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TITLE: Compilation of comments ExTAG/353B/CD Draft ExTAG Decision Sheet – Draft ExTAG Decision Sheet – Flameproof joint for enclosure lid of non-cylindrical shape

INTRODUCTION

This document is a compilation of comments concerning ExTAG/353B/CD Draft ExTAG Decision Sheet – Draft ExTAG Decision Sheet – Flameproof joint for enclosure lid of non-cylindrical shape, received from ExTAG Members, with Observations from the Originator, INERIS 
This is listed for discussion during the 2015 ExTAG Christchurch Meeting. 
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	Member Body


	Clause/ Sub-clause
	Paragraph Figure/ Table
	Type of 

comment 

General/

technical/

editorial
	COMMENTS
	Proposed change
	Observation

	DE


	
	
	
	The decision sheet is very helpful for manufacturer, TLs and CBs

It should be forwarded to MT 60079-1 for further discussion and inclusion for next edition


	no changes required
	OK

	FME

(GB)

	
	
	Technical
	We still object to this Draft DS. 

The IECEx System is a conformity Assessment scheme and the design of equipment certified to under this scheme have to comply with the words in the standards. The wording used in IEC 60079-1 clause 5.2.3 for spigot joints is;

– the cylindrical part and the plane part (see Figure 2a). In this case, the gap shall nowhere

exceed the maximum values given in Tables 2 and 3; or 

– the cylindrical part only (see Figure 2b). In this case, the plane part need not comply with the requirements of Tables 2 and 3.

The wording quoted above does not permit rectangular spigot joints.

No changes were made by MT 60079-1 in Ed 7 to permit a rectangular spigot join, so perhaps this construction is not safe. It is not the task of ExTAG to determine if this construction is safe or not.


	This is a technical change to the standard, not an interpretation.

Send this to MT 60079-1 for an amendment or wait until Ed 8 is available.
	According to the feedback we have from some laboratories and manufacturers, it is not so clear that this construction is allowed or not allowed in the actual standard. 

This topic was discussed by MT60079-1 for the Edition 7 and no changes were made, but it seems that it was not for a technical reason. In any case, it could be interesting for the manufacturer and laboratories to not wait the next Edition of the standard before to clarify this point.

	FMG

(US)
	
	
	te
	We do not support the DS as presented.

The IECEx System is a conformity Assessment scheme and the design of equipment certified to under this scheme have to comply exactly with the words in the standards. Unlike ATEX, “interpretations” are not permitted. The wording used in IEC 60079-1 clause 5.2.3 for spigot joints is;

– the cylindrical part and the plane part (see Figure 2a). In this case, the gap shall nowhere exceed the maximum values given in Tables 2 and 3; or 

– the cylindrical part only (see Figure 2b). In this case, the plane part need not comply with the requirements of Tables 2 and 3.

The wording quoted above does not permit “rectangular” spigot joints. The construction described could only be IECEx certified in the case of a rectangular “cylindrical part” with the major dimension equal to the minor dimension, and with corner radii equal to ½ the major or minor dimension; i.e., a true cylinder.


	Stating in a DS that this construction is permitted would be a technical change to the standard, not an interpretation of an existing requirement.

Refer this topic to TC31/MT 60079-1 for an amendment to Edition 7 or as a proposal for Edition 8.
	See above

	NANIO/

CCVE

RU

	
	
	General
	We support ExTAG/353B/CD without any comments.
	
	OK

	NEPSI

CN
	
	
	
	NEPSI supports the draft decision ExTAG/353B /CD.
	
	OK

	PTB

DE
	Anwer a)
	
	technical
	
	Add the following information as the 2nd paragraph of the NOTE to Answer a):
Both parts of the cylindrical gap must be measured and analysed in a way that the precise value of the gaps can be calculated at each single measurement point. Average values are not allowed. To safeguard the compliance with the dimension requirements over the whole length of the gap, it is necessary to take the measurements over the length of the gap (e.g. 3 series: upper part, lower part and in the middle).The position of the values needs to be considered. This leads to the requirement that the position needs to be specified (the lid will not be allowed to be mounted 180° turned)

	We agree with this proposal but we didn’t want to be too specific regarding the method and the means used for the dimensional control. (No requirements are specified in the ISO 80079-34 standard for other type of construction).
In any case, we added this comment n the new version of ExTAG and this point could be discussed during the next meeting in Christchurch
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