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1 Welcome and opening, 
The chair welcomed participants, apologies had been received from

· Mrs Lea Kuiters, Rijkswaterstaat The Netherlands, 

· Mr Cas Willems Rijkswaterstaat The Netherlands
· Mr. Christoph Plasil, Donau Austria

It was indicated that an effort will be made to close the meeting at 1600 hrs due to travelling time requirements. 

2 Approval of the agenda.  There were no comments on the agenda, the agenda was approved.
3  Approval of the final draft meeting report regarding the meeting of May 14th , send on June 2nd 2009. 
It was recalled that the draft meeting report had already been part of the report of the Chair to the ERI expert group.  After a short review by the participants no other comments were made and the meeting report was approved.

Action Points:
Action Point 1: 
The continuation of the Sup-working group for Maintenance and Development is ensured under the new Terms of Reference which are presently being drafted under the PLATINA project. Ongoing (Mr. de Lijster)
Action Point 2: 
Is an ongoing item
Action Point 3:
Is an ongoing item
Action point 4: 
The latest XSD of the BERMAN  message has been distributed and will be discussed under point 6 of the agenda, Mr. Sattler stated that the ERINOT XSD and ERISRSP have not been  published on the RIS-expert group website , Mr. Oudenes will check this and update where required. 
 Action Point 5: 
Has been done by Mr. Nefkens

Action Point 6: 
Last version of the document has been distributed will be discussed under point 8 of the agenda. 

Action Point 7: 
Comments have been received and will be discussed during the meeting under point 8 of the agenda
Action Point 8: 
The CR nr 9 of the Tracking and Tracing expert group forwarded by Mrs. Kuiters, and concerning a required change to UN REC 28 has been forwarded to the UN Secretariat and will be discussed during a meeting of UNCEFACT in the last week of September. The rest of the changes mentioned in the CR of Austria concerning the vessel types will be discussed under point 8 of the agenda.
Action Point 9: 
Will be discussed during the meeting under point 9 of the agenda
Action Point 10:
Is an ongoing item
4 Feed back of developments in various European projects and their functional and technical requirements related to ERI. (Mr. Sattler)
Mr. Sattler gave a brief overview of the various European projects which are considered important for the ERI expert group and the MD subgroup.

