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ExTAG/107/CD

November 2006

INTERNATIONAL ELECTROTECHNICAL COMMISSION SCHEME FOR CERTIFICATION TO STANDARDS RELATING TO EQUIPMENT FOR USE IN EXPLOSIVE ATMOSPHERES (IECEx SCHEME)
Title: Draft questionnaire on document  OD 024 V1 - Rules of Procedure for testing at other locations (withdrawn Document OD 024)

Circulation to: Ex Testing and Assessment Group (ExTAG)
INTRODUCTION
Please find following a questionnaire prepared by ExTAG WG6 Convenor, Mr Michel Brenon, relating to OD/024 V1 - Rules of Procedure for testing at other locations (withdrawn Document OD 024) and referred to in the newly posted document ExTAG/106/CD Request for comment from the Convenor of ExTAG WG 06 - Rules of Procedure for testing at other locations (withdrawn Document OD 024
Members are asked to forward the completed questionnaire to Christine Kane at the IECEx Secretariat, christine.kane@iecex.com. The final date, for returning your comments is December 31, 2006.
Thank you for your kind co-operation on these subjects. 

Michel Brenon

ExTAG Secretary

	Address:

Standards Australia Building 

286 Sussex Street

Sydney NSW 2000

Australia


	IECEx Secretariat

Contact Details:

Tel: +61 2 8206 6940

Fax: +61 2 8206 6272

e-mail: chris.agius@iecex.com
http://www.iecex.com



Draft questionnaire regarding OD 024 V1

IECEx OD 024 DRAFT QUESTIONNAIRE

	Name of the Member Body:







Address: 









Signature:

Date

	Action: ExTAG(Shanghai/Secretariat)02
“After considerable discussion by the ExTAG it was recommended that this Operational Document OD 024 IECEx Rules of Procedure covering the use of “Other Testing Laboratories” for the purpose of third party assessment and certification. (e.g. manufacturers or users laboratories) be withdrawn. The Chairman asked that, given the lengthy discussion, the members forward any comments back to the WG, to assist in the preparation of a revised edition of the document. A questionnaire* to know in principle, the degree of acceptance of data generated by manufacturers through one of the proposed ways, WOT, TOP and SOT by members is to be drafted. Once this has been finalised a date for a final comment will be decided.”




	
	QUESTIONS

	For WG 6

	1
	Does your Country have any regulation regarding third party results acceptation?


	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	

	
	Comments:


	

	2
	Does this regulation allow acceptance of Manufacturer test results for the purpose of independent third party certification?


	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	

	
	Comments:


	

	3
	Does this regulation permit the following concept to be used?

· Ex TL staff performing tests at manufacturer premises with its own equipment or with manufacturer’s equipment

Nb: in OD 024 this concept acronym is TOP
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments:


	

	
	· Ex CB or Ex TL staff controls and witnesses all tests done by a manufacturer which uses its own equipment 

Nb: in OD 024 this concept acronym is WOT
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
	

	
	Comments:


	

	
	· Ex CB supervises the manufacturer, the laboratory process and witnesses some part of each agreed testing program

Nb: in OD 024 this concept acronym is SOT
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments:


	


	4
	Would you prefer better according another acronym for TOP, WOT, SOT?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments


	

	5
	Should organizations (e.g. Ex CB, Ex TL), using one of the concepts above, have sufficient experience to run it properly,
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments:

	

	6
	As an Accepting Body, what type of experience would you expect in order to build confidence regarding the Ex CB ?

· Experience in particular standard or type of protection


	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments:


	

	
	· Some years of experience in this particular standard or type of protection
· 3 years

· 4 years

· 5 years

· More


	 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	
	Comments:


	

	7
	Could this experience be approached by the number of certificates issued in relation with this standard or type of protection?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	If YES, how many per year:


	
	

	
	Comments:


	

	8
	Should the certificates be issued only for the IECEx scheme ?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments:


	

	9
	Regarding the Ex CB staff
· is experience in particular standard or type of protection needed?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments:

	

	
	· are some years of practice needed for the Ex CB staff?


	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments:


	

	
	If YES, how many:

· 2 years

· 3 years

· 4 years

· More
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	
	Comments:


	

	
	In which particular field should the EX CB have complementary experience in order to use one of the concepts mentioned at 3?

