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Attendance

1. The Working Party on the Standardization of Tecdl and Safety Requirements in
Inland Navigation (SC.3/WP.3) (hereafter, the WogkParty or SC.3/WP.3) held its thirty-
ninth session from 15 to 17 June 2011 in Geneva.

2. The session was attended by representativekeofallowing countries: Austria,
Belarus, Bulgaria, Croatia, Czech Republic, Germdngionesia, Lithuania, Netherlands,
Norway, Russian Federation, Serbia, Slovakia, Sndnd and Ukraine. The delegation of
the European Union (EU) was also present.

3. Representatives of the following intergovernrmaérganizations also took part in
the session: the Central Commission for the Nawigabf the Rhine (CCNR), Danube
Commission (DC) and International Sava River Ba&ammission (Sava Commission or
SC). The following non-governmental organizatiorswepresented: the World Association
for Waterborne Transport Infrastructure (PIANC).eTtepresentatives of the Platform for
the implementation of the EU NAIADES programme (FLNA), Inland Waterway
Transport Educational Network (EDINNA) and Euromigygpwere present at the invitation
of the secretariat.

4. Mrs. Eva Molnar, Director of the UNECE TranspDivision opened the session. In
accordance with the decision of the thirty-eightessson of the Working Party,
Mr. Evgueniy Kormyshev (Russian Federation) chaitedmeeting.

Adoption of the agenda (agenda item 1)

5. The Working Party adopted the provisional agepdepared by the secretariat
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/77).

European Code for Inland Waterways (CEVNI)
(agenda item 2)

6. In accordance with the provisional agenda, therkivig Party considered the
following issues related to the European Coderitarld Waterways (CEVNI):

Draft roadmap for future work on CEVNI

7. The Working Party considered the draft roadmap fliture work on CEVNI
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2011/9), prepared by the dade¢ in accordance with the
decision of its thirty-eighth session (ECE/TRANS/SVP.3/76, para. 28). The goal of the
document was to highlight the recent significanaraies in CEVNI, introduced by the
revision four, to clarify mechanisms for facilitagy and monitoring the implementation of
CEVNI and to describe the scope of further revisiaf the code. The Working Party
approved the draft note subject to replacing wotHSECE secretariat” by “UNECE” in
paragraphs 19 and 23(d). SC.3/WP.3 thanked thestseiat for providing the requested
information and asked it to submit the note toftfte-fifth session of the Working Party on
Inland Water Transport (SC.3) as a main referermeumhent for future CEVNI-related
activities.
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B.

Amendments to CEVNI for submission to the fiftyfifth session of SC.3

8. The Working Party held an exchange of opiniomstle revised proposal on
amendments to CEVNI (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2011/5/Rgv prepared by the
secretariat in accordance with the decision of ithirty-eighth session
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/76, paras. 31-32). The follmpeomments were made:

(@ Amendment proposal to Article 1.08 (ECE/TRANS/&ZWP.3/2011/5/
Rev.1, para. 5): The Russian Federation refewetie discussions during the SC.3/WP.3
thirty-eighth session and the SC.3/WP.3 decisiocottsult the Group of Volunteer experts
on Resolution No. 61 on the possible inclusionhef provision individual rigid live-saving
devices for children in Resolution No. 61 insteadl Article 1.08 of CEVNI
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/76, para. 30). The Russiarefaobn informed SC.3/WP.3 that
the Group of Volunteer experts on Resolution Noabits last meeting did not have time to
discuss this issue and proposed to postpone thésiaecon this issue until the
recommendation from the group had been received;

(b) Amendment proposal to articles 1.10 and 2BCH/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/
2011/5/Rev.1, paras. 6-7): Slovakia proposed tdoogplace the words “official number”
with “unique European vessel identification numbegiven that not all UNECE member
States issued such numbers. Recalling that oth¢orn®C.3 resolutions, and, notably,
Resolution No. 61, had been recently revised tmriparate references to the unique
European vessel identification number, the WorkiRgrty decided to maintain the
proposal;

(c) Amendment proposal to Article 4.07 (ECE/TRANS/S/WP.3/2011/5/
Rev.1, para. 10);: CCNR informed the Working Paitattthe provisions on Inland
Automatic Identification System (Inland AIS) werilaunder discussion in the competent
CCNR Committee and, therefore, CCNR could not supfite proposal. The Russian
Federation informed the Working Party that it hadiional comments on the text of the
revised article;

