Paper #                   Paper Title / Summary
                                                           U.S. Positions / Meeting Notes / Results
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Summary of Proposals, US Positions and Meeting Discussions 
Note:  This is the second of the DGP's four meetings held during the 2011-2012 biennium.  The purpose of this meeting is 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 6th 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 to be held in December, 2012. Once approved by the Committee, the amendments will be incorporated into the 18th Revised Edition of the UN Model Regulations and will be considered for adoption within the IMDG Code and ICAO TI from January 1, 2015.

 SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1UN papers may be obtained from the UN Transport Division website at:  http://www.unece.org/trans/main/dgdb/dgsubc/c32011.html 
Visit the website of the Office of Hazardous Materials Safety’s International Standards branch at: http://www.phmsa.dot.gov/hazmat/regs/international for pertinent information relative to the office’s international activities including: Schedules of International Meetings, The UN Committee and Sub-Committee of Experts on the Transport of Dangerous Goods, the International Atomic Energy Agency, the International Maritime Organization’s Dangerous Goods, Solid Cargoes and Containers (DSC) Sub-Committee, the International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO) Dangerous Goods Panel, the European Agreements Concerning the International Carriage of Dangerous Goods by Road (ADR) and Rail (RID), and the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFTA) Hazardous Materials Land Transportation Standards Sub-Committee.
For convenience, hyperlinks to pdf versions of the formal and informal papers are provided in the text for the paper numbers.

	Paper 
	Paper Title/Summary
	U.S. Positions / Meeting Notes / Decision

	Compressed Gas Formal Documents

	25
	References to ISO Standards (ISO) This proposed amendment introduces four new standards for the construction of pressure receptacles.  The proposed amendment also includes transitional arrangements for eight revised standards for pressure receptacles.
The new standards that are proposed for reference in Chapter 6.2 are:
ISO 9809-1:2010 Gas cylinders – Refillable seamless steel gas cylinders – Design, construction and testing – Part 1: Quenched and tempered steel cylinders with tensile strength less than 1100 MPa;
ISO 9809-2:2010 Gas cylinders – Refillable seamless steel gas cylinders – Design, construction and testing – Part 2: Quenched and tempered steel cylinders with tensile strength greater than or equal to 1100 MPa;
ISO 9809-3:2010 Gas cylinders – Refillable seamless steel gas cylinders – Design, construction and testing – Part 3: Normalized steel cylinders; and 
All these new standards replace an earlier standard.
	U.S. Position:  We are evaluating the revised standards to ensure the amendments provide for a level of safety equivalent to the standards currently incorporated by reference.  We have some concern about CGA’s reluctance with the ISO standards.
Result:  It was agreed to defer a decision on this until the next meeting in the biennium.

	26
	Definitions (ISO) In this paper ISO proposes to make minor amendments to the definitions for “tube” and “multiple-element gas container”.
The definitions will be revised to read as follows:
"Tube" means a seamless transportable pressure receptacle of seamless or composite construction having a water capacity exceeding 150 litres and of not more than 3 000 litres;
"Multiple-element gas container" (MEGC) means a multimodal assembly of cylinders, tubes and or bundles of cylinders which are interconnected by a manifold and which are assembled within a framework. The MEGC includes service equipment and structural equipment necessary for the transport of gases;
	U.S. Position:  We support the proposed amendments.  We view the amendments as clarifying/editorial in nature.
Result:  There was support for the second definition in the proposal but the first definition did not garner support since the regulations do not contain composite tubes at this time.  The second proposal is agreed and a note will be included in the report to indicate the sub-committee will consider modifying the definition of tube when the standards are more mature.

	33
	Sample Pressure Receptacles: Responsibility for Conformity Assessment and UN Marking (Germany) This proposal seeks to establish a system to allow competent authorities to approve new technical codes for cylinders that are not currently authorized under UN Model provisions that would be recognized by all countries.   Countries would have to post such codes on their websites, and a related marking would be placed on cylinders.
	U.S. Position:  We recognize and appreciate Germany’s intent however; we believe the concept Germany is proposing may be difficult to implement.   We recognize that authorities may approve cylinders for specific applications that do not meet a UN specification.  However, the proposal from Germany seeks to add a blanket authorization to recognize such cylinders by simply posting the relevant standard to a national website and adding a reference to that standard in the UN Model Regs.  We believe that providing such flexibility may undermine the intent of the Model Regulations with respect to the design, construction, and approval of UN cylinders.
Result:  Germany will continue its work and present a final proposal at a future meeting most likely next December.  Germany welcomes written comments and correspondence with other nations.

	Lithium Battery Formal Documents

	35
	Lithium Battery Mark (USA) In this paper we propose the addition of a mark to indicate lithium batteries and cells have been tested in accordance with the Manual of Tests and Criteria, Part II, sub-section 38.3.  Two options are proposed for consideration:
Option 1:
[image: image1.emf]
Option 2:

UT

The marking would not be required on batteries of such a size that the mark would not be legible or on batteries not required to be of a type proven to meet the test requirements of the Manual of Tests and Criteria, Part III, sub-section 38.3.
	U.S. Position:  US proposal.
Result: Paper is withdrawn in its’ current form and a new paper incorporating the sub-subcommittee’s comments will be submitted at the next session.  

