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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-
seventh session from 16 to 18 June 2010 in Geneva.

2. The session was attended by representativekeofallowing countries: Austria,
Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Germany, Lithuania, Nd#mels, Russian Federation, Serbia,
Slovakia, Switzerland and Ukraine. The secretdriirmed the Working Party that the
delegation of the European Union was not abletendtthe meeting.

3. Representatives of the following intergovernrmaérganizations also took part in
the session: Central Commission for the Navigat@nthe Rhine (CCNR), Mosel
Commission, Danube Commission (DC) and Internati®sava River Basin Commission.
The following non-governmental organization was respnted: European Boating
Association (EBA). The Italian Technical Naval As&tdion was also present.

4. In accordance with the decision of the SC.3/WRLt3its thirty-sixth session
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/72, para. 6), Mr. Evgeny Kosimyv (Russian Federation)
chaired the thirty-seventh session of the Workiagy?

[I.  Adoption of the agenda (agenda item 1)

Documentation: ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/73

5. The Working Party adopted the provisional agepdepared by the secretariat
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/73) noting that the UNECE HRdilons in 2010 and the
tentative schedule of meetings for 2011 would lsewised under item 9 “Other business”.

6. With regard to agenda item 10 “Adoption of theart”, the Working Party recalled
that as usual, only decisions should appear itaf to be prepared by the secretariat and
read at the end of the session. A final concipenteshould be prepared by the Chair with
the assistance of the secretariat and circulated thle session.

7. The Working Party took note of the planned nmegtif the CEVNI expert group on
17 June 2010. The minutes of the meeting are iedud the annex of the report to the
session.

lll.  European Code for Inland Waterways (agenda iem 2)

Documentation: ECE/TRANS/SC.3/115/Rev.4, ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3(201
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/14, Informal documéwds. 3, 4 and
6, ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/15

8. The secretariat presented the published fourtkvision of CEVNI
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/115/Rev.4), adopted at the fiftiyettsession of the Working Party on
Inland Water Transport (SC.3).

9. In accordance with the decision of the thirytsisession of the Working Party
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/72, para. 13he secretariat introduced the preliminary status
document on implementation of CEVNI (ECE/TRANS/S@/®.3/2010/14) and the
additional information received from the Governnsenf the Netherlands and Slovakia
presented in Informal documents Nos. 3 and 4. Hoeetariat also informed the Working
Party that the Mosel Commission had implementedtailéd analysis of the application of
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CEVNI rules to the Mosel river and the CCNR searatehad provided information on the
additional requirements existing on the Rhine (infal documents Nos. 6 and 7). Finally,
the secretariat highlighted that in their replieawamber of Governments mentioned their
intention to bring their regulations further indinvith the revised CEVNI. The Chair of the
Working Party reported on the legal and technicalrkwcarried out by the relevant
authorities of the Russian Federation with the dogbrepare the opening of the Russian
inland waterways to foreign vessels. He describedongoing reform of the national rules
of navigation aimed at bringing these rules cldsehe pan-European standards, contained
in CEVNI. He noted that full harmonization couldtnet be reached, as, in some cases,
introducing pan-European rules, such as the rutethe waterway signs and marking, on
the Russian inland waterways would be too costliie Tepresentative of Germany
supported the joint work of the River Commissionsamalyzing their special requirements
and reported that the German national rules omihlaavigation were currently under
revision. The representative of Austria informbd Working Party about the active work,
carried out within the Danube Commission, on briggihe Basic Rules of Navigation on
the Danube in line with the new CEVNI, and noteat tiis work would have direct impact
on the Austrian national legislation. The représtve of the Netherlands informed the
Working Party that at the present time five setsegfulations dealt with inland navigation
in his country but that the planned national refavould use the new CEVNI as a basis for
a unified national legislation. According to hirhjs reform was expected to take up to five
years.

10. The Working Party took note of the status domoihon the implementation of
CEVNI and emphasized its importance as a tool fonitoring the implementation of the
unified pan-European rules contained in CEVNI. TWéorking Party thanked the
Governments of Belarus, Bulgaria, Lithuania, theéhddands, Russian Federation, Serbia
and Slovakia and the River Commissions for theintdbution to the document; and
welcomed the intention of the Russian Federatidie Netherlands and the River
Commissions to proceed to detailed analysis ofabglication of the fourth revision of
CEVNI to their respective waterways. The WorkingtPanvited other Governments and
River Commissions, who have not yet done so, toptet® the questionnaire on CEVNI
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/1) and transmit theipmesses to the secretariat by 15 July
2010. Taking into account the interventions of AiastGermany, the Netherlands and the
CCNR, the Working Party recognized that, in théligf the revision of national and/or
regional legislation planned or ongoing in some ntoas, it would be impossible to
provide the full responses to the questionnairgheydeadline and asked the delegations
concerned to send a communication providing prelami information on the ongoing
work. The Working Party instructed the secretagprepare a consolidated version of the
CEVNI status document for the 2010 session of therkiig Party on Inland Water
Transport.

