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1. Welcome and introduction of the new members. 
2. Meeting report of the RIS Committee of the European Union (by Mrs. Astrid Schlewing, EC)

An overview on the progress and developments of the RIS-Committee and applicable European projects will be given.
3. Minutes previous meeting, including the action points of the previous meeting.
4. European Developments.

· IRIS Europe II: Activities related to the ERI-expert group (Mr. Sattler "on behalf of the coordinator of IRIS Europe II”) 
· PLATINA-project (Mr. Willems, Mr. Baeck and Mrs. Schmorak)
· Proposed Terms of Reference for RIS Expert Groups
· Status of European Hull Database, incl. implications for ERI Expert Group 
· Status of European Reference Data Management, possible fusion of the RIS Index with the ERI Index 
· Status of RIS Community Portal.
· Reflections of the RIS-CCR meetings (Mr. van Splunder)
5. Ongoing implementation Electronic Reporting: progress reports of participants (all).

· The representatives will give a status overview of the implementation and the best practice in the several countries involved.

· Roadmap of BICS and ERI-net (Mr. Oudenes) (Change requests resulting from operational use and developments, such as ERINOT 1.2 message, first reporting points etc)

6. Sub-working group Single Sign On. 
· Status report and roadmap (Mr. Torfs)

7. Sub-working group new developments, standardization and maintenance of messages.
· Status report (Mr. de Lijster)


· Previous meetings 

· Update document regarding ERI Guide Messages & Codes containing proposed, corrections and amendments (ERI Document nr. 2009001)

· Standardisation Note regarding CNI/GID usage (ERI Document nr. 2009002)

· Function and use of the ERI messages (ERI Document nr. 2009003)

· ERI Change Request 8 regarding ERINOT 1.2 XSD

· Harmonization XSD versus ERI Message Implementation Guidelines (JWG Protect and ERI)

· Relation between commercial messages and electronic reporting

· Letter of the branch organisations (Mr. Verhaag/Mr. Nefkens )

· The need for an awareness paper (Mr. De Lijster)  
· Change requests UN/ECE REC 28

· ERI Change Request 9, addition to UN/ECE REC 28, provided by the Tracking and Tracing Expert group (Mr. De Lijster)

· ERI Change Request 10, Alignment of vessel types in UN Recommendation 28 (basis for ERI vessel and convoy types) with the vessel types according to Directive 2006/87/EC and Rhine Inspection Rules.(Mr. Sattler)

· Technical approach of ERI vessel & convoy types (Mr. Plasil)

8.  Any Other Business
3.  Minutes

1. Welcome and introduction of the new members. 
The vice chair, Mr. Torfs opened the meeting of the ERI expert group. He announced that Mr. van Splunder could not participate due to illness. The representative of the branch organisations announced that Mr. van de Laar could not participate due to illness. 

Mr. Torfs proposed to start the meeting with a small introduction of the participants due to the fact that there are some ‘new’ faces.

2. Meeting report of the RIS Committee of the European Union (by Mrs. Astrid Schlewing, EC)
Mrs Schlewing gave an overview on the progress and developments of the RIS-Committee and applicable European projects. No meeting of the RIS committee has taken place in the last one-year and a half, It is the intention that one meeting will be held this year late November or early December after the meetings of the RIS expert groups. The publication of the technical annex regarding electronic reporting is foreseen before summer holidays The elections of the new EP may delay the formalisation of the standards, consequently the  publication is not expected before end of the year. The work is almost finalised however the publication of the IECDIS technical annex has some more delays and is now expected during autumn. The amendments regarding NtS and T&T are ongoing but due to the elections the finalisation has been delayed. Transposition is now expected late autumn.     

A number of research projects were highlighted and the links with ERI were emphasized.
The PLATINA project of the NAIADES program will be presented by Mr Willems, Mrs Schmorak and Mr Bäck.

The kick off of meeting of the RISING project has taken place in the beginning of this year (2009) it was reported that the website will be available soon. One of the objectives is the utilisation of the RIS services and information for logistic purposes.

Under the TEN-T programme some more projects will be supported such as IRIS II and five other projects related to implementation of RIS services in Flanders, the Netherlands and Germany. It is important that the co-ordination also with the various expert groups will be arranged, maintained and intensified, this will need some co-ordination by the European Commission.    

