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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 WogkiParty or SC.3/WP.3) held its
fortieth session from 15 to 17 February 2012 in &e@n

2. The session was attended by representativebeofallowing countries: Austria,
Bulgaria, Germany, Lithuania, Netherlands, PoldRdssian Federation, Serbia, Slovakia,
Switzerland and Ukraine. The delegation of the Baem Union (EU) was also present.

3. Representatives of the following intergovernrmagrganizations also took part in
the session: the Central Commission for the Naiggabf the Rhine (CCNR), Mosel
Commission, Danube Commission (DC) and Internati®sva River Basin Commission
(Sava Commission or SC). The Inland Waterway Trarisgeducational Network
(EDINNA) and Euromapping were present at the inidgtaof the secretariat.

4. Mrs. Eva Molnar, Director of the UNECE Transpbivision opened the meeting.

Adoption of the agenda (agenda item 1)

5. The Working Party adopted the provisional agepdepared by the secretariat
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/79).

6. It was agreed that the draft report of the aireession will be limited to decisions
only, the final being prepared by the Chair withe thecretariat's help and circulated
afterwards.

Election of officers (agenda item 2)

7. Mrs. Victoria Ivanova (Russian Federation) wiested Chair for the current and the
forthcoming forty-first session of the Working Rart

Results of the fifty-fifth session of the Workng Party on
Inland Water Transport (agenda item 3)

8. The Working Party was informed by the secretafigthe outcome of the fifty-fifth
session of the Working Party on Inland Water Trans(5C.3).

Modernization of the existing international ingruments on
the mutual recognition of boatmasters' certificatesand on the
professional requirements in inland navigation

(agenda item 4)

9. At its thirty-ninth session, the Working Partasvinformed about the conclusions of
an informal meeting of 14 June 2011 attended byEim®pean Commission, UNECE and
River Commissions on possible cooperation on theeisof boatmasters’ certificates. The
Working Party recognized the need for modernizatafnthe existing regional and

international instruments on boatmasters’ certiisaand on the inland navigation
profession, in general, and decided to dedicataragd its fortieth session to an in-depth
discussion on boatmasters’ certificates and othelosety linked issues
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(ECE/TRANSC.3/WP.3/78, paras. 15-17). This decisi@as approved subsequently by
SC.3, at its fifty-fifth session (ECE/TRANS/SC.311 %ara. 25).

10. The representative of CCNR informed the WorkParty that her organization
adopted in November 2011, a proposal of its Conaittn Social Issues, Employment and
Professional Training (STF) in the form of a resioln providing for the establishment of a
group of experts for the mutual recognition and eraiation of professional
qualifications in the field of inland navigationegs ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2012/1). This
group would pursue two objectives. It is primariyased on the administrative
arrangements concluded between the CCNR and sere@@NR member States for the
mutual recognition of boatmaster’s certificates amdvice record booklets. In this group,
national experts of CCNR member States and of ONK member States will be placed
on an equal footing and entrusted with warrantimg the mutual recognition process put
into place works properly in practice and can besped. The group could also be used as a
proper venue to confer on the modernization of ifjgations in inland navigation. The
mandate of this group may, therefore, go beyonatiope of CCNR and its activities could
be managed jointly with other intergovernmentalamigations concerned. CCNR hoped,
she said, that all other major stakeholders suchEbls UNECE and other River
Commissions would take part in this work.

11. Representatives of the Danube Commission, Savamission, Mosel Commission
and Slovakia underlined the urgent need for jofftres to be undertaken within UNECE in
order to modernize and to further harmonize thest@g international instruments on
boatmasters' certificates and professional req@ngsnin inland navigation with a view to
their mutual recognition Europe wide.

12. The EU delegation informed the Working Par@gtthn impact assessment study on
revising the Directive 96/50/EC had been undertaiéth a view to harmonizing the
conditions for obtaining national boatmasters'ifieates for the carriage of goods and
passengers by inland waterway within the Commumiitwever the works were suspended
in view of an enlargement of the scope of analysibjch will include training and
qualifications as well as certification of all Inldk Water Transport (IWT) professions. In
this respect, the EU was prepared to work within Eapert Group on professional
requirements in inland navigation open to expemsnfall interested European countries
and intergovernmental organizations concerned.rtferoto discuss establishing such an
Expert Group (and possibly a few subgroups on @adr issues), their structure, methods
of work, venue and organization, a stakeholdersf@@nce is to be held in March — April
2012, in which all member States, River Commissiansi UNECE were invited to
participate. The delegation pointed out that thalfgoal of this exercise was to establish a
set of unified modern provisions that would becamendatory for EU member States. In
the view of the delegation, the issue concerne@@alind soon even 28 (with Croatia) EU
member States whether in possession of navigalierways or not.

