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	Paper #
	Paper Title/Summary
	US Positions and Comments

	Proposals Related to Class 1

	106
	Special Packing Provisions for goods of Class 1 (UK)
In this paper the UK proposes to reword 4.1.5.5 to read as follows:


Unless specific provisions to the contrary are made in these recommendations, to ensure a minimum standard for packagings, large packagings or IBCs for Class 1, they shall conform to and meet the test requirements of Chapter 6.1, 6.5 or 6.6, respectively for packing group II.  
In addition, the UK states that the references in the current paragraph 4.1.5.5 to 4.1.1.13, 6.1.2.4 and 6.5.1.4.4. are not relevant either to packing group II tests or the issue of confinement and suggests that they be removed for clarity.
	We supported this proposal.
Result: The proposal was adopted with similar amendments made to relevant sections concerning organic peroxides and self-heating substances.

	105
	HSL Flash Composition Test (UK)

The expert from the United Kingdom proposes that a new "HSL Flash Composition Test" should be included as a screening test and included as an appendix to the Manual of Test and Criteria. 
It is also proposed that Note 2 to 2.1.3.5.5 should be amended to read:
"NOTE 2: “Flash composition” in this table refers to pyrotechnic compositions in powder form or as pyrotechnic units as presented in the fireworks, that are used to produce an aural effect, or used as a bursting charge or lifting charge, unless the time taken for the pressure rise is demonstrated to be more than 8 ms for 0.5 g of pyrotechnic composition in the HSL Flash Composition Test in Appendix X of the Manual of Tests and Criteria"
	We supported this proposal.
Result: The proposal was adopted.

	89
	Additional test for 1.4S classification (Canada)

At the thirty-third 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.3/2008/11). This was a revised version of the 2006 proposal (ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2006/62) which had been modified according to the advice of the Working Group on Explosives. The Working Group reviewed and supported this revised proposal, which was adopted by the Sub-Committee with the addition of square brackets around certain portions of the text. The present proposal contains modified text for these portions.
	We submitted an informal document correcting an editorial inconsistency with this proposal (see INF.36).
Result: The proposal was adopted as amended by our informal document INF.36. 

	INF.36
	Comments on ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/97 (USA)

In this paper we proposed to replace the amended text shown in 2008/97 relevant to sections 10.4.3.4 and 16.2.2:

“Test type 6 (d) is a test used to determine whether a 1.4S classification is appropriate and is only used if:

(a)
The results of test series 6 (a), 6 (b) or 6 (c) indicate that a 1.4S classification may be applicable; and

(b)
The functioning of the product as intended would be expected to produce effects more severe than those obtained in the 6(c) type test.”

with the following text:

“Test type 6(d) is a test used to determine whether a 1.4S classification is appropriate and is only used if special provision 347 on Chapter 3.3 of the Model Regulations applies”.
	The proposal was adopted.

	78
	Screening test for substances which may have explosive properties and consequential changes Introduction of additional criteria (ICCA)

This is a follow-up to ICCA’s proposal at the previous session (document ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/40) proposing a screening test to screen for substances for which may have explosive properties. The goal of the proposal is to establish an improved way to assess the detonation behavior of new substances suspected of having explosive properties.  It was demonstrated in the paper that this would result in a substantial reduction of the hazards in performing the test as well as in a saving of costs, especially for pharmaceutical substances.

During discussions in the Working Group on Explosives there was general support for the proposal, and members of the Working Group offered several comments and encouraged ICCA to submit a paper for a future session.  This proposal takes into account these suggestions and comments.
	We did not support this proposal as written.  This paper is intended to be a revision of ICCA’s earlier paper C.3/2008/40 which was discussed in July, 2008 by the explosive WG (but not adopted).  Proposals made in the revised paper are quite different from the previous ones.  In our opinion the new proposal does not simplify testing requirements for industry and we preferred to continue to work on this issue to develop an improved solution.
Result: The proposal was adopted.

	75
	Revision of section 7.1.3.2.3 (Australia)

In this proposal Australia recommends section 7.1.3.2.3 be amended to read: 

“Blasting explosives (except UN 0083 Explosive, blasting, type C) may be transported together with ammonium nitrate (UN Nos. 1942 and 2067) and alkali metal nitrates and alkaline earth metal nitrates provided the aggregate is treated as blasting explosives under Class 1 for the purposes of placarding, segregation, stowage and maximum permissible load.

NOTE: 
Alkali metal nitrates include caesium nitrate (UN 1451), lithium nitrate (UN 2722), potassium nitrate (UN 1486), rubidium nitrate (shipped as UN 1477) and sodium nitrate (UN 1498). Alkaline earth metal nitrates include barium nitrate (UN 1446), beryllium nitrate (UN 2464), calcium nitrate (UN 1454), magnesium nitrate (UN 1474) and strontium nitrate (UN 1507).”
In addition, Australia proposes a see entry be added for Rubidium nitrate leading to UN 1477.
	We were not convinced it is necessary to list every oxidizer by UN number and proper shipping name; however we did not oppose this proposal.
Result: The proposal was adopted with minor amendments.

	62
	Explosives and Related Matters (Spain)

In this paper, Spain invites the Sub-Committee to provide clarification as to whether a 1.3G or a 1.1G classification is appropriate for an explosive containing both more than 25g of pyrotechnic unit and more than 25% flash composition.
	There were no proposals in this paper.
Result: The SC was of the opinion that these items would be classified as 1.1G.  No other action was taken.  Spain was invited to submit proposals to clarify this point in the next biennium.  

	Proposals other than those related to Class 1

	104
	Provisions applicable to UN 1845 (IATA)

In this paper IATA proposes that the packing group indication be removed from the table entry as it relates neither to the risk nor the packaging for dry ice.  In addition the paper proposes the following amendments to SP 297:

297
For air transport, arrangements between consignor and operator(s) shall be made for each consignment, to ensure that ventilation safety procedures are followed.

Transport units containing solid carbon dioxide, when transported on board ocean vessels, shall be conspicuously marked on two sides “WARNING CO2 SOLID (DRY ICE)”. Others packagings containing solid carbon dioxide, when transported on board ocean vessels, shall be marked “CARBON DIOXIDE, SOLID-DO NOT STOW BELOW DECK”.

Carbon dioxide, solid (dry ice) is excepted from the shipping paper documentation requirements of Chapter 5.4 when the dry ice is used as a refrigerant for other than dangerous goods, if provided the package(s) is marked “Carbon dioxide, solid” or “Dry ice” and is marked with an indication that the substance being refrigerated is used for diagnostic or treatment purposes (e.g., frozen medical specimens).