a. IRIS II: The final preparation has finished in June and the project has started.  The following items are of interest for the activities of this group
Sub Activity 1.5, management of national reference data in close cooperation with the PLATINA Team. This activity should lead to a consolidated set of references and thus ensure harmonised data management.  As an example the RIS Index encoding guide was given.  RSOE of Hungary is in the lead, the implementation plan will be ready at the end of September. 
Mr. de Lijster asked the question whether the locations used in RIS are still using the UNLOCODE as its basis. It was remarked that the ISRS-code use the UN-Locode as basis for the ISRS-code. However Mr. Sattler stated that the speed of reaction of the UN to certain changes is not always very fast, as an example an adjustment to the country codes was given. Mr. de Lijster explains how changes are handled within the UN and indicated that the UNLOCODE should always be the basis for the respective location codes to indicate ports and terminals as these remain than harmonised with the usage within the maritime environment (Ports). Whenever changes in country names are required the involved countries should contact the UN secretariat to ensure that changes to the name of a country are followed up, this is quite often not realised by the authorities of the countries.  
b. Sub Activity 2.6. Under the Pilot implementation of Tracking & Tracing of barges dealing with the shape and number of the barges in a convoy. One part is dealing with UN Recommendation 28. The present proposal is very extensive and maybe premature.  During the project the necessary convoy codes will be determined and the necessary changes and requirements will be provided as an update of the present CR.  
The proposal for a Convoy message is presently discussed in the T&T expert group. Mr. Sattler will send the feasibility study around to provide the participants with the necessary information in order to provide background and to get a clarification on the many questions raised during the meeting. Action: Mr Sattler (MSA) 
c. Sub Activity 2.7, this sub activity is under the lead of the Netherlands. 
It was reported that one of the important items under this sub activity deals with electronic reporting. Pilot implementation of a number of ‘new’ messages as mentioned in the RIS-standards is part of this. Single Sign On is also a part of this sub activity, this activity will be carried out in cooperation with the SSO sub-working group of ERI which is under the lead of Mr. Torfs of Belgium.  During the project the needs will be determined and agreements on who does what.  During the IRIS II project some of the systems will be brought in pilot-operation as from Q2- 2010 and some 'friendly' users, especially users involved in the reporting of dangerous cargo and also where applicable the reporting of a statistic manifest (Transit) will be asked to participate, at this moment this is still a manual activity. The pilot will be carried out with Slovak and Hungary and within the project there is some hope that Germany will also participate. However it was reported that there is no suitable system in that part of Germany (Danube Area). Mr. de Lijster, asked whether it is known already what kind of data respectively which data elements are required by the statistical bureaux. Mr. Sattler stated that the required information has been determined by EUROSTAT and contradicts current used standards. A lot of information is available in the ERINOT 1.2, but not all. Mr Polschinski would like to know how Austria is going to organise the implementation, what it means and if there is a willingness to use the experience of RPR 12.01 in order to harmonise the used data elements. Mr Sattler indicated that some of the known users will make a start; they can use either the Austrian website or the BICS application to send the ERINOT messages to the Austrian DoRIS system directly. Mr. Nefkens offered his support from the Branch organisations in involving  users for the electronic reporting pilots in the Danube countries. 
d. Sub Activity 4. Quality of Information Services. This sub activity is needed in order to solve any gaps to ensure quality within RIS services. It will look at procedures and will ensure that the exchange / provision of information will run smoothly between the respective countries. 
Mr de Lijster asked whether the ISO 9000 series of standards on Quality assurance have been taken into account for the procedures Mr Sattler confirmed that this was the case and indicated that also the ISO 10000 series dealing with codes of conduct and external dispute resolution systems are being looked at.  The RIS-services performance profile will be one of the foreseen results of the sub activity. The delegation from Slovakia asks to share the information with them especially in respect to the RISING project. Action Mr. Sattler. (MSA)
e. Mr. Smets gave a brief overview with respect to Sub Activity 2.5, calamity abatement this is a pilot implementation in Flanders. It is a technical solution for the exchange of information between RIS-centres and to accomplish this in practice.

f. The project RISING, is meaning to cover the logistics part of River Information Services. The project is in its start up phase, it is expected that on the 18th of November more information will be provided by ISL, as the coordinator of RISING. Mr Chochula offered to provide some more information. Action Mr Chochula. (MCH)
g. I t was agreed that ViaDonau will provide information on the ongoing business requirements of any European Projects. Action Mr Sattler (MSA) and Mr. Plasil (CPL). 
A workshop and a mutual meeting of RIS expert groups, PLATINA and RISING will be held in Vienna on November the 18th at Via Donau. An agenda drafted by PLATINA, has already been circulated by the ERI Secretariat. Mr. Sattler recommended to the chair to ensure that the standardised messages in Electronic Reporting should be prominent at the meeting with RISING on the 18th of November. Mr. de Lijster will inform the chairman of the ERI expert group about this requirement. Especially the IFTMIN B message should be promoted towards RISING.
  

5
The need for any required new messages. (All) 
The secretariat did not receive any request for new messages. 

Based on the SAP of IRIS II, there might be a need to produce an XSD for the PAXLST message. This item should be discussed with the PROTECT Group of Ports. However looking at the past experience, the Chair estimated that this will need time, so if something is needed for certain projects it is wise to start early to ensure the availability of workable solutions. Mrs. Karpatyova asks the question how long it does take to design such an XSD, based on the present experiences of the elaboration of the BERMAN message. The Chair remarked that whilst this exercise has taken quite some time it is expected that next messages will go faster using the now standard core components but this will be discussed in the next point of the agenda. Mr Sattler proposed to identify the needs of the concerned IRIS Europe II partners  and  to report back to the ERI MD group. Action: Mr Sattler (MSA) and Mr. Plasil (CPL).
6
XML developments and harmonisation needs of the respective XSD’s, Co-operation with the Protect Group of Ports, such as progress of Berman XML solution. (Mr de Lijster) 