	39
See Also
INF.26.1
	Proposal on Transporting Waste Lithium Cells and Batteries (PRBA and RECHARGE) This proposed amendment would create a new special provision and two packing instructions for the transport of waste lithium cells and batteries.  The special provision proposed would provide relief from the UN model regulations, including the need to successfully pass the tests specified in the UN Manual of Tests and Criteria and certain hazard communication requirements, provided the batteries are packaged in a particular manner.  Package containing such batteries would need to be marked “WASTE LITHIUM BATTERIES.”
	U.S. Position:  We support the development of appropriate provisions for the shipment of waste lithium batteries.  We recognize the need for a harmonized multi-modal approach for the transport of waste lithium batteries.  As specified in § 173.185(d) in the HMR, a lithium cell or battery offered for transportation or transported by motor vehicle for purposes of recycling is excepted from specification packaging requirements and the requirements to successfully pass the tests specified in the UN Manual of Tests and Criteria when protected against short circuits and packed in a strong outer packaging.  We do believe that the text as proposed could benefit from some improvements and anticipate that a working group will address amendments to the proposed text.
Result:  Based on the results of the working group a new formal proposal will be submitted at the next meeting

	40
	Proposal on Transporting Damaged or Defective Lithium Cells and Batteries (PRBA and RECHARGE) This proposed amendment would add a special provision, packing instruction, and large package instruction for the transport of damaged or defective lithium batteries and cells.  Provisions for inner packages and or cushioning material, absorbent material for leaking batteries, and provisions to prevent excessive movement are included in this proposed amendment. 
	U.S. Position:  We support the development of appropriate requirements for the transport of damaged or defective batteries.  We note that for certain modes an approval may continue to be needed for example in the case of transport by air. As such it may be necessary to provide for an additional marking identifying the batteries as damaged or defective.  We also wish to approach with caution and be overly conservative when dealing with these materials that are likely to cause fire or evolution of heat.  We suggest any packaging requirements would need to be robust
Result:  PRBA suggested they would talk with interested parties and will submit a new proposal at the next meeting.  The chairman suggested this be included in other working group discussions regarding batteries.

	41
See also INF.45
	Large Packagings for Lithium Batteries (PRBA and RECHARGE) In this paper, PRBA and RECHARGE propose the adoption of a new large packaging instruction (LP903) for lithium batteries.  
	U.S. Position:  We support this proposal.  The proposed packing instruction LP903 would allow for the use of UN specification large packagings while providing an exemption for batteries contained in equipment consistent with the existing provisions of P903 paragraph 2.  
Result:  PRBA plans on returning with a modified paper at this meeting.  Many on the sub-committee had some issues with the modified proposal therefore it was agreed that a formal proposal would be submitted at the next meeting.

	43
	“Torch” Cigarette Lighters Containing Lithium Meal Batteries (United Kingdom) This paper requests comments on lighters containing lithium batteries.  Specifically, this paper poses the question of how these materials are regulated under the current UN scheme.  Pending discussion, a future proposal may be developed.
	U.S. Position:  We agree that the current model regulations are unclear as to the applicable transport requirements for such lighters containing lithium batteries.  We intend to work jointly with the United Kingdom to address this issue and we welcome comments. 
Result:  The UK will team with other delegations to present proposal next session.

	Remaining Formal Documents

	22
	Special Provision 135: Classification of dichloroisocyanuric acid salts (DGAC) This proposal clarifies special provision 135 to convey that a formulation meeting the criteria for classification in Class 9 as an environmentally hazardous substance is subject to the Model Regulations.
	U.S. Position:  We support this proposal and provided some potential clarifying text.
Result:  The proposal was adopted as modified by the US in sub-committee discussion. 

	23
See also
Inf.20
	Outcome of the Joint Meeting of the RID Committee of Experts and the Working Party on the Transport of Dangerous Goods on its Autumn 2010 Session (Secretary)  This paper presents the report of the Joint Meeting of the RID Committee of Experts and the Working Party on the Transport of Dangerous Goods.
	U.S. Position:  On the issue of whether or not the “UN” may be included on the label we believe the “UN” may be included but it is not a requirement.
Result:  The US will submit a paper on the issue of a “UN” number being included on labels and placards at the next session.  The paper was adopted with note that further work would be needed to clarify the vibration and compatibility test requirements.

	24
	Large Salvage Packages (Belgium & Germany) This proposed amendment would add provisions to widen the application field of salvage packagings.  Specifically, this proposal would add a definition of “Large Salvage Packaging” and permit the use of large salvage packaging under specific conditions.  This paper is a follow-up to one proposed at the 39th session of the Transport of Dangerous Goods sub-committee (TDG SC).
	U.S. Position:  We are not opposed to the introduction of large salvage packaging provisions within the UN model regulations.  We understand that the current salvage packaging provisions limit the salvage packaging to a maximum net mass rating of 400 kg.  The introduction of the proposed provisions would allow for a salvage packaging to be used in situations where the 400 kg maximum net mass is exceeded.
Result:  The proposal was adopted with minor editorial modifications.

