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1. With reference to the DocumeBRICE/TRANS/WP.15/AC.1/2008/16where CEN listed all stan-

dards proposed for comments, the CEN consultantré@sived comments from Switzerland and UK,
which are collated in th&ppendix to this document. The related standards and assassiinom the CEN

consultant have been made available on the dedi€EN website as notified by email and letter, date
.25 June 2008 (First dispatch).
2. The Appendix will be used by the members of Statsl&Yorking Group during their “off-sessions”
meeting to elaborate proposals to the Joint MeeBupject to the agreement oft the Plenary, ittisrided
to deal with the tasks of the Standards WG asvaio

Monday,
15 Sept

JM, morning session

— Presentation of papers related to topic STANDARBIfcation of tasks to the Std's WG.

Lunch break session (13.30 — 14.30)
— Roll-call of delegates; approval of agenda, relatecduments.
- Discussion of standards related to CEN/TC 023
Afternoon session (17.30 — 18.30 c.t.)
— Discussion of standards related to CEN/TC 023

Tuesday,
16 Sept

Lunch break session (13.30 — 14.30)

— Discussion of standards related to CEN/TC 023
Afternoon session (17.30 — 18.30 c.t.)

— Discussion of standards related to CEN/TC 261 €0®88

Wednesday,
17 Sept.

Before JM morning session
Distribution of draft WG report, Part TC 023
Coffee break in the morning
— Discussion of draft WG report, Part TC 023
Lunch break session (13.30 — 14.30)
— Discussion of standards related to CEN/TC 286
Afternoon session (17.30 — 18.30 c.t.)
— Discussion of standards related to CEN/TC 286
— Discussion of standards related to CEN/TC 296

Thursday,
18 Sept.

Before JM morning session

— Distribution of draft WG report, Parts TC 261, 2@86 and 296.

Coffee break in the morning

— Discussion of draft WG report, Parts TC 262, 268 and 296.
Lunch break

— Distribution of agreed WG report to JM delegates

JM, afternoon session

— Presentation of WG report to delegates




A. Standards at Stage 2: Submitted for Public Enquiy
Dispatch from CEN, dated 25 June 2008
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prEN ISO 9809-1
Second enquiry

Gas cylinders - Refillable seamless steel gas cylers - De-
sign, construction and testing - Part 1: Quenchedral tem-
pered steel cylinders with tensile strength less #m 1 100
MPa (ISO/DIS 9809-1:2008)

Where to refer in ADR/RID:
6.2.4

Applicable sub-sections and paragraphs:
6.2.3.1. and 6.2.3.4

CEN consultants assessment dated 9.6.2008

Comments from members of the Joint Meeting:

Country| Clause No. Comment (justification for change) Psmd change Comment from Comment from
CEN Consultant WG Standards
UK 2 In EN 1SO 10289 the definition of working psese conforms |None: this answers the CEN consultant's | Thanks!
to the definition in RID/ADR 1.2.1 query in his assessment of the normative ref-
erences.
UK 11.2.2 The volumetric expansion test allows sgremanent expan- | Annex NA should forbid the use of the voly-Support expert discusr
sion in contradiction of RID/ADR 6.2.3.4.1 () metric expansion test, or industry make a ¢ and clarification
to delete or amend RID/ADR 6.2.3.4.1 (g), e RID/ADR
the reference in RID/ADR 6.2.4 exclude this
clause.
CH 11.2.2 The volumetric expansion test is to beduaded from If this test is common
RID/ADR. practise, it should be
included in RID/ADR
after expert discussion.
CH 13 and An-|prEN I1SO 13769 shall not be referenced. See below
nex NB
CH 13 Why is there no reference to lower tempeeafisrin prEN ISO To be checked.
9809-3?
UK NA.1 EN ISO 11114-4 does forbid the use of Meti@®in the Annex|None: this answers the CEN Consultant’s | Thanks!
NA query.
UK NA2; 5 The Directive 99/36/EC will be repealed in July 201 Retain the note to cover the time until the [PNO objection
Note rective is repealed, but see our comment gn
Annex NB
UK NA2; 13 | Marking shall be in accordance with tlegulations. EN ISO |Suggest “Marking shall be in accordance wiitipport in principle

13769 should be an informative reference

the relevant regulations. EN ISO 13769 gi
guidance on the application of these mark-
ings.” Or follow the suggestion of the CEN
Consultant.

e repetition of mark-
ing provisions as long
the precedence of

RID/ADR and the risk
of temporary inconsis

tencies is clearly indi-




cated.

