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INTRODUCTION

This document provides a report from the IECEx Secretariat and is issued for information purposes.
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On-line review of Certificates of Conformity

For period February 2006 to August 2006

1. Introduction

An on-line review of published IECEx Certificates of Conformity was conducted gradually over the period February 2006 to August 2006. 

2. Objective
The objective of the review was to check that the information on the CoC was basically correct including the following:

a) Date of issue appropriate (not showing in the future);

b) A Test Report number and File Reference included;

c) Manufacturer’s site address given (not P O Box);

d) Any attached Annex has a reference to the CoC number;

e) Conditions listed if necessary:

f) Equipment description clear;

g) Major editorial mistakes.

3. Certificates reviewed
This review was carried out gradually over some months and some 85% of all CoCs issued by the end of 2005 have been reviewed. It is intended that this review will continue and all CoCs published by all Certification Bodies will be eventually checked.

As of August 2006 the Certification Bodies and number of CoC’ included in review period are shown in the following table.

	Certification Body
	Number of CoC’s checked
	
	Certification Body
	Number of CoC’s checked

	BAS
	98
	
	LCI
	6

	BKI
	8
	
	NEM
	7

	BVS
	8
	
	PTB
	21

	CSA
	5
	
	SIM
	4

	CQM
	1
	
	SIR
	45

	DNV
	4
	
	TSA
	11

	FMG
	3
	
	TUN
	6

	ITA
	3
	
	UL
	10

	ITS
	8
	
	ULD
	5

	KEM
	11
	
	
	

	KOS
	1
	
	Total
	265


4. Findings
The review has highlighted that in some instances the following issues required attention or modification:

a) Manufacturer’s location was not clearly shown as a street or site address.

b) The Annex did not contain a reference to the CoC number.

c) The equipment description was not clearly given.

d) The symbol “U” was not used when the CoC was for components to be used with other equipment.

e) In one or two cases there was no reference to the Part 0 Standard.

f) Again in one or two cases the Standard reference was to the incorrect Standard number.

g) Some minor spelling mistakes and other editorial omissions.

h) Installation instructions which should be CoC Conditions. Therefore “X” should be used.

i) Insufficient detail information on CoC conditions.

In each case the appropriate certification Body had been advised of the findings of the review particular to their CoCs.

5. Conclusion
The review focuses on editorial as well as technical issues. It is firmly believed that a positive outcome has been achieved in that issues, as indicated above, have been revealed and the opportunity taken to draw them to the attention of the appropriate Certification Body for correction. 

The Secretariat wishes to acknowledge, with thanks, the full cooperation of all ExCBs with this review. Feedback from ExCBs has also enabled the Secretariat to introduce improvements to the system and continues to work with the IEC Central office IT Department.

The Secretariat is also conducting a review of OD 011 Part2/ Version 3.1 to provide an up to date set of guidelines for ExCBs using the “On-line” Certification System.

See Annex to this document for an overview of issues and the improvements achieved. 

It is proposed that this review continue.

ANNEX

This annex contains a comparison between the number of issues reported in the following:

1. On-line review of Certificates of Conformity dated September 2005: and

2. On-line review of Certificates of Conformity, October 2005 to January 2006

3. On-line review of Certificates of Conformity, February 2005 to August 2006

	Report period- Upto September 2005

Certificates reviewed = 277

Issues reported.
	No.

	Manufacturer’s location was not clearly shown as a street or site address.
	14

	The Annex did not contain a reference to the CoC number.
	6

	The equipment description was not clearly given.
	1

	The symbol “U” was not used when the CoC was for components to be used with other equipment.
	1

	There was no reference to the Part 0 Standard.
	2

	The Standard reference was to the incorrect Standard number.
	1

	Some minor spelling mistakes and other editorial omissions.
	5


	Report period – September 2005 to January 2006

Certificates reviewed = 245

Issues reported.
	No.

	Manufacturer’s location was not clearly shown as a street or site address.
	0

	The Annex did not contain a reference to the CoC number.
	7

	The equipment description was not clearly given. Not clear what is certified
	3

	The symbol “U” was not used when the CoC was for components to be used with other equipment.
	1

	There was no reference to the Part 0 Standard.
	0

	The Standard reference was to the incorrect Standard number.
	0

	Some minor spelling mistakes and other editorial omissions.
	0

	Installation instructions which should be CoC Conditions. Therefore “X” should be used.
	3

	Insufficient detail information on CoC conditions
	1

	
	


	Report period – February 2006 to August 2006

Certificates reviewed = 265

Issues reported.
	No.

	Manufacturer’s location was not clearly shown as a street or site address.
	1

	The Annex did not contain a reference to the CoC number.
	4

	The equipment description was not clearly given. Not clear what is certified
	1

	The symbol “U” was not used when the CoC was for components to be used with other equipment.
	1

	There was no reference to the Part 0 Standard.
	0

	The Standard reference was to the incorrect Standard number.
	0

	Some minor spelling mistakes and other editorial omissions.
	0

	Installation instructions which should be CoC Conditions. Therefore “X” should be used.
	2

	Insufficient detail information on CoC conditions
	1
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