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ATTENDANCE

1. The Meeting of Experts on the European Provisions concerning the
International Carriage of Dangerous Goods by Inland Waterway held its
second session in Geneva from 19 to 22 January 1999, with M. K Ridder
(Germany) as Chairman and M. G Kafka (Austria) as Vice-Chairman
Representatives of the followi ng countries took part in its work: Austria;
Bel gi um Czech Republic; France; Germany; Italy; Netherlands; Portugal
Russi an Federation; Switzerland. The Conm ssion of the European Conmunities
was represented. The follow ng intergovernmental organizations were al so
represented: Central Commi ssion for the Navigation of the Rhine (CCNR) and
t he Danube Conmmission. In addition the follow ng non-governnmenta

organi zati ons were represented: European Chem cal |ndustry Council (CEFIC)
I nternational Association of Classification Societies (IACS); European
Petrol eum I ndustry Associ ati on ( EUROPI A) .

ADOPTI ON OF THE AGENDA

2. The Meeting of Experts adopted the agenda of its second session as
cont ai ned in document TRANS/ Wp. 15/ AC. 2/ 3.

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE EUROPEAN PROVI SI ONS CONCERNI NG THE | NTERNATI ONAL
CARRI ACE OF DANGEROUS GOCDS BY | NLAND WATERWAY ( ADN)

Docunment: TRANS/ WpP. 15/ AC. 2/2 (Report of the Meeting of Experts on its
first session)

3. Where questions still pending fromthe previ ous session were concerned,
the Meeting of Experts noted that marginal 91 403 of ADNR had been brought
into line with ADN (paragraph 12 of the report). The representative of

the Netherlands had al so been required to furnish a correct sketch of type C
i ndependent tank vessels (paragraph 15).

Docunent: TRANS/ WP. 15/ AC. 2/ 1999/ 1 (Russi an Federati on)

4, The representative of the Russian Federation submtted the proposals
contained in this docunent and stressed the need for ADN to contain provisions
whi ch woul d apply both to inland waterway vessels and to vessels which were

al so sea-going. It was pointed out that vessels carrying dry cargo according
to the relevant requirenents of the SOLAS and MARPOL Conventions could be used
in accordance with the requirenents of Annex B.1, Part 4 of ADN.

Marginal 110 211 (Hol ds)

5. It was decided to keep to the present provisions of ADN since the
proposed amendments woul d nmean i ntroduci ng requirements which would duplicate
the technical requirenents applicable to all inland navigation vessels (annex

to resolution No. 17 revised of the Working Party on Inland Water Transport of
the Econom ¢ Commi ssion for Europe's Inland Transport Conmittee).

6. According to marginal 10 001, in the case of vessels intended for the
transport of dangerous goods, the requirenents of ADN only suppl enmented those
of resolution No. 17 which were generally applicable to all vessels.



TRANS/ WP. 15/ AC. 2/ 4
page 4

Margi nal 101 232 (O 1 fuel tanks)

7. The representative of the Russian Federation proposed that fuel tanks
shoul d be so designed that there was no direct contact between the fuel and
the bottom of the vessel or side plating, in order to prevent pollution of the
water in the event of damage to the bottom or side plating.

8. The representative of CCNR said that this was not |ogical since direct
contact was pernmtted when the fuel was carried in a tank vessel as cargo.
This would anpbunt to calling in question the principle of transport in
single-hulled tank vessels and the repercussions of this proposal should be
consi der ed.

9. It was al so pointed out that this proposal would concern all vessels and
that it would therefore depend rather on the annex to resolution No. 17. It
was consequently decided to keep to the present text of ADN.

Margi nals 110 292/311 292 (Energency exit)

10. The introduction of 0.075 minstead of 0.10 mas the m ni nrum di stance
above the waterline in the event of damage was not adopt ed.

Marginals 110 294 (1)/311 294 (Stability (intact))

11. The proposed anendnent was adopted (see annex 1).

Marginals 110 295/311 215 (Stability (damaged condition))

12. It was decided to keep to the present text of ADN.

Marginal 120 294 (Stability (intact))

13. The amendment to this marginal, introducing a prohibition on the
carriage of unsecured containers, was not adopted, since the margi na
concerned the construction of vessels while requirenents for stowage were to
be found in marginal 10 414. |t was deci ded, however, to bring the French
text of marginal 120 294 (4) into line with the English text (see annex 1).

