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CONTRACTORS’ CORNER

IF I CAN’T TRUST THE SYSTEM TO PROTECT ME, WHAT IS THE USE OF 
THAT SYSTEM? 

A SIMPLE SOLUTION TO CABLE THEFT

In my July column, I ended without going into any detail regarding 
Regulation 4. Just to confirm … this is the fourth clause of 
the Electrical Installation Regulations that forms part of the 

Occupational Health and Safety Act (Act 85 of 1993). 
Just as well, for now we have a nice warm topic to heat up our 

winter discussions. Hopefully it will not turn into a hot potato. So, 
without any further ado … let’s first look at the Regulation and then 
dissect it. 

Functions of approved inspection authorities for electrical in-
stallations
4. (1) An approved inspection authority for electrical installations may 
enter premises and conduct an inspection, test or investigation only 
when 
(a) Contracted by the chief inspector or provincial director for a spe-
cific electrical installation; or
(b) Requested by the user or lessor of an electrical installation to do so.
(2) An approved inspection authority for electrical installations may 
not operate as an electrical contractor.
In my humble opinion, the regulation is very clear. First, it says, no AIA 
can enter a property to do any kind of inspection without proper sanc-
tion. The AIA has to be either contracted by the chief inspector of the 
Department of Labour, or invited by the user or lessor of the electrical 
installation to conduct an inspection and compile a report.

But wait, how did the AIAs come about? Well, it is clear that be-
cause many government departments cannot do what they are 
supposed to do, they get someone else to do their job for them. 
Forget about the fact that we pay taxes to enable electrical law 
enforcement to be done by a particular government department 
in the first place. 

Now here’s the thing: who pays this AIA for services rendered? 
Pardon me if I sound a little harsh or even blasé on this topic but if 
someone comes into my premises, he or she will need a very good 
reason and they would have to be in possession of all the required 
paperwork. Now, let’s assume that because I am a good and oblig-

ing citizen, and after some contemplation, I allow the AIA onto my 
premises, it does not mean that I have to pay that AIA as, in my 
opinion, there is no contract between us. But wait, does the govern-
ment actually pay these AIAs? And does the entity that requests 
such an AIA to come and do an inspection, expect to pay for a 
service by an agent of the government? Maybe not … 

It may be a little ridiculous to think like this, but it’s like asking the 
SAPS to investigate a disturbance at your neighbour’s house and 
then getting a bill for it. At last count there were only about three 
of these electrical AIAs in South Africa. So few? Yes, Perhaps the 
government makes it difficult for anyone to enter this law enforce-
ment arena that was not part of the original pilot scheme.

So, how do these few AIAs make money if the same Regulation 
says they may not operate as an electrical contractor? 

Now, let’s move on to Regulation 5: 
Design and construction 
5. (1) No person may authorise, design, install or permit or require the 
installation of an electrical installation, other than in accordance with 
a health and safety standard incorporated into these Regulations un-
der section 44 of the Act. 

If we look closely at subregulation (1), we can see that even if a 
person who thinks it’s okay to install something that‘s not completely 
in accordance with the stipulations in SANS 10142-1, for example, 
because the owner or user of the electrical installation requested, 
suggested or even allowed a lower standard, can land one (or both 
them) in hot water. 

How so, you ask? The words ‘authorise’, ‘permit’ or ‘require’ speak 
to the owner or user and the words ‘design’ and ‘install’ speaks to 
the installer – be it a contractor or a person in the contractor’s em-
ploy. Think of it as though someone says it’s okay to take another 
person’s life and you are stupid enough to believe him and go and 
do it … it does not make it right!
5. (2) No person may use components within an electrical installa-
tion unless those components comply with the standards referred to 

in the relevant incorporated standard referred to in subregulation (1), 
and proof of compliance shall be identifiable on the components or 
certification shall be available from the manufacturer or supplier of 
the materials or components in terms of the National Regulator for 
Compulsory Specifications Act, 2008 (Act No. 5 of 2008).

This is easier than it sounds. What is encouraging, though, is that 
the front page article in the July 2016 issue of Sparks Electrical News 
recounts the story of an importer who was convicted for importing 
circuit breakers that do not comply with this subregulation. 

But what can I do if, for whatever reason, something goes wrong 
and it is found after a fire, for instance, that the circuit breaker I 
installed did not comply? Well, my personal stance would be that I 
have my proof of purchase from a reputable supplier. I do not think 
the legislator intended that I, the end-user, would have to chase the 
paperwork for each and every little item I use in an electrical instal-
lation. After all, there is a regulation and enough is written within 
the Occupational Health and Safety Act itself that forbids anyone 
to import, manufacture or sell anything that does not comply with 
a standard. And, as the end-user, I am surely not required to use 
some kind of comparison mechanism to determine the authentic-
ity of the manufacturer’s stamp or the SABS mark on the product 
purchased. If I cannot trust the system higher up to protect me, 
what is the use of that system then in the first place?
5. (3) Items of an electrical installation not covered by an incorporated 
health and safety standard, and the conductors between the point of 
supply and the point of control, shall be installed in accordance with 
the by-laws or regulations of the supplier concerned.

For all those guys who, after a previous column, wondered where I 
got it from that the supply cables from the point of supply to a point 
of control may be installed under a slightly different set of rules … 
well, here they are. This goes for the main earthing arrangement in the 
installation, too. If the supply authority says you will install it in a certain 
way, you have no grounds to argue. 
Therefore, within reason, stop arguing … just do it!
Till next time.

GETTING TO GRIPS WITH SANS 10142-1 BY HANNES BAARD

CABLE theft in South Africa is a huge problem, however, Matthew 
Campbell of Banding & ID Solutions Africa explains that the security 
of any traditional cable installation can be increased by using the Ultra-
Lok clamp. “The Band-It Ultra-Lok clamp is a robust clamping solution, 
with a tamper-proof design. It is easy to install, and can drastically de-
crease cable theft.”

He explains that the efficacy of the Ultra-Lok clamp was proved 
at a client’s site last year. “The client operates in the petrochemical 
industry where conveyer belts are located in secluded areas and 

are difficult to monitor so cable theft is a major challenge. We dem-
onstrated the Banding & ID Solutions Africa product offering and it 
was decided that the Ultra-Lok open-end clamp would be the best 
way forward.”

Banding & ID Solutions Africa has been tasked with supplying the 
client with application tools and clamps, and will provide training for 
the operators who will install the clamps. Follow-up visits will ensure 
that the clamps are correctly installed. 

Banding & ID Solutions Africa is the African distributor of 

USA-based Band-It – a leading manufacturer of a full range of 
stainless steel band, buckle systems, preformed clamps and cable 
ties for numerous applications. It is also the only company that dis-
tributes the Ultra-Lok product range, the Band-It Ultra-Lok tool and 
open-end clamps.
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