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Note:  This was the third of the TDG Sub-Committee's four meetings scheduled to be held during the 2007-2008 biennium.  The purpose of this meeting was to consider amendments to the UN Recommendations on the Transport of Dangerous Goods, also known as the UN "Model Regulations".  The amendments agreed to by the Sub-Committee during this biennium will be submitted for final consideration and approval at the 4th session of the UN Committee of Experts on the Transport of Dangerous Goods and on the Globally Harmonized System of Classification and Labelling of Chemicals in December, 2008. Once approved by the Committee, the amendments will be incorporated into the 16th Revised Edition of the UN Model Regulations and will be adopted within the IMDG Code and ICAO TI from January 1, 2011.
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	Paper #
	Paper Title/Summary
	US Positions and Results

	Proposals Related to Class 1

	2008/2 and 2008/2 Rev.1
	Definition of Phlegmatized (Australia)
In this paper Australia proposes a revised definition for phlegmatized in Chapter 1.2.   

	The US did not oppose the inclusion of a definition for phlegmatized within the UN Model Regulations.  

Result:  The proposal was adopted, as amended slightly, by the Explosives Working Group.  The definition was place in 2.1.1.3.



	2008/10

2008/11

2008/44

2008/55

INF.13

INF.27

INF.38

INF.57

INF.66


	Additional test for 1.4S classification (IME)

In this paper IME opposes the new test procedure for 1.4S classification proposed by Canada and tentatively adopted by the SCOE at its previous session.  IME states that no need for this proposal has been demonstrated, that the proposal is incomplete, and that the acceptance criteria of the proposal are too vague and open to varying interpretations.

Additional test for 1.4S classification (Canada)

At the twenty-ninth session of the Sub-Committee, the expert from Canada made a proposal for an additional test for determining 1.4S classification (ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2006/62).  This was followed at the UNSCOE’s thirty-first session by an information paper containing a detailed example of the application of the proposed test to perforating charges (UN/SCETDG/31/INF.43) and (b) a working paper containing new text for Section 16 (ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2007/29).  The majority of the Working Group was in favor of provisional acceptance of the proposal from Canada, while waiting for further results or proposals from other countries. The present document represents the new proposal for the additional text in Section 10, as well as slight modifications to Section 16 to address some of the comments received from the members of the working group. In addition, more examples of test results are provided.
Comments on ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2006/62 and 2007/29 (Germany)

In this paper, Germany provides comments on Canada’s proposed revised Division 1.4S criteria.  
Additional test for Division 1.4S Shaped Charges (USA)

In this paper we propose an alternative solution to the Canadian proposal.  Specifically, we propose a new special provision be applied to the UN 0441 shaped charges entry that we believe would address Canada’s concerns regarding shaped charges without requiring changes to the test criteria for all 1.4S articles.  
Comments on the IME Paper ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/10 (Canada)
In this paper Canada responds point by point to each of the concerns raised by IME in 2008/10.

Comments on ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/55 (Canada)
Canada questions the validity of the arguments put forth by the US and generally disagrees with 2008/55, other than to agree that the Explosives Working Group could further consider the pass/fail criteria for the test.
Additional test for 1.4S classification (UK)

In this paper the UK provides a number of specific counter proposals to Canadian proposal.

IME opposes the proposal from Canada based primarily upon the opinion that the proposed test was incomplete and that more test data was needed.  In a new working paper, ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/11, Canada has provided a more complete test specification and, in UN/SCETDG/33/INF.13, has replied to many of the other concerns IME raised in …C.3/2008/10.   

This supplementary paper provided additional details relative to Germany’s concerns as expressed in 2008/11.


	The US shared some of IME’s concerns.  The US submitted a separate proposal on this issue (see 2008/55).

The US did not support this proposal as written.  We opposed the proposal for revising the 1.4S classification test methods on the basis of the limited testing on shaped charges performed by Canada.  We have questioned the appropriateness of adopting a proposal with such broad implications when no data has been presented to justify applying this new requirement on other 1.4S articles.  Detailed comments were provided in a US paper (see 2008/55).  

In this paper, Germany questioned whether the proposed criteria for the new 6(d) test (see 2008/11) are appropriate.  Some of these concerns were consistent with those expressed in US paper 2008/55. 

Result:  The SC noted there was no consensus on the adoption of the additional test for 1.4S classification, but since work on this subject had been gong on since 1998 and the current tests and criteria were considered not satisfactory, it agreed to adopt the text in Annex 1 of the report except that:

a) The first sentence of 16.7.1.3.4 was placed between square brackets and should be discussed again at the next session;

b) The words “adjacent material” in 16.7.1.4 (b) and “full perforation” in 16.7.1.4(d) were placed between square brackets pending clarification of their meaning for interpretation of the test;

c) A list of examples of results (16.7.1.5) will have to be provided for the next session;

d) The list of entries to which the new special provision would apply was placed between square brackets.

The Working Group discussed the following issues:

· Is a test needed to examine hazardous effects arising from accidental initiation or ignition?  The majority of the Working Group concluded that such a test was required.

· Should such a test be applied to all 1.4S candidates or just to those judged by the Working Group likely to have hazardous effects outside of the package?  The Working Group agreed with the US suggestion that such a test should be applied only to specific 1.4S candidates.

· Do the criteria proposed in …C.3/2008/11 need to be modified?  The Working Group agreed that modification was necessary.

The Working Group determined that the proposed test should apply only to eight UN numbers (0323, 0366, 0441, 0445, 0455, 0456, 0460, and 0500) by the addition of a new Special Provision 347. 

	2008/26 

INF.44


	Special packing provisions for goods of Class 1 (Australia)
In this paper Australia proposes to amend the prohibition against the use of PG I metal packagings in 4.1.5.5.  Australia notes that the current text can be interpreted to allow a package marked to the PG II performance level but capable of meeting the PG I test criteria.  Australia notes that such a package would still pose an overconfinement risk.

Special Packing Provisions for goods of Class 1 (UK)

In this paper the UK proposes an alternative amendment to 4.1.5.5. 


	The US was not opposed to clarification of the text in question, but favored the approach by the United Kingdom in INF.44 and stated that the explosives working group should be tasked with considering this issue.  

Result:  The working group expressed support for the proposal in INF.44 but asked the UK to submit a formal proposal to the SC to give the delegates time to consider the proposal with their national experts so that the issue could be resolved at the December session.

	INF.22
	Interpretation of the text of the external fire (bonfire) test (Manual of Tests and Criteria 16.6.1) (Austria)

In this paper Austria poses a number of questions related to how to properly interpret results of the external fire (bonfire) test.

In addition, Australia proposes to add “SEATBELT PRETENSIONERS INFLATORS; or SEATBELT PRETENSIONERS MODULES” in the text of UN 3268 or in Appendix B (alphabetic index).

	We did not support the inclusion of additional names for seatbelt pretensioners inflators/modules to be added to UN 3268.  

The working group considered questions from Austria, the answers to those questions detailed in INF.71 para 7(e).  

Result:  The proposal was not adopted.


	2008/32
	Classification as a consequence of Net Explosive Quantity (Australia)

This paper is a follow on to 2007/17 and Inf.19 submitted by Australia at the previous session.  In this paper Australia again references an incident which occurred at a fireworks storage facility at Carmel in Western Australia, and also advises of a recent incident which occurred mid-December 2007 at a fireworks manufacturing and storage site near Lithgow in New South Wales.  Australia proposes that the classification of fireworks of divisions 1.2 and 1.3 should be subject to a maximum NEQ in a closed cargo transport unit if they are to retain their assigned classification.

	The US was not convinced amendments to the classification system are justified.  The classification should be based on the hazard properties of the substance or article, not on the quantity transported or stored.  To begin to classify explosives on the basis of combined NEQ would have significant repercussions on other facets of the explosives classification system which has proven effective for many years.  For example, the proposal did not address why the Test Series 6 results are not adequate for Division 1.2 and 1.3 fireworks but are adequate for other fireworks and explosives.  Additionally, the proposal does not address how the reclassification should be handled in respect to remarking/relabelling of packages within a cargo transport unit.  

Result:  The proposal was not adopted.  The WG was concerned that many of the fireworks were not 1.3G but were 1.1G.  We pointed out the various problems related to classification as a transport unit moves from place to place picking up and delivering explosives.  The working group felt there was still much to learn about the classification of fireworks, which is the goal of the CHAF project.  The working group preferred that the work of CHAF continue to progress to try and resolve some of the problems with fireworks classification. 


	2008/39
	Report of the informal Working Group on Desensitised Explosives (Netherlands)

The informal Working Group on desensitised explosives had met twice to have technical discussions on the classification and hazard communication on desensitised explosives. The first meeting was held on the 17 December 2007; the second meeting took place on 31 March 2008.  This paper reproduces the report of the WG.
	We did not agree with the conclusions reached by the informal working group or the recommendations in this report.  In particular, we see no value in revising the classification scheme for desensitized explosives.  The scope of this effort was intended to address potential Hazard Communication deficiencies within GHS.  However, the group has expanded this mandate to propose a new classification scheme for classifying desensitized explosives.  We believe this is currently adequately covered within GHS. 

We are particularly concerned that the proposed revisions to the classification scheme would require redundant testing based on the package size.  This would offer no increased safety benefit and pose undue costs to test multiple packaging configurations.  
Result:  The explosive working group was asked to review based on time permitting, recognizing this was not a high priority issue.  All in plenary were in favor of continuing the work in an outside working group in the future.  However, reservation was expressed about the creation of a new division.  It was agreed that a working group session on desensitized explosives will be scheduled for 9-10 December 08 (dates indicated by the Chairman of the working group, but to be confirmed as the session could also take place on 8-9 Dec.)  The report of this WG will be considered in the next biennium only.

