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INTRODUCTION

The comments collated in document ExMC/527A/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/527B/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/515/CD [IECEx_05]
	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
	
	See remaining AU comments

	2. CA
	
	
	General
	Canada recommends acceptance on all 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. MY
	
	
	General
	Approved
	
	Noted

	5. RU
	
	
	General
	We accept the 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. US
	1
	1 Scope
	
	The scheme should not be applied to installation personnel that are following instructions that have been evaluated along with the equipment for Ex certification.
	After the sentence “It is not intended that the IECEx CoPC scheme be applied to personnel who are:”, add a bullet point --
- installing equipment to instructions that have been evaluated along with the equipment for Ex certification
	Not accepted.   Instructions do not guarantee a competent installation.   Competence still needs to be verified.

	9. AU
	1
	1
	Technical
	Competencies are required beyond the install, inspect, maintain, overhaul. A key area is for operators not engaged in actual installation, maintenance, or repair. 
	Include a new first dot point:

“Producing, processing or servicing functions in a hazardous area and not directly involved in installing, maintaining or repairing explosion-protected equipment and systems.” (Refer 4761.1, 1.2a)
	Accepted in principle.  First bullet point amended to embrace this requirement.

	10. AU
	1
	1
	Technical
	The “management” of Ex installations by an organisation can be the source of latent failures, undetected failures of Ex equipment. An additional dot point should be included for the assessment of an organisations Ex equipment management system
	Additional dot point:

“Perform audits of an organisations management system for equipment in potentially explosive atmospheres”

(Refer 4761,.1, 1.2d(ii))
	Not accepted.  The scheme is not intended to cover this aspect and there is no standard in place to apply.

	11. JP
	7.1.3
	6th “.”
	
	Reference number of the PCAR makes almost no sense, if any information, e.g. cover page of the PCAR, is not made public.
	Consider the purpose of listing the PCAR number?
	Not accepted.   PCAR number provides evidence that it exists and facilitates traceability.

	12. JP
	8.1
	
	
	Does this declaration mean that the applicant has obtained a CoPC on the same Unit of Competency?
	Clarification
	This clause refers to an application.   It is not intended to allow 2 applications to exist at any one time.

	13. AU
	8.4
	1
	Technical
	Assessment of competencies always have a peer review element, this needs to be included in 8.4
	New third sentence.

“In assessing competence there are two paths, 1) examination by the certification body, or 2) Assessment of prior learning, practice reports, registration, licensing and a peer interview process by the certification body.”
	Accepted in principle.    Reference made to OD503 where more detail is given.

	14. AU
	8.4
	1
	Technical
	Assessment of competencies should always recognises prior learning – this needs to be included in 8.4
	New second sentence.

“Certification Bodies shall also take into consideration prior learning and the attainment of reasonably equivalent national competencies.”
	Not accepted.   The assessment process takes into account all mechanisms  for obtaining knowledge and skills.

	15. AU
	8.6
	3
	Technical
	Surveillance should also permit consistency with established Continuous Professional Development (CPD) systems, which do not rely on re-assessment but the maintaining of competence in the field. 
	New final sentence:

“The re-assessment of competencies can be achieved by a demonstration of Continual Professional Development by the Ex competent person to the certification body”

Note: Additional documents will need to cater for CPD and associated codes of conduct.
	Not accepted.   Surveillance requires a re-evaluation of the competencies and CPD is recognised as a means of demonstration.

	16. JP
	Relating to 8.8
	
	
	Is the CoPC holder required to be covered by any liability insurance? Who is responsible for the activity done by the CoPC holder?
	Clarification
	Noted.   This is not relevant for the issue of a CoPC but is the responsibility of the individual CoPC holder as a commercial arrangement.   The CoPC is entirely responsible for any activity they are involved with.

	17. AU
	9.1
	C)
	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”
	Additional paragraph d)

“d) The certification body shall be competent in the particular aspect of hazardous area competencies, or have a sub-contract arrangement with organisations that have that particular competence eg classification of hazardous areas.”
	Not accepted.   Covered by c)

	18. NO
	9.1
	C)
	Technical
	The competence of the certification body to comply with these Rules shall be demonstrated by assessment. The general competence, efficiency, experience, familiarity with the relevant standards and the types of protection and competence to carry out assessments of the Competencies included in those standards, as well as compliance with ISO/IEC 17024 or other relevant guidelines shall be assessed
	There is no other valid alternative to document than 17024 in terms of certification of personnel.
	Accepted.   Clause altered to reflect 17024 and Scheme requirements.
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