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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) held its thirty-sixth session
from 10 to 12 February 2010 in Geneva.

2. The session was attended by representativekeofallowing countries: Austria,
Belgium, Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Germany, Polaftssian Federation, Serbia,
Slovakia, Switzerland and Ukraine.

3. Representatives of the following intergovernrmagrganizations also took part in

the session: Danube Commission (DC) and Internalti®ava River Basin Commission.

The following non-governmental organization was respnted: European Boating

Association (EBA). A representative of the Intefoadl Organization for Standardization

(ISO) was also present. A representative of thesRin Yachting Association attended the
session on invitation by the secretariat.

Adoption of the agenda (Agenda item 1)

4, The Working Partyadopted the provisional agenda prepared by the secretariat
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/71) subject to the introductiaf an additional sub-item 7 (f)
under which document ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/1dukhbe considered concerning
Navigation computer requirements.

5. With regard to agenda item 12 “Adoption of theart”, the Working Partagreed
that, given the strict requirements of the UNOGfeoence services, only decisions should
appear in the draft to be prepared by the secattand read at the end of the session. A
final concise report, which would include succimtoductory statements, comments and
positions of individual delegations, should be el by the Chairman with the assistance
of the secretariat and circulated just after thesiem. It should also be put on the
SC.3/WP.3 website as soon as possible.

Documentation
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/71

Election of officers (Agenda item 2)

6. Mr. Evgueniy Kormyshev (Russian Federation) wa®lected Chairman of the
thirty-sixth and thirty-seventh sessions of the Wiag Party SC.3/WP.3.

7. The meeting was opened by Ms. Eva Molnar, Direof the Transport Division.
She informed the Working Party of the forthcomingli®/ Segment (Round Table)
“Sustainable Transport Development: The Case ailithWater Transport” that was going
to take place in the course of the seventy-secessian of the Inland Transport Committee
on 23 February 2010. She expressed her belieftligatvent, that was expected to be
attended by high officials from member Governmemsropean Commission and River
Commissions would contribute to identify prioritige further develop this mode of
transport in the UNECE region. It would also hedpctarify the role of UNECE in this
field. Delegates were invited to take part in B@und Table. Ms. Molnar congratulated
the Working Party for the recent accession of Uledb the European Agreement on Main
Inland Waterways of International Importance (AGMhich thus became the fifteenth
Contracting Party of the agreement.
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V.

Results of the fifty-third session of the Working Rrty on
Inland Water Transport (Agenda item 3)

8. The Working Party was briefed by the secretasiathe main results of the fifty-
third session of the Working Party on Inland Wakesinsport of 4-6 November 2009, and
took note thereof.

Documentation
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/183

European Code for Inland Waterways (CEVNI)
(Agenda item 4)

9. The Working Partyoted with satisfaction that the set of amendments to REW
submitted to the Working Party on Inland Water Bort had been adopted by SC.3 at its
fifty-third session as Resolution No. 66. This sétamendments appears in document
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/115/Rev.3/Amend.1 and the fourthsed edition of CEVNI will be
published and circulated shortly as document ECBN®&/SC.3/115/Rev.4.

10. At its fifty-third session, SC.3 emphasized thaportance of the proper

implementation process for the new text of CEVNahe need for an appropriate
mechanism for dealing with the exceptions to theVNE rules, established by

Governments and River Commissions in accordande tvé new Chapter 9 on “Regional
and National Special Requirements”. The Workingyagreed that the secretariat would
contact the delegations in advance of the next Session in 2010 with a special
guestionnaire aimed at collecting the informationtbe CEVNI implementation process
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/183, paras. 12-13).

11. The Working Party considered the draft ques@inre on regional and national
special requirements prepared by the secretari@UB/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/1 and
found it satisfactory. Governments and River Commissioese asked to complete the
guestionnaire and transmit their responses toaheetariat by 15 March 2010, so that the
latter could prepare a consolidated document oremians to the revised CEVNI and
present it for consideration at its thirty-sevestssion (23-25 June 2010). During this
exercise, Governments and River Commissions mak wissuggest additional entries in
the questionnaire or the deletion of items theysasr unnecessary. The secretariat was
requested to circulate the questionnaire on impigaten of CEVNI with an
accompanying letter explaining the purpose of tte@se and the deadline for responses.

12. Having been informed that the secretariat, alamsit to finalize a German version of
the fourth revised edition of CEVNI, the WorkingrBawelcomedthis initiative andasked
the secretariat to make the German version, botleictronic and paper version, available
for consulting by German-speaking delegates anerqtbssible users of the CEVNI rules.