	2008/40


	Screening test for substances which may have explosive properties and consequential changes Introduction of additional criteria (ICCA)

In this paper ICCA proposes several modifications to the UN Manual of Tests and Criteria relating to substances which may have explosive properties.  

	We welcomed the efforts of ICCA to provide more practical approaches for testing substances which may have explosive properties; particularly for situations where only a small quantity of substances are available. In principle, we supported this proposal but we expressed the need for more time to evaluate the impact on classification related to explosives, organic peroxides and self-reactive substances. 

Result:  The proposal was not adopted.  ICCA agreed to prepare a paper for a future session.


	INF.42
	Classification of Ammonium Nitrate Emulsions (UK)

In this paper, the UK proposed to amend the title of Figure 2.1.4 of the GHS text and to amend the final box in Figure 2.1.4.  

	Result:  The U.S. supported this proposal.  The proposal was adopted.

	2008/41

INF.45
	Amendment to the Proper Shipping Name of UN 3474 for inclusion of 1-HOBt Monohydrate (ICCA)

In this paper ICCA provides additional technical justification for inclusion of 1-HOBt Monohydrate in Division 4.1.

Addendum to ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/41 (ICCA)

In this paper ICCA provides additional data in support of their proposal.  They indicate they will also provide results of Test Series 6 for the December session.
	The US supported this proposal.  We previously submitted proposals UN/SCETDG/30/INF.27 (July, 2007) and 2007/22 (December, 2007) also proposing a Division 4.1 classification.  We agreed with ICCA that Division 4.1 is appropriate for the monohydrate form of 1-HOBt.  

Result:  The proposal was adopted with some amendments.  The working group observed that the additional data presented by ICCA shows that the wetted anhydrous HOBt is really the same as the monohydrate; therefore, the working group recommended that UN3474 be revised by amending the proper shipping name to read “1-HYDROXYBENZOTRIAZOLE, MONOHYDRATE”; SP 28 was deleted.

	2008/43

INF.71
	Substances having explosive properties (Germany)

In this paper Germany proposes amendments to the GHS text relevant to classification of explosives.  In particular Germany is concerned that certain provisions of the classification scheme are appropriate for transport but not for supply and use.  

This document clarifies Germany’s intent in document …/C.3/2008/43.   The aim of one part of this proposal is to allow for a simplified classification for supply and use if substances with explosive properties are not transported, e.g. because they are handled or used unpacked on site or prepared for unpacked use.   They also suggest an alternative to the normal classification procedure which offers the possibility to reduce testing.


	The US did not support this proposal.  From the inception it was agreed that “Physical Hazards” in TDG are suitable for incorporation within GHS for use by other sectors.  This decision was taken by the Interorganization Programme for the Sound Management of Chemicals (IOMC) during the development of the GHS.  Germany’s logic would lead to a need to reconsider the entire explosives classification system, if not entire physical hazards classification system.  In addition, Germany provided no specific examples of how the classification system is unsuitable for “supply and use” to justify their proposal. 

Under the present system substances which may have “explosive properties” or are “intended to be used as an explosive” as defined in TDG and GHS must first be tested in an unpackaged form.  Once a substance is confirmed to have explosive properties it is classified as Class 1 (for TDG) and Explosive (for GHS).  The substance is then packed and further tests are conducted to determine the hazard Division (1.1, 1.2, 1.3 etc.).  Therefore, in our view the current TDG and GHS explosive classification system is adequate and does not require any fundamental amendments.   During the GHS SC session, Germany indicated that their concern was that the current text would require classification in a packaged form, even in cases where the substances were never intended to be packaged or transported.  

Result:  The proposal was not adopted.  Germany indicated they would consider submitted a new proposal to the next session.  

	2008/54

INF.43


	Criteria for excluding articles from Class 1 (USA)

Currently, 2.1.1.1 of the UN Model Regulations states that Class 1 comprises: (b) “Explosive articles, except devices containing explosive substances in such quantity or of such character that their inadvertent or accidental ignition or initiation during transport shall not cause any effect external to the device either by projection, fire, smoke, heat or loud noise;”  This paper proposes to provide more detailed criteria to aid competent authorities in determining when explosive articles can be excepted based on the existing general language in 2.1.1.1.

Criteria for excluding articles from Class 1 (UK)

In this paper the UK expresses concern that there is no criterion for the words “in such a quantity or form” and provides additional text from the UK Ministry of Defence’s Explosives Regulations, Joint Services Publication JSP 482 for items excluded from Class 1 for consideration by the Sub-Committee.


	The US submitted this paper as a first step to developing test criteria to be used to evaluate explosive articles that may be candidates for exclusion from Class 1 as provided in Section 2.1.1.1(b) of the Model Regulations.  
Result:  We plan to submit a revised proposal taking into account comments from the Working Group.


	INF.33
	Definition of flash composition as part of the default fireworks classification table (2.1.3.5.5) (Germany)

In this paper the expert from Germany suggests reconsidering a decision taken at a previous session of the Sub-Committee concerning the inclusion of a reference to the UN 2(c)(i)-test in Note 2 of section 2.1.3.5.5 (default fireworks classification table). (Reference ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/60, item no. 50). 


	Germany discussed its concern that it may be impractical to subject all fireworks to the time/pressure test when the items enter the country.  The working group discussed the responsibility for and extent of testing the substances in accordance with the suggested procedure (INF.37).  It was suggested that the sender/importer be responsible for submitting the data.  Other concerns regarding technical data were resolved with INF.37.


	INF.32
	1.3G Classification of rockets with up to 25% flash composition according to the default list (Germany)

In this paper Germany proposes to amend the Classification Criteria for rockets with up to 25% flash composition.  


	The proposal was not supported by the explosives WG because it was determined to contain insufficient information.  

Result:  No decision was taken on the proposal.

	INF.37
	Modifications to the time/ pressure test for defining flash powders (UK)

In this paper the UK proposes possible modifications to the time/pressure test for defining flash powders.
	There was support within the explosives WG for the approach proposed by the UK. 
Result:  Technical comments should be sent to the UK for a formal proposal to be developed for Dec.  The UK intends on circulating a draft for comment among the working group members prior to submitting to the Secretariat.  Technical drawings of the modified ignition system are currently available from the UK expert.


	INF.49
	Amendment to paragraph 16.6.1.3.2 of the Manual of Tests and Criteria, 4th revised edition (Germany)

In this paper, Germany proposed to amend the last sentence of paragraph 16.6.1.3.2 of the Manual of Tests and Criteria, 4th revised edition.  


	The US supported this proposal.
Result:  The proposal was adopted.



	INF.54
	Review of the UN Test Series 7 - Report of the Working Group (UK)

The UK proposed a review of Test Series 7 to see if changes were possible to take account of new developments and they offered to host an intersessional working group to examine the topic. The military community had spent many years in developing insensitive munitions but unfortunately test series 7 had not kept pace with these developments with the result that these insensitive munitions did not meet the criteria for inclusion in division 1.6.   This paper was previously considered at both the July and December 2007 sessions.   

	This issue was considered by the explosives working group.  The working group took note of the working group on Test Series 7 and the email address of the organizer of the next informal working group will be distributed. 


	INF.70
	Compressed gas cylinders containing an actuating device (USA)
In this paper, the US presented a situation where a small oxygen cylinder was designed with an installed actuator.  The article is designed for use in a new aircraft design as emergency oxygen in the event of depressurization.  A parallel was drawn to SP 225 currently applied to UN 1004 Fire Extinguishers.  The US was asking for comments on an appropriate regulatory amendment to ensure the cylinder is classified to the predominant Division 2.2 hazard, not Class 1.


	In this paper the US requested comments as to the advisability of allowing compressed gas cylinders with an explosive actuator attached, similar to that already described in the Model Regulations for fire extinguishers under SP225.  
Result:  Several experts expressed the opinion that the dominant hazard would be that of the compressed gas, not the actuator.  The working group was invited to provide comments to the US over the next few months.  The US will prepare a formal proposal for December 2008.

	Other Proposals

	2008/1
INF.21
	Application of the requirements for the construction and certification of UN No. 1950 aerosols and UN No. 2037 gas cartridges  (Switzerland)
In this document, Switzerland proposes to modify special packing provision PP17 contained in packing instruction P003.   
In this paper, FEA proposes an alternative approach which is to refer to 6.2.4 in 3.4.2, PP17, and L2.
	We were not opposed to this proposal in principle but preferred an alternative solution of referencing the provisions of 6.2.4 via a special provision.

Result:  A new special provision 344 referring to 6.2.4 was adopted, consistent with the FEA proposal.

	2008/3

INF.47
	Ethylene Oxide (UN1040) Sterilization Units (UK)

In this paper, the UK proposes a new special provision be introduced to allow glass ampoules of ethylene oxide used in sterilization devices to be transported as excepted quantities.  This text is consistent with an identical ICAO TI provision.  

Comments on document ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/3 (Belgium)

In this paper Belgium supports the UK proposal in principle but proposes what they view as consequential amendments to Special Provision “l” of P200. 


	The US supported this proposal.  A similar special provision is included within the ICAO Technical Instructions and within the US HMR.   The application of the excepted quantity provisions, and in addition requiring a hot water bath test and additional packaging provides a high degree of safety and has been proven effective in practice. 

