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Introduction
This document is a compilation of comments received on ExTAG/192/CD Draft Operational Document, OD 010 ed.2, - Guidance for Developing New or Revised IECEx Test Report (ExTR) Documents and for Issuing and Receiving Existing IECEx Test Report (ExTR) Documents. The observations of the Convenor are also included in this document.
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	Member Body/

Country
	Clause/ Sub-clause
	Paragraph Figure/ Table
	Type of 

comment 

General/

technical/

editorial
	COMMENTS
	Proposed change
	Observation

	Electrosuisse/Switzerland
	
	
	general
	It would be helpful if a filled out TRF example could be added to the OD 010.


	The example should contain the ExTR cover sheet section, maybe one page of the ExTR and the measurement section, some pages of the national difference section


	Agree, such examples will be included as part of the next revision after this 2nd edition OD is published.

	Electrosuisse/Switzerland


	
	
	general
	It would be helpful for the TRF originators if an empty TRF template can be downloaded from the IECEx website.


	
	Agree, such will be included as part of the next revision after this 2nd edition OD is published.

	NANIO CCVE


	
	
	General
	We support ExTAG/192/ CD IECEx Draft Operational Document OD 010 Edition 2 - Guidance for Developing New or Revised IECEx Test Report (ExTR) Documents and for Issuing and Receiving Existing IECEx Test Report (ExTR) Documents as a Decision Sheet of ExTAG but we have some editorial remarks
	
	Noted

	TestSafe 
	1
	1
	General
	The word ‘Ex TR’ in this document refers to the creation of ‘blank’ ExTR and also to ‘ completion’ and ‘issue’ of ExTR’s. It is therefore necessary to include the word ‘blank’ at several instances to properly differentiate between them. 
	In the document below, the word ‘blank’ and ‘completed’ has been added at several instances (shown in pink font color) to provide accuracy.
	Clarification provided to distinguish between “blank” ExTR documents and completed ExTR documents.

	NANIO CCVE
	1
	3
	Editorial
	Maybe there should be complements instead of compliments:

This Operational Document compliments the IECEx Operations Manual, OD 009.
	Change compliments to complements:

This Operational Document complements the IECEx Operations Manual, OD 009
	Agree

	TestSafe 


	1
	3
	Editorial
	Correct spelling of ‘compliments’
	Correct spelling to ‘complements’
	Agree

	TestSafe 
	2.1.1
	1
	General
	A common reason for requesting new blank ExTR documents is when a revision is made to a Standard. This needs to be added to OD010.
	The request for a new or revised blank ExTR document is normally basically made by an existing ExCB/ExTL, which has either noticed a revision in the Standard within its scope of testing and certification, or presumably received an application for testing and certification of product(s) falling under a determined standard for which a blank Ex TR document is not already available. 


	Clarification provided between the use of the term “new” and “revised” ExTR documents.

	TestSafe 
	2.1.1
	1
	General
	Another reason for a revision to a blank ExTR is when an Ex CB/TL suggests improvements in an existing blank ExTR.
	Add a para: A request may also be made for changes or revisions to an existing blank Ex TR document to improve its accuracy, clarity or usage.


	Clarification provided between the use of the term “new” and “revised” ExTR documents.

	TestSafe 
	2.1.2
	1
	General
	To allow for improvements and changes, add this as a dot point.
	· Improvements or changes may be considered.


	OD revised to address concern.

	TestSafe 
	2.1.3
	2
	Editorial
	Step 2.1.3 is only reached in Step 2.1.2 has been completed. However, present text of this para is a repeat of Step 2.1.2
	Delete the following text: If the request is for a new ExTR document not already in process of being created:


	OD revised to address concern.

	TestSafe 
	2.1.3 b)
	1
	General
	Present text is not factually possible in most cases. The ExCB/TL is normally considered as ‘accepted’ by IECEx only after blank ExTR’s are already created. Therefore IECEx must determine ‘expertise’ as the criteria, not ‘acceptance by IECEx’.
	a) The requesting ExCB/ExTL will be asked if it is prepared to create the new ExTR blank document within a determined timeframe. However, as a pre-condition, the requesting ExCB/ExTL must have available expertise been accepted to issue IECEx System CoCs/ExTRs based on the relevant standard. 


	OD revised to address concern.

	TestSafe 
	2.1.3 
	2
	Editorial
	As discussed earlier, Step 2.1.3 only after 2.1.2 has already checked if an ExTR is not in the process of creation. Therefore this sentence here is not necessary.
	Remove: If the request is for a new ExTR document not already in process of being created:
	OD revised to address concern.

	TestSafe 
	2.1.3
	b)
	Editorial
	As discussed earlier, the assignment to be based on ‘expertise’ not ‘acceptance’
	Change to: The requesting ExCB/ExTL will be asked if it is prepared to create the new ExTR blank document within a determined timeframe. However, as a pre-condition, the requesting ExCB/ExTL must have available expertise been accepted to issue IECEx System CoCs/ExTRs based on the relevant standard.


	OD revised to address concern.

