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Programme of work for the biennium 2011-2012

Proposed terms of reference for the dust explosichazards
correspondence group for the next biennium

Transmitted by the expert from the United State©f America on behalf
of the informal correspondence group on dust explasn hazardst

Background

1. At the seventeenth session of the Sub-Commitieeprrespondence group was
formed, comprised of representatives that are suljatter experts, to collect information
on dust explosion hazards from the members. Tpe tf background information to be
requested included:

(a) Existing definitions or criteria for dust egplon hazards including any analytical
methods used and any methods for determining tetatevant safety data used,;

(b)  Requirements (if any) for hazard communicationlabels and Safety Data Sheets
(SDS);

(c) Explosion protection concept and derived yafetasures; and

(d) Identification of issues related to addresdingt explosion hazards in the GHS, if
any.

2. The correspondence group was also charged witdlyzng the information
collected and preparing an informal paper to besgmted to the Sub-Committee

1 In accordance with the report of the Sub-CommitfeExperts on its seventeenth session (see
ST/SG/AC.10/C.4/34, paras. 9-13).
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summarizing the issues, as well as documentingctiteent practices/regulations that
address dust explosion hazards.

Status

3. The correspondence group developed a dust eéaplbazards survey (see Annex 1)
and circulated it to the heads of delegation ofrtieenber countries.

4, At the nineteenth session of the Sub-Committhe, dust explosion hazards
correspondence group reported that they had retsivevey results from seven countries.

5. The correspondence group met at the end of ldrargy session and discussed the
survey results. The group decided that the inféionaeceived was not sufficient and that
information from industry representatives wouldypde additional insight into the hazards
of dusts in the workplace. Therefore, the corregigoce group agreed to send the survey
to the representatives of the non-governmentalnizgiions (NGOs) that are represented
on the Sub-Committee. This survey was sent tdNB®s on August 4, 2010 (see Annex
2). The group agreed to compile and evaluate t®Nsurvey results along with the
survey results from the member countries once dneyeceived.

Proposal
6. To continue work on dust explosion hazards i tiext biennium, the following
terms of reference are proposed by the correspoedgmoup.

» Continue to compile and analyze the dust explodiezard survey responses
received from the heads of delegation from the nendmuntries and the NGO
representatives.

« ldentify common themes in the responses and missfogmation.
» Determine the follow-up required to capture anysimg information.
» Determine what and how information (if any) shob&conveyed in the GHS.

7. The correspondence group plans to meet duriegptenary session to discuss
additional results received.
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Annex 1

Dust explosion hazard survey [English only]

Government/Member State:

Name: Contact information:

A. Definition

1. How should explosible dust be defined - by mimmparticle size, without regard for
particle size, or should the definition vary foettype of dust?

2. Do you determine whether a dust is consideregiosible by reference to published
data, testing, safety data sheets (SDSs), or stilme means? Please explain.

B. Testing

3. Is responsibility assigned (by law) for deteriminif a dust presents an explosion
hazard? If so, must the person making the detatioim have any expertise or
qualifications?

4. Are there any prescribed tests to determineemtosibility of materials when in dust
form? If so, please provide copies (in Englistpatsible).

5. Indicate what additional tests are conductedetermine the level of explosibility of a
particular dust. If there are tests, are they gerw specific to the circumstances of
the particular dust?

6. Do you have any dusts that you assume to beogikjg or that present an explosion
hazard, and, thus, preclude the need or expentstirig? If so, please indicate what
type of dust.

C. Hazard communication

7. Do you require SDSs to communicate the hazassiscéated with dust explosions? Do
you require SDSs to list mitigation measures? |f@ease provide the reference for
these requirements.

8. How is information on the hazards of, and cdstfor, dust explosions communicated
to workers?

9. If appropriate, what information is placed ohdks to identify the possibility of a dust
explosion hazard?

D. Sandards

10. What standards or guides are used in your cptmtaddress explosible dusts in any
manner (definition, testing, hazard recognition, zdrd assessment, hazard
communication, mitigation methods, emergency resppninvestigation, etc.)?
Indicate if they are used throughout your coundryin a portion (state, province, city,
etc.). Please provide a copy (in English, if polsdi
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Annex 2

NGO Dust explosion hazard survey [English only]

Non-Governmental Organization:
Name: Contact information:
A. Déefinition

1. How should explosible dust be defined - by mimmparticle size, without regard for
particle size, or should the definition vary foettype of dust?

2. Do you determine whether a dust is consideregiosible by reference to published
data, testing, safety data sheets (SDSs), or stile means? Please explain.

B. Testing

3. Is responsibility assigned (by law or other ngdor determining if a dust presents an
explosion hazard? If so, must the person makiegl#termination have any expertise
or qualifications?

4. Are there any prescribed tests to determineeméosibility of materials when in dust
form? If so, please provide copies (in Englistpatsible).

5. Indicate additional tests conducted to deterrtiiedevel of explosibility of a particular
dust. If there are tests, are they generic or iBpeo the circumstances of the
particular dust?

6. Do you have any dusts that you assume to beogikjg or that present an explosion
hazard, and, thus, preclude the need or expensstaig? If so, please indicate what
type of dust.

C. Hazard communication

For those developing or creating safety data stzetdabels:

7. Do you use SDSs to list mitigation measures®o|fplease identify the information
you provide.

8. If appropriate, what information is placed ohds to identify the possibility of a dust
explosion hazard?

For those using safety data sheets and labels:
9. Do you use SDSs to communicate the hazardsiatsbaevith dust explosions?

10. How is information on the hazards of, and aastfor, dust explosions communicated
to workers?

D. Sandards

11. What standards or guides do you use to addregksible dusts in any manner
(definition, testing, hazard recognition, hazardeasment, hazard communication,
mitigation methods, emergency response, investigastc.)? Indicate if they are used
throughout your industry. Please provide a copyEfiglish, if possible).

12. Concerning those you do business with (busasessother countries, provinces, etc.),
what conflicts have you experienced while addregsinst hazards? Please explain
how you resolved the conflicts.




