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Communication of the report of the ISWG 4
Submitted by EMSA
	Executive summary 
	This document summarise the main result of the ISWG 4 held in EMSA on 28 March 2007.

	Action to be taken
	As per paragraph 2

	Related documents
	ISWG 4 Final report


1. INTRODUCTION
The ISWG 4 took place as planned in EMSA on 28 March 2007. The details of the meeting are included within the final report annexed to the document.

2. Actions arising from the ISWG 4
	S/N
	Section
	Topic and Action
	Status

	ISWG 4/1/1
	I
	Data Quality Guideline; The Ad hoc group is set up and is going starting working per correspondence.

EMSA will check with the PMoU secretariat about the possibility for having a special campaign on the use of the AIS ship born equipment.
	On going

	ISWG 4/2/1
	II
	Alert distribution: EMSA will complete and present the revised document at WS 7.

The definition of VTS will be investigated by EMSA. 
	On going

	ISWG 4/3/1
	III.1
	Locodes: The group recommended to complete the document with the requested information and to submit the revised document to a next WS 7.
	On going

	ISWG 4/3/2
	III.2
	Xml enhancement: EMSA will refine the document (only for issue 2) with additional explanation, based on concrete case descriptions. and submit it again at the next WS 7.
	On going

	
	III.4
	Hazmat message definition: EMSA and Germany will make a proposal at SSN WS 7, clarifying the term “technical name”
	On going


3. ACTION REQUIRED

The group is invited to note the list of actions, to review the ISWG 4 report and to approve the final document.
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Workshop Report: SafeSeaNet ISWG 4

Background

I. Introduction

The SafeSeaNet system is operated by EMSA (reg. 1046/2002 art. 2.d.ii) in cooperation with a permanent SSN Working Group that provides technical and operational inputs to contribute to the development and monitoring of the system. The SSN WG usually meets twice a year and task an Intercessional Working Group (ISWG) the responsibility for working on issues that require particular attention or the opinion of specialised experts. The ISWG is composed of a limited number of countries, selected by EMSA on a voluntary basis from nominees put forward during a previous SSN Workshop. The ISWG summary results are reported to the next SSN Working Group (i.e. SSN WS 7) for final approval. 

The current composition of the ISWG is a result of consultation of Member States at SSN WS 6.

The ISWG 4 meeting took place on 28 March 2007 in EMSA premises chaired by EMSA in coordination with the Commission representative. The meeting was attended by all the selected MS and also Bulgaria who participated as an observer. The list of attendees is presented in annex I.

Workshop Objectives

The ISWG was tasked for reviewing the issues pointed out by SSN WS 6 and the open points raised by Member States, and the result will be reported at the SSN Workshop 7:

Extract of WS 6 Report 

ACTION ITEMS FOR THE EMSA AND THE ISWG

	S/N
	Paragraph
	Topic and Action

	1
	6/4/1 
	Access rights Report to the ISWG on the progress

	2
	6/3/3
	SSN Security Report to the ISWG on the progress

	3
	6/4/4
	Alert Distribution Report to the ISWG on the progress

	4
	6/4/5
	Receipt: Specify “invalid message” in the framework of the Data Quality Guideline.

	5
	6/3/8
	SafeSeaNet data quality


Workshop Programme

I.1 Approval of the agenda

Based on the terms of reference EMSA prepared a draft agenda (attached in annex II) that was submitted to the ISWG participants two months in advance.

Workshop Conclusions / Follow-up Actions

Introduction

EMSA and Commission recalled the currently critical situation in which the system is. Several MS are not yet connected to SSN, the development of the national networks are still pending in several countries, the number of connected Local competent authorities are insufficient and do not give the possibility to proof its efficiency and commissioning performed by MSs are not complete. Commission recalled the participants to stress their national administrations on the need to progress on the implementation of their system and recalled the European Parliament will be informed in the coming months on the Directive implementation status. It was also noted the objective of the ISWG is a driving force for the SSN system. The active participation of the Member States in the SSN workshops is a condition for improving and developing the functionalities of the system and also guarantees that SafeSeaNet is the tool of the EU community where all actors should contribute to its efficiency. A more active involvement is expected from the SSN participants to reach compliance with the monitoring directive.

The Commission stated that the Pollution Response shall be a part of SSN and supply the needed information services. SSN is designed to be a tool for the Authorities. Full implementation of the directive is expected and national assessment will be performed.

No major amendment will be added to the SSN system before 2009, and the MSs were asked to concentrate their effort to deliver functionality as specified, to be fully compliant with the directive.

The SSN is meant to be the only platform for information exchange supporting the security and safety related matters.