	We supported the removal of the PG III reference in the table as we agree it provides no value.

We did not support expanding the special provision to except all dry ice used to cool non-dangerous goods.  The current limitation to diagnostic specimens limits applicability to small package sizes.  

Result: Proposal 1 to remove PG III from the dangerous goods list was adopted.  Proposal 2 to revise SP 297 was withdrawn by IATA based on comments received from the US and others.

	102
	Addition of Special Provision 225 to UN 1072 (Oxygen, Compressed) (IATA)

This paper notes that commercial aircraft now undergoing certification have been designed with small oxygen cylinders installed in the overhead panels above passenger seats to provide emergency oxygen in the event of a depressurization. The design of the system is that a small actuating cartridge is used to initiate the flow of oxygen from these cylinders for passenger use.

This paper proposes to either amend the existing provision 225 as follows:


“225
Fire extinguishers or oxygen cylinders transported under this entry may include installed actuating cartridges (cartridges, power device of Division 1.4, compatibility groups C or S), without changing the classification of Division 2.2 provided the total quantity of deflagrating (propellant) explosives does not exceed 3.2 g per extinguishing unit or oxygen cylinder.”

or to add the following new special provision to UN 1072 - Oxygen, compressed:

“3xx
Oxygen cylinders transported under this entry may include installed actuating cartridges (cartridges, power device of Division 1.4 compatibility groups C or S), without changing the classification of Division 2.2 provided the total quantity of deflagrating (propellant) explosives does not exceed 3.2 g per oxygen cylinder.”
	We supported Proposal 2 of this proposal.  We believe that the classification for such a cylinder should be based on the hazard posed by the oxygen cylinder.  
Result: Proposal 2 was adopted with minor amendments.  A new sentence was added as follows: “The cylinder with the installed…shall have an effective means of inadvertent activation.”

Added “for emergency use” in the first sentence of proposal 2.   


	103
	Revision to Special Provision 290 (IATA)

This paper proposes to revise Special Provision 290 as follows:

290
When this material meets the definitions and criteria of other classes or divisions as defined in Part 2, it shall be classified in accordance with the following:

(a) Where the substance meets the criteria for dangerous goods in excepted quantities as set out in Chapter 3.5, the packagings shall be in accordance with 3.5.2 and meet the testing requirements of 3.5.3. All other requirements applicable to radioactive material, excepted packages as set out in 1.5.1.5 shall apply without reference to the other class or division;

(b) Where quantity exceeds the limits specified in 3.5.1.2 the substance shall be classified in accordance with the predominant subsidiary risk. The dangerous goods transport document shall describe the substance with the UN number and proper shipping name applicable to the other class supplemented with the name applicable to the radioactive excepted package according to Column 2 in the Dangerous Goods List of Chapter 3.2, and shall be transported in accordance with the provisions applicable to that UN number. An example of the information shown on the dangerous goods transport document is: 
UN 1993, Flammable liquid, n.o.s. (ethanol and toluene mixture), Radioactive material, excepted package – limited quantity of material, Class 3, PG II

The marking on the package shall also reflect the UN number and complete proper shipping name supplemented with the name applicable to the radioactive excepted package as shown on the dangerous goods transport document.] In addition, the requirements of 2.7.2.4.1 shall apply.
	We supported this proposal in principle.  The proposal clarifies the appropriate requirements when a Class 7 excepted package also meets an excepted quantity hazard or meets another hazard class.  

Result: The proposal was adopted with minor amendments.  



	101
	Provisions applicable to radioactive excepted packages (IATA)

This paper notes that Recommendation 5 in the report from the Consultant Services meeting proposed that the Sub Committee amend section 1.5.1.5 with respect to the provisions of the Model Regulations to which excepted packages are subject. The Sub Committee accepted this recommendation, with some text in square brackets pending formal approval for the 2009 version of IAEA TS-R-1. The amendment to section 1.5.1.5 is shown on page 21 of Annex 1 to the report of the thirty-second session (ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/64).

IATA suggests that as there are relatively few provisions of the Model Regulations that have to be applied to excepted packages a simpler solution would be to create a subsection within Part 5 to specify what requirements apply to excepted packages.
	We supported the approach proposed by IATA.   The proposed text is consistent with the IAEA Regulations, and is clear and more user friendly than the recommended text listed in the 32nd session’s report.

Result: The proposal was adopted.

	99
	Harmonization with the IAEA Regulations for the Safe Transport of Radioactive Material – Miscellaneous (Secretariat)

This paper reports on the results of the IAEA Technical Meeting to resolve regulatory issues related to the Regulations for the Safe Transport of Radioactive Material, TS-R-1 (Meeting “TM-36515”) in Vienna from 1-5 September 2008.  Several miscellaneous proposals are discussed in relation to the following:
(a)
Radioactive material with subsidiary risks (and in particular uranium hexafluoride);

(b)
“Exclusive use” provisions;

 (c)
Transport of limited quantities of radioactive material; and

 (d)
Decay product and exemption of low activity products carried in large numbers.
In addition, during the discussions, a number of issues related to the UN Model Regulations were raised and the Secretariat invites the Sub-Committee to consider taking appropriate action in this respect.
	We supported this proposal.  
Result: The proposal was adopted.  

	98
	Harmonization with the draft 2009 edition of the IAEA Regulations (Secretariat)

In this document, the Secretariat has consolidated the corresponding changes that should be made to the 15th revised edition of the UN Recommendations on the Transport of Dangerous Goods, Model Regulations in order to harmonize with the 2009 edition of the IAEA Regulations.
	We supported this proposal in principle.  This is routine alignment of the Model Regulations with the IAEA Regulations.  
Result: The proposal was adopted with minor amendments.  



	97
	Draft amendments to the UN Recommendations on the Transport of Dangerous Goods (Model Regulations and Manual of Tests and Criteria) adopted at the thirty-first,

thirty-second and thirty-third sessions (Secretariat)

This document contains the draft amendments to the fifteenth revised edition of the Recommendations on the Transport of Dangerous Goods, Model Regulations (ST/SG/AC.10/1/Rev.15) and to the fourth revision of the Recommendations on the Transport of Dangerous Goods, Manual of Tests and Criteria (ST/SG/AC.10/11/Rev.4 as amended by documents ST/SG/AC.10/11/Rev.4/Amend.1 and ST/SG/AC.10/11/Rev.4/Amend.2), adopted by the Sub-Committee of Experts at its thirty-first, thirty-second and thirty-third sessions.
	This document summarizes the amendments agreed to by the Sub-Committee during its three previous sessions.