UK Annex NB | This Annex is obsolescent and sinqedvides guidance on allDelete Annex NB Agree. However, the
modules, it conflicts with the note in NA2 relevant new
RID/ADR paragraphs
could be reproduced in
this Annex.
CH Annex NB |1 do not see any advantage of the amendment tosfgettion See above.
and Testing" and the table in Annex NB as the detsons of
type approval and inspection bodies are part of/RIIR 2009
and the TPED will be changed very soon.
There should be a clear partition between legaltedinical
aspects
UK CEN Con- | The detailed comments appended to the assessnuetd &ie | 1. In Part 5 “Competent authority of the cojiromments have beer
sultant's | sent to the relevant TC for consideration, butliikemakes try of manufacture” should be “ . . . country Sént to ISO/TC
Assessmentsome general comments in the next column of approval” since manufacture may be in @ 8/SC3/WG3 —

other country.

2. Reference to EN ISO 17020 should be i
formative only since the ISO standard will
used in countries with differing criteria.
Since we are dealing with the inspection of

EN/TC 23/SC1/WG]
and will be dealt with

'an Oct. 9/10, 2008
he

new cylinders only Type A is relevant.
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prEN 1ISO 9809-2 | Gas cylinders - Refillable seamless steel gas cylars - De- |Where to refer in ADR/RID: Applicable sub-sections and paragraphs:
Second enquiry sign, construction and testing - Part 2: Quenchedral tem- [6.2.4 6.2.3.1. and 6.2.3.4

pered steel cylinders with tensile strength greatethan or
equal to 1 100 MPa (ISO/DIS 9809-2:2008)

CEN consultants assessment dated 9.6.2008

Comments from members of the Joint Meeting:

Country| Clause No. Comment (justification for change) Pgrl change Comment from Comment from
CEN Consultant WG Standards

UK Same comments as for EN ISO 9809-1

CH Same comments as for EN ISO 9809-1

PrEN ISO 9809-3 |Gas cylinders - Refillable seamless steel gas cylars - De- |Where to refer in ADR/RID: Applicable sub-sections and paragraphs:

Second enquiry sign, construction and testing - Part 3: Normalizedteel cyl- | 6.2.4 6.2.3.1. and 6.2.3.4

inders (ISO/DIS 9809-3:2008)

CEN consultants assessment dated 9.6.2008

Comments from members of the Joint Meeting:

Coun- | Clause No. Comment (justification for change) Pgrl change Comment from Comment from
try CEN Consultant WG Standards
UK Same comments as for EN ISO 9809-1
CH Same comments as for EN ISO 980&«dept comment on lowe
temperature limits.




prEN 14638-3

Transportable gas cylinders - Refillable welded regptacles
of a capacity not exceeding 150 litres - Part 3: Wied car-
bon steel cylinders made to a design justified byxperimen-
tal methods

Where to refer in ADR/RID:

6.2.4

Applicable sub-sections and paragraphs:

6.2.3.1. and 6.2.3.4

CEN consultants assessment dated 28.9.2007 onrgmigaft and 27.6.08 orl'2enquiry draft

Comments from members of the Joint Meeting:

Coun- | Clause No. Comment (justification for change) Pgrl change Comment from Comment from
try CEN Consultant WG Standards
CH 2,A.3.6, |Reference to EN 25817 to be replaced by EN ISO 5817 To be checked.
B.2.4, An-
nex C
UK 4.1.2 The term “bung” is not defined. Define lgun Alternatively, a more
common term (plug?)
could be used.
UK 5.2 The requirement in the note is normative. kilthe requirement part of the normativgAgree. If the text of the
text. Note is a quotation
then the source need fo
be added.
UK 6.4.3 “The footring, if attached, shall be draii has no meaning in| Suggest “The footring, if attached, shall hajgree.
strict English. drainage”
UK 7 Agree CEN Consultant’s comments on headinghisfsection | May be even better to separate iB&ich -
tests” and “Tests on every cylinder” as per
ISO 9809 series.
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To be checked.

CH 7.6.7.2b) | There seems to be a discrepancy bettie requirement in

7.6.7.2 b) "bursting test or NDT" and Annex A.2the An-
nex an X-ray has to be done anyway?

CH 8 prEN ISO 13769 shall not be referenced. Support in principle
the repetition of mark-
ing provisions as long
the precedence of
RID/ADR and the risk
of temporary inconsis
tencies is clearly indi-
cated.