In July an e-Freight workshop will take place on the initiative of the European Commission. In this workshop all developments with respect to harmonisation and standardisation about the exchange of information, within the framework of transport, will be discussed. This will be done in order to gather opinions and to elaborate on a roadmap to support the political agenda for the upcoming years.  Some members of the RIS expert groups will be invited to participate to represent the view of these expert groups. 

The annual ITS conference to be held in Stockholm in September is considered relevant to this subject. 

3. Minutes previous meeting, including the action points of the previous meeting.
The representative of Germany made the following observations regarding the Minutes of the 25th ERI meeting.

Page 7: In Germany they started with the implementation of ERINOT 1.2 on the Mosel in cooperation with France. (For more information see previous meeting point)

This should be changed into 

“Germany will start with the implementation of ERINOT 1.2 on the Mosel in cooperation with France. (For more information see previous meeting point)”

Page 11: …….consignment for each container. It was reported that these differences would be tackled as soon as MIB II system is implemented which could be in the course of 2011.

This should be changed into 

The last line ‘It was reported that these differences would be tackled as soon as MIB II system has been implemented’. 

Page 16: AND® should be ADNR
Action point of the previous meeting

· Regarding agenda point 4:

Action point:  Mr. Torfs, to invite the task force group of IRIS to visit the pilot in Flanders and see what is going on the Albert canal regarding Lock Planning and Data Exchange.

This will be done during the next Single Sign On meeting.   
Status: Open

Action point:  for all to stimulate the different fairway authorities to research how cargo information can be shared (with customs) with all involved. Status: Ongoing action
-Regarding agenda point 6: 

Action point: to Mr. Oudenes to compose a working group. The participants of the working group are: Mr. Smets, Mr. Birklhuber, and Mr. Oudenes. Mr. Polschinski. This action point has been discussed during a CCNR – RIS/G meeting, during this meeting it was determined that these problems would be solved after the publication of the ERINOT 1.2 technical annex

Status: Closed

Action point: to Mr. Polschinski to ask permission. 

Status: Closed 

· Regarding agenda point 7:

Action point: to Mrs. Schlewing to investigate the status of the document and the possibilities of the multi modal transport. The goal is to do recommendations on the level of harmonisations and she proposes to find out what are the background and the aim of the mission, before a discussion will start. 

Status: Closed

Action point: to Mr. Sattler to send the Single Transport Document information to all members. This action will be repeated as not all members had received the document and it was not entirely clear which document was meant.

- Regarding agenda point 9:

Action point: to Mr. de Lijster to ensure that all countries were in agreement. 
Status: Closed

-Regarding Agenda point 10: 

Action point: to Mr. Torfs to continue the empirical validation of the approaches and parallel an inventory of the needs and requirements and investigate the legal consequences of the sub-working group SSO.

SSO is part of IRIS II, a lot of this work will be done under umbrella of IRIS II/ First meeting after de first tests, will be held somewhere around September 2009, in parallel to a  presentation about the logistics platform. 
4. European Developments

IRIS Europe II: Activities related to the ERI-expert group (Mr. Sattler "on behalf of the coordinator of IRIS Europe II”) 

An interesting presentation regarding the links with the work of the ERI expert group was given by Mr Sattler on behalf of the co-ordinator of IRIS Europe II.   

This presentation will be made available on the website of ERI.

A similar presentation has also been given to the other RIS Expert groups.

In the presentation it was mentioned that “Via Donau” has been assigned to perform the task of co-ordinator for this project by the Commission.

This project is mainly focussed on the involvement of the respective departments of transport; the influence of the industry as such is minimal. A difference has been made between the participating member states and co-operating countries.

Within the IRIS-II project more emphasis will be placed on the logistics side of the RIS services. The IRIS II project is considered an implementation project and will run from January 2009 to December 2011. It is based on the results and experience of IRIS I. It is the intention that during the various pilots, systems will be developed and trials will be held and that the respective services will be evaluated.

In a reaction the Chair of Tracking and Tracing indicated that a lot of overlapping activities exist between IRIS II and the RIS Expert groups. The only communication existing at present is that the expert groups are being informed about the progress and results. A suggestion was made that a common platform should be available where some of the developments could be done in a co-ordinated way

Mr. Sattler indicated that for traffic information services the solution is simple as this Sub-Activity is under the chairmanship of Austria who will take care that this work is done together with the experts in a co-ordinated way.