	TestSafe 
	2.1.3
	3
	General
	As discussed earlier, this Clause is only applicable in 2.1.1 has already been considered which looks at if the process of creation has already been initiated.
	Replace as shown: The formal consultation follows the following steps: If the request is for a revised ExTR document not already in process of being created
	OD revised to address concern.

	TestSafe 
	2.1.3
	b)
	General
	Present formal consultation steps do not list the obvious one that the Convener may look at other Ex CB/TL’s to create the blank documents if the original creator is not available.
	Add a sub-clause: 

b) The ExTAG WG01 Working Group Convener will issue a request to all IECEx CB/TL members to volunteer their expertise to create the new Ex TR document. The Convener will evaluate the response and then assign the task.
	OD revised to address concern.

	TestSafe 
	2.1.3
	c) and d)
	General
	These sub-clauses of the document seem to be repeating information contained earlier.
	Remove the sub-clauses:

a) If the Member that created the original ExTR document is not prepared to handle the requested revision, the requesting ExCB/ExTL will be asked if it is prepared to handle the requested revision within a determined timeframe. However, as a pre-condition, the requesting ExCB/ExTL must have been accepted to issue IECEx System CoCs/ExTRs based on the relevant standard. (This step is already discussed under first a) under this Clause. Either remove the first a) or this b).
b) If the requesting ExCB/ExTL is not prepared to handle the requested revision create, the Convener immediately starts a formal consultation among other member ExCBs/ExTLs to seek a body willing to create the new ExTR document. (this seems to have gone a full circle – these steps were the formal consultation!!)

	OD revised to address concern.

	TestSafe 
	2.1.3
	Last
	General
	As a general improvement, it is suggested that the convenor should obtain comments from other experts prior to sending to IECEx for publishing.
	Add: The Convener may also circulate the proposed Ex TR document to other IECEx members to obtain their comments prior to finalizing the document.
	As this has not been deemed a necessary additional step to date without problems, it is not felt necessary to add this step at this time.

	TestSafe 
	2.1.4
	2
	Editorial
	To improve readability, remove words ‘headed table’ as shown
	In addition, newly published ExTR documents are highlighted under a table with the heading  “Newly Published ExTRs and documents” headed table on the IECEx Web Site.

	OD revised to address concern.

	FME


	3
	
	Technical
	These ExTR’s are issued under the auspices of the IECEx System. These should not make any reference to the organisation that created the initial draft.
	In the list of requirements indicate that the name of the TRF Originator shall not appear on the ExTR forms.
	TRF Originators are being removed from all blank ExTR documents.

	FM Approvals


	3.1
	
	General
	The file format should be clarified.
	Suggest:

MS Word (Office 2003) format
	MS Word format is flexible

	FME
	3.1
	
	Editorial
	The language used is stated as being: English (US). Delete the parenthetical US. The IEC Directives make no differentiation between US and any other form of English
	Delete (US)
	As there can be variances, this parenthetical inclusion is felt of benefit.

	TestSafe 
	3.1
	1
	General
	To improve readability of engineering documents, use Times New Roman font 11 pt in test reports
	Font   Normal text: Times New Roman 11 pt to avoid the confusion between I (Roman letter for ‘one’) and l (letter ‘l’) and 1 (number ‘1’).  


	Arial has been working well and is felt of value to continue.

	TestSafe 
	3.1
	last
	General
	Improve accuracy of document
	Change as: ExTR Reference Number   The ExTR originator shall insert a header that reads “Report No.” at the top of each page after the first page.  This field is where the Issuing ExCB/ExTL inserts the ExTR Reference Number that is generated on the IECEx Scheme website, in addition to the other fields appropriate field on the front page.
	OD revised to address concern.

	TestSafe 
	3.2
	last
	General
	Some blank Ex TR’s have an integrated cover sheet and body, and in such case completion of the integrated Ex TR is sufficient
	Allow for the same by including an additional para: Some blank Ex TR’s have an integrated cover sheet and body, and in such case completion of the integrated Ex TR is sufficient.

	These older format ExTRs are in the process of being updated to the newer format. Therefore, it was not considered necessary to document there development or maintenance.

	FME
	3.2.1
	
	Technical
	What is the process to be adopted for creating the ExTR Front Cover when an ExCB is independent of the ExTL(s) that prepared the ExTR Body. At the moment the ExTR font cover has space for the ExTR reference number that is created when using the website. Is this ExTR Reference number the one taken from the ExTR Body created for the ExTL? Is this number one created by the ExCB? What happens in the situation that the ExCB is taking multiple ExTR body reports and combining them in to one IECEx certificate?
	Provide guidance to address this situation.
	The same ExTR Reference number should be used for all ExTR documents under an overall ExTR package.

	TestSafe 
	3.2.1
	
	General
	The document refers at many places to ‘Sheet’. A sheet is a single piece of loose paper. 
	Replace ‘Sheet’ by ‘Section’ in the entire document
	OD revised to address concern.

	TestSafe 
	3.2.1
	
	General
	Given that the most important information is the IDENTIFICATION OF THE PRODUCT, make the product name as the first item on the Cover
	Change to: The first page of the Cover Sheet contains such information as the product name, Ex marking, the Applicant/Manufacturer, names and addresses of the involved ExCB/ExTL and Applicant/Manufacturer, the standard used, whether National Differences were considered, the product name, Ex marking string and product rating. It also includes the signatures of responsible staff.
	Current arrangement considered suitable.