Norway asked for more focus on what type of services that the system could bring back to the MSs. The anticipation is that this type of focus would fertilise the development of SSN to more functionality and better performance. 

The commission also added that a better relation to the shipping industry should be a focal point.

I - Data Quality Guideline

Document 4/1/1 Data Quality was presented by EMSA. The paper proposes a methodology and recall the SSN WS 6 conclusion:

· The SSN WS 6 recommend for setting up a Technical Working Group on “Data quality” with mission to develop and submit to the SSN WS 7 a “Data Quality Guideline” based on the terms of reference in annex I, The TWG will be constituted by volunteer participants and EMSA.

Document 4/1/2 presented by France summarized the procedures currently implemented into their national system. The document is dealing with global data coherence checking and concentrates on IMO number, flag coding, Call signs and MMSI number. That presentation supported further discussion on the data quality issue.

Conclusion:

The group after having exchanged opinion on detailed points noted the following. There is a need for having a dedicated team in EMSA, responsible for the quality of data. Regarding the data collected from the AIS system, Bulgaria informed the group on specific action conducted by the national authority (PSC) when the masters provide corrupted or inconsistent AIS data. The group discussed on the interest for notifying the PMoU board in order to request a special campaign to improve the information given by the ship’s AIS system. 

The group agreed on the followings:

· To establish a Technical Working group (TWG)

· To develop the Term of References 

· To define relevant data quality principles

· Assignment of proper standards

· Develop or define control algorithms 

· Define needed quality system or systems

· Define list of participants (Annex III)

· Germany was pointed to lead the Technical Working Group

Action:

The Ad hoc group will start working per correspondence. EMSA will check with the PMoU secretariat about the possibility for having a special campaign on the use of AIS ship born equipment.

The aim is to gather information on the existing practice and use well defined standards and compile these into a reference document supporting SSN. Common reference data is of outmost importance and data validation has to be performed in all levels.

II 
- Alert Distribution



EMSA presented document 4/2/1 

Alert Distribution. The objective was to finalize the definition of the user requirements in order to initiate the feasibility study for developing this new functionality. That document supported a very enthusiastic and active discussion within the group. The main results were:

· The group confirmed the interest for such functionality and noted the great interest for SSN to become a pro active system as requested for a long time by MS. The group also noted it is crucial to develop a functionality in line with the expectation of MS;

· The group agreed for supporting that functionality on both interfaces, default web based - and the XML interface. To fulfil this requirement, the group requested EMSA to develop a common web interface in addition to a complete XML interface;
· The group noted a lack of definition of the Alert messages content, and in particular; the message flow not described, the Alert message format (XML, electronic, …);
· It was noted that the use of the SITREP message for reporting on maritime event is not in line with SAR operation. That issue must be discussed during the next WS/Operational session amongst experts from MSs. During that discussion, the experts will have to take into account the conclusion of WS 5 - III.6 New Alerts (SSN 5/3/3) regarding the new alert messages;
· Sweden noted an issue with the content of Art.16 paragraph 3 regarding the applicable rules in ship’s routing system and VTS, due to the non definition of the VTS at IMO. EMSA will investigate that issue;

· The group recalled the basic requirements; SSN provide on request the list of NCAs located along the planned route of the ship, the list is validated by the Coastal station then the alert distribution is sent through the SSN core to the NCAs, the NCAs forward the alert to the end users;

· Commission recalled the essence of Art.16 and confirmed the distribution of Alert through SafeSeaNet should not create an additional communication layer, which means that the present communication channel must support the distribution of the Alert message (SITEP, POLREP, DEFREP, etc…) as a primary communication means.
To simplify the system Germany and Netherlands proposed to store the alert details in a central repository. This proposal is also based on the fact that the numbers of alerts are rather limited. The Netherlands’ also argued that a central alert repository together with the Web interface will result in system availability for every Member State at the same time. No opposition against this proposal was acknowledged. Every Member State agreed in having a full featured XML interface for the alert distribution in addition to the Web interface.   
Conclusion: 

The group agreed for resubmitting the document 4/2/1 

Alert Distribution to the SSN WS 7 including the additional user requirements agreed during the ISWG4 meeting. 

Action:

EMSA will complete and present the revised document at WS 7.

EMSA will investigate the issue raised by Sweden (VTS definition)
III- Other

III.1 

The Netherlands presented document 4/3/1

 Locodes Management. The document deals with the needs for additional Locode information and the recommendation of the RIS Directive 2005/44.

The group noted the suggestion for having an additional Locode field definition, but was not in position to get an agreement due to lack of information. It concerns the status of the development of that second level Locode, how to accede to the list, the description of the additional field. 