Mr de Lijster reported that due to a number of reasons there had been some starting up difficulties on the side of the Protect specialists. The ERI secretariat has provided input and the drafting has been done by experts of UN/ECE (CEFACT) Transport Group on behalf of PROTECT. The final draft has been received and was distributed a short while ago to the participants of this MD group. It is maybe more difficult to understand the message and all components due to the specific terminology used in the standardisation environment and due to the use of the harmonised Core Components. The Chair asked the participants to provide where possible any remarks within the next three weeks. Mrs Karpatyova stated that she did not understand from the file how the XSD had been set-up. It is very hard to find the correct XSD. It appears that some additional information is required to find the correct file. It was also remarked that there is not yet a user guide available. 
Several remarks and questions still have to be answered such as: 

· A  User guide is missing 

· The result could be an empty message 
· References are included in separate  XSD’s

· It is not clear from the file which XSD is the correct one 
The Chair will, where possible, provide the required information which XSD should be opened en which objects should be used. Action: Secretariat
Moreover it was remarked that it is very hard to explain to a technician how this XML package should be read. It was indicated that maybe the XML technicians would know how to deal with this XSD set. It was asked whether the UN Experts having given input to the development of the standard would be able to give an explanation. The Chair indicated that this would be possible however the incurred costs would have to be reimbursed.  It was remarked by Mr Sattler that maybe some funds could be made available by IRIS II to do this.

Mr. de Lijster mentioned that the Secretariat of the MD group would first look at the file again and will provide some more details; thereafter a decision could be taken to ask an expert could give an explanation about the usability and how to handle the xml version of other (future) standard messages. Mr Nefkens offered to have a look at the present XML message and see whether some explanation could be found how to handle this document. Action: Chair/Secretariat and Mr Nefkens.    
 

Based on the reactions during the meeting, the request to give any remarks was cancelled until such time that more clarification has been received. 

Presently the fairway Authorities in Germany have no experience with the Berman message, it was remarked that in the Sea-Ports the BERMAN message was used to convey ISPS information.  
7
Implementation and operational use of the respective ERI messages in relation with the experiences gained with implementation and overview of the present implementation requirements. (All) 
· Germany

· Obligation to report electronically for the container vessels under the RPR 
· The ERINOT message has been implemented and now the involved   countries are working on the improvement of the quality. Also the procedures have been taken into consideration, e.g. alignment the procedures of the traffic centres along the river Rhine. 
· Mr Sattler asked the question whether a comparison document looking at the data requirements of the respective national and international rules and regulations has been finalised already; this document is not yet ready. The document will take some more time to ensure a correct overview. After finalisation the document will first be discussed in the RIS/G meeting and after that it will be decided if and how the document will be made public. 
· There was also a paper of the ERI expert group elaborated as first step, The Chair of ERI will be asked if this document could be make public. Action Secretariat
· Slovakia
· The implementation of RIS services has been realised during IRIS I and is comparable with the implementation done in Austria. Only the real users also missing, the Authorities will follow the same approach as Austria. In IRIS II there is the intention to implement the Berman message; however there should be alignment with the neighbouring countries.

· Belgium(Flanders)

· The Authorities in Flanders have started a pilot with some test-users. The port of Zeebrugge will start with the implementation of the Berman message. An application will be build to receive and handle the information of the Berman. In the Albert canal a pilot will be started with electronic reporting. During the pilot and after implementation the skipper of a vessel can remain on board and will not be obliged to leave the vessel to provide the necessary documents. 
· Branch Organisation

· There are at the moment no real issues. All skippers are preparing for the mandatory reporting as of the first of January 2010. The Chair asked whether the possibility existed to ask the members of the Branch organisation to support the trials in Slovakia and the other Danube countries. The representative of the Branch organisation will get in touch with the skippers sailing in that area and will where feasible support the countries to get in touch with the skippers. This will be organized within the IRIS Europe II project as a common action. 
· The Netherlands

· The developments in the Netherlands are similar to those in Germany the mandatory electronic reporting has prevalence above all other developments. 
 