(d) Amendment proposal to Article 7.08 (ECE/TRASG/3/WP.3/2011/5/
Rev.1, para. 15); The secretariat presented itpgsal, contained in footnote 4 of
paragraph 15, to rephrase the proposed text ofjmgph 2 of article 7.08 in order to abstain
from using the words “the competent authorities 'maie secretariat explained that, in the
view of some experts in the CEVNI Expert Group, ftkes 1-8 of CEVNI should only
contain model navigation rules intended for boaterasand other persons involved in the
operation of inland vessels and abstain from givimdjcations to the competent inland
navigation authorities on how they may act. SC.38Vébserved that the CEVNI Expert
Group had not yet reached the conclusion on how ifsue of “competent authorities”
should be addressed in CEVNI and asked the grofyrtier discuss the issue and present
a proposal at the next session of SC.3/WP.3.

9. In the light of these discussions, the Workirgty?made the following decisions:

(@) Approve the proposals presented in paragraph$—9, 11-13 and 16,
incorporating the modifications proposed by theresegiat in footnotes 2—-3, and forward
these proposals to the fifty-fifth session of SC.3;

(b)  Postpone the discussion on the proposal cadaiim paragraph 5 until this
issue has been discussed by the Group of Volun@eResolution No. 16 in accordance
with the decision of the SC.3/WP.3 thirty-eightlssien;

(c)  Continue the discussions on a new Article 4r0the light of the additional
comments by CCNR and the Russian Federation atetkteSC.3/WP.3 session;
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(d)  Approve the text proposed in paragraph 14, euntbfo the following
correction, already agreed upon during the thiigyth session of SC.3/WP.3:

This rule applies-in-generalsoon the waterways for which “downstream” and
“upstream” are not defined.

(e)  Ask the Expert Group on CEVNI to further disstise proposal in paragraph
15 in the light of the proposal by the secretasiagisented in footnote 4.

New amendment proposals to CEVNI

10. The Working Party considered the new amendmmyosals to CEVNI, finalized
by the CEVNI Expert Group at its thirteenth meetimp 15 February 2011
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2011/10). The secretariatrimfed the Working Party that this
document also included a proposal to rectify amsthation of a yellow flashing light for
marking of cross-overs in part 11l of Annex 8 of ZHI.

11. The Working Party approved the amendment pradpgwresented in paragraphs 5
and 7 of the document and asked the secretargathimit them to the fifty-fifth session of
SC.3. With respect to the proposal in paragrapB@3/WP.3 took note of the position of
CCNR, who referred to its earlier comments on tke of the words “the competent
authorities” in Chapters 1-8 of CEVNI and who diatieat, given that the current and the
proposed text did not represent a rule addressbddtmasters and other persons involved
in operating a vessel, it did not need to be inetbch CEVNI. The Working Party asked
the Group of Experts on CEVNI to address the contrhgrCCNR and to present a revised
proposal at its next session.

12. The Working Party also took note of the prefmyaworks of the CEVNI Expert
Group on the revision of Chapter 10 of CEVNI oné¥ntion of Pollution of Water and
Disposal of Waste Occurring on Board Vessels”,ngknto account the relevant provisions
of the 1996 Convention on Collection, Retention &isposal of Waste Generated during
Navigation on the Rhine and Other Inland Waterwé@BNI). SC.3/WP.3 invited the
CEVNI Expert Group to submit its proposal to itskheession and welcomed the English
and Russian text of the relevant provisions of CDONépared by the secretariat in
accordance with the decisions of its last sess@EH/ TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2011/10/Add.1).

13. The Working Party was informed by Slovakia abthe discrepancy between
Chapter 3 and Annex 3 of CEVNI (sketch 41 in Ani@esefers to paragraph 4 of Article
3.16, which only contains three paragraphs). Thekilig Party thanked Slovakia for this
correction and asked the secretariat to includedbirection in the list of the amendments
to CEVNI to consider at its next session.