A statement was made that one person could not always warrant a good common result; the proposal should be to come to a combined working group. In a reply it was mentioned that this would only be possible whenever IRIS II was invited by the expert groups or other organisations including the subgroups of the ERI expert group. 

The representative of the EC indicated that special areas for co-operation should be identified. Mr Sattler stated that proper co-operation is one of the tasks of the Project Management Team of IRIS II.       

PLATINA-project (Mr. Willems, Mr. Baeck and Mrs. Schmorak)

Status of European Hull Database, incl. implications for ERI Expert Group 

Mr Bäck highlighted the present status of PLATINA with respect to RIS, a small overview was presented regarding: 

· Sub-working plan 2.3 and 5.2 were of interest to ERI 

· PLATINA is now active for one year

· The reduction of administrative barriers by means of a bottom up approach

· A website has been set up to inform the branch organisation about funding possibilities.

· Facilitation of the education aspects around IWT

· Harmonisation of job profiles

· integrated waterway planning

There after the current status of the PLATINA project regarding the European Hull Data Base was presented. The main aspects around the European Hull database are the synchronisation between the national certifying authorities and the provision of unique vessel identification and data to RIS providers and RIS operators. The presentation will be made available on the ERI Website.

The question was raised how to handle the present OFS numbers especially since these would remain in use for the next 10 to 15 years. This would be taken into account during the development. Also the need for the addition of IMO numbers was indicated and this area would also be a subject for further study.

Another question was the fact that it will take 4 to 6 weeks to get the correct data into the system whilst at that moment the vessel is already sailing.  Also this question would be up for further investigation. 

All questions should for the time being be forwarded to Mr. Bäck as he is at this moment the prime contact for these activities.

A further question was raised regarding the need for continuity of some of the activities after the finalisation of the project. The question has been pondered in the context of the need for sustainable solutions and an answer will be provided in close consultation with the European Commission to ensure that any political sensibility which might develop is taken care of.
Based on the presentation a question was raised regarding the execution of the several technical administrative agreements (TAA). The IRIS I/II TAA was conceived by Austria as a treaty to be signed by the member states. The Hull database agreement must be signed by the administrations. Several countries, including Belgium, noticed that, due to the existence of the RIS-directive, a treaty is not necessary and might take several years to come into operation. If necessary, the directive could be extended, while other matters may be regulated by agreements on the level of the administrations. Mr. Bäck indicated that he will provide an answer on this question at a later stage.

Mr Bäck has provided the following answers:

- The IRIS Europe TAA should be signed by the Member states and/or other administrations with the RIS Directive as the legal basis.

- The Hull Database TAA should be signed by the Member states and/or other administrations with the Technical Directive (2008/87/EC as amended) and the (Draft) Commission Regulation for Electronic Reporting as the legal basis. 

Proposed Terms of Reference for RIS Expert Groups

The proposed harmonised terms of reference for the RIS expert groups were presented by Mrs Schmorak. The draft document of PLATINA will be distributed for comments to all members of the ERI Expert Group, after completion of the specific elements of the expert group by the chairs . Other participants of the ERI expert group were also invited to submit their reactions. For this purpose the document will also be made available on the ERI website.

The purpose of the harmonised terms of reference is:

· To create an harmonised  framework, containing  task descriptions of the respective expert groups to support interaction between EG’s
· To promote the results of the expert groups;
· To harmonise decision making processes, working procedures and instruments;
· To align membership procedures.
It was emphasized that there remained more than sufficient room for the own identity of the individual expert-groups however PLATINA recommends to adhere to the given recommended framework wherever feasible. 

Within two weeks after the receipt of the meeting report, comments on the draft terms of reference must be provided to the chair of the expert group who will combine the comments and direct them to Mrs. Schmorak. 

 Status of European Reference Data Management, possible fusion of the RIS Index with the ERI Index.