13. A representative of EDINNA gave a presentat@n his organization and its
activities and expressed the readiness of EDINNAatatribute to the work of UNECE on
the issue of professional training in the fieldrddnd navigation.

14. Taking into account the positions expressedth®y delegation of the European
Union, Slovakia, CCNR, DC, Mosel Commission, Savamtission and EDINNA and
after a thorough discussion, the Working Party egj@s follows:

(@) The required cooperation for modernizing eéxgstregional and pan-
European instruments on boatmasters’ certificatespmofessional requirements in inland
navigation should be undertaken within an Inteoval Expert Group, open to all UNECE
member States, European Commission, River Commissind other stakeholders, such as
EDINNA;
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(b)  Such a Group could analyse the existing igonal instruments concerning
boatmasters’ certificates and professional requérgs in inland navigation within
UNECE, EU and River Commissions and formulate psafoon their modernization and
further harmonization;

(c) The secretariat, European Union and River C@sions should in the
nearest future undertake the necessary consulatioth their member States on the
detailed mandate, programme of work and organizatissues related to the work of the
future Group;

(d) Based on the results of these consultatidressécretariat should organize or
contribute to organizing the meetings of such apeEtxGroup in close cooperation with the
European Union and River Commissions.

(e) To support this process, delegations were tadvito confirm their
participation to the secretariat and where possiblainate their expert to the International
Expert Group by 20 March 2012.

15. The Working Party requested the secretariaepmrt on the results of the above
consultations and the progress in setting up sadbxgert Group at its next session in June
2012.

16. SC.3/WP.3 also observed that the experienceedain applying Resolutions
Nos. 31, revised, and 61, the experience of CCNRhéir negotiations with non-Rhine
countries on recognition of boatmasters’ certifsatas well as the experience and work of
other River Commissions would be of significantpghéd the work of the International
Expert Group. Furthermore, the Working Party re¢oegph that the procedure of expert
training and examination established within the ABdreement could also be of interest
for the Group.

Future cooperation on the European vessel/hulllatabase
(agenda item 5)

17. It was recalled that, at its thirty-ninth sessithe Working Party had finalized a
background note on UNECE'’s possible role in opegathe future European database on
inland navigation vessels, currently being developby the Platform for the
implementation of EU “Navigation and Inland WateywAction and Development in
Europe” (NAIADES) Programme (PLATINA). SC.3, at fifty-fifth session, approved the
background note (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/2011/2), askedstwetariat to submit the note for
consideration to the Inland Transport CommitteeCjiand to report on this issue at the
next SC.3/WP.3 session (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/191, pata. 1

18. The secretariat reported that, in accordantie thie decision of SC.3 and with the
agreement of the ITC Bureau, a note on establisking operating a European Hull
database of inland navigation vessels (ECE/TRANE/Z) was submitted to the next
session of ITC. In this document, the Committee imaied to provide guidance to SC.3
and the UNECE secretariat on UNECE’s possible irothis area.

19. The EU delegation informed the Working Partytbe progress in their work on
developing vessel/hull database. It was notedaitiqular, that special emphasis was made
on the protection of data and on its confidenalids a result, article 2.18 of the EU
Directive 2006/87/EC on exchanging of data on timguUe European Vessel Identification
Number (ENI) would be revised. The intention was anly to ensure a safe ENI data
exchange but to extend it to other elements of mamae for promoting transport by inland
waterway in Europe, such as the state of infrasiracreal-time position and movement of
vessels as well as tracking and tracing of cargmdcease the integration of IWT in the
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logistics chain. The European Commission hoped dmpdete the development of the

database by the end of 2014. It was, thereforee#oly yet to decide on a possible host and
manager of the database. Nevertheless, the EU alilegexpressed its gratitude to

UNECE and other organizations who offered to haost aperate the future vessel/hull

database.

20. The representative of Austria pointed out ttiet vessel/hull database for EC
member countries had been developed since 200&saagtension to other elements such
as inland waterway infrastructure and vessels’kirar and tracing might take five more
years as a minimum. Most important and urgentjsrvlew, was to extend the database to
all UNECE member countries concerned and to ensafiee ENI data exchange in order to
solve any possible practical problems related, teuith as issuing by Administrations of the
same ENI numbers, etc.