11. The Working Party took note of the comment hg Netherlands that it was
impossible to include in the reply to the questainm information on all existing additional
rules and regulations. The Working Party also toote of the proposal by EBA to create a
portal collecting information on the national rulgsverning access to inland waterways by
recreational craft. In the light of these discussjahe Working Party asked the secretariat
to circulate to the Governments, a proposal to étampformation on what national legal
acts govern the navigation of recreational crafttloeir waterways and where these acts
could be found, and to report on this issue ahthd session of the Working Party.

12. The Working Party considered the list of furthtsmendments and/or rectifications to
CEVNI contained in document ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3(2@%. Based on the
recommendation of the CEVNI expert group, preseirtethe annex to the report of the
thirty-sixth session of SC.3/WP.3 (ECE/TRANS/SC.B\8/I72), the Working Party
approved the amendments proposed in paras. 2-8@md the document subject to the
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correction of the Russian title of the proposedh 5926 to Tlyukr 3umuero orcros”. The
Working Party also approved the corrections progdse the secretariat in paras. 31-36.
The Working Party asked the secretariat to trangmeie amendment proposals to the fifty-
fourth session of the Working Party on Inland Wateansport.

13. The Working Party held a preliminary discussmm the amendment proposals,
submitted by the Danube Commission, in section 1¥he document, which have not yet
been discussed by the CEVNI expert group. In paetic SC.3/WP.3 recalled its earlier
decision not to refer to specific European stanslandthe text of CEVNI. In accordance
with the established practice, the Working Partywirded the amendment proposals
submitted by the Danube Commission to the next imgetf the CEVNI expert group on
17 June 2010.

14.  The representative of the CCNR reported ttatd8NR established a plan of future
activities, aimed at further harmonization betwé® national rules of the CCNR member
States, the Police Regulations for the Navigatibthe Rhine and CEVNI, which might
result in the supplementary amendment proposa®EdNI and might call for the revision
of the Code in 2012. According to the plan, the\eirito force of the resulting harmonized
rules at the national and River Commissions’ leeelgld be achieved by 2015. In the light
of this information, the Working Party discussedablshing a preliminary date for the
next revision of CEVNI and asked the secretariatdnsult the delegations on this issue,
bearing in mind the evolving nature of CEVNI ané theed for adopting the rules to the
changing conditions of navigation in a prompt aafi snanner.

15. The secretariat informed the Working Party 8wne slight translation errors in the
French text of Chapter 9 had been found in theiglud fourth revision of CEVNI and that
a corrigendum would be submitted to the fifty-fduession of the Working Party on
Inland Water Transport, based on the original Efgléxt of Chapter 9.

16. The Working Party took note of the ongoing workthe German text of CEVNI,
prepared by the secretariat in cooperation with tdausand the River Commissions.
SC.3/WP.3 thanked the secretariat for this initetind requested that the secretariat report
on this work at its next session.

Resolution No. 22, “SIGNI — Signs and Signalen Inland
Waterways” (agenda item 3)

Documentation: TRANS/SC.3/108/Rev.1, ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/11,
Informal document No. 2

17. The Working Party reviewed and approved thé ¢éxhe draft resolution on the
amendment of SIGNI circulated as document ECE/TRACS3/WP.3/2010/11. The
Working Party noted that in accordance with theonemendation of the CEVNI expert
group, the draft resolution included Netherlandsbpmsal to add a new sign on the
availability of electrical power supply systems shrore, but did not include their proposal
to add an example of such sign with the additiomfarmation on the voltage (para. 4 (b) of
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/11/Add.1). The Chair a&f @EVNI expert group explained
that almost all informative signs in CEVNI could bapplemented with the plates with
additional information. Moreover, the second sigasvjust an example of the information
which could be provided on the properties of thecic power supply system. Therefore,
in the opinion of the CEVNI expert group, it was mecessary to include the second sign.
After an additional exchange of opinions, the WogkParty maintained its decision not to
include the second sign and asked the secretarmtktmit the draft resolution to the fifty-
fourth session of the Working Party on Inland Wateansport.
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VI.