13. It was recalled that, at its thirty-fifth sewssi the Working Party SC.3/WP.3 had
envisaged the inclusion in CEVNI of the provisidisted in the supplement to the third
revised edition of CEVNI “Specific Requirementstire National Regulations of Belarus,
Kazakhstan, the Republic of Moldova, the RussiadeFation and Ukraine that differ at
present from the Provisions of CEVNI" (ECE/TRANS/S®VP.3/70, para. 17 (b)). The
Working Partyinvited the Governments concerned to transmit to the te@e updated
information as reflected in the supplement, ifl gitified.
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VI.

VII.

Documentation

ECE/TRANS/SC.3/115/Rev.3/Amend.1, ECE/TRANS/SC.3/8V#010/1, Informal
document No. 2

Resolution No. 22, “SIGNI — Signs and Signals on land
Waterways” (Agenda item 5)

14. The Working Party considered document ECE/TRACS3/WP.3/2010/2 prepared
by the secretariat and containing the inventoryS6&ENI items that require updating
following the revision of CEVNI.

15. The representative of the Sava Commission thevattention of the Working Party
on the need for updating the marking in sectioris “Buoyage of channel limits in the
waterway” and 2.2 “Buoyage and marking of dangenfsoand obstacles” of SIGNI in
accordance with Annex 8 of the fourth revised editof CEVNI.

16. The Working Partagreedto revert to this item at its next session in Janethe
basis of draft amendments to SIGNI (TRANS/SC.3/R@8/1) to be prepared by the
secretariat based on the above-mentioned inveatwytaking also into account the above
proposal of the representative of the Sava Comarisand any additional suggestions by
the CEVNI expert group.

17.  The proposal of the Netherlands in Informaluwoent No. lwas found interesting
and worth being studied for possible introductiorioi both SIGNI and CEVNI. The
secretariat wasequestedto prepare for the thirty-seventh session of tharkivig Party an
official document that should reflect additionalp&nations by the delegation of the
Netherlands as to the real need of presenting digas as indicated in the Informal
document No. 1 (with and without panel reflectirayyer supply parameters).

Documentation

ECE/TRANS/SC.3/115/Rev.4, ECE/TRANS/SC.3/108/Rev.1,
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/2, Informal document No. 1

Resolution No. 59, “Guidelines for Waterway Signsrad
Markings” (Agenda item 6)

18. The Working Partyound that there was no need to amend Resolution No. 59
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/169) as a result of the latest CE®iendments.

19. The representative of the Sava Commission iwated to make a copy of the

Guidelines for Waterway Signs and Markings appledthe Sava River available to the
secretariat for possible circulation and considenaby the Working Party with a view to

possible updating of Resolution No. 59.

Documentation
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/115/Rev.4, ECE/TRANS/SC.3/169

! The Decisions of the CEVNI expert group taken orr&Bruary 2010, are annexed to this report.
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VIII.

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

20. The Working Partycontinued consideration of proposals on possible further
amendment of Resolution No. 61, as requested b$ BECE/TRANS/SC.3/183, para. 18).
Since none of the delegates present was in a @ogii inform the meeting of the current
activities and the future work of the Joint Worki@&roup (JWG), the secretariat was
requestedto contact CCNR and the European Commission ierai@ be able to brief the
Working Party at its thirty-seventh session acaughji.

Documentation

ECE/TRANS/SC.3/172, ECE/TRANS/SC.3/172/Amend.1,
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/172/Amend.2

Amendments to Chapter 1, “General Provisions”

21. The Working Party had a detailed exchange @fvsion the proposal of Austria on
amendment of Chapter 1-2 “Definitions” as reflecie@ CE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/3.

22.  The delegate of Germany indicated that, by ddive 2009/46/EC, a new term had
been included in Article 1.01 “Definitions” of theirective 2006/87/EC: “76a. “draught
overall (Toa)”: the vertical distance in m between the lowesihpof the hull including the
keel or other fixed attachments and the maximurogiraline”.

23.  The representative of Bulgaria suggested tieatdrm “craft” could be translated in
Russian as naByuee cpeacto” instead of ‘fuiaByuee TpancmopTHOoe cpenctBo” as it
appears in ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/3.

