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Strasbourg, 10 December 2010
1.
The CEVNI expert group held its twelfth meeting on 10 December 2010 back-to-back with the plenary session of the Central Commission for the Navigation of the Rhine (CCNR).
2.
The meeting was attended by Reinhard VORDERWINKLER(*(Austria), Benoit Adam* (Belgium), Natasha Dofferhoff** (the Netherlands), Roelof Weekhout** (the Netherlands), Erwin Fessmann (CCNR), Gernot Pauli (CCNR), Patricia Bruckner (Mosel Commission), Virginie Tusseau (Mosel Commission), Željko Milkovic (International Sava River Basin Commission) and Azhar Jaimurzina (UNECE secretariat). Peter Margic (Danube Commission) was not able to take part in the meeting.

3.
The following items were discussed:

I. Exchange of information on the CEVNI-related activities
II. Cooperation within the CEVNI expert group and the related work programme of the UNECE Working Party on Inland Water Transport
III. Linguistic versions of CEVNI
IV. Current amendment proposals to CEVNI, revision four
V. Other business
VI. Next meeting
I. Exchange of information on the CEVNI-related activities

4. 
After the brief introduction on the purpose and the mandate of the CEVNI expert group
, the CEVNI expert group took note of the following CEVNI-related activities at the national and river commissions’ level:

(a) Austria: Following up to the adoption of CEVNI, rev. 4, Austria contributed to the alignment between CEVNI and the Fundamental Rules for the Navigation on the Danube (DFND). The text of the new DFND is completed and recommended by the technical working group of the Danube Commission (DC) for the adoption by the DC plenary session in mid-December 2010;

(b) Belgium: Belgium is in process of comparing its national legislation, which was close to the previous edition of CEVNI, with the fourth edition of CEVNI. The results of the comparison will be forwarded to the UNECE secretariat, as soon as they become available;
(c) The Netherlands: the Dutch Government has recently adopted the strategy on harmonizing national inland navigation legislation. The approved approach foresees the comparison the existing six sets of regulations (national and convention-based for international waterways) with CEVNI, rev.4. The goal is to have one navigation act based on CEVNI by 2015 (comparison completed by 2013);
(d) CCNR: the CCNR secretariat has submitted a partial reply to the CEVNI implementation questionnaire, but the complete comparison of CEVNI, rev. 4, and the Rhine Police regulations has not yet been completed. It will be done in close cooperation with the Mosel Commission. The preparation of the German text of CEVNI is an important step in this work, as it facilitates the work of the delegations; 
(e) Mosel Commission: The MC secretariat has completed the comparison of MC Police regulations with that of the Rhine. It now proceeds to the comparison between CEVNI, Rhine and Mosel regulations. But the German text of CEVNI is an important pre-requisite for this work;
(f) International Sava River Basin Commission:  the Sava commission has already adopted CEVNI, rev.4, as part of its regulations, which are legally binding for its member States;
(g) Danube Commission: the DC representative was not present, but information on the Danube Commission was provided by Austria (cf point a);
(i) UNECE: the UNECE secretariat collects information on the implementation of CEVNI, rev.4, based on a special implementation questionnaire. The first report was submitted in October 2010 and includes information on the relevant activities of Belarus, Bulgaria, Lithuania, the Netherlands, the Russian Federation, Slovakia, Serbia, as well as River Commissions
. Additional information has just been received from Germany.

II. Cooperation within the CEVNI expert group and the related work programme of the UNECE Working Party on Inland Water Transport (SC.3)
5.
Taking into account the information provided by the countries and River Commissions, the expert group made the following observations:
(a) More guidance should be provided to the countries on implementing CEVNI rev.4 and on reporting on national and regional special requirements. In fact, when a difference of the national/regional provisions with CEVNI chapters 1-8 is identified, there are three courses of actions, i.e. 1) aligning with CEVNI, 2) notifying this deviation using Chapter 9
 and 3) proposing an amendment to CEVNI. There should also be an agreed approach to the general structure of the national legislation (the part of the national legislation beyond Chapters 1-8 and 10);
(b) Furthermore, there is a need to clarify the scope, the timeline and the purpose of the next revision of CEVNI, which will build on the harmonization in substance, already achieved by CEVNI, rev.4, but will include some new provisions, amendments to Chapter 9 and other possible amendments.
 A mechanism should be provided to allow countries to keep track of the changes to CEVNI, so they merely need to adjust the comparison work with revision four; 
(c) There is also a need to clarify how the national and regional legislation (different/additional provisions) will be integrated in CEVNI, as this is a long term of the entire process. The end product is a compilation of the existing navigational rules and the possibility of deriving the set of rules applicable to a particular stretch of inland waterways;
(d) Finally, the terms of references for the work of the expert group, the criteria for including the provisions in Chapter 1-8 (“left void”) or Chapter 9 should be clearly defined. The continuity of the secretarial support to the group is important and should be ensured by the UNECE.