21. Arepresentative of the Russian Federation aigg the pan-European approach to
developing the vessel/hull database. In this regard informed the Working Party that the
Federal Decree of 11 July 2011 No.2D3-(Article 23.1) amended the Code of Inland
Water Transport of the Russian Federation alloviiveg navigation of foreign flag vessels
on the Russian inland waterway network based atdrdl agreements to be concluded by
her country with administrations of flag Statesr@ntly, a list of inland waterways and
ports is being prepared that would be open forrimatéonal traffic as a follow-up to the
above-mentioned Decree.

22.  The Working Party thanked the EU representdtivdis information on state-of-art
work within the European Commission regarding thdl llatabase and its possible
extension to other elements of importance for primgothis mode of transport in Europe
and agreed to keep the item on its agenda anticgpfurther developments with regard to
possible hosting of the European vessel/hull dalaad subject to relevant decisions by
the Inland Transport Committee (ITC). The secratanias requested to report to the next
session of SC.3/WP.3 on the decisions and instmstiof ITC and continue its
consultations with the EU delegation on the issue.

23. The Working Party welcomed the information pded by the Russian Federation
on the significant progress in facilitating the @€ of foreign flag vessels to Russian inland
waterways.

European Code for Inland Waterways (CEVNI)
(agenda item 6)

Status of amendments to CEVNI

24.  The Working Party noted that the majority of froposed amendments finalized at
its thirty-ninth session (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/7&rgs. 8-13) were approved by the
fifty-fifth session of SC.3 and have been issuegesding amendments to CEVNI (to be
formally adopted by the next revision of the Cotheflocument ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/

2012/2. Minor rectifications to the text were madefollows:

(@) in paragraph 5 after the words “On canalsedaknd broad waterways”,
insert the term “left and right banks” is assigned bl ete shall decide on the matter;

(b) in paragraph 6eplace shall beby are;
(c) in paragraph 7 second entry, second sentighete metal;

(d)  in paragraph 7 third entry in Russian tesgiace snanenen by oneparop.
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25. The secretariat was requested to add theségemda to other possible draft
amendments to CEVNI for submission to the fiftytsixsession of SC.3 for further
consideration and adoption.

B. Amendments to Chapters 1-8

26. The Working Party considered new amendmentgsalp to CEVNI, finalized by
the CEVNI Expert Group at its fifteenth meeting ih October 2011 (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/
WP.3/2012/3) and agreed as follows:

(@) in a newly proposed text of article 3.16 (¢ height of a green ball (day
marking) should in principle be the same as thghteif a green light (6 m, night marking)
and the text regarding the possibility to reduae hieight of the night and day marking if
the ferry-boat is of a length of less than 20m #thawnly be reflected once at the end of
paragraph 1. The CEVNI Expert Group was askedwe i opinion in this regard;

(b) amendments to articles 3.25(1), 6.10(6), &P2A&nnex 3 and Annex 6 were
provisionally approved;

(c)  discussion on amendments to article 4.07 waa$pened until next session of
SC.3/WP.3 to allow CCNR to formulate its positibwetteon;

(d) amendment to article 7.08(2) was not approvdet CEVNI Expert Group
was asked to clarify the meaning of the term “canssupervision”. The secretariat was
requested to put the item on the agenda of themegting of the CEVNI expert Group.

27. It was agreed that the Working Party would cdraek to considering the pending
items of document ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2012/3 afatty-first session hoping to have
by then the position of CCNR and clarificationstbg CEVNI Expert Group.

C. Revision of Chapter 10, “Prevention of pollutio of water and disposal
of waste occurring on board vessels”

28.  As a result of a preliminary exchange of viemsthis item SC.3/WP.3 felt that the
general concept for revising Chapter 10 proposedA@NR in ECE/TRANS/SC.3/
WP.3/2012/4 was in principle acceptable. It waseadr however, to come back to their
detailed consideration at the forty-first sessifterareceiving information from DC on the
outcome of work of their Expert Group on Waste sy from the Operation of the
Vessel. The secretariat was requested to circalathe forthcoming forty-first session of
SC.3/WP.3, the text of the Sava Commission’s Paiton Prevention of Water Pollution
caused by Navigation and invite to this sessioemeasentative of the WANDA project
(Via Donau) in order to be acquainted with theifopiproject on disposal of waste
generated on board vessels in Danube navigation.