Mr. Willems presented this subject. It was reported that Pan European RIS Data Management to support the work of the expert groups and the various tasks involved a lot of different subjects. Pan European RIS Data management has a very wide scope and concerns all standards and expert groups. There appears  to be a strong link with the IRIS II project. The amount of overlaps between the experts groups was shown in a overview and it appeared that responsibilities, ownership and actual usage of similar code tables and references presents a problem which should be solved by the expert groups before any European central data management will be developed.

It was suggested, in line with earlier remarks about co-operation, that it might be beneficial for the Expert groups and the various European projects, to organise a meeting in September about this issue. The representative of the EC thought this a very positive idea and would like to be present whenever this is done.

 Status of RIS Community Portal.

Mrs Schmorak briefly presented the status of the RIS Community Portal.

The main objectives are:

· Promotion and provision of information to users and interested parties.

· Accessibility to documents and reference data.

· To act as a meeting place.

Some drafts of possible RIS logos were presented and it was stated that these logo’s once accepted would serve as the binding and promotional factor for RIS.

Based on this RIS logo also unique logos for the RIS Expert groups will be designed.   

The branch organisation raised the question whether or not other languages are going to be supported, given the fact that shippers, skippers and other interested parties are not always able to understand the English language. The Platina team supports the idea A question was raised regarding the continuity of the web portal, is this instrument going to be supported after the finalisation of PLATINA. The EC representative indicated that this is a subject of discussion within the EC but participants were ensured that solutions to provide continuity would be available .

On a question regarding the use of present logo’s of the expert groups it was indicated that there remained more than sufficient space for the use of specific logo’s of expert groups when and where required.

On the question of wider usage of the PLATINA portal it was clarified by Mr Willems that PLATINA has primarily a supporting role and not a coordinating task the portal is a very good example of this role.

The EC representative emphasised that there was a clear need for a single point of entry, the present RIS portal functioned quite well but not all expert groups were represented.  National sites could be linked to the RIS Website.    

It was indicated that a number of parallel activities could be distinguished. The question was raised whether there are any activities to ensure a linkage between these developments. The emphasis was to obtain were possible synergy between the respective developments. 

Also the various used software packages could pose some problems regarding the input of documents, this will be considered.

Reflections of the RIS-CCR meetings
The representative of Germany Mr. Polschinski presented on behalf of the Chair of ERI the latest developments with respect to the CCR article 12.1 of the RPR. In the presentation it was highlighted that as of January the first 2010 the electronic reporting of containers would be made mandatory for vessels carrying more than twenty containers and or vessels carrying one or more containers with dangerous goods (ADNR). An overview was given regarding the present status of the implementation of the article on a technical and organisational level. It was also reported that some technical issues still need to be solved, it is expected that this will be finalised in September 2009. 

The harmonisation of procedures should be considered an ongoing process.    

Some questions were raised regarding the legal consequences of this article. It was indicated that not reporting of such containers would be considered an economical offence and as such would lead to possible heavy fines.    

In answer to some questions it was indicated that skippers would receive detailed instructions from the involved authorities regarding the application and announcement of these procedures. The procedures will be distributed after finalisation.

5. Ongoing implementation Electronic Reporting: progress reports of participants (all).

The representatives did give a short status overview of the implementation and the best practice in the several countries involved

Austria: Electronic Reporting has been implemented in a pilot environment Austria and will be brought into an operational pilot environment during IRIS Europe II due to time constraints a more detailed presentation was postponed and will be given during the next meeting of ERI

Belgium (Flanders): Currently in test phase and demo version

France: Not present during the meeting 

Netherlands: See reflection CCNR

Germany: See reflection CCNR, on the Mosel there is some delay, operational issues have to be solved.

Hungary: Electronic Reporting has been implemented in a pilot environment and will be brought into an operational pilot environment during IRIS Europe II.

Romania: Did implement electronic reporting approximately three years ago, besides the ERINOT also the PAXLST, information is used at RIS operator level for monitoring the ships around the Danube only the UN/EDIFACT syntax and messages are supported.

Czech Rep.: Will start with electronic reporting in autumn without international data exchange, electronic systems are currently supporting ERINOT 1.0 this will need to be made compliant with ERINOT 1.2 usage.

Slovakia: Electronic Reporting has been implemented in a pilot environment and will be brought into an operational pilot environment during IRIS Europe II. 

Poland: Nothing implemented yet.

