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INTERNATIONAL ELECTROTECHNICAL COMMISSION (IEC) SYSTEM

FOR CERTIFICATION TO STANDARDS RELATING TO EQUIPMENT FOR 

USE IN EXPLOSIVE ATMOSPHERES (IECEx SYSTEM)

For Consideration by Members of the IECEx Management Committee, ExMC
Report from the ExMC WG1 / WG5 Meeting held 23 May 2014 in Dubai
------------------

Introduction
The attached is a report of the combined meeting of ExMC Working Groups WG1 (Revision of IECEx Scheme Rules) and WG5 (Manufacturer’s Quality System requirements) held 23 May 2014 in Dubai.

Members are asked to note this report and consider the 7 Recommendations to ExMC contained within the report and listed as follows

Recommendation 1
[Item 6.1] That the matter raised by DE concerning handling of revised manufacturer’s Instructions of Ex Products covered by IECEx Certification be handled via the preparation of an ExTAG Decision Sheet 

Recommendation 2 [Item 7] That the matter assessment of Pressurised Enclosures and Purging be addressed within ExTAG with the possibility of an ExTAG Decision being developed

Recommendation 3 [Item 10]  That Documents approved for publication during ExMC meetings will be separately recorded to show specific voting of all Countries present. 

Recommendation 4 [Item 14] On the issue of Manufacturers Testing and use of IECEx OD 024 versus IECEE OD 2048, that ExMC agree with the WG1 view that given the work done and agreements reached to arrive at OD 024 that this OD be used for the interim with a view to consider the IECEE OD following further experience by IECEE.
Recommendation 5 [Item 17.2] That ExMC supports the proposal from the US to amend the basic Rules concerning Working Group Participation in all IECEx Committees

{Secretariat Note: this remark, if supported by ExMC may be best presented as part of the work of CAB WG11 concerning the Harmonised Basic Rules for all CA Systems}

Recommendation 6 [Item 17.4] Provision of IECEx Unit Verification for non electrical equipment.  That ExMC supports the revision of OD 033 to accommodate Non electrical equipment and also the development of manufacturers quality system requirements for non electrical equipment,

Recommendation 7 [Item 17.1] That ExMC agree with the appointment of Mr Marty Cole of CA as the new WG1 Convener, noting that while this position has been held by the Executive Secretary, the IECEx Executive Secretary felt that this position should be held by someone from the Ex Community and from industry, noting the IEC Masterplan call for greater industry involvement.

ExMC Members will be asked to consider the attached WG1/WG5 report and the 7 recommendations during the ExMC meeting in The Hague, 28+29 August 2014.

Chris Agius

IECEx Executive Secretary

	Visiting address:

IECEx Secretariat 

Level 33 Australia Square
264 George Street
Sydney NSW 2000
Australia
	Contact Details:

Tel:  +61 2 4628 4690
Fax: +61 2 4627 5285
E-mail: info@iecex.com

http://www.iecex.com
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INTERNATIONAL ELECTROTECHNICAL COMMISSION SYSTEM FOR CERTIFICATION TO STANDARDS RELATING TO EQUIPMENT FOR USE IN EXPLOSIVE ATMOSPHERES (IECEx System)

MEETING REPORT
on the Combined Meeting of 

Working Group WG1 – Revision of IECEx Scheme Rules and Procedures 

and
Working Group WG5 – Quality System requirements of Ex Manufacturers

held on Friday 23rd May 2014  at Sofitel Dubai Down Town Hotel
Meeting of Working Group WG1 – Revision of IECEx Scheme Rules and Procedures 

Attendance:  

Chris Agius (CA) 
WG1 Convenor & IECEx Executive Secretary


Alexander Zalogin
IECEx Vice Chairman, NANIO CCVE (RU)

Heinz Berger
Certiconsult (CH)

Ron Sinclair
SGS Baseefa (GB)


David Adams 
QPS (CA)


Jasmin Omerovic
UL International DEMKO A/S (DK)

Michael Slowinske
UL LLC (US)

Jim Munro
Jim Munro (AU)


Ralph Wigg
E-x Solutions International Pty Ltd (AU)


Karel Neleman
BARTEC (NL)


Vitaly Grudtsyn
RU Member Body to IECEx (RU)

Alexandra Yaroslavtseva
NANIO CCVE (RU)

Mark Amos (MA) 
IECEx Secretariat

Marty Cole 
Observer – Hubbell Canada

Roger Jones
Observer – National Oilwell Varco


Jasim Al Ali
Observer - ESMA
Apologies:


Thorsten Arnhold
IECEx Chairman


Gerold Klotz-Engmann
Endress+Hauser Messtechnik GmbH+Co KG (DE)


Gerhard Schwarz
GSA Consult (DE)

Theo Pijpker
DEKRA (NL)


Uwe Klausmeyer
PTB Germany


Nick Maalouf
QPS (CA)
Rudolf Pomme
DEKRA
Guenter Gabriel
Pepperl+Fuchs GmbH

Evans Massey
Baldor Electric Company – ABB (US)



Jukka Hannuksela
ABB Oy ABB

Thierry Houeix
INERIS (FR)

Andy Smith
Sira Certification (GB)


Allan Ogden
SGS Baseefa (GB)

Yumin Bo
CNCA (CN)

	1. OPENING OF THE WORKING GROUP 1 MEETING  (Start 09:00)

The meeting was opened by the Convenor at 9:00 a.m. with a welcome to members and observers. A self-introduction of the participants and noting of apologies for absence followed.



	2.  WG1 Terms of Reference and Membership

Members confirmed, without comments or questions the WG1 Terms of Reference and Membership (as indicated on IECEx Website).



	3. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA – Working Group 1

Members requested the addition of four additional items for the agenda regarding:

i. Correspondence from the US National Committee

ii. A report on the ExMC WG15 meeting held earlier in the week

iii. A question regarding the policy on updating of standards and references to older standards

iv. A question regarding the applicability of different types of IECEx documents.

