Kingdom

GB
	(
	
	In all cases, the procedures for each individual body will have been agreed with UKAS, the accreditation body.  This would always include the use of tests from a laboratory with appropriate accreditation to 17025 from UKAS or another ILAC member body.  Procedures for separate evaluation of conformity with 17025 are also agreed.  This separate evaluation would include ongoing monitoring at an appropriate level.
	There are no nationally applied restrictions but in general certification bodies state they would only follow the path for tests that are not “specialised” Ex tests.
	
	See the answer to Q3
There are certain tests (for example full load temperature testing of large rotating machines) where the manufacturer has means and experience beyond that of the certification body.
	
	
	See 

Annex A
For 5a and 5b
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	U.S.
	
See comment
	
	OSHA (and other accreditors) audit each agencies control over procedures to accept unwitnessed (but audited) manufacturer-generated test data.
	 

See comment
	
	Zone 2 temperature and electric strength testing only
	
	
	
	


U.S. Comments next page
Question 1: OSHA doesn’t currently recognize IEC standards or the IECEx scheme under the NRTL program.  However, it is a common practice in the US for CB’s to accept an ExTR to provide a Zone certification.

Question 3: Yes, the Ex test methodology must be identical to an applicable ordinary locations (general purpose) test methodology.

ANNEX A

BR General Comments
The Brazilian regulation for Ex certification doesn’t allow un-witnessed test but even if this would be allowed, the Brazilian Committee considers that it will be impossible to regulate un-witnessed tests for the IECEx Scheme. If a Certification body accepts un-witnessed tests, this is done on a relationship of mutual confidence between the certification body and the test lab (even if manufacturers labs) and this involves in our point of view questions for which are only existing answers involving subjectivity.
We know that some certification bodies issue national or regional certificates on their responsibility based on un-witnessed test. This procedure is possible in a regulated national or regional area because the certification body which accepts the un-witnessed tests is the issuer of the certificate, is responsible for this act and is within the regulated area recognized as a certification body on which the equipment user can trust.

The situation for the IECEx Scheme,  which tries to be an institution whose members issue certificates with international validity, is different. There is no regulation for Ex-Certification internationally recognized up to now and in most cases the IECEx Certificate has to be transformed in a regional or national certificate by a certification body (with or without IECEx accreditation) of the region or nation in question (fast track). If the regional or national certification body is IECEx accredited the IECEx TR’s have to be accepted for the purpose of issuing the national or regional certificate. If now some results of the TR’s were  obtained by un-witnessed tests the national or regional certification body has to issue on his responsibility a regional or national certificate based on test results which involve subjective evaluations of the issuer of the IECEx certificate. We consider that it is not possible for the national or regional certification body to assume such responsibility.
CA response to Question 5

If national regulations prevent some ExTLs/ExCBs from accepting ‘un-witnessed’ testing, which of the following would your country support?

b.   Allowance for ExTLs/ExCBs to accept ‘un-witnessed’ tests if national regulations allow for such, while at the same time allowance for other ExTLs/ExCBs to not accept ‘un-witnessed’ tests if national regulations do not allow for such?
YES, for the following reasons

a) Just because a handful of countries have unreasonable regulations (used to restrict trade) does not mean that progress in the rest of the world has to stop. The Scheme must be flexible to accommodate specific country situations.

b) For the sake of consistency, the Scheme should treat national differences related to regulated test/certification practices the same way as standards. Since national differences are allowed for standards, the same should apply for testing/certification practices.

c) Many ExCBs already accept un-witnessed testing in secret, and “pretend” that the testing is performed in-house. ExTRs generated in this “clandestine” manner are already being accepted by other  ExCBs because they have no way in knowing the actual truth. So for the sake of credibility and transparency (which a major principle of the Scheme), it would be much better to declare this and bring this into the open.    

d) The main purpose of the Scheme is to facilitate trade. And many manufacturers want an un-witnessed testing program, so we ought to accommodate what the market needs.

GB response to Question 5
The GB committee found it difficult to formulate a reply to this question as it is believed that a true answer can only be given once the IECEx WG has defined what is meant by an un-witnessed test.  It is hoped that, at that stage, sufficient confidence in the process will be available to enable all countries to accept any form of testing where the certification body can show beyond doubt that it has a valid level of control over the testing procedure such that it can comply with the basic requirement of having an appropriate confidence level in any individual test result used to support certification.

The GB committee believes that appropriate controls in place for un-witnessed testing can give greater confidence than some of the forms of witnessed testing currently accepted.
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