· Testing

· Conformity assessment

· Auditing

· Witnessing

· Other


	 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	
	Comments:


	

	10
	Could any TL be used ?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments:

	

	11
	Would the use of a TL not member of IECEx increase your confidence? (this TL beeing not a manufacturer)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments:

	

	12
	What should be a reasonable experience for an Ex TL to operate        under the responsibility of an Ex CB that would increase your confidence as an Accepting Body?
· 3 years

· 4 years

· 5 years

· More


	 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	
	Comments:


	

	13
	Would experience of Ex TL gained through incomplete testing help you gaining confidence?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments:

	

	14
	Would your confidence be comforted if Ex TL is able to demonstrate experience in full testing?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments:


	

	15
	What would be the minimum experience requested for staff of an Ex TL performing such tests on behalf of an Ex CB that would increase your confidence as an Accepting Body?

· 5 years

· 10 years

· 20 years

· More


	 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 


	

	
	Comments:

	

	16
	Would a minimum of experience in a particular standard or type of protection be required for Ex TL staff?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments:

	

	17
	Would 

· 2 years

· 3 years

· 4 years

· Or more years

of experience be sufficient for Ex TL staff ?


	 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments:


	

	18
	In which particular field should the EX TL staff have complementary experience in order to use one of the concepts mentioned at 3?

· Testing

· Conformity assessment

· Auditing

· Witnessing

· Other


	 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

 FORMCHECKBOX 

	

	
	Comments:

	

	19
	Should this experience be gained necessarily in the Ex TL?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments:

	

	20
	Is it necessary for the Ex TL to comply with ISO/IEC 17025 off-site procedure when performing TOP or WOT?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	If YES, why:

	
	

	
	If NO, why:

	
	

	21
	Is it necessary to have the Manufacturer assessed by the Ex CB ?


	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	If YES, why:

	
	

	
	If NO, why:

	
	

	22
	Is an agreement between the Ex CB and the Manufacturer necessary?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments:


	

	23
	Would this agreement increase your confidence as an Accepting Body?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments:


	

	24
	If YES at Q 22: is it still necessary if just “TOP” at Manufacturer premises is performed?


	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	If YES, to which Extent should the assessment be performed?

	
	

	
	If NO, why:

	
	

	25
	Is it necessary for the Manufacturer to be formally ISO 17025 accredited 


	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments:

	

	26
	Is compliance of Manufacturer with ISO 17025 necessary?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	If YES, in which case (TOP, WOT, SOT), and to which Extent:


	
	

	
	If NO, why:

	
	

	27
	To increase confidence of the Accepting Body, should the Manufacturer be equipped for testing,
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	If YES, to which clause of the standard:


	
	

	
	If NO, in which case (TOP, WOT, SOT):

	
	

	28
	To be maintained in the IECEx scheme, should the Manufacturer be assessed yearly by the Ex CB or by the Ex TL by delegation of the Ex CB?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	If NO, why:


	
	

	
	Describe the possible causes of:


	
	

	29
	To be maintained in the IECEx scheme, should the Manufacturer be assessed every 3 years by an audit team from IECEx?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	If NO, why:

	
	

	Review of Specific Provisions applicable to Manufacturers


	30
	Should some specifications for TOP be removed?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	If YES, which ones and why:


	
	

	31
	Should some specifications for TOP be added?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	If YES, which ones and why:


	
	

	32
	Should some specifications for WOT be removed?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	If YES, which ones and why:


	
	

	33
	Should some specifications for WOT be added?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	If YES, which ones and why:


	
	

	34
	Should some specifications for SOT be removed?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	If YES, which ones and why:


	
	

	35
	Should some specifications for SOT be added?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	If YES, which ones and why:


	
	

	36
	In particular cases should the need for participating in proficiency testing be mandatory?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments:

	

	37
	Do you think that the possibility given to the manufacturers to have different agreements with different Ex CBs improve the confidence of the Accepting Body in such process?


	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	If NO, why:


	
	

	38
	What are your suggestions to preserve such a flexibility while preserving confidence?

	

	39
	In order to build up confidence of the Accepting Body, would you see the use of one of the concepts (TOP, WOT, SOT) be disclosed in full                             Ex TR


	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	If NO, why:


	
	

	40
	Should the IECEx be informed of the number of type tests conducted by a manufacturer under one of the concepts (e.g. SOT, WOT, TOP)?

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments:

	

	41
	Should there be a control before agreements between manufacturers and Ex CBs?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No


	

	
	Comments:


	

	42
	Please feel free to put forward your suggestions
	
	

	
	Suggestions:
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