Mutual recognition of boatmasters’ certificates
(agenda item 3)

14. The representative of the EU informed the WagkiParty that the process of the
revision of the EU Directive 96/50/EC was at thagst of an impact assessment study,
aimed at evaluating the need for the revision efdinective. A special questionnaire to that
effect had been circulated to the EU member Statdghe results of the assessment should
be available in September 2011. The Working Pdréynked the delegation of the EU for
this information and emphasized the importanceeakiving timely notification of the
relevant development within the EU on the issuesoofimon interest. The Working Party
asked the secretariat to continue monitoring thsuigsand to attend the relevant EU
meetings.
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15. SC.3/WP.3 took note of the initial proposal ¢ on the revision of Resolution
No. 31 on Minimum Requirements for the Issuanc8a&tmaster’'s Certificates in Inland
Navigation with a view to their Reciprocal Recogmit for International Traffic
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2011/11) and the goals anghead this revision, described by
SC and DC in their presentatioh§he Working Party observed that the introductidn o
several types of certificates proposed by SC, dsaseserious amendments to the character
of the Resolution and its mechanisms for recogmitié the certificates deserved serious
discussions and comprehensive consultations vattebblders.

16. In this context, SC.3/WP.3 was informed abautirdormal meeting on 14 June
2011 between the European Commission and the agatstof UNECE, CCNR, DC and
SC on possible cooperation on the issue of boaérgstertificates. The secretariat
presented to the Working Party the following cos@uas of the meeting:

(@) The secretariats of River Commissions recaghizthe need for
modernization of the existing regional and inteioval instruments on boatmasters’
certificates and on inland navigation professiomgeneral;

(b)  The participants considered that such a maztian process would require
a regular cooperation mechanism (for example, @it jaiorking group), where all River
Commissions and their member States could parteipa the equal footing;

(c)  The participants considered that this modation process should be carried
out with due regard and in close consultations with European Commission and the
relevant EU programmes under NAIADES Action Program

(d) A preliminary proposal aimed at establishingls a mechanism should be
prepared by UNECE and River Commissions after dtatsans with their member States
and other stakeholders.

17.  Following an in-depth discussion, the Workingrtl? concluded that revision of
Resolution No. 31 and of the Directive should beried out in close consultations and
regular exchange of information between EU and UEETherefore, the Working Party:

(@) urged the EC to take due account of the retewetruments of the UNECE
and to keep UNECE informed about all developmeriated to the revision of the
Directive;

(b)  asked the secretariat to circulate to the gidiens a questionnaire on the
future revision of Resolution No. 31, inviting themreport on the implementation of the
Resolution in their country/river basin, to submiibposals for its future improvements and
to comment on the preliminary proposal by the Sawemmission;

(c) asked the secretariat to prepare a note asnighue for consideration by the
fifty-fifth session of SC.3 based on the input fréme delegations;

(d) decided to dedicate a part of its next sessidfebruary 2012 to an in-depth
discussion of boatmasters’ certificates and otlesety linked issues.

18. The Working Party also took note of the presmt by EDINNA on the
elaboration of standards of training and certifmatin inland navigation (STCIN),
“Riverspeak” and use of simulators. CCNR informiee ¥Working Party about their support
to EDINNA's “Riverspeak” as part of their ongoinguk on future means of regulating the
use of the English language in the navigation @nRhine.

All presentations made during the session ardablaiat:
www.unece.org/trans/main/sc3/wp3/wp3doc_2011.html.
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VI.

Future cooperation on the European vessel/hutlatabase
(agenda item 4)

19. The Working Party took note of the informatlmnPLATINA on the progress in the
establishing the pilot European vessel/hull datapamded by the European Commission.

20. SC.3/WP.3 also took note of technical, openafi@nd financial requirements which
would need to be addressed should UNECE host tiadalse in the future, described in the
note by the secretariat (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/202)1/CCNR informed SC.3/WP.3
that the CCNR had taken note of the document, bulkdcnot express any approval to the
proposal of hosting the database in UNECE, asGIGNR was also one of the candidates
to be the database operator. The Working Partydribi the note by the secretariat did not
constitute a position document and only contairexiuial information and description of
possible policy options at the time when severalla#ates for operating the databases were
under consideration.

21. The Working Party thanked the secretariat foxdling this information and invited
the delegations to comment on the document, indgatheir position on the issue of the
future operator of the database. The Working Pastyed the secretariat to transmit the
note, incorporating the result of the SC.3/WP.Zulsions, comments by the delegations
and further consultations with the European Comimisgo the fifty-fifth session of SC.3
for further consideration.