	27
See 
Also
Inf.34
&
Inf.27
	Dried Blood Spots and Faecal Occult Blood Screening Tests (WHO) In this paper the WHO proposes to amend a current exemption applicable to blood, blood components, dried blood spots, and faecal occult blood screening samples.
	U.S. Position:  We support this proposal.
Result: Text was adopted as modified in informal paper 41 

	28
	Internal Inspection of Portable Tanks Used for the Transport of Water-Reactive Organometallic Substances (ICCA) This proposed amendment would include a special provision that waives the 2.5 year internal inspection for portable tanks used for the transport of liquid and solid organometallic substances as long as the tank remains in dedicated service for transport of such substances.
	U.S. Position:  We are not convinced ICCA has offered sufficient justification to support the elimination of the 2.5 year internal inspection.  The current provisions already provide an exemption when the tank remains in dedicated service to a single commodity.  However we do not believe it is appropriate to expand this exemption to cover chemical families or n.o.s. entries.  In addition we note that corrosion and pitting are not the only types of defects that will be noted by an internal visual inspection.  Cracking or other structural defects may also be detected.
Result:  This proposal was adopted and includes competent authority approval.

	29
	Amendments to the Classification Flow Chart/Decision Logic for Self-Reactive Substances and Organic Peroxides (ICCA) This proposed amendment would add additional boxes to the classification flow charts for self-reactive substances and organic peroxides.  Changes also made to classification of self-reactive and organic peroxide type F materials. 
	U.S. Position:  We support, in principle, efforts to clarify the flow chart scheme for self-reactive substances and organic peroxides however we have some concerns with the modifications proposed by ICCA 
Specifically, we believe a fundamental issue which must be resolved prior to clarification of the flow chart scheme relates to the SADT test conditions.  Currently, there is ambiguity in the model regulations on whether the SADT should be determined in a 50 kg packaging or if the SADT should be determined in the package in which it is offered for transport.  The proposed box 14 to the flow chart implies the 50 kg test results can be used in all cases.  We are also concerned that the addition of boxes 15 and 16 may be overly conservative by driving all liquids into Type F irrespective of the SADT if transported in IBCs or tanks.
Result:  ICCA will come back with a revised proposal, based on proposal 2, for the next session.

	30
See also
Inf.32
	Classification Under UN 2211 and UN 3314 (ICCA) This proposed amendment would add a special provision that would allow shipments of polymeric beads and plastic molding compounds, of which samples that pass a prescribed new test, to be excepted from regulation. 
	U.S. Position:  This issue has recently been addressed by the IMO DSC Sub-Committee as a result of incidents that have occurred during the vessel transport of such products in closed transport units.  The concern with these materials is the gradual evolution of flammable gas.  We understand the intent of the proposal is to apply a test method to exempt such substances if the evolution rate of gas even at extreme temperatures is such that the LEL in a closed container would never be met.  We are evaluating the proposed provisions to determine whether they would adequately ensure that a hazardous concentration of flammable gas in transport would not occur. 
Result:  ICCA will take the comments given at this meeting and come back with a revised proposal at the next meeting.

	31
See also Inf.19
	Fumigation Warning Mark and Coolant / Conditioning Unit Warning Mark (United Kingdom) This proposed amendment lowers the allowable font size on the fumigant marking from 25 mm to 10 mm and places size minimums and location requirements on coolant and conditioning unit markings.
	U.S. Position:  We do not support this proposal as written.  Although we agree that it may be present a challenge to fit the minimum lettering of 25 mm in a 300 mm fumigation mark, we believe that 10 mm letter  is simply too small to read on a container.  As an alternative we believe that the minimum dimension of the mark could be increased to compensate for 25 mm lettering.  We are also opposed to defining the width of the line border as this is too prescriptive.  We have the same concerns with regard to the amendments to the cooling and conditioning mark.  The United States aligns with the informal document proposed by Sweden.
Results:  The UK paper will not be decided at this moment and with further research a paper may be revisited at the spring meeting.  Sweden removes their proposal and will come back with a paper at the next meeting.

	32
	Revised Proposals for the Descriptions of Labels, Placards, Symbols, Markings, and Marks (United Kingdom) This proposal amends various label, placard, symbol and marking requirements.  The amendments would include the following:
· Lowering the minimum size of limited quantity markings from 100 x 100 mm to 90 x 90 mm, and the width of the border line from 2 mm to 1 mm.  
· Small packages of limited quantities would be allowed to use a 45 mm by 45mm marking.  
· Marine pollutant marks and excepted package marks would have their minimum size requirements reduced from 100 x 100 mm to 90 x 90 mm.  
· Changes to orientation arrow marks, large package markings, elevated temperatures, and the UN 3733 mark are also proposed.
· A paragraph authorizing smaller labels for packages with inadequate dimensions to carry a traditional label.  
· This proposal would also standardize the size of placards at 250 x 250 mm.  
	U.S. Position:  We were not opposed to considering clarification of existing requirements and editorial modifications but question whether the proposed amendments that add new requirements are appropriate in all cases.  Specifically, our concern is with the ramifications some changes may have on existing labels and markings and whether such changes could lead to unnecessary enforcement.
Result:  The UK will take the comments received and incorporate those into a proposal for the spring session.