Members agreed to discuss all four during General Business


	4. IECEx activities and Developments since Buxton 2013 IECEx Operational meetings
Members noted, without comments or questions, a report from the Secretariat on  various activities, achievements and developments since the 2013 Buxton meetings with emphasis on :

· Minutes of the ExMC Fortaleza 2013 meeting (refer ExMC/902A/RM) noting following agenda items related to Decisions and Actions relevant to ExMC WG1

· Revision of IECEx 01 as per Decision 2013/30

· Revision of IECEx 02 (Clauses 11.1 and 11. 2) to Edition 5.1 as per Decisions 2013/16A to clarify requirements for Member Body endorsement.   



	5. Report / Discussion on Action Items from Buxton 2013 and Fortaleza 2013 Meetings

Members noted a report on progress on Action Items from the Buxton 2013 and Fortaleza 2013 IECEx Meetings:

1.1. Outstanding Action Items from IECEx WG1 Buxton Minutes 
1.1.1. 
Action Item 6, Publication of Revision to the IECEx 02 Rules of Procedure
A proposal from AU, contained in ExMC/792/CD, seeking to amend IECEx 02 – Rules of Procedure concerning the use of QARs, to be forwarded to WG1 for consideration 

ACTION: JM to take ExMC/792/CD back to the AU Member Body with a request to consider the discussions in this meeting as input to preparing a revised proposal to WG1. 

Decision from Dubai 2014 Meeting/Action arising: Members agreed that the AU Member Body be allowed to discuss this further at their next meeting and to provide a revised proposal at the next meeting of ExMC WG1 or before via the ExMC WG1.
1.1.2. 
Action Item 7, Publication of Revised Operational Document OD 009
Members noted a proposal from AU, contained in ExMC/793/CD, seeking to amend IECEx OD 009 - IECEx Certified Equipment Scheme, Procedures for the Issuing of   IECEx Certificates of Conformity, IECEx Test Reports and IECEx Quality Assessment Reports, concerning the use of QARs, and expressed a view that there is an expectation that ExCBS issuing CoCs ensure that their validity is maintained. 

ACTION: It was suggested that this message be conveyed to the AU NC with an invitation to provide a further proposal if required.

Decision from Dubai 2014 Meeting/Action arising: Members agreed that the AU Member Body be allowed to discuss this further at their next meeting and to provide a revised proposal at the next meeting of ExMC WG1 or before via the ExMC WG1.
1.2. IECEx 2013 ExMC Minutes (ExMC/902A/RM) with assigned action items relating to WG1

1.2.1. 
Action Item # 8, Proposed Amendments to IECEx 02
ExMC WG1 to liaise with ExTAG WG3 to conduct further work to prepare an amendment to Clause 8.1.3 of IECEx 02 Ed.5 (as detailed in accordance with the DE proposal outlined in document ExMC/899/CD)  for final consideration by ExMC as per Decision 2013/16B.
Document for reference: ExMC/899/CD
Decision from Dubai 2014 Meeting/Action arising: Members noted the background to this matter from the Fortaleza 2013 ExMC meeting regarding a proposal on dealing with problems associated with the need to up-issue CoCs in the event of minor changes to Manufacturer’s Instructions and after discussion agreed the following:

i. The content of IECEx Certificates is very dependent on how the manufacturer structures their instruction manual. 
ii. The views expressed in ExMC/902A/RM, Item 8.2 are supported by other manufacturers.

iii. The need to ensure consistency in approach between electric and non-electric equipment certifications in the future 
iv. An ExTAG Decision Sheet is preferred to a Rule Change to address this matter

v. This matter is to be referred to the ExTAG for discussion leading to a decision on how consistency between ExCBs on this matter can be achieved.
RECOMMENDATION No 1 to ExMC:

That this matter be covered by an ExTAG Decision Sheet and therefore to ExTAG. 

1.2.2. 
Action Item # 26, IECEx Terms and Definitions
In support of Decisions 2013/31A, 2013/31B, 2013/31C and 2013/31D, Secretariat to continue work on developing and maintaining an IECEx Terms and Definitions document using the format proposed in ExMC/864/CD and adopting the principles that (i) wherever possible consistent definitions should be used, (ii) where applicable TC 31 definitions should be used, and (iii) all definitions should be referred to the definition “Owners” for detailed review and alignment where necessary.

Members noted that this will be covered in Agenda Item 15.
1.2.3. 
Action Item # 28, Manufacturer Details on ExTRs
US experts to review the proposal, regarding Recommendation 12 in ExMC/873/R to ExMC WG1, (put forward by Paul Kelly to the WG1 Buxton 2013 meeting), for the removal of “Manufacturer” details from ExTRs and refer the matter for further consideration at the next WG1 meeting. Refer Decision 2013/31E
Decision from Dubai 2014 Meeting/Action arising: Members agreed to form, as proposed by Mr Massey in correspondence of 14th May 2014, a Task Group to prepare a proposal for consideration at the next meeting of ExMC WG1.   Mike Slowinske agreed to convene the Task Group that will include Ron Sinclair, Paul Kelly and Marty Cole as members.
1.2.4. Decision # 54 from Fortaleza
Members agreed that RU prepare a proposal for other options concerning the relationship between ExCBs and ExTLs not currently provided by Clause 11.1 of the Rules 02 for referral to WG1 and the Executive for consideration.
Members noted that this will be covered in Agenda Item 8.