Result:  This proposal was adopted with a number of amendments as follows:
“342”  Glass inner receptacles (such as ampoules or capsules) intended for use in sterilization devices, when containing less than 30 ml of ethylene oxide only per inner packaging with not more than 300 ml per outer packaging, may be transported in accordance with eh provisions in Ch 3.5, irrespective of the indication of E0 in column 7a of the DGL provided that:

1. After filling, each glass inner receptacle shall be determined to be leak-tight by placing the glass inner receptacle in a hot water bath at a temperature, and for a period of time, sufficient to ensure that an internal pressure equal to the vapor pressure of ethylene oxide at 55 C is achieved. Any glass inner receptacle showing evidence of leakage, distortion or other defect under this test shall not be transported under the terms of this special provision; and

2. In addition to the packaging required by 3.5.2 each glass inner receptacle shall be placed in a sealed plastic bag compatible with ethylene oxide and capable of containing the contents in the event of breakage or leakage of the glass inner receptacle; and

3. Each glass inner receptacle shall be protected by a means (e.g. sleeves or cushioning) of preventing puncture of the plastic bag in the event of damage to the packaging (e.g. by crushing).”

We did not support Belgium’s proposal.  Their proposal will merge two distinct packaging options which do not actually overlap.  

Result: The proposals in INF.47 were not adopted.

	2008/4

INF.18
	Amendment to paragraph 6.7.2.15 (Spain)

In this paper Spain proposes to add a new paragraph to 6.7.2.15 to specify requirements for pressure relief devices on portable tanks with protective metal housing.  
In INF.18 Spain provides supplemental technical information and photographs in support of their proposal.
	While sympathetic to Spain’s concerns, the US was not convinced an amendment was necessary as 6.7.2.15.2 already provides that arrangements should be made to protect relief devices, and 6.7.2.15.1 required that such devices be so arranged to ensure that escaping vapor is discharged unrestrictedly.

Result:  There was little support for this proposal and Spain indicated they would prepare a new proposal, taking into account the comments received.  


	2008/5

INF.19
	Amendment to paragraphs 6.7.2.6 and 6.7.3.6 (Spain)

In this paper, Spain proposes to add a new 6.7.2.6.5 to provide more detailed requirements for manholes and inspection openings.  The requirements would stipulate a minimum number of pivoting bolts for manhole cover necks dependant on the tank type, and in addition specify that where threaded blind holes are found, only studs not entering the interior of the tank can be used to join the necking and manhole cover.

In INF.19, Spain provides supplemental technical data to justify their proposal.
	The US was not opposed in principle to this proposal but questioned whether the requirements are more specific than necessary.  For example, is it necessary to specify that a minimum of 6 pivoting bolts are required for portable tanks following instructions T1 to T10 and that 8 pivoting bolts are required for portable tanks following instructions T11 to T22?

Result:  Spain indicated their intention to prepare a revised proposal for the next session.  

	2008/6
	Proposal to amend Chapter 5.4 (section 5.4.1.5.1):

Entry for total quantity of dangerous goods 

on multimodal dangerous goods form (VOHMA)

In this paper, VOHMA proposes the following text be added to the UN Model Regulations as a new last sentence to 5.4.1.5.1:

“The number, type, and capacity of each inner packaging within the outer packaging of a combination packaging need not be indicated.”  
	The U.S. expressed support for resolving VOHMA’s problem and the difficulties encountered in practice.  However, we expressed our view that the text is better suited to a note since it is a clarification.  

Result:   The following note to 5.4.1.5.1 was adopted:

"NOTE: The number, type and capacity of each inner packaging within the outer packaging of a combination packaging is not required to be indicated."

	2008/50
	Comments on ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/6 (Canada)

In this paper Canada comments on the proposal from VOHMA.  In addition, Canada proposes that the example multimodal form at the end of Chapter 5.4 be deleted on the basis that it appears to raise more questions than it answers.
	As stated above, we agreed with Canada that the issue is one of interpretation, and that a regulatory change may not be warranted.  

Result:   The note was adopted (see above).  There was no consensus on the suggestion to delete the example form.

	2008/7
	UN Portable tank and MEGC identification plates (Canada)
At the previous session, several amendments were adopted related to portable tank specification plate markings (see ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2007/52, ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2007/56, INF.10).  However, certain revisions to the format of the information proposed by Canada were deferred.  In this paper Canada proposes several revisions as well as a transition period to take into account the revisions to the markings.  
 
	We supported Option 1 in the proposal, which would grandfather all existing specification plates on tanks manufactured prior to 2012.

We did not support the additional mark of the owner’s name, but supported the remaining proposals.  

Result:  The SC unanimously adopted the proposals with some amendments for a requirement to mark the UN packaging symbol on the identification plates of UN portable tanks and MEGC and to clarify the presentation of the specific information required to be marked, except for the proposal on the marking of the owner’s name, which was withdrawn.  Concerning transitional measures, the SC adopted the first option that the marking requirements would not apply mandatorily to portable tanks and MEGCs manufactured before 1 Jan 2012.  This decision does not affect the decision taken at the last session regarding the transitional period for “S” marking.

	2008/8
	IBC Packing Instructions for solids (UK)

In this paper the UK notes that several IBC Packing Instructions intended for solids reference IBC specifications intended for liquids.  The UK proposes that such references be deleted and that an additional requirement be added to packing instructions IBC04 to IBC 08 to identify that where solid substances are likely to become liquid, users should refer to section 4.1.3.4 of the UN Model Regulations.   
	While we understood that the certain IBC types in Packing Instructions IBC04 and IBC08 refer to design types tested for liquids, we were not convinced there was a need to delete them as they appeared to be suitable for example for solid powders or granular solids.

Result: The proposed amendments to IBC04 and 08 were adopted, with deletion of the additional requirements for IBC04 and 05, since the IBCs referred to in para 4.1.3.4 are not authorized by these instructions.

	2008/9

INF.52
	Fumigated cargo transport units and cargo transport units containing dangerous goods for cooling or conditioning (UK)

In this paper the UK proposes that two new additional sections be added to part 5 to address provisions applicable to fumigated cargo transport units (UN 3359) and provisions applicable to dangerous goods used for cooling or conditioning purposes (such as dry ice (UN 1845) or nitrogen, refrigerated liquid (UN 1977).  

In INF.52, EIGA states that the marking proposed by the UK includes the wrong type of breathing protection and could be confusing to transport workers.  


	The US supported the efforts by the UK to clarify the requirements for fumigated units, but agreed with certain comments by VOHMA as presented in INF.10.  In addition we presented the following specific comments:

1) We suggested that 5.5.1.3.4 should be amended as follows:

When the fumigated goods or materials have been unloaded, and the cargo transport unit has been completely ventilated, the fumigation warning mark shall be removed.

2) We did not support a revised marking for fumigated transport units.  We believe the current marking in the IMDG Code is sufficient and could be incorporated within the UN Model Regulations.

3) We questioned the proposed text in 5.5.2.2.1 with respect to other dangerous goods used for cooling or conditioning.  We suggested the proposal was not complete and should be deferred to the next session.

Result:  The U.S. worked with the UK and with other members of the Sub-Committee to develop a revised proposed text taking into account many of our comments above.  Text related to fumigated units was adopted.  The new markings proposed by the UK were not adopted.  Provisions related to the cooling/conditioning issue was deferred to the December session.

	INF.10
	Fumigated cargo transport units and cargo transport units containing dangerous goods for cooling or conditioning (VOHMA)

In this paper VOHMA expresses support in principle for the UK proposal in 2008/9.  However VOHMA feels that the proposed text at 5.5.1.3.4 is confusing and could be interpreted to mean that a class 9 placard is not required to be displayed when a CTU is under fumigation even if it contains Class 9 dangerous goods.   


	The US agreed with the clarifications proposed by VOHMA pertaining to 5.5.1.3.4, but was not convinced that the amendment to 5.5.2.2.4 is necessary.  

Result:  The amendment to 5.5.1.3.4 was adopted.  The amendment to 5.5.2.2.4 was not adopted.  Instead, the following language was included:

5.5.2.1.2  When the fumigated cargo transport unit is loaded with dangerous goods in addition to the fumigant, any provision of these Regulations relevant to these goods (including placarding, marking and documentation) applies in addition to the provisions of this section.

	INF.26
	Comments on 2008/9 (Sweden)

In this paper Sweden offers detailed comments on the UK proposal related to marking, placarding, documentation and training.
	The US did not support the proposals within this paper,    except the proposal to delete the Class 9 reference on documentation given that the Class 9 placard is not required.

Result:  See discussion on 2008/9.



	2008/12
	Petroleum sour crude oil (Canada)

In this paper Canada proposes two new UN numbers and shipping names for petroleum sour crude oil; and a new special provision.  The descriptions reflect the fact that in some cases sour crude oil may off-gas Hydrogen Sulfide, a toxic by inhalation material.  
	The US supported this proposal in principle.  We agreed that if an inhalation hazard is posed by such materials, this risk should be addressed.  

Result:  The proposal was adopted.  The proposed special provision was limited to apply only for crude oil containing hydrogen sulfide.

	2008/13
	4.1.4.1, Packing Instruction P200 (4), Special packing provisions “k” (EIGA)

In this paper EIGA proposes to modify Packing Instruction P200 item (4) Special packing provisions “k”, paragraph 7 such that cylinder/valve combinations in accordance with ISO 10692-2 would be permitted.

	The US was not opposed to this proposal.  

Result:  The proposal was adopted.

	2008/14
	Pressure relief devices for MEGCs (EIGA)

In this paper EIGA proposes to amend the last sentence of 6.7.5.4.1 to clarify that a PRD is only required when specified by a Competent Authority, and when required the PRD must be in accordance with the competent authority requirements. 


	The US was not opposed to this amendment.

Result: The amendment was adopted.

