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INTRODUCTION

The comments collated in document ExMC/528A/CC were considered during a 3 day meeting of the ExMC WG12 held in Singapore from the 23rd to 25th June 2009.

This document, ExMC/528B/CC, contains the ExMC WG12 deliberations for each of the comments and is submitted for information to the ExMC.
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COMMENTS ON ExMC/516/CD [OD501]
	Originator


	Clause/ Subclause
	Paragraph Figure/

Table
	Type of comment (General/ Technical/

Editorial)
	COMMENTS
	Proposed change
	ExMC-WG12
observations

	1. AU
	
	
	General
	These comments should not be considered in isolation, they have to be considered in conjunction with comments on the associated OD’s and IEC Ex -05
	
	See remaining AU comments

	2. CA
	
	
	General
	Canada recommends acceptance of the CD
	
	Noted

	3. DE
	
	
	General 
	We are pleased to inform you that the German Member Body of IECEx is in favour of the document.
	
	Noted

	4. NO
	
	
	General
	NO has no comment to ExMC 516
	
	Noted

	5. RU
	
	
	General
	We accept the above documents without comments. We can see the use of  GWP in the ODs numbering
	
	Noted

	6. SE
	
	
	General
	The Swedish Member Body has no comments on the document.
	
	Noted

	7. ZA
	
	
	General
	South African National Committee has no objection to the abovementioned document and votes in favour.
	
	Noted

	8. AU
	Intro
	2
	Technical
	The CB must be competent in the area they are assessing competence. For example they must be competent (have access to and use people that are competent in their particular field) to do what they are assessing. For example  “perform classification of hazardous areas”
	New sentence 2  

“The assessment is also to cover the certification body’s competence in the particular aspect of hazardous area competencies, eg classification of hazardous areas.”
	Not accepted.   Already embraced in the first sentence of this para.

	9. AU
	1
	Whole section
	Technical
	It is not clear that the assessment actually determines if the Certification Body has the relevant competencies. 
	Step 7 should include

“The assessment of the documentation shall establish that the CB has the competence related to the particular aspects of hazardous area competence they will be issuing” Note:” This may need to provide CV’s of particular people used in competency assessment activities.
	Accepted

	10. JP
	1 
Flow Chart
	Step 17
	Editorial
	Text is not completed.
	--- or “revised report.” ?
	Accepted - done

	11. JP
	2 
	(Preface) and 2.1.2
	
	What facilities are required for ExCBs that seek to issue CoPCs?
	Clarification
	Facilities for practical aspects of competency related to craft skills shall require facilities to be established or used and thus assessed.   Additional information added to OD to clarify.

	12. MY
	
	Flowchart

Assessment
flowchart 
	
	The numbering on the assessment flow chart is not aligned with the steps in page 2-4
	To be aligned for clearer understanding of the steps
	Editorial

	13. JP
	Annex A
	A.1.9
	
	“Testing Organizations” is read as “ExTL”. Why  information on associated ExTL is required? Any role of ExTL in issuing CoPC?
	Clarification
	Not accepted.  A testing organization is not a testing laboratory but rather an organization that undertakes examinations for the purpose of verifying knowledge and skills. 

	14. MY
	
	A6
	
	The A6 should not prevent applicant that have technical capabilities but have not conducted assessment and certification of personnel competency in the Ex area  
	To add another paragraph as follows:

“For applicants who possess technical capability but have yet to conduct competency assessment shall provide detailed evidence of capability to carry out such assessment” 
	WG discussion
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