24.  The delegate of the Russian Federation, suggdry the delegation of Slovakia,
found the definitions in chapter 1-2 of Resolutdo. 61 quite acceptable and believed that
the term “craft” was confusing and not justifielle further indicated that, in his view, the
definition of the term “lighter” should not be lited to pushed navigation only, and
expressed his bewilderment regarding the deletfaerms related to electrical equipment
and automation, proposed in ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.32301

25.  Since the Working Party was not able to reactoramon position on this item,
Governments and River Commissions wémeited to transmit to the secretariat their
written comments and suggestions regarding the eebmntioned document by 15 March
2010. It also asked the secretariat to issue aotidated paper with the comments received.
It wasagreedto continue the consideration of the proposal o§tlia at the thirty-seventh
session in the hope that, by then, the commentgeopbsals of Governments and River
Commissions will have been received.

Documentation
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/3

Amendments to Chapter 2, “Procedure and Rulesof the Inspection of
Inland Navigation Vessels”

26. The delegation of Austria introduced its pregdoin ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/
2009/24 emphasizing that all countries issuing Ream Identification Numbers, be it EC
members or not, must be guided by common rules rideroto avoid possible



ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/72

misunderstanding and, in particular, assignmentatwessel of several identification
numbers. He further explained that the first thiigares mentioned in paragraph 2-7.2.1
did not imply nationality of the vessel but theqaaof its original registration.

27. The Working Partyelt that the proposal of Austria on amendments to nad7
and to the model ship’s certificate, aimed at eingua harmonized introduction of the
Unique European Identification Number (ECE/TRANS/Z®@/P.3/2009/24) was in
principle acceptable subject to rectification ofieav misprints seemingly belonging to the
original EU document (such as the term “MembereStat 2-7.1.5).

28. At the same time, the Working Paliglieved that the future international inland
navigation vessel (or hull) database should be dpeall interested UNECE member
countries, whether EU member State or not. Inrbigrd the following questions should
be answered:

0] would it be possible to set up the internaticiidand navigation vessel (or

hull) database (and not only the register of th@metent authorities responsible for
assigning European identification numbers) withiNECE in Geneva, with due

regard to availability of human and IT resources;

(i) would countries — not members of EU — be pregao assign this task to the
European Commission; and finally;

(i)  whether the European Commission is prepamedake on board all third
countries concerned.

29. The Working Partaskedthe secretariat to clarify the situation with reb#o their
possibilities and alsanvited the European Commission to comment on the above-
mentioned preoccupations. It wagreedto keep the item on the agenda for the thirty-
seventh session.

Documentation
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2009/24

Amendments to Chapter 15, “Special Provisionof Passenger Vessels”

30. The Working Partyconsidered the proposal by the secretariat on a possible
amendment of Chapter 15 of the annex to Resolltion61 andfound it acceptable for
further study.

31. The secretariat waquested to prepare for the thirty-seventh session of the
Working Party a renewed version of the draft amesmuhs taking into account: (i) the
remarks of the delegation of the Russian Federaéigarding poor translation into Russian
of paras. 15-1.3 (wrongly marked as 15-5.1.3 imtp® (b) of TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/4)
and 15-3.1 of the draft and (ii) the existence @fvrupdated text of Chapter 15 of the EC
Directive 2006/87/EC as amended by Directive 2008€, reported by the delegate of
Germany.

Documentation
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/4
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D.

Requirements concerning lights and the colourfasignal lights on
vessels, intensity and range of signal lights ons&els and general
technical specifications applicable to radar equiprant

32. The Working Partytook note of document ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/5
prepared by the secretariat.

33. The Working Partgecidedas follows:

(@ as a result of the decisions of SC.3 in
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/115/Rev.3/Amend.1, paras. 91, 92 Hi former CEVNI Annexes 4
and 10 (as reflected in ECE/TRANS/SC.3/115/Rev.3)d a5 (as appearing in
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/2009/1) should be moved to the anodXesolution No. 61;

(b)  the secretariat waequestedto prepare the relevant draft amendment to
Resolution No. 61 for the forthcoming thirty-seVergession of the Working Party for
consideration and approval,

(c) the provisions concerning construction, testiagd approval of signal
lanterns should not be reflected in Resolution Bb, but left to the discretion of the
Administration;

(d) Governments werenvited to examine the provisions on minimum
requirements for radar equipment reflected in Annegk of document
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/5 and transmit to the eteciat by 15 March 2010 their
comments and proposals regarding the possible pocation of these provisions in
Resolution No. 61 instead of those contained im@arAnnex 10 of CEVNI.

