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RID/ADR/ADN 
 
Joint Meeting of the RID Committee of Experts and 
the Working Party on the Transport of Dangerous Goods 
(Berne, 22 - 25 March 2010) 
 
 
Agenda item 6: Reports of informal working groups 
 
 
Report of the working group on telematics 
 
 
Joint document from Germany and the Secretariat of OTIF transmitted on behalf of the 
working group 
 
 
 
At the invitation of France, the 5th meeting of the working group on telematics was held from 14 – 
16 October 2009 in Arcachon. At this meeting, the work on the “who does what” table was com-
pleted. This table sets out who needs which information, and when, in the carriage of dangerous 
goods (see also the report of the working group meeting in Annex 1 and the revised Table in An-
nex 2). 
 
Future meetings of the working group must now look in more detail at particular areas in which 
telematics applications might become relevant: 
 
– electronic consignment note, 
– electronic transmission of information on the state of the load and the vehicle and incidents, 
– geofencing and traffic management considerations and 
– security. 
 
At the next meeting from 21 – 23 April 2010 in Hamburg, the current situation in connection with 
the use of electronic transport documents should first be looked at in more detail, and the mari-
time/land transport interface should be the subject of a particularly detailed examination. 
 
The Joint Meeting is requested to note the results of the work so far. 

INF.11 
 

24 February 2010 
 

Original: German 



 

Annex 1 
 
 

5th meeting of the working group on telematics (Arcachon, 14 – 16 October 2009) 
 

Report 
 
1. At the invitation of France, the 5th meeting of the working group on telematics was held from 

14 to 16 October 2009 in Arcachon. The session was chaired by Claude Pfauvadel (France). 
 
2. The following States took part in the discussions at this session: Austria, Belgium, France, 

Germany, Italy, Romania and the United Kingdom. The European Commission was also rep-
resented. In addition, the International Association of Fire and Rescue Service (CTIF), the In-
ternational Federation of Freight Forwarders Associations (FIATA), the European Industrial 
Gases Association (EIGA) and the International Union of Railways (UIC) also took part (see 
Annex 1). 

 
Continuation of the work on the table 
 

3. Informal document INF.8 containing the Table developed by the working group, together with 
the report of the 4th meeting of the working group (document OTIF/RID/RC/2009/25), were 
submitted to the Joint Meeting in September 2009 by Germany. At the time, the working group 
had not yet checked the right-hand side of the Table with the “availability” column and the sub-
columns “operational” and “in case of incident/accident”, as well as the evaluative column “use 
of telematics” and the evaluative sub-columns “technical feasibility”, “better availability in case 
of incidents/accidents” and “operational advantages”. However, comments from Austria, the 
United Kingdom and FIATA had already been taken into account. 

 
4. In order to be clear, it was again explained that the “availability” column reflected the current 

state of affairs, while the “use of telematics” column was based on what the situation could be 
after telematics have been introduced. 

 
5. As a first step, the following amendments were made to these columns: 
 

a) As the letter “N” in the “in case of incident/accident” column in sections A and B could be 
interpreted as “no”, despite the explanation at the end of the Table, it was replaced by the 
letter “P” ("possible restricted availability in case of incident/accident or during operation"). 

 
b) In order to highlight information that is only relevant to ADN, the abbreviation (“AN”) was 

introduced. 
 
c) The “operational advantages” column was renamed “possible operational advantages for 

public authorities or enterprises” to make clear that the use of telematics applications 
need not always have operational advantages for all participants. 

 
d) In line 47 (composition of the train and position of DG wagons in the train (including mass 

of load and UN No.)), a reference to new footnote 5 was inserted. This footnote explains 
that mass of load refers to the mass per UN number, although this is not explicitly stated 
in 1.4.3.6 (b) (in connection with this, see also informal document INF.6 for the 47th ses-
sion of the RID Committee of Experts, in which the Secretariat suggests clarification of the 
information required). 