Strategic development of inland waterway infrastructure
(agenda item 5)

22.  In accordance with the decision of its thirigh¢h session, the Working Party held
on 16 June 2011 an expert discussion on inland rwate infrastructure development.
Following the programme presented in Informal doentrNo. 11/Rev.2, SC.3/WP.3 took
note of the following presentations:

(@) “UNECE Inventory of main standards and paramsebf the E-Waterway
network (Blue Book): state of play and next stepsls. Valerie Blanchard, UNECE
Transport Division;

(b)  “Inventory of Bottlenecks and Missing Links d¢he European Waterway
Network as compiled within the framework of PLATINAMr. Roeland van Bockel,
PLATINA;

(c)  “Assessing IW infrastructure projects in thesBian Federation”, Ms. Anna
Isaeva, Department of State Policy on maritime @wer transport, Ministry of Transport,
the Russian Federation;

(d)  “Assessing IW infrastructure projects in thepRblic of Belarus: restoration
of the Dniepr-Oder-Vistula waterway”, Mr. Vitaly Kazev, Third Secretary, Permanent
Mission of the Republic of Belarus to the UnitedtiNias Office and Other International
Organizations in Geneva;

(e) “Time to go digital? Options for a new fornwtthe Blue Book to facilitate
planning and decision-making”, Mr. David EdwardsyyaVice-president, Inland
Waterways International and CEO, Euromapping caasay and publishing.
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VII.

VIII.

23. The Working Party:

(@) Took note of the progress in the revision lbé tUNECE Blue Book,
described by the UNECE secretariat (the draft atré the second edition was circulated
to the delegations in Informal document No. 16):

(b) Invited member States, which had not yet dameto submit information on
their inland waterways and ports of internatiomaportance to the secretariat so that the
second revision of the Blue Book could be finalize¢éime for the SC.3 fifty-fifth session;

(c)  Agreed that the role of the UNECE Working Ram Inland Water Transport
on dealing with infrastructure issues should behtnr discussed, taking into account the
ideas contained in the discussion note for the impéECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2011/18),
and to that end asked the secretariat to prepaspopriate strategic note for the SC.3
fifty-fifth session;

(d)  Thanked the speakers for their presentatiam$ the secretariat for this
initiative and concluded that it would be very ugdd organize such topical discussions on
inland navigation during the future SC.3/WP.3 smssiwith a wider participation of the
governmental representatives and, if possibletljoimith the UNECE Working Parties on
other modes of inland transport.

Resolution No. 59, “Guidelines for Waterway $gns and
Markings” (agenda item 6)

24. The Working Party considered the revised ameminproposal to Resolution

No. 59 (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2011/6/Rev.1), prepdogdSC in accordance with the

decision of the thirty-eighth session of SC.3/WHERGE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/76, para. 18).
SC reported that the revised proposal incorporatest of the comments received so far,
but further work was needed to address some rensatksitted by the Russian Federation
and Serbia. SC.3/WP.3 thanked SC for the solid mgrklocument and welcomed the
intention of SC to finalize its work on the draift, cooperation with Serbia, for the next
session of SC.3/WP.3.

Resolution No. 61, “Recommendations on Harmaized
Europe-Wide Technical Requirements for Inland Navigtion
Vessels” (agenda item 7)

25. The secretariat infformed the Working Party thia first revised edition of
Resolution No. 61 (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/172/Rev.1) woble published on the UNECE
website by the end of June and would be availableard copy for the fifty-fifth session of
SC.3.

26. The Working Party took note of the results g fourth meeting of the Group of
Volunteer experts on Resolution No. 61 (hereaftex, Group of Volunteers), presented in
Informal document No. 12. Concrete recommendationpghe Group of Volunteers are
described in the following paragraphs.

Amendments to Chapter 1-2, “Definitions”

27. The Working Party considered the proposal by @Group of Volunteer on
amendments to Chapter 1-2 “Definitions” and othaevant section of the resolution,
presented in Informal document No. 13. SC.3/WP f&addhat this proposal constituted a
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significant step towards harmonizing the definifamsed in the resolution and in the EU
Directive 2006/87/EC. The Working Party invited thelegations to submit their comments
on Informal document No. 13 by 20 July 2011. Therkifg Party asked the secretariat to
forward the substantial comments to the draft,ni,ao the Group of Volunteers and to
prepare, in consultation with the group, an offiggaoposal for the fifty-fifth session of

SC.3. In addition, following up on the comment bip@&kia, which proposed a greater
harmonization between the definitions used in CE\ANH the definitions in Resolution

No. 61, the Working Party invited the Group of Vialeers and the CEVNI Expert Group to
cooperate on harmonizing the definitions used iadRéion No. 61 and in CEVNI in their

future work on both documents.

