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In ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/10, the IME discussed é@sons for opposing the proposal
from Canadafor a new test to evaluate candidates for ComifigitilSroup S of Division 1.4.
This opposition was primarily based upon IME'’s apmthat the proposed test was incomplete
and that more test data was needed. In a new mgriaper, ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/11,
Canada has provided a more complete test spewmficand, in UN/SCETDG/33/INF.13, has
replied to many of the other concerns IME raised.i@.3/2008/10.

IME is the safety association of the commerciall@esipes industry in the United States
and Canada. Our primary concern is the safetysandrity of employees, users, the public, and
the environment in the manufacture, transportatstorage, handling, use, and disposal of
explosive materials. IME encourages and suppbesdevelopment of policies, procedures,
guidelines, and regulations that further this cause

Canada has pointed out that there is a requirenetated to Compatibility Group S of
Division 1.4 that “..any hazardous effects arising from accidental fonaig are confined
within the package unless the package has beemdksdyby fire.”? Competent authorities
should consider this requirement when making assggs of products to Compatibility Group
S of Division 1.4 and test data should be availétehat purpose. IME is of the opinion that,
although intended to test for mass-explosion pigserobservations made in the 6(a) test can
provide competent authorities with the informatibay need to determine if there are hazardous
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blast effects outside of the package. Some amengnethe 6(a) test may be needed to clarify
that any effects observed outside of the packageldhbe evaluated to determine if they are
hazardous, and thus exclusionary for 1.4S classific.

Although the 6(a) test may be sufficient to provitle required data for evaluation of
hazardous effects outside of the package, we umaaershat members of the explosives working
group desire a more specific test. IME does n@osp development of such a test, but did not
feel that the test proposed in ...C.3/2007/29 wadydar adoption. In ...C.3/2008/11, Canada
has provided a new proposal. Additionally, the UB&s proposed an alternate approach in
...C.3/2008/55. Thus, there are several optiondahlai to the sub-committee for resolving this
issue.

In ...C.3/2008/11, Canada has proposed a test ted&e for the purpose of evaluating
the effects arising from accidental functioning 104S devices, which has addressed most of
IME’s concerns. Canada has provided test dataafmelect few 1.4S devices including
detonators, power device cartridges, detonatornasiges, igniters, and shaped charges. IME
commends Canada for its work and for providing thasa, but there are many other devices,
such as cutter and release devices, rocket mateegpons and small arms cartridges, propellant
charges, and many N.O.S. articles within Compaybroup S for which data is not available.
Because of the wide diversity of effects 1.4S lsiccan produce, IME believes that a broader
set of example data is needed to fully evaluatexttezjuacy of the proposed test.

Therefore, IME encourages the sub-committee to ciesion a more thorough review
of this test and other options for evaluating tfifeats resulting from accidental initiation and
agrees with the USRthat the sub-committee should move “... carefullyl arcrementally when
adopting new explosive testing methodology ancgat..” and should only adopt new tests “...
after a number of corroborative experiments onaépcible samples ...” have been conducted
in several countries.
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