	34
	Packagings with a Capacity Exceeding 450 Liters (Germany) This proposal would amend the applicability of packaging requirements 6.1.1 to clarify that the 450 liter capacity limit for packagings applies only to packagings for liquids and was not intended to limit the capacity for combination packages. 
	U.S. Position:  We support this proposal.  We believe the amendment will allow additional flexibility in package design without compromising safety. 
Result: A decision was taken on the original proposal 10 in favor 4 against and 3 abstain, this the proposal is adopted. 

	36
	Marking of the Date of Manufacture with Packagings of Type 1H and 3H (ICPP) This proposed amendment would provide an additional pictogram showing an alternative option for the date manufactured marking. 
	U.S. Position:  We support this proposal. 
Result:  This amendment was adopted as modified by Canada. 

	37
	Transitional Periods for UN Portable Tanks Intended for the Transport of Liquids (United Kingdom)  This proposed amendment would introduce new guidelines into the guiding principles regarding circumstances in which a portable tank code could be modified.  In addition, this paper proposes an amendment to the transitional periods for several portable tanks and suggests an extension of either ten or fifteen years.
	U.S. Position:  We are not opposed to considering whether the transitional periods provided are adequate.  If the proposal gains support from a majority of SC members, we would prefer the 10 year extension as opposed to the 15 year extension.  We support enhancing the guiding principles relevant to changing tank code assignments; however we do have some concerns with the specific text proposed.  For example, we do not believe it is appropriate to restrict amendments to instances where a catastrophic failure of the tank has occurred. 
Result:  The UK withdraws the proposal to extend the transitional periods and will complete further work on the guiding principles modifications and present those at a future meeting.

	38
	Classification of Mixtures Containing an Environmentally Hazardous Substance Component (ICCA)  This proposed amendment contains two options for handling mixtures of commodities containing a substance listed in the dangerous goods list and a substance that is an environmentally hazardous substance.  
· Option 1- Class the shipment under the most appropriate N.O.S. entry and allow the addition of the substance in the mixture that is hazardous substance to be listed in parentheses with the predominate substance.
· Option 2- Classification would be under the proper shipping name of the predominant substance. 
	U.S. Position:  We do not support this proposal.  We believe the current text adequately addresses the case of a mixture containing a substance listed in the dangerous goods list and a substance that is an environmentally hazardous substance.  
Result:  ICCA will come back with a formal proposal with consideration of industry opinions.  

	42
	Special Provision 335: Exemption for Small Quantities Environmentally Hazardous Substance (ICCA) This proposed amendment excepts small quantities ( < 10 ml) containing only liquid environmentally hazardous substances form the provisions of the regulations, provided the packaging prevents any leakage of the liquid.  
	U.S. Position:  We are not opposed to considering additional regulatory relief for small inner packagings containing ≤10 ml of an environmentally hazardous liquid packed in combination packagings not exceeding 30 kg gross mass that meet appropriate packaging requirements.  However we believe the specific provisions need further development and we do not support authorizing the packaging functioning as an absorbent material. 
Result:  ICCA rescinds the current proposal and will formulate a new proposal to be presented at the next meeting, based on comments of the sub-committee.   

	44
See also
Inf.41
	Listing and Packing Provisions: Asbestos (Australia) This proposed amendment seeks revisions to UN 2212 and UN 2590 Asbestos listings.  Changes proposed are:
· Apply packing group II to both entries
· Align the portable tank entries for both
· Set limited quantity amount for both at 500 g
· Set excepted quantity to E2 value
· Amend PP37 in P002 to exclude 5M2 bags and require all bags to be transported in closed cargo transport units or be placed in rigid overpacks
· Edit special provision 168 to clarify the requirements for shipping mineral ores containing naturally occurring asbestos and including definitions of asbestos and asbestos containing material
· Amend TP33 so that it applies for granular, powdered, and fibrous solids.
· Delete the reference to UN 2590 in the Guiding Principles
	U.S. Position:  In general we do not support this proposal.  We are not aware of any deficiencies in the current requirements for asbestos.  In our opinion Australia has provided insufficient data to support levying additional regulations on the transport of asbestos.  We are open to considering whether any of the clarifications proposed add value.
Result:  Australia appreciates the comments and withdraws the paper and will present an amended paper back to the sub-committee at a future session.

	45
	IBC packing instruction requirements for solids that may become liquid (DGAC) This paper proposes to permit the use of various IBCs for use when transporting solids that may become liquid during transport.  This paper seeks to reinstate liquid IBC types previously authorized for IBC containing solids.
	U.S. Position:  We support this proposal. 
Result:  The proposal was adopted.

	46
See also
Inf.18, 
Inf.25, 
Inf.36 &
Inf.49
	Provisions for uranium hexafluoride with less than 0.1 kg per package (IAEA) This paper proposes the adoption of a 5th  UN number for “Radioactive material, excepted package” for uranium hexafluoride (UF6) with < 0.1 kg per package.  The justification for the new UN number is simply to bring it in line with the existing UN number 2977 and 2978 and to clarify the transport conditions when UF6 is transported in excepted packages.
	U.S. Position:  While we recognize that UF6 has other hazards than radiation, we believe that Class 7 should apply for all quantities of UF6, including small quantities less than 100 g in excepted packages (option A of paper).  This position will require an exception to the current principles for excepted packages, where other hazards take precedence over Class 7.  
Result:  A shipping name and UN number were adopted for the time being but all the rest of the text is placed in [square brackets] until next meeting.