Result: The document was reviewed and updated through the course of the final SC meeting of the biennium.  

	100
	Date of manufacture of inner receptacles of composite IBCs (ICCP)

This paper proposes to authorize an alternative marking option for the date of manufacture of an IBC with respect to the marking of inner receptacles of composite IBCs.  A sample of the alternative marking is as follows:
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	We supported this proposal.  We provided comments to ICCP during the plenary to assist in their drafting of an updated informal document (see INF.57/Rev1).   

Result: The proposal was adopted based on INF.57/Rev1.  

	96
	Classification of Sour Crude (DGAC)

In this paper DGAC recommends that in place of the provisionally adopted UN3494 and 3495 proper shipping names provided in the annex to the report of the 33rd session, the Subcommittee adopt the following new special provision against UN 1267, Petroleum Crude Oil:

XXX –For a crude oil with the potential of evolving dangerous concentrations of hydrogen sulphide in the vapour space of a transport packaging with a capacity of more than 3000 litres, the following statement shall be entered on a transport document:
“This package may contain a dangerous concentration of hydrogen sulphide gas in the vapour space.  Respiratory protection should be worn when opening the package.”
	We were not convinced that this proposal fully addressed the issue raised by Canada.  While a statement on the transport document may be helpful in certain instances, this solution does not provide any visible hazard communication on the package itself.  We supported a solution which provided additional hazard communication, but simplified the classification by removing the 6.1 primary entry and providing a clarification regarding the assignment of the PG.
Result: We worked in cooperation with Canada and DGAC on an alternative approach which was adopted by the SC (see INF.62).  

	INF.62
	Sour Crude (USA)

This paper presents the results of discussions at the present meeting regarding UN/SCETDG/34/INF.27 and ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/96. As a result of these discussions, the following amendments were 
proposed:
1. Delete the entries for UN 3495 PETROLEUM SOUR CRUDE OIL, TOXIC FLAMMABLE (all packing groups) adopted at the previous session.

2. Add the following new special provision XXX to Chapter 3.3 and apply it to UN 1267, PETROLEUM CRUDE OIL (all three PG entries):

Petroleum crude oil containing hydrogen sulphide in sufficient concentration that vapours evolved from the crude oil can present an inhalation hazard shall be consigned under the entry UN 3494 PETROLEUM SOUR CRUDE OIL, FLAMMABLE, TOXIC.

3. Amend special provision 343 adopted at the previous session to read as follows:

“This entry applies to crude oil containing hydrogen sulphide in sufficient concentration that vapours evolved from the crude oil can present an inhalation hazard. The packing group assigned shall be determined by the flammability hazard or inhalation hazard, in accordance with the degree of danger presented”.
	Result:  The proposed revisions were adopted.

	95
	6.2.2.7 Marking of refillable UN pressure receptacles (EIGA)

This paper proposes a number of amendments related to bundles of cylinders:

1) The following text is proposed to be added to the first paragraph of 6.2.2.7:
“For bundles of cylinders, the individual cylinders shall be marked as required above, and the frame that retains the cylinders the minimum size of the marks shall be 5 mm and the UN packaging symbol shall be 10 mm.”
2)  A new 6.7.7.2(g) is proposed as follows:

For a bundle of cylinders this mass will include the frame of the bundle and all permanently attached parts (manifold and valve(s)).

3)  6.2.2.7.2 (h) is proposed to be amended as follows:

(h)
The minimum guaranteed wall thickness of the pressure receptacle in millimetres followed by the letters “MM”. This mark is not required for pressure receptacles with a water capacity less than or equal to 1 litre or for composite cylinders or for closed cryogenic receptacles or for a bundle of cylinders.
4)  6.2.2.7.3 (m)  is proposed to be amended as follows:

(m)
Identification of the cylinder thread (e.g. 25E). This mark is not required for closed cryogenic receptacles or for a bundle of cylinders.
	We supported an amendment to clarify the cylinder marking requirements and those that do not apply to the frame.  CGA and EIGA submitted an amended proposal in INF.60 taking into account the views expressed by the US and other delegations.
Result: The proposal as amended in INF.60 was adopted. 



	94
	Exception from marking requirement for lithium button cell batteries (PRBA and RECHARGE)

In this paper PRBA and RECHARGE propose to add the following sentence after paragraph (f) (iv) in Special Provision 188 to except certain button cell batteries from the marking requirement in SP 188:

“The requirement in paragraph (f) does not apply to button cell batteries contained in equipment and on circuit boards.”
PRBA states that a single button cell in equipment presents virtually no risk in transportation, and cites watches and calculators as typical examples of such equipment.
	We supported this proposal.  The proposal adds clarity to the existing exception provided in SP 188.  Packages of multiple pieces of equipment with less than 4 button cells each should also be excepted from the requirements contained in paragraph (f). 
Result: The proposal was adopted with minor amendments as prepared by PRBA in conjunction with the US.  

	86
	Testing of Large Lithium Batteries and Lithium Battery Assemblies (PRBA)

In this paper PRBA proposes:

(a)
To clarify certain battery terminology by introducing the terms “module” and “battery assembly” in the “NOTE” provision under the “Battery” definition; 

(b)
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. Consistent with the Sub Committee’s previous decision (reflected in the 15th revised edition of the Model Regulations) to use Watt-hours as a measure of rechargeable cell or battery size, it is more appropriate to determine what constitutes a new rechargeable cell or battery design based on a change in Watt-hour capacity or voltage;

(c)
To introduce a more realistic distinction 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. PRBA believes a threshold of 80 g (lithium metal) or 600 Watt-hours (lithium ion) should be used to distinguish between large and small batteries. A large lithium ion battery would then be on the order of ten times the size of the largest notebook computer batteries commonly in use, and a lithium metal battery would be forty times the size of typical consumer-type battery;

(d)
To require fewer test samples and cycles for large batteries, in recognition that these are frequently subject to more stringent industry, military and government testing standards and generally more sophisticated and costly to manufacture and test;

(e)
To require simplified testing for battery assemblies that comprise tested component (i.e., cells and batteries), while maintaining the testing relief already afforded battery assemblies of more than 500 g lithium or 6200 Watt-hours; and 

(f)
To eliminate Overcharge testing for certain batteries designed for use in battery assemblies, in recognition that such batteries do not have overcharge protection until installed in a battery assembly.
	We did not oppose this proposal.  The current test requirements are not entirely practical for large batteries.  The forces required for testing far exceed what can be expected under normal conditions for transport.
Result: The proposal was adopted with minor amendments.  