A statement was made by Mrs Karpatyova that an encoding guide for the XML solution has benefits for all the users wanting to start. This has been already been elaborated during the IRIS I project.  She asked whether the MD group will take in consideration to adopt this document. (Action all) In general the document is a description of the way to handle the information. There is also a workshop in Flanders regarding the ERINOT 1.2 message. It is proposed to use this document also during this workshop and to determine the need and to include this in a final version. This proposal was accepted, and the XML encoding guide for the ERINOT 1.2 and ERIRSP 1.2 will be subject for maintenance in the ERI maintenance and message development group. There is only one pre-condition for publication, and that is that if other projects are using the document and start making improvements, and enhance the document, some form of arrangement has to be made to ensure that there will be only one accepted version of this document. Mr. Oudenes will   investigate the possibility for a solution based on “Wikipedia”.
 

8 Proposed change requests to the messages to keep them in line with the latest developments to meet the requirements of the competent authorities. This will include the need to scrutinise the respective messages taking into account the present experiences gained and to indicate whether the standards are still applicable and whether the mandatory elements are still valid.

The document: “Proposed corrections and amendments” has been forwarded to the members and has been updated and will as of now be considered to be a “living document”. The document contains all requested changes, amendments and clarifications which have been accepted by the ERI group. The definitions and use of CNI and GID as presented during the last meeting and accepted by the ERI expert group, have been included in the document. (Update doc.2009001)

There were no further remarks on the paper.

 

Mrs Karpatyove mentioned that is will be very nice to have an overview of all the change requests and their status. It should be helpful if the information is made available on the internet and accessible for the all the users.

 

8a
Type of means of transport codes UN Recommendation 28 status of the respective CR‘s (Austria) and the Branch organisation.
The Chair gave an overview of the present status of the CR's concerned.

· ERI Change Request 9, addition to UN/ECE REC 28, provided by the Tracking and Tracing Expert group. This CR has been adopted by ERI and has been forwarded to the Secretariat of the UN/ECE (UN/CEFACT) and the Chair and Vice Chair of the UN Code group. It is at this moment discussed in Japan at the bi-annual meeting of UN/CEFACT.
· ERI Change Request 10, Alignment/harmonisation 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. The branch organisation was requested to provide feedback on it.

· Technical approach of ERI vessel & convoy types,  This was not a CR, but a proposal; first experiences with  a barge tracking and tracing pilot implementation will be gained in IRIS Europe II, and based on the experiences an updated change request for convoy encoding will be proposed. Mr. Sattler / Mr. Plasil will than provide an official Change Request. 

  

During the discussion on the ERI Change Request nr 10 it appeared that the German delegation had some hesitation to provide an opinion as they did not recall the exact details of this CR. 
Mr Sattler stated that he would really like to get feedback on this particular CR and thus offered to explain once more the reasons and history behind the particular CR. 

During the drafting of the specification of the Hull Database, the members already observed this topic, to ensure that all participants have the same information Mr. Sattler provided some back-ground information.  During the Hull Database project it was already recognised that there are differences between the several regulations. During a meeting of the Hull Database experts it became clear that a full cross table was not possible. For this reason the CR was brought up to come to some form of harmonisation. The Chair explains that a similar discussion has taken place between HS en NSTR were it was possible to have a table from HS to NST but not the other way around.  Mr. Sattler stated that harmonisation based on a crossable will not work. In the XML solution of the hull data base a solution was found by the introduction of both codes. This does not work satisfactory at the moment and led to other problems. It was stated that serious problems do occur during the exchange of information between the different services e.g. calamity abatement.

Austria would like to start some form of harmonisation process and stated that also Eurostat has its own vessel types whilst it appears that  more organisations do have their own codes.

In a written comment the Branch organisation has stated that the present CR is too big, and has enormous consequences for the various tables. First it should be made clear why this is necessary and which actual vessel types are involved.

It was agreed with the Austrian representative that the Authorities have to determine the needs, in other words what are the exact requirements of the authorities. The German delegation indicated that also the benefits should be clear and that there are more examples such as (ADNR & IMDG,   HS & NSTR). The German delegation remarked that an harmonization of codes for vessel and convoy types throughout the different regulations could be considered as useful, but such an  harmonization exercise should not be done at all costs. This whole discussion is far too large and it was indicated that care should be taken not to change a stable set of codes unless there is a real business need. We should be careful with any changes without knowing the effects this will have. 