	47
	Outcome of the Joint Meeting of the RID Committee of Experts and the Working Party on the Transport of Dangerous Goods on its Autumn 2011 session (Secretariat) During the Autumn 2011 session of the Joint Meeting, some issues were raised and the secretariat was invited to bring them to the attention of the Sub-Committee for resolution or advice.  This paper summarizes those issues. 
	U.S. Position:  There are no proposals in this paper.  
Result:  This paper was adopted with minor edits.

	Informal Documents

	INF.1
	No paper

	INF.2
	Provisional agenda for the fortieth session (Secretariat) 
	Agenda was approved as presented

	Inf.3
	Change of Name by NGO: EFMA (Fertilizers Europe) This notifies the committee that the organization formally known as the European Fertilizer Manufacturers Association has changed its name to Fertilizers Europe.
	U.S. Position:  There are no proposals in this paper.


	Inf.4
	Request for Consultative Status by the Dangerous Goods Trainers Association, Inc. (DGTA) This informational document is an application by DGTA for consultative status.
	U.S. Position:  We support the DGTA’s request for consultative status.
Result:  DGTA is granted consultative status. 

	Inf.5
	ECOSOC Resolution 2011/25 (Secretariat) In this paper the secretariat reproduces the text of resolution 2011/25 which was adopted by the Economic and Social Council at its substantive session of 2011.
	U.S. Position:  There are no proposals in this paper.
Result:  There was no decision taken, this is just a report. 

	Inf.6
	TRANSSC Review of proposed changes to the UN Model Regulations (Secretary) At its 23rd session, the IAEA Transport Safety Standards Committee discussed the question of cooperation with the UN Sub-Committee and adopted the document found in this paper describing the process envisaged for following in review of proposed changes to the UN Mode Regulations and to provide input to the UN Sub-Committee.
	U.S. Position:  We support efforts, such as those proposed in this paper, to foster cooperation between the UN TDG SC and the IAEA Transport Safety Standards Committee.
Result:  The TDG SC looks forward to continually improving cooperation between these two bodies.

	Inf.7
	Classification of desensitized explosives for the purposes of supply and use (Germany) This paper summarizes and updates the work completed by the expert from Germany regarding the classification of desensitized explosives.  The expert from Germany requests guidance from the sub-committee on the path forward with regard to this issue and suggests a working group specifically dealing with the classification of desensitized explosives may be beneficial.
	U.S. Position:  We are not convinced that Germany has identified an area requiring further action on the part of the TDG sub-committee.  We believe that the classification of desensitized explosives for the purposes of supply and use is a non-transportation related issue. 
Result:  Germany will defer this paper to the explosive working group during the summer meeting.

	Inf.8
See 
also Inf.38
	Work on test method N.5 to be used for the assessment of water activated toxicity (Germany) In December 2008 the experts from France and Germany submitted a proposal for the program of work in order to include work on test method N.5 to improve its accuracy and precision and to decrease the lower measuring limit in order to enable it to measure the evolution rate of toxic gases emitted by substances upon their contact with water.  This paper summarizes and updates the work completed by the expert from Germany regarding the N.5 test method.  The expert from Germany requests the sub-committee states whether they want to have further work on this test method to be completed.
	U.S. Position:  We appreciate Germany’s update on ongoing work in this regard.  This work item was highlighted in a U.S. informal document submitted to both the TDG and GHS Sub-Committees during the previous biennium.  
Result:  No decision taken was taken as both the German and US papers were informative in nature.  The TDG SC endorsed further work on this issue.  

	Inf.9
	Harmonization of classification criteria for transport with the classification criteria of the GHS for substances and mixtures corrosive to skin (ICCA) This document identifies typical differences in skin corrosion classifications listed in the Annex VI to European Regulation 1272/2008 in relation to the dangerous goods list of the UN Model Regulations. Taking into consideration the different scope of GHS and TDG a concept for a combined GHS/TDG-substance list is presented.
See also UN/SCETDG/37/INF.12
	U.S. Position:  The US does not support this proposal and has concerns with creating a global list for corrosive classification.  The US believes this list would be best left to industry to complete.
Result:  No decision was taken and no official transport position was taken due to varying viewpoints.  

	Inf.10
	Harmonization of classification criteria for transport with the classification criteria of the GHS for substances and mixtures corrosive to skin (ICCA) Recognizing that skin corrosion classification based on test data is already harmonized, the chemical industry proposes for the classification of mixtures the adoption of current GHS additivity approach to transport regulations and the implementation of a modified non-additivity approach, taking into account that the current general worst-case classifications currently required in the GHS are not reasonable.
	U.S. Position:  We believe there is a great amount of value in the proposals in the paper however; we note that often bridging principles lead to a more restrictive classification with regard to packaging group.  We support permissive use of alternative methods of assessment provided they do not lead to a less stringent classification than those methods currently prescribed in the transport regulations.
Result:  The comments received will be shared with the TDG/GHS joint working group.  The US may address this in a future paper in the form of a note to the regulatory text.

	Inf.11
	Classification of mercurous chloride (United Kingdom) This proposal presents three options for the classification of mercurous chloride based on supporting data.  These options are as follows:
Option 1: Transport the material under UN 2025 Mercury compound, solid, n.o.s., Division 6.1, packing group III.