Conclusion/action:

The group recommended to complete the document with the requested information and to submit the revised document to a next WS. 

III.2 EMSA presented the document 4/3/2 

XML enhancements. The objective was to get an agreement on the issues:

1. It stresses the importance of the uniqueness of the MSRefID attribute, as specified in the XML Reference Guide. 

2. Considers the possibility of requesting for notification details based on the MSRefID, instead of reusing the search criteria presented on the original MS2SSN_<type>_Req message and 
3. Suggests the adoption of a new “warning” status code, to be used in the receipt sent back when accepting a message conformant with the XML schema but containing attributes that failed referential validation.
Conclusion/action:

The group agreed for the proposal 1 and 3, but was not able to get an agreement on the second due to the non understanding of the problem. It was concluded to resubmit that proposal (only for that issue) with additional explanation, based on concrete case descriptions. 

EMSA will refine the document and submit it again at the next WS.

III.3 Communication on progress for the AIS notification message,.

EMSA presented the progress for a simplified version of the AIS Ship notification and response.

As agreed during WS6, the document SSN 06/4/3 will be issued in a new version, rev. 1 where the requested corrections is added. The corrections will be implemented in SSN V1.9.

The reason for the changes was do to the fact that many fields in the AIS message were not properly completed by the master and therefore caused rejections in the SSN system.

Referring to the interesting step taken by Bulgaria, presented under Data quality, paragraph I. Germany supported the promotion to have a better quality of data transmitted by the AIS system.

III.4 Hazmat message definition presented by Germany. 

Germany presented the complexity in giving proper and correct information for transportation of dangerous or polluting goods. 

To avoid confusion on the proper meaning, EMSA and Germany will make a proposal at SSN WS 7, clarifying that the term “technical name” may mean any of the following:

· “proper shipping name”, IMDG

· “product name”, IBC

· “technical name”, IGC

This clarification has also to be implemented in the XML reference Guide. 

Annexes  
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Annex II –Agenda 

Annex III – Data Quality Terms of reference

Annex IV - Actions arising from the ISWG 4

Annex 1 - Attendance List

	 
	Name
	First 

Name
	Organisation
	Address
	Country
	Telephone N°
	Fax N°
	E-mail

	BU
	PZEMEZOV
	Detelin
	Bulgarian Maritime Administration
	
	Bulgaria
	
	
	premezov@vtmis.net

	FR
	LE MOAN
	Yann
	Department of Maritime Affairs


	
	France
	+33 (0) 233520135


	
	Yann.Le-Moan@equipement.gouv.fr


	DE
	NEUHAUS
	Ralph
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	Am Ehrenberg 8, 98693 Ilmenau
	Germany
	+49 36776692400
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	ralph.neuhaus@baw.de

	
	BRUNET
	Werner
	German Federal Waterways Administration


	
	Germany
	+49 (0) 261 9819 2200


	
	wbrunet@fvt.wsv.de
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	André
	Ministry of transport and Public Works - The Netherlands
	 
	The Netherlands
	+31 (65) 0270449
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	KOERT
	Cor
	Port of Rotterdam
Transport and Environmental Safety
	
	The Netherlands
	+31 (0) 10-252 15 26
	
	c.koert@portof Rotterdam.com

	NO
	HAUGE
	Jarle
	Norwegian Coastal Administration
	PB 466, NO_5501 Haugesund
	Norway
	4795160530
	4752733201
	jarle.hauge@kystverket.no

	PT
	CRUZ
	Jose
	IPTM – Instituto Portuario e dos Transportes maritimos
	Edificio Vasco da Gama, Rua General Gomes Araujo, 1399-005 Lisboa
	Portugal
	+351 21 391 4576
	+ 351 21 39 14 600
	jose.cruz@imarpor.pt

	SE
	RENZ
	Mikael
	Swedish Maritime Administration
	Slottsgattan 82, 60178 Norrköping
	Sweden
	+46 (11) 191173
	 
	Mikael.renz@sjofartsverket.se


	
	SUNDKLEV
	Monica
	Swedish Maritime Administration
	Slottsgattan 82, 60178 Norrköping
	Sweden
	+46 (11) 191254
	
	Monica.Sundklev@sjofartsverket.se



	
	ANDERSSON
	Ulf
	Swedish Maritime Administration
	Slottsgattan 82, 60178 Norrköping
	Sweden
	+46 (73) 4321226
	