	7.  WG1 Task Group on Pressurized Enclosures and Purging

Members noted a report from a Task Group of WG1 proposed at the 2013 Buxton meeting of ExMC WG1 to examine issues related to pressurized enclosures and purging that include concerns that some CoCs required verification of the controller while others require compatability with the controller and yet others require certification which suggests Component Certification path.  
In delivering a verbal report Mr Wigg commented that:
· the issue is covered by Certification and the Ex ‘p’ standard already addresses items that go beyond the construction items and also includes items that relate to installation including control systems.
· there are examples of scenarios that are not covered by the relevant standards or are outside the scope of these standards.
· It is not clear if there is anything in existing standards that can enable the IECEx System to specify that such units of equipment need to be fully assessed. Similarly there is no clarity on the ‘who, when and where aspects’ of such assessments and how this could be accommodated in certification.

· This raises the questions of:

· Who controls the final assembly?

· Is IEC 60079-2 an ‘equipment only’ standard OR an ‘equipment and installation’ standard? It appears that IEC 60079-2 is ‘silent’ on whether it is possible to verify an assembled ‘system’ of equipment.
· Can these units of equipment be covered by detailed information in the “Conditions of Certification” field of the IECEx Certificate?  If yes, such information would need to include details of how the assembly is done, by whom (with appropriate competence) and a list of all equipment to be included in the assembly.
· Acknowledging the above points, more work needs to be done and that this possibly requires input from IEC TC 31.

In response to Mr Wigg’s comments above, Mr Sinclair advised the meeting that he has received (yesterday) a draft ExTAG Decision Sheet following a discussion in the Fortaleza ExTAG meeting on a similar matter. Following discussion WG1 members agreed that the draft DS does not address the matter.

Mr Sinclair also commented that we need to clearly distinguish between certification for purged equipment and certification for Ex ‘p’ equipment and /or certification for controllers as components. 
In response to Mr Sinclair’s points, Mr Munro suggested that this is a certification matter (not one for IEC TC 31) and that the use of component certification is a path to a solution provided it can be clarified who is responsible for the evaluation and verification of the assembled ‘system’.
Following the above discussion it was agreed by members that:

i. this is not an IECEx Rules matter

ii. an ExTAG Decision Sheet is the preferred mechanism for providing consistency among ExCBs

iii. the matter requires a discussion by the full membership of the ExTAG

iv. the ExTAG discussion should also include consideration of using the [p] provision as a solution

Decision from Dubai 2014 Meeting/Action arising: Mr Sinclair to prepare a document for ExTAG discussion at the August 2014 ExTAG meeting.

RECOMMENDATION No 2 to ExMC:

That this matter be covered by an ExTAG Decision Sheet and therefore to ExTAG. 



	8. Review of Rules for clarification of relationships between ExCBs and ExTLs

Members received a detailed presentation from Mr Grudtsyn on a Russia member body proposal for clarification of requirements for ExCBs and ExTLs relationships.
In response the Secretary commented that all members share the Russian concerns about the credibility of the IECEx System and in support of this formal decisions were taken in the ExMC Fortaleza 2013, Dubai 2014 Executive and Dubai ExMC WG4 meetings regarding maintaining and increasing assurance of competent staff in ExCBs with introduction of the mid term surveillance assessments of ExTLs and ExCBs.
Mr Munro provided an update on the Dubai 2014 ExMC WG4 meeting (22nd May) in the context of the outcomes of the Dubai 2014 Executive meeting (21st May) and noted existing arrangements in China and existing mechanisms applied by assessors in such situations to address the concerns outlined by the RU presentation. Mr Munro also commented that the ownership of an ExTL by an ExCB does not necessarily assure continued competence.  Mr Munro suggested that the report from the ExMC WG4 meeting and actions arising should be considered as input to any further discussions on the RU proposal.

The RU response to the above suggestion from Mr Munro was as follows:

· The actions proposed by ExMC WG4 do not, they believe, guarantee competence.   Their view is that such a guarantee can only come from day-to-day practical side-by-side working of ExCB and ExTL staff

· That there are already three organisations operating in China in the IECEE System that could satisfy the RU proposal

In response the Secretary commented that:

· He is reluctant to compare, associate or align the operations of the IECEE and IECEx Systems on this matter because the IECEx System does not allow manufacturer’s laboratories to be accepted in the same way as in the IECEE System

· Perhaps the RU concerns could be addressed by establishing greater reporting requirements on ExCBs

· That IECEx ExCBs and ExTLs are independent legal entities and as such it is not appropriate that IECEx dictates how they should structure their organisations with respect to ownership.

Following the above discussion members agreed that:

i. The credibility of the IECEx System must be maintained and that there are measures other than restricting participation in IECEx by ExCBs that only have integral ExTLs
ii. The RU presentation raises a number of issues that would require a re think within IECEx of the governing structure of ExCBs and ExTLs including to dictate commercial arrangements that would require further detailed consideration and while this could be done in the broader  ExMC forum, the WG1 Members are not in a position to support this approach
and the majority of members agreed that the solution proposed by ExMC WG4 to reconfirm the need for assessment of technical competence of ExCBs during IECEx peer assessments addresses the concerns raised in the RU presentation



	9. Certification at the stage of commissioning

Members received a detailed presentation from Mr Grudtsyn on a Russia member body proposal for certification at the stage of equipment commissioning. 

In delivering the presentation Mr Grudtsyn emphasised the RU concerns regarding a lack of verification at the stage of commissioning IECEx certified equipment and a lack of consistency between countries in the approaches to this activity.  Mr Grudtsyn clarified that it is not expected that all countries need to adopt the process proposed by the RU member body on this matter.
In response to a suggestion from the Secretary that the newly expanded IECEx Certified Service Facility (03) Scheme could address the RU concerns, Mr Grudtsyn outlined the RU view that there is a need for a Certificate to be issued at the stage of commissioning in addition to the Certificate for the equipment and they don’t believe that the 03 Scheme can provide this.

