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INTRODUCTION
This document is a Compilation of Comments on ExTAG/136A/CD along with a response from the originator, TestSafe, and is for discussion during the ExTAG Melbourne Meeting.
Michel Brenon

ExTAG Secretary

	Address:

SAI Global Building 

286 Sussex Street

Sydney NSW 2000

Australia


	IECEx Secretariat

Contact Details:

Tel: +61 2 8206 6940

Fax: +61 2 8206 6272

e-mail: chris.agius@iecex.com
http://www.iecex.com

	ExTAG Secretary

Mr Michel Brenon/LCIE

Tel: +33 1 40 95 5519
Fax: +33 1 40 95 5520

e-mail
michel.brenon@lcie.fr



ExTAG/136A/CD

Comments on ExTAG/136A/CD which Supersedes ExTAG/136/CD

	Member Body
	Clause/ Subclause
	Paragraph Figure/ Table
	Type of 

comment 

General/technical/

editorial
	COMMENTS
	Proposed change
	Observation

	NANIO/

CCVE

RU
	
	
	General


	We support this document as ExTAG decision sheet 
	
	2009-07-23 TSA:

Comment duly noted.

	UL

(USA)
	
	
	General
	UL-USA has no comments on the newly revised DS


	
	2009-07-23 TSA:

Comment duly noted.

	UL/DEMKO

(DK)
	
	
	General
	UL/Demko has no comments on ExTAG/136A/CD.


	
	2009-07-23 TSA:

Comment duly noted.

	FM Approvals Ltd

(GB)


	
	
	General
	Only components holding a valid IECEx certificate issued by an ExCB within it’s scope are acceptable. All other options require full testing by an ExTL and certification by an ExCB, with supporting evidence being available in an appropriate ExTR. 

Any other answer would lead to a dilution of the IECEx scheme.

One of the advantages of the IECEx scheme is the consistent application of the rules to all parties. If an option to allow components addressed by another scheme were permissible (such as ATEX), the application of the rules would not be consistent worldwide and a commercial advantage could apply to some manufacturers who are not following the scheme rules. 

ATEX does not require certification against the product standards, but against the EHSR’s and Notified Bodies are able to make technical interpretations to the standards provided the Essential Health and Safety Requirements of the ATEX Directive are still met. This option is not available under the IECEx scheme. 


	
	2009-07-23 TSA:

Agree with comments. 

The intent of this DS is to highlight the need to conduct a full evaluation (assessment & testing) of an Ex component not having an IECEx CoC, when incorporated into an end-product, as part of the full evaluation of the end-product. As this intent appears to have not been effectively conveyed, the text of the draft DS has been subsequently revised for clarification.  

The IECEx scheme does not recognise Ex components other than those having an IECEx CoC and IEC ExTR. The use of an Ex component having an IECEx CoC, in end-product having an IECEx CoC, is clearly understood. In the context of the IECEx scheme, an Ex component not having an IECEx CoC cannot be considered as being an Ex component in its own right, it can only be considered as being a component part of an end-product. In this case, the component must be fully evaluated as part of the end-product IEC ExTR. As such, the component cannot be used in any other end-product without full evaluation as part of that en-product.

	FM Approvals LLC

(US)
	
	
	General
	We do not support the Decision Sheet as proposed for the reasons stated below.
	
	2009-07-23 TSA:

Comment duly noted.

	FM Approvals LLC

(US)


	
	
	General
	The proposed revision is an improvement over DS2004/006, but we continue to believe that Ex Components holding a valid IECEx CoC are the preferred alternative if we are to maintain the integrity of the IECEx System.

The only other viable option would be for the end-product manufacturer to demonstrate that he has sufficient control of the design and production of the externally produced Ex Component to be able to demonstrate to the ExCB that the Ex Component is, and continues to be, in compliance with the requirements of the applied standards. In this case, the fact that the Ex Component may have a regional certification is irrelevant.

In situation 1, it should be noted that the ATEX Directive 94/9/EC does not require certification against the product standards, but against the Essential Health and Safety Requirements of the Directive. A product may comply with the Directive, but not the standards. Although the standards may be “identical”, the application of them is quite different.

Situation 2 is not acceptable. The non-IECEx assessment of the testing body is only part of the concern. The same problems in Situation 1 exist here also.


	
	2009-07-23 TSA:

Agree with comments. 

The intent of this DS is to highlight the need to conduct a full evaluation (assessment & testing) of an Ex component not having an IECEx CoC, when incorporated into an end-product, as part of the full evaluation of the end-product. As this intent appears to have not been effectively conveyed, the text of the draft DS has been subsequently revised for clarification.

The guidelines for issuing the QAR for the end-product, included in ExTAG/136A/CD, requires that the end-product manufacturer treat the Ex component manufacturer as a “critical item” supplier. This will ensure that the end-product manufacturer maintains adequate control over the design, manufacture and routine testing, if any, of the component. 

Situation 1: It is not necessary to note in the DS that the ATEX Directive 94/9/EC does not require certification against the product standards, as this fact is irrelevant. In all cases where an Ex component does not have an IECEx CoC, it is necessary to carry out a full evaluation (assessment & testing) of the component, as incorporated into an end-product, as part of the full evaluation of the end-product requiring the IEC ExTR. Therefore, the same Standards, and Editions, relating to the en-product will be applied to the Ex component. Situation 1 allows for the acceptance of assessment and test data for evaluation purposes, subject to the requirements of OD009/V1, Annex A. 

Situation 2: Is the same requirements as Situation 1, except that the acceptance of assessment and test data for the Ex component is not allow.   
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