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ExTAG(Split/Sec)05

INTERNATIONAL ELECTROTECHNICAL COMMISSION (IEC) SYSTEM

FOR CERTIFICATION TO STANDARDS RELATING TO EQUIPMENT FOR

USE IN EXPLOSIVE ATMOSPHERES (IECEx SYSTEM)

Report to ExMC on ExTAG meetings in Split
A: ExTAG Training Workshop 5 September 2011

Chaired by ExTAG Secretary – Michel Brenon

1. Unit Verification

Ron Sinclair and Wal Robson presented aspects relating to OD 033.

Although “batch certification” is included in OD 033 there was a body of opinion that further guidance was needed in this area.  The secretariat agreed to look at the need to modify OD 033 to emphasise possible differences between true “Unit” certification and true “Batch” certification.

ExMC is invited to note
2. QAR Assessments
Thierry Houeix presented a clause by clause summary of the differences between OD 005 and ISO IEC 80079-34.

A summary of the assessment process followed.
Additional processes relating to the IECEx Conformity Mark were introduced.

Questions from the floor related to monitoring expiry dates of QARs issued by other ExCBs and how continued validity is monitored.

When will the changeover to ISO IEC 80079-34 occur ?  

 On ExMC agenda.
3. ExTR packages and reports
Paul Kelly reviewed the structure of the ExTR package and the responsibilities of those completing both the ExTR cover and the reports.

Advice was provided on completion of all the different types of reports including how to handle partial testing and national differences.
4. Certificate of Personnel Competence

Ralph Wigg introduced the subject of competence and the required evidence to support it, emphasising the importance of skills as well as knowledge.

Owners and operators must demonstrate persons are competent.  How ?

Issue of “Certification Committee” in relation to a group scheme following ISO 17024 was highlighted, where the standard implies that each certification body has its own scheme but IECEx is having a single group committee.
Ron Sinclair related the Baseefa experience highlighting the problems of dealing with diverse applicants in diverse locations.  He postulated exponential growth mirroring the situation with the product certification scheme.
5. Web site Developments

Wal Robson went through the developments on the web site.
A suggestion was made that better identification of QARs and ExTRs whilst being selected for addition to CoCs could be useful to make the process more certain.  The secretariat agreed to investigate the possibilities
ExMC is invited to note 
B: ExTAG Formal Business Day 6 September 2011

Selected items identified by ExTAG agenda reference
3   Action items from Berlin meeting confirmed complete or on the agenda.

4   Report on Split Training Workshop presented (abbreviated version above).

5   Secretariat provided an overview of new applicant status referring delegates to the IECEx Web Site - OD 001 for more complete details.

6   Secretariat provided a review of the assessments, re-assessments and surveillance assessments of existing and new ExCBs and ExTLs since the last ExMC Meeting held in Berlin. He advised that 28 bodies had either been completed, or were planned for completion, by the end of 2011. Included were statistics on documents reviewed and the nature of issues found.

7   EXCBs and ExTLs held a closed session immediately before lunch.  Major concern expressed at regular non-attendance at both ExTAG days by a few bodies.  Absence makes it difficult to remain in touch with developments in the schemes.

ExMC is asked to consider whether  to enforce attendance to both the training workshop and the formal meeting, and how.

8   Secretariat reviewed changes in the on-line systems and how the systems help in the audit process carried out by the secretariat.

9   Review of ExTAG Working Groups

9.1   WG01 – Preparation and Maintenance of ExTRs – Convenor Paul Kelly
A number of new documents have been satisfactorily introduced since the last meeting and a revision of OD 010 is nearly completed.  This will be issued in two parts:

OD 010-1 – Guidance for the Development and Posting of Blank IECEx Test Report (ExTR) Documents
OD 010-2 – Guidance for the Compilation, Issuance and Receipt of IECEx Test Report (ExTR) Packages
During discussion, a difference in approach was identified in the use of the box “Manufacturer” in the ExTR Cover Sheets.  The three views are:

a) The ExTR does not relate to the manufacturing process therefore the manufacturer does not need to be identified

b) In order to fulfil the requirement, it is necessary to list all possible manufacturing locations in the ExTR
c) The location or locations of physical manufacture is not relevant to the ExTR but the “design authority” is relevant as the report refers to drawings under the control of a specific organisation.  Conventionally this design authority is referred to as “manufacturer”.

The decision was to leave the report format unchanged but to ask ExMC to consider if there is a need to amplify or change the definition of “manufacturer” in IECEx 02 in order to clarify the issue.

ExMC is asked to consider if IECEx 02 should be amended to clarify or amend the definition of manufacturer to separate the two responsibilities of “control of the design” and “control of the physical manufacturing process”.
9.2 WG03 Documentation and Drawing Requirements – Convenor Jim Birch
With regret we received the news that the convenor, Jim Birch, was leaving Simtars and therefore had to resign as convenor of WG03.  Australia volunteered to try and find a replacement convenor.

The latest draft version of OD 017 was accepted for publication as Edition 4, noting that in the CC document for the earlier draft there were a number of comments marked as “for consideration at the next edition”.  These would provide the initial agenda for the new convenor of the WG.
In his convenor’s report, Jim Birch drew attention to a requirement in IECEx 02, clause 8.1.3 which did not seem to be being followed.  This requires the certificate to make a reference to the instructions.  He believed this could be important in relation to the requirements for service and repair.  In discussion (including input from a representative of the service facility industry), it was agreed that it was not appropriate to list a specific instruction document in a certificate, as the manufacturer needed to be free to adapt such a document at short notice.  It was current practice to ensure during QAR activities, that appropriate instructions were being provided.  Listing a document did not, of itself, ensure that it was available.

