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In our previous discussion of the Occupational Health and Safety Act 
(Act 85 of 1993), in particular the Electrical Installation Regulations 
2009, we discussed the certificate for commencement of work 

and permission to connect installation work. We also worked through 
Regulation 9, which details the issuing of the Electrical Certificate of 
Compliance. In Regulation 10, we’ll look at disputes. But before we get 
too involved, let’s carefully read through the regulation first. 

Regulation 10: Disputes 
(1)  Should a dispute arise over the interpretation of a health and  
 safety standard referred to in regulation 5(1) between a user,  
 a registered person, an electrical contractor, an approved  
 inspection authority for electrical installations or a supplier,  
 as the case may be, an affected person may appeal against  
 that interpretation to the chief inspector. 
(2)  A person who refers a dispute referred to in  
 sub-regulation (1) shall serve a notice of dispute, setting out fully  
 the nature and grounds of the dispute, on both the chief inspector  
 and the person whose interpretation he or she is disputing, by  
 personally delivering the notice of dispute or sending it by  
 registered post. 
(3)  The person whose interpretation is disputed shall within 14 working  
 days of the date on which he or she received the notice of dispute,  
 forward a notice setting out the reasons for his or her interpretation  
 to the chief inspector. 
(4)  The chief inspector shall, after having considered the grounds and  
 the cause of the dispute, confirm, set aside or vary the interpreta- 
 tion of the safety standard in question or substitute it for the  
 interpretation, which in the opinion of the chief inspector, ought to  
 have been given. 
I trust you have read the above carefully, so the following should be 
clear.

One Monday morning you get a complaint from an owner, a user 
or a lessor of premises at which you did an electrical installation, not 
that long ago. The complaint is that you issued a fraudulent Certificate 
of Compliance. It transpires that after you completed your work, the 
owner, user or lessor employed someone to remodel the kitchen. The 
kitchen contractor contracted his regular electrical contractor to install 
the new power points – new stove isolator point, socket outlets, etc. 

Upon completion, the electrical contractor tested the installation for 
the purpose of issuing an Electrical Certificate of Compliance and 
found the fluorescent light fitting in the kitchen not earthed. Now the 
owner, user or lessor wants you to return to site, inspect the complete 
installation and re-issue the Certificate of Compliance, which in his 
opinion had been issued fraudulently. The reason? One measly light 
fitting was not earthed. Eish!

Before long, you, the owner of the new kitchen and the other 
electrical contractor are locked in a difference of opinion. You decide 
it is time to show the other contractor – who is relatively new to your 
neck of the woods – who’s the big dog in this town. This takes care of 
Regulation 10 (1).

You duly set out to serve in person, a ‘notice of dispute’ to the other 
contractor and send a copy of the said ‘notice of dispute’ by registered 
mail to the chief inspector as required by the Electrical Installation 
Regulations 2009. You base your argument on SANS 10142-1 Clause 
6, which states:
6.12.3.2: The following conductive parts do not need to be earthed:
(b)  exposed conductive parts of fixed electrical equipment that are
(1)  out of arm’s reach from the floor (or walking) level,
(2)  out of arm’s reach from a structure that is bonded to earth, 
(3)  not exposed to the weather or to the condensation, dripping,  
 splashing or accumulation of water, and
(4) not touching a conductive surface.
So what is wrong? The metal-bodied fluorescent fitting is mounted on a 
non-conductive plasterboard ceiling approximately 2.7 m from the floor. 
That, mister, is 200 mm higher than arm’s reach. It is also further than 
2.5 m from the stove, which is bonded to earth and the installation is 
indoors, in other words, not exposed to the weather. So, that takes care 
of 10 (2).

The other contractor takes up your challenge and responds to the 
chief inspector – within three days, let alone the 14 working days 
allowed by the Regulations – his intent to dispute your interpretation. 
He includes in his response notice the following from SANS 10142-1 
Clause 6.
6.12.3.1: The following conductive parts shall be earthed:
(f)  conductive parts of discharge luminaires and equipment that need  
 special earthing arrangements; and
(g)  all Class I equipment.

And this takes care of 10 (3)
Rats! You only quoted the bit of SANS 10142-1 you needed to help 

make your case and completely forgot that the conductive metal-
bodied fluorescent fitting is defined as Class I equipment. Second, you 
forgot you are explicitly required to earth fluorescent fittings – in as 
many words. And third, you forgot all about another definition – the 
one about a fluorescent fitting being further defined as ‘discharge 
lighting equipment’.

This then takes care of 10 (4) and, come to think of it, the whole 
sorry saga of you wanting to be the big cheese. The chief inspector 
need not bother anymore. You get your butt over to the complainant, fix 
the earthing on the kitchen light fitting, check the rest of the electrical 
installation just for good measure and issue a fresh Certificate of 
Compliance. Lesson learnt!