Option 2: Transport the material under UN 1624 by amending this entry to cover both mercuric chloride and mercurous

Option 3: If mercurous chloride is transported in significant quantities assign a new specific UN
	US Position:  Based on the acute toxicity value (LC50) of 210 mg/kg, mercurous chloride is a Division 6.1, PG III material.  UN 2025 can be used to designate mercuric chloride (Option 1).  
Result:  Option 1 of this proposal was adopted.

	Inf.12
	Light bulbs containing small quantities of dangerous goods (United Kingdom) This paper is a discussion document to address dangerous goods issues associated with light bulbs which are arising as industry seeks to market new products.  This paper presents various discussion questions including but not limited to the classification, exceptions and thresholds for light bulbs containing dangerous goods. 
	US Position:  The US supports this proposal and efforts to address these materials under the regulatory scheme.
Result:  The UK will come back with a future proposal and welcomes written comments.

	Inf.13
	Electronic data identification (United Kingdom) This proposal opens up for discussion, the addition of 5 digit primary key in Dangerous Goods List (DGL).  This 5 digit primary key could be encoded into an electronic ‘short-hand’, whereby it would convey electronically a great deal of useful information about the material being transports.
	US Position:  It is the US position that this type of relational database system is best left up to industry’s to implement.
Result:  The UK suggested an information session with IT experts potentially be had at a future meeting.  

	Inf.14
	Amendments to the Guiding Principles – Packagings (United Kingdom) This proposal suggests amendments to the text for Part 4 (Section 4.1) of  the Guiding Principles which explains the rationale behind the development of the packing instructions as well as editorial changes which will make the text easier to understand.
	US Position:  We support enhancing the guiding principles.
Result:  The UK will submit a new paper for the next session.  

	Inf.15
	Harmonization of the IMDG Code with the 17th revised edition of the United Nations Recommendations on the Transport of Dangerous Goods, Model Regulations (Secretary) When considering harmonization of the IMDG Code with the 17th revised edition of the UN Recommendations on the Transport of Dangerous Goods, the IMDG Editorial and Technical Group noted a number of issues that should be referred to the UN Sub-Committee.  This paper details those issues.
	US Position:  The US made no interventions on these issues.
Result:  This paper was adopted with minor edits.

	Inf.16
	Revised proposals for the descriptions of labels, placards, symbols, markings and marks - Correction to paper 2011/32 (United Kingdom)  Some errors have been noted in formal document 32, which the expert from the United Kingdom would like to take the opportunity to correct before discussion in the plenary session of the UN Sub-Committee.  This paper makes those corrections.
	See formal document 32

	Inf.17
	Substances and mixtures with explosive properties which are exempted from classification as explosives (Germany, US and Canada) This proposal seeks to provide a note of clarification stating that explosive materials exempted from the transport regulations still may meet the definition of an explosive for non-transportation related purposed and thus be subject to non-transportation related requirements as an explosive.
	US position:  This is a joint US paper, we support.
Result: This proposal is adopted as short term solution.  The GHS will be made aware of the TDG’s position and note 2 will be adopted with edits. 

	Inf.18
	Provisions for uranium hexafluoride with less than 0.1 kg per package (Secretary) This paper provides background information on the adoption and assignment of subsidiary risks for UN 2977 and 2978 in the UN regulations.   
	See formal document 46.


	Inf.19
	Comments on ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2011/31 – Fumigation warning mark and coolant/conditioning unit warning mark (Sweden)  This proposal voices support for formal document 31 and provides some suggested modification to clarify the fumigant marking.
	See formal document 31.


	Inf.20
	Transmitted by International Confederation of Plastics Packaging Manufacturers (ICPP) This paper intends to inform the Sub-Committee about activities European manufacturers of composite and plastic IBCs plan to perform.  This paper requests that an information exchange regarding vibration testing and the applied procedures in different countries take place at this sub-committee meeting.
	Result: This paper has been withdrawn.  Belgium reintroduced this paper.  See formal document 23 for further discussion.


	Inf.21
	Interpretation and clarification of 5.2.1.1 and 5.4.1.4 in multimodal transport (Spain) The government of Spain has noticed potential discrepancies in the UN regulations, ADR, ICAO TI and IMDG code due to translation issues with regard to marking and documentation of the dangerous goods.  
	US position:  It is the US position that the marking should read “UN.”
Result:  No decision needed this is simply a clarification

	Inf.22
	Provisional timetable (Secretary) This paper outlines a provisional timetable for the meeting.
	U.S. Position:  There are no proposals in this paper.


	Inf.23
	Proposal for a new UN number and special provision for a new type of confetti-shooters (Germany) This paper proposes the addition of a new entry in the dangerous goods list for “ARTICLES, CONTAINING SMALL GAS RECEPTACLES with non-flammable gas.”  This entry will cover items such as confetti-shooters.
	U.S. Position:  We have some fundamental issues with this new entry and the intentional release mechanism.  We believe we must be cautious with the safety precautions associated with this item because of its unique nature.
Result: It is Germany’s intention to submit a proposal at the next session.

