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CROSS Gris-Nez
MRCC, MAS and VTS

VTS operations include one MSR system in the Dover Strait TSS 
(CALDOVREP)
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CROSS JOBOURG
 MRCC, MAS and VTS

 VTS operations 
include one MSR 
system in the Casquet 
TSS (MANCHEREP)
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Test parameter
 ABM : automatic reports on several chosen vessels

For Jobourg : IRD set to generate reports for 3 vessels transiting by 
the MSR system

Gris-Nez : IRD set to generate the report for a certain kind of ships 
entering the MSR system. To test the IRD, TUGS and PASSENGER 
SHIPS were chosen.


 Manual : request made for particular vessels regarding their position and 
their voyage

Gris-Nez : the tool allows the STM operator to make a request for the ISR 
once the ship is entering the MSR system.

 Duration of the test : 2-3 months
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Positive feedback

Easy to use service both manually and with the ABM

Light service : no need to upgrade our systems to use it

Correct information regarding the name, the call sign

The ISR includes 6 elements on the 13 required for the CALDOVREP/ 
MANCHEREP (identification information, DTG, ports, default report, POB). 4 
other elements partially meet the CALDOVREP / MANCHEREP 
requirements (dynamic information and cargo).

Manual request seems more useful than ABM for now because of how Gris-
Nez works.
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To be improved
Inusable in an operational way for the moment : we need to have the 
information directly in the national voyage information management 
system (Trafic 2000) → coming in version 2 ?

Many false information appears in the report (17,8 % overall)

Type is correct at 62 %, false at 34 %, not reported at 4 %

LPOC is correct at 55 %, false at 19 %, not reported at 26 %

NPOC is correct at 79 %, false at 15 %, not reported at 7 %

ETA is correct at 69 %, false at 26 %, not reported at 6 %

POB is correct at 83 %, false at 10 %, not reported at 7 %

DG is correct at 89 %, false at 3 % and not reported at 8 %

Difficulty to read the report : the report is not build to be readable from 
the top to the bottom. We lose time when exploiting the report
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To be improved
Information about the cargo is just about hazmat. Ideally we would have 
the quantity and nature of the cargo and the IMO class for hazmat.

The limitation on the type of ships is not always operative since sometimes 
the vessel type is either missing or false so we get a lot of reports through 
the ABM. Among these ISR some have an empty content. This makes the 
IRD difficult to use.

Even for some ships meeting the ABM criterias, the report may be almost 
empty.

The request with the MMSI seems not to work

The name of the elements and their organisation are not always 
intelligible. Ex : ETDfrom Port ofCall before ETAtoPortofCall.
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Inoperative ABM criterias
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Empty report
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Multiple reports
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Proposition

Include the data gathered by British authorities. Jobourg MRCC already 
has the information provided by IRD. The capital gain will reside in the 
capacity of IRD to collect british reports.

Organize the datas in such a way the report is readable (proposition next 
slide) example : Latitude and longitude together, then heading and speed, 
etc

Keep the lastest information only : dealing with the several sources and 
prioritizing them is a priority. IRD will bring efficiency not only by collecting 
data from several origins but also by bringing conflict management. Conflict 
resolution will bring consistency to IRD.

Full word for the different rows of the report : example ns → navigation 
status
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Proposition
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