As a further comment, Mr Jones cautioned against the approach suggested by RU on the basis that different regulatory authorities have many and varied requirements for installation and commissioning and as such an IECEx Certifcate for ‘commissioning’ may have little value.   In this respect he advised that NOV have ‘stepped back’ from such an approach and now require a record of inspection to IEC 60079 Parts 14, 17 and 19 as appropriate.
As further comment Mr Sinclair suggested that the RU proposal should be revised to consider the need to address:

· Legal issues

· National differences

· Existing directives (both in terms of provisions and limitations)
Decision from Dubai 2014 Meeting/Action arising:

i. the proposal from RU to prepare a Discussion Paper be accepted. It was suggested that this paper will need to include advice on ‘where’ such a ‘certification scheme’ could be used where required and a note that such a scheme would not be mandatory

ii. the Discussion Paper will be provided to ExMC WG1 for review prior to submission to the ExMC.



	10. Rules for approval of documents in the IECEx System

As a supplement to ExMC Decision 2013/28A (and associated Action #22 from the ExMC Fortaleza 2013 meeting) as extracted below:

The Meeting agreed that the Chairman and the Secretary seek approval within CAB for consistency in the provision of required timeframe for the review of both Operational documents and Rules of procedures.
Mr Grudtsyn presented the background to an RU member body proposal as  Item10_Grudtsyn_Presentation_Issue 2 and suggested that 

· more flexibility and transparency is needed in the approval process for IECEx documents and
· IECEx Rules and ODs should be approved via a voting process rather than at a meeting – such a process could be similar to that used for the acceptance of ExCBs and ExTLs. 
In response the Secretary reminded the meeting that documents approved under the current process include a Foreword that outlines how approval was achieved and lists the documents considered in the approval process.

The Secretary also reminded the meeting of the existing provision for members to request permission to consult further with their member body or national committee when documents are presented for approval at meetings (refer page 4 of IECEx 01).
Mr Grudtsyn explained that the RU Member Body requires evidence that RU has voted on the approved documents – in response it was suggested by the meeting that the combination of (1) the meeting attendance sheet, and (2) the current process of using the document Foreword could satisfy this need.

The proposal from RU that all voting be done by correspondence was not supported by the majority of ExMC WG1 members.

Decision from Dubai 2014 Meeting/Action arising: ExMC WG1 will recommend to the ExMC that the meeting report from meetings where documents are approved shall include a separate record of voting outcomes and that this record will include details of which member bodies voted and how.

Decision from Dubai 2014 Meeting/Action arising: ExMC WG1 will recommend to the ExMC that member bodies be permitted to veto a vote where there is a need to consult further on any changes made to DV documents during discussions prior to a planned voting process.   This voting process should follow the process below:

i. The meeting will confirm agreement to take a vote (provided that the supporting document has been circulated to member bodies at least one month prior to the meeting AND that there have been no changes since circulation)

ii. Member bodies represented at the meeting submit a vote
iii. The results of the vote are recorded as per the method outlined in the preceding Decision
RECOMMENDATION No 3 to ExMC:

That documents approved during ExMC meetings are done so using a formal voting recording process to record by name specific countries voting and their voting decision. 

Decision from Dubai 2014 Meeting/Action arising: ExMC WG1 requested that an ad hoc group of Messrs Agius, Munro and Grudtsyn draft an IECEx document, for ExMC WG1 review, that outlines the above voting process in more detail.


	11. ISO / IEC 17065 Implementation

Members noted that the decision from Executive Dubai meeting to recommend a harmonised ISO /IEC 17065 Checklist (as prepared by Mr Munro) for CAB endorsement for use by all IEC Conformity Assessment Systems.  

Members also noted the relevance of the comments presented by the RU Member Body comments as Item11_Grudtsyn_Presentation_Issue 5.
Decision from Dubai 2014 Meeting/Action arising: ExMC WG1 noted the checklist with their appreciation for the efforts by Mr Munro in preparing this AND for his acceptance of the proposal from RU to conduct a training session on the checklist at the August 2014 ExTAG meeting.


	12. RU Proposal on proposal on voting on ExCB Assessment Reports

Members discussed a proposal from RU member body to insert “... presented by NC of [country] …” in the standard text used to prepare Voting Forms for votes on the acceptance of ExCBs to participate in the IECEx Schemes as outlined in Item12_Grudtsyn_Presentation_Issue 6
Decision from Dubai 2014 Meeting/Action arising: ExMC WG1 expressed their appreciation for the work by RU in preparing this proposal and agreed that this change could be considered as an editorial matter with the Secretary agreeing that this can be accommodated and implemented immediately.


	13. Ex Conformity with requirements of UNECE CROs   
In response to the proposal from RU member body in response to ExMC Decision 2013/44B and associated Actions 41, 42 and 43 from the Fortaleza 2013 ExMC meeting presented to this meeting as Item13_Grudtsyn_Presentation_Issue 3 the Secretary reminded the members of the intent of the UNECE CRO and queried how IECEx can satisfy the RU proposal (noting that item 37(d) is already covered in the UNECE CRO)
The meeting also noted the progress and completion of Action Items 41 and 42 from ExMC/902A/RM Fortaleza minutes.

Decision from Dubai 2014 Meeting/Action arising:  The RU member of ExMC WG1 to consult those involved in the development of the UNECE CRO regarding further steps in the recognition of ExCBs and ExTLs at national levels according to the CRO.


	14. Acceptance of Manufacturer Data and ‘un-witnessed’ Testing Results

Members noted the Secretary’s outline of the background to ExMC Decision 2013/17 from the 2013 Fortaleza ExMC meeting on this matter.

The meeting agreed (as detailed in Decision 2013/17) to proceed as per Option 3.