	Inf.24
	Transport of uncleaned waste packaging having contained dangerous goods (United Kingdom) The expert from the UK invites the members of the Sub-Committee to indicate whether they agree that the transport of packaging wastes, empty, un-cleaned is currently inadequately covered by the Model Regulations and if this is an issue for the Sub- Committee to resolve.  The UK provides a proposed entry into the dangerous goods list for “PACKAGING WASTES, EMPTY, UN-CLEANED FOR DISPOSAL,” if the sub-committee decides the current regulations do not cover these materials.
	U.S. Position:  We have some concerns with the approach proposed in this paper and specifically the allowance of classification as a class 9.  We are supportive with the idea and will submit comments to the UK regarding this paper.  We are concerned with oversimplification.
Result:  The United Kingdom will submit a paper in a future meeting.

	Inf.25
See 

Add.1 & Add.2
	Regulations for the Safe Transport of Radioactive Material (IAEA) In this paper, TRANSSC 23 strongly recommends to the UN sub-committee that the classification of UF6 < 100 g should be Class 7.  Following that recommendation, the IAEA withdraws the alternative Class 8 option suggested in the proposal paper mentioned above.
	See Formal Document 46

	Inf.26
	Comments on document ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2011/39 (Switzerland) This paper voices concern with the wording in the special provision SPXXX proposed in document ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2011/39.  Specifically this paper suggests that all paragraphs of 903a and 903b be referenced in the proposed special provision.
	See Formal document 39

	Inf.27
	Special provision 172 (IATA) This paper proposes revisions to special provision 172 which are designed to clarify the requirements for radioactive materials with subsidiary risks.
	U.S. Position:  We did not formulate an official position due to lack of time to coordinate with our experts.
Result:  This paper will be resubmitted at the next meeting.

	Inf.28
	Amendment to P602 (CEFIC) At the 39th session of the TDG SC, proposal UN/SCETDG/39/INF.59 was adopted, allowing the use of supplementary packaging in a new subsection 4.1.1.5.2.  This paper proposes to clarify the requirements for the supplemental and inner packagings.
	Result: This paper is withdrawn and will be presented as a formal document at the next meeting.  

	Inf.29
	Harmonization of classification criteria for transport with the classification criteria of the GHS for substances and mixtures corrosive to skin (ICPP) The harmonization of the classification criteria for transport and for supply and use needs to be pushed forward to avoid confusion during transport, based on contradicting classifications and label information for substances and mixtures.  This paper proposes a harmonized approach to classification of corrosive materials for supply, use and transportation.
	US Position:  We recognize the concern presented in this paper.  We also note that any decision regarding classification should be fully considered.
Result:  It was noted that ICPP concerns have been recognized by the sub-committee.

	Inf.30
	 Containerized Lithium ion Battery Systems (PRBA) This paper provides the TDG SC with information on the use and transport of containerized lithium ion battery systems and request comments from the Sub-Committee on whether amending Packing Instruction 903 (P903) is necessary to accommodate the transport of these systems. 
	US Position:  We do not support this proposal.  We request additional information regarding these systems and the battery make-up.  We believe these types of systems should be shipped under a competent authority approval.
Result: PRBA will return with a follow-up paper with regard to this issue.

	Inf.31
	Comments on ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2011/44 – Listing and packing provisions: Asbestos (IDGCA) This paper opposes formal document 44.  IDGCA has considered this proposal and holds that formal document 44 requires serious consideration and justification before its insertion into the UN Model Regulations.
	US Position:  See formal paper 44.
Result:  See formal paper 44.

	Inf.32
	Classification under UN 2211 and UN 3314 (ICCA) Several suggestions were received from a number of delegates on proposal
ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2011/30 concerning Polymeric beads, expandable and Plastics molding compounds, evolving flammable vapors that are to be classified in class 9, with UN numbers 2211 and 3314. Based on these comments ICCA herewith submits a revised proposal for amending SP207.
	See formal document 30.

	Inf.33
See also Inf.33
add.1

	Work of the joint correspondence group on corrosivity criteria (United Kingdom) This informal document provides information in preparation for the meeting of the joint correspondence group on corrosivity criteria on 6th December, from 14:30 – 17:30.
	US Position:  This is an informative document and the US did not need to voice a specific opinion.
Result:  No decision was taken, this paper is simply informative.

	Inf.34
See 

also

WP.27
	Comments on document ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2011/27 (Germany) This paper provides editorial modifications to formal document 27.
	See Formal Document 27  

	Inf.35
	 Request for consultative status by the Global Lighting Forum (GLF) (Secretariat) This paper proposes the addition of consultative status by the ELC.
	US Position:  We have no objection to this request.
Result:  GLF is granted consultative status.

	Inf.36
	Provisions for uranium hexafluoride with less than 0.1 kg per package (Austria) This paper comments on various other papers regarding the issue of UF6 with less than 0.1 kg per package.
	See formal document 46.


	Inf.37
	Transport of Heat Pipes (Spain)  This proposal seeks advice from the TDG as regards of creating a new UN number, UNXXX HEAT PIPE, defining this as an apparatus containing any kind of fluid (including eventually forbidden gases) below a certain quantity, and subject to very strict manufacturing, testing and packaging requirements approved by the main institutions in the aerospace industry.
	Result: This paper was withdrawn and will be re-submitted for the next session.