34. The Working Partyagreedto revert to this item at its thirty-seventh sessbn the
basis of documents to be prepared by the secretaria

Documentation

ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/5, ECE/TRANS/SC.3/115/Rgv.
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2009/1, ECE/TRANS/SC.3/115/R8\mend.1

Special provisions applicable to river-sea nagation vessels

35. The Working Partytook note of the second draft of Chapter 20B "Special
provisions applicable to river-sea navigation vesSserepared by the Group of volunteers,
as presented in document ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/20A061 and thanked the
delegate of the Russian Federation for his detagessentation on this issue. The
presentation may  be consulted on the UNECE  websitat
<http://www.unece.org/trans/main/sc3/wp3/wp3doc @btml>.

36. The Working Partypraised the valuable contribution made by the Group of
volunteers chaired by Mr. W. Zondag (Netherlands)tie elaboration of an annex to
Resolution No. 61, as well as the draft Chapter.288/ing learnt that Mr. W. Zondag and
some other members of the Group of volunteers wezpared to continue their work, the
Working PartyaskedMr. Zondag (with the assistance of the secretafiaén necessary) to
reactivate the Group. It waasked as a priority, to complete the elaboration of
Chapter 20B and prepare proposals on the needrfivef adapting the annex to Resolution
No. 61 in view, in particular, of the evolving pisins of the EU Directive 2006/87/EC.

37. Governments wereinvited to examine the draft Chapter 20B in
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/6/Add.1 and transmit tleEimments to the secretariat, if
any, by 15 May 2010.
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Documentation
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/6, ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3®61Add.1

Navigation computer requirements

38. The Working Partytook note of document ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/10
containing navigation computer requirements in fhdes of the Russian River Register.
Governments and River Commissions wergted to review this document, give their
views on the substance of the provisions therethiagicate whether similar pan-European
requirements should be elaborated in the framevadrkINECE. The comments and
proposals by Governments and River Commissions Idhoeach the secretariat by
15 March 2010.

Documentation
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/10

Resolution No. 25, “Guidelines for Passenger Vessalso
Suited for Carrying Disabled Persons” (Agenda iten8)

39. The Working Party reverted to the consideratibdraft Resolution No. 25, revised,
prepared by the secretariat in accordance with itstructions (document
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2009/22). Taking into accotnet tomments on this document by
the Russian Federation (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/20161@)Working Partynodified the
text in ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2009/22 as follows:

® throughout the text of the draft in Russiarg thord ‘MoGuisaocTs” should
be replaced byrfoasmxknocTs”;

(i)  in second sentence of para. 3.5 (b) words thiewards the wall” should be
replaced by “bent apart from the passage” (in Russk cropony ot npoxona”);

(i)  paragraph 3.5 (d) should be deleted;
(iv)  second sentence of para. 3.6 (d) should betel

(v) second sentence of para. 3.8 (a) in Russiamldhoe modified to read:
“PekoMeHayeTcsi, 4TOOBI OHHM pacIoJiarajuch B IEHTPE CYAHA W YTOOBI K HUM
UMeJICs YIOOHBIN TOCTYII»;

(vi) second sentence of para. 4.1 (c) should beteid]

(vii) second sentence of para. 5.3 (c) in Russihoulsl read: MormnocTs
KaXXJI0T0 HAaCOCa, a TAKXKC YHUCJIO U PACTIOJIOKCHUC ITOKAPHBIX KPAHOB JTOJIKHBI OBITH
TaKuMH, 9TOOBI BOZa MOTJa JOCTHYh JIOOOW YacTH Cy/IHA, M0 MEHBIIEH Mepe, OT
JABYX PA3JIMYHBIX IMOKAPHBIX KPAHOB C MCIIOJIB30BAHUEM B KaXXIOM ClIydac LECIIbHBIX
MOKapHBIX PYKaBOB";

(viii) para. 5.4 (b) should be modified to readh® scheduled period of supply of
emergency power should be at least 60 minutesR{issian: PerimamenTHpoBaHHAS
IMPOAOJDKUTCIIBHOCTE ITOJa4YN aBapI/II\/'IHOFO INUTAaHUI OOJIDKHA COCTaBJIATH HEC MCHEC
60 MuHyT”;

(ix) para. 5.4 (c) should be modified to read:tHié emergency source of electric
power is not located above the bulkhead deck, thgine room and the space
occupied by the emergency source of electric posteuld be separated from
adjacent spaces by fire- and watertight bulkhedufsRussian: Eciau aBapuitHbiii
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XI.