3. To defer this matter to the next ExMC meeting to allow Member Bodies to discuss in more detail with the discussions of this meeting as input and to for them to discuss with local regulators.  These discussions should occur in parallel with a monitoring of the implementation of the IECEE CTF Program

Decision from Dubai 2014 Meeting/Action arising: ExMC WG1 members then agreed that there is no action on this matter at this point in time other than to note we await feedback from IECEE regarding the implementation of the CTF Program.
Decision from Dubai 2014 Meeting/Action arising ExMC WG1 members also agreed, noting the recent letter from USNC IECEx, that given the enormous work to achieve OD 024 that IECEx continue to use OD 024 for the intermediate period and not introduce change at this time. 

RECOMMENDATION No 4 to ExMC:

That ExMC agree with the WG1 view that given the work done and agreements reached to arrive at OD 024 that this OD be used for the interim with a view to consider the IECEE OD following further experience by IECEE. 



	15. IECEx Terms and Definitions
The Secretariat provided an update to members on the preparation of an IECEx Terms and Definitions document in response to

Fortaleza Action Item #26

In support of Decisions 2013/31A, 2013/31B, 2013/31C and 2013/31D, Secretariat to continue work on developing and maintaining an IECEx Terms and Definitions document using the format proposed in ExMC/864/CD and adopting the principles that (i) wherever possible consistent definitions should be used, (ii) where applicable TC 31 definitions should be used, and (iii) all definitions should be referred to the definition “Owners” for detailed review and alignment where necessary.

as presented as IECEx_101_Terms&Definitions_Ed1.0

Decision from Dubai 2014 Meeting/Action arising:  The Secretariat to conduct a mapping of the terms and definitions against ISO/IEC 17000, make revisions where necessary to reflect ISO/IEC 17000, and then submit to ExMC for approval to publish.
 

	16. Consideration of any additional work for WG1 for the immediate future.  
Members agreed that there are currently no issues relating to the IECEx Equipment Certification Scheme rules that need to be discussed ahead of the next ExMC meeting in The Hague in August 2014, however did agree on the value of work to create a document that identifies document owners.


	17. Other Business

17.1. Correspondence from the US National Committee, Item #1 - Rules for generating ExTRs in relation to Witness Testing

Members considered the outline provided by the Secretary on the background to an earlier proposal and recent correspondence (Item #1) from Mr Bill Fiske  on the routine maintenance of OD 009 with an initial emphasis on Annex A and its relationship with OD 024 in respect to testing at other premises.

In reviewing Mr Fiske’s letter members queried whether 

· ‘Lab A’ was registered for OD 024 ?

· Did ‘Lab A’ follow IECEx Rules ? 

· Did ‘Lab A’ issue an ExTR ?
· Whether there is confusion between the terms ‘ExTL’ and ‘ExTR’ ?

Decision from Dubai 2014 Meeting/Action arising: ExMC WG1 accepted the Secretary’s written response to Mr Fiske’s email and agreed that there is no current need to review IECEx Rules or ODs in this regard.


	17.2. 
Correspondence from the US National Committee, Item #2 – Rules pertaining to WG participation
Members considered proposal from US NC and discussed Item 6.3 with the outcome that the second bullet point under Item 6.3 (as extracted below) 

Requests for IECEx ExTAG working group participation, other than from an

IECEx ExTL or Ex CB, shall be submitted by an IECEx National Member
Body.  It is understood that, in accordance with IECEx OD 031, Ex TAG working group members act in a personal capacity.  
with Actions arising: 

i. Mr Slowinske to confirm USNC acceptance of following Action items

subject to above, 

ii. USNC to consider and clarify whether WG members can be (a) invited by the WG convenor, or (2) ‘co-opted’ instead of requiring National Member Body nomination
iii. Revised Item 6.3 from above to be recommended for ExTAG consideration

Decision from Dubai 2014 Meeting/Action arising: ExMC WG1 has no objections to ExMC being informed of ExMC WG1’s consideration of the US NC correspondence and recommends that the ExMC accepts the USNC proposal Item #2 subject to completion of the Actions listed above. 
RECOMMENDATION No 5 to ExMC:

That ExMC agrees with the proposal from the US, to amend IECEx 01 according to the attached US Letter:
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	7.1. Correspondence from the US National Committee, Item #4 – Differing ExCB requirements between IECEx Schemes and reciprocity.
Members considered the US NC correspondence on this matter and in response to the question from the IECEx Secretary, agreed that the third bullet point in Clause 11.1.1 of IECEx 02, while not included in IECEx 03 and IECEx 05 Rules, is valid for the Equipment Scheme and should be retained as the basis for ‘reciprocity with confidence’.   Members also agreed that the situation outlined by USNC satisfies the IECEx 02 requirement for operating a national scheme.
Extract from IECEx 02 3rd Bullet Clause 11.1.1

· The certification body shall operate a recognized certification or approval scheme at a national level for the specified types of protection
Decision from Dubai 2014 Meeting/Action arising: ExMC WG1 members have no objections to a review of IECEx 02 in respect to the situation outlined by the US NC (item 4 of their letter).
Action arising: ExMC WG1 recommends that the ExMC confirms that IECEx 02 as currently published was intended to provide reciprocity.  


	7.2. Report on ExMC WG15 for non-electrical equipment – Jim Munro

Members noted the report by Mr Munro that the recent meeting of ExMC WG15 where members raised the matter of the required level of compliance with ISO 9001 by manufacturers of non-electrical equipment and requested guidance from this ExMC WG1, particularly regarding the situation of Unit Verification and the suitability of OD 033.
In discussions ExMC WG1 members suggested that a Product Quality Plan approach could provide a solution and that OD 033 could be revised to accommodate this.