6.
In the light of these considerations, the group agreed that the UNECE secretariat, in consultation with the rest of the group, would prepare a special presentation covering the issues identified in paragraph 5 for the next session of the UNECE Working Party on the Standardization of Technical and Safety Requirements in Inland Navigation (16-18 February 2011). 
7.
The group emphasized the need of the continued involvement of the river commissions, noting that this was one of the goals of meeting in Strasbourg and expressed the hope that the secretariats of the commissions would be able to contribute to and attend the meetings of the group.
III. 
Linguistic versions of CEVNI
8.
The group noted that the work on the German text was ongoing and a final meeting was scheduled for 11-12 January 2011.

9.
In relation to the linguistic versions, the CCNR secretariat referred to their earlier comments on the French text of CEVNI, which proposed editorial amendments to ensure that the text could be easily taken over by the national legislations. The UNECE secretariat recalled that corrigenda to the UN documents cannot be issued for purely editorial reasons. Moreover, the existence of several French texts should be avoided as it could create confusion. The group agreed that the improved text should be taken onboard for the next revision of CEVNI as well as made available to French-speaking delegations for their work on the national/regional legislation with the note that these editorial changes would be taken onboard for the next CEVNI revision. The group agreed that the CCNR and MC secretariats would review the comments to the French text and make the final edited version available to the UNECE secretariat. 
10. The Dutch delegate noted that the Dutch text of CEVNI would also be of use. Perhaps, this will be one of the by-products of the ongoing harmonization exercise in the Netherlands.

IV. Current amendment proposals to CEVNI

11.
The pending amendments to CEVNI, rev.4, which had been circulated by the UNECE secretariat as document CEVNI EG/2010/2, were reviewed during the morning session of the group by the delegates of Austria, Belgium, Sava Commission and the UNECE secretariat. The results of the discussions are summarized in the annex. The approved amendment proposals will be submitted for the first reading by the WP.3 38th session on 16-18 February 2011.
12. 
The group observed that the discussions of the CEVNI expert group could also serve as input to the meetings of the relevant committees of the river commissions. To this effect, providing the meeting reports of the group and the list of pending amendments in German would be important. The group agreed that the minutes of the CEVNI group meetings as well as the list of pending amendments to CEVNI would, from now on, be translated into German through the cooperation between UNECE and the CCNR/MC secretariats.

V. Other business

13. 
The CCNR secretariat suggested that a common document on the navigational terminology (English, French, Russian, German, and Dutch) could be useful and, thus, could be considered as one of the work item of the CEVNI expert group. The UNECE secretariat will consider this proposal, subject to available resources.
14.
The expert group welcomed the new delegate from the Netherlands, Mrs. Natasha Dofferhoff, who would represent the Dutch delegation in the group from 2011. Mr. Roelof Weekhout is assuming new duties in the Dutch ministry of infrastructure and Environment. The group thanked Mr. Weekhout for his active and constructive contribution to the work on CEVNI for the last two and a half years and wished him the best of luck in his new position.
15.
The expert group thanked the CCNR secretariat for hosting the meeting, which provided an opportunity to bring together a wider range of participants and, the secretariats of river commissions, in particular.
VI. Next meeting

16.
The next meeting will take back to back with the WP.3 38-th session on 15 February (14.00-16.00). The CEVNI-related issues in WP.3 are to be discussed on the next day (16 February 2011).
17.
The preliminary dates for the rest of the 2011 meetings are, therefore, as follows:


13th meeting:
15 February 2011;


14th meeting:
17 June 2011;


15th meeting:
11 October 2011.


Annex I: Amendment proposals to CEVNI, revision four
	Article
	Proposal 
	Decision on 10 December 2010

	General amendment
	a) The CCNR secretariat proposes the editorial corrections to the French text of CEVNI, revision four. The proposal is presented in document CEVNI EG/2010/3. The substantial (non-linguistic) proposals are included in this table.
	b) Cf. para.9 of the minutes

	Article 1.01 
	c) a) Small craft: the conformity declaration for the recreational craft, which constitutes the majority of small craft, applies to the craft from 2.5 to 24m. In the future it would interesting to harmonize the maximum size by extending the maximum size in CEVNI to 24m. (Belgium)
d) b) Safe speed:  the existing definition of safe speed is vague and open to interpretation. It should not be part of the CEVNI definitions. Moreover, the term is used only twice in the whole text of CEVNI (art. 1.04 par. 1 & art. 6.3 par. 2). Furthermore, in article 1.04 it is not necessary to refer to the definition given the text that follows in paragraph 2. Belgium therefore would like to delete this definition. (Belgium)
c) CDNI: It is proposed to include a definition of CDNI Convention on Collection, Retention and Disposal of Waste Generated during Navigation on the Rhine and Other Inland Waterways, of 1996), as its contains the legally binding European rules on the pollution prevention (CCNR secretariat).
	e) a) Small craft: no change to the current rule as it reflects the dominant practice.
Status: No amendment
b) Safe speed: The decision is to maintain the current definition and there is no possibility to agree on specific criteria (i.e. speed limit).