	93
	References to ISO standards – Section 6.2.2 (ISO)

In this paper ISO notes that when the provisions for UN pressure receptacles in Chapter 6.2 were adopted, the a standard for welded steel gas cylinders was not included because the then current standard (ISO 4706:1989 ‘Refillable welded steel gas cylinders’) was not suitable for incorporation.

ISO notes that since then, ISO/TC58/SC3 has been engaged in its revision and the revised standard was published in August, 2008 as ISO 4706:2008 “Gas cylinders − Refillable welded steel cylinders − Test pressure 60 bar and below”.  ISO proposes that this standard be included in Chapter 6.2 of the 16th revised edition of the Model Regulations.
In addition ISO notes that a standard to cover periodic inspection of welded steel cylinders is also needed and states that ISO experts will check ISO 10460:2005 “Gas cylinders − Welded carbon-steel gas cylinders − Periodic inspection and testing” to ensure it is fully compatible with the design, construction and testing standard and hopefully submit it for referencing in the Model Regulations in the next biennium.
	We supported this proposal and agreed that the relevant periodic inspection standard should be referenced as soon as practicable.

Result: The proposal was adopted.

	92
	Special Provision for UN 3200 – Pyrophoric solid, inorganic N.O.S. (UK)

In this paper the UK notes that pyrophoric materials in a coating form are now being used in certain technical applications such as for providing countermeasures against heat seeking guided missiles. The pyrophoric coated fabric material can be distributed from an aircraft as a decoy against a missile attack. These systems have been developed for military purposes as well as civil aircraft which have been targeted by terrorists.  On the basis that as packaged and coated such articles pose a minimal risk in transport, the UK proposes to add the following SP to UN 3200 PYROPHORIC SOLID, INORGANIC N.O.S:
XXX
Cartridges containing not more than 13.5g of fabric coated with UN 3200 sealed in oxygen barrier film and with not more than 650 g of  fabric coated with UN 3200 per outer packaging may be transported in accordance with the provisions of Chapter 3.5 irrespective of the indication of E0 in column 7 a) of the Dangerous Goods List provided that in addition to the packaging required by 3.5.2 each cartridge is sealed in a magazine or metal box and then placed in a plastics bag compatible with the product.
	We did not support this proposal. A pyrophoric (spontaneously combustible) material poses a serious risk of a fire and we felt the  justification provided was insufficient.  We further did not support allowing this material as an excepted quantity which would introduce differences between the ICAO TI and UNMR.

Result: The proposal was withdrawn by the UK.  The US expressed the above concerns to the SC and agreed that the excepted quantity provisions do not apply to UN 3200 in any form or quantity.  Nonetheless, the SC was of the opinion that more work may need to be done with respect to very small quantities of dangerous goods.         

	67
	Special Provision for UN 1404 – Calcium hydride (UK)

In this paper the UK  notes that calcium hydride (UN1404) is used as a reagent in testing kits that are used to measure the presence of water in oil.  The UK believes such kits should be eligible for the excepted quantity provisions although the pure material is not currently authorized as an excepted quantity.

The UK proposes the following special provision:

XXX
Sachets containing not more than 0.5 g of Calcium Hydride and with not more than 25 g per outer packaging may be transported in accordance with the provisions of Chapter 3.5 irrespective of the indication of E0 in column 7b of the Dangerous Goods List provided that in addition to the packaging required by 3.5.2 each sachet is sealed in a plastics bag compatible with the product.”.
	We did not support this proposal.  Division 4.3 PG I water-reactive materials are not authorized for transport as excepted quantities due to their significant hazard.  We do not believe an additional plastic bag mitigates this severe hazard to any great extent.

Result: The proposal was withdrawn by the UK.   The SC was of the opinion that the excepted quantity provisions are not applicable to Class 4.3 substances based on the ICAO Technical Instructions and the Guiding Principles of the UN Model Regulations.  A systematic approach was used in the development of the excepted quantity provisions and the S/C preferred not to deviate from that approach.          

	91
	Salvage Pressure Receptacles (Germany)

In this paper Germany notes that currently no salvage packaging provisions for transport of leaking or damaged pressure receptacles.  Germany proposes a number of amendments to the UN Model Regulations to address the use of salvage pressure receptacles. 
	We supported this proposal, but commented that some amendments were necessary to be clear that UN specification marking are not required.  We pointed out that at this time salvage pressure receptacles require approval by the competent authority.   
Result: After a tie vote, proposal was not adopted.  The SC agreed that salvage pressure receptacles are not adequately addressed in the UN Model Regulations.  The SC invited Germany to submit a revised proposal in the next biennium. 

	90
	Transport of coolant/conditioning units (UK)

This is a revised proposal based on comments by the SCOE on ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/9 considered at the July 2008 session which dealt with proposals covering the transport of fumigated units and units containing dangerous goods used for cooling/conditioning.
The UK proposes a new section 5.5.3 be added to the Model regulations entitled “Special provisions applicable to packages and cargo transport units containing substances presenting a risk of asphyxiation when used for cooling or conditioning purposes (such as dry ice (UN 1845) or nitrogen, refrigerated liquid (UN 1977)”.

Detailed applicable requirements are included within this newly proposed section.
	We did not support this proposal as written.  We agreed to work with the UK in the next biennium, but did not see an urgent need to amend the text as we felt the current packaging, documentation, and marking requirements for dry ice are adequate. 
Result: The proposal was withdrawn by the UK.  The SC supported the proposal in principal.  However, there were a number of unresolved issues and editorial amendments that can be addressed in the next biennium.  

	87

88

107
	Materials which are Toxic by Inhalation (Netherlands/USA)

This proposal is based on extensive data provided by the Netherlands with respect to a number of materials deemed to be toxic by inhalation.  The paper proposes to comprehensively align the relevant packaging, classification, and hazard communication requirements with the TIH hazard posed by these materials.  A new special provision identifying TIH materials in the DG list is proposed, as well as a transition provision for substances whose portable tank requirements have been amended. 
Materials which are Toxic by Inhalation – based on read across (NL)

This proposal addresses 7 isocyanates presented in ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/49 and informal document UN/SCETDG/33/INF.8 for which full supporting technical data (i.e. LC50 and SVC data) was unavailable which are deemed toxic by inhalation based on analogy to like substances and/or human experience.  The Netherlands proposes that these substances also be assigned the newly proposed SP 3XX to identify their TIH hazard and that their packaging and classification in the DG list be amended as appropriate.
Excepted quantity provisions for materials which are toxic by inhalation (USA)

This paper resulted from our efforts with the Netherlands to develop 2008/87.  In this paper we note that a number of toxic by inhalation (TIH) materials are provided excepted quantity authorizations.  However the original intent of the Sub-Committee was to ensure that excepted quantity provisions were adopted consistent with those of the ICAO Technical Instructions.  The ICAO TI do not authorize TIH materials to be transported in excepted quantities.
	Joint US/Netherlands proposal

Result: This proposal was adopted.