Special provisions applicable to river-sea nagation vessels

28. The Working Party approved the draft ChapteB 2Bpecial provisions applicable

to river-sea navigation vessels”, finalized by tberth meeting of the Group of Volunteers
and presented in Informal document No. 14. In dosog SC.3/WP.3 emphasized the
important role which could be played by such vesselfurther development of inland

water transport. The Working Party asked the sagettto submit an official proposal on

draft Chapter 20B to the fifty-fifth session of SC.

Minimum technical requirements for computers irstalled on vessels

29. The Working Party considered the draft provisioon minimum technical

requirements for computers installed on vessels taedcomments received from the
delegations (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2011/13). The Rwms$ederation stated that the
comment by the delegation of the United Kingdontzséat Britain and Northern Ireland

(paragraph 4) was addressed by paragraph 7A-3tBeoproposal. With respect to the
comments by CCNR, presented in paragraphs 5—7Rtissian Federation explained that
the values appearing in paragraph 7-3A.1 were basgdte relevant rules of the Russian
River Register and national standards used in thesiBn Federation. The Russian
Federation further clarified that that the rules paragraphs 7-3A.2 to 7-3A.10 also
concerned the computers used as part of radar requip and that the proposed
requirements were not below the existing spec#iguirements for radar, Inland AIS and
Inland ECDIS equipment. Following further commerfitsm CCNR and the ensuing

discussion, the Working Party asked the Group olukteers to continue its work, if

possible in cooperation with CCNR, on draft sectibBA, in particular, by providing a

definition of “navigation computer” and explainirte link between section 7.3A and
Chapter 10 on Electrical Equipment. The WorkingtyPasked the group to submit a
revised proposal on this issue to its next session.

Other amendments to Resolution No. 61

30. The Working Party approved the draft amendmen@hapter 6 on “Steering Gear”,
submitted by the Group of Volunteers in Informalcdment No. 15, noting that these
amendments were a direct consequence of the ametglp®posed to Chapter 1-2. The
Working Party asked the secretariat to submit diciaf proposal on the revised Chapter 6
to the fifty-fifth session of SC.3.

31. The Working Party thanked the Group of Volurdefr their excellent work and
expert contribution to the work of the session andgted the delegations to take an active
part in this group and its next meeting from 6 Beptember 2011 in Budapest.
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IX.

Establishment of common principles and technial
requirements for pan-European river information setvices
(RIS) (agenda item 8)

32. In accordance with the decision of the fiftssfi session of SC.3
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/178, para. 27), the Working Paggsidered the amendment proposals
to the SC.3 resolutions concerning the River Infation Services and their different
components, based on the submissions by competenational expert groups.

Resolution No. 57, “Guidelines and Recommendaitns for River
Information Services”

33. The Working Party took note of the information the ongoing revision of the
PIANC Guidelines on River Information Services (RIprovided by the secretariat in
cooperation with the Chair of PIANC Working Group51 CCNR informed the Working
Party of their support for the new PIANC Guidelirsasl their intention to revise the CCNR
RIS recommendations accordingly. SC.3/WP.3 supgddtte proposal to revise Resolution
No. 57 to reflect the progress in the RIS impleragah and considered the new PIANC
guidelines to be a good basis for the revised ntisol. The Working Party thanked PIANC
for its extensive contribution to the preparatidrihis agenda item and expressed its regret
that due to the rescheduling of the discussion bis tagenda item, the PIANC
representative had to leave the meeting beforegbable to make his presentation in
person.