	2008/15
	6.2.2.7 Marking of refillable UN pressure receptacles (EIGA)

In this paper EIGA proposes three amendments regarding marking requirements for bundles of cylinders.   
	The US did not support this proposal as written.  We agree that the marking provisions applicable to bundles of cylinders should be clarified.  We expressed our interest in the completion of an ISO document that is being developed to better address the provisions for bundles of cylinders and would prefer to refer that document once completed.  The Sub-Committee noted that there were differences in the requirements for bundles between North America and Europe.  

Result:  The proposal was withdrawn.  EIGA and CGA agreed to work together to submit a future proposal.  

	2008/16

INF.53

INF.76
	Packing Instruction P200 (Germany)

In this paper Germany proposes to amend Special Provisions k and q of Packing Instruction P200 in order to more specifically address requirements for the use of gas-tight caps or plugs.

In this paper, EIGA proposes that rather than have the plug or cap specifically meet the performance requirements of the valve as specified in ISO 10297, that the cap or plug conform to the same dimensions as the user connector that the valve outlet is intended for, it shall ensure that the same degree of integrity is assured for the cap or plug as when the valve is connected to a user’s process. 

EIGA and CGA proposal developed during the session to improve the text proposed in 2008/16.. 

	The US agreed in principle with the comments made by EIGA in INF.53 and supported an amended version of the proposal which was adopted.   

Result:  The  proposal to amend provisions “k” and “q” in para (4) of PI200 contained in INF.76 was adopted with some changes.

	2008/17

INF.9

INF.14

INF.75


	Transport of dangerous goods in limited quantities (France)

In this paper France proposes a revised marking for packages containing dangerous goods in limited quantities.  The proposal takes into account the results of working groups held in July and December of 2007.  The proposal would simplify the existing provisions of Chapter 3.4 by removing the language specific to consumer goods and applying a standard marking (pictured below) to all limited quantity packages, including those in a form suitable for retail sale.

Comments on ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/17 (AISE/CEPE)

In this paper AISE and CEPE offer support for the limited quantity proposal presented by France.  They propose two modifications:

1)  An amendment to the text limiting any additional information relative to the nature of the goods in the diamond marking to markings required by the air mode;

2) An amendment allowing for a reduced size for the marking if the package size is to small to bear a 100mmx100mm marking.

Transport of dangerous goods in limited quantities (IATA) – Comments on 2008/17

In this paper IATA  supports the French proposal but recommends text to address air transport marking requirements for limited quantities (LTD QTY indicates UN spec packaging is not required).  
Proposed new text

3.4.1
to 3.4.6  (unchanged)

3.4.7
Packages containing dangerous goods in limited quantities need not be marked with the proper shipping name or UN Number of the contents, but shall bear the marking shown in Figure 1 below.  The marking shall be readily visible, legible and able to withstand open weather exposure without a substantial reduction in effectiveness.  Additional information as required by the ICAO Technical Instructions may appear in the centre portion of the marking provided that the package conforms to the requirements of the ICAO Technical Instructions.
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Figure 1 – Marking for packages containing limited quantities.  Top and bottom portions and line must be black, centre area white or suitable contrasting background.  Minimum dimensions: 100 mm x 100 mm.  Minimum width of line forming diamond: 2 mm.
[If the size of the package so requires, the dimension may be reduced, to be not less than 50 mm x 50 mm provided the marking remains clearly visible.]

3.4.8
The documentation provisions of 5.4.1 need not apply to dangerous goods packed in limited quantities.  However, mode specific requirements for documentation for dangerous goods packed in limited quantities may be applicable for sea and air transport and in these cases, the words “limited quantity” or “LTD QTY” [may] be included after the description of the dangerous goods packed in limited quantities (see 5.4.1.5.2).

	The US actively participated in the working groups which led to the French proposal.  Over the last five years, the UN Sub-Committee has invested significant time and effort examining the issue of limited quantities and consumer commodities.  Except for air transport, the requirements for materials packaged under the limited quantity provisions where substantially harmonized.  However, a consensus on harmonized requirements for consumer commodities could not be reached.  

For many years we have attempted to gain better recognition of our domestic consumer commodity provision (ORM-D) within the UN Model Regulations.  However, there has been a general lack of support for adopting provisions for goods based on their end use.  PHMSA held public meetings in February 2006 and March 2008 specific to this issue.  The overall issue has also been discussed during our pre-UN public meetings in 2006 and 2007.   As a result of these outreach efforts, it was determined that there was still significant interest in pursuing further harmonization.  In particular, the difficulties encountered with remarking and labeling of consumer commodity packages for distribution outside the US was considered to be an issue which would benefit from further harmonization.  Therefore, PHMSA agreed to further pursue the issue at the UN on the basis of the collaborative consensus reached during our public meeting.  A focus on a harmonized marking for limited quantities and consumer commodities formed the basis of these renewed efforts. 

We believed this proposal provides a significant value in enhancing the hazardous material recognition and communication of consumer commodity (ORM-D) packages.  We recognize that there may be some materials currently transported under the limited quantity provisions that are marked with the UN number and are accompanied in transport by a shipping paper, and we want to ensure we are not lowering the level of safety provided by existing regulations.  We expressed our interest in working with other Sub-Committee members to determine if there is a way to address this situation.  We are focused on developing the appropriate level of regulation that will enhance safety, improve compliance, improve transport efficiencies, reduce congestion, and support US interests. 

The US was cautious about specific references to ICAO provisions since ICAO has not made any decisions relative to the issue. 
 In addition, we expressed our concerned with the proposal to allow for smaller markings on small packages.  Although the UN MR include a similar provision for labels, in such cases the full requirements of the Model Regulations, including marking and documentation, apply.  We are not convinced that an allowance for a smaller marking in this case is warranted.  However we understand that in practice difficulties have arisen with the marking and labeling of small packages and we are interested in soliciting further views on this aspect of the proposal for the December session.  

A lunch-time working group met and developed a modified proposal in INF.75.  

Result:  The proposal as amended in INF.75 was adopted.  Text relative to the ICAO TI was adopted as follows:

Additional information as required by the ICAO Technical Instructions may appear in the centre portion of the marking provided that the package conforms to the requirements of the ICAO Technical Instructions.
Text allowing for a smaller mark not less than 50mm x 50mm was placed in square brackets to be decided in the December session.  All delegates were encouraged to review this authorization and determine if appropriate.  

ICAO will be addressing this at there upcoming November 2008 Working Group of the Whole.  

	2008/18
	Gas Cartridges (France)

France would like the note placed before 6.2.1, since the note applies to Chapter 6.2 as a whole and not merely to “6.2.1 General requirements”.
	We did not believe this amendment to be necessary.  

Result:  The note was clarified to indicate the provisions of 6.2.1 to 6.2.3 do not apply to aerosols.  The note was then moved directly under the heading of the Chapter.

	2008/19


	New entry for Iodine, raw in Class 8 (Germany)

In this paper Germany proposes a new entry be added to the Dangerous Goods List for “Iodine, raw” in Class 8 PG II with a subsidiary 6.1 risk.  A data sheet is provided to justify the proposal.
	We were not opposed in principle to the inclusion of an entry specific to iodine, however we questioned whether sufficient data had been provided and objected to the use of the word “raw”.  

Result:  The proposal was adopted, however the word “raw” was not included.

	2008/20
	Proposals concerning requirements for open cryogenic receptacles (UK)

In this paper the UK proposes amendments to the Model Regulations to incorporate provisions for the transport of open cryogenic receptacles.  Detailed amendments to P203 are proposed, as well as two new special provisions to address Nitrogen, refrigerated liquid in particular. This paper is a follow up to 2007/8 and 2007/42.  
	The US supported the UK’s efforts to address requirements for open cryogenic receptacles.  Currently, the HMR have broad provisions for the use of such receptacles (i.e. dewar flasks).  The ICAO TI also have provisions in PI 202.  We questioned specific elements of the UK proposal; in particular the 450 L size limit (ICAO TI limits to 50 L) and the proposed marking.

Result:  The proposal was adopted with some changes.  A new definition was also included.  Since some experts considered that the upper limit on capacity of 450 liters was too high, this was placed in square brackets.



	2008/21


	Addition of marking requirement to P903 for lithium ion batteries (IFALPA)

In this paper IFALPA proposes to require lithium batteries subject to P903 to be marked with a watt-hour rating.  
	The US was not opposed to this proposal.  We understand that the marking could facilitate recognition of the appropriate classification for such batteries and their applicable transport provisions.

Result: The proposal was adopted as amended by INF. 82/Rev1.  The new marking requirement is placed in a special provision.  



	2008/22
	References to ISO standards – Ultrasonic Examination (ISO)

In this paper ISO reproduces text adopted in square brackets at the previous session to authorize ultrasonic examination in accordance with ISO standards 10461/6406 and without the approval of the competent authority.  
	The US supported this proposal.   

Result:  The proposal was adopted except for the provision allowing UE to be used to check internal conditions. 

	2008/23
	Training provisions; records of training (COSTHA)

In this paper COSTHA proposes to amend 1.3.3 of the UN Model Regulations concerning training to specify all training required by this section be documented and retained for a certain period of time.   
	The US supported this clarification we were satisfied with the amended version adopted by the SC.

Result:  The proposal to amend para 1.3.3 and 1.4.2.4 was adopted.  Para 1.3.3 was amended as follows (1.4.2.4 was amending similarly):

Records of training received according to this chapter shall be kept by the employer and made available to the employee or competent authority, upon request. Records shall be kept by the employer for a period of time established by the competent authority.