	Ulf.andersson@sjofartsverket.se

	UK
	BROWN
	Steven
	Maritime and Coastguard Agency


	
	UK
	02380 329 265 
	
	Steve.Brown@mcga.gov.uk


	
	ARGYROPOULOS
	Aggelos
	Intrasoft
	40, rue Montoyer straat B-1000 Brussels
	 Contractor
	+32 2 238 1711
	+32 2 238 1710
	aggelos.argyropoulos@Intrasoft-intl.com

	The Commission



	
	HALLBERG
	Urban
	DG TREN
	
	
	
	
	Urban.HALLBERG@ec.europa.eu

	The EMSA

	
	TEXIER


	Yannick
	EMSA
	European Maritime Safety Agency (EMSA)
Av. Dom João II, Lote 1.06.2.5
1998-001 Lisbon, Portugal
	
	+351 21 1209 278
	+351 21 1209 217
	Yannick.TEXIER@emsa.europa.eu

	
	WILKINS
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	Id
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	+351 21 1209 217
	Paul.WILKINS@emsa.europa.eu

	
	KJENNBAKKEN 
	Reidar 
	EMSA
	Id
	
	+351 21 1209 341
	+351 21 1209 217
	Reidar.KJENNBAKKEN@emsa.europa.eu

	
	LIMA GALVA 
	Martha
	EMSA
	Id
	
	+351 21 1209 367
	+351 21 1209 217
	Marta.LIMA-GALVAO@emsa.europa.eu

	
	NICOLAAS
	KOK
	EMSA
	Id
	
	+351 21 1209 336
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	Id
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Annex 2 - Agenda

INTERSESSIONAL SSN WORKING GROUP 4 (ISWG)

28 March 2007

Lisbon

Meeting room 9th floor

09hr30/17hr00
________________________________________________________

	Agenda approval

I 
Data Quality Guideline: 



- ISWG 4/1/1 

Data Quality presented by EMSA



- ISWG 4/1/2 

Data Quality check presented by France

II 
Alert Distribution



- ISWG 4/2/1 

Alert Distribution presented by EMSA
III
Other

-ISWG 4/3/1

UN Locodes presented by The Netherland

-ISWG 4/3/2

Xml enhancements by EMSA



- Communication on AIS and User Access rights presented by EMSA

-Hazmat message definition presented by Germany



Annex 3 - Data Quality Terms of reference 

Ad hoc Working Group on “Data Quality” in SSN

The Ad Hoc Working Group on “Data Quality” should, taking into account of the present specification of the SSN system, develop and submit to the SSN WS for approval:

· a “Data Quality Guideline” that cover the scope of the quality validations to be implemented into SafeSeaNet,

· the “Data Quality Guideline” shall : 

·  define the specification for developing and implementing the relevant process that guarantee a good level of quality into SSN, (such as elaborating a reference database) 

· recommend a set of good practises to be followed by the SSN actors and 

· propose a timing for implementing the requirements,

The Ad Hoc Working Group should be assisted in that task by external experts.

Ad Hoc Working Group Members

Ad Hoc Working Group Leader: 

Ralph NEUHAUS, Germany
	Country
	Name
	First Name
	E-mail

	France
	LE MOAN
	Yann
	Yann.Le-Moan@equipement.gouv.fr

	Germany
	NEUHAUS
	Ralph
	ralph.neuhaus@baw.de

	
	BRUNET
	Werner
	wbrunet@fvt.wsv.de

	Netherlands
	a CAMPO
	André
	ajm@acampo.nl

	
	KOERT
	Cor
	c.koert@portof Rotterdam.com

	Norway
	HAUGE
	Jarle
	jarle.hauge@kystverket.no

	Reviewers

	Sweden
	ANDERSSON
	Ulf
	Ulf.andersson@sjofartsverket.se

	United Kingdom
	BROWN
	Steven
	Steve.Brown@mcga.gov.uk


Annex 4 - Actions arising from the ISWG 4

	S/N
	Section
	Topic and Action
	Status

	ISWG 4/1/1
	I
	The Ad hoc group will start working per correspondence.

EMSA will check with the PMoU secretariat about the possibility for having a special campaign on the use of AIS onboard the ships.
	On going

	ISWG 4/2/1
	II
	EMSA will complete and present the revised document at WS 7.
	On going

	ISWG 4/3/1
	III.1
	The group recommended to complete the document with the requested information and to submit the revised document to a next WS.
	On going

	ISWG 4/3/2
	III.2
	EMSA will refine the document (only for issue 2) with additional explanation, based on concrete case descriptions. and submit it again at the next WS.
	On going

	
	III.4
	Hazmat message definition: EMSA and Germany will make a proposal at SSN WS 7, clarifying the term “technical name”
	On going
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