	Inf.38
See 
also
Inf.8
	Testing and classification of water-reactive substances – Update on Research to be undertaken in the United States of America (US) This paper updates the sub-committee on planned US research with regard to the testing and classification of water-reactive substances.  The work will likely begin in May 2012 and the contact period will be for 18 months with an anticipated completion date of late 2013. 
	Result:  The United States will continue to update the Sub-Committee as this work progresses, and invites the collaboration of all interested parties.

	Inf.39
	Invitation to Participate in an International Videoconference regarding Fireworks Classification, Approval and Transport (US) The US requests that interested delegates register to participate and also make State pyrotechnic experts aware of this videoconference.
	US Position:  This is a US position.
.
Result:  No decision was taken as this was simply an informative paper.

	Inf.40
	Information on Decisions Taken by the ICAO Dangerous Goods Panel (DGP) (ICAO) The 23rd Meeting of the ICAO Dangerous Goods Panel was held in Montreal from 11 to 21 October 2011. This paper highlights issues which the panel wished be brought to the attention of the 40th Session of the Sub-Committee.
	US Position:  No proposal in this paper, thus US did not need to offer any positions.
Result:  ICAO will return with two formal papers for the June meeting that will highlight issues ICAO sees as needing to be brought to the attention of the TDG SC.

	Inf.41
	Dried blood spots and faecal occult blood screening test (Germany) Based on doc. ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2011/27(WHO) and INF. 34 (Germany) this paper proposed editorial amendments.
	See formal document 27

	Inf.42
	Adsorbed Toxic Gases (COSTHA) This paper posed the question of the proper classification of adsorbed toxic gases.  Furthermore, COSTHA asks for comment from the sub-committee.
	Result: Based on time constraints this paper was presented but not made available for comment by the sub-committee.  

	Inf.43
	Comments on INF.24: Transport of uncleaned waste packaging having contained dangerous goods (ICPP, ICCR, ICIBCA, ICDM and EMPAC) This paper voices opposition to the UK informal paper 24.  If adopted, informal document 24 would have significant downstream consequences and should be handled on a regional level
	See Informal Paper 24  

	Inf.44
	Internal inspection of portable tanks used for the transport of water-reactive organometallic substances (ICCA) After having the discussion on document ST/SG/AC.10/C3/2011/28, ICCA proposes to amend the proposed TPXX in the document as follows:
"TPXX Portable tanks need not be subjected to the internal examination required under 6.7.2.19.5 as part of the intermediate 2.5 year periodic inspection and test, provided that the portable tank remains dedicated to the transport of the organometallic substances to which this tank special provision is assigned, unless the conditions of 6.7.2.19.7 are met."
	See Formal Document 28

	Inf.45
	Large packagings for lithium batteries revised text for LP9XX in document ST/SG/AC.10/C.3/2011/41 (PRBA-RECHARGE) This paper proposed new language for the provisions for large packagings for lithium batteries.
	See Formal Document 41

	Inf.46
	Decade of Action for Road Safety (Secretariat) The Secretary-General hereby transmits the report on improving global road safety, prepared by the World Health Organization in consultation with the United Nations.
	US Position:  No position needed this is an information document.
Result: No decision needed this is an information document.  

	Inf.47
	Program of work for 2012-2013, biennial evaluations, strategic framework for 2014-2015 (Secretariat) Although the program of work of the Sub-Committee is under the direct responsibility of the ECOSOC, for budgetary purposes it has to be reflected in the documents containing the Program of work for 2012-2013 (ECE/TRANS/2012/9); the Biennial evaluations for 2012-2013 (ECE/TRANS/2012/10) and the Strategic framework 2014-2015 (ECE/TRANS/2012/11) for the UNECE transport subprogram.
Only the parts relevant to the work of the TDG and GHS Sub-Committees in documents -2012/10 and -2012/11 are reproduced in annexes 1 and 2 to this document. The draft strategic framework for the period 2014–2015 is reproduced in full in Annex 3.
	US Position:  We support the program of work and this paper.
Result:  The paper was approved.

	Inf.48
See also
Inf.28
	Amendment to P602 (alternative proposal to INF.28) (CEFIC) This paper proposals alternative language to that which is proposed in informal document 28 regarding the packing instruction P602.
	See informal document 28  

	Inf.49
See Also
WP.46, 
Inf.18, 
Inf.25, &
Inf.36
	Provisions for uranium hexafluoride with less than 0.1 kg per package (Lunch time working group) This paper proposes an updated proposal regarding the regulation of uranium hexafluoride with less than 0.1 kg per package resulting from a lunchtime working group.

	US position:  Due to the late nature of this paper and multiple modifications of this proposal the US requests more time to review this paper with our state experts.  
Result:  A shipping name and UN number were adopted and all the rest of the text is placed in square brackets until it is resolved at next meeting.

	Inf.50
	Comment on INF 13 Electronic data identification (France) As the chairman of the RID/ADR joint meeting telematics working group the expert from France got the following mail from a company developing software similar to that referenced in informal document 13.  It points out the need for primary keys. And it appears that establishing them is something that developers have to do if not otherwise provided, with the risk of disharmony, and communication issues between different systems.  
	See informal document 13
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