Marginals 3X1 210 (2) (Protection against the penetration of gases)

14. The representative of the Russian Federation said that, according to his
country's experience, there was no need to nmake provision for door sills if

t he superstructure was rai sed above deck-1evel and formed an open ventil ated
space above it.

15. The representative of the Netherlands said that, instead of the proposed
amendnent, it would be sufficient to replace “sills” by “the | owest sides of
t he openi ngs”.
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Marginals 3X1 211 (Hold spaces and cargo tanks)

16. The representative of the Russian Federation proposed that the permtted
maxi mum vol ume of a cargo tank should be increased from380 nf to 760 n? as was
the case for many tank vessels in his country.

17. The Chairman replied that it was possible for the Russian Federation to
provi de for exceptions to the ADN Regul ations for its Volga fleet in
particul ar, but that it was dangerous for the safety of navigation on the

Rhi ne and the Danube whi ch passed through nunerous built-up areas to permt
such | arge tanks.

18. The representative of CCNR recalled the historical reasons for the

choi ce of 380 n? which corresponded to the size of a barge in the 1940s. At
the tine it had been estimated on the basis of statistics and risk assessnent,
that the acceptable risk for a tank should not exceed that of a barge and this
had led to the maxi mum volume in question. Before agreeing to an increase in
t hat vol une, new studies and risk assessnents should be nade.

19. The representative of the Russian Federation said that he could withdraw
his proposal for liquefied gases but not for the other products.

20. He said that the best solution in ternms of safety would be to prescribe
doubl e bottonms but that it was inpossible to transformhis country's entire
fleet.

21. The Russi an Federation's proposal concerning the size of tanks was not
accepted. Wth regard to the rest of the proposal concerning these marginals,
the Meeting of Experts considered that it required prior discussion in the
Wor ki ng Party on Inland Water Transport which was the author of

resolution No. 17 revised.

Mar gi nal 311 232 (Fuel tanks)

22. The amendment to this margi nal was not accepted for the sane reasons as
were put forward for marginal 110 232 (1).

Marginals 321 214 (2) and (3)/331 214 (Stability (intact))

23. Thi s proposal was not adopted.

Marginals 321 220 (2)/331 220 (2) (Arrangenent of cofferdans)

24, The representative of the Russian Federation proposed that it should be
perm ssible to fill the cofferdanms with an inert gas, as an alternative to
filling with water, for protection against fire.

25. The representative of the Netherlands pointed out that inert gases did

make it possible to prevent the formation of explosive atnospheres, but that
this would not be sufficient protection to prevent the propagation of heat in
the event of fire in the engine room unlike filling wiwth water. The proposa
was not adopt ed.
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26. The proposal not to repeat in Chapters 1, 2 and 3 of Annex B.2, Part 3
the marginals conmon to the three chapters was not adopted since each chapter
concerned a specific type of vessel and must therefore constitute a whole for
t he reader.

Docunent: TRANS/ WP. 15/ AC. 2/ 1999/ 4 (Secretari at)

27. Several del egations comented that they had only received this document
at a very late date and had not had tine to study it in detail. Since it was
an established principle that the standard of safety of ADN was to be in line
with that of ADNR, the Meeting of Experts decided to adopt these proposals to
bring ADN into |ine with ADNR, subject to checking of concordance.

28. Del egations were invited to transmt any comrents, particularly of a
drafting nature, by 29 January, so that the anendnents proposed in this
docunent could be annexed to the report.

29. The secretariat was further invited to add anendnents to Annex B. 2,
Appendi x 4 to the document.

30. The secretariat was invited to issue replacenent pages, if possible. It
woul d endeavour to submit a consolidated version of the ADN requirenents as
amended at the current session and the previous session to the Meeting of
Experts at its next session. The final revised consolidated version would
then be prepared for the diplomatic Conference on the adoption of the draft
ADN and subsequently published.

Documents TRANS/ WP. 15/ 151 and TRANS/ WP. 15/ 153, annex 2

31. The Meeting of Experts took note of the new anendments to ADR which came
into force on 1 January 1999 but considered that they did not affect ADN.