29. The Working Party asked delegates to caretdhsider the definitions of terms set
out in ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2012/4 with due regardhe definitions in Chapter 10 of
CEVNI and in the ADN Agreement and transmit themgosals on possible rectification of
the definitions to the secretariat by 20 March 2012
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VIIl. Resolution No. 61, “Recommendations on Harmaized
Europe-Wide Technical Requirements for Inland Navigtion
Vessels” (agenda item 7)

A. Status of amendments to Resolution No. 61

30. A representative of the Russian Federatiorrinéal SC.3/WP.3 of the adoption by

her Government and entry into force on 12 Febr2&? of the Technical Regulation on

Safety of Objects in Inland Water Transport. Thegiation takes into account the

provisions of relevant UNECE instruments includimgparticular, the annex to Resolution

No. 61, revised. On behalf of the Chair of the Graofi Volunteers, she briefed SC.3/WP.3
on the main results of the fifth meeting of the @Grdhat took place in the Headquarters of
DC in Budapest from 6 to 9 September 2011. Atarshtoming sixth meeting, scheduled

to be held in May 2012 in the Netherlands, the @roliVolunteers intended to continue its
work as requested by SC.3 aimed at further devedopiof the annex to Resolution No. 61,
revised, in the light of existing EU and River Comsions’ requirements applicable to

inland navigation vessels, including, in particular

(@) aligning Chapter 4 (safety clearance, etcth weélevant provisions of the EU
Directive 2006/87/EC,;

(b)  aligning Chapter 8A (exhaust emissions) wité latest developments in EU
Directive 97/68/EEC;

(c)  aligning section 10-1.4 (chains and cablesh waspective articles of the EU
Directive 2006/87/EC,;

(d) amending section 11-4 (side deck) accordinthéolatest developments in
EU Directive 2006/87/EC.

The Group of Volunteers expressed its readinessotiperate with the CEVNI Expert
Group as far as the reasonable harmonization a@fitlefs used in Resolution No. 61 and
CEVNI was concerned.

31. The Working Party noted that the amendmentqsals finalized by SC.3/WP.3 at
its thirty-ninth session were approved by the fiifth session of SC.3 and published by the
secretariat as ECE/TRANS/SC.3/172/Rev.1/Amend.1.

B. Amendments to Chapter 7, “Wheelhouse”

32. The Working Party considered the revised praposn Section 7-3A,
“Requirements concerning onboard computers” trattechby the Group of Volunteers in
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2012/5 and approved it.

C. Draft Chapter 17, “Specific requirements appli@able to floating
equipment”

33. The Working Party considered the draft Chapl&; “Specific requirements

applicable to floating equipment” prepared by thewp of Volunteers with due regard to
the relevant provisions of EU Directive 2006/87/EBCE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2012/6) and
approved it subject to rectification of subparadrag—2.2 (i):

(& in the last sentence in Russiaplace nanMeHbInas ocagka NPUHAMAETCS
paBHoit T by ocaaka T npuHHMaeTCsi paBHOI HAUMEHbIIEH BBICOTE OOPTa;
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(b)  the Group of Volunteers was asked also to kchekether the “empirical
coefficient k” in this subparagraph should not bplaced by “empirical coefficient c”.

D. Draft Chapter 18, “Specific requirements appli@able to worksite craft”

34. The Working Party considered the draft Chapl& “Specific requirements
applicable to worksite craft” prepared by the Graafpvolunteers with due regard to the
relevant provisions of EU Directive 2006/87/EC (HTRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2012/7) and
approved it subject to a rectification of subpasgagr 18—2.2 (ii):

(@) in the last sentence in Russiaplace maunmenbInas ocanaka IPHHAMAETCS
pasuoii T by ocagka T npuHHUMaeTCs paBHOM HAMMEHBIIIEH BHICOTE OOPTA,;

(b)  the Group of Volunteers was asked also to kchekether the “empirical
coefficient k” in this subparagraph should not bplaced by “empirical coefficient c”.

E. Amendments to Chapter 20B, “Special provisionapplicable to river-
sea navigation vessels”

35. The Working Party considered the draft sec20B—8 of Chapter 20B “Specific

requirements applicable to the vessels formingpthehed river-sea navigation convoys”
prepared by the Group of Volunteers (ECE/TRANS/®@R.3/2012/8) and approved it
subject to rectification of paragraph 20B—8.2. Rirssian by deleting the wordyos”.

36. The secretariat was requested to transmitetkteof draft amended Chapters 7—3A
and 20B-8 together with drafts of new Chapters hd &8 rectified and checked as
indicated above to SC.3 for further consideratiod adoption.

F. Other amendments to Resolution No. 61

37. On a proposal by the Group of Volunteers, tharkivig Party agreed:

(@) to add new section 3—4.1.9 to Chapter 3 “Shidimng Requirements”
reading: “No accommodation or installations neeftedressel safety or operation may be
located ahead of the plane of the collision bulkheéEhis requirement shall not apply to
anchor gear.”