	2008/24
	Use of fusible elements on portable tanks for organometallic substances (ICCA)
This paper is a follow-up to 2007/51 which was adopted at the last session.   During the discussion on the previous proposal some delegates voiced concern that the term “primary relief device” was not clear and not defined in the Model Regulations.  ICCA agreed to consider the issue and propose alternative text. In addition, ICCA notes that the use of fusible elements is explicitly described in 6.7.2.8.1 for portable tanks with a capacity of 1900 litres or more.  However, for small tanks (less than 1900 litres) fusible elements are also used.   Therefore ICCA proposes to add text to 6.7.2.8.4 to address use of fusible elements on smaller tanks.  


	The US supported these clarifications.

Result:  The proposal was adopted.

	2008/25

INF.3
	Assignment of Special Provision (SP) 274 (CEFIC)
In this paper CEFIC reports on discussions at the European Joint Meeting (ADR/RID/ADN) and the conclusions reached with respect to the requirement for a technical name for certain generic descriptions. The UN SCOE had previously removed the technical name requirement for a number of entries which were considered to provide sufficient information within the proper shipping name. In this paper CEFIC proposes that the UN consider assigning SP 274 to a number of entries which are not currently required to be supplemented with a technical name.
In INF.3, CEFIC provides supplementary information relative to their proposal including information on forbidden mixtures.
	The US generally opposed the application of a technical name requirement to the entries mentioned.  We did not believe CEFIC has provided proper justification for requiring a technical name in most, if not all, all cases.  A technical name is required in order to provide more information in the event of incident, and not for some of the reasons CEFIC proposes (e.g. for purposes of the shipper determining filling densities or to preclude shipment of forbidden materials).

Result:  The SC expressed appreciation for the work done by CEFIC and noted it has led RID/ADR/ADN to remove the SP from some materials.  The proposal was sent to a working group; however, the working group could not reach agreement.  Both documents remained on the agenda for the December session.   The SC indicated that firm justifications were necessary to determine the appropriate application (or not) of SP 274 and invited experts to submit justifications to CEFIC in time for consideration at the December session.  Without further justification many of the delegates seemed prepared to agree with CEFICs proposal.  

	2008/27
	Package requirements for dangerous goods which may evolve a hazard if not effectively sealed (Australia)
In this paper Australia recounts an incident in which an organochlorine pesticide was exposed to air within its outer package due to poor inner packaging arrangement which employed only a “twist tie”. The result was the build-up of toxic fumes within the container which led to exposure of transport personnel one of which required medical attention.  Australia proposes to add requirements to the Model Regulations similar to current requirements in the IMDG Code 4.1.1.7.2.  


	The US expressed concern over the proposal on the basis that it could apply to an extremely large number of dangerous goods.

Result: Several delegations expressed concerns similar to ours.  Additionally, many experts noted there was no definition for hermetically sealed.  The proposal was amended by Australia to be recommendatory in nature; but was not adopted.

	2008/56
	Lithium Hypochlorite dry and mixtures (USA)

This paper proposes that a new Packing Group III line be added to the current entry for UN 1471 with appropriate limited/excepted quantity values, packing, and tank provisions.


	US Proposal

Result: The proposal was adopted as amended with the addition of SP223 and LP02 authorizations.

	INF.4
	Cross Bottling of IBCs – Correspondence Working Group (UK)

This paper attempts to provide a framework and initial suggestions to resolve the following issues identified by the correspondence working group:
●
What is meant by the term “original manufacturer’s specification”?

●
How do you ensure compliance with the existing approvals if all the re-bottler has is the mark on the frame of the IBC?

●
How do you identify a legitimate cross bottled IBC when the mark on the outer frame is not linked to the new bottle?

●
4.1.1.1 requires packagings, which includes IBCs, to be closed in accordance with the information provided by the manufacturer. This duty is placed on the user/filler of the IBC but when he purchases a rebottled IBC what details does he request if the new bottle is not from the original manufacturer?

●
4.1.1.9 requires the user/filler to satisfy himself that the IBC is capable of passing the tests in 6.5 before filling. A repaired IBC must have a test report -6.5.4.5.2. Is this always the case? From whom does a filler obtain a test report for a re-bottled IBC?  
	There were no proposals in this paper.  The US offered the following comments on each of the issues identified by the WG:

We expressed our opinion that the term original manufacturer’s specification refers to a specification which will perform in a manner equal to or exceeding the design as specified by the original manufacturer.

It is the duty of the re-bottler to ensure that the replacement bottle conforms to the original manufacturer’s specification.  This can be done in a number of ways, but we do not believe the regulations need to specify how this must be done in practice.

A repaired or remanufactured IBC will bear appropriate markings which will identify the responsible party.  These markings allow the competent authority to communicate directly with the responsible party if questions arise.

The filler may take any appropriate measures to ensure the cross-bottled IBC is compliant.  This may include asking for a copy of the test report pertaining to the cross-bottled IBC.  This could be obtained from the party performing the repair.

	2008/28

INF.31

INF.60

INF.61

INF.73


	Rebottling/ Cross Bottling of Composite IBC’s Report of the correspondence working group (UK)
This paper presents the terms of reference for the correspondence working group.  Specific proposals resulting from the work of the correspondence group are found in INF. 31.  

INF.31 proposed a number of specific changes to the Regulations based on the outcome of the correspondence working group.  The changes proposed are as follows:
Amend the definition in Chapter 1.2 for “Repaired IBC” as follows:
“…For the purposes of these Regulations, the replacement of the rigid inner receptacle of a composite IBC with a receptacle conforming to the original manufacturer's specification original design type from the same manufacturer is considered repair. 
6.5.2.2.4 proposal to add markings to the inner receptacle that include the markings as specified in 6.5.2.1.1.  
6.5.2.4 proposal to require removal of the original IBC mark.  

6.5.4.1 proposal to include the terms remanufactured and repaired under the requirement for a quality assurance program.  

Cross-bottling and Re-bottling Composite Intermediate Bulk Containers (ICCR).  In this paper, ICCR proposes an alternative approach to that proposed by the UK.

Comments on INF.31 (ICCP)

Morning Working Group.  This paper contains the report of the working group on the subject issue.
	Our positions on the proposals outlined by the UK were as follows:

We supported the amendment to identify that the inner receptacle must meet the original tested design type, but did not support the proposal to limit the  replacement receptacle to one from the same manufacturer to be considered repair.  We felt this was overly prescriptive and not consistent with our performance-based requirements.  It is the responsibility of the party performing the repair to meet this requirement if they perform this function as a “repair”.  Additionally, there are currently requirements for inspection and testing in 6.5.4.4. that before a composite IBC is put in service it conforms in all respects to the design type; and in 6.5.4.5.5 that the CA may at any time require proof by testing that the IBC meets the design type tests.   We suggested it may be appropriate to expand on the requirements in 6.5.4.5.5 for the party performing the repair to maintain documentation of proof that the repair meets the requirements of the tested design type.  

We did not support the amendments to require the additional markings on the inner receptacle.  We did not agree that it is correct to apply the proposed markings to a component of a tested design type (i.e., the package type code and the packing group).   

We were not opposed to the other amendments.

Result:  There was agreement to the proposals in INF.73 paras (c) and (d).  However, there was not consensus on the proposals in paras (a) and (b).   After a vote, the proposed amendments to section 1.2.1 and to paragraph 6.5.2.2.4 including the insertion of a reference to paragraph 6.5.2.1.1 (b) and (c) in the new para 6.5.2.2.4 were adopted by a large majority. 

	2008/29
	Transport of Genetically Modified Micro-organisms and Organisms or Living Modified Organisms (EBSA)

In this paper, EBSA proposes changes to requirements for the transport of GMOs.  New definitions for Living Modified Organisms and related terms are proposed, based on the Cartagena Protocol.  In addition, amendments to the applicable exceptions and packaging and marking requirements are proposed, including a UN#/diamond marking.  
	We do not support this proposal.  

The US coordinated an interagency working group (IAWG) to address this issue which included representatives from multiple agencies within USDA as well as representatives of the Department of Commerce, Department of State, and USTR.   The recommendation of the IAWG was that provisions for the transport of GMOs should be deleted altogether from the UN Model regulations.  In further dialogue with the authorities responsible for implementing supply and use requirements, it has been concluded that GMOs not meeting the criteria for inclusion in Division 6.2 or any other hazard class do not pose a risk in transport that would qualify them to be considered dangerous goods.  While authorities do address requirements for their supply and use, such issues are adequately addressed outside of the transport requirements.  Therefore, the US would support the removal of these provisions for the UNMR.  If the majority of the Sub-Committee feels this is a transport issue we expressed our willingness to work with EBSA and other interested delegations to develop a proposal for the December session that we could agree to.

In addition, we expressed the following specific comments on EBSA’s proposals:

1)  We did not support the revised definition proposed by EBSA which would capture a number of LMOs not subject to the current GMO definition which pose a negligible risk in transportation. 

2)  We did not support EBSA’s proposal to require that exempt LMO’s be marked “Exempt LMOs”.  

3) We did not support EBSA’s proposal to limit approved LMOs to those authorized for commercial use.  We believe LMOs approved for example for field trials should also be exempted.

4)  We supported EBSA’s simplified approach to marking which exempts LMO’s all requirements other than those stated in the applicable packing instruction (P904).

Result:  The SC was generally split on the opinion that the provisions for GMOs should remain or be removed from the UN MR if they do not meet the definition of another hazard class.   Many delegates also expressed the need to review the exact text of the Cartagena Protocol definition prior to agreeing to amend the UN MR definition.  There were numerous other concerns consistent with those expressed by the US.  EBSA expressed their goal is only to harmonize requirements, not expand the transport regulations to apply to GMO’s currently not subject to the UN MR.  EBSA withdrew their proposal and agreed to prepare a new one for the next session.  