RESTRUCTURI NG OF ADN
Document : TRANS/ WP. 15/ AC. 2/ 1998/ 3

32. A nmenber of the secretariat reported to the Meeting of Experts on
progress in the work on the restructuring of Rl D/ ADR

33. He said that for ADN there woul d be adaptations to be made, at |east in
Annex B. 1, since the use of item nunbers for the classification of substances
woul d be abandoned and repl aced by a new system

34. The representative of Germany announced that he was working on a draft
restructuring of ADN, follow ng that of RIDADR, which would be submtted to
the Meeting of Experts at its next session
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COOPERATI ON W TH THE AD HOC WORKI NG GROUP FOR THE ELABORATI ON OF A DRAFT
EUROPEAN AGREEMENT CONCERNI NG THE | NTERNATI ONAL CARRI AGE OF DANGEROUS GOODS BY
| NLAND WATERWAY ( ADN)

Document : TRANS/ WP. 15/ AC. 2/ 1999/ 2

35. At the request of the Ad Hoc Working Goup (AC.6), the Meeting of
Experts consi dered and adopted unchanged the form for applications for specia
aut horizations under article 7, paragraph 2 of the Agreenent, and the criteria
for the classification of substances for carriage in tank vessels (see

TRANS/ WP. 15/ AC. 2/ 1999/ 2) .

Docunments: TRANS/ WP. 15/ 148
TRANS/ WP. 15/ AC. 2/ 2, annex 2
TRANS/ WP. 15/ AC. 6/ 16, -/Add.1 and -/Add. 2

36. Under the chairmanship of M. G Kafka (Vice-Chairman of the Meeting),
who had prepared a core docunment (INF.2) for discussion, the Meeting of
Experts considered the requirenents of ADN in order to adapt themto the needs
of an agreement. The amendnents proposed by the Meeting are reproduced in
annex 2.

Margi nal 10 001 (Applicability of other requl ations)

37. The Meeting agreed to anmend paragraph (1) of this marginal in order to
refer generally to applicable local, regional or international requirenents
which woul d apply to all vessels in accordance with article 9 of the Agreenent
(see annex 2).

Margi nal 10 014 (Definitions)

Requl ati ons

38. It was suggested that the definition of the acronym ADN shoul d be
deleted fromthis marginal since it was the acronymfor the Agreement itself.

M scel | aneous

Conpetent _authority

39. Since this was a very inmportant concept, the Meeting of Experts proposed
that it should be repeated, as it appeared in marginal 6000 (1), and should
appear in article 3 of the draft Agreement and in marginals 10 014

and 210 014.

40. The Chairman said that it would be necessary to cone back to this
definition in the light of the restructuring of RID/ADR where in the text for
the definition of “conpetent authority” the word “authority” would be repl aced
by “body” (French “organisme”) in order better to reflect the idea of a body
designated by national |law, wthout inposing restrictions linked to the notion
of “authority” which in the national |aw of sone States had a very narrow
scope.
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Classification society (recognized)

41. The phrase “in accordance with Annex 2, Chapter 4” should be added to
the present definition (this also concerned marginal 210 014).

| nspection body

42. The representative of Bel gi um proposed that a definition of “inspection
body” shoul d be included in marginal 10 014.

43. The Chairman invited himto subnmt a proposal in that regard.

Margi nal 10 240 (Fire-extinquishing arrangenents)

44, It was decided to refer to the regulations nmentioned in article 9 of
the draft Agreement instead of the “Recommendations on Techni cal Requirenents
for Inl and Navigation Vessels” referred to in the first paragraph of

mar gi nal 10 240.

45, The representative of Switzerland said that fixed fire-extinguishing
systems in engine roons were prescribed in marginal 110 240 (2) but that there
were no technical requirenments on the subject; in the regulations concerning
the Rhine, these requirenents were to be found in the Rhine Vessel |nspection
Regul ati ons. He therefore proposed that the rel evant requirenents appearing
in those Regul ati ons shoul d be included in ADN.

46. The Meeting noted the inportance of these fixed fire-extinguishing
systems in engine roonms fromthe point of view of safety, and agreed that at
the least a requirenent in keeping with the regulations referred to in
article 9 should be added to the requirement contained in

mar gi nal 110 240 (2).

47. Qpi nions differed, however, as to the need to include the technica

requi renents in question in the actual text of ADN. It mght be preferable to
propose themto the SC 3/W,.3 Working Party to add to the annex to

Regul ation No. 17. In any case, a witten proposal would be required.

