Evaluation — Reconstruction/modification of electrical installations and machines according the
interpretation of the ,,BMAS“ and the german states concerning the used term ,,substantial modification”
(see explanatory statement to “ProdSG § 2 (15)”; Federal Work Gazette 11/2000 page 35)

Reconstructions/
modifications:

Date:

Electrical installations
/ machine(s):

Tvpe: Date of

ype: construction:
Serial number:

Participants: Name Company / Section
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Evaluation — Reconstruction/modification of electrical installations and machines according the
interpretation of the ,,BMAS“ and the german states concerning the used term ,,substantial modification’
(see explanatory statement to “ProdSG § 2 (15)”; Federal Work Gazette 11/2000 page 35)

(4

Start
1. Usage/ application per planned modification
Ino Clyes 2. Performance data, intended use changed or
assemblies added or changed?
LIno Llyes 3. Replacement of safety related parts or parts of
controls concerning machines?
[Inein Llja
. 4. Aworse safety behavior due to the conception?
O O : . : .
Dy S 5. Changing or replacing protective devices?
Lino wy Llyes 6. Is the protection level basically lower or the changed
safety related part(s) improper?
] L ] : . .
e Yy Vv yis 7. Is a new hazard or higher risk associated?
\ AN 4 \ 4 i A
OResult: No substantial modification Continuing next
sheet
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Evaluation — Reconstruction/modification of electrical installations and machines according the

interpretation of the ,,BMAS“ and the german states concerning the used term ,,substantial modification’

(4

(see explanatory statement to “ProdSG § 2 (15)”; Federal Work Gazette 11/2000 page 35)

A
Llyes + [1no 8.
[Ino Clyes 9.
[Ino Llyes 10.
[Ino Llyes 11
Cyes ¥ [LIno 12.
vVYy \ 4

OOResult: No substantial modification

Is the safety concept still adequate, are the existing
safety related parts adequate and fully effective?

Safety completely and appropriately through
additionally mounted separating protection devices
achievable?

Irreversible injuries possible?

Is the probability of an accident high?

Additional: Is a moveable separating protective device
with an interlock effective and adequate?

OResult: Substantial modification

Reviewed:

Date, Signature

Confirmed:

Date, Signature
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