Decisions: 
i. ExMC WG1 recommends that ExMC consider a revision of OD 033 in this regard.

ii. ExMC WG1 recommend that ExMC establish a process for the revision of OD 033 for non-electric equipment.  This process will need to recognise any differences between “batch testing” and “ unit verification” approaches

iii. ExMC WG1 recommends that ExMC allocate the above tasks to ExMC WG5

iv. ExMC WG5 to consider an alternative set of requirements as defined in ISO / IEC 80079-34 OR an alternative approach to the application of 80079-34 to assist the entry of non-electric equipment into the IECEx System noting the possibility of less experience with ISO 9001 in the non-electric sector. Also, it should be clear that IECEx does not require Quality Management Systems to be certified.
Mr Sinclair agreed to provide ExMC WG15 Convenor with more information on the ATEX approach to this type of situation.  
RECOMMENDATION No 6 to ExMC:

ExMC agreement to a revision of OD 033 in this regard.

Establish a process for the revision of OD 033 for non-electric equipment.  This process will need to recognise any differences between “batch testing” and “ unit verification” approaches

That ExMC allocate the above tasks to ExMC WG5

ExMC WG5 to consider an alternative set of requirements as defined in ISO / IEC 80079-34 OR an alternative approach to the application of 80079-34 to assist the entry of non-electric equipment into the IECEx System noting the possibility of less experience with ISO 9001 in the non-electric sector. Also, it should be clear that IECEx does not require Quality Management Systems to be certified.



	7.3. Question regarding the policy on updating of standards and references to older standards
Members noted the question from Mr Neleman regarding the referencing of different editions of IEC 60079 in three issues of the Certificate IECEx BKI 06.0009 and agreed the following Action.

Action arising: Secretariat to review IECEx BKI 06.0009


	7.1. Question regarding the applicability of different types of IECEx documents.
Members considered a question from the Secretariat regarding the ‘validity’ of different types of IECEx documents and confirmed that Rules, Operational Documents and ExTAG Decision Sheets and circulars are all actionable by recipients.
Following discussion on the difficulties of finding relevant IECEx documents the following actions were agreed.
Actions arising: 
i. Secretariat to create a searchable list of all IECEx documents
ii. ExMC to establish a means of allocating the maintenance of IECEx documents to appropriate Committees or Working Groups.



	7.1. ExMC WG1 Convenor
Members accepted the proposal from the IECEx Secretary that, consistent with the IEC Master Plan objective to promote greater involvement of industry in leadership roles, that he would step down as ExMC WG1 convenor to make way for an industry representative and supported the Secretary’s recommendation of Mr Marty Cole from Hubbell as the new Convener for WG1.
RECOMMENDATION No 7 to ExMC:

That ExMC agrees with the proposal appointment of Marty Cole as the new WG1 Convener



	8. Next ExMC Working Group 1 Meeting

Members agreed to meet again in the week commencing 4th May 2015 in Toronto, Canada.


	9. Close of Working Group 1 Meeting at 3:44 p.m.


	


Meeting of Working Group WG5 – Quality System requirements of Ex Manufacturers

Attendance:  


Chris Agius (CA) 
WG1 Convenor & IECEx Executive Secretary


Alexander Zalogin
IECEx Vice Chairman, NANIO CCVE (RU)


Heinz Berger
Certiconsult (CH)

Ron Sinclair
SGS Baseefa (GB)


David Adams 
QPS (CA)


Jasmin Omerovic
UL International DEMKO A/S (DK)

Michael Slowinske
UL LLC (US)

Jim Munro
Jim Munro (AU)


Ralph Wigg
E-x Solutions International Pty Ltd (AU)


Karel Neleman
BARTEC (NL)


Vitaly Grudtsyn
RU Member Body to IECEx (RU)


Alexandra Yaroslavtseva
NANIO CCVE (RU)

Mark Amos (MA) 
IECEx Secretariat

Marty Cole 
Observer – Hubbell Canada

Roger Jones
Observer – National Oilwell Varco


Jasim Al Ali
Observer - ESMA
Apologies:


Thorsten Arnhold
IECEx Chairman


Gerold Klotz-Engmann
Endress+Hauser Messtechnik GmbH+Co KG (DE)


Gerhard Schwarz
GSA Consult (DE)


Theo Pijpker
DEKRA (NL)


Uwe Klausmeyer
PTB Germany


Nick Maalouf
QPS (CA)

Rudolf Pomme
DEKRA

Guenter Gabriel
Pepperl+Fuchs GmbH

Evans Massey
Baldor Electric Company – ABB (US)



Jukka Hannuksela
ABB Oy ABB

Thierry Houeix
INERIS (FR)

Andy Smith
Sira Certification (GB)


Allan Ogden
SGS Baseefa (GB)

Yumin Bo
CNCA (CN)

 
Evans Massey
Baldor Electric Company – ABB (US)


Viktor Bairak
VNIEF Russia


Jeffery Olson (JO) 
WG5 Convenor


Zhang Wei
CQM (CN)

	1. OPENING OF THE WORKING GROUP 5 MEETING 
Opening by the Mr Agius as Convenor in Jeff Olson’s absence, self-introduction of the participants, and noting of apologies for absence.



	2. WG5 Terms of Reference and Membership

Members noted and confirmed the WG5 Terms of Reference and Membership (as indicated on IECEx Website).


	3. APPROVAL OF THE AGENDA – Working Group 5 

Members agreed to add an agenda item related to Item 11.1 (for Non Electrical Equipment) in the ExMC WG1 Meeting Report to General Business.


	4. Report / Discussion on Action Items from Buxton 2013  Meeting
Members noted a report on progress on Action Items from the Buxton 2013 Meeting of WG5 and that the outstanding items are covered in Item 5 following:


	5. Report / Discussion on Action Items from Fortaleza 2013 Meeting
Members noted that the following Decision from the Fortaleza 2013 IECEx Meeting 
Decision 2013/32

The Meeting agreed to consider via correspondence documents referenced in recommendations 2, 3, 4 contained in Document ExMC/874/R. is dealt with in Agenda Items 6, 8 and 9 below.


