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1.
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).

2.
The decisions indicated below were taken by the CEVNI expert group at its tenth meeting on 17 June 2010 back to back with the thirty-seventh session of the Working Party on the Standardization of Technical and Safety Requirements in Inland Navigation (SC.3/WP.3).

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


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

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


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


(b)
To forward the amendment proposals submitted by the Danube Commission and presented in Section IV of ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/15 to the CEVNI expert group, taking into account the preliminary discussions of these proposals by the Working Party (ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/74, para. 13);


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

5.
The CEVNI expert group agreed to discuss the comparison between SIGNI and CEVNI at its next meeting, scheduled on 15 October 2010. The group dedicated its meeting on 17 June 2010 on the amendment proposals submitted by the Danube Commission in document ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/15.


II. 
Future amendments to CEVNI

6.
The CEVNI expert group examined the DC proposals presented in section IV of ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/15 and issued the following recommendations to the Working Party on the Standardization of Technical and Safety Requirements in Inland Navigation:

(a)
Not to adopt the proposal, presented in paragraphs 8–10,
 given the earlier decision of SC.3/WP.3 not to include in the text of CEVNI references to specific EN standards;


(b)
Add a definition of “peal of a bell”, as proposed in paragraph 11, with the following modification: “The term “peal of a bell” means two peals strokes of a bell.” The definition should be included as a new number 7 of article 1.01 c) and in annex 6 at the end of Section III;


(c)
Taking into account the proposal in paragraph 12 and the relevant provision of the Police Regulations for the Navigation of the Rhine, supplement paragraph 4 of Article 1.08, with the following sentence: “For children up to a weight of 30 kg or to an age of 6 years only individual rigid live-saving device is allowed”;


(d)
As proposed in paragraph 13, in paragraph 1 (b) of Article 1.10 in the French text, replace (seulement pour les bateaux destinés au transport de marchandises) by, le cas échéant;


(e)
Not to add the reference to the guide concerning the radiotelephone service on Inland Waterways, Common part and Regional part Danube in Article 1.11, as proposed in paragraph 14, as this is a regional requirement. The reference to the handbook is already included in paragraph 6 of Article 9.02 in Chapter 9;


(f)
Not to add to paragraph 4 of Article 1.12 the sentence, proposed in paragraph 15, as in the previous discussions of the CEVNI expert group, it had been agreed that such an obligation would put too much of a burden on a boatmaster;


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


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


(i)
Not to add an additional sentence to paragraph 3 of Article 2.01, as proposed in paragraph 17, as nothing in CEVNI prohibits additional inscriptions on the vessel;


(j)
As proposed in paragraph 18, supplement paragraph 3 (c) of Article 3.01 with if not prescribed otherwise;


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


(l)
Not to supplement paragraph 1 (c) (ii) of Article 3.10 with the sentence, proposed in paragraph 20, as it is important to ensure that helmsman see the stern lights and the dazzling is not an issue in practice;


(m)
Not to supplement Article 3.11 with an additional paragraph 5, as proposed in paragraph 21, as this situation is very rare in practice;


(n)
As proposed in paragraph 22, supplement paragraph 3 of Article 3.12 with by night: the lights according to paragraph 1 and one masthead light instead of the lights according to paragraph 2;


(o)
Not to supplement paragraph 4 of Article 3.20 with the additional subparagraph (d), as proposed in paragraph 23, as paragraph 4 of the article deals sufficiently with the issue of small craft;


(p)
Not to add the reference to the RAINWATT agreement in Article 4.05, as proposed in paragraph 24, as this is a regional requirement. The reference to the agreement is already included in paragraph 1 of Article 9.05 in Chapter 9;


(q)
As proposed in paragraph 25, in paragraph 2 of Article 6.03 replace visual signs by visual or sound signals;


(r)
Not to supplement Article 6.07 with an additional paragraph 3, as proposed in paragraph 26, as paragraphs 1 (d) (ii) and (iii) of the article are also applicable to small craft;


(s)
Taking into account the proposal in paragraph 28 and the definition of “convoy” in Article 1.01, in paragraph 5 of Article 6.21 replace side-by-side formation by convoy (two times);


(t)
Not to replace paragraph 2 of Article 7.08 by the text proposed in paragraph 29 but consider amending the last sentence of paragraph 2 of the article as follows: “However, the competent authorities may exempt vessels berthed in harbour basins or births were constant supervision is guaranteed from this requirement”.

	�	All references in items (a) to (t) refer to the paragraphs of ECE/TRANS/SC.3/WP.3/2010/15.