	FME
	3.2.2
	
	Technical
	Currently ExTR’s each request information such as the marking details and/or drawings that also need to be included with the ExTR Front Cover. This is unnecessary duplication. 
	Include a statement in this section that information required in the ExTR Front cover shall not be repeated within the ExTR Body.
	OD revised to address concern.

	FME
	3.2.2
	
	Technical
	In this section also allow for the cases such as a combined IEC 60079-0 and IEC 60079-11 report as covered by the existing ExTR
	
	This is not prohibited.

	TestSafe 
	3.2.2
	
	General
	Under the IECEx system, no test report is issued unless it is a compliance report. Therefore the ‘Verdict’ in every section has to be necessarily ‘Compliance’. Therefore consider removing the column ‘Verdict’ as it contains no additional information. 

	Consider removing the column ‘Verdict’ as it contains no additional information). 

	Current wording considered suitable.

	TestSafe AU
	3.2.2
	
	General
	There does not seem to be an easily understood difference between Heading and Sub-heading. Both of these may have a verdict of ‘Compliance’ or ‘Not applicable’
	Consider saying that where the Clause or Sub-clause of the Standard does not have any requirements, then there is no need to insert any remarks.
	OD revised to address concern.

	FME


	4
	3
	Technical
	The paragraph says “Words such as “shall” and “should” are normally reserved for requirements in the standard. Since the Test Report requires a confirming verdict for each clause, it is necessary to use indicative rather than imperative phrases when abbreviating the requirements.” 

IEC Directives Annex H states that “shall” is a requirement and “should” is a recommendation. 
	Align this section with the IEC Directive Part 2 Annex H
	Text is not in conflict with IEC Directive.

	TestSafe 
	4
	
	General
	Recommend that the first page of each section should also have the total of pages indicated
	
	OD revised to address concern.

	TestSafe 
	4
	
	General
	Remove the ‘Verdict’ column by inserting the information in the ‘Remarks’ column instead.


	The ExTR is a part of the conformity assessment, therefore, the wording used in the “Requirement – Test” column needs to be simple and needs to prompt for a clear “Pass” or “N/A” verdict in the Results – Remark column.
	Current wording considered suitable.

	TestSafe 
	4
	5th para
	General
	(This part of the document is quite confusing. The Ex TR originator is completing the ‘Requirement – Test’ column, which does require to be imperative. The Ex TL completing the ‘Result – Remark’ column should use the indicative phrases.)

Words such as “shall” and “should” are normally reserved for requirements in the standard and hence in the ‘Requirements – Test’ column. The ‘Result – Remarks’ column requires a confirming verdict for each clause, with use of an indicative rather than imperative phrases.

(Example: In the Requirements column “Time-delay fuse shall be used”, and in the ‘Results’ column, “Time-delay fuse was used”.)


	Rewrite this Clause using correct phrases of ‘Imperative’ in the Requirement and ‘Indicative’ in the Remarks column.
	OD revised to address concern.

	NANIO 

CCVE


	6.1
	1
	Editorial
	The Addendum should state that it is not valid without the original ExTR. The ExTR Reference Number that is generated on the IECEx Scheme website shall shall be clearly identified in the Addendum to allow for logical tracking of product changes.
	The Addendum should state that it is not valid without the original ExTR. The ExTR Reference Number that is generated on the IECEx Scheme website shall be clearly identified in the Addendum to allow for logical tracking of product changes.
	OD revised to address concern.

	TestSafe 
	6.1
	Note 2
	General
	Apart from engineering judgment, common sense may also be used. 


	NOTE 2 – Engineering judgment and common sense should be used regarding the issue of a new ExTR versus an Addendum Report.
	OD revised to address concern.

	TestSafe 
	6.1
	Note 3
	General
	Often it is not that the report was being modified, but more likely the product that has changed, and hence required an addendum report. 

Allow for the same.


	NOTE 3 – The product may be changed several times, resulting in several new addendums. It may be necessary to modify the information contained in an ExTR several times.  However, if these modifications are due to technical changes to the certified product(s), they may result in a difficulty in understanding what is being covered.  Therefore, it is recommended, that for extensive product modifications, a new ExTR be issued.
	OD revised to address concern.

	TestSafe 
	6.2
	Heading
	
	Add clarification to the heading of the information contained in the Clause


	Identification of Changes of the product in addendum ExTRs:
	OD revised to address concern.

	TestSafe 
	7
	2nd para
	General
	This para seems to be somewhat similar and also somewhat in conflict with the para below. We can remove this para completely. 


	Remove this para completely
	OD revised to address concern.

	FME
	9
	
	General
	The Annexes that are to be provided would assist in the preparation of comments on this document. Once these Annexes are available additional comments may arise affecting the above.
	It is recommended that in future a complete document including annexes is sent out for review.
	Agree, such examples will be included as part of the next revision after this 2nd edition OD is published.
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