	6. Revision to IECEx Quality Assessment Report Form (F-001) regarding IECEx Conformity Mark Licensing System Proposal from UL

In the absence of progress on the preparation of a Draft Revision of F001 by the Task Force formed at the Paris 2012 meeting of WG5 (refer Items 4 and 5 and Action 1 in ExMC/743/R) members agreed the following:
Action arising: the Secretariat will circulate the current draft to ExMC WG5 for a two period of no objection and then, in the absence of objections, proceed to publication.


	7. Work on a Draft Operational Document “Guide to IECEx auditing” 
Members noted the absence of progress on the preparation of a Draft Guide (refer Item 6 and Action 2 in ExMC/743/R) and agreed that, given the passage of time and the publication of revised OD 025, there is no need for such a document.


	8. Revision to OD 026 Guidelines for the qualification of Lead Auditors and Auditors, in accordance with the IECEx System.
Members noted the publication of revised OD 026 (refer Item 7 and Action 3 in ExMC/743/R and ExTAG/247A/INF).


	9.  Revision to OD 025 Guidelines on the Management of Assessment and Surveillance programs for the assessment of Manufactures Quality Systems, in accordance with the IECEx System.
Members noted the publication of revised OD 025 as Edition 2.0 (refer Item 8 and Action 4 in ExMC/743/R and ExTAG/247A/INF) and suggested a further revision as detailed below:
Action arising: the Secretariat to draft a revision of OD 025 Ed 2.0 (and perhaps OD 026 Ed 2.0 as appropriate) to improve consistency of terminology as follows:

· ‘audit’ = a surveillance activity

· ‘assessment’ = an outcome of an audit
and also include these in the IECEx Terms and Definitions document (refer ExMC WG1 Meeting Report Item 15.



	10.  IECEx Audit Assessments

10.1. Reminder to ExCBs  concerning audit timeframes

In updating members on Action Item 5 from Paris 2012 meeting of WG5 (refer ExMC/743/R, Item 9) the Secretary reminded members of tools available to ExCBs on the On-Line Certification System to monitor ‘out of date QARs’ and also the activities undertaken by the Secretariat in monitoring ‘out of date QARs’ and assisting ExCBs to resolve these.  The Secretary advised members of the intent to report ‘out of date QARs” to the ExMC.
The Secretary took this opportunity to reinforce the importance of 

i. ExCBs regularly reviewing the status of the QAR
ii. ExCBs training staff involved in issuing QARs and linking of CoCs to QARs
iii. Communication between ‘QAR issuing ExCBs’ and other ExCBs that use these QARs in efforts to maintain all QARs as current.
10.2. Feedback on IECEx Audit Assessments

Members offered the following feedback from manufacturer audits under IECEx:
· SGS Baseefa have observed that ~30% of audits are ‘clean’ and ~65% show some minor issues
· UL reported that they have had no issues 

· QPS reported that they have had no issues


	11.  General Business

11.1  Action referred from ExMC WG1 regarding ExMC WG15 Report.
Members noted sub-item (iv) in ExMC WG1 Dubai 2014 Meeting Report Item 17.4 and agreed on the following:
Action arising: Mr Munro to draft an IECEx Operational Document based on ISO/IEC 80079-34, covering non-electrical equipment (refer Item 11 in ExMC/874/R for additional background information)


	12.  Next Working Group 5 Meeting
The date of the next meeting of ExMC WG5 is to be advised by the Convenor.


	13.  Close of Working Group 5 Meeting at 17:00



IECEx ExMC WG1 & WG5 Meeting 


23 May 2014, Dubai
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1EC Chairman: E. Massey Address replies to:
=

== Vice Chairman: P. Kelly USNC/IECEx
United States Past Chairman: J. Olson c/o NEMA
National Committee Treasure: B. Fiske 1300 North 17" St., Ste. 900
of the IECEx Secretary: J. Solis Rosslyn, VA 22209
May 14, 2014

Mr. Chris Agius
Secretary IECEX

IECEX Secretariat

Level 33 Australia Square
264 George Street
Sydney NSW 2000
Australia

VIA E-MAIL TRANSMISSION

Subject: USNC/IECEx Comments Regarding WG1+WG5 ExMC — Equipment Scheme
Rules, May 23, 2014 Agenda (ExMC/841/Inf)

Dear Mr. Agius:

The United States National Committee of the IECEx (USNC/IECEX) recently met to prepare
for the 2014 EXMC meeting. As part of the preparation, the committee discussed possible
agenda topics that should come before WG1+WG5 EXMC. As an outcome of that
discussion, the committee has prepared the following comments, see below, for
consideration by WG1+WG5 ExMC. We wanted to provide these comments in advance of
the Dubai meeting for the benefit of others who may be planning on attending. Please note
that U.S. working representatives attending the Dubai working group meetings will be
available to speak to the comments. While these comments are not associated with any
particular agenda item, we suggest they be discussed under “other business” or where you
as Convenor believe they should be discussed.

1. IECEx data acceptance procedures

In an effort to coordinate operational procedures where possible across IEC Systems, the
USNC proposes to adopt the IEC operational document(s) for data acceptance as a
replacement to OD 24. This adoption should only involve minimal editing to replace IECEE
references to IECEXx, and possible the need to show certain levels as “Not available at this
time”, should there be discussions necessary to implement all levels. If accepted, this
proposal would harmonize available data acceptance procedures between IECEE and
IECEX, and would not change levels of IECEx data acceptance available today. Then, when
additional levels are considered available to IECEX, the “Not available at this time” levels can
simply be made “Available”, without any extra effort.





2.