HCTOYHHMK 3JIGKTPOIHEPIMH HE PpACIIOJIOKEH BbIlIe NanyObl Mepedopok, TO
MAIMHHOE OT/EJICHUE U MOMEIEHHE, B KOTOPOM HaXOIUTCS aBapUHHBIA HCTOYHUK
JNEKTPOIHEPTUH, [ODKHBI OBITh OT/AENEHBI OT CMEXKHBIX MOMEILICHUI M0XkKapo-
BOJOHENPOHHUIIAEMBIMHU TIepebopKaMu’;

40. The delegation of the Russian Federation iwaited to draft a concise additional
paragraph concerning the provision and arrangemielifie-saving appliances for persons
with reduced mobility and transmit it to the searitt before 15 March 2010. The
secretariat wasequestedto modify the draft revised Resolution No. 25 rdi¢ated above
and submit it for final reading and approval at tifiety-seventh session of SC.3/WP.3.

41.  The secretariat was also requested, in coapenatth the delegation of the Russian
Federation, to make proposals as to the propeemplant of the provisions of the future
Resolution No. 25, revised. In this regard it wagidated that for the time being some
provisions of the draft Resolution in ECE/TRANS/SQVP.3/2009/22 duplicated the
provisions of Chapter 15 of the Recommendationslarmonized Europe-Wide Technical
Requirements for Inland Navigation Vessels and tihatterms used in the draft resolution
differed from those defined in Chapter 1-2 of theex to Resolution No. 61.

Documentation
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2009/22, ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3(20

Resolution No. 40, “International Certificate for Operators of
Pleasure Craft” (Agenda item 9)

42. The Working Partyeverted to the consideration of a proposal by the European
Boating Association (EBA) on amendment of Resolutdo. 40, based on a revised draft
as reflected in document ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/7

43.  The text of the draft amendment vegaproved with the following corrections: (i)
the words “Economic Commission for Europe” shoutd greceded by “United Nations”
and (ii) the third and fourth columns of the tabfeAnnex 4 should be completed with data
concerning Germany and Slovakia. The secretariatr@guestedto finalize the text of the
draft amendment and transmit it to SC.3 for furitmmsideration and adoption.

44. It wasagreedthat a part of the thirty-seventh session of tharkiig Party would be
dedicated to the issue of recreational navigatibhe representative of EBA together with
the secretariat were invited to specify the issad® discussed at that session.

Documentation
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/7, TRANS/SC.3/147

Common principles and technical requirements for pa-
European river information services (Agenda item 1

45.  The Working Party had an exchange of viewshenprogress in the application on
their inland waterways of River Information Sensdcand, in particular, the Automatic
Identification System (AIS).

46. The delegate of Austria informed the WorkingrtfPahat in his country the
equipment of inland navigation vessels with AlShs@onders was obligatory since mid-
2008. This obligation does not apply, howeverrdoreational craft (of less than 20m
long).
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XIl.

XII.

47. The Working Partytook note of written information in this regard from the
Governments  of  Romania, Russian  Federation,  Serband  Ukraine
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2009/13). As to the propodathe Russian Federation on the
development by UNECE of recommendations concertlirguser identifiers for Maritime
Mobile Service ldentifier (MMSI) (para. 9 (b) ofé@habove-mentioned document), the
Working Partyinvited the delegation of the Russian Federation to submibore detailed
proposal on this issue so that experts could exarhisnd decide as appropriate.

48. The Working Partgonsideredthe proposal on amendment of Resolution No. 60,
“International Standards for Notices to Skippersl dar Electronic Ship Reporting in
Inland Navigation” (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/175), submitteby the President of the
International Expert Group on Notices to Skippd&E€E/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/8) and
approved it subject to the deletion of words “as well astlie European Commission” in
para. 6.

49.  The secretariat was requested to prepare asabfor the Working Party on Inland
Water Transport on amendment of Resolution No. & submit it for consideration and
adoption by SC.3 at its forthcoming fifty-fourthssen.

Documentation
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/7

Other business (Agenda item 11)

50. The Chairman of ISO TC8/SC11 made a presentatiothe “Intermodal, Short Sea
Shipping and Floating Port Initiative” reflectiniget work of his unit on the above item. The
Working Party thanked Mr. Jae Wook Lee for his liesting presentation emphasizing the
role and potential of inland water transport in pedas. The presentation may be consulted
on the UNECE website at:
<http://www.unece.org/trans/main/sc3/wp3/wp3doc @btml>.