We supported this proposal.  We agreed with the Netherlands to split these substances out from the main proposal because the data was based on analogy to like substances and human experience rather than technical data based on testing.   However, all the subject materials are identified as TIH materials in the US HMR and all but one, UN 2488, are identified as Zone A.  

Result: This proposal was adopted.  The SC was of the opinion that there was a need to regulate these materials even though actual test data was not presented.  
US proposal

Result: The proposal was adopted.

	85
	Chapitre 4.1 (France) This paper proposes amendment to paragraph 4.1.8 in order to taken into account remanufactured large packages.

	We supported this proposal.  This is a minor correction to clarify that 4.1.8 only applies to Cat A infectious substances and UN3201.
Result: The proposal was adopted.

	84
	Amendment to Packing Instruction IBC 520 (DGAC)

This paper notes that at present, Packing Instruction IBC 520 authorizes Peroxyacetic acid, stabilized, not more than 17 %, a type F liquid organic peroxide (UN 3109), to be transported in 31H1 plastics, 31HA1 composite, and 31A steel IBCs with a maximum capacities of 1500 litres. In this document, DGAC proposes to amend Packing Instruction IBC 520 to also authorize the transport of this substance in 31H2 rigid plastics IBCs of similar capacity.
	We supported this proposal.   Peroxyacetic acid, stabilized, not more than 17 % (UN 3109), has been transported for a number of years within the United States in 31H2 rigid plastics IBCs with a maximum capacity of 1500 litres.
Result: The proposal was adopted.  

	83

INF.19
	Implementation corrosivity criteria of GHS into Class 8 of the UN Recommendations on the Transport of Dangerous Goods (NL)

In this paper the NL invites the Sub-Committee to:

(a)
Decide on aligning the classification criteria for mixtures and solutions for corrosivity with GHS

(b)
Decide on the way to do this: full text or a reference.


	Proposed text related to this proposal was provided in INF.19. We were not convinced the NL provided sufficient evidence to show that any additional harmonization of the TDG criteria with GHS criteria for Class 8 is warranted.  From the inception of GHS it was understood that sectors would use a building block approach to address implementation.  We were not opposed to considering further alignment but due to the large volume of changes proposed in INF.19, we felt this should be considered in the next biennium.
Result:  The proposal was not adopted and the NL indicated they would bring back a future proposal taking into account the comments received.

	82
	Impact testing of UN portable tanks and MEGCs, section 41.2 of the Manual of Tests and Criteria (ITCO)

This paper proposes to harmonize the permitted design variations for tank containers in the UN Manual of Tests and Criteria with those now in ISO 1496-3 but make no changes to the existing MEGC permitted design variations.  A new section 41.2 is proposed to replace the current section in the UN Test Manual.
	We supported this proposal.  The US participated in the development of ISO 1496-3 and we believe it is appropriate to maintain consistency between the UN Model Regulations and the relevant ISO standard.

Result: The proposal was adopted.  The SC noted that additional work would need to be done with respect to MEGCs because certain sections of the ISO standard are not applicable to MEGCs. 
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INF.5
	Marking of Tanks (Germany)

In this paper, Germany proposes to require the Portable Tank Instruction (i.e. T1, T2, etc.) to be marked on the portable tank specification plate.

Marking of tanks (ITCO)

This information paper provides a number of arguments opposing 2008/81 from Germany.  ITCO sites increased costs with no associated safety benefit, and points out a number of logistical and practical issues associated with the proposal.
	We did not support this proposal.  We expressed our opinion that in many instances a portable tank may be reconfigured to meet several tank instructions.  It is impractical to include this information on the spec plate which currently only includes permanent markings (i.e. the MAWP etc).  In addition, we note that the Tank Instruction is similar in its intent and application to Packing Instructions (P601 etc) and IBC Instructions (IBC03 etc), neither of which are required to be marked on the package.  It would be inconsistent with other required markings to require such a marking for portable tanks.

We agreed with many of ITCO’s concerns.

Result: The proposal was adopted.  The US expressed opposition to the proposal.  However, the SC adopted the proposal on the basis that the T code marking would be useful for the selection of portable tanks.  Germany proposed a transition period for this marking in a later informal document which was adopted.  

	80
	Thiourea dioxide (UN 3341): Subsidiary risk 6.1 (Germany)

In this paper Germany proposes to amend the current entry for Thiourea dioxide by including a Division 6.1 subsidiary risk.  They cite test data in accordance with OECD test guideline 403 supporting a Division 6.1, PG II classification.  In addition, Germany proposes to delete the PG III entry for Thiourea dioxide on the basis that the 6.1 PG II hazard will take precedence.
	We were not convinced this proposal contained sufficient supporting data.  In particular we stated that the test method used bases its classification on an aerosolized aqueous solution.  The data we have for this substance shows the substance has a melting point of 126 deg C and is usually transported in a solid, not liquid form.  We therefore questioned whether the testing adequately determined that at least 10% of a typical Thiourea dioxide shipment is “likely to be dust in a respirable range” as defined by 2.6.2.1.3.  This information is critical to determine whether an inhalation risk in transport is truly present.

Result: The proposal was withdrawn by Germany.  The SC was of the opinion that the test method prescribed in the OECD test guideline 403 may be inappropriate for Thiourea Dioxide.  