ExMC is asked to consider amending IECEx 02 to remove the reference to “instructions” in clause 8.1.3.

9.3 WG06 Procedures for testing at other locations – Convenor Nick Maalouf
A brief meeting of WG06 had been held on Monday evening and Nick Maalouf reported that the consensus was for maintaining the existing version of OD 024 whilst further experience is gained.  The meeting was pleased to note that stability would be maintained and any issues that arise should be forwarded to Nick Maalouf for consideration at a future WG06 meeting.
The extension of activity foreseen at the Berlin meeting, to expand the section of the document relating to partial witnessed testing, had not been completed as it was realised that this was effectively an entirely separate subject outside the scope of the current WG and its membership.  It was postulated that a new activity was needed relating to the acceptance of manufacturers to perform unwitnessed testing.  It was noted that the IECEE Scheme and also some individual ExTLs within the IECEx Scheme have procedures for this.
ExMC is asked to consider if a task should be defined related to procedures for allowing manufacturers’ unwitnessed testing and whether this should be added to the scope of WG06 (with a call for members with appropriate experience) or a new WG.

During discussion there was a suggestion that a template agreement between ExCBs and manufacturers might be prepared to assist some organisations. It was decided that this would be inappropriate given that individual countries have their own legal complications and that individual certification bodies have different basic contracts for certification.  However, it was agreed that the WG be assigned the task of producing an outline document containing recommendations and topics that could be contractual.
9.4 WG09 Ex “s” Requirements – Convenor Xu Jianping
The new standard IEC 60079-33 is currently out for voting at CDV level.  It is hoped that an FDIS version will result from discussion in Melbourne at the end of October.  If things move fast, the standard could be published towards the end of the first half of 2012.  The standard refers to the use of more than one “Verifier”, depending on the Equipment Protection Level (EPL) of the equipment.  The term was chosen to align with IEC 61508, which was used as a precedent, to allow some elements of conformity assessment to be included in a technical standard

The first draft of a new Operational Document was available for comment.  This is intended to interface IECEx with the standard and define how IECEx will satisfy the requirements for Verifiers.  It was agreed that Verifier Number 1 must be an ExCB in normal contractual relationship with the customer as envisaged within the IECEx Scheme.  Discussion centred on whether Verifiers 2 and 3 also need to be an ExCB or whether they could be an individual expert accepted by IECEx for the purpose.  The body of opinion was that, although individual experts may be a valuable resource, they should be contracted via an ExCB who would accept responsibility for their activity.
A further draft of the Operational Document will be issued soon to both ExTAG and ExMC for comment and, hopefully, acceptance.  Time is critical as it is desirable that IECEx should be in a position to issue Ex s certificates shortly after the standard is published.  The Operational Document will contain information related to the assessment of ExCBs/ExTLs for the inclusion of IEC 60079-33 within their scope.

ExMC is asked to note the progress with the new Operational Document and to consider if the scheme needs to make any other preparations in order for IECEx to be ready for the publication of IEC 60079-33.

9.5 WG10 Proficiency Testing – Convenor Uwe Klausmeyer
ExTAG received a presentation on the current status of the project .  Forty three laboratories are participating.

Ex d sample – 26 out of 38 results have been uploaded

Ex i sample – 13 out of 37 results have been uploaded

It was commented that at this stage of the project the results are showing the type of spread that may be anticipated without causing any alarm.  After review of the first round of results by the end of this year, laboratories will have the opportunity to evaluate their own results against the body of results and decide if they need to alter any procedures.  It is anticipated that a final set of results will be published in May 2012.

9.6 WG11 Material Data – Convenor Bill Lawrence

It was noted that DS 2011/002 had been published, completing the current round of work.

10 Technical Discussions related to the Certified Equipment Scheme (IECEx 02)

10.1.1 Revision of Decision Sheet 2004/006A

This document was published last year but a further amendment was proposed to ensure that when the equipment was assessed, any incorporated components or equipment also had to be evaluated to the same edition of the standard.  A contrary comment was received and included in the CC document, that it should be acceptable to refer directly to incorporated components and equipment at an earlier edition of the standard provided that the distinction was made clear in the certificate.  Discussion centred on how this could be made clear when many people would only refer to the front sheet of the certificate.
ExMC is asked to consider the incorporation of information on the front page of the certificate to clarify occasions on which different aspects of the certified equipment are assessed to different editions of a standard.
10.2.2 Revision of ExTAG DS 2010/007 - Sealing test of cable glands

After considerable discussion it was agreed that a revised Decision Sheet not be published, but that this topic be forwarded, for technical review, to TC WG22  for discussion in Melbourne in the hope that an ISH be published.

10.3.2 Five Decision Sheets from 2006 were reviewed:

Four of the five Decision Sheets will be revised in light of the discussions before confirmation.

11 Discussions relating other IECEx Schemes: IECEx 03, IECEx 04 and IECEx 05

The secretariat provided brief updates

11.1.2 The specific paper from Malaysia was withdrawn, but a discussion took place on a related issue: How to handle repair workshops’ own insulation systems for Ex e and Ex n machines, particularly relating to the high voltage in-gas ignition tests.  It was agreed that the repairer could obtain documentation for type tests of his system to enable use in any manufacturer’s machine.  It was also suggested that further input on this topic be forwarded to Mr Evans Massey for discussion at the TC WG27 meeting to be held in Melbourne.
15.2 The meeting recommends to ExMC that the appointment of  Mr Sinclair as chair of ExTAG be extended for a further three years.
16 Next Meeting.  ExTAG hopes to receive an invitation to meet with ExMC next year.

ExTAG records its grateful thanks to the Ex Agency for the excellent facilities and hosting.
Ron Sinclair
Chair – ExTAG 
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