Rules pertaining to WG participation

In doing a periodic review of the USNC patrticipation in IECEx Working Groups, it was
uncovered that a WG member was identified on the IECEx website as a WG member
participating with U.S. contact details. However, this WG member was not participating
through the USNC. The member was residing in the U.S., by participating through a National
Committee other than the U.S. This situation caused confusion, and was ultimately resolved
by working together with the Secretariat and this WG member. However, to better define
how such WG patrticipation is to be handled going forward, the USNC proposed the following
revisions to IECEx 01:

6.2 7-8-The EXMC, EXTAG, ExMarkCo and ExPCC committees may establish
Working Groups, AdHoc Working Groups or Task Groups with clearly defined
terms of reference. These groups may be established to provide advice advise-it
on matters related to the operation of the committee which established the
droupmanagementofthe lECEx System-orto-enhance-the-efficiency-of-its
operation- In general Working Groups are longer term advisory bodies responsible
for addressing an on-going issue, while AdHoc Working Groups and Task Groups
are shorter term advisory bodies responsible for addressing a specific defined
issue and may be disbanded after the specific defined issue is resolved as
determined by the committee under which they were established.

NOTE Working Groups may be established for the purpose of dealing with matters
relating to, for example:

- the layout and content of assessment report forms for the initial assessment of
ExCBs and EXTLs;

- the evaluation of assessment and reassessment reports for ExXCBs and EXTLSs,
including recommendations for acceptance, rejection or suspension; and

- the layout and content of IECEXx Certificates of Conformity, and the layout of Ex
Test Reports.

6.3 The process for participation by an individual on a Working Group, AdHoc
Working Group or Task Group is as follows:

e Requests for IECEx ExXMC, ExMarkCo and ExPCC working group participation
shall be submitted by an IECEx National Member Body.

e Requests for IECEX EXTAG working group patrticipation, other than from an
IECEX EXTL or Ex CB, shall be submitted by an IECEx National Member
Body. It is understood that, in accordance with IECEx OD 031, Ex TAG working
group members act in a personal capacity.






e Contact details for IECEx ExMC, EXTAG, ExMarkCo and ExPCC working group
participants, as reflected as part of the on-line WG records, shall include the

following:

- Participant name

- Participant company name

- Participant company address, with the address being within the country
of the submitting IECEx National Member Body

- Participant phone number, with the number being whatever the
participant’s preferred number is for contacting the participant

- Participant fax number, with the number being whatever the participant’s
preferred number is for contacting the participant (optional)

- Participant e-mail address, with the e-mail address being whatever the
participant’s preferred e-mail address is for contacting the participant

6.4 7-.9-The Secretariat duties of any Working Group shall be under the
responsibility of the IECEX Executive Secretary.

6.5 6-2-The overall responsibility for the operation of the IECEx System is vested in
the EXMC, which is a Committee of the IEC and operates under the authority of the
CAB. The CAB has delegated the management and overall operational
responsibility related to the IECEXx to the EXMC. The CAB supervises the EXMC
and has the authority to disband the ExXMC and/or the IECEXx (IEC Statutes, Article
13). This authority shall not be exercised without prior consultation between the
CAB and the ExMC.

(Based on the above, 7.8 and 7.9 can be deleted)

3. ExXCB/EXTL assessment procedures:

a.) The USNC reluctantly voted affirmative on the issue of Certification Management Limited
(CML) as an accepted ExCB. This position was not based on any known issue with the
technical or procedural knowledge of the CML Ex staff. Instead, it was based on the
required / expected assessment procedures and ultimate documentation. It was the
opinion of the USNC that the assessment documentation shared with National
Committees did not include sufficient information to make a determination, with additional
Secretariat contact being necessary to make any determination. Specifically, there was
no indication of any national or regional Ex certifications having been issued by CML, or
reviewed by the assessment team. Therefore, the assessment report does not provide
confidence that CML meets all the relevant requirements of ISO/IEC Guide 65 or all
IECEX rules and procedures. Additionally, there could have been greater detail on how
CML staff competencies aligned with the breadth of scope being requested. The overall
USNC concern was amplified when reviewing, at the same time, the assessment report
for TIIS which documented substantial supporting references. The USNC request greater





clarity on this within both IECEXx rule and procedures, and assessment reports. What is
the minimum expectation for a Candidate EXCB to demonstrate competence? Ideally it
would be national / regional certification activity. But, if not, then what should be required,
and should there be an expectation for oversight of the initial certifications under any
standards under question.

b.) The USNC has a number of concerns regarding how the IECEX relationship between
TRaC Global Ltd and MET Laboratories Baltimore and Austin facilities is being
documented and referred to. These concerns are not based on TRaC’s and MET’s desire
for this relationship, or the ability for such a relationship to be supported by IECEX.
Instead, the USNC concerns related to introduction of new terminology (i.e. IECEX
“Partner Laboratory”), the recommendation made by the assessment team (i.e., MET can
be used as an EXTL), the relevancy of A2LA accreditation that lacks hazardous locations
in its scope (i.e. there is no relevance so why was it even mentioned), and the ability of
MET to promote its IECEX test capability given that it is not an EXTL. The relationship
between Baseefa and its India supporting location is how the USNC would have expected
to see the relationship between TRaC and these MET locations.

4. Differing EXCB requirements between IECEx Schemes:

Under the IECEXx Certified Equipment Scheme, there are rules and procedures that a
Candidate ExCB must be willing and able to accept IECEX test reports from other EXCBs as
a means to issue national or regional certification within the Member country of the Candidate
ExCB. This is not a part of the other IECEx Schemes. The USNC recognizes that, when the
IECEX started as a one-Scheme System, that such rules and procedures provided alignment

with IECEE. However, now as a multi-Scheme System, the USNC requests that IECEX
revisit their position on the issue of reciprocity within the Certified Equipment Scheme.

Thank you for your attention to this matter. Please contact me if you have any questions.

Sincerely,
Secretary, USNC/IECEE
PK/js

CC. USNC/IECEE Officers