The Chair indicated that the Chair of Tracking and Tracing, in her mail had expressed that the Netherlands is in favour to have a cross-table. It was mentioned that maybe an additional solution could be the introduction of synonyms in the textual description but this has to be worked out.
 

The question was raised “why changes in the directive itself were not possible”, it was reported that this is deemed very difficult. Changes in the directive is a very long process given the fact that this concerns a major change and also the Rhine Inspection  Regulations will  need to change which will have numerous implications. This is considered a mission impossible. Austria is interested in the requirements of the Authorities. The Chair stated that he had contacted the UN Codes group dealing with UN Recommendation 28 and had received the message that no changes in the code name are possible and will not be accepted. Only small additions of which the need and requirements can be explained and together with proper definitions are acceptable by the UN.  The group was reminded of the fact that UN Recommendation 28 contains a worldwide used code and will not be changed as a result of harmonisation needs in a certain area.
It was agreed that authorities should state whether there are any benefits and if there is a requirement to harmonise the codes. It is recommended to provide during the ERI-meeting the limitation of the proposals. 
Mr. Sattler will prepare some slides showing the results of this meeting and possible solutions. Action: Mr Sattler.

Moreover it was stated that the technical approach of ERI vessel & convoy types which was the third part of the original CR is pending awaiting further study.  

 

8b    
Used language for textual information in the respective messages.           (for instance the required Dangerous Goods Information) (Mr Oudenes)

To ensure that all the systems will have the correct information about the dangerous and hazardous goods which are on board, there is a need to provide one language for data elements like the proper shipping name. It has been proposed that in line with the usage in the maritime environment and due to the fact that in international Trade the English language is used for this kind of information to also use the English language to fill in required information with respect to the provision of proper shipping name in the message. This would facilitate the work of the skipper as he does not have to change the names of the goods in another language. Some problems were foreseen in Germany as it was deemed impossible for all operators to use the English language especially as in some cases the operator still receives the information in by means of the VHF and then will have to enter this information in the system. Of course the use of codes would make it much easier and it was reported that only in three cases the match between the codes and goods have more than one possibility and are not unique.  
Mr. Polschinsky stated that there will be a lot of technical issues which need to be solved. During a long discussion the delegate of Flanders stated that if there is a real problem this should be very simple to solve by using local translations. But that the language for these specific fields used in electronic reporting should be the English language.   

Germany still has many objections against such a change request and will study the effects this has for their systems and the operators. It reserves the right to object to the introduction of such a CR. The CR will be made by the secretariat and circulated to get the opinion of all involved parties.
8c    
Field length of the dangerous goods technical name (ADN (R) (Mr Oudenes) It was indicated that the field length of the Dangerous goods technical name and the proper shipping name is not sufficient to contain all information and should be extended a change request will be provided by the secretariat.
8d        Request of involved parties (barge operators, terminals etc) to the competent authorities regarding the position of one or more vessels. As this is an existing functionality either the XML version of ERIRSP should be adapted or this functionality needs to be removed from the ERINOT and ERIRSP. (Input Mr. Oudenes and Mrs. Karpatyova) It was stated that this functionality was presently not used in the exchange of information; it was proposed to remove this functionality from the ERINOT and ERIRSP. This was agreed by the group and a Change request will be drafted by the secretariat. 
 

Mrs Karpatyova did forward a CR about the use of the voyage number and whether this should be a mandatory data element. It was agreed that the XSD will need to be brought in line with the EDIFACT requirements to ensure consistency.
Mr Oudenes will make the adjustment to the ERINOT XSD message and send this around to all participants they have two weeks to provide any comments. 

Thereafter and after acceptance by the ERI group it will be published by the ERI.