We now move onto the regulation, namely Regulation 11, with which 
you complied to get your registration as an Installation Electrician, 
without perhaps even knowing that the procedure you followed is 
actually written up in legislation.

Regulation 11: Application for registration as a registered 
person 
(1) An application for registration as a registered person shall be made  
 to the chief inspector in the form of Annexure 5 together with the  
 registration fee prescribed by Regulation 14. 
The application form to register as Installation Electrician (a 
registered person) is found at the back of the Electrical Installation 
Regulations 2009. The registration fee, of R120, in Regulation 14 is 
paid to the Department of Labour. This payment can also be in the 
form of ‘revenue stamps’. ‘Revenue stamps’, issued by the South 
African Revenue Service, were abolished during 2009, almost 
certainly after the publication of Regulation 14, which explains their 
continued reference. These days you can pay the Department via 
electronic funds transfer or EFT as the process is more commonly 
referred to.

This, ladies and gentlemen, is all we have time for this month. 
We’ll pick up where we left off in the next riveting instalment, where 
we’ll look a little deeper into the registration of registered persons, 
the withdrawal of certificates and much, much more.

Till next time …

DISPUTES – REMEMBER THE FLUORESCENT LIGHT FITTING

MAJOR TECH LAUNCHES HIGH POWER LED FLOODLIGHT SERIES

THE VALUE’S IN THE PIECES OF PAPER

GETTING TO GRIPS WITH SANS 10142-1 BY HANNES BAARD

MAJOR TECH has introduced an innovative, slimline HLF 
LED Floodlight Series. As the company’s lighting special-
ist Rhodam Evans points out, LED floodlight solutions have 
become very popular in industrial and commercial holdings, 
especially where safety and security are key considerations.  
Commercial and industrial floodlights are designed to provide 
bright, uniform lighting across wide areas.

The HLF series is suitable for warehousing, agricultural 
holdings, parking lots, and sports grounds, bringing any 
exterior to life. The high quality, inexpensive, value-for-money 
high power floodlights have several benefits compared to 
halogen or standard incandescent options.

Evans explains that the HLF Series is available in 500 W 
(30 000 lumen), 300 W (18 000 lumen), 200 W (12 000 
lumen) and 100 W (6000 lumen), and includes a new 170° 
rotation feature, which makes the floodlight easy to install and 
allows light to be aimed in any direction – it is thus no longer 
restricted to a wall mounting.  “The premium quality aluminium 
body, which is highly corrosion resistant, makes it easy to 
maintain and clean,” says Evans.
Features:
• 170° rotation
• Slimline housing with modern design

• Outstanding corrosion resistance
• SMD LED
• High quality IP65 cable connection
• 120° beam angle
• 6000 K – 6500 K cool white 
Advantages of the HLF LED Floodlight Series are that it is 
energy efficient and inexpensive, offers value-for-money and 
low maintenance; is environmentally friendly, has a lifespan 
of 30 000 to 50 000 hours and offers uniform, bright light.

Enquiries: +27 (0)11 872 5500

On December 3, 2016, a set of five light bulbs (two 
designed by Edison) and one socket sold at auction 
in Dallas for $30 000. On its website, Heritage 

Auctions (the auctioneer) states the collection was used in 
patent infringement lawsuits filed by the Edison Electric Light 
Co in the late 19th century.

Contrary to popular belief, Thomas Edison did not invent 
the incandescent light. However, he did make various im-
provements to the design, which made the invention practical 
for commercial use, and was a granted a patent for them on 
January 27, 1880. In the succeeding years, various companies 
producing and selling bulbs created under other patents be-
gan multiple lawsuits against Edison, attempting to void the 
inventor’s patent.

In an interview with Radio-Canada, Heritage Auction’s 

consignment director, Don Ackerman, explained why the bulbs 
fetched such a high price. “The light bulbs, by themselves, if 
they weren’t associated with  the lawsuits, probably wouldn’t 
have much value,” Ackerman said, adding that the original 
Edison bulbs from 1880 were very rare and potentially worth 
$40 000. However, the bulbs and the socket in this collection 
date from around the time of the trial – 1893.

“If the Edison bulb we had, just the Edison bulb by itself, 
didn’t have the court label on it, it would probably be worth 
about $500 US, That’s where the value was – not so much 
in the light bulbs but in the little pieces of paper that were at-
tached to them!”

http://www.ecmag.com/section/lighting/items-related-
thomas-edison-fetch-64000-plus-auction

http://www.ecmag.com/section/lighting/items-related-thomas-edison-fetch-64000-plus-auction
http://www.ecmag.com/section/lighting/items-related-thomas-edison-fetch-64000-plus-auction
http://za.enlitelighting.com/