Roadmap of BICS and ERI-net (Mr. Oudenes) 

Change requests resulting from operational use and developments, such as ERINOT 1.2 message, first reporting points etc the objectives are:

O
to test for compliance with the ERINOT 1.2 standard message.

O
to improve the integration with stowage applications, 

O
to support standard messages in Maritime and Inland waterway environment, 

O
to obtain an overview of first reporting points in the respective countries.

O
to update the used location code tables 

It was reported that during the 2nd quarter of 2009 the first results of the audit will be processed.

During the 3rd quarter of 2009 an evaluation version of ERINET and BICS will be available internal tests of the application will be executed

In the 4th quarter the applications will be released and the distribution of BICS will be at the end of 2009.

The standard XSD dealing with the ERIRSP will be part of this version.

The Slovak delegation raised the question how they can provide the correct locations codes which should be integrated in the BICS application and how they can receive all the locations codes used in the BICS program. This also in relation to the RIS-index provided by Slovak. Austria and Hungary supported this question, pointing out the lack of clarity of the present maintenance procedures.

During the meeting it was decided to discuss this subject bilaterally and not in the meeting, it was reported that the Netherlands will provide the correct address of the ERI data manager through E-mail, however it was also clarified that the data-manager is not a man or woman, it is a organisation with the assignment to maintain the reference data with respect to electronic reporting. 

6. Sub-working group Single Sign On

Status report and roadmap (Mr. Torfs) it was reported that a first test dealing with Single Sign On has been executed and that the results of this test will be available in September of 2009

7. Sub-working group new developments, standardization and maintenance of messages.

Status report 


A status report in the form of a presentation dealing with the two meetings in the interim period was given by Mr de Lijster. The meeting reports of the RIS ERI subgroup of February and May are available on the ERI website. Highlights of the meetings were the request for clarity and transparency of the CR procedure, Discussions on the application of codes and references, the need for further clarifications within the message implementation manuals was expressed and a total review on the use of the ERINOT and ERIRSP messages was done. A request was made regarding a wider dissemination of knowledge where possible.

During the meeting of May the status and aims of the subgroup were elaborated and it was considered essential that the subgroup would continue its work also under any new terms of reference. The various documents were discussed and changes have been made to ensure better readability. The co-operation with the Protect group of ports was reported. 

For further information reference is made to the presentations of Mr de Lijster which are available on the ERI website.

Update document regarding ERI Guide Messages & Codes containing proposed, corrections and amendments (ERI Document nr. 2009001)

 It was reported that this document is now called “update on the proposed clarifications, corrections and amendments of the ERI Guide version 2.0 The document contains an overview of the needed clarifications, textual amendments and changes found during the actual operational use and implementation of the ERINOT and ERIRSP messages. The document is considered a working document and will be kept up to date by the subgroup. It will serve to obtain an up to date overview of the needed changes to the documentation and messages. The document will not replace any change request but gives a clear and concise overview of the needed clarification and amendments. The document has been drafted taking into account the found inconsistencies and textual comments received during the time the technical annex was under preparation.    

Standardisation Note regarding CNI/GID usage (ERI Document nr. 2009002) 

This document contains the clarification on the use of the ERINOT message for the transport of containers. It serves to ensure that all parties will use the message implementation guideline in a similar harmonised manner. In the document a number of definitions have been included to ensure common understanding and common usage of the reporting message. It is envisaged that this note will become a part of the message clarification in due course. As such it is proposed to the ERI group to make the note part of the update document 2009001. This was agreed by the meeting.  

Function and use of the ERI messages (ERI Document nr. 2009003)

The document function and use of the respective electronic reporting messages together with an explanation of their use has become the document to explain the respective available standard messages and their relation with e.g. the maritime environment.

The document has been divided in three parts:  
· Messages used for RIS Authorities,  
· Messages used for other competent authorities 
· Commercial messages. 
The document now contains a management summary, indicating where and how the various messages can be used. All graphics and illustrations have been removed from this document, as the general opinion was that these illustrations did not provide the required clarity for this document however they were considered suitable for e.g. an awareness paper. As soon as they are available references to the standard XSD’s of the messages will be included in the document.  

ERI Change Request 8 regarding ERINOT 1.2 XSD 

It was reported that the subgroup recommends to the ERI expert group to accept this CR.


