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Harmonisation of Braking Sheets

e Internationaler Bremszettel  |* e Perception of the current situation by DB Cargo:

— In Poland (on PKP PLK network), the
e B R T international braking sheet model “East”

—= - : - — (languages DE, CZ, PL) is accepted for

e = international trains but not for national

& Bremsgewicht [t] mit/chne E-Bremse ;3| I i t ra i n s .

o I * Questions:

e e — Does this perception reflect reality?

B e e ] B B — Ifyes:

N ————— « What are the reasons for this

:j ;emsmmeam Ahgangs.bahnhmhestéhgl ’ unlersmn:{ d isti n Ct i O n ?

P e e wogma Tt ° What COUId / ShOUId be done to remove

ik, this distinction?
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Harmonisation of Braking Sheets — PL MoT reply

Regulation of the Minister of Transport of 2"d 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:

Railway Undertakings responsible for train run;

Railway Undertaking and Infrastructure Manager of the state to which the train

enters;
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.
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Information Requirements Beyon

Official Journal of the European Union 1356]455

The definition of the mandatory structu m
the document "TAF TSI — Annex D.2: l\ppcnd\x ¥ — TAF TSI Data and Message Modellisted in Appendix L

Path Details message

The IM sends this message to the requesti

nessage and the elements to be followed are described in

2 RU in response 10 their path request.

The definition of the mandatory S u( Puth Details message and the ckments to be followed are
described in the document TAF TSI —

Appendix L
Path Confirmed me
The requesting RU use:
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Appendix L

Path Details Refuse

The requesting RU w
mansger.

The defiiicn of the

Path Cancelled mes
This message is used b
The definition of the
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Appendix .

Path Not Availsble
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The definition of the n
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Appendix L

Receipt Confirmati

This message is sent fr
edge that i legacy sy
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are described in the d
listed in Appendix L.
Trin Pripuration
General Remarks

This basic parameter ¢
until the start of the tn

Train preparation inclu
on hasis of informatic
tions.
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Appendix F — TAF TSI Dsta and Message Model"lsted in
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During train preparation the RU must send the twain compasiton 10 the next RUs. According to contracwal
agreements this message must also be sent from the RU 1o the IM[5) with whom it has contracted a path
section.

1 the train compesition is changed at a location, this message must be exchanged ance mor with information
updsted by the RU responsibl

Fox theprgaraon o he i, ihe RU et have s 10 the nfranrucure siion nodes, o bt
nical wagon data (Rolling Stock Reference Database 2 The Rolling Stock Reference
Ease), 1 the iafrrution an dungercus oo 010 P ..pdm inforrstion stius i the wagons
{Chapier 4.2.11,2 Other Daiabasess The Wagon and Iniermedal Unit Operational Daisbasel. This applics to
all wagons on the tain. At the end the RU must send the train composition 10 the nexi BUs. This

st also be sent frem the RU 1o the IMis} with whom it bas b a path section, when requested by the
Canventionl Rail TST Operstion and Traffic Management o by the contracais beween RU and IMis)

e s compesition is clsnged at & location. this message st be exchanged once mre with information

updated by the RU responsible.

At esch point, e, origin and interchange point, where the respensibilty changes on the RU sile, the start
procedure dislegue between IM and RU “Train ready — Trsin Rurning Information’ is obligater,

Train Composition message

This message must be sent from the RU to the next R, defining the composition of the trin. According 1o
metwork statement this messige i also o be sent from the RU to the 1M, Whenever there Is & change in the
composition during the journey of a train, the BU that makes the change bas to update this messse w LRU
whick informs all purties involved.

The defintion of the mandatory structure of Traln Compostion messige and the clemeats o be follawed are
descibed in the document “TAF 51 — Annex 0.2 Appendix F— TAF T51 Dt and Message Mods! Fited in
Appendix .

M dements o be delvered for the messae cxcange between RU and M for the puapuse Tain
Composition are defined in Chapter 4.2.2.7. of Decision 10 JEU. OPE

Train Ready message

“The railway undertaking shall send a rsin resdy” message o the infrastructure manager every fime a tran is
ready 1o sart preparation, unless under mational rules the infrusructere manager acceps the time-
tuble 5 3 rain ready’ message

The definition of the mandstory structurs of Trin Ready mesage and the clements 1o be followed are
described in the document TAF TSI — Aanex D.2: Appendix F — TAF TSI Data and Message Model’ lsted in
‘Appendi 1. In aidion. other exising standards may be wsed for the same purpuse i the partes involved
have conchuded a specific agroement allowing these tandands to be usod

Trvin Running Forest
General Remarks
This basic parsmeter Jays down the trin ruming nformation. and train ruaning forecast, t must prescribe

how the dislogue between infrastructure manager and railway undertaking are to be mulntained in order to
excharyge train running informaticn and wsin running forecasts.

This bisc urameir s down b the BfusTucire manage mis, 6 he ppropriats the send i
cunning infomation t the railway undertaking and the subsequent neighbouring mfrastrucure manager
involved in the operation of the trin.

The rain running information serves 1o provide details of the current status of the train st contractusslly
agreed reporting points.

The train running forecast Is used to provide information shout the estimated time at mmu.uy e
forecast points. T his message shall be seat from manager to ih
neighbouring infrastructine manager involved in the run.

d 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.

SZDC 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?




A Rail Freight Corridor
North Sea - Baltic

Information Requirements Beyond TAF TSI - CZ MoT reply

SZDC 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 SZDC.

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

It depends on Railway Undertaking which type of communication channel provides.
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Suggestion for a Communication Process Regarding
Cross-Border Agreements

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

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.
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