18. The Working Party noted that the additionalposal by the Netherlands, presented
in Informal document No. 2, to add the above-mem@ sign on the availability of
electrical power supply systems on shore to annegf TTEVNI, had already been
considered under agenda item 2.

19. The Working Party discussed the possible ways/bid duplication of the rules on
waterway signs and marking, currently containedhbiotSIGNI and in annexes 7 and 8 of
CEVNI. The delegations of Austria, Czech Repubermany, the Netherlands and the
Sava Commission concurred that the annexes 7 aodll not be removed from CEVNI,
as CEVNI should include all signs and marking uisethland navigation but that it might
be useful to gather all the information relatedstgns and marking in one document by
incorporating the provisions of SIGNI in CEVNI. Thgorking Party, therefore, agreed to
ask the CEVNI expert group to evaluate the curpeatisions in SIGNI in order to identify
which provisions would need to be included in CEV8Hould SIGNI be discontinued, and
to report on this issue at the next session of 8TP33.

Resolution No. 59, “Guidelines for Waterway Sigs and
Markings” (agenda item 4)

Documentation: Informal document No. 1, ECE/TRANS/SC.3/169

20. The Working Party considered the “Rules for weterway marking on the Sava
River basin”, presented in Informal document Noafg took note of the position of the
Sava Commission, according to which improvementddcbe made to the current text of
Resolution No. 59. The Russian Federation inforthedWorking Party that some parts of
the text, such as the last sentence of paragrayw@re missing from the Russian text of
Resolution No. 59. The Working Party invited thev&&ommission, in consultation with

the secretariat, to prepare a proposal to amendliREs No. 59 and circulate this proposal
together with the corrections to the Russian téxthe resolution for comments by the
delegations in time for the next SC.3/WP.3 sessldmwe Working Party also invited other

delegations to submit their proposals on amendiggpRition No. 59.

Resolution No. 61, “Recommendations on Harmoaed
Europe-Wide Technical Requirements for Inland Navigtion
Vessels” (agenda item 5)

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

21. In accordance with the request of the (fiftydhi session of SC.3
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/183, para. 18) and following up tve discussion held during its
thirty-sixth session (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/72, pag®s-38), the Working Party
considered the following amendments to Resolutian 8 with due regard to the latest
amendments to the EU Directive 2006/87/EC layingvidechnical requirements for
inland waterway vessels (hereafter, Directive 280&2C) and the revision of CEVNI.
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Amendments to Chapter 1-2, “Definitions”

Documentation: ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/3, ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3(206
and ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/16/Add.1

22.  The Working Party considered document ECE/TRACS3/WP.3/2010/16 and its
addendum containing the positions of Governments River Commissions and the
secretariat’s suggestions regarding the proposethdments to the definitions contained in
Chapter 1, originally submitted by Austria in doamh ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/3.
The Chair of the Working Party recalled the extemsiliscussions on this issue at the
previous session and thanked the delegations ansettretariat for their further comments
on the proposed amendments. The Chair also presehée comments of the Russian
Federation (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/16/Add.1).thenked the Austrian delegation
for their effort to achieve further harmonizationResolution No. 61 with the EU Directive
2006/87/EC and suggested that Austria take aneaptwt in the relevant discussions of the
Group of Volunteers on Resolution No. 61. The dafiep of Ukraine informed the
Working Party that Ukraine had a number of commemishe proposed amendments to
Chapter 1 and that these comments would be comatigdid¢o the secretariat shortly. In the
ensuing discussions on this issue, the WorkingyRdrserved that Chapter 1 of Resolution
No. 61 included a series of definitions, which absent in the directive and which help to
promote pan-European harmonization of technicasgrigtions for inland vessels. The
Working Party also recognized that a number ofddnitions in Resolution No. 61 differ
from those contained in the directive. The Workifayty recalled that the definitions in the
resolution represent a result of the serious anhtlisive discussions held by the Group of
Volunteers and by the Working Party itself over mgears. The Working Party also took
note of the position of the Russian Federationpating to which the definitions contained
in Resolution No. 61, frequently, are better wordkdn the definitions in the directive
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/16/Add.1). The WorkingtiPdook note of the position of
Serbia (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/16/Add.1) accaydin which the issues of the
definitions in Resolution No. 61 and the operaticgnstraints of the European Hull
Database are two quite distinct matters and thatrduevidence on the necessity to fully
harmonize the definitions in Resolution No. 61 witiese of the directive should be
provided. The Working Party recognized that theective contained a number of new
definitions, which could be introduced in the regimn as such or with some amendments,
but that this would entail reworking of other Chaxgtof the Resolution. The delegation of
Austria indicated that, given the limited resourcé® Austrian delegation would not be
able to participate in the meetings of the Group/olunteers. He also recognized that the
issue of the unique European Identification nunaret the related vessel/hull database was
more important than bringing the definitions in Bleson No. 61 fully in line with these in
the directive and, perhaps, should be addressedebafiy amendments to Chapter 1.