48. The representative of the Netherlands said in this context that

Annex B. 1, Appendix 3, concerning the stability of vessels carrying

contai ners, should be deleted since the requirenments in question had been
included in Regulation No. 17. Marginals 110 294 and 120 294 shoul d therefore
al so be anended in order to refer to the regulations nentioned in article 9.

Margi nal 10 282 (Certificate of approval)

49. The Meeting agreed that paragraph (3) should be anmended to include a
reference to Annex 2 of the Agreenent and that paragraphs (5) to (8), which
duplicated the requirenents in Annex 2, should be del eted.

50. A nmenber of the secretariat, supported by the representative of CCNR
said that it would not be advisable to distribute the provisions regarding
approval of vessels between Annex 1 and Annex 2, and that it would probably be
preferable to group themall together, i.e. in Annex 2.
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51. Sone del egations, however, felt that certain provisions of primary
interest for vessel owners should be kept in Annex 1. Opinions were divided,
as all the provisions of Annex 2 would be of primary interest to a vesse
owner. It was neverthel ess decided that certain provisions would be kept in
mar gi nal 10 282 (see Annex 2); the AC. 6 Wrking Goup would be asked to take a
deci sion on the question of whether those provisions should al so appear in
Annex 2, in order to provide a conplete Annex with regard to approval of
vessel s.

52. It was, in particular, decided to retain paragraph (4) of
margi nal 10 282 in its entirety, in order not to have to amend certificate
of approval nmodel 1 in Appendix B, which referred to marginal 10 282 (4).

53. Some anmendnments were suggested to Annex 2, Chapter 1,

paragraphs 1.1.1 (1) and 1.9 (4), concerning the maxi mum peri od of
validity of certificates of approval (5 years), as provided for in Annex 1
(see Annex 2). Simlarly, paragraph (9) of marginal 10 282 nmi ght be
reproduced in Annex 2.

Marginal 10 283 (Tenporary certificate of approval)

54, It was agreed not to amend this marginal. |In the English version of
Annex 2, paragraph 1.1.2, the term “tenporary” should be replaced by
“provisional”.

Marginal 10 381 (1) (e)

55. The question arose of whether to require that a copy of the entire ADN
shoul d be kept on board, or only, as at present, only those parts affecting a
given type of transport operation (Annexes A and B.1 for dry cargo, A and B.2
for tank vessels). Opinions were divided, but on the whole nost del egations
preferred to keep the current situation, while acknow edging that the texts of
the Agreement itself, Annex 2, and nore probably Annexes 3 and 4 would al so be
useful on board.

56. Del egati ons were asked to think about the question and

subparagraph 1 (e) was provisionally amended to include the text of the
Agreenent, Annex 1 (Annexes A and B.1 in marginal 10 381 and A and B.2 in
mar gi nal 210 381) and Annexes 2 to 4 (see Annex 2).

Mar gi nal 10 500 (Marki ng)

57. The Meeting decided to retain the reference to Chapter 3 of CEVNI with
regard to the marking of vessels, as marking requirements were included in
this margi nal and CEVNI contained the statutory technical specifications
concerning lights and cones for marking. |In the interests of harnonizing
technical requirenments, therefore, it would not be appropriate to refer to
regul ations provided for in article 9 of the Agreement, which m ght contain
di fferent specifications.
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Margi nal 10 501 (Mbde of navigation)

58. It was decided to delete the word “local” before the word “authorities”,
as the designation of a conpetent authority in a particular area covered by
ADN was wi thin the purview of national |aw, for which reason it was for the
official adm nistrative texts to designate the conpetence of a given

i ndi vi dual or body concerning the application of the various provisions

of ADN.

Marginals 10 501, 10 504 (4) and 10 508

59. Several del egations suggested that those margi nals shoul d be del eted
because the restrictions mentioned in themor the provisions with regard to
notifications were covered in other navigation regul ations.

60. A nmenber of the secretariat pointed out that, in view of article 6 of
the draft Agreenment (State |law) and experience with ADR, it would be advisable
to maintain in the Annexes to ADN all provisions concerning safety of
transport of dangerous goods, or to indicate all cases where, for specific
safety reasons, States mght unilaterally inpose nmore restrictive nmeasures
than those stipulated in the Agreenment (see marginal 10 599 of ADR), in order
to avoid future di sagreenents between States over questions relating to
facilitation of transport and the elimnation of international trade barriers.