	2008/30
	Addressing issues relating to the implementation of the GHS in member countries (Australia)

In this paper Australia proposes that the UN SCOE establish an informal working group on GHS implementation issues with the aim of working together to provide guidance to countries needing assistance in understanding and implementing the GHS.
	The US supports this initiative to help increase awareness of the Globally Harmonized System of Classification and Labelling of Chemicals.  We continue to work with other agencies such as EPA, OSHA, and CPSC to address GHS issues and believe Australia’s proposal to create a focus group to address global outreach on GHS is a worthwhile endeavor.  We noted that this paper is provided as information to the TDG Sub-Committee, but that the proposed informal working group would be a GHS Sub-Committee working group.  

Result:  The SC agreed with Australia that if transport-related issues are identified, these will be referred to the TDG Sub-Committee.

	2008/31
	Bottom closing devices for portable tanks for Packing Group I solids
In this paper Australia expresses concern regarding the current text regarding bottom discharge outlets for portable tanks containing solid materials.    To address this, Australia proposes to amend 6.7.2.6.2(a) by reproducing existing text from 6.7.2.6.3(a)(i) regarding control devices for internal stop valves.   


	The US supported this proposal.  

Result:  The proposed amendments were adopted.

	2008/33
	Possible errors in the 15th revised edition of the UN Recommendations on the Transport of Dangerous goods, Model Regulations (Australia)

In this paper Australia proposes to correct a number of typographic errors in the Dangerous Goods List and the Alphabetical Index of Substances and Articles.

	The US supported this proposal.

Result:  The SC agreed that the proposed corrections should be made and requested the secretariat to include them in a corrigendum.

	2008/34

INF.78
	UN 3166, Engine Internal Combustion or Vehicle, Flammable Gas Powered or, Vehicle Flammable Liquid Powered  (USFCC)

In this paper the USFCC proposes that the existing proper shipping name for UN 3166 be amended to include a reference to fuel cell powered engines and vehicles.   
In addition, it is proposed that the existing SP 312 be amended.   
INF.78 proposes to amend the proposals made in ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/34 for the entry UN 3166, ENGINE INTERNAL COMBUSTION or VEHICLE, FLAMMABLE GAS POWERED or, VEHICLE, FLAMMABLE LIQUID POWERED.  These revisions reflect advice received from the experts from the United Kingdom, France and Belgium.  


	The US was not opposed to this proposal in principle.  We supported a revised proposal as presented by the USFCC in INF.78, excepted we stated that the words flammable liquid or gas powered must remain a part of the Proper Shipping Name.

Result:  The proposal in INF.78 was adopted, as amended by the US.


	2008/35

INF.72
	Amendment to UN 3468, Hydrogen in a metal hydride storage system (USFCC)

In this paper the USFCC proposes for UN 3468 “Hydrogen in a metal hydride storage system”, the adoption of a new packing instruction P205 to replace the current P099, and the adoption of a new special provision 32x, in addition to special provision 321.  The new packing instruction and special provision would detail requirements for such systems, rendering approval by the competent authority unnecessary.

Report on ISO/FDIS 16111 Transportable gas storage devices — Hydrogen absorbed in reversible metal hydrides 

Update by ISO on the progress of the completion of this standard.  


	The US supported this proposal in principle.  Our review has shown that the ISO 16111 Standard referenced in the proposed packaging instruction provides a high level of safety suitable for incorporation within the Model Regulations.  As soon as the ISO 16111 Standard has been is published in a final form, we can support the proposed provisions.

Result:  The SC took note of the proposal to include a specific packing instruction for UN3468, and supported it in principle.  However, it considered that the proposal needed some drafting improvements.  The PI should be drafted along the lines of the other packing instructions and the provisions on the construction of packagings should be included in Part 6.  It was agreed that the ISO 16111 standard referred to should be verified to determine whether it met an acceptable safety level.  We offered our assistance in helping the USFCC draft a new PI proposal for the December session.



	2008/36

INF.5
	Identification of Approval Country in Marking (Canada)

In this paper Canada points out that current abbreviations for country codes used in UN specification packaging markings are based on the distinguishing signs of motor vehicles in international traffic stipulated under the Geneva Convention on Road Traffic of 1949 and the Vienna Convention on Road Traffic of 1968.  (See http://www.unece.org/trans/conventn/Distsigns.pdf).

Canada invites discussion on whether it would be appropriate to instead reference a more recent ISO standard, ISO 3166 “Codes for the representation of names of countries and their subdivisions”.  Canada states that in practice the abbreviations used by Canada and several other countries actually correspond to the ISO standard and not to afore mentioned conventions.

In INF.5 Canada provides the list of country codes in ISO 3166.
	The US was not opposed to transitioning to the ISO 3166 standard but recognized that other countries may have concerns.  In terms of US-manufactured UN standard packagings, the “USA” abbreviation is the same in both standards.  

Result:  A number of countries expressed concern over the proposal, as their current packaging certification system in some cases utilized Codes not recognized by the ISO standard (i.e., single letter codes).  The proposal was not adopted; the Sub-Committee agreed to consider the issue further in the future.



	2008/37

INF.21

INF.41
	Transport of Nickel-Metal Hydride Batteries (Germany)

This is a follow on to 2007/45 submitted at the last session which proposed a number of amendments related to UN 3028 (batteries, dry, containing potassium hydroxide, solid, electric storage).  The proposal stemmed from a maritime incident involving two containers containing NiMH batteries, which are commonly used for household equipment and consumer electronics. The containers were stowed near heated tanks which caused the plastic casings of the batteries to melt.  Based on comments received at the last session Germany submitted this modified proposal.   
In INF.21, VOHMA opposes the proposal by Germany and states that any substance, material, or article that presents dangers as cargo in transportation, such as a possible source of ignition, must be regulated by the Model Regulations in order to be subject to the communication requirements for documentation and marking, or for special handling as deemed necessary. VOHMA proposes that a new UNXXXX should be assigned to a new entry “SOURCES OF IGNITION” with the appropriate hazard class, special provisions, packaging, and handling to be assigned in the appropriate columns of the Dangerous Goods List at Chapter 3.2.
Comments on ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/37 - Transport of Nickel-Metal Hydride Batteries  (PRBA, RECHARGE, BAJ, EPBA, ZVEI)

In this paper PRBA et. al. express support for the German proposal and offer modified text.   


	The US had previously expressed the opinion that these types of batteries should not be classified as dangerous goods under normal conditions of transport.  Although the revised approach by Germany was significantly improved, we did not support the location of the text as being appropriately applied in SP 304.  We agreed with VOHMA that users would not get to this provision through the UN number as it is currently applied.

Result:  Several experts did not support the principle of imposing documentation or marking requirements on goods not subject to the regulations.  It was viewed that these measures would be difficult to apply in a multimodal transport chain if they were only applicable to maritime.  Additionally, some expressed the same concern as the US that this requirement is not properly applied within SP 304.  However, the proposal was voted on and adopted with minor amendments.  



	2008/38

INF.25

INF.25

Rev.1
	Pharmaceutical Aerosols (UK)

In this paper the UK proposes to clarify the text of paragraph 6.2.4.3 of the UN Model Regulations to “ensure that the full range of activities that can be exempt from 6.2.4.1 and 6.2.4.2 can be considered for competent authority approval, provided that GMP guidelines produced by the World Health Organisation are followed”.  
In INF.25, Sweden expresses support for 2008/38 but suggests that the language should be amended to account for the fact that in some instances aerosols will not be manufactured under the authority of a national health administration.  
Revised proposal jointly developed by Sweden and FEA.  
	The U.S. did not oppose the proposal in principle but indicated a preference for the text as proposed by Sweden in Inf.25.

Result:  The proposal was adopted as proposed in INF.25Rev1.

	2008/42
	Clarification and updating of some issues regarding flammable liquids addressed in the GHS (Germany)

In this paper Germany proposes to amend Note 2 of 2.6.2 of the GHS to identify that the sustained combustibility test specified is not applicable to higher flash pt liquids.  

	We were not opposed to clarifying that the referenced test was not applicable to higher flash pt liquids.  However, we expressed our opinion that the only amendment appropriate was to the first sentence of the Note specifying the applicable flash pt range of 35 degrees C to 60 degrees C.  

Result:  The SC agreed it was appropriate to only amend the Note to include the applicable flash pt range.   It was recognized that a higher flash pt, thus lower hazard, material could as a result be treated more stringently.  The SC suggested that an applicable test should then be proposed to deal with the higher flash pt materials.  The results of the SC were forwarded to GHS for action.  The GHS SC agreed with the amendment.  

	2008/45

INF.28

INF.29

INF.74


	Permeation through the walls of plastics packagings, including IBCs, with the hazard of build-up of explosive atmospheres in freight containers (Germany)

In this paper Germany proposes that the Model Regulations be amended to include requirements related to permeation of plastic packagings.  

In INF.28,  the Netherlands supported the proposal with amendments.
In INF.29, Canada, proposes a simpler solution - adding paragraph (c) to 4.1.1.2. The proposed text is as follows:

(c) Shall not allow permeation of the dangerous goods that could constitute a danger under normal conditions of transport.
As a consequence of the discussion on document ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/45 Germany offered an amended proposal.


	The US did not support this proposal.  Although we agreed that permeability is an issue that could possibly be addressed within the Model Regulations, Germany’s approach is extremely broad and could lead to applying the marking in instances where it is not merited.  We believe the current approach in the U.S. HMR is preferable and has proven effective.  Currently the HMR addresses permeation in 173.24(e)(3) and forbids any permeation which could lead to a hazardous condition in transport, handling, or refilling.  Specific permeability test methods are also provided and required to be performed depending on the type of material transported and package used.  Therefore, our opinion was that the current regulations, both general packaging and specific packaging provisions already properly address permeation. 