UK CEN Consultant’'s comments “country of manufaetishould be “country| ?; can't find term in

of approval’”.

my assessment




prEN 1SO 28622

Pressure relief valves for transportable refillablecylinders
for liquefied petroleum gas (LPG) (ISO/DIS 28622:208)

Where to refer in ADR/RID:
6.2.4

6.2.3.1 and 6.2.3.3

Applicable sub-sections and paragraphs:

CEN consultants assessment dated 23.6.08

Comments from members of the Joint Meeting:

Country| Clause No. Comment (justification for change) Pgrl change Comment from Comment from
CEN Consultant WG Standards
CH 6.1.8 The term "permanent deformation pressisrebt specified in Agree!
any standard. Test pressure would be a correct term
UK 6.4.7 after |“maximum operating pressure of the cylinder” is defined in | This requirement is not related to the desid rD,OO't agree with rea-
the comma | either this standard or in RID/ADR. testing and marking requirements of the PR&RNING under “Pro-
but is related the PRV'’s use. Delete. posed change”. This
clause seems to be a
performance test re-
quirement governing
the re-closing after the
release of overpres-
sure.
UK 7.5 Does “Each valve” mean every valve or athpée valves or | Specify how many valves shall be tested apgeems to be a language

each of three sample valves? Are these the vabextin 7.4?

clarify whether they are new samples or ot

ssue.

ers used previously.
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x
UK 7.6 and 7.7| These tests state “Repeat thedesllfthree valves”. Are thes€larify the samples to be used Seems to be a language
the three valves used in 7.4? or three new valves? issue.
UK 8 The absence of a normative plan for productésting is a pro{ Make Annex D normative Supported.
found weakness
CH Annex C | Annex C should be mandatory for the mimh discharge ca- To be discussed.
pacity.
UK Annex D, |[“within 615% of the nominal set pressure.” musireng Change to “within 15% of the nominal set | To be corrected.
final sen- pressure.”
tence

B. Standards at Stage 3: Submitted for Formal Votig
Dispatch from CEN, dated 25 June 2008

prEN 12245

Transportable gas cylinders - Fully wrapped compose cyl-
inders

Where to refer in ADR/RID:
6.2.4

Applicable sub-sections and paragraphs:
6.2.3.1and 6.2.3.4

CEN consultants assessment dated 20.6.2008

Comments from members of the Joint Meeting:

Country| Clause No. Comment (justification for change) Pgrl change Comment from Comment from
CEN Consultant WG Standards
UK 7 The CEN Consultant is proposing a new amendmemark- | Replace the first two sentences of Clause FS8ems to be a misun-

ing which overlaps with the Note at the end of Gau re-
quested at the last meeting of the Standards WG.

the following.

“Marking shall be in accordance with the
ADR/RID regulations. EN ISO 13769 gives
guidance on the application of these marki
and the normative requirement for marking
the design (/service) life.

The following specific additional informatio
shall be included on a permanent marking
bel which shall be separated by a space fr
the markings required by ADR/RID.”
Delete the Note

derstanding. At this
stage, editorial
amendments are ac-
ceptable, only. Adding
¥¥°a Note is considere
to be editorial. The
proposed text would b
na real requirement, re
ferring to European
slaw which is not ac-
ceptable under CEN
rules.

The proposed Note is

[oN

considered equivalent.

Decision of the
STD's WG:

Accepted [] Refused []

Comments:




prEN ISO 13769

Gas cylinders - Stamp marking (ISO 13769:2007)

Where to refer in ADR/RID:
6.2.4

Applicable sub-sections and paragraphs:
6.2.3.9

CEN consultants assessment dated 22.5.2008

Comments from members of the Joint Meeting:

Country| Clause No. Comment (justification for change) Pgrl change Comment from Comment from
CEN Consultant WG Standards

UK All The UK is not in favour of including thisahdard in the reguld-This standard is helpful to practitioners to

tions due to the creation of two descriptions efshhme legal |agree the marking position details and ele-

requirements which can lead to uncertainty of pretation. ments not in the regulations such as the expiry

Also, it creates a problem of maintaining synchimohange | of time-limited composite cylinders.

by CEN and UNECE/OCTI The Standards WG has previously declined to

reference the LPG marking standard.