61. The Meeting decided to retain those texts, even if they did duplicate
the requirements contained in other regulations. However, the provisions
contained in marginal 10 508 could be sinplified, and include only provisions
specifically relating to the transport of dangerous goods in the context of
the notification obligations laid down in other regulations.

Marginals 110 294 (2) and 120 294 (2) and Annex B.1, Appendi x 3

62. The Meeting agreed that Annex B.1, Appendix 3 could be deleted, as the
provi si ons governing stability of container vessels were covered in the
regul ations referred to in article 9 and as the provisions in question had
been included in the Annex to Reconmendation No. 17. Marginals 110 294 (2)
and 120 294 (2) should be adapted accordingly (see Annex 2).

Annex B.1, Appendix 4

63. The representative of France felt that there was a contradi ction between
mar gi nal 10 315 and Annex B.1, Appendix 4, in that marginal 10 315 stipul ated
that the conpetent authority nust approve the training, whereas Annex B.1,
Appendi x 4 provided detail ed neasures for training programmes, which tied the
conpetent authority’s hands conpletely. He therefore suggested that this
Appendi x shoul d be del et ed.

64. The Chairman referred to the European Commi ssion’s desire to harnonize
t he provisions governing training at the European Union |evel, for both road
and inland waterway transport, in order to guarantee bal anced trade
conpetition conditions.
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65. The representative of France was invited to raise the question with
the AC. 6 Worki ng G oup.
Mar gi nal s of Annex B.2
66. The secretariat was asked to make the sane amendnents to the marginals

of Annex B.2 as to the corresponding marginals of Annex B.1 (see Annex 2).

Annexes 3 and 4 of the draft Agreenent: Transitional provisions

Document : TRANS/ WP. 15/ AC. 2/ 1999/ 3

67. At the request of the AC. 6 Working G oup, the Meeting of Experts
di scussed the technical aspects of the transitional provisions.

68. It was agreed to del ete paragraph 3 (a) of the general transitiona
provi sions of Annex 3 and also to delete transitional provisions expiring
in 1997 or 1998 which were no |longer relevant (see Annex 3).

69. The representative of Switzerland proposed that all transitiona
provisions for which the date of renewal for the certificate of approval was
approachi ng shoul d be del eted since all vessels using the Rhine would be
brought into conpliance before the Agreenent entered into force by neans of
t hese provisions which currently appeared in ADNR

70. The representative of Belgiumreplied that it would first of all be
necessary to consi der how these provisions would be applied in the context of
Annex 3, i.e. provisions which referred to all vessels whatever the river
basi n concer ned.

71. The representative of IACS said that he would like it to be clarified
what transitional provisions would apply to vessels in construction when the
Agreenent cane into force

72. The Meeting of Experts invited the secretariat to divide the table of
transitional provisions into two parts - provisions for vessels carrying dry
cargo and provisions for tank vessels.

73. It also invited del egations to submit any proposals to anend these
Annexes in writing.

74. The representative of the Russian Federation stated that his country
gave great inportance to the Annexes on transitional provisions since there
were many questions of a technical nature to raise which required nore work.

75. The Chairman rem nded the Meeting that Annex 4 had been planned
specifically for the vessels of countries which did not border the Rhine and
that he had on numerous occasions, particularly in the Danube Conm ssion

urged those countries - wi thout nuch success - to submt proposals for Annex 4
on the basis of the state of their current fleet. He therefore invited the
representative of the Russian Federation to prepare any proposals he deened
necessary as rapidly as possible so that they could be studied before the

di pl omati c Conference considered the draft Agreenent.
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Annex 2., Chapter 2

76. The Meeting noted that when article 7 of the draft Agreenent was drafted
arrangenents had been nmade for correspondi ng provisions, giving the
Contracting Parties the possibility of concluding bilateral or multilatera
agreements of limted duration anong thenselves, to appear in Annexes A B.1
and B.2 of Annex 1, on the nodel of marginals 2002 and 10 602 of ADR  This
possibility also existed in RID and was accepted in the |egal framework of the
Eur opean Union. It was stressed that these special agreements, which were
derogations fromthe provisions of ADN, would be valid only on the territory
of Contracting Parties which were signatories to them |In the case of RID
and ADR, this possibility was generally used to expedite the inplenentation of
provi si ons adopted by the United Nations Commttee of Experts on the Transport
of Dangerous Goods, Wbrking Party WP.15 or the RID)ADR Joint Meeting, before
they came into force officially in RID and ADR

77. The Meeting al so noted that Annex 2 of the draft Agreement contained a
Chapter 2 for equival ences and derogati ons of another type, since it was a
guestion of accepting provisions other than those of ADN but considered to be
equi valent fromthe safety point of view, and of granting derogations for
trial purposes. Such equival ences and derogations could only be granted if
the Adm nistrative Comrittee gave a favourable opinion but they were then
valid on the inland waterways of all Contracting Parties.

