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INFORMATION
1999-10

INTERNATIONAL ELECTROTECHNICAL COMMISSION

Technical Committee No. 3 Documentation and graphical symbols

Sub-Committee 3B: Documentation

Compilation of comments on document 3B/259/Q Questionnaire on the
maintenance of IEC 61082 Preparation of documents used in
electrotechnology

Document 3B/260/Q Questionnaire on the maintenance of IEC 61082 Preparation of documents
used in electrotechnology, was circulated to the National Committees with a request that answers
be submitted to a number of questions.

The document in hand shows the 8 answers received until 1999-10-08, sorted by question. The
following table gives an interpreted overview (related to the first response alternative if more).

No. Question Yes No Moderated

Q1 Are there any good reasons to make any major changes in the overall structure of
the publication? Which, if any?

8 2

Q2 Is there any reason to reconsider the scope of the publication? 4 4 3

Q3 Is it desirable to keep such a catalogue of examples of document kinds in Part 1, or
should we now rely on the examples provided in the other parts or standards?

5 3 3

Q4 Is it desirable to keep such a general part on the impact of the document role and
management on the preparation of individual documents in Part 1 (that according to
the main title deals with the preparation of documents, not of documentation)? If yes,
should the part be extended? If no, should we consider a separate standard on such
issues

7 1 1

Q5 Should this section (4) be less diagram oriented, and/or bring up issues of other
types of presentation, e.g. charts, textual documents, to get a better balance?
Which?

7 1

Q6 Are there entirely new basic subjects that should be dealt with, e.g. use of colour,
use of hypertext?

8

Q7 Should the extracts be updated and kept in the standard, or only included as
normative references?

8

Q8 Are there any good reasons to make any changes in this structure? Should any
issues in this part (2) be brought into part 1?

8 1

Q9 Are there any good reasons to make any changes in this structure? ? Should any
issues in this part (3) be brought into part 1?

8 2

Q10 Are there any good reasons to make any changes in this structure? Should any of
the issues in this part (4) be discussed in part 1?

8 ?

Q11 Are there any other general matters that should be taken account of in the revision
of IEC 61082?

7 1 proposals
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Type COMMENTS Proposed
change

OBSERVATIONS OF THE
SECRETARIAT

on each comment submitted

CZ-1 Q01 NO – We agree with the substantion that major changes at present would
require more resources than an update part by part.

NO

DE-1 Q01 No general change of the structure (4 parts) required. It should however be
considered to shift the contents. The general rules of part 1 (many of them are
related to circuit diagrams anyway) should be moved to the relevant parts 2 to
3, even if some of the information is to be repeated. Each of the parts 2 to 3
should be usable on its own.

Part 1 could be reduced to a minimum.

NO,
moderated

DK-1 Q01 We can not see any reasons to change the overall structure of the present IEC
61082-series.

NO

FI-1 Q01 No General change.

However in every part consideration should be given into:

- all Documentation standards and

- content of documentation in relation to Product life cycles: Study Phase,
Conception Phase, Definition Phase, Design Phase, Implementation Phase,
Integration Phase, Utilisation Phase.

NO,
moderated

FR-1 Q01 No NO

IT-1 Q01 For us the structure of the Standard 61082 is satisfactory NO

NO-1 Q01 We do not see any need for a major change in the overall structure NO

SE-1 Q01 NO (but parts might have to be added) NO

CZ-2 Q02 NO – We consider IEC 61082, Part 1, as relatively well-balanced from the
viewpoint of general requirements on the creation of documentation.

Maybe, it would be good to update some of the figures.

NO

DE-2 Q02 The tendency of the scope should shift from "drawing rules" to "visualisation of
information" in the future. The question is if this is to early to do it now.

YES,
moderated

DK-2 Q02 The present scope of Part 1 has a satisfactory content. NO

FI-2 Q02 Relation of IEC 61082 with other documentation rule standards e.g. with IEC
62027, IEC 62079, IEC 61346, IEC 61355 should be clarified in scope of IEC
61802 Part 1: General requirements.

See ISO/IEC Directive Part 3.

YES,
moderated
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FR-2 Q02 No NO

IT-2 Q02 We don’t think it is necessary to reconsider the aim of the publication NO

NO-2 Q02 The standard should also include rules for the preparation of software
documents, directly or as reference to other standards

YES

SE-2 Q02 Widen the scope (now relating to documentation only) to also comprise data
structures and software (see SE-11).

YES,
moderated

CZ-3 Q03 YES – With a view to the sequence of time, i.e. from the time of the publication
of Part 1 and the publication of other standards it might be good not only to
maintain the ”catalogue” of examples of document kinds” but to update it in
connection the subsequent publication of standards associated with IEC 61082.

YES

DE-3 Q03 Necessary examples should be shifted to the relevant parts. NO,
moderated

DK-3 Q03 Of pedagogical reasons the present volume of examples should be kept.

Examples are very useful, especially after the standard has been studied  the
first time and then later on is used as and "handbook". There is almost a "red
thread" among many of the examples in Part 1 and those in the Part 2 and 3.