(b) to amend section 15-9.1 of Chapter 15 “Spegialisions for passenger
vessels” by replacing the first sentence with thidowing: “In addition to the life jackets
specified in 10-5.4.2.1 (iii) and 10-5.4.3 (ii),spanger vessels shall be supplied with
additional rigid lifejackets for children up to aeight of 30 kg or to an age of 6 years in a
guantity equal to 10 per cent of the total numbfgrassengers.”.

The secretariat was requested to transmit thegeatrendments on Chapters 3 and 15 to
SC.3 for further consideration and adoption.

38. The Working Party thanked the Group of Volurde®r their excellent work and
invited experts to take part in the forthcomingtisimeeting of the Group envisaged to be
held in the Netherlands in the second half of Ma&$2
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Resolution No. 59, “Guidelines for Waterway Syns and
Markings” (agenda item 8)

39. It was recalled that, at its thirty-eighth sessthe Working Party considered the
amendment proposal to Resolution No. 59, “Guidslifer Waterway Signs and

Markings”, (TRANS/SC.3/169), prepared by the Savam@ission and endorsed, in
principle, the concept of the proposed modificaio(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/76,

para. 18). SC.3/WP.3 continued its discussionsesising the Resolution during its thirty-

ninth session, taking note of the additional comtsérom the Russian Federation and
Serbia, and invited the Sava Commission to finalize draft for the next session of
SC.3/WP.3 (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/75, para. 24).

40. The Working Party considered the revised ameminproposal to Resolution
No. 59, “Guidelines for Waterway Signs and Markihgsubmitted by the Sava
Commission in document ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/20124 approved it. The secretariat
was requested to transmit the revised annex tol&aso No. 59 to the Working Party
SC.3 for further consideration and adoption.

41. The Working Party expressed its appreciatiortte initiative and work carried out
by the Sava Commission on the revision of Resafutio. 59.

42.  The Working Party took note of the presentaligrSerbia on a web application for
developing a marking plan for the Sava River asdnavigable tributaries and asked the
secretariat to put it on SC.3/WP.3 website.

Resolution No. 48, “Recommendation on electroaichart
display and information system for inland navigatio (Inland
ECDIS)” (agenda item 9)

43. It was recalled that, at its thirty-ninth sessithe Working Party had been informed
by the Chair of the Inland ECDIS Expert Group abthé latest revision of the Inland
ECDIS standard, and the modifications that this leb@ntail to the first revised edition of
the SC.3 Resolution No. 48, “Recommendation ontedaic chart display and information
system for inland navigation (Inland ECDIS)” appegrin ECE/TRANS/SC.3/156/Rev.1.
SC.3/WP.3 welcomed, in principle, the proposed amemts to Resolution No. 48
presented in document ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/201185.3/WP.3 also discussed the
two options for the maintenance procedure of tioariieal appendices of the Resolution,
presented in paragraphs 18 and 20 of the prop8€aB/WP.3 invited the delegations to
submit their positions on the proposed amendmemtthé Resolution, specifying their
position on the choice of the amendment procedand,asked the secretariat to prepare an
official proposal on revising Resolution No. 48 ftive fortieth session of SC.3/WP.3
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/78, paras. 35—-36).

44. The Chair of the Inland ECDIS Expert Group gavepowerpoint presentation
illustrating examples of possible need for timelyeandment or correction of appendices to
the Inland ECDIS standard. He explained, in paldicuthat the amendment procedure is
limited to the indispensable and that the Expeduprwas open to experts from all UNECE
member countries concerned, thus ensuring thatchiamges made to the standard are
generally acceptable.

45. The EU delegation wished that further develapn@é the Inland ECDIS ensured
the stability of the standard, as the EU proceddfiramendment is rather cumbersome and
time-consuming. The delegation preferred, thereftinat the amendments to the Inland
ECDIS standard were not very frequent and that theyld be formally approved by SC.3,

10
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including the amendments to the standard’s appesdin order to avoid the double use of
resources.

46. The Working Party approved the amendments [sexhdo the text of Resolution
No. 48, based on edition 2.3 of the Inland ECDI&dard, as set out in ECE/TRANS/
SC.3/WP.3/2012/10, with the exception of the priovis related to the procedure of
changing technical appendices (Section 2, Chapémd6Section 3, Chapter 3).