34. The Working Party held preliminary discussiamsthe proposed amendments to
Resolution, based on the comparison between Rémolito. 57 and the new PIANC
Guidelines (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2011/14). The RassiFederation proposed to
maintain table 4.9 which contained a useful ovenié relation between RIS Services and
Systems and which was omitted in the new PIANC €linds. The Working Party also
observed that section 4.3.6 in the new PIANC Guigsl only contained references to the
CCNR legal instruments with no mention of relevaiiECE and DC documents. The
Working Party asked the delegations to submit &rttomments on the proposed revision
of the resolution and the proposal to maintaingah® by 20 July 2011. The Working Party
asked the secretariat to prepare an official pralpwms the revision of Resolution No. 57 for
the fifty-fifth session of SC.3, based on the comtsefrom the delegations and the
discussions in SC.3/WP.3.

Resolution No. 48, “Recommendation on electronichart display and
information system for inland navigation (Inland ECDIS)”

35. The Working Party was informed by the Chaitheff Inland ECDIS Expert Group
about the latest development of the Inland ECD#adard, and the modifications to the
first revised edition of Resolution No. 48 thatsttévolution would entail. SC.3/WP.3
considered the list of major differences betweendhvisaged edition 2.3 of the standard
and the text of current edition of Resolution N& @ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2011/15)
and discussed the two options for the maintenameedure of the technical appendices of
the resolution, presented in paragraphs 18 and 20.

36. The Working Party welcomed, in principle, thegosed amendments to Resolution
No. 48. However, SC.3/WP.3 noted that that accgptiption B raised difficulties, as it
would lead to the situation where the technicalesyglices, which constituted an integral
part of the resolution, would be modified by théahd ECDIS Expert Group without the
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XI.

proper consideration of UNECE. SC.3/WP.3 invitea ttlelegations to submit their

positions on the proposed amendments to the résolwtpecifying their position on the

choice of the amendment procedure by 20 July 20tk Working Party asked the

secretariat, in cooperation with the Chair of theug, to prepare an official proposal on the
revision of Resolution No. 48, for the fortieth sies of SC.3/WP.3, on the basis of the
comments received from the delegations and theiséens in SC.3/WP.3.

Proposals on the UNECE recommendations on the &fitime Mobile
Service identifiers

37.  The Working Party took note of the proposath® Russian Federation to elaborate
special recommendations on the Maritime Mobile ®erudentifiers and the comments
submitted by the delegations (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WHRBI216). SC.3/WP.3 noted that
no delegations had submitted serious objectiorthitoproposal and invited the Russian
Federation to submit the draft text of the recomaagion for the fifty-fifth session of SC.3.

Pan-European Rules on General Average in Inland
Navigation (agenda item 9)

38. The Working Party was informed by the secratatiat due to the late and limited
input received from the delegations the secretdithinot issue a revised proposal on pan-
European rules on general average in Inland Nawigand the main official document on
this issue remained the initial proposal by Se(B&E/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2011/7). The
Working Party took note of the position of the RamsFederation (Informal document
No. 17), which proposed to consider expanding tdeps of the resolution based on the
existing legislation of the Russian Federation. Werking Party welcomed the intention
of Serbia to continue the work on the draft regolueand, to facilitate this work, asked the
Russian Federation to submit a detailed proposattifying which provisions from its
national legislation could be added to the drafbhetion.

Recreational navigation (agenda item 10)

39. The Working Party took note of the preliminaggults of the survey on the national
legal acts governing navigation of recreationalftcia the ECE region, presented in
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2011/17, paras. 5-19) and éavihe delegations, who had not
yet done so, to submit this information to the etamiat by 20 July 2011.

40. The Working Party discussed the proposal byséueetariat to resume the work on a
schematic map of the waterways used for recredtima&igation and to establish
Guidelines on the implementation of Resolution Ko (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2011/17,
paras. 20-27). The Working Party welcomed both gsafs, but observed that the
guestions and answers on Resolution No. 40 shoeldpiblished as supplementary
information and not as guidelines to the resolutidme Working Party asked the secretariat
to submit an official proposal on these two aciégtto the fifty-fifth session of SC.3.

41.  The Working Party was informed by Norway of #teeptance of Resolution No. 40
by Norway from the 1st of January 2012.
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XIlI.

12

XII.

XVI.

Cooperation with the European Union, River Canmissions
and other international organizations concerned wi inland
navigation matters (agenda item 11)

42. The Working Party observed that the informaitaots between the secretariat and
the European Commission since the last sessiolC&/B/P.3 resulted in the participation
of a delegation of the EU in the thirty-ninth sessbf the Working Party. The Working
Party welcomed this development and urged the détagof the EU to take an active part
in all its future sessions. The current cooperatiith the European Commission and River
Commissions was also discussed under the releganda items.