The user appreciates these mutual connexions.

What concerns Part 4, Location and installation documents, we have for the
present only Figure 17 representing an "introduction" to installation diagrams
(drawings). Maybe some other examples from Part 4 would be useful to bring in
Part 1. See also DK-10 (Q 10).

YES

FI-3 Q03 Catalogue of examples of document kinds should be deleted completely. They
should be published as Technical Reports where IEC 61355 classification
should be used..

NO,
moderated

FR-3 Q03 Yes, examples are useful, and this as early as possible in the series of 61082
documents

YES

IT-3 Q03 The examples of the section 2 are on line with the established aim, but they
have to be brought up-to-date in conformity with published Standards
particularly with the series 61346

YES

NO-3 Q03 Harmonisation with IEC 61355 is needed.

 We will support the idea of issuing all examples as a technical report (as part
5) and not included in part 1-4

YES,
moderated
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SE-3 Q03 A catalogue of assembled examples is very useful, and something that is
required by users. However, the collection of examples is the really weak point
in the standard: it becomes very quickly outdated.

The collection of examples should preferably be published in a separate
Technical Report, that could be updated more frequently, and with less
formality than the real standard texts.

When the standard is made available electronicaly in 2003, convenient
connections between the standard and the examples might be obtained by
hypertext linking.

NB. This does not mean that all types of examples should be put in the
catalogue, small examples illustrating isolated issues should be kept where
they apply.

NO,
moderated

CZ-4 Q04 YES – The answer here applies to Question 3, especially from the point of view
if significance of the document and its administration. Should be expanded to
include the aspects hinted in the Questionaire.

YES

DE-4 Q04 The general part on documentation should be removed. Most of the information
is already covered by other standards like IEC 61346 and IEC 61355.

If documentation questions require a new standard is questionable.

NO

DK-4 Q04 Yes, the general section, Documentation principles, should be kept as a form
for introduction to this subject, but an adjustment should be made to bring the
section up to date with the later issued standards of SC 3B (e.g. IEC 61355)
and ongoing work (e.g. IEC 62023).

The section should as such not be extended, but a new standard on the issue
of Documentation should be considered.

YES

FI-4 Q04 It is desirable that in Part 1 only general Requirements or references to other
General Rules will be presented.

YES

FR-4 Q04 Yes, these “other aspects” might be of interest, but it seems premature to
consider a separate standard on these issues.

YES

IT-4 Q04 We think that the content of the section 3 is good as it is, but in the next review
you must compare it with the other Standards, as it is said in question 3

YES

NO-4 Q04 We believe that this section could be reduced as these issues are handled in
IEC 61355,  IEC 62023, IEC 62045. This publication should deal with
preparation of documents, not with documentation

YES,
moderated
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SE-4 Q04 YES, keep a small overview part, where requirements on any single document
as member of a larger documentation is being dealt with. It should also provide
references to other relevant standards.

YES

CZ-5 Q05 Now, the designer engineers have to accept the new IEC 81714-2. Should also
the current IEC 61082 be updated ?

YES

DE-5 Q05 The drawing rules should be shifted to the relevant parts 2 to 4 (see question
1).

YES

DK-5 Q05 Yes, bring up issues of types of Function charts (IEC 60848). YES

FI-5 Q05 Only General Documentation Rules should be presented here. YES

FR-5 Q05 No, keep it as it is ; consistency with ISO TC10 standards to be checked. NO

IT-5 Q05 The section 4 is ok, as it is YES

NO-5 Q05 General rules for all kinds of documents should be included. YES

SE-5 Q05 YES, make it more general.  The use of other forms of presentation which are
not paper oriented should be considered.

YES

CZ-6 Q06 Now, the designer engineers have to accept the new IEC 81714-2. Should also
the current IEC 61082 be updated ?

YES

DE-6 Q06 At least one important task: CAD aspects for the preparation of documents
need to be included. At this place we refer to document 3B(Ger)36 and
subsequent documents. The work was postponed until the revision work
started.

Other matters should be discussed in the maintenance group and, in case,
proposals be worked out. This also depends on a decision on rules for
"visualisation of information".

YES

DK-6 Q06 Yes, in connection with this maintenance work we find that not only  section 4,
but the entire IEC 61082-series should be extended with:

Use of colours

Use of Hypertext

Use of ?

YES
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FI-6 Q06 Consideration should be given into CAD-design. Documentation of object
should be coded according requirements and codes could then be
interchanged.

Also design practice has been changed, modelling will be used.

So also IEC 61082-1 figure 1 should be modernised.

YES

FR-6 Q06 Yes, subjects as colour and hypertext should be dealt with, and this as soon as
posible.

YES

IT-6 Q06 We don’t think the proposal is useful NO

NO-6 Q06 The use of computers in the preparation should be reflected in the rules.

The rules provided should be less oriented or based on manual preparation of
documents.