23. In the light of these discussions, the Workiteyty decided to recommend to the
Working Party on Inland Water Transport that it:

(@)  Abstain from amending Chapter 1 in Resolubilan 61 at the present stage;

(b)  Ask the Group of Volunteers on Resolution Ma. to study the proposed
amendments to the definitions in Resolution Noafd to submit their recommendations to
the Working Party;

(c) Establish a viable mechanism for consultatibesveen SC.3/WP.3 and the
EU experts on technical requirements to work onrowimg the definitions both in the
resolution and the directive as well as other fssamendments to Resolution No. 61,
ensuring that the comments made at UNECE meetingthe text of the Directive are
discussed and evince a reaction from the Europeamn@ssion and that the UNECE
documents are taken into account during the préparaf the EU documents.
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B.

Amendments to Chapter 2, “Procedure and rulesdr the inspection of
inland navigation vessels”

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

24.  The Working Party confirmed its recommendatiwat the Working Party on Inland
Water Transport adopt the amendments to Chapterd2ttee model ship’s certificate in
Appendix 2 of Resolution No. 61, as proposed by tAas in document
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2009/24 subject to the coromstito be made by the secretariat in
order to bring the proposed text in line with tlentinology used in the rest of the
Resolution.

25. The representative of PLATINA (Platform for ilementation for the EU
NAIADES programme) presented the pilot project stablishing European Hull Database
to facilitate hull data exchange under the framéwafrthe EU Directive 2006/87/EEHe
explained that the technical implementation of tlaabase had been finalized in April
2010 and that the project was now entering its @fTasvhich consists in pilot operation of
the system, in which the contractor hosts the desaland provides first and second level
(telephone) support during office hours and sofemaaintenance. The final phase (phase
8) foresees full-scale implementation of the syst&iime countries, including Austria,
Belgium, Bulgaria, Czech Republic, France, Germatmg Netherlands, Romania and
Slovakia, are participating in the pilot projecheTimplementation of the project is funded
by the EU seventh Framework Programme for Resedrebhnology Development and
Demonstration and PLATINA is currently working ohet estimates of the costs of
establishing and operating the fully fledged dasab&he Working Party took note of the
presentation on European Hull Database deliverethéyepresentative of PLATINA and
discussed the modality and location of the futurarid navigation vessel/hull database
register. The representative of the Netherlandsncented on the existing differences in
international classifications and numbering systdorsinland vessels, such as the EU
Directive 2006/87/EC and Recommendation No. 28 Godes for Types of Means of
Transport” of the United Nations Centre for the ded-acilitation and Electronic Business
(UN/CEFACT). In accordance with the request of thiety-sixth session of the Working
Party for more information on the UNECE human ahddsources available for managing
a complex transport database (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WPR.3sdras. 28-29), the secretariat
informed the Working Party that UNECE already maiméd IT systems, such as
International TIR Data Base and the Transport, tHeahd Environment Pan-European
Programme (THE PEP) Clearing House, which functioith a similar amount and
complexity of data elements in a secure IT envireninSetting up and maintaining a pan-
European vessel database would, however, requiditiadhl financial and human
resources. The representative of the Danube Cornamigsormed the Working Party that
the Danube Commission had adopted the amendmengediion 2-7 of the Danube
Commission’s Recommendations on Technical Requingsndor Inland Navigation
Vessels, similar to these amendments proposedtose®-7 of Resolution No. 61. He also
reported that the issue of the future operatorhef EU inland navigation vessel/hull
database had been a subject of preliminary dismussiithin the Danube Commission. The
Working Party noted that the delegation of the pesn Union had not yet expressed its
position on the subject of the future operatoihef database.