 

9 Status overview of the commercial messages such as the  IFTMIN B. 
(Branch Organisation) 
· The Branch organisation has drafted a Message User Guide for the IFTMIN-BICS. Mr Nefkens gave a brief introduction of the need of the skippers to receive such a message. The Branch had been asked to publish the message as it was used presently but this meant that the ENI number was also left out of this version this will be adapted to ensure compatibility with the ERINOT message. The maintenance will be the responsibility of the Branch Organisation, however to ensure a harmonised approach this will be done in close consultation and cooperation with the ERI maintenance and development subgroup. Some discussion has taken place concerning how the ERI expert group may adopt this message. It was indicated that the ERI expert group might be able to promote the message as the standard commercial fundament  for the ERINOT reporting message. 

· Remarks on the document will be appreciated; the guide will be discussed during the next meeting of ERI in November. If the ERI expert group meeting is in agreement the document will be accepted as the standard instruction guide for the Skipper to ensure good quality reporting. Possible further steps will be discussed during the ERI meeting. Some additional information which organisations and ports do at present support this message will be added to the document. Action Mr Nefkens
· There were no objections anymore to make the IFTMIN B message implementation guide  part of the commercial ERI message documentation, under the precondition that the ownership of the message remains at the branch organisation, which also will take care of the maintenance of the IFTMIN B message implementation guide. 

· It was agreed that the IFTMIN B message will be presented on the “common issues” meeting on the 18.11.2009. 
 

10
Status awareness paper regarding Electronic reporting (Mr. de Lijster)
1. The document is meant to provide information on the situation to be expected and gives an outlook for the future (2020) it includes a number of commercial messages. The question was:  1) Can this document indeed provide the required awareness. 2) In what way should it be changed to ensure a good reception of the involved parties such as Authorities, Branch and e.g. Organisations of shippers.
2. The participants will give feedback within three weeks.
11 Next meeting of the MD group and location The next meeting of the MD group will be held on 24 Feb 2010 Vienna

12 Any other business and closure. (All) 
The chair thanked the hosts the Wasser- und Shifffarhrtssdirektion Südwest and in particular Mr Polschinsky for their kind hospitality and wished all participants a safe journey home

The meeting was closed at 16 hr 10 
	 
	Action
	Agenda point
	Responsible 
	Date
	Remarks

	1
	TOR discuss with Chair ERI 
	3 
	AdL 
	ongoing
	take care of continuity of subgroup

	2
	To send a feasibility study on convoy types and message
	4
	MSA / CPL
	before the ERI meeting
	

	3
	To update the RISING team on the performance profile 
	4
	MSA / CPL
	as soon as this is available
	

	4
	To provide the sub group with information on RISING
	4
	MCH
	As soon as available
	

	5
	Business requirements of any European Projects related to the work of ERI 
	4
	MSA / CPL
	On going
	

	6
	Questionnaire on the need for new messages  of the IRIS II partners 
	5
	MSA / CPL
	Before the meeting of the MD group
	

	7
	To provide an explanation how to handle the BERMAN XSD 
	6
	ADL, PFO, PJN
	Before the ERI meeting
	The UN will be contacted  to see whether an explanation can be given  or to invite an expert

	8
	To make the comparison between ERINOT and RPR requirements available 
	7
	ADL PFO
	As soon as the ERI Chair gives permission
	

	9
	To adopt the encoding guide for  XML ERINOT solution
	7
	All
	To be discussed in the ERI meeting
	

	10
	To put an overview of CR’s on the website
	8
	PFO
	ongoing
	Request from Slovak, the info will be made available as soon as possible

	11
	To prepare some slides to show the results of the discussion regarding Convoy types and the CR10
	8
	MSA / CPL
	before the ERI meeting
	

	12
	To prepare a CR regarding the language to be used for textual information
	8b
	PFO
	before the meeting of the MD group
	

	13
	To prepare a CR for the field length of the DG information
	8c
	PFO
	before the meeting of the MD group
	

	14
	To change the voyage number into conditional in the ERINOT XSD
	8d
	PFO
	Within two weeks
	To be discussed in the ERI meeting

	15
	To update the IFTMIN user manual and to add the supporting organisations into the guide to provide clarity which organisations do support the message
	9
	PJN
	Before the ERI meeting
	

	16
	Awareness paper regarding electronic reporting
	10
	All
	Feedback within 3 weeks
	further action ADL / PFO

	17
	Clarification messages
	
	AdL, PFO
	ongoing
	Ongoing action 
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