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	Executive summary 
	Confirms the legal requirements and practical benefit to Member States from exchange of data from MRSs and from the WETREP system in particular through the use of SafeSeaNet.


	Action to be taken
	As per paragraph 4.

	Related documents
	a. SSN 9/1/3 
b. SSN Report and EMSA action 10/IX.5, 
c. Directive 2002/59/EC and the ICD.
d. Resolution MSC.43(64) Guidelines and Criteria for Ship Reporting Systems.


1. INTRODUCTION
In the context of a report from the countries participating in the WETREP mandatory reporting system, EMSA was tasked with identifying whether the “data from that system would be of use to other MS, or if other MS would be interested.”
The WETREP system was adopted by IMO by Resolution MSC.190(79) and entered into force on 1st July 2005. It is therefore a requirement for ships to comply under Regulation 11 of SOLAS Chapter V.
The reporting system is also the “protective measure” leading to the adoption by IMO of the “Western European Particularly Sensitive Sea Area” (PSSA). WETREP comprises cooperatively the North Atlantic seaboard of Belgium, France, Spain, Portugal and most of the coastline of Ireland and the United Kingdom. It covers a comparatively large sea area, incorporating some of the world’s busiest shipping lanes, with other pre-existing MRSs contained totally within it. The area cannot be monitored solely with shore-based AIS. WETREP applies only to tankers of more than 600 tonnes deadweight carrying cargoes of heavy grade oil.
Reports during SSN workshops have indicated that the French Trafic 2000 system can be used for exchanging data between the authorities of the participating MS. 
For additonal information, a list of adopted mandatory reporting systems in the EU is attached at Annex (note: not all of the amending IMO resolutions are referenced).
2. EMSA Analysis

2.1. Legal Status

The monitoring of Mandatory Reporting Systems (MRS) adopted by the IMO is referred to in the Directive 2002/59. The specific requirement “to ensure the interconnection and interoperability of the national systems used to manage the information indicated in Annex I” is contained in the first paragraph Article 14. Further detail is given in Articles 5, 9 and 23.
Section 5.2.2 of the Interface Control Document (ICD) contains standards for ship notifications from AIS, MRS and VTS under SafeSeaNet. 
In addition to the legal requirements the exchange of data relating to ship’s movements is fully in accordance with the principal aims of Directive 2002/59 including:

· the introduction of a fuller reporting system for the Community, possibly covering ships transiting along the coasts of Member States;

· to ensure ships comply with mandatory reporting systems; and

· to ensure that exchanges between the competent authorities of the Member States should take place electronically.

Some disparity between the contents of MRS reports in Directive Annex I.4 and in the IMO Guidelines and Criteria for Ship Reporting Systems (Res.MSC.43(64)) assumed referred to under Article 5, (including the obligation to ensure that ships “comply with that system” should be noted; especially as regards how SSN reflects the needs for support precise hazmat cargo information for the various reporting systems, including WETREP. The IMO Guidelines also recognise that in planning MRSs, the need for “interfaces of the system with other maritime safety or pollution response systems” (Resolution Annex 3.2.2.6).
The Practical benefits to MS through SSN

The types of ships and cargoes covered by the WETREP system (i.e. those carrying heavy oil) are similar those in the Erika and Prestige incidents. The criteria the oil cargo (heavy) defines whether ships (some oil tankers) fall or do not fall within the scope of WETREP. Such cargoes may be carried into the Community from outside the EU, outwards from the EU or in transit through EU waters. Such movements are not limited to the waters defined by the Western European PSSA and WETREP. The information exchanged through SSN will provide notice of such ship entering and leaving Community waters, not limited only to those MS that participate in particular reporting system. The scope criteria for Spain’s CANREP system in the Canary Islands are also similar to WETREP.
Increasingly, SSN provides a valuable source of intelligence on the movement of ships and their cargoes. As the MS become fuller contributors in all areas of notification this will enable increased cross-checks and verifications of hazmat notifications against ship notifications, ship notifications against other ship notifications (MRS and AIS) etc. Hence, MS will be offered information on ships of interest from an array of resources and improvements in data quality can be achieved. This can be used to ensure proper preparation of coastal and port resources. This is a purpose of the information system SSN.
If MS are experiencing difficulties with the input of information from MRSs into SSN, they should identify these difficulties to EMSA or raise these issues in SSN workshops, thereby enabling EMSA and the MS to work together towards the overall improvement of the SSN system. 

The current status of MRS within SafeSeaNet

Current statistical data on compliance by MS with SSN indicates that very few MRS reports are notified to SSN and so the benefits are not available. The majority of Ship Notifications made are from AIS national networks.
MS are reminded of their obligations to provide these notifications under Directive 2002/59 and by the SSN requirements agreed by the MS.

3. CONCLUSIONS AND PROPOSALS
3.1 In accordance with Directive 2002/59 and SSN, MSs have responsibility to provide notifications to SSN for mandatory ship reporting systems. This information is or will be of benefit to MS’ through their information systems, containing information about ships’ identity, movement, cargoes etc. 
3.2 The WETREP system is mainly concerned with environmental risk from the carriage of large quantities of heavy oil.

3.3 Directive Annex I.4 provides a basis for the SSN MRS message. But to provide a key benefit from the exchange of MRS data in recognition of the purpose of Article 5 is to ensure compliance by ships, (and for SSN V.2) it should be ensured that the content of SSN MRS messages reflects the principal needs of the various MRSs and therefore the principal the principle elements of risk which mainly arises from the nature of cargo and bunker fuel (and in accordance with the IMO Guidelines). i.e. some flexibility is required.
3.4 MS should be encouraged to provide, in addition and on a voluntary basis, ship notifications to SSN from VTSs and non-mandatory reporting systems subject to this information being in format and content in compliance with the information required for MRSs. The exchange of such information would be of similar benefit. 

4. ACTIONS REQUIRED
Member State participants are invited to note and agree the actions proposed in section 3 above.
Annex
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