 



  

e) In line 33 (instructions in writing), keeping various language versions in electronic form 
and not having to hand them out before the start of every journey may provide some op-
erational advantages (“?” in the “possible operational advantages for public authorities or 
enterprises” column). However, one disadvantage of this might be that in the event of an 
accident, the instructions in writing are not as easily accessible as a paper version (“N” in 
the “better availability in case of incidents/accidents” column). 

 
6. With regard to line 37 (placards and markings), it was explained that telematics applications 

do not replace the physical markings, rather they should make available the information that 
derives from these markings. In connection with this, the representative of EIGA was asked to 
make available the results of discussions within his association on replacing the physical 
marking on pressure receptacles by RFID chips. 

7. As line 42 (identity of carrier in general) dealt with establishing the identity of the carrier before 
the goods are handed over for carriage within the meaning of Chapter 1.10, “not relevant” was 
inserted in the “in case of incident/accident” and “better availability in case of inci-
dents/accidents” columns. 

 
8. The situation was different with regard to line 43 (driver identifier), as it must be possible to 

establish the identity throughout the entire transport operation (e.g. if a vehicle containing high 
consequence dangerous goods is discovered without a driver). 

 
9. Section C contained requirements that have to be taken into account in telematics applications 

if a corresponding provision for such equipment is included in RID/ADR/ADN. For this as yet 
non-mandatory information, depending on the various transport modes, an “E” was entered in 
the “operational” column if it concerned systems for the means of transport which are already 
available on the market and which are used voluntarily. For systems which are technically fea-
sible, but which are not yet available, an “N” was entered for the time being. 

 
10. In the “how is it provided?” column, an “automatic alert transmission system” is required for 

various systems, which must include a determination of position. To this end, “positioning in-
formation (coordinates, speed, direction, …)” was included as the first line of section C as the 
main requirement for the subsequent alerts. 

 
11. In addition, a new line entitled “tunnel safety and access control information” was included for 

monitoring vehicles moving towards or going through a tunnel. Among other things, this new 
line covers systems to detect engine overheating (formerly line 54). 

 
12. In the “how is it provided?” column, a link between the vehicle (on-board unit) and infrastruc-

ture management systems is required. This technical requirement, which might also be rele-
vant to rail transport, could perhaps lead to tunnels being accessible for the carriage of dan-
gerous goods. It was made clear that this line only dealt with access to tunnels, not route 
planning. 

 
13. Line 61 (alert system for load (tank/bulk transport) – full/empty) was deleted, as the degree of 

filling need only be established at the place of filling and not throughout the transport opera-
tion. 

 
14. Lines 68 and 69 (LQ and EQ marking) were deleted. Instead, the reference in lines 34 and 35 

was extended to include 3.4.12 and 3.5.4. 
 
15. Lines 70 (special provisions) and 71 (required information regarding national derogations) 

were maintained for the time being as placeholders. 
 



 

Work after completion of the Table 
 
16. In accordance with the mandate from the last meeting of the working group (see paragraphs 

24 to 27 of the report), Dr Kaltwasser gave a presentation in which he explained that the next 
step of the work was to transpose the information listed in the Table into technical specifica-
tions. In so doing, the application of telematics systems during transport, the prescribed re-
quirements and the system characteristics, the interfaces to ensure interoperability and the 
data structures for the exchange of data between the various systems must be described in 
particular. 

 
17. The information set out in the Table related to different areas in the carriage of dangerous 

goods (electronic transport document, tracking and tracing and incident management) and 
could therefore lead to different requirements for telematics systems. 

 
18. The complete presentation is annexed to this report. 
 

Next meeting 
 

19. The next meeting of the working group will be held in Hamburg from 21 – 23 April 2010 at the 
invitation of Germany. A representative of the US Department of Transportation should be in-
vited to this meeting to provide information on ongoing activities in North America and particu-
larly on the interfaces of the various transport modes. 
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