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	ExCB/

ExTL
	Clause/ Sub-clause
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Table
	Type of

comment

General/

technical/

editorial
	COMMENTS
	Proposed change
	Observation

(to be completed by the originator)

	CNEX-Global BV

	-
	-
	-
	Using ‘U’ for these component certified apparatus is established practice.

We see no need for this DS.
	-
	

	DEK

NL
	
	
	
	We agree with the answer, but disagree with the explanation.

The explanation is not in line with the answer and basically requires all products which are to be installed in a certified enclosure to become Ex Components, requiring suffix “U” to be applied to the IECEx certificate number.


	[Explanation] These Ex ec modules are intended to be mounted into an Ex ec enclosure. The ingress of protection (IP) of the enclosure shall be tested according to IEC 60079-0 and IEC 60079-7 as the IP requirements in the general industrial standards applied, would not include the additional requirements for explosion protection (IEC 60079-7:2015 clause 4.10.1 note). The mounting of modules will need to be further evaluated for the separation distances and temperature rises etc..  All of these are critical factors for complete Ex equipment (enclosure & modules). So if this is not part of the assessment of the module (e.g. installation instructions), it might be reasonable to define those modules as Ex Components.
	

	DEKRA / BVS
DE

	
	
	General
	We do not support the draft of the DS as the contents is not in line with the common practice. This is underlined by a lot of comments (ExTAG-571-CC) to the previous draft ExTAG-536A especially the comments of MT60079-7.

In case the last paragraph of the proposed change of MT60079-7 is added we would support the DS.
	Add this paragraph from the previous comment of MT60079-7:

“When modules are tested for a very specific configuration (such as mounting, backboard, backplane, spacings, enclosure size, etc.), a certificate with the suffix “X” may be issued for the module. In this case, the temperature test for the modules shall be conducted when they are mounted as intended (for example, a family of PLC’s mounted on a DIN rail) and maximum service and surface temperatures shall be determined per IEC 60079-0.  The rated ambient temperature that is marked on the modules shall be based on the temperature of the air surrounding the modules during this test. The Specific Conditions of Use shall detail any of the conditions necessary to be observed in order to address “mounted as intended”.”
	

	NANIO CCVE (ExCB and ExTL)

RU


	
	
	General


	We support this draft Decision Sheet without comments.
	
	

	NCC

BR
	3.36

3.83

13.5

3.84

28.2
	
	
	We agree.
	
	

	PTB

	
	
	
	Accepted in general. 

Since such modules for Fieldbus systems always have open electrical connection points, a certification as an Ex Component ("U" certificate) is essential because these modules are not suitable for installation without further evaluation.

	
	

	SGS Baseefa

	
	
	Te
	SGS Baseefa does not accept the revised text in document ExTAG/536B/CD for two reasons:

It now conflicts with the published text of IEC 60079-7, in particular clause H.2, where use of the X condition is explicitly allowed.

MT 60079-7 provided full wording which did not conflict with the standard and did provide clarity; but the critical text, effectively related to compliance with clause H.2, has been deleted.

It should also be noted that at the last meeting of MT 60079-7 an ad-hoc working group was set up to clarify wording in this area.  This group is not currently proposing anything that would remove the thrust of H.2 

	Revert to the proposed text from MT 60079-7.

Alternatively suspend publication until after MT 60079-7 has had an opportunity to discuss at its meeting in China.
	

	TC31 below


	
	
	
	
	
	

	TIIS
JP
	
	
	ge
	TIIS supports the revised draft DS without comments.

	
	

	UL
BR
	
	
	Technical
	We disagree with the deletion of the Note.  Without the Note, it is not clear how to evaluate a group of modules as a complete system.
	
	

	UL 

(USA)
	Answer - Note
	
	General
	We disagree with the deletion of the Note.  We request that the Note be brought back with the edits as shown.  

It should be noted that there is precedent for ‘system’ certifications; a quick search of iecex.com shows such certificates from at least 3 different ExCBs.  The note provides guidance on how such certifications differ from ‘U’ certs for individual components.
	Note: When those components modules are tested for specific configuration (mounting, backboard etc..), certificate with suffix “X” may be issued for the modules making up a whole system. In this case, the temperature test for the components modules shall be conducted when they are mounted as intended (for example, a family of PLC’s mounted on a DIN rail) and maximum service and surface temperatures shall be determined per IEC 60079-0.  The rated ambient temperature that is marked on the device shall be based on the temperature of the air surrounding the modules during this test.  The certificate shall include details describing the certified modules, ratings, and ambient conditions that have been tested as part of a system.

	

	TC 31
	
	
	te
	1. The issue of "modules" being certified as either Ex Equipment or Ex Components has been around for many years, and there are many certificates issued using both approaches. In general, we believe this is consistent with the differing needs of different industries. Is the described module a component? At a basic level, probably yes. But then, so is an IS barrier, a cable gland, a blanking element, etc. There are some products where the practicality of installation has to be a consideration. If we considered all of the above as "Ex Components", all installations would likely require a Unit Verification, which could be cost and time prohibitive. We need to find a compromise between perfection and practicality, or the industry will find it for us....
2. We suspect that IECEx is not going to withdraw existing Certificates that do not align with the proposed DS. That would create an unfair market advantage for new Certificates when compared to existing Certificates. That would likely result in legal challenges that IECEx would probably like to avoid.

3. 
	Withdraw Decision Sheet or revise in accordance with the 
revised “Note” text below table.
	

	
	
	
	
	4. The last part of the document was added in revision A to address a permission for "X" marking, but did so as an informative note. A note cannot be used to grant a permission, so we propose removing the "Note" introduction. In Revision B, the entire text was deleted with no rationale provided. Without this text, the problem noted above arises.
5. If published as is, there is a major conflict with Annex H which permits this to be done, and details exactly how it is to be done. A Decision Sheet cannot change a published requirement.
	
	


Proposed edits from ExTAG/536/CD are shown in “Track Changes”
When modules are tested for a very specific configuration (such as mounting, backboard, backplane, spacings, enclosure size, etc.), a certificate with the suffix “X” may be issued for the module. In this case, the temperature test for the modules shall be conducted when they are mounted as intended (for example, a family of PLC’s mounted on a DIN rail) and maximum service and surface temperatures shall be determined per IEC 60079-0.  The rated ambient temperature that is marked on the modules shall be based on the temperature of the air surrounding the modules during this test. The Specific Conditions of Use shall detail any of the conditions necessary to be observed in order to address “mounted as intended”.
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