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SUMMARY

Executivesummary:  Construction standards for UN pressure receggawill be mandatory
in Chapters 6.2 and 6.8 of RID/ADR from 2009. T$h®uld be clearly
stated in the text. Procedural standards, whichldvou any case b
difficult to inspect, should not be mandatory.
RID/ADR currently uses different formats in its eefnces tc
standards. This can be confusing and a uniform dbrshould be
adopted.
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Action to be taken: Amend RID/ADR to distinguish between the mandatpplication of]
construction standards for cylinders and the nomdatory nature of
procedural standards; standardise the format fderemces tg
standards.

Related documents: INF.16 submitted to WP.15 by the UK in NovembeDO0Z;
ECE/TRANS/WP.15/AC.1/2008/5 submitted by OTIF.

Introduction

1. In INF.16, presented to WP.15 in November 208&, UK pointed out that the use of
standards for UN pressure receptacles would be atarydin Chapters 6.2 and 6.8 from 2009
and proposed an amendment to the text precedirepigh 4.1.6.14 to signal this change.
Delegates felt that the issues needed further sksono.

2. The UK has also since given further thoughtht® dpplication of the standards and now

considers that it is probably necessary to drawstindtion between those standards which relate
to construction and those which relate to proceslui@€onstruction standards are and should be
mandatory for all cylinders, but this is not autdicelly the case for procedural standards.

3. In 4.1.6.14, the majority of standards relatedostruction. 1SO 11621, however, deals
with procedural issues and its aims could be aelieaqually well by implementing alternatives
to the prescribed measures. Including a standatftitype in a mandatory list could therefore
be seen as an new development in RID/ADR philosepalhough it could also be viewed as an
alignment with UN, since compliance with procedwstdndards is already mandatory for UN
cylinders. It would be helpful to hear other dgles' views on this, but the UK position is that
it would generally not be helpful to move in thisedtion. This is not only because there are
acceptable alternatives, but also because of theuree implications for contracting parties
required to audit filling centres against the neguirements.

4, If delegates to the Joint Meeting are of a déifie view and ISO 11621 is to be

mandatory, it follows that the standards listed®R200 (11), which are also procedural, should
also be mandatory. The UK proposal for an amendrdeas not cover this option, but only

offers wording based on a constructional/proceddrsiinction for cylinders other than UN

cylinders.

5. Separately, the references to 1SOs 11114-1,-214dd 11621, should be followed by
the Note which is inserted in the 2009 version bhfter 6.2, for all ISO standards which are
published as EN I1SO standards.

6. The entry for ISO 10297 which was updated inri@endum 1 of RID/ADR 2007 is
already listed as EN 1SO 10297:2006. It might bepger, unless the Secretariat objects, to
standardise the references to an ISO with a Nfide alternative would be to simply use EN
ISOs, but the Note format was adopted in 6.2.2/tddapossible restriction of the UN text.)
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Proposal

7. Amend 4.1.6.14 as follows:

"4.1.6.14 For UN pressure receptacles, the 1SQdstaislisted below shall be applied. For
other pressure receptacles, the requirements e$exttinn 4.1.6.4re considered to have been
complied with if the following standardas relevant—ans applied:

Applicable Reference Title of document
paragraphs
4.1.6.4 ISO 11621:2005| Gas cylinders — Proceduwreshfange of gas service
NOTE: The EN version of this 1SO standard fulfils the requirements
and may also be used.
The following standards shall be applied forpaéissure receptacles, as relevant:
Applicable Reference Title of document
paragraphs
4.1.6.2 1ISO 11114-1:1997Transportable gas cylinders — Compatibility of nger and valve
materials with gas contents — Part 1: Metallic Mats
NOTE: The EN version of this I SO standard fulfils the requirements
and may also be used.
ISO 11114-2:2000Transportable gas cylinders — Compatibility of oglier and valve
materials with gas contents — Part 2: Non-metMiaterials
NOTE: The EN version of this |SO standard fulfils the reguirements
and may also be used.
4.1.6.8 Annex A of Gas cylinder — Refillable gas cylinder valves —&jpeation and type
Valves with [ISO 10297:2006 |testing
inherent NOTE: The EN version of this SO standard fulfils the requirements
protection and may also be used.
EN 13152:2001 Testing and specifications of LPGncldr valves — self closing
EN 13153:2001 Testing and specifications of LPGncldr valves — manually operated
4.1.6.8(b) |ISO 11117:1998 | Gas Cylinders — Valve Protectiors@apl valve guards for industrial
and (c) and medical gas cylinders — Design constructiontesis
EN 962:1996 + |Valve protection caps and valve guards for indakemd medical gas
A2:2000 cylinders — Design, construction and tests
Justification

Safety implications: No change.

Feasbility:

Enforceability:

No prob

lems.

No problems with this proposal, but inspecting aggiprocedural

standards would have significant resource implicesti