	79
	Self-heating substances and mixtures (Germany)

In this paper Germany proposes to amend 2.4.3.1.2 as follows:

2.4.3.1.2  Self-heating of substances, leading to spontaneous combustion, is caused by reaction of the substance with oxygen (in the air) and the heat developed not being conducted away rapidly enough to the surroundings. The self-ignition temperature is the minimum ambient temperature of a substance volume which leads to self-heating followed by spontaneous combustion after a certain time (induction time). Spontaneous combustion occurs when the rate of heat production exceeds the rate of heat loss and the auto-ignition temperature is reached.
	We did not support this proposal as written. The existing text gives a general description of how spontaneous combustion could occur which is sufficient for the purposes of the Model Regulations. We supported a revised definition as shown in INF.68 as amended.
Result:  The revised definition in INF.68 was adopted as follows:

“Self heating of a substance is a process where the gradual reaction of that substance with oxygen (in air) generates heat.  If the rate of heat production exceeds the rate of heat loss, then the temperature of the substance will rise which, after an induction time, may lead to self-ignition and combustion.”
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	Interprétation des prescriptions d'exemption de marquage au 5.2.1.6.1 (Switzerland) This paper proposes to revise 5.2.1.6.1 to clarify that the capacity of a package should not exceed 5L/5g.
	Although we felt the current text was adequate, we supported proposal 1 in this document with minor amendments.  However, we did not support changing already excepted terminology as in Proposal 2.  Larger packages are not used for small amounts of material.  
Result: Proposal 1 was adopted with amendments proposed by the US.  Proposal 2 was withdrawn.
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INF.65/Rev.2
	Transport of Genetically Modified Micro-organisms and Organisms (EBSA)
This proposal is a follow up to EBSA’s previous proposal  (see UN/SCETDG/32/INF.32  and ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/29) submitted during the 32nd and 33rd sessions of the Sub-Committee.  EBSA has revised its proposal based on comments received.

.

Comments on 2008/76

This document was the result of discussions with other interested delegates and represents a compromise solution retaining some but not all of EBSA’s proposals.  In general GMOs not authorized for use will be subject to minimal packaging and marking requirements but will no longer need to be declared as dangerous goods and/or subject to any other requirements of the Model Regulations other than those of the packing instruction.  This substantially reduces the transport regulatory burden for GMOs.
	We supported Canada’s proposal to delete GMOs from the Model Regulations.  However the Sub-Committee voted to retain provisions for GMOs.  We worked with EBSA, Canada, and other interested delegates to refine EBSA’s proposal.  Specific areas of the proposal were discussed.  While we did not agree that transit states should need to issue approvals for GMOs not authorized for use, the majority of the Sub-Committee felt this was appropriate.  It was agreed to greatly simplify the proposed packing instruction relevant to GMOs not approved for use.  The revised packing instruction is as shown in INF.65/Rev.2 except that the text relevant to dry ice was agreed to be amended consistent with the existing similar text in P650.
Result: The proposed revisions in INF.65/Rev 2 were adopted.
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	Amendment to UN 3468, Hydrogen in a metal hydride storage system (USFCC)

In this paper the USFCC proposes provisions be incorporated within the UN Model Regulations for  Hydrogen in a metal hydride storage system.  Currently the entry is assigned to P099 requiring a competent authority approval.  The proposed text includes a new packing instruction and relevant amendments to Chapter 4.1 and 6.2.
	We supported this proposal.  We questioned whether incorporation of the requirements would be better suited to Packing Instruction P200 given that the proposed packing instruction contains little that would not be addressed by the current P200 structure and is repetitive of much of what P200 normally covers (i.e. the H mark, the references to 4.1.6.1 and 6.2 etc).  We were content with the majority opinion of the Sub-Committee on this issue.

Result: The proposal was adopted with minor amendments.  However, the SC gave preference to having a separate packing instruction because P200 is primarily for gases in their pure form.  Also, the SC agreed that the periodicity between inspections should be no more than 5 years.    



	73
	Special provision 32x and UN 3166 (USFCC)

This paper proposes a new special provision be added as follows to UN 3166 which was amended in July to include hydrogen fuel cell powered vehicles.

“32x
A metal hydride storage system is a single complete hydrogen storage system, including shell (receptacle), metal hydride, pressure relief device, shut-off valve, other appurtenances and internal components. Metal hydride storage systems intended to be used as fixed fuel storage onboard hydrogen fuelled vehicles must be approved by the competent authority for these goods, before acceptance for transport. A copy of the competent authority approval shall accompany each consignment or the transport document shall include an indication that the package was approved by the competent authority.”
USFCC notes that the proposal is not necessary if SP 32x has already been agreed under 2008/74.
	We supported this proposal.

Result: The proposal was adopted.

	72
	UN 3166, engine internal combustion or vehicle, flammable gas powered or, vehicle, flammable liquid powered (USFCC)

This paper proposes to amend the UN 3166 proper shipping name as follows:  ENGINE, INTERNAL

COMBUSTION or VEHICLE,

FLAMMABLE GAS POWERED or VEHICLE, FLAMMABLE LIQUID POWERED 

or ENGINE, FUEL CELL, FLAMMABLE GAS POWERED or ENGINE, FUEL CELL, FLAMMABLE LIQUID POWERED or VEHICLE, FUEL CELL,  FLAMMABLE GAS POWERED or VEHICLE, FUEL CELL,  FLAMMABLE LIQUID POWERED
In addition USFCC proposes to amend SP 312. 

	We supported this proposal and prefer the name proposed in paragraph (b) as opposed to the shortened alternative name which though shorter appears to be quite confusing.

Result: This proposal was adopted.  The SC gave preference to the name proposed in paragraph (b).

	71
	Permeation through the walls of plastics: Proposal to delete sub-section 6.1.4.0 (UK)

In this paper the UK proposes to delete 6.1.4.0 which states the following:  “Any permeation of the substance contained in the packaging shall not constitute a danger under normal conditions of transport."
This text was added on the basis of a proposal from Germany at the previous session.  The UK points out that the new 4.1.1.2 also proposed and adopted at the last session by Germany is sufficiently comprehensive.

4.1.1.2 (c): Shall not allow permeation of the dangerous goods that could constitute a danger under normal conditions of transport."
The UK further points out that the text of 6.1.4.0 has not been placed in either Chapter 6.5 (for IBCs) or 6.6 (for large packagings) and states that if the text is maintained it should be reproduced in each section.
	We supported this proposal.  We expressed our opinion that 4.1.1.2 is sufficiently comprehensive and that the text in 6.1.4.0 inappropriately places a responsibility on the package manufacturer for the actions of the user.
Result: The proposal was not adopted.  The SC was of the opinion that both the manufacturer and the shipper have legal responsibilities for the proper selection of packagings.  On this basis, the text contained in 6.1.4.0 was retained to make it clear that the manufacture must ensure that their package is safe for transport with respect to permeation.  

	70
	Transport of Nickel-Metal Hydride Batteries (VOHMA)
In this paper VOHMA points out that the newly amended SP304 in the 16th revised edition intended to address nickel metal hydride batteries will only be applied to the UN identification number UN3028, assigned to the proper shipping name BATTERIES, DRY, CONTAINING POTASSIUM HYDROXIDE, SOLID which does not accurately describe the Nickel-metal hydride batteries that prompted the original German proposal addressing this issue.
In this paper VOHMA proposes a new entry be created for “UNXXXX, BATTERIES, N.O.S., electric storage, CLASS 9, PG III”   

VOHMA proposes that laboratory testing should be conducted to determine at what temperature Nickel-metal hydride batteries in the packaging as offered for transport will cause a dangerous evolution of heat or ignite. If the results of such analysis indicate that these temperatures could be expected to be experienced during normal conditions of transport, the Nickel-metal hydride batteries should be assigned to the newly proposed entry.

