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Harmonisation of Braking Sheets

• Perception of the current situation by DB Cargo:

– In Poland (on PKP PLK network), the 
international braking sheet model “East” 
(languages DE, CZ, PL) is accepted for 
international trains but not for national 
trains.

• Questions:

– Does this perception reflect reality?

– If yes:

• What are the reasons for this 
distinction?

• What could / should be done to remove 
this distinction?
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 Regulation of the Minister of Transport of 2nd of November 2006 regarding the
documents which should be in a railway vehicle describes the braking sheets
model set out in Annex 1 to the Regulation;

 This provision applies to trains running in national traffic.

 The Regulation states that for an international train braking sheet may be issued
according to the model established between:

1. Railway Undertakings responsible for train run;
2. Railway Undertaking and Infrastructure Manager of the state to which the train

enters;
3. Railway Undertaking and the Railway Management of the state to which the

train enters.

 PL MoT considers starting investigation on possible harmonisation of Braking
Sheet model in Poland.

 On top of that UIC is working on unification of the International Braking Sheet
model in Europe.

Harmonisation of Braking Sheets – PL MoT reply



5

Information Requirements Beyond TAF TSI

• Chapter 4.2.3 of TAF TSI (“Train preparation”) 
stipulates a number of messages to be sent from 
the RU to the IM prior to the movement of a train.

• SŽDC additionally requires name and telephone 
number of the train driver.

– What are the reasons behind this 
requirement beyond TAF TSI?

– What telephone number is meant?



6

 SŽDC Network Statement requires in compliance with TSI TAF an entry information “Train 
Ready” which includes a contact detail to the train driver, which may be:

 GSM-R,
 standard radio,
 or even public GSM telephone connection which is also accepted from the SŽDC. 

 There are no additional requirements on RFC NS-B lines.

 It depends on Railway Undertaking which type of communication channel provides.

Information Requirements Beyond TAF TSI - CZ MoT reply
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Suggestion for a Communication Process Regarding
Cross-Border Agreements

Cross-border 

agreement

IM A / IM B

RFC-
relevant?

Suggest 
change/update

New 
situation

Inform RFC 
office

RU-
relevant?

Inform RAG 
speaker

“Business as 
usual”

yes

no

no

yes

Examples:
 New track layout in border station
 New signalling/communication system (e.g. ETCS)
 Changes in the legal framework (e.g. safety rules, environmental rules)

Who should inform whom?
 The officer responsible for drafting the cross-

border agreement on behalf of IM A informs RFC 
representative of IM A

 The officer responsible for drafting the cross-
border agreement on behalf of IM B informs RFC 
representative of IM B

What will RAG speaker do then?
 Inform RAG members
 Forward eventual questions from RUs to RFC office 

and wait for response
 Communicate with RFC office on eventual further 

steps if need be (e.g. bringing topic to next RAG 
meeting)
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 Communication process regarding the cross-border agreements is not a corridor
responsibility. Each Infrastructure Manager informs Railway Undertakings which are
licensed to run trains on respective IM’s network. RU’s should address directly the IM’s –
introducing an extra step in the communication between the IM and the RU will not
improve the communication process.

 Changing the existing communication process would create a safety issue, if the
communication for border points on the corridor is different for the communication for
border points out of the corridor, IMs are not assured that the communication is received
by all relevant partners.

 List of Border Agreements binding on RFC NS-B border sections is available on corridor
website under the link: www.rne.eu/download/items/tmi-final-data-collection.
Information is gathered by RNE and updated every year for almost every corridor.

New Communication Process Regarding
Cross-Border Agreements – RFC NS-B reply

http://www.rne.eu/download/items/tmi-final-data-collection