47.  With respect to the procedure of amending Réisol No. 48 and its technical
appendices, the SC.3/WP.3 agreed as follows:

(@) All modifications to the text of Resolution Nao18, as set out in
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2012/10, should be transmittgd the International Inland
ECDIS Expert Group in due course for considerabiprsC/3/WP.3 and adoption by SC.3;

(b) The amendments to technical appendices prdpbgethe Inland ECDIS
Expert Group should be presented for consideraimhapproval by member Governments
at the annual session of the Working Party on thMfater Transport;

(c)  Any possible typing errors in the text of tteehnical appendices could be
rectified by the Inland ECDIS Expert Group itseifarder to ensure a smooth functioning
of the Inland ECDIS keeping the UNECE secretarnidy thformed of such rectifications so
that the latter could circulate corrigenda as appate.

48. The Working Party requested the secretariapramsent the updated amendment
proposal to Resolution No. 48 for final approval®g.3.

Pan-European Rules on General Average in Inlan
Navigation (agenda item 10)

49. At its thirty-eighth session, the Working Pantglcomed the proposal by Serbia to
establish pan-European rules on General Averagmédgns of a special SC.3 resolution
based on IVR General Average Rules, 2006 editiahiavited the delegations to submit
their comments on the draft text of the resolutiosubmitted by Serbia
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/76, para. 48). At its thirtythh session, SC.3/WP.3 noted the
Russian Federation's proposal to expand the scbpkeoresolution based on Russian
legislation, welcomed the intention of Serbia tothaue the work on the draft resolution
and, to facilitate this work, asked the Russiandration to submit a detailed proposal
identifying which provisions from its national letation could be added to the draft
resolution (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/78, para. 38).

50. The Working Party noted the proposals by Uleaand the Russian Federation in
Informal documents Nos. 4 and 6 concerning the ¢éxthe draft pan-European Rules on
General Average reflected in ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.B120, approved the general
concept proposed by the Russian Federation regpttin future pan-European Rules on
General Average and agreed as follows:

(@) in paragraphs 1 and 2 of the draft resolutieferences to the “IVR General
Average Rules, 2006 edition” should be replaced‘gmn-European Rules on General
Average”;

(b) the secretariat was requested to circulatethsy forty-first session, the
proposal of Ukraine in all three working languagegether with detailed proposals to be
transmitted by the Russian Federation on possigareion of the scope of the Resolution
based on their national legislation so that SC.38\d@uld proceed with the first reading of
the text of the pan-European Rules on General Ayeas contained in ECE/TRANS/SC.3/
WP.3/2011/7.
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XII.

XIlI.

XIV.

Recreational navigation (agenda item 11)

51. It was recalled that, at its thirty-ninth sessithe Working Party approved the
proposal to resume the work on a schematic mapefaaterways used for recreational
navigation and to establish an informative docunmenthe implementation of Resolution
No. 40 (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/147/Rey.2The Working Party asked the secretariat to submit
an official proposal on these two activities to S(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/78, para. 40).
At its fifty-fifth session, SC.3 approved the twmposals and asked SC.3/WP.3 to dedicate
part of its forty-first session to this issue (ECRANS/SC.3/191, para. 47).

52.  The Euromapping representative gave a presemta the possible schematic map
of the waterways used for recreational navigatiod expressed its willingness to finalize
the map based on reactions from Governments.

53.  The Working Party thanked Mr. Edwards-May (Eoapping) for his presentation
on the schematic map of waterways used for reomgltinavigation. The secretariat was
requested to make the map available online on tebsite of SC.3/WP.3, and invited
delegates to transmit to the secretariat by 20 Maf12 their comments and proposals on
rectifying the map (available at:
www.unece.org/fileadmin/DAM/trans/doc/2012/sc3wpGM._recreational.pdf) as far as
their national inland waterways are concernednif.dt was understood that once finalized
on the basis of information from member Governmettits map would be annexed to the
Resolution No. 52 “European recreational inlandigetion network”.

54. In order to establish an informative documentize implementation of Resolution
No. 40, revised (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/147/Rev.2), memB@vernments were invited to
transmit to the secretariat by 20 March 2012:

(@) any information concerning difficulties theyperience in implementing the
said Resolution including, in particular, the sdethfrequently asked questions (FAQ) by
yachtsmen (be it residents or non-residents ottlumtry concerned) on ways of obtaining
the International Certificate for Operators of Rla@& Craft or recognition of Certificates
issued by other countries;

(b)  their views with regard to possible upgradofghe status of the Resolution
to a binding instrument and ways to proceed witthsan upgrading, if any.

55.  The secretariat was requested to update avhexResolution No. 40 with relevant
information from Hungary, Finland, United Kingdorh®reat Britain and Northern Ireland
and other Governments concerning the applicatiothesn of the said Resolution and issue
the second revised edition of Resolution No. 40.

56. The Working Party agreed to come back to teis iat its forty-first session on the
basis of an informative document to be preparethbysecretariat reflecting the reaction by
member Governments.