The US shared some of the Netherlands’ concerns, such as the implication that permeation which could cause a flammable atmosphere in a freight container is acceptable.  However we did not support the edits to the text as proposed by the Netherlands.  We supported the text proposed by Canada in INF.29 and the general text proposed by Germany in INF.74.

Result:  The proposals in INF.29 and INF.74 (Proposal 1) were adopted.

	INF.55
	Chapters 1.2.1, 4.1 and 6.6 (France)

This paper proposed amendments to section 1.2.1 and Para 4.1.1.1 and 6.6.1.2 to take into account remanufactured large packagings.

In addition, the paper noted that there appeared to be an unintentional consequence of the amendments to 4.1.8.  4.1.1.15 which restricted the use of plastic packagings and IBCs to 5 years except as approved by the competent authority but did not apply to infectious substances by virtue of 4.1.8.2.  As a result of the amendments to section 4.1.8 in the 15th edition, section 4.1.8 now applied only to Cat A infectious substances and UN3291.
	The U.S. supported the amendments to 1.2.1, 4.1.1.1, and 6.6.1.2, but did not agree that 4.1.8 should be revised.

Result:  The amendments to 1.2.1, 4.1.1.1, and 6.6.1.2 were adopted.  The Sub-Committee did not agree to any amendments based on the concerns expressed by France in regards to 4.1.8.

	2008/46

INF.34

INF.35

INF.51


	Testing of large batteries, modules and battery assemblies (PRBA)

In this paper PRBA proposes:

(a)
To better distinguish between small and large batteries so that large batteries are ones that would not reasonably be expected to be used in portable equipment and not likely to be transported by consumers. A threshold of 80 g (lithium metal) or 600 Wh (lithium ion) is proposed.  
(b)
To provide new definitions for battery assemblies and modules;

(c)
To require fewer test samples of newly defined large batteries while maintaining the testing relief already afforded battery assemblies of more than 500 g lithium or 6200 Wh;

(d)
To require simplified testing for battery assemblies, considering they comprise tested component cells and modules; and
(e)
To provide new limits in 38.3.2.1 on what constitutes a new design type rechargeable cell or battery subject to testing as a new design. 
In this paper, the US proposes an informal working group be established to comprehensively address the  Lithium Battery Test Methods.
Testing of large batteries, modules and battery assemblies (Japan)
In this paper, Japan expresses support for PRBA’s proposals in 2008/48, along with some suggested amendments to PRBA’s proposed text.

Transport of large used or spent cells or batteries for inspection, testing, disposal, or recycling (Germany)
	The US agreed that PRBA has identified an area which requires further review.  Advancing the development of alternative forms of energy is an important initiative supported by DOT.  We expressed our interest in ensuring the HMR and the international regulations maintain an appropriate level of safety without impeding the introduction of new technologies into the marketplace.  We are generally in favor of identifying and removing redundant testing provisions from the UN Manual of Tests and Criteria.   We expressed our support for a comprehensive review of the test provisions with the goal of ensuring a practical test regime is mandated in the UN Manual that will improve compliance and the overall safety of lithium battery shipments.  As the paper did not provide a detailed technical justification to support the proposal, we expressed our support for having the issue be carefully considered and addressed by the proposed lithium battery informal working group as the proposal relates to lithium battery testing requirements.

Result:  The SC agreed that there should be a comprehensive review of the design type testing requirements for lithium batteries.  The SC also felt a working group should fully consider the transport conditions that have been developed for lithium batteries.  It therefore accepted the proposal of the US to set up an informal working group on the issue.  The Informal Working Group is scheduled for Nov 11-13, 2008 in the US.  

The US agreed that the issue of used batteries and batteries being shipped for disposal or recycling should be further considered by the Informal Working Group.

Result:  The SC agreed in principle that the issue should be addressed and invited Germany to submit a proposal for the December session taking into account the work of the Informal Working Group.

	INF.64
	Air Transport of Lithium Batteries (ICAO)

In this paper ICAO reproduces the new packing instructions for lithium batteries which were developed for incorporation into the ICAO Technical Instructions for the Safe Transport of Dangerous Goods by Air (2009-2010 Edition) as information only. 
	There were no proposals in this paper.  The SC noted that ICAO had developed the specific PIs for air transportation to be incorporated in the 2009-2010 edition of the Technical Instructions.

	2008/47
	Protection of shell and service equipment on portable tanks (Australia)

In this paper Australia recounts an incident involving a portable tank containing ethyl acetate during which the tank was damaged due to what Australia deems as insufficient protection of the shell and service equipment.  Specifically, Australian authorities determined that the tank did not comply with the requirements 4.2.1.2 (protection of the shell) and section 6.7.2.5.1 (protection of service equipment against the risk of being wrenched off or damaged during handling and transport).  Australia believes the text of the UN Model Regulations could be clarified and strengthened to prevent the likelihood of future similar incidents.  


	The US did not feel the amendment was necessary but did not oppose the amendments to 4.2.1.2, 6.7.2.5.1, 6.7.7.17.5, and 6.7.2.17.5.  Although we noted that the methods for providing such protection in 6.7.2.17.5(e) appear to be examples.  

Result:  The majority of the SC felt that the current text already required adequate protection during handling operations; the proposal was not adopted.



	2008/48

INF.11

INF.17
	Implementation corrosivity criteria of GHS into Class 8 of the UN Recommendations on the Transport of Dangerous goods (Netherlands)

In this paper the Netherlands proposes to further align the UN TDG regulations with the GHS with respect to classification of corrosive materials.  The Netherlands also suggests that if their proposal is acceptable in principle, they could prepare a formal proposal and also do a further analysis to determine differences in classification of other hazard classes.

Comments on ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/48 (AISE)

In this paper AISE expresses concern over the Netherlands' proposal to align the TDG classification criteria for Class 8 with the GHS criteria which includes levels of corrosivity not currently addressed within the TDG Regulations.  AISE invites the Sub-Committee not to make sweeping changes to Chapter 2.8, other than the addition of in vitro testing. AISE proposes that the Sub-Committee simply fully adopt the modifications to 2.8.2.4 provisionally adopted in December 2007 as set out in Annex 1 to ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/C.3/64.
In this paper the Netherlands’ provides suggested draft text for further harmonizing the provisions of Class 8 with the GHS.
	The US did not support this proposal as it pertains to expanding the definition of Class 8.  We were concerned that the Netherlands intended to extend the reach of the transport regulations beyond their current classification parameters and into the realm of categories not intended to be addressed in transport.  However, the Netherlands clarified their intent was not to expand the current transport definitions, but only to harmonize the text in areas where the UN MR and GHS covered the same criteria.  We are interested in considering if review/alignment of the TDG with the GHS classification system for combustible liquids (flammable liquid Category 4) when transported in bulk containers would be beneficial for harmonization with the HMR.   The GHS regulates Category 4 flammable liquids, which the US HMR defines as combustible liquids. 

We agreed that the SC should adopt the modifications provisionally adopted in December with respect to the use of in vitro testing.  
Result:  There was no action taken by the SC.  The Netherlands indicated they would consider a future proposal based on the comments received.  

	2008/49

INF.8

INF.36
	Data for identification of substances which are toxic by inhalation (Netherlands)

In this paper, the Netherlands offers further data to support classification of certain materials as toxic by inhalation.  The specific data is provided in INF.8.  Some data is based on published literature, and some is based on human experience.  No specific proposals are made in this paper, but the Netherlands suggests that based on the data provided the TDG SC could consider further appropriate amendments to the UN Model Regulations.

Inf.8 provides additional supporting data and the detailed study conducted.

In ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/49 the Expert from the Netherlands indicated that the Dutch National Institute for Public Health and the Environment (RIVM) was asked to collect data on 41 substances, in order to establish whether these substances should be considered as toxic by inhalation. Meanwhile the Netherlands have issued UN/SCETDG/33/INF.8, which contains the results of the study by RIVM. It provides very detailed data and offers a good basis for discussion


	We expressed appreciation for the NL’s efforts in this regard.  We are interested in working to further identify and appropriately classify TIH materials within the Model Regulations to ensure the applicable packaging and hazard communication requirements are appropriate.  This is an area we believe requires further work and we welcomed the Netherlands’ contributions.

Result:  The SC expressed support for the further work done by the Netherlands on the identification of substances which are toxic by inhalation and took note of the extra information supplied by ICCA.  All experts were asked to check the data and supply any further information to the Netherlands so that he could propose a rational approach to transport conditions in December.  The US expressed our interest in working with the expert from the NL on a future proposal.  

	2008/51
	Amendment to Packing Instruction IBC 520 (ICIBCA)

ICIBCA proposes that Packing Instruction IBC 520 be revised to include 31H2 (all plastic IBCs) as authorized for the transport of UN3109 Peroxyacetic acid, stabilized, not more than 17%.  At present 31H1 plastic, 31HA1 composite, and 31A steel IBCs with a maximum capacity of 1500 litres are authorized.  A 31H2 IBC meets the same performance requirements as a 31H1 or 31HA1 IBC.
	We supported including an authorization for the use of 31H2 IBCs for UN3109.  We currently authorize such IBCs domestically via approval.

Result:  Several experts felt ICIBCA had not presented sufficient information to justify authorizing 31H2 IBCs for the transport of UN3109 Peroxyacetic acid, stabilized, not more than 17%.  The proposal was not adopted.