78. The Chairman poi nted out that these derogations or equival ences for
speci al cases woul d perhaps not be as readily acceptable to the

Eur opean Conmi ssion as those granted under bilateral or multilatera
agreenents, because of the risk of distorting the rules of fair conpetition

79. The Meeting suggested that article 7 could be amended by adding a

par agr aph on the subject of derogations and equival ences of this type and that
all provisions concerning derogations or equival ences (including bilateral and
mul til ateral agreenments) should be grouped in Annex 2, Chapter 2.

80. The secretariat was invited to submt proposals in this regard to
the AC.6 Working Group and to base them on specific exanples.

PROGRAMVE OF WORK AND CALENDAR OF MEETI NGS

81. The Meeting of Experts noted that its next session would take place
from 17 to 21 January 2000. It would consider

- proposal s for bringing the provisions of ADNinto Iline with ADNR
- various proposals for anendnents;

- the text of Annex 1 of the draft ADN Agreenent, as prepared by the
secretari at;

- proposal s for the restructuring of ADN, which would be submtted
by Ger many.
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ANY OTHER BUSI NESS

Tribute to M. J. DShrn (Germany)

82. The Meeting noted that M. J. DOhrn, who had been participating in the
wor k on ADN since 1986, was retiring and would no | onger take part in the
sessions of the Meeting of Experts. The Meeting addressed its best w shes to
himfor a |ong, happy and successful retirenent.

Tribute to M. M Danen (Netherl ands)

83. The Meeting also noted that M. M Danen, who had taken a particularly
active role in the preparation of the draft ADN, had just been appointed to
new duties and could no | onger take part in the work of the Meeting of Experts
nor that of the AC.6 Working Group. It wished himevery success in his new
duties.

ADOPTI ON OF THE REPORT
84. The Meeting of Experts adopted paragraphs 1 to 48 of the report; the

texts not available in all |anguages for the reading of the report were
adopted by correspondence.
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Annex 1

Anendnents to the European Provisions concerning the International Carriage of
Danger ous Goods by I nl and Wat er way ( ADN)

1. Anendnent s based on docunent TRANS/ WP. 15/ AC. 2/1999/1
110 294 (1) }
311 213 Read:

“Intact stability requirenments, including those established on the basis
of the damage stability calculation, shall be fully observed”

120 294 French text, end, add:
“Cette disposition ne s’ applique que si tous |les conteneurs sont fixés
conformément a la pratique maritinme nornmale et si |e docunent
correspondant, confirmant |la stabilité, a été agréé par |’'autorité
conpétente.”

3X1 210 (2) Replace “the sills” by “the | owest sides of the openings”.

2. Anendnents on the basis of document TRANS/ WP. 15/ AC. 2/1999/4

Docurent TRANS/ WP. 15/ AC. 2/ 1999/ 4 was adopted in its entirety with the
foll ow ng amendment:

10 500 (1) In the table, in the first entry for Cass 3, in the item nunber
colum, add: “6° et 7° (b)”.
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Annex 2

Anendnents to adapt the provisions of ADN to the needs of an Agreenent

Docunment TRANS/ WP. 15/ AC. 2/ 1999/ 2

The texts for the formfor applications for special authorizations and
the criteria to be applied for issuing such authorizations were adopted
unchanged.

10 001 Anend to read

(1) In accordance with article 9 of the Agreement, transport operations
shall remain subject to | ocal, regional or international provisions applicable
in general to the carriage of goods by inland waterway.

(2) VWere provisions of Parts I, Il or IV conflict with provisions of

Part | or with the provisions referred to in paragraph (1) above, the
provi sions of Part | or those referred to in paragraph (1) above shall not

apply.

The provisions of marginal 10 011, however, shall take precedence over those
of Parts Il, Il and IV.

(3) Unchanged.
10 014 Delete the definition of the acronym “ADN’

Insert the definition of “conpetent authority” as it appears in
mar gi nal 6000 (1);

Add to the present definition of “Classification society (recognized)”:
“in accordance with Annex 2, Chapter 47.