VOHMA proposes that the appropriate description such as “Nickel-metal hydride” or “Nickel-cadmium” be entered in parenthesis as a technical name.
In addition VOHMA proposes SP304 be revised. 
	We share VOHMA’s concerns regarding the difficulties with the application of Special Provision 304.  We agreed that the current approach is unsatisfactory and suggested that the amendment agreed to at the last session should be revisited.  However we were not convinced that VOHMA’s proposal to address the issue was the best solution.  We would prefer to find another avenue to address the concerns which takes a more comprehensive and thorough approach to the issue, as the concerns are not necessarily unique to nickel metal hydride batteries.

Result: The proposal was not adopted.  The US expressed support for the arguments presented in this proposal.  However, the amendments proposed in the document failed to account for other batteries that may become regulated based on a generic N.O.S. description.      

	69
	Proposals to revise Chapter 5.4 to facilitate the use of Electronic Data Interchange (EDI) in lieu of paper documentation (IATA)

In this paper IATA proposes comprehensive revisions to the Model Regulations to address the use of electronic documentation.  A revised introductory note to the Chapter is proposed as follows:

Note: 
These Regulations do not preclude the use of electronic data processing (EDP) and electronic data interchange (EDI) transmission techniques as an alternative to paper documentation. All references to “dangerous goods transport document” in this chapter also include provision of the required information by use of EDP and EDI transmission techniques.
In addition, IATA proposes a number of consequential amendments to various sections of the Model Regulations. 

	We strongly supported the intent of this proposal. We agree with IATA’s basic approach which is to ensure that electronic documentation is permitted provided the information is available when required just as is the case today with paper documentation.  We believe however that there may be a simpler approach to addressing the issue in the regulations, for example a further amendment to the note preceding 5.4.  Also, we were not convinced the additional text related to the carrier were necessary. 
Result: The proposal was adopted with minor amendments.

	68
	Ability for testing low gas evolution rates of toxic gases released when a substance is in contact with water   (France and Germany)   

In this paper France and Germany provide an update on work at the GHS Sub-committee with respect to the classification of water reactive substances.  The paper notes that while there was agreement on the suitability of the current test mothd (N.5) to address water reactives which emit flammable gas, there was disagreement over the suitability of the method to address toxic gases, in that the test did not take into account the toxicity of the gas generated, but rather only considered the evolution rate.

France and Germany propose that the TDG Sub-Committee set up an ad hoc intersessional correspondence group or informal working group to review test method N.5 with the following terms of reference:

The group would work preferably by correspondence (e.g. via e mail), but face-to-face meetings may be organized as appropriate, either intersessionally or parallel to the sessions of both Sub Committees (TDG and GHS).

The tasks to be worked out are:

(a)
Enable test method N.5 to measure the evolution of acute toxic gases released by substances in contact with water and to measure also very low evolution rates (e.g. in the range of 1 ml gas per kg substance per hour) taking into account kinetic aspects of the gas evolution rate during the testing period;

(b)
Establish and define boundary conditions for the order of magnitude in which test method N.5 shall be able to detect evolution rates of flammable and/or acute toxic gases based on a accidental exposure scenario;

(c)
Enable test method N.5 to measure the evolution rates of flammable and/or acute toxic gases with high accuracy and precision, taking into account the hazard categories and to produce reproducible test results;

(d)
Consider whether the amended test method N.5 could also be applicable to measure corrosive gases released in contact with water;

(e)
Draft a proposal for the TDG Sub Committee during the biennium 2009/2010 to modify the Manual of Tests and Criteria, which can then be given to the GHS Sub-Committee to continue the work on classification criteria for water activated toxicity;

(f)
Provide recommendations for the use of the new method in the development of classification criteria, as appropriate;

(g)
Report on interim progress to the TDG Sub-Committee, which will keep the GHS Sub Committee informed.
	We agreed in principle that this is an issue that needs to be addressed by the TDG SCOE.  Currently the HMR’s definition of a water reactive substance includes substances which emit both flammable and toxic gases.  The evolution rate criteria are the same in both instances.  Criteria for water reactive substances which emit toxic gases have not been included in the UN Model Regulations to date, and this has led to a rare inconsistency in classification principles between the UN Model Regulations and the HMR.  As such we are keenly interested in participating in this working group to ensure the best possible desired outcome.  We believe a standard global definition is ultimately in the best interests of all concerned; however we also recognize that the relatively simple criteria in the HMR have proven effective.  Our goal in participating would be to ensure to the greatest extent possible that the criteria developed are practical and not needlessly complex or difficult to implement.

	66
	Amendment of listed entries in 2.5.3.2.4 (ICCA)

There are three proposals in this paper:

1.) ICCA proposes the reclassification of 2,5-DIMETHYL-2,5-DI-(tert BUTYLPEROXY)HEXANE >90-100%  based on the result of tests conducted by BAM in Germany.  Tests were conducted due to differences in available test data for test E.1, Koenen test of the Manual of Tests and Criteria; results of the limiting diameter varied form1.5 – 2.0 mm. BAM conducted a number of E.1 Koenen tests with various concentrations of 2,5-DIMETHYL-2,5-DI-(tert-BUTYLPEROXY)HEXANE above 90%.  BAM’s conclusion was that the limiting diameter is 2.0 mm which would support reclassification.

2.)  ICCA proposes that for the entry tert-AMYLPEROXY-3,5,5-TRIMETHYLHEXANOATE 100 % in the column subsidiary risks and remarks, the remark “3)” be deleted because the UN number for this entry was changed from 3101 to 3105 in the 15th revised edition of the model regulations. Remark “3” is only applicable to UN 3101, UN 3102, UN 3111 and UN 3112. 

3.)  ICCA proposes a minor correction of the chemical name of DI-(2-tert-BUTYLPEROXYISOPROPYL)BENZENE(S).  The “2”in the chemical name is not correct. This product consists of 1,4-Di(tert-butylperoxyisopropylbenzene) and/or 1,3-Di(tert-butylperoxyisopropylbenzene). It is proposed to correct the chemical name.
	We supported this proposal.

