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Private and Confidential 

 

Notes of the Dangerous Goods Meeting 29th January 

2020. 
 

The Meeting was held on the 29th January 2020 commencing at 10.30 hours. The meeting was held 

at BIFA offices, Redfern House, Browells Lane, Feltham, Middx, TW13 7EP 

 

 

Agenda item 1, Competition Statement  

 

The Competition Statement was read by the Chair at the commencement of the meeting and the 

statement was also included on the Attendance Log for reference. 

 

 

Agenda item 2,  Agree Notes of the meeting of 13th November 2019 

 

The meeting agreed that these were an accurate reflection of the meeting and the notes were 

adopted.  Clarification was sought regarding Agenda point 7, where references was made to the 

SDS relative to the transport of Dangerous Goods.  It was explained that carriers IT systems often 

required information from the SDS to be provided at the time of booking.    

 

 

Agenda item 3, Matters arising from the above 

 

Action Points  

 

AP1 – TT Club to provide an article for BIFAlink on the CTU Code 

 

Still outstanding the TT Club had promised to provide an article on the CTU code, which focussed 

on dangerous goods being loaded into a container as per the CTU Code.  It was noted that many 

forwarders were unaware of the CTU Code and failed to follow it.  It was noted that the forwarder 

was still responsible under ADR regulations for the safe loading of the container even when the 

function was sub-contracted. 

 

AP2 – Information to be provided to the MCA regarding wording to highlight the responsibilities of 

the loader relative to loading/placarding containers 

 

The suggested format of the Dangerous Goods Note with explanations had been sent to the TT 

Club and MCA.  For consolidated shipments, the freight forwarder often acted as shipper and 

therefore, they would complete the document for the consolidation, not the individual shipments 

within it. The new format makes it clear what a person is signing for e.g. Placarding  
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AP3 – IATA DG Training Group to be contacted for clarification regarding “Emergency” telephone 

numbers. 

 

Clarification was being sought from IATA on this point, US and Canadian law provided clear 

guidelines relating to the information required in connection with this requirement.  This was not the 

case with all countries, a suggestion was made to include such national derogations in the IATA DG 

Manual by country/carrier. It was also suggested that justification for providing a phone should be 

made by cross referring to those state or operator variations    Further investigation was required. 

 

 

Agenda Point 4 Maritime Update 

 

The Special Provisions of the IMDG Code were being reviewed with particular interest focussing on 

925, which covered charcoal.  The Members believed that this particular provision should be 

withdrawn, and all charcoal shipments would be treated as being hazardous.   

 

It was noted that the compliance with the update to the IMDG Code (Amendment 39-18) was 

optional from 1st January 2019, and mandatory from 1st January 2020. 

 

The meeting noted a significant incidence in DG related checks undertaken by the Port of 

Felixstowe DG Department. One line reported that in 2019 a total of 303 their boxes had been 

stopped for inspection.  For the YTD 81 boxes had already been checked and the following issues 

identified:- 

 

• 19 declaration errors 

• 62 placarding problems 

 

The single most common placarding problem was a failure to show the UN number correctly, this 

was required when the container contained + 4000 kilos of a single substance. 

 

There was a discussion regarding who would be the shipper for dangerous goods consignments 

moved under “ex works” terms.  There were diverging views on this subject, although all agreed that 

the correct term to use for international shipments was FCA not Ex Works.   

 

 

Agenda Point 5 – Road Update 

 

The meeting noted that large quantities of Limited Quantity shipments were loaded at local depots 

onto lorries for distribution, without being properly placarded.  Two specific issues were identified:- 

 

• Poor training of staff at all levels 

• Lack of enforcement  

 

The last point in part stemmed from the fact that there were fragmented legal responsibilities with no 

one entity able to enforce all the applicable DG/Road laws.   
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One attendee at the meeting commented that the legislation etc seemed unnecessarily complex 

which hinders both compliance and enforcement. 

 

It was also noted that the word ‘European’ will be removed from the title of the ADR Regulations 

because ADR is a treaty that governs transnational transport of dangerous goods and does not only 

apply in Europe 

 

 

Agenda Point 6 – Air Update 

 

IATA had issued an Addendum to the 61st Edition of the IATA Dangerous Goods Regulations.  The 

most significant amendments covered:- 

 

• Spillable batteries as fitted to mobility scooters etc 

• Packing instructions for flammable batteries 

  

Amendments to State & Operator variations were included in the addendum, although that was only 

because the addendum was being issued for the significant amendments mentioned above.  

IATA had distributed the amendments to all carriers and IATA agents.  

 

There was a discussion regarding “Competency” based training which had caused tension between 

ICAO and IATA, because the former’s Technical Instructions failed to address the forwarders role in 

moving DG shipments, unlike IATA’s GD Regulations.  Therefore, ICAO’s proposals for competency 

based training had failed to address what was required of the freight forwarder in their roles of 

receiving, checking and re-despatching cargoes.  In the UK the CAA was unclear as how to 

evaluate individual companies DG training programmes.  It was agreed that a training course could 

still form the basis of a training programme, but there were concerns about the company’s internal 

processes for establishing/monitoring competency. 

 

ICAO had developed guidelines for “Safe Operations including Cargo Compartments” which made 

the carrier responsible for conducting the appropriate risk assessments and all safety aspects 

relating to moving goods.  Carriers were seeking to move this responsibility further down the supply 

chain to the freight forwarder.  This would require a contractual agreement between the airline and 

their customers (including freight forwarders) in addition to the standard Cargo Agency Agreement.  

This would apparently help align ICAO and IATA regulations. 

 

 

 Agenda point 7 Lithium batteries 

 

The meeting was advised that there were 5 different chemistries for Lithium ION batteries and that 

the UN had established a working group (which could take up to six years to report) to investigate 

their safe transport.  During this period the prohibition on their transport when packed by themselves 

in passenger aircraft would remain.  These goods could be shipped by cargo aircraft, providing that 

they meet the DGR requirements. 

 

Concurrently ICAO were assessing packing standards (fire/heat retardance) which when complied 

with would permit the ION batteries to be transported on passenger aircraft. 
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The meeting was reminded that the lithium battery test summary – effective 1 January 2020, 

manufacturers and subsequent distributors of cells or batteries and equipment powered by cells and 

batteries manufactured after 30 June 2003 must make available the test summary as specified in  

 

the UN Manual of Tests and Criteria, Revision 6 and amend. 1, Part III, sub-section 38.3, paragraph 

38.3.5.  Forwarders had to ensure that they were able to access the information relating to the  

Statement of Compliance and provide it if required.  BIFA were aware that some Members were 

declining to handle Lithium batteries because they were regarded as too high a risk as product and 

the regulations too complex. 

 

 

Agenda point 8 Concerns about e-Commerce 

 

Members noted specific concerns regarding high levels of non-compliance/misdeclaration of goods 

supplied via E-Commerce.  In particular batteries/charging equipment was not being declared, and 

authorities such as Border Force were checking more such shipments.  Clearly, noncompliance in 

one area was reflected in another one. 

 

 

Agenda Point 9, Date and venue of the next meeting  

 

It was noted thar the next DGAG would be held on 1st July 2020 at Feltham 

 

 

 