New technologies should be addressed and not be neglected

The special use of colours should be investigated, and if possible, rules
provided

YES

SE-6 Q06 YES, the mentioned ones. Furthermore the impact of web publication of
information (extranet, etc) should be considered.

YES

CZ-7 Q07 YES – Update and leave in the standard, but with a reference to other
Standards.

YES

DE-7 Q07 The extracts should be updated and kept for the sake of the reader. YES

DK-7 Q07 The Annex  A should be kept (but updated). The user appreciate these extracts
by which he avoids to buy a lot of ISO-standards.

YES

FI-7 Q07 The references requiring modifications should be updated and kept in the
standard. As such used references would only be included as normative
references. See ISO/IEC Directive Part 3.

YES

FR-7 Q07 Yes, the extracts should be updated and kept in the standard, as informative
material.

YES

IT-7 Q07 The extracts are ok as they are YES
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NO-7 Q07 It is very convenient that extract from relevant ISO standards are included, but
it should be clearly indicated that these extracts could be updated outside the
maintenance of this publication.

Are there any general rules from IEC and/or ISO restricting the inclusion of the
extracts?

YES

SE-7 Q07 YES, they should be kept and updated or be made available by hypertext links. YES

CZ-8 Q08 NO – Maybe, some details could be placed elsewhere; but basically, the
structure of Parts 2, 3 and 4 corresponds to the current needs.

NO

DE-8 Q08 No change in the structure required.

We think that the clause concerning function diagrams should be reconsidered.
From our understanding, IEC 60848 will describe a method or a tool rather than
presentation rules. So these are missing. At least the status of IEC 60848
needs to be clarified with respect to IEC 61082-2.

NO

DK-8 Q08 Part 2: See DK-3 (Q 3). NO?

FI-8 Q08 See answers 1, 2 and 6. NO,
moderated

FR-8 Q08 The structure seems satisfactory as it is. Conformity of the symbols with the
latest edition of IEC 60617 to be checked.

NO

IT-8 Q08 In our opinion the structure of part 2 does not have to be changed. NO

NO-8 Q08 No change NO

SE-8 Q08 NO NO

CZ-9 Q09 NO – Maybe, some details could be placed elsewhere; but basically, the
structure of Parts 2, 3 and 4 corresponds to the current needs.

NO

DE-9 Q09 No changes in structure required. NO

DK-9 Q09 We can not find any reasons to change the structure of Part 3 - and none of its
issues should be brought into Part 1.

NO

FI-9 Q09 See answers 1, 2 and 6. NO,
moderated

FR-9 Q09 No changes. NO

IT-9 Q09 See number 8 NO
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NO-9 Q09 We question if all sections are needed as not all sections provide rules.

It could be focused more on the information content.

NO,
moderated

SE-9 Q09 NO, but general issues on topographical layout might be possible to deal with
in part 1.

NO

CZ-10 Q10 NO – Maybe, some details could be placed elsewhere; but basically, the
structure of Parts 2, 3 and 4 corresponds to the current needs.

NO

DE-10 Q10 No changes in structure required. NO

DK-10 Q10 We can not find any  reasons to change the structure of Part 4.

An extraction from clause 4 in Part 4 could maybe be transferred to Part 1.

See further DK-3 (Q 3).

NO

FI-10 Q10 Layered design should be considered more detailed in part 4. See also answers
1, 2 and 6.

NO?

FR-10 Q10 No changes. NO

IT-10 Q10 Our answer is like question 9 NO

NO-10 Q10 No change NO

SE-01 Q10 NO, basically, but the general issues on topographical layout might be possible
to deal with in part 1.

NO

CZ-11 Q11 YES – The present figures should be re-drawn (by electronic means) and,
especially, simplified because the IEC 61082 has been employed for a
considerable time.

YES

DE-11 Q11 Old-fashioned examples should be modernised.

For each document kind the content of information needs to be better worked
out (compare table 2 in IEC 61082-4) together with the definition of necessary
data elements.

YES

DK-11 Q11 See DK-6 (Q 6). YES
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FI-11 Q11 See answer 3 about Proposal to publish TR IEC 6nnnn Catalogue of examples
of document kinds. In this publication should be considered examples of
documentation for devices and systems.

Modern telecommunication systems shall be considered more in IEC 61082
and in that report.

Separate IEC publication for General terms should also be considered.

YES

FR-11 Q11 No specific suggestion. NO

IT-11 Q11 The global review of the Standards must be made by adding drawings and the
existing diagrams

YES

NO-11 Q11 Examples as a separate part and as a technical report.

Focus more on computer aided preparation and not based on the manual
preparation.

Try to provide rules without so many exceptions to these rules.

YES

SE-11 Q11 Aspects on the documentation of equipment comprising a combination of
hardware and software and data should be strongly emphasized. This subject
might be necessary to deal with in a separate part.

Aspects relating to the preparation and use of documents electronically should
be considered.

Aspects relating to the use of IEC 61346 and the consequences and benefits
with regard to reuse should be further emphasized.

Advise on the proper implementation of the rules in software tools might be
useful, and given e.g. in an informative annex.

YES
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