Status: No amendment
c) See discussion on Chapter 10.

Status: No amendment


	Article 1.10
	ENI: It is proposed to correct the reference to the official identification number to European official identification number (CCNR secretariat).
	OK, this follows the practice of the most UNECE countries, so a fewer will have to deviate. 

Status: OK, to be submitted to WP.3

	Article 2.01
	ENI: It is proposed to correct the reference to the official identification number to European official identification number (CCNR secretariat).
	Ok. See above

Status: OK, to be submitted to WP.3

	Article 4.07
	f) AIS: Austria proposes to include more substantive proposals  in article 4.07 on inland AIS
	g) Ok. The agreed text is presented in annex II.

h) Status: OK, to be submitted to WP.3

	Article 6.01
	a) Convoys: The rules applicable to convoys are not clearly identified. Some articles contain such rules, as for instance art.6.03, par.2; 6.05b and 6.11b. It can be stated somewhere (article 6.21?) that, unless otherwise indicated, the rules applicable to vessels also apply to convoys. It can also be mentioned (in article 6.01) that the terms “overtaking”, “being overtaking”, “proceeding upstream” and “proceeding downstream” when used alone also apply to convoys. (CCNR secretariat).
b) Floating materials: floating materials are quoted only marginally. (CCNR secretariat).
	i) a)Ok. The text can be clarified through adding a new paragraph 2 in article 6.01 worded as follows

2. Unless otherwise indicated, for the purpose of this chapter, the rules applicable to vessels also apply to convoys.

Status: OK, to be submitted to WP.3

b) Not discussed.

Status: to be discussed at the next CEVNI meeting

	Art.6.03
	j) In paragraph 2 delete “towed” in the last part of the sentence (Sava Commission)
	k) OK. This is a correction of the, otherwise, contradictory text.

l) Status: OK, to be submitted to WP.3

	Art.6.03bis
	m) Replace “anything to the contrary in” and “above” in paragraphs 1 and 4 with “without prejudice to” (UNECE)
	n) OK. The goal is to harmonize the terminology throughout CEVNI. 

o) Status: OK, to be submitted to WP.3

	Article 6.04 
	During the last session, it was decided to delete class II. However, in the new proposed text, someone navigating on the canal needs to read all paragraphs of article 6.04 only to find out that only paragraph 1 applies to his or her situation. Belgium agrees with deleting Class II, but to make rules clear to all users (recreational or professional), Belgium proposes to use the same wording as in article 6.07, meaning one paragraph for “waterways for which “downstream” and “upstream” are defined”  and one paragraph on “waterways for which “downstream” and “upstream” are not defined” . (Belgium)

	p) a)Ok. This could be clarified by amending paragraph 1 to read

When two vessels are meeting and there may be a risk of collision, each vessel shall veer to starboard so as to pass on the port side of the other. This rule does not apply to small craft in relation to other vessels. This rule applies, in general, on the waterways for which “downstream” and “upstream” are not defined.
Note: as the Dutch delegation was not present during this discussion, they can submit additional comments on this proposal building on their experience.

Status: OK, in principle, to be submitted to WP.3, after approval by the Dutch delegation.

	Article 6.05 
	Belgium proposes to make two distinct paragraphs as in article 6.04 (one paragraph for “waterways for which “downstream” and “upstream” are defined”  and one paragraph on “waterways for which “downstream” and “upstream” are not defined”) (Belgium)
	q) See Article 6.04

	Article 6.32 
	Belgium proposes to make two distinct paragraphs as in article 6.04. (one paragraph for “waterways for which “downstream” and “upstream” are defined”  and one paragraph on “waterways for which “downstream” and “upstream” are not defined”) (Belgium)
	r) See Article 6.04

	Chapter 10
	s) Article 1. b) should be “waste resulting from the operation of the vessels”.
	t) OK. 

u) Status: OK, to be submitted to WP.3

	
	v) 
	w) 

	Annex 3
	x) a) Picture 49 and 50 should  be replaced by the correct images.

b) The Danube Commission proposes to include explications to the sketches in Annex 3, as it will be done in the new DFND. (annex 2)
	y) a) OK. UNECE to issue as corrigendum.

z) Status: OK, to be issued as corrigendum
aa) b) The explanatory text is not necessary, as everything is included in the text of the relevant articles.