The presentation may be consulted on the UNECE iteetits
<http://www.unece.org/trans/main/sc3/wp3/wp3doc @btml>.
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26. Inthe light of these discussions, the Workagty decided to:

(@) Ask the representatives of PLATINA to keepirformed about further
development of the database and its operations;

(b)  Ask the secretariat to consult with the delegmof the European Union on
the subject of the EU intentions with respect te thossible operator of the inland
navigation vessel/hull database;

(c)  Ask the secretariat to contact the UNECE TpansDivision to determine
the capacity of the UNECE to provide technical sapgor maintenance of the inland
navigation vessel/hull database;

(d) Ask the Governments to express their intenesbffering their service in
maintaining such a registry, as this is currentp&in maritime navigation.

Amendments to Chapter 15, “Special provisionsof passenger vessels”

Documentation: ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/12

27. The Working Party considered the draft amendsném Chapter 15 on “Special
provisions for passenger vessels”, prepared bysHwretariat in accordance with the
decision of the SC.3/WP.3 thirty-sixth session (EEANS/SC.3/WP.3/72, para.31) and
decided to recommend that the Working Party onnhlsVater Transport adopt the draft
amended Chapter 15 of the annex to Resolution No.a§ presented in document
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/12 but refrain from delkg the first sentence in paragraph
15-9.1 which prescribes additional lifejackets ébildren in quantity equal to 10 per cent
of the total number of passengers. The WorkingyPaalled that Article 1.08 in CEVNI
states in its paragraph 4 that life-saving devsteall correspond to the number of adults
and children. The Working Party agreed to recomntbiadl the Working Party on Inland
Water Transport consider bringing the requiremesgs out in paragraph 15-9.1 of
Resolution No. 61 in line with the provisions of @l and requested the secretariat to
consult the delegations on this issue in time for fifty-fourth session of SC.3. With
respect to the proposal of the secretariat to anpamdgraph 15-1.4 as indicated in the
introductory note of document ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP03{2/13, point 4 (ii), in order to
make reference in this Chapter to the GuidelingsPlassenger Vessels also Suited for
Carrying Persons with Reduced Mobility (annex tos®etion No. 25, revised), the
Working Party referred to its discussion under ageitem 6.

28. The Working Party was informed of the positioihnthe Italian Technical Naval
Association, according to which there was neednerad a series of existing European
requirements to passenger vessels. The associatjpresents marine engineers and
consultants, shipyards, river-sea shipping companirokers, nautical agencies, ship
owners, central and local Italian transport autfesiand others operators involved in the
Italian inland navigation system. The Working Paitwited the Technical Naval
Association to submit, with the approval and suppbithe competent national authorities,
a similar proposal to Chapter 15 in Resolution Md.. The Working Party also suggested
that the association submit its proposal to the@®EIMR Joint Working Group on Directive
2006/87/EC.
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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

Documentation: ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/5, ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3(20T
and Add.1

29. The Working Party considered draft Appendixf The annex to Resolution No. 61,
containing the requirements concerning lights arel dolour of signal lights on vessels,
intensity and range of signal lights on vessels @atheral technical specifications
applicable to radar, prepared by the secretariacicordance with the decisions of the
thirty-sixth session (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/72, p&2). and presented in document
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/17. The Working Party taoke of the Bulgarian and
Russian Federation’ proposal to include new provision minimum requirements for radar
equipment, based on the content of Part Ill of An¥ to Directive 2006/87/EC,
published in document ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/5
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/17/Add.1). The Russiaddfation informed the Working
Party that the reference to the range of tempeyatan deck at the end of footnote 1 of
document ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/17/Add.1 showdcbrrected to “between -30
and 55 °C". The delegation of Ukraine informed YMerking Party that Ukraine also had a
number of comments on the possible new provisibased on the current text of the EU
Directive 2006/87/EC which would be communicatethi® secretariat shortly.

30. In the light of the discussions held, the WogkParty decided to recommend that
the Working Party on Inland Water Transport addet draft Appendix 7 as presented in
document ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/17 subject toingpthe definitions contained in
Part I, section A, paras. 1-4 of the draft annéa Thapter 1 of Resolution No. 61, so that
all the definitions remain assembled one chaptdth Véspect to the Russian Federation’s
proposal to introduce additional provisions on timnimum requirements for radar
equipment and, namely, articles 2.01, para. 3 dkug the last sentence), 4.01, 4.03, 4.04
and 4.08 of the Part Il of Annex IV to Directiv@@6/87/EC, the Working Party asked the
secretariat, in consultation with the Russian Faiilem, to submit an advanced proposal on
how and where these provisions should be introdilcegte resolution in time for thirty-
eighth session.