	INF.59
	Correction to draft amendments adopted at the 32nd Session (Secretariat)
In this paper the Secretariat recalled that in December 2007, the SCOE adopted a proposal from Belgium to insert new entries in the Dangerous Goods List for substances with subsidiary risks (see ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/64 par.17).  The Secretariat identified different text from the report of the 32nd session and what would originally proposed by Belgium and agreed to.

	Result: The SC noted that UN3487 and 3488 had been assigned to the same substance in two different packing groups when only one should have been used. This was renumbered.

	2008/52
	Requirements for Toxic by Inhalation (TIH) Liquids (USA)
At its thirtieth session, the Sub-Committee considered a US proposal regarding portable tank assignments for toxic by inhalation liquids (ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2006/93). This proposal was adopted as amended by several informal documents submitted during the same session (see UN/SCETDG/30/INF.73, INF.74, and INF.75) and resulted in amended portable tank assignments for a number of toxic by inhalation liquids.  We agreed to follow up with appropriate consequential amendments to the Packing Instructions.  This paper proposes to replace P601 with P602 for seven TIH substances whose amended portable tank assignments (T20) already reflect their TIH properties.
	US proposal

Result:  The proposal was adopted.

	2008/53

INF.23

INF.77
	Exceptions for certain articles containing Division 2.2 gases (USA)

In this paper we propose to provide exceptions for a number of articles which in certain instances may contain a Division 2.2 gas.  Similar exceptions appear in 173.307 of the HMR.  The impetus for this proposal was a paper submitted by Japan to the ICAO Dangerous Goods Panel requesting an exception for certain xenon light bulbs used for projectors.  The Panel agreed in principle with the proposal but suggested the issue should be considered by the UN to achieve multimodal harmony.  

In INF.23, FEA supports 2008/53 and asks for an amendment to include Division 2.2 gases contained in Foodstuffs (other than aerosols). 
In this document, the US submitted alternative text taking into account comments received from the SC. 


	US Proposal

Result:  The proposal was adopted as amended by INF.77.



	2008/57
	Testing of rechargeable cells and batteries (PRBA)

In this paper PRBA proposes to amend the testing provisions for rechargeable lithium cells and batteries in the fully discharged state.  PRBA states that subjecting rechargeable cells and batteries to Tests 1 to 6 (i.e., altitude, simulation, thermal, vibration, shock, external short circuit, and impact tests) “in fully discharged state” provides no useful information given that testing at the 50% of design rated capacity or in fully charged state is already required.  PRBA agrees that primary lithium battery chemistries do present unique characteristics when tested in fully discharged state, and should continue to be subject to these testing requirements. 

	The US was not opposed in principle to this proposal.   We support a comprehensive review of the test provisions with the goal of ensuring a practical test regime is mandated in the UN Manual.  A practical provision will improve compliance and the overall safety of lithium battery shipments.   However, as the paper did not provide a detailed technical justification to support the proposal, we expressed our preference that the issue be carefully considered and addressed by the proposed lithium battery informal working group as the proposal relates to lithium battery testing requirements.  

Result:  The proposal was adopted. 

	2008/58

INF.34
	Reference to International Standard IEC 62281 for Lithium Battery Transport Tests (EPBRA/RECHARGE)

In this paper EPBRA/RECHARGE note that an IEC standard exists which has incorporated the lithium battery test requirements from the UN Manual of Tests and Criteria.  It is proposed that a reference to the IEC standard be included  Special provisions 188, paragraph (c) and 230, paragraph (a) of chapter 3.3. 

This is a proposal from the US for an informal working group to address Lithium Battery Test Methods


	The paper was withdrawn.
Result:  The proposal to establish an informal working group was adopted.

	2008/59
	Transport of Lithium Batteries Contained in or Packed with Equipment (UN 3091) (EPBRA/RECHARGE)
This paper proposes to reinstate the exception for batteries containing 5 g lithium per lithium metal or lithium alloy cell and 25 g lithium per lithium metal or lithium alloy battery.  The paper only proposes to reinstate the exception for lithium batteries contained in or packed with equipment (UN 3091).
	Result:  This paper was withdrawn.

	2008/60

INF.6
	New entry for Chrysotile, in Class 9 (IDGCA)

In this paper IDGCA proposes that the chrysotile form of white asbestos be removed from the general white asbestos description (UN 2590) and assigned a new separate description “Chrysotile or Chrysotile fibers”.  A new special packing provision would authorize some additional packaging allowances.  IDGCA states that other sectors are in the process of reducing the requirements for the chrysotile form of white asbestos, and supplies a detailed material data-sheet (Inf.6) to lend support to their proposal.

In Inf.6, IDGCA provides an MSDS for Chrysotile.
	The US did not support this proposal.  We do not see any value in creating a new entry for chrysotile especially given that the basic elements of the proposed new entry (Class 9/PG III) remain the same.  Furthermore, we believe IDGCA has not provided enough information to justify the proposed new packaging authorizations.  The proposal for example removes IBC special packing provision B2 which requires transport in a closed freight container.  No justification was provided to support this change.  In addition, the application of both B3 and B4 is technically incorrect.

Result:  There was little support for the proposal as written and IDGCA indicated it would prepare a revised proposal for the December session.


	2008/61
	Revision of paragraph 7.1.3.2.3 (Australia)

In this paper Australia proposes to add a note at the end of paragraph 7.1.3.2.3 to clarify the paragraph’s applicability. 



	The US was not opposed to this clarification in principle but questions whether there may be any additional entries that may be applicable, for example n.o.s entries which may include mixtures of the named nitrates.

Result: Some experts considered that the list of alkali earth metal nitrates proposed by Australia was not comprehensive.  It was also agreed that it was not necessary to provide such a list, and the proposal was withdrawn.


	Informal Documents not Addressed in Conjunction with Formal Proposals

	INF.7
	Application for consultative status by the International Fireworks Association (IFA)
In this document IFA seeks consultative status.  
	We supported the IFA’s application.  

Result:  IFA was granted consultative status.

	INF.15
	Representation of Excepted Quantities Mark (IATA)
In this paper IATA notes that the text of 3.5.4.2 states that “the dimensions of the mark shall be a minimum of 100mm x 100 mm.”, i.e. a square.  However, the image of the mark shown in Figure 3.5.1 is rectangular.  IATA proposes a revised rectangular marking.
	The US supported making the example marking a square consistent with the ratio of the prescribed dimensions.

Result:  It was agreed to amend the example marking to reflect the minimum dimensions shown in the text.  

	INF.16
	Assignment of proper shipping names (ICAO)

In this paper ICAO produces information relative to a working group meeting held to address an incident regarding ethyl chloride.   One of the issues raised by the incident was the lack of criteria available in the UN Model Regulations and, consequently, in the ICAO Technical Instructions, for classifying mixtures or solutions such as those composed of two or more dangerous goods, or two or more dangerous goods and goods not subject to the Model Regulations, particularly when contained as trace or small quantities.  As a result ICAO proposes that the UN establish a working group to consider a number of issues.
	The US supported the formation of a working group to address this issue and volunteered to lead a correspondence group to address the issue.

Result:  The SC agreed to establish an informal correspondence group and welcomed our offer to chair the group.  Terms of reference were agreed to and produced in the report of the session.


	INF.20
	(Canada/USA) Emergency Response Guidebook 2008
In this paper, Canada and the US announce the availability of the 2008 ERG, and give information regarding its use as well as its availability in various electronic formats.
	There are no proposals in this paper.

	INF.50
	In this paper, the expert from Germany proposes to amend the phrase in Box 1 of Figure 2.4.1 by replacing “deflagration” with “detonation” as follows: “Does it propagate a detonation?”.
	Result:  The SC agreed that this was an error, and the proposal was adopted.

	INF.30
	Publication of the UN Model Regulations; showing changes in the printed version (UK)

In this paper the UK proposes that future editions of the Model Regulations be published with indications in the text where changes have been made.
	We were not opposed in principle to this suggestion but expressed an interest in hearing the views of other members and in particular the views of the Secretariat.

Result:  The Secretariat indicated that such an exercise would be time consuming and could delay the publication of the revised Recommendations.  The SC agreed that the benefits of the proposal were not worth the possible delay in timing.

	INF.39

INF.46

INF.65
	EDI - Identifying possible issues (UK)

In this paper the UK notes that the use of electronic data exchange in freight transport is increasing and states that the Sub-Committee needs to examine its likely impact on the current regulatory systems and consider what changes or modifications to documentary provisions might be required in the future to facilitate e-freight.  The UK provided the results of a brainstorming session members of the UK industry and other interested parties.  
Progress on the Development of Multi-modal Standards for Electronic Dangerous Goods Transport Document (IATA and VOHMA)

This paper provides an update of the work undertaken with respect to the development of standards for electronic data transmission of the information presently required on the dangerous goods transport document.
The Secretariat produced the text of a press release concerning the adoption and signature of an Additional Protocol to the UNECE Convention and the Contract for International Carriage of Goods by Road (CMR) concerning the Electronic Consignment Note, as well as the text of the said Protocol.
	There were no proposals in this paper.  The US supports continued efforts to ensure that the Regulations allow for and facilitate the use of electronic documentation.

Result:  The SC noted with interest the activities undertaken by IATA and VOHMA to identify the data elements required for the electronic transmission of information on dangerous goods transport.  IATA will work with the UN Center for Trade Facilitation and Electronic Business and the World Customs Organization.  The SC further expressed interest in pursuing specific action items in the next biennium and developed a list of possible actions to begin work on.  

	INF.40
	Application for consultative status by the British Fireworks Association (BFA) (Secretariat)

In this document, the BFA requests consultative status.  
	Result:  BFA was not granted consultative status as they do not have international representation.  It was noted however that BFA was a member of IFA which had been granted consultative status at this session.
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