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Introduction

This Draft Decision Sheet, prepared by BASEEFA, has been issued for discussion during 
the Calgary 2012 ExTAG Technical Meeting.
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COLLECTION OF IECEx / ExTAG DECISIONS

	Standard: 

IEC 60079-19:2010
	Clauses: 

4.4.1.5.3
	

	Subject:

Repair facility records
Status of document: 
	Key words:

Attestation of conformity for replacement components
	Date: 16th July 2012
Originator of proposal: Baseefa
TC/SC involved: 

IEC/TC 31


	Question: a. What is acceptable as an ‘attestation of conformity’?
Background:
IEC 60079-19:2006 called for a certificate of conformity to be included in job records for components used in repaired equipment. A ‘certificate of conformity’ is a recognized document normally issued by the component supplier/manufacturer which certifies conformity with purchase order requirements.
IEC 60079-19:2010 has been revised and calls for an ‘attestation of conformity’ in place of the certificate of conformity’. 

                  b. Are all replacement components covered by this requirement?

Background:

While carrying out audits on various repair workshops there is evidence of confusion as to which components are covered by this requirement.

One view is that items such as bearings and seals(proprietary items) are not covered by this requirement.

Another view is that any item affecting the type of explosion-protection is covered by this requirement.
A further view is that fasteners are not covered by this requirement

The issue of fasteners is important with regard to bolts holding FLP covers on Exd enclosures and machines.
Answer:
a. Attestation of Conformity should be interpreted as Certificate of Conformity, or a document of equivalent status, in order to make the requirement clear.

b. The intention of the requirement is to have a certificate of conformity for all components which could affect the type of explosion-protection. As such the clause should be read as: ‘certificate of conformity for all components which affect the type of explosion-protection’.
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