Special provisions applicable to river-sea nagation vessels

Documentation: ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/6/Add.1

31. The Chair of the Working Party recalled thatsaprevious session, SC.3/WP.3 took
note of the second draft of Chapter 20B “Special pravisi applicable to river-sea
navigation vessels”, prepared by the Group of Vtdars on Resolution No. 61
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/6/Add.1) and asked thdegiions to submit their
comments on the draft so that the group could paeti its work
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/72, paras. 35-37). The WorkiRgrty took note of the
information provided by the Russian Federationtenplanned 2010 meeting of the Group
of Volunteers on Resolution No. 61 to discuss ttadtdequirements applicable to river-sea
vessels and further harmonization of the resolutiéth EU Directive 2006/87/EC. The
Working Party invited Governments and River Cominiss to take an active part in the
work of the group and its forthcoming meetings. TWorking Party noted that no
comments on draft Chapter 20B had been receiven fBovernments in time for this
session. The Working Party reiterated its requestcbmments on the documents from
Governments and River Commissions and decided &p kieis item on the agenda of its
next session.
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Navigation computer requirements

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

32. The Working Party noted that no comments hazhlreceived on the proposal to
elaborate pan-European requirements to navigatioompater requirements
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/10), presented by thesRmsFederation at the thirty-sixth
session (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/72, para. 38). The Wkigr Party took note of the
position of the Netherlands, according to whichyottie basic requirements should be
included in order to avoid the necessity to upddtte provisions each time a new
technological solution becomes possible. The Wgrkdarty instructed the secretariat to
send a reminder to the delegations, solicitingrthemments on this proposal, to transmit
the received comments to the Group of VolunteerResolution No. 61 and to prepare a
draft proposal, based on the recommendations of Gheup of Volunteers for the
SC.3/WP.3 thirty-eighth session.

Guidelines for Passenger Vessels also suitéar Carrying
Persons with Reduced Mobility (agenda item 6)

Documentation: ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/13

33. The Working Party continued its discussion loa tevision of Resolution No. 25
and considered the second draft of the revisedutaso, prepared by the secretariat in
accordance with the decisions of the SC.3/WP.3 tythixth session
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/13). The Working Partgcdissed possibly incorporating
its content to a separate appendix of Resolution@lo The representative of the Russian
Federation highlighted several provisions whichevigrcluded in both Resolution No. 25
and Resolution No. 61 resulting in duplication ofre provisions related to persons with
reduced mobility. The secretariat recalled thatdRgmn No. 25 had led a long existence
separate from the resolutions on technical pretsong for inland vessels and is quoted in
other international documents, such as the adméiig® instructions to the EU Directive
2006/87/EC. The representative of Germany noted the existence of a separate
resolution on the persons with reduced mobilitynalgd the particular importance of this
issue. As the result of these discussions, the iWgrRarty decided to recommend that the
Working Party on Inland Water Transport revise R#smn No. 25 as proposed in
document ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/13 subject tddhewing corrections:

(@) In the Russian text correct the use of unftaneasurement (meters and
minutes) so that the use of their abbreviationsdssistent throughout the text;

(b) Include the provisions based on the curremuirements set out in
paragraphs 15-6.3 (vii) and 15-6.5 (iii) of ResmintNo. 61 in paragraphs 2.1 and 4.2 of
the draft revised Resolution No. 25;

(c) Delete the second sentence in paragraph 2.¢hefproposed draft of
Resolution No. 25;

(d) Interchange the positions of paragraphs 23aofisection 4.3.

The revised amendment proposal on Resolution Navégbcirculated to the delegations as
Informal document No. 8 in English and Russian.

34. The Working Party also recommended that the l¥kigr Party on Inland Water
Transport:

€) Maintain Resolution No. 25 as a separate dectrfilom Resolution No. 61,
so that Governments have the option to apply eibwth, Resolution No. 61 (with its

11
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chapter 15 on passenger vessels) and Resolutio$aevised, or one of them, as they
find appropriate;

(b)  Amend the relevant reference to Resolution 2®in Resolution No. 61 as
proposed in paragraph 4 (ii) of document ECE/TRABNSB/WP.3/2010/13.

Common Principles and Technical Requirementsfor Pan-
European River Information Services (RIS) (agendatem 7)

35. Following up on the discussions of its thirbigls session
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/72, para. 47), the WorkingtyPaoted that no further detailed
proposals on the development by UNECE of recomménda concerning the user
identifiers for Maritime Mobile Service ldentifiefMMSI) had been received by the
secretariat. The Working Party asked GovernmerdsRiver Commissions to submit their
contributions on this issue to the SC.3/WP.3'styh@tighth session. The Working Party
also took note of the ongoing work on introducimg telements of River Information
Service (RIS) on the inland waterways of the RusEideration.