10 240 Read:
“Each vessel shall be equipped, in addition to the fire-extinguishing
appl i ances prescribed in marginal 10 001 (1), with at |east two
extingui shers ...” (rest unchanged).
10 282 (3) Anmend to read:
“The certificate of approval shall be issued in accordance with the
requi renents and procedures set out in Annex 2. It shall conformto

nmodel No. 1 of Appendix 1 to this Annex”.

(Delete the | ast sentence).
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210 282 (3) Anend to read:
“The certificate of approval shall be issued in accordance with the
requi renents and procedures set out in Annex 2. It shall conformto
nodel No. 1 of Appendix 1 to this Annex”.
(Last sentence, delete).

210 329 Replace “Recomendations ... Vessels”

and “paragraph 15.9.4 ... Vessels” by “requirenments set out in
mar gi nal 10 001 (1)”.

210 381 (1) (e) Read:

“(e) A copy of ADNwith its Annex 1 (at |east Annex A and Annex B.2)
and Annexes 2, 3 and 4”.

3X1 250 (1) Replace “Reconmendations ... Vessels” by:
“requirements set out in marginal 10 001 (1)”.
10 282 (4): End, add: “(see also Annex 2, Chapter 1, paragraph 1.10)".
10 282 (5), (6), (7) and (8): Delete.
10 381 (1)(e) Read:

“(e) a copy of ADN with its Annex 1 (at |east Annex A and Annex Bl) and
Annexes 2, 3 and 4".

10 501 and 10 504, Delete “local” after “conpetent” (delete systematically in
all marginals where “local” occurs after “conpetent”).

110 294 (2) and 120 294 (2) Anend to read:
“For the carriage of containers, proof of sufficient stability shal
al so be furnished in accordance with the provisions of the regul ations
referred to in marginal 10 001 (1)”.
Annex B. 1, Appendix 3: Delete and renunber Appendix 4 accordingly.
Annex B. 2
210 001 Amend to read:
(1) In accordance with article 9 of the Agreement, transport operations
shall remain subject to | ocal, regional or international provisions applicable
in general to the carriage of goods by inland waterway.
(2) VWhere provisions of Parts Il or Il conflict with provisions of Part |

or with the provisions referred to in paragraph (1) above, the provisions of
Part | or those referred to in paragraph (1) above shall not apply.
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The provisions of marginals 210 003 to 210 121, however, shall take precedence
over those of Parts Il and I11.

(3) Unchanged.
210 014 Delete the definition of the acronym * ADN’

Insert the definition of “conpetent authority” as it appears in
mar gi nal 6000 (1);

Add to the present definition of “recogni zed classification society”:
“in accordance with Annex 2, Chapter 47.

210 240 Read:
“Each vessel shall be equipped, in addition to the fire-extinguishing
appl i ance prescribed in marginal 210 001 (1), with at |least two
extinguishers ...” (rest unchanged).

210 501 and 210 504

Delete “local” after “conpetent” (delete systematically in all marginals
where “local” occurs after “conpetent”.
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Annex 3

Proposed anmendenents to be subnmitted to the Ad Hoc Working Group AC. 6

Proposed amendnents to docunent TRANS/ WP. 15/ AC. 2/1999/3

Page 2: Paragraph 3 (a), delete.
Table: Delete the transitional provisions which expire in 1997 and 1998.

Proposed amendnents suggested for docunent TRANS/ AC. 6/ 16/ Add. 2

Paragraph 1.1.1: Add: “The certificate of approval shall be valid for not
| ess than five years”

Paragraph 1.9 (4): Last sentence, anend to read:

“The validity period, which shall not exceed five years, shall be
entered in the certificate of approval”

Proposed anmendnent to the draft Agreenment, article 3 (see TRANS/ AC. 6/16/ Add. 1)

Add the follow ng definitions:

(f) “recogni zed cl assification society” means a classification society
recogni zed by the conpetent authorities in accordance with Annex 2,
Chapter 4.

(9) “competent authority” means the authority designated or recognized
as such in each State and in each specific case in connection with the
provi sions of this Agreenent.

(h) “inspection body” neans a body nom nated or recogni zed by the
State administration for the purpose of inspecting inland navigation
vessels in accordance with the procedures |aid down in Annex 2,
Chapter 1.