Result: The proposal was adopted.
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	Intermodal harmonization (The European Chemical Industry Council (CEFIC), the European Council of Paint, Printing Ink and Artists’ Colours Industry (CEPE), the European Chemical Transport Association (ECTA), the European Fertilizer Manufacturers Association (EFMA), the European Industrial Gases Association (EIGA), the European Metal Packaging (EMPAC,  former SEFEL), the European Plastics Converters (EuPC), the European Aerosol Federation (FEA), the European Association of Chemical Distributors (FECC), the International Federation of Freight Forwarders Associations (FIATA) the Global Express Association (GEA), the International Road Transport Union (IRU), the International Tank Container Organisation (ITCO) and  the International Association of Soap, Detergent and Maintenance Products (AISE))

In this document the above listed organizations appeal to the UN SCOE to issue a strong political statement “encouraging their national Competent Authorities, dealing with dangerous goods transport regulations, to further accelerate the harmonisation process and actively seek compromises with the objective to a achieve a uniform set of regulations.”

In addition the request is made that the UNSCOE consider consolidating text that is identical in all modal regulations, into one document (e.g. the classification of dangerous goods, most packing and tank provisions (current parts 4 and 6), documentation requirements, etc.
	As is evidenced by our leading participation within the UN SCOE, we strongly support the concept of global harmonization.  We take great care when issuing our domestic harmonization rulemakings to ensure that deviations are only made in the case of significant adverse safety or economic implications.  We encourage all other competent authorities implementing requirements based on the UN Model Regulations to do the same.

We did not support of any restructuring of the current UN text to the extent proposed.  We see no value in extracting sections of text from the Model Regulations which are consistently implemented by the modes and creating yet another document.  We believe the current structure of the Model Regulations has been much improved based on the major reformatting effort that took place several years ago.  We note that in addition to international bodies such as IMO and ICAO utilizing the UN text, national competent authorities are doing the same.  

Result: The SC agreed that intermodal harmonization of the UN Model Regulations and the modal regulations (IMO, ICAO, 49 CFR, ADR/RID) is important.  Pursuant to that decision, working groups were held to discuss possible ways forward.  The US actively participated in this work and expressed a number possible ways forward in the next biennium.     

	64
	Filling volume of glass inner packagings in P602 (ICCA)

In this paper ICCA notes that P602 currently authorizes glass inner receptacles of 1 L capacity but requires that they be filled to only 90% of their capacity.  ICCA states that this creates practical problems for industry which generally designs packagings to accommodate a given volume or product.  For example a standard 2L bottle of soda has a capacity slightly greater than 2L.

ICCA proposes that the requirement be reworded as follows to allow for up to 1 L of actual product:

(1)
Combination packagings with a maximum gross mass of 15 kg, consisting of

− 
one or more glass inner packaging(s) with a maximum capacity of 1 1.12 litre each and filled to not more than 90% of their capacity; …
	We expressed our support for this proposal with minor amendments.  The text of the P602 should be clarified that the limitation on inner packages is for net quantity of material not on the size of package We believe that a  comprehensive review of other similar provisions in the Model Regulations should be undertaken in the next biennium to improve consistency.
Result: A revised proposal was adopted based on the comments received for the US.  Maximum capacity was changed to maximum net quantity.   
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INF.55
	Assignment of Special Provision 274 (CEFIC)

This document relates to ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/25 and informal document UN/SCETDG/33/INF.3 from the 33rd session in which CEFIC proposed to assign SP 274 to a number of entries currently not assigned SP 274 in the Model Regulations.  At the previous session it was agreed that any changes to assignments should be justified on a case-by-case basis. In this document CEFIC provides its justification for the addition of SP 274 to each description.

Special Provision 274 – Comments on ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2008/63 (USA)

In this paper we provided background regarding the Sub-Committee’s previous decision to eliminate the technical name requirement for medicines.  We proposed that the Sub-Committee continue to except medicines from this requirement based on concerns related to theft and misuse of controlled substances.
	We opposed this proposal.  We have consistently opposed this proposal for several sessions at the UN and in the Joint Meeting where it originated after the Joint Meeting chose not to harmonize with the UN decision to remove Special Provision 274 from these entries.  We believe the original decision of the UN Sub-Committee to remove the technical name requirement from these entries was sound and do not agree with the justifications CEFIC has provided.  We note that all of the entries in question provide sufficient information for initial emergency response actions, and that many of CEFIC’s concerns relate to operational issues for example requiring the technical name to determine the filling ratio for certain gases.  We do not agree that the technical name was ever intended to address operational or enforcement related concerns (i.e. to address forbidden materials which may be covered under a specific entry).  

Result: The proposal was adopted in part.  Based on INF.55 from the US, the proposal to require a technical name for medicines was not adopted. 

	Information papers submitted by the US not related to formal papers addressed above

	INF.33

INF.75
	Correspondence Working Group on Classification of Mixtures and Solutions

This paper presents the results of the working group on classification of mixtures and solutions.  Three options were proposed

1 – Amend the UN Model Regulations consistent with the proposed text in INF.33.

2- Adopt an interim approach of a note similar to that adopted by the ICAO Dangerous Goods Panel (see INF.33).

3 – Take no action and defer to the next biennium.

The informal working group considered the proposals in INF.33 and preferred the approach as noted in Proposal 1.  The working group reviewed and amended the proposed text.  During this review it was noted that consequential amendments to Part 2 were also necessary.  The proposed amended text represents consolidated amendments to Part 2 and Part 3 as appropriate.
	The Sub-Committee convened a working group under leadership of the US to address the issue.  The working group was able to agree on amendments as shown in INF.75.

Result:  The amended text proposed in INF.75 was adopted.



	INF.37
	Orientation Arrows/Closures Upward (USA)

This paper proposed that combination packages containing hermetically sealed inner packagings be excepted from the orientation arrow markings required by 4.1.1.5.  The proposal was consistent with a long standing exception in the HMR which has proven safe and effective for many years.
	The proposal was adopted with minor amendments to limit the volume of the hermetically sealed inner packagings 500 mL.  The adopted text excepts “Combination packagings containing hermetically sealed inner packagings of not more than 500 ml”.

	INF.61
	Provisions applicable to limited quantities (ICAO)

In this paper ICAO presents the results of its recent WG discussion regarding limited quantities.  The paper includes suggested amendments to Chapter 3.4 to recognize the marking tentatively agreed to by ICAO and ensure the text of Chapter 3.4 recognizes additional requirements for air transport:

  [image: image2.emf]
	We supported an amended version of this proposal which was adopted by the Sub-Committee.  The amendments will facilitate recognition and acceptance of limited quantity packages prepared for air transport when transported by other modes.
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