Recreational Navigation in UNECE Region: Its ole and
impact (agenda item 8)

36. In accordance with the decision of the thiitis session of the Working Party
(ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/72, para. 44), the EuropeaatiBg Association organized two
introductory presentations on the issue of reaveatiboating’

(@) “Economic Benefits of Recreational Waterwaydk-experience” by Martin
Clarke, Director, Jacobs Engineering; and

(b)  “Funding of regional Inland Waterways” by Nigas van Lamsweerde,
director of Dutch Recreational Waterways.

37. The Working Party thanked the EBA and the spesakor the presentations which
highlighted not only the economic, but also theiaobenefits that can be brought to
waterways and neighboring areas with the arrivalegfeational boating and the different
approaches that can be used to provide fundindafilities for recreational boating. The
representative of the Netherlands informed the \WgrkParty of the Dutch national

programme “Navigate together” aimed at improving fbint use of the waterways by
recreational and commercial vessels.

Other business (agenda item 9)

UNECE Publications in 2010

38. The secretariat informed the Working Party tResolution No. 35 had been
published in 2010 under the title “Standardized @#EVocabulary for Radio-Connections
in Inland Navigation” (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/185) and ttzaflyer on the Working Party on
Inland Water Transport in English and Russian heghlprepared by the UNECE Transport

2

The presentations may be consulted on the UNECEiteedt:
<http://www.unece.org/trans/main/sc3/wp3/wp3doc @btml>.
3 Further information on the programme is availaileswww.varendoejesamen.nl>.
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Division to promote UNECE work related to inlandtemtransport. A limited number of
publications are available free of charges fordbkegates of the Working Party upon their
request to the secretariat. Additional copies canotdered through the United Nations
Sales Officée'

Tentative meeting schedule for 2011

39. The Working Party endorsed the following prétiary dates for its thirty-eighth and
thirty-ninth session in 2011:
16-18 February 2011 (thirty-eighth session of BER.3)

15-17 June 2011 (thirty-ninth session of SC.38YP.

Adoption of the report (agenda item 10)

40. In accordance with established practice, thekiig Party adopted the decisions
taken at its thirty-seventh session on the basisdvift prepared by the secretariat.

4 For more information, please visit: <http://wwwage.org/trans/publications/order.htm>.
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Decisions of the CEVNI expert group taken on 17uhe 2010

1. It is recalled that the Working Party on Inlawthter Transport (SC.3), at its fifty-
third session, had decided to maintain its informatking group on CEVNI and renamed
it as the “CEVNI expert group”, to be composed bé trepresentatives of the River
Commissions and interested Governments. It hadgekathe group with monitoring the
implementation of the new CEVNI by Governments aRd/er Commissions and
examining future amendment proposals to it (ECE/NSASC.3/183, para. 13).

2. The decisions indicated below were taken byGE&/NI expert group at its tenth
meeting on 17 June 2010 back to back with theytisieiventh session of the Working Party
on the Standardization of Technical and Safety Rements in Inland Navigation
(SC.3/WP.3).

3. The meeting was attended by Mr. Reinhard Vordeder (Austria, Chair of the
Group), Mr. Roelof Weekhout (The Netherlands), Mfeljko Milkovic (Sava
Commission), Mr. Guy Toye (European Boating Assihiaig and Mrs. Azhar Jaimurzina
(UNECE secretariat). Mr. Peter Margic (Danube Cossinin) was not able to take part in
the meeting.

Thirty-seventh session of the Working Party onthe Standardization of
Technical and Safety Requirements in Inland Navigabn and the
programme of work of CEVNI expert group.

4. The CEVNI expert group took note of the follogidecisions of the thirty-seventh
session of the Working Party on the Standardizatiofechnical and Safety Requirements
in Inland Navigation (SC.3/WP.3):

(@) To present to the fifty-fourth session of iverking Party on Inland Water
Transport the preliminary status document on thplementation of the fourth revised
edition of CEVNI (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/74, para.;10)

(b)  To forward the amendment proposals submittethe Danube Commission
and presented in Section IV of ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WE30/15 to the CEVNI expert
group, taking into account the preliminary discassiof these proposals by the Working
Party (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/74, para. 13);

(c) To ask the CEVNI expert group to evaluate therent provisions in
Resolution No. 22, “SIGNI-Signs and Signals on hmda/Naterways” in order to identify
which provisions would need to be included in CEV8hould SIGNI be discontinued, and
to report on this issue at the next session of S@P33 (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/74,
para. 19).