This change request has been accepted 
Harmonization XSD versus ERI Message Implementation Guidelines (JWG Protect and ERI) 

Mr de Lijster reported that the harmonisation work on the Berman XSD with the implementation guidelines is progressing steadily. A few open questions to be solved by Protect and ERI need to be discussed. Examples are convoy types as a separate component, the use of the RIS index, codes for general vessel information such as the use of measurements from the casco information or actual measurements this should be the same for both the maritime and the inland waterway environment. All present XML solutions such as Short Sea Xml and the developments within WCO and IMO are taken into account. The first resulting draft standard XSD will be available in time for the next meeting of the subgroup in the summer. 

Relation between commercial messages and electronic reporting

Letter of the branch organisations (Mr. Verhaag/Mr. Nefkens)

The request of the branch organisation pertaining to the use of the IFTMIN (BICS) message implementation guideline (MIG) was presented and it was indicated by the branch that this message guideline was available to be used throughout Europe. It was indicated that the branch was convinced that to ensure good quality electronic reporting, it is imperative that the skipper receives all data and details electronically. The availability of electronic data for the vessel will ensure that the various reporting messages to the competent fairway authorities will contain the correct data this is especially the case for the data with respect to containers. The use of harmonised and standard message guidelines will facilitate the common use of the instruction message and an aligned implementation by skippers and barge operators whenever required.

It was thought by the branch organisation to be beneficial for all users, if the ERI group would recognise this message and its MIG as the source to facilitate good quality reporting and that the ERI group would be instrumental in raising awareness regarding the need to use the electronic data of this message whenever electronic reporting is necessary. 

Questions were raised about the maintenance of the message implementation manual and the consequences for the waterway authorities. It was emphasized that the message implementation guideline of this IFTMIN (BICS) was owned and maintained by the branch. The name of the message was thought to suggest a strong link with some of the software presently used and it was remarked that maybe this could be made a little bit more independent from any software. It was indicated that some of the participants needed more time to study the document, as it appeared that some of the presented possible usage of the message was not in line with earlier proposals and ideas. 

Also there was a question of the signature on the letter. Moreover the question was raised when the documentation regarding the MIG would be available in English and who would be responsible for the maintenance of the message. However there is a strong need to ensure that the IFTMIN (BICS) remains entirely in line with the ERINOT to ensure good quality reporting 

During the resulting discussion it was indicated that presently there is no English version of the message implementation guidelines. But that these are being worked on and will be available in due course. In principle there was strong support for the use of the MIG by the commercial parties as the source for electronic reporting however it was indicated that the use and function of the message itself was not entirely clear and should be clarified to ensure that usage of the message implementation guidelines would not result in extra commitments for the authorities. The subgroup on message development was requested by ERI to take the very first steps for a possible inclusion of the message in the ERI documentation as soon as more clarity about the maintenance and usage has been obtained. This is especially related to the statement that the IFTMIN BICS makes paperless sailing possible in accordance with the ADN(R) which is not clear and also not in accordance with the present rules and regulations.

It is suggested that some more clarification regarding the use of the ADN(R) data should be part of the ERI Guide

It was agreed by the meeting that standardisation of the MIG would be beneficial for all parties involved in electronic reporting.

Thereafter it was agreed to start a parallel process: on the one hand clarification and discussions on the use of this MIG and the function of the message and on the other hand to start the standardisation work to bring the layout of the message in line with the ERINOT message.

The raising of awareness was discussed and the question who would take the first steps. It was agreed that the branch would take the initial steps and that thereafter support would be given by the EC and the CCNR. All participants agreed that by raising the awareness of the terminal and barge operators a win – win situation could be created whereby the skippers would receive the information electronically and thus the quality of data used for electronic reporting to the Inland Waterway Authorities would increase. It was agreed that the branch organisation would provide all information related to the MIG to the chair of the MD subgroup. Members were asked to indicate to the Chair of the subgroup if there was interest to participate in the discussions and the developments. Action all

-
The need for an awareness paper (Mr. De Lijster) 

In his presentation Mr de Lijster highlighted the fact that requests had been received regarding the availability of a so called awareness paper, explaining the relationship between the various used messages in inland waterway transport. Such a document might contain an overview of the whole scenario of messages used and here also the relation between e.g. the IFTMIN messages and electronic reporting could be explained.