51.  Given a rather short notice for presentatioGoyernments and River Commissions
of their responses to a number of questionnairdsdaaft proposals, as indicated above in
this report, the secretariat weejuestedto circulate a reminder, first by e-mail, and then
duplicate it by fax and/or by post.

52.  Delegates were reminded that all documentsioret in this report of the Working
Party were available in English, French and Rusaiath may be consulted either on the
UNECE website at: <http://www.unece.org/trans/maiB/wp3/wp3doc_2010.htmI> or at
the UN Optical Disk System (ODS) at: <http://documseun.org>.

Adoption of the report (Agenda item 12)

53. In accordance with the decision of the Workitegty in para. 5 above, the Working
Party adopted thdecisionstaken in the course of its thirty-sixth sessiontloa basis of a
draft prepared by the secretariat.
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Annex

12

Decisions of the CEVNI expert group taken on 12dbruary
2010

1. The decisions indicated below were taken byQB¥ NI expert group consisting of:
Mr Reinhard VORDERWINKLER (Austria, Chairman of t&oup); Mr. Peter MARGIC
(Danube Commission); Mr. Zeljiko MILKOVIC (Sava Corssion); Mr. Guy TOYE

(European Boating Association); Mr. Viatcheslav NR®V (UNECE secretariat).

Implementation of the revised CEVNI

2. It was recalled that the Working Party on Inlafdter Transport (SC.3), at its fifty

third session, had decided to maintain the inforwmlking group on CEVNI and renamed
it as the “CEVNI expert group”, to be composed bé trepresentatives of the River
Commissions and interested Governments. It hadgeldathe Group with monitoring the
implementation of the new CEVNI by Governments aRd/er Commissions and

examining future amendment proposals to it (ECE/NBASC.3/183, para. 13).

3 The Group asked the secretariat to circulated¢mber Governments concerned and
River Commissions the questionnaire on the impldatem of CEVNI in three parts: (i)
deviations from CEVNI in accordance with Chapte(i;deviations other than those listed
in Chapter 9; and (iii) additional requirements @d@menting CEVNI provisions.

4. The questionnaire should be circulated with@ompanying letter of the secretariat
explaining the purpose of the exercise and the loeafbr responses. It was understood
that Governments who are members of River Commissiwould be invited to give

responses concerning only their national inland ewedys, not subject to relevant
international regime, while the River Commissiorssecretariats would be invited to
complete the questionnaire with regard to ruleslieppto the international waterways
concerned.

5. It was agreed that the future CEVNI status damnnbased on the responses from
Governments and River Commissions would constautew UNECE instrument, separate
from CEVNI, that would be periodically updated.

Future amendments to CEVNI

6. The Group found that signs 66 “Boarding proleithit and 67 “Prohibition of
smoking or using an unprotected light or flame” Amnex 3 of CEVNI should be
supplemented with sketches 1 and 2 in Appendix 3th&f Recommendations on
Harmonized Europe-Wide Technical Requirements fatarid Navigation Vessels
(Resolution No. 61), respectively, thus providiog & possible alternative marking.

7. The Group agreed to recommend the Working Rartgclude in CEVNI Annex 7

“Informative signs and marking” an additional sigh25 “Electrical power supply

available” as suggested by the Netherlands in inédrdocument No. 1 (for amendment of
SIGNI). The Group felt that there was no need fosexond sign proposed by the
Netherlands accompanied with a panel giving theamaters of the electrical supply
available.
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8. The Group noted that the text of the 1985 RéimmluNo. 24 reproduced in

ECE/TRANS/SC.3/115/Rev.4 was outdated (requestfog,example, Governments to
report on implementation of the Resolution by lyJi#87). It was agreed to recommend
SC.3/WP.3 to revise the text of the resolution give it a new number.

9. A misprint was noted also in paragraph 6 of @&a® that was to be rectified, i.e.:
* In paragraph 6 the wordpdra. 1" should be deleted;

» Subparagraph 6(b) should be redrafted to readlle “competent authorities may
prescribe red lights (or cones) instead of blue Ilgs (or cones).

10. The representative of the Sava Commission nméok the Group that his
organization had developed a waterway sign “Wihibour” (‘3umosnuk”), and offered
to make it available for consideration with a viéwits possible inclusion in Annex 7 of

CEVNI.
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