5. The CEVNI expert group agreed to discuss thepeoison between SIGNI and

CEVNI at its next meeting, scheduled on 15 Oct@fH0. The group dedicated its meeting
on 17 June 2010 on the amendment proposals sulinmjtehe Danube Commission in

document ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/15.
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Future amendments to CEVNI

6. The CEVNI expert group examined the DC propogatsented in section IV of
ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/15 and issued the follgwirecommendations to the
Working Party on the Standardization of Technicadl &afety Requirements in Inland
Navigation:

(@) Not to adopt the proposal, presented in papigy 8—10, given the earlier
decision of SC.3/WP.3 not to include in the textQEVNI references to specific EN
standards;

(b)  Add a definition of “peal of a bell”, as proposed iarpgraph 11, with the
following modification: “The term “peal of a beltheans two-pealstrokes of a bell.” The
definition should be included as a new number @rt€le 1.01 ¢) and in annex 6 at the end
of Section IlI;

(c)  Taking into account the proposal in paragra@hand the relevant provision
of the Police Regulations for the Navigation of tRaine, supplemenparagraph 4 of
Article 1.08, with the following sentence: “For fdnen up to a weight of 30 kg or to an age
of 6 years only individual rigid live-saving deviteallowed”;

(d)  As proposed in paragraph 13, in paragraph df(Article 1.10 in the French
text, replacgseulement pour les bateaux destinés au trandpariarchandises) bie cas
échéant;

(e) Not to add the reference to the guide conoegrtie radiotelephone service
on Inland Waterways, Common part and Regional Partube in Article 1.11, as proposed
in paragraph 14, as this is a regional requireniem. reference to the handbook is already
included in paragraph 6 of Article 9.02 in Cha@er

4] Not to add to paragraph 4 of Article 1.12 gentence, proposed in paragraph
15, as in the previous discussions of the CEVNIegetxgroup, it had been agreed that such
an obligation would put too much of a burden oratlmaster;

() Not to add a new Article 1.24 as proposedaragraph 16, as these matters
are dealt with in ADN;

(h)  Not to add a new Article 1.25 as proposed amagraph 16, as this is a
regional prescription;

0] Not to add an additional sentence to parag@&pli Article 2.01, as proposed
in paragraph 17, as nothing in CEVNI prohibits éiddal inscriptions on the vessel;

0] As proposed in paragraph 18, supplenmaragraph 3 (c) of Article 3.01 with
if not prescribed otherwise;

(k)  Not to supplement Article 3.03 with additior@dragraph 4, as proposed in
paragraph 19, as paragraph 3 (a) of the artickadlr deals with the signal bodies used for
small craft;

0] Not to supplement paragraph 1 (c) (i) of Ak 3.10 with the sentence,
proposed in paragraph 20, as it is important taenthat helmsman see the stern lights and
the dazzling is not an issue in practice;

(m)  Not to supplemenarticle 3.11 with an additional paragraph 5, aspmrsed in
paragraph 21, as this situation is very rare ittge;

5 All references in items (a) to (t) refer to thegmraphs of ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/15.
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(n)  As proposed in paragraph 22, supplenpamagraph 3 of Article 3.12 witthy
night: the lights according to paragraph 1 and orasthead light instead of the lights
according to paragraph 2;

(0) Not to supplement paragraph 4 of Article 3.26th the additional
subparagraph (d), as proposed in paragraph 23,aemgnaph 4 of the article deals
sufficiently with the issue of small craft;

(p)  Not to add the reference to the RAINWATT agneat in Article 4.05, as
proposed in paragraph 24, as this is a regionaliregent. The reference to the agreement
is already included in paragraph 1 of Article 9i@%hapter 9;

(q)  As proposed in paragraph 25, in paragraph Art€le 6.03 replacevisual
signs_byvisual or sound signals;

n Not to supplement Article 6.07 with an addiiéd paragraph 3, as proposed in
paragraph 26, as paragraphs 1 (d) (ii) and (iiithaf article are also applicable to small
craft;

(s) Taking into account the proposal in paragr@&ghand the definition of
“convoy” in Article 1.01, in paragraph 5 of Artic& 21 replaceside-by-side formation by
convoy (two times);

® Not to replace paragraph 2 of Article 7.08thg text proposed in paragraph
29 but _consider amendinthe last sentence of paragraph 2 of the articldodsws:
“However, the competent authorities may exempt elesberthed in harbour basios
births were constant supervision is guaranteeffom this requirement”.