Other business (agenda item 12)

Tribute to Mr. Kormyshev

43.  The Working Party was informed by the delegatid the Russian Federation that
Mr. E. Kormyshev, who chaired SC.3/WP.3 since 2006uld no longer take part in
SC.3/WP.3 due to the change in his position. Therkilig Party expressed its high
appreciation to Mr. E. Kormyshev for his able armnpetent chairmanship, which was
crucial for achieving substantial progress on bptiicy and technical issues in inland
navigation. SC.3/W.3 wished Mr. E. Kormyshev dlk thest in his new professional
position.

Adoption of the report (agenda item 13)

44. In accordance with established practice, therkiig Party adopted the list of
decisions taken at its thirty-ninth session onlthsis of a draft prepared by the secretariat.
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Annex

Decisions of the CEVNI Expert Group taken on 16 Jdne 2011

1. The CEVNI Expert Group held its fourteenth megtbn 16 June 2011 back to back
with the thirty-ninth session of the Working Padty the Standardization of Technical and
Safety Requirements in Inland Navigation (SC.3/\W}P13-17 June 2017).

2. The meeting was attended by Mr. R. VorderwinKkustria), Ms. A. Jaimurzina
(UNECE), Mr. P. Margic (Danube Commission), Mr.Milkovic (International Sava River
Basin Commission) and Mr. G. Pauli (Central Comioissfor the Navigation of the
Rhine). Ms. N. Dofferhoff (the Netherlands) was abte to take part in the meeting.

3. The following items were discussed:
(@) Results of the thirty-ninth session of SC.3/8/P.
(b)  Proposal by CCNR on Chapter 10

(c)  Next meeting.

Results of the thirty-ninth session of SC.3/WB.

4, The CEVNI Expert Group discussed the resultthef CEVNI-related discussions
during the thirty-ninth session of SC.3/WP.3 (ECREANS/SC.3/WP.3/78, paras. 6-13).

5. With respect to the amendment proposal to artid.08, paragraph 4
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2011/5/Rev.1, para. 5), theugr agreed to wait for the
recommendation by the Group of Volunteer expertResolution No. 61.

6. With respect to the draft revised article 4.QFCE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2011/5/
Rev.1l, para. 10 and annex), the group made sonrections to the text, taking into
account the comments received from the Russianr&goe and the CCNR. Moreover, the
group agreed to forward the text of the draft Aetibor comments to the relevant CCNR
Committee and continue the discussion on the draied on the comments received. For
the time being, the group agreed on the draft sextpllows:

Draft revised article 4.07 — Inland Automatic Idenification System

1. Vessels, except sea-going ships, shall not ausautomatic identification
system (AIS) unless they possess an Inland AlScdein accordance with the
International Standard for Tracking and Tracing lmhand Waterways (VTT)
(Resolution No. 63 (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/176)). The InlaAlS device must be
certified by a certification body that is authodzey the respective country and must
comply with the radiotelephone regulations. Theidewnust be in a good working
condition. If small craft is using Inland AlS, itust, in addition, be equipped with a
radiotelephone installation in proper working oréterthe ship-ship channel.

2

It is recalled that the Working Party on Inland t&falransport (SC.3) at its fifty-third sessiongdha
decided to maintain its informal working group on\@H and renamed it as the “CEVNI expert
group”, to be composed of the representativesoRiver Commissions and interested Governments.
It had charged the Group with monitoring the impdeation of the new CEVNI by Governments

and River Commissions and examining future amendpremosals to it (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/183,
para. 13).
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2. Vessels are authorized to use AIS only if theapeters entered in the AIS
device correspond at all times to the actual patarmmef the vessel or convoy.

3. All vessels other than sea-going ships equippdétt AIS of class A
according to IMO standard shall be equipped withrid AIS devicé.

4, The following vessels are excluded from the meguent referred to in
paragraph 3:

(@)  Vessels in convoys except the vessel that gesvihe main traction;
(b)  Ferry-boats not moving independently;
(c)  Small craft.

5. The vessels referred to in paragraph 4 (a) stedktivate any Inland AIS
transponder that is on these vessels as long aatbgart of the convoy.