CH All Die Norm 1SO 13769 wurde schon 3einmal dis&rt. Diese | (1ISO 13769 has already been discussed 3| Support in principle

Norm sollte nicht ins RID/ADR aufgenommen werdeie D
Kennzeichnung ist in den Regelwerken ausfuhrlicth un
abschlieRend beschrieben. Sie sollte deshalb leai ldbrmen,
in denen Sie erwahnt wird, ausgeschlossen werdgn eene
Note in der Norme eingeflgt werden analog zu EN4522
Artike 7.

Zudem ist anzumerken, dass die UAP zu dieser Norm
zuriickgezogen wurde.

times. It shouldn’t be referenced in

RID/ADR. Marking requirements are com-
prehensively and definitively covered by th
provisions. It should be exempt from all ref
erenced standards or a Note in accordancs
with the one in EN 12245, clause 7 be add

has been withdrawn.)

((The Note reads:

“NOTE The marking of cylinders is subject
the ADR/RID regulations. These require th
additional marking shall not conflict with re
quired marks. This is achieved if the addi-
tional marking is separated from the requir

It is to be noted, that the UAP of the standaocted.

the repetition of mark-
ing provisions as long
ghe precedence of

rRID/ADR and the risk
pof temporary inconsis
gencies is clearly indi-

With respect to the"®
twomment, it is to say
ghat a new UAP will be
launched shortly.

ed

marks by a space. “))

Decision of the
STD's WG:

Refused [

Comments:

Accepted []

Xipuaddy
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prEN 15507

Packaging - Transport packaging for dangerous goods
Comparative material testing of polyethylene grades

Where to refer in ADR/RID:
6.1.5.2.5and6.5.4.3.4

Applicable sub-sections and paragraphs:
6.1.5.2.5 and.5.4.3.4

CEN consultants assessment dated 18.4.2008

Comments from members of the Joint Meeting:

Country|

Clause No.

Comment (justification for change)

Pgrl change

Comment from
CEN Consultant

Comment from
WG Standards

UK All

We don't object in principle to quoting tlstandard and we do

referenced in ADR we think it is premature to quibiis unless
the others are referenced.

support it, but because it references other stalsdhat are not

Decision of the

6.2.4

6.2.3.1 and 6.2.3.3

Comments:
STD's WG: Accepted [] Refused [
prEN 1626 Cryogenic vessels - Valves for cryogenic service Where to refer in ADR/RID: Applicable sub-sections and paragraphs:

CEN consultants assessment dated 7.3.2008

Comments from members of the Joint Meeting:

Country| Clause No.

Comment (justification for change)

g change

Comment from
CEN Consultant

Comment from
WG Standards

UK All

This should remains as a supporting standdrd a normative
reference in EN 1251-2:2000. This standard rekateslves
for non-transport applications also and it is ani@rised stan-
dard under the PED. .

tacle or tank are recorded in the type ap-

the suitability of valves is part of the type a|
proval process.

Note: The valves used on a cryogenic recegNevertheless, Note 2

proval, unlike gas cylinders. Assessment of I Safety valves

of the Scope says tha

covered in this
Fstandard correspond {
category IV of PED
and category 1l of
TPED. Obviously, this
suggests a use for

transportable vessels,

Decision of the
STD’s WG.:

Accepted [ Refused []

Comments:




prEN 13648-1

Cryogenic vessels - Safety devices for protectiogainst ex-
cessive pressure - Part 1: Safety valves for cryage service

Where to refer in ADR/RID:
6.2.4

Applicable sub-sections and paragraphs:

6.2.3.1 and 6.2.3.3

CEN consultants assessment dated 7.3.2008
CH comment: Annex to assessment is missing.

Comments from members of the Joint Meeting:

Comment (justification for change)

Psmd change

Comment from
CEN Consultant

Comment from
WG Standards

lates to valves for non-transport applications alsd is a har-
monised standard under the PED.

This should remains as a supporting standatds standard re-

So far, there are no
standards on closures
for cryogenic vessels
referred to under
RID/ADR 6.2.2 and
6.2.4, nor are equip-
ment clauses part of
design and construc-
tion standards for
cryogenic vessels.

Country| Clause No.
UK All
CH

The values for opening and closing of safetyamas given in
RID/ ADR 2007/6.2.1.3.3.5.1 or RID/ADR 2009/6.2.8.3.1n
should be part of such a standard. The minimum dvbalan
indication, that such values are important.

To be discussed.

Decision of the
STD’s WG:

Accepted [] Refused []

Comments:
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