 The document should be written in a clear, simple and concise manner to ensure readability and could contain some graphics to explain the use of the respective message scenarios.       

Some of the members were of the opinion that to develop such a paper might be too early in the process, however others indicated that such a paper is needed to inform all parties at the moment busy with the implementation of the messages. Especially along the river Rhine the barge operators will send electronic messages and as there are more than one possibility it is good to ensure that all parties involved have a clear view on the used messages and their relation. There was a fear that this action in itself could lead to the maintenance of commercial messages however it was stated by a number of participants that this was not the case. It was indicated that parts of such a document were already available. There was agreement on the fact that this document should be drafted and made available and that the document would be discussed in the next ERI meeting. In the meantime the document could be used by parties but at their own risk. It was also agreed that this draft document would as yet not receive the status of a formal EC document. Action for the drafting: Chair of the Subgroup and the branch organisation to be presented in time for the next subgroup meeting. Mr Willems expressed his  interest to contribute to the drafting of  such an awareness document. 

Change requests UN/ECE REC 28
ERI Change Request 9, addition to UN/ECE REC 28, provided by the Tracking and Tracing Expert group (Mr. De Lijster)

It was reported that the subgroup on maintenance advised the ERI group to accept this Change Request as this would ensure that in mixed areas (maritime and inland waterway the respective vessels could be distinguished. Some doubts were expressed regarding the need and especially the way to ensure that protection of the identity of governmental vessels where required could be maintained. It was indicated that it would always be possible on board to use the generic codes. It was indicated by the German representative that some discussions with e.g. the police were needed before Germany could accept this CR. It was agreed that Germany would indicate within 6 weeks after the meeting to the Chair of the Subgroup whether there were indeed legal barriers to the acceptance of this CR. All other members were in agreement for the secretariat to forward this CR to the UNECE.  

ERI Change Request 10, Alignment of vessel types in UN Recommendation 28 (basis for ERI vessel and convoy types) with the vessel types according to Directive 2006/87/EC and Rhine Inspection Rules. (Mr. Sattler)

In his presentation Mr. Sattler explained the requirement to ensure an alignment between the used ERI vessel types and directive 2006/87/EC and the Rhine inspection rules as has been expressed within the IRIS II project. To reach this goal a change of names, changes in the code descriptions and addition of sub-codes are necessary to ensure that all possible types are catered for. This would in the vision of IRIS II enable the skippers to use the name and data of the community certificate in electronic reporting.

In the following discussion a number of arguments were given, the real benefits for the skipper were not clear the branch will need considerable time approx 6 month to discuss this issue with the skippers in order to form a well based opinion. It was indicated that to change a UN Recommendation will take time and that there are rules regarding the name giving and possibilities for changes. Additions are possible however deletions and name changes are far more difficult as the code set of these Recommendations is used worldwide. Some of the participants were of the opinion that it might be worthwhile to contact the UNECE secretariat for their opinion about the requested changes to ensure that these were acceptable.

At present there remains disagreement about the name giving of some of the vessel types however there was support for the fact that where possible an alignment would help the parties involved in Electronic reporting to use the correct codes.

However fundamental changes to the ERI table would need to result in changes to the UN Recommendation 28 as the present codes are a subset of this table.

It was indicated by the German representative that Germany would need at least 6 month to form an opinion and the Branch was not sure about the purpose of the changes as skippers did not use the certificate data to report.

It was agreed that reactions on the CR would be given in the autumn of this year; the Chair of the subgroup will contact the UNECE to ask whether a UN representative would be able to participate in a meeting regarding this subject. Participants were requested to send their comments two weeks in advance of the meeting of the subgroup in September. Austria will make available the IRIS Study and the proposal to all participants. It was suggested that probably a translation respectively conversion table could be used for this purpose as is done for the handling of a lot of other code sets. Also the ongoing harmonisation between ERI and the maritime ports is something that should be taken into account. Interoperability is very much needed and should be a guiding principle whenever such changes are proposed.     
During the meeting several times a discussion started with respect to activities carried out by different organisations / body’s and/or within the various projects of which similar issues are running in parallel. Given the fact that these discussions were dealing with the same topics, The authors have taken the liberty  to mention this discussion only once in the minutes, this  means that the discussions were  not only related to the ERI Change Request nr 10,  but also to other topics of the meeting (such as  Platina and IRIS II)