6. At least the following data have to be transgittvhen a vessel is under way
in a section where, in accordance with paragrapih8&, competent authorities
request equipping the vessel with Inland AIS dexice

(@) user identifier (Maritime Mobile Service Iddgpt MMSI);

(b)  name of ship;

(c) type of vessel,

(d)  unigue European vessel identification numiaI} or IMO number;

(e) length overall of the vessel respectively thenvoy (decimetre
accuracy);

4] breadth overall of the vessel respectively ttenvoy (decimetre
accuracy);

(g) type of convoy (only for convoys) other tharagoing vessels
equipped with AIS of Class A according to IMO stardi;

(h)  position (WGS 84);

0] speed over ground SOG;

0] course over ground COG;

(k)  position accuracy (GNSS/DGNSS);

0] time of electronic position fixing device (éaand time);

(m) navigational status;

(n)  position of the GNSS antenna (m accuracy).

7. The boatmaster shall update the following dawaeédiately, if it has changed
when under way:

(@) length overall;

(b)  breadth overall;

(c) type of convoy;

(d)  navigational status;

(e)  position of the GNSS antenna (m accuracy).

8. The requirement of paragraph 6 does not apmyationary vessels:

(@)  within the area of marked berthing places, or
(b)  in harbours.

9. The rules of radio discipline apply to the seigddf messages via Inland AIS.

3 |f member States so agree, an article could ketied in Chapter 9, specifying that the competent

authorities may exempt all or certain types of etsfom this requirement.
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7. With respect to the draft amendment to Article87 paragraph 2 (ECE/TRANS/
SC.3/WP.3/2011/5/Rev.1, para. 14), the group furttiscussed the use of the words
“competent authorities may/shall” in CEVNI. The CRNecalled its earlier comment that
the model regulations should not contain indicatidar competent authorities or any
statement of informative character. The group prelarily agreed that Chapters 1-8
should not contain indications to the competentauities and that all articles, where this is
currently mentioned, should be worded as a model and the options of the competent
authorities should be specified in Chapter 9. Thamug noted that the words “competent
authorities” were used in several places in CEVh asked the secretariat to prepare for
the next meeting a list of the articles where they mentioned and to what effect. For the
time being, the group agreed on the following wogdof the last sentence of paragraph 2
of Article 7.02:

However, vessels berthed in harbour basins or ithbavhere constant supervision
if guaranteed are exempt from this requirement.

8. The group noted that if member States did neeagyith this rule, two options were
possible: deleting the rule or maintaining the ratemaintaining it, providing the “opting-
out” possibility through Chapter 9. The group agrée continue the discussion on this
issue at its next meeting.

9. With respect to the amendment proposal to paphgr6 of Article 8.02
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2011/10, para. 6), the grogpeed that this provision did not
contain a navigation rule but an information foe ttoatmasters and competent authorities.
Therefore, perhaps a better place for this promisiould be the text of the resolution on
CEVNI itself or Chapter 9. The group agreed to takdecision on this issue at its next
meeting, based on the overall decision on the @iskeowords “the competent authorities
may/shall”.

Proposal by CCNR on Chapter 10

10. The CEVNI Expert Group considered the propbyalhe CCNR on the revision of

Chapter 10 of CEVNI on “Prevention of Pollution W¥ater and Disposal of Waste

Occurring on Board Vessels”, based on the praaiiceeveral UNECE member States,
codified in 1996 Convention on Collection, Retentiand Disposal of Waste Generated
during Navigation on the Rhine and Other Inland &Aatiys (CDNI). The secretariat

presented document CEVNI EG/2011/7, which highkghthe proposed modifications to
the current text of Chapter 10. The group agreetheriollowing approach and timetable:

€) Members of the CEVNI expert group to send rthedmments to the
secretariat on document CEVNI EG/2011/7 by 30 Septr 2011 (in time for the next
CEVNI meeting);

(b)  DC to present this proposal, as a startingtpait the next meeting of the DC
Working group on technical issues (25—-28 Octobdr?0

(c)  The first official proposal, based on the dission within the CEVNI expert
group and DC, to be presented at the next ses$i®@.8/WP.3 in February 2012.

Next meeting

11. The next meeting will take place in Geneva kackack with the fifty-fifth session
of the Working Party on Inland Water Transport (§C(12-14 October 2011) on
11 October 2011.

15