Other business (agenda item 12)

57. Delegates were reminded that the forty-firsssem of the Working Party is
scheduled to take place from 20 to 22 June 2012.

Adoption of the report (agenda item 13)

58. In accordance with established practice, thekiilg Party adopted the decisions
taken at its fortieth session on the basis of & grapared by the secretariat.
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13

Decisions of the CEVNI Expert Group taken on 14 €bruary
2012

1. The CEVNI Expert Group held its sixteenth megtim 14 February 2012 back-to-
back with the fortieth session of the Working Pamtythe Standardization of Technical and
Safety Requirements in Inland Navigation (SC.3/\WP13-17 February 2012).

2. The meeting was attended by Mr. R. Vorderwinkksustria), Ms. N. Dofferhoff-
Heldens (the Netherlands), Ms. V. lvanova (the RusBederation), Ms. Patricia Briickner
(Mosel Commission), Mr. Petar Margic’ (Danube Corssinn), Ms. A. Jaimurzina, Mr. V.
Novikov and Ms. N. Pereira (UNECE).

3. Mr. G. Pauli (Central Commission for the Navigatof the Rhine), Mr. Z. Milkovic
(International Sava River Basin Commission) and BIrAdam (Belgium) were not able to
attend the meeting.

4. The following items were discussed:
l. Minutes of the fifteenth meeting.
1. General exchange of information.
Ill.  Preparation of the discussions on the revisié Chapter 10.
IV.  Other amendment proposals to CEVNI.
V. Other business.

VI.  Next meeting.

Minutes of the fifteenth meeting

5. The minutes of the fifteenth meeting of the GEEXpert Group on 11 October
2011, are contained in document CEVNI EG/2011/lteyTwere also reproduced by the
secretariat in the annex to document ECE/TRANS/&TR33/2012/3, submitted to the
fortieth session of SC.3/WP.3.

General exchange of information

6. The participants exchanged information on tle@st CEVNI-related activities. The
following elements were highlighted:

(@) The Danube Commission (DC) transmitted tonigsmber States the first
proposal on revised Chapter 10 of CEVNI. Its menfBiates considered that this chapter
should also take into account the experience oftheube river basin and, to that effect,
forwarded the issue to a special DC expert grouphgm waste collection. The expert group
will meet on 21-23 March 2012 and will report te thext session of the DC Working
Group on Technical Issues in April 2012. DC wilpogt on the results of these discussions
at the next meeting of the CEVNI Expert Group. ¢idition to this work, DC is collecting
information on the local navigational rules. Theulés of this work are expected at the end
of 2012 and will also be presented to the CEVNI &xkGroup and to SC.3/WP.3.



ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/80

(b)  The Mosel Commission carried out, in 2011 etailed comparison between
its regulations, the Rhine Police regulations artVV8I. On the basis of this work, the
Mosel Commission and the Central Commission forNlawigation of the Rhine (CCNR)
intend to submit proposals on further harmonizabetween CEVNI and their regulations
by bringing some of the provisions in the Rhine 8ukel regulations in line with CEVNI,
by proposing to amend some provisions in CEVNI hpddentifying the provisions which
should remain different on the Rhine and the Mahet to the local specificities. The
concrete proposals will be submitted to the CEVMp&t Group in 2012—-2013. The work
on the German text of CEVNI has also been complatetithe final text should be ready
for the next session of SC.3.

(c)  The Netherlands continue their intensive wankcomparing the existing sets
of national legislation on navigation on their imbawaterways with CEVNI. The proposals
on amending the national rules to bring them ie livith CEVNI and the list of the national
and local deviations from CEVNI can be expectedda3.

(d)  Austria is carrying out its work on identifgrthe deviations in the local rules
to be compiled in its Chapter 9.

Preparation of the discussions on the revigin of Chapter 10

7. The secretariat reported that, in accordanck thi¢ decision of the last meeting of
the group, the preliminary CCNR proposal on thdsiem of Chapter 10 of CEVNI was

submitted to the SC.3/WP.3 fortieth session for w@mts and additional information from

all UNECE member States in document ECE/TRANS/SERB/2012/4. The Group noted

that, in addition to the discussions on the sulegtasf the Chapter, the terminology of the
Chapter should be improved. Furthermore, the Grdiggussed the special status of
Chapter 10, which — unlike the rest of the textid kot deal with purely navigational

issues. The Group observed that during the revisienCEVNI Expert Group and the SC.3
could further discuss whether Chapter 10 shouldicoa being part of CEVNI or become

a separate Resolution.