. Some of the participants stated that they do not have a complete overview of all activities carried out. In their opinion this is an undesirable development. There is a fear that some countries will lose the link with any new developments and there is the possibility that people will be confronted with some developments which are not in line with their own requirements. . Not all participants agreed with this statement.  It was pointed out that parallel activities are needed in order to stimulate the progress of RIS. Mr. Willems on behalf of PLATINA stated that parallel activities have always existed within projects and that presently the cooperation has improved already. This is especially true in those cases where organisations and projects are working on the same topic, this should not be considered a threat but as an opportunity for all. However it is important that the several organisations and projects will keep each other informed frequently and thoroughly in order to achieve a win-win situation.

Technical approach of ERI vessel & convoy types (Mr. Plasil)

Mr Plasil of Via Dona presented the proposal to come to separate codes for the shape and combination of the convoys. This would be of benefit for the lock operators who would know in advance the shape and composition of the convoys.

The branch would like to be involved in any discussion regarding this subject as there are a lot of barriers and consequences for the skippers and for the waterway authorities in case of changes.

Germany indicated that the legal basis for such an approach does not exist in Germany and as such will not be able to accept this present proposal.

It was decided that this subject will put on the agenda and be discussed again in the next meeting of the sub-group and that there the final point of view of the various experts will be discussed.

8.  Any Other Business

A proposal was made by the chair of tracking and tracing that during the meeting of the expert groups in November in Vienna a joint meeting of all expert groups is held to share all information regarding projects and progress. This proposal was accepted by the ERI members

It was reported that the new Chair of the NTS expert group will be Mr Peter Kluytenaar

The next meeting of the Subgroup on message development and maintenance will be on September 24th in Mainz.

The Chair ends the meeting at 17h.05 and thanked the participants for their patience and input. 

The next meeting of the ERI expert group will be held in Vienna end of October beginning of November the members will be notified as soon as a firm date has been made available.

4.  Action Points
	Action Point Number
	Description
	Responsible
	Deadline

	200906-01
	Mr. Torfs, to invite the task force group of IRIS to visit the pilot in Flanders and see what is going on the Albert canal regarding Lock Planning and Data Exchange.

This will be done during the next Single Sign On meeting.   


	Mr. Torfs
	

	200906-02
	for all to stimulate the different fairway authorities to research how cargo information can be shared (with custom) with all involved
	All
	On going

	200906-03
	To Mr. Sattler to send the Single Transport Document information to all members. This action will be repeated as not all members had received the document and it was not entirely clear which document was meant.
	Mr. Sattler
	Asap

	200906-04
	Provision of the questions regarding the Hull database to Mr. Bäck
	All
	ASAP(

Within two weeks after the distribution of the minutes)

	200906-05
	Mr. Back will provide input and explanation regarding the singing of the several TAA’s
	Mr. Bäck
	ASAP(Within two weeks after the meeting)

	200906-06
	The specific empty spaces dealing with individual Terms of the expert group will be completed by the Chair
	Mr. van Splunder
	

	200906-07
	Within two weeks after the receipt of the meeting report, comments on the draft terms of reference must be provided to the chair
	All
	Two after the distribution of the minutes

	200906-08
	Mr. Willems will organize a meeting to organize the cooperation between the expert groups and the several European projects such as(IRIS II, PLATINA, RISING)
	Mr. Willems
	

	200906-09
	Germany will provide a reaction on ERI Change Request 9, addition to UN/ECE REC 28, provided by the Tracking and Tracing Expert group
	Mr. Polschinski
	Within 6 weeks after the ERI-meeting

	200906-10
	Chair of the subgroup to provide together with the branch organisation a first draft of an awareness paper about electronic reporting
	Mr de Lijster
	Before the next subgroup meeting

	200906-11
	Branch organisation to supply all information regarding the IFTMIN message implementation guideline  to the chair of the subgroup members of the ERI expert group to indicate whether there is an interest to participate in the developments
	Branch organisation
	Before the next meeting of the subgroup 

	200906-12
	To make the standardisation note CNI/GID part of document 2009001
	Secretariat
	before the next subgroup meeting
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