Status: No amendment

	Annex 6 :  section B.2 and F.2 
	Belgium proposes to make two distinct paragraphs as in article 6.04. (one paragraph for “waterways for which “downstream” and “upstream” are defined”  and one paragraph on “waterways for which “downstream” and “upstream” are not defined”) (Belgium)
	See Article 6.04

	Chapter 7
	Chapter 7 often use the term « vessels and floating material » without mentioning pushed convoys and side-by-side formations (CCNR secretariat).
	Status: to be discussed at the next CEVNI meeting

	Chapter 10
	It is proposed to align the provisions of Chapter 10 with the CDNI Convention (CCNR secretariat).
	The CDNI convention represents the practice followed by several member States and Chapter 10 of CEVNI could represent the first step in harmonizing this practice at a wider level. 

Status: CCNR will present a concrete proposal on an amended CEVNI Chapter 10 to one of the next CEVNI meetings


Annex II: Proposal for Article 4.07 of CEVNI

Article 4.07 – Inland Automatic Identification System 

1. Vessels, except seagoing vessels, shall not use an automatic identification system (AIS) unless they possess an Inland AIS device in accordance with the International Standard for Tracking and Tracing on Inland Waterways (VTT) - Resolution No. 63 (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/176)
. The Inland AIS device must be certified by a certification body that is authorised by the respective country and must comply with the radiotelephone regulations. The device must be in a good working condition. Small craft using Inland AIS must, in addition, be equipped with a radiotelephone installation in proper working order for the ship-ship channel. 

2. Vessels are authorized to use AIS only if the parameters entered in the AIS device correspond at all times to the actual parameters of the vessel or convoy.

3. The competent authority may request that all vessels are equipped with Inland AIS devices. 
4. The following vessels are excluded from the requirement in accordance with paragraph 3:

a)
Vessels in convoys except the vessel that provides the main traction;


c)
ferry-boats not moving independently;


d)
Small craft.

5. The vessels referred to in paragraph 4 (a) shall deactivate any Inland AIS transponder that is on these vessels as long as they are part of the convoy. 

6. At least the following data in accordance with part 2 of the Standard for Tracking and Tracing on Inland Waterways (VTT) has to be transmitted when a vessel is under way in a section in accordance with paragraph 3:


a)
user identifier (Maritime Mobile Service Identity, MMSI);


b)
name of ship;


c)
type of vessel;


d)
Unique European vessel identification number (ENI);


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


f)
overall beam of the vessel respectively the convoy (decimetre accuracy);


g)
type of convoy (only for convoys);


h)
position (WGS 84);


i)
speed over ground SOG;


j)
course over ground COG;


k)
position accuracy (GNSS/DGNSS);


l)
time of electronic position fixing device;


m)
navigational status;


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

7. The boatmaster shall update the following data immediately, if it has changed:


a)
overall length,


b)
overall beam,


c)
type of convoy,


d)
navigational status,


e)
position of the GNSS antenna.

8. The requirement of paragraph 6 does not apply to stationary vessels


a)
within the area of marked berthing places or


b)
in harbours.

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

(*	Morning only.


** Afternoon only.


� It is recalled that the Working Party on Inland Water Transport (SC.3), at its fifty-third session, had decided to maintain its informal working group on CEVNI and renamed it as the “CEVNI expert group”, to be composed of the representatives of the River Commissions and interested Governments. It had charged the group with monitoring the implementation of the new CEVNI by Governments and River Commissions and examining future amendment proposals to it (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/183, para. 13).


� ECE/TRANS/SC.3/2010/5.


� This is possible if the text of the current Chapter 9 allows deviation from this provision. If not, an amendment proposal to Chapter 9 has to be submitted as well.


� The UNECE secretariat maintains the list of all changes with each revision of CEVNI. Moreover, the new amendments to CEVNI are approved, in principle, by the UNECE Working Party on Inland Water Transport (SC.3) but postponed until the next major revision of the code. These amendments can already be taken onboard of the national or regional legislation in parallel. However, this mechanism should be explicitly described in an official documentation.


� 


�  The text might be subject to the editorial corrections by the UNECE secretariat.





� Respectively Commission Regulation (EC) No 415/2007 concerning the technical specifications for vessel tracking and tracing systems referred to in Article 5 of Directive 2005/44/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council on harmonised river information services (RIS) on inland waterways in the Community or the Vessel Tracking and Tracing Standard for Inland Navigation of the Central Commission for Navigation on the Rhine
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