Other amendment proposals to CEVNI

Amendment of Article 1.08

8. The Group recalled that at its last meetindyaitl agreed with the proposal of the
Group of Volunteer Experts on Resolution No. 61jnimoduce in Resolution No. 61 the
paragraph on life-saving devices for children, im@dly intended as a new paragraph 4 of
Article 1.08 of CEVNI. Noting, however, that not abuntries applied Resolution No. 61
and that such a provision existed in the RhinedeoRegulations, the Group decided to
propose to also include this provision in Articl®8 of CEVNI with the reference to the
relevant provision of Resolution No. 61. The Groagked the secretariat to prepare a
proposal to that effect to the forty-first sessadr§C.3/WP.3.

New amendment proposals to CEVNI

9. The Group took note of the new amendment prdpdsaCEVNI, submitted by
Belgium on 13 February 2012 and reproduced by #wregariat in document CEVNI
EG/2012/1. The Group proceeded to the analysib@fptoposals related to Chapters 1, 2
and 3 and made the following decisions:

14
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(@)  With respect to the proposal to add, in Aetid.01, a definition of “big
vessel”, the Group considered that, while perhapkimg the text of some articles in
CEVNI easier to read and reflecting the practiceahe States (Belgium, the Netherlands),
such an approach might give an incentive to theraipes of the small craft not to
familiarize themselves with the rules for big vdssevhich would be detrimental to the
overall safety of navigation. The Group asked theretariat to identify which articles in
CEVNI would be affected by the introduction of thiew definition and to which extent
this would made these articles easier to read. Grmup agreed to further discuss this
proposal as soon as this information is availatdefthe secretariat.

(b)  The Group did not retain the proposal to plpeeagraph 3 in article 1.08
after paragraph 1, considering that paragraph @ @scerned paragraph 2, and given that
Resolution No. 61 contains provisions on the magnngguirements.

(c)  The Group considered the proposal to includparagraph 5 of Article 1.10
the possibility to have a paper document, eventyalsticized, in place of a metal plate
and to include a reference to the unique Europezss® Identification Number. The Group
recalled that in October 2011, SC.3 approved tlmpgsal to allow the possibility of a
plastic plate and decided to replace the term ¢@finumber” by “unique European Vessel
Identification Number”. The Group asked Belgiumeiplain the exact reasons for asking
to allow the paper document, which would not benasither-proof as metal and plastic
plate and would more easily escape the contrdiefdcal authorities.

(d)  The Group approved the proposal to add a papagt to Article 3.01, which
would state that when a vessel passes throughpéeirgg of a fixed or closed bridge or
weir, or when it passes through locks, it may céngy masthead lights at a reduced height
so that passage may be effected without difficditye Group noted that including this new
paragraph would avoid the repetition of this texthe following articles in Chapter 3 and
that this approach was followed in the Rhine PolRegulations. The Group asked the
secretariat to prepare a proposal on Article 3.0d the other articles concerned for the
forty-first session of SC.3/WP.3.

(e)  The Group did not consider the proposal onratimg paragraph 4 of Article
3.04 due to the lack of the English translation.

4] The Group did not retain the proposal to addesv paragraph 9 in Article
3.14 describing the positioning of the lights armhes, as this information was already
contained in the relevant parts of the article.

(g0 The Group agreed with the proposal to clainfparagraph 3 of Article 3.20
that a ship’s boat did not need to carry a lighd an height. The Group proposed to add a
new sentence in paragraph 3 as follows: “Ship’¢$da not need any marking”.

(h)  The Group did not retain the proposal to mpaeagraph 2 of Article 3.25 in
paragraph 3.25.1.a, considering that it did notrowp the readability of text.

0] The Group did not retain the proposal to delgaragraph 3 of Article 3.26,
noting that it was important to specify, in caseflofting equipment, that cables should
also be marked, which is only specified in paragrap

0] In response to the proposal to use the newssiigr prohibition of smoking or
using an unprotected light or flame, referred tAiticle 3.31 and 3.32 and drawings 66
and 67 in Annex 3, the Group recalled that the ipdigg to use these new signs was
approved by SC.3 at its fifty-fourth session.

10. The Group decided to consider the remainingpgsals by Belgium at its next
meeting and noting the difficulty of consideringthmendment proposals in the absence of
their author, urged Belgium to take part in its theeeting.
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VI.

Other business

11. No items were discussed under “Other Business”.

Next meeting
12. The CEVNI Expert Group agreed on the followipgeliminary dates for the
meetings of the group:

19 June 2012 Seventeenth meeting of the CEVNEEXproup

9 October 2012 Eighteenth meeting of the CEVNIdkGroup.
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