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	Executive summary 
	This document presents the consolidated edition of the XML Reference Guide document – version 2.05 which includes those corrections and improvements introduced at SSN 13

	Action to be taken
	As per paragraph 4

	Related documents
	· XML Reference Guide version 2.03

· Amendment n.1 to the XMLRG v.2.03


1. BACKGROUND

The SSN XML Reference Guide v.2.03 contains the technical specifications related to the development of PortPlus and ShipCall messages and is currently applied by EMSA and Member States for the development of the SafeSeaNet core and national applications.
Some Member States have actively participated in reviewing the document and proposing additional corrections, changes and improvements.  Such improvements and corrections have been gathered by EMSA, and transposed in the Amendment n.1 to the XMLRG 2.03. The proposed corrections fell into categories such as:

· errata corrige, without any impact on MS, necessary for the correct implementation of the agreed SSN v.2 including typing errors, inconsistencies between different parts or of agreed rules; 

· critical corrections, impacting upon MS and SSN-core applications to include a new attribute in the relevant XML messages;

· non-critical correction, providing for some amendments/improvements that were at that stage optional. Should the MS decide to apply the same rules and solutions at national level, ongoing developments of the national SafeSeaNet applications would need to be adapted.
As a follow up of SSN 13, the group confirmed the application of all the corrections categorised above. Moreover, some MSs called for the changes to be consolidated within the current XML RG.

2. CONSOLIDATED XML REFERENCE GUIDE V.2.05

The fact that commissioning tests of the first MSs were carried out without any major difficulties proves that further changes to the agreed specifications are not needed for the current development of SSN v.2. EMSA has developed a consolidated XML Reference Guide v.2.05, with the associated XSD and WSDL schemas.
This new consolidated version merges the existing requirements with the corrections listed in the Amendment n.1 and will be published early October at:

https://extranet.emsa.europa.eu/index.php?option=com_joomdoc&task=cat_view&gid=266&Itemid=121 
3. FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS ON SSN VERSION 2 – LIGHT VERSION (draft)
Since the specifications of SSN v.2 were delivered, EMSA has continuously been receiving requests for clarifications by the NCAs and the MS’s contractors.

Some of these questions requested clarifications on technical aspects of the development of the new version of SSN, while others information on the operational use of the new messages.

EMSA considered beneficial to share with all the MSs the most relevant cases (questions and answers) and compiled the draft “Frequently Asked Questions on SSN V.2 – Light Version” attached in Annex.
4. ACTIONS REQUIRED 

The SSN NCAs are invited to note:
· the XML Reference Guide v.2.05;

· the drafted “Frequently Asked Questions on SSN version 2 – Light version” and provide for their comments.
Attachment:

Annex- SSN v.2 Q&A – Light collection
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5. Introduction

The purpose of this document is to allow EMSA to communicate to the SSN users (operational and contractors) on SSN v2 related matters, such as common needs for clarifications on recurrent problems or new functionalities.

At a latter stage, some information contained in this document might be integrated/transformed into procedures, included in a user manual.

6. General Questions

Access to the SSN-EIS v2 test environment for PortPlus

Question Q1: We would like to request access to the SSN-EIS test environment for PortPlus. Can you indicate how to proceed in order to connect our development system to the EIS?

1. Answer A1: Please contact the MSS for this. They can provide you all the required information and assistance.

SSN v2 WEB interface

Question Q2: Can you also provide us with the URL of the SSN v2 web interface where we can verify the data we have sent?

Answer A2: The SSN v2 web interface is still under testing and so is not available for external users. If you require information from the logs we can provide you this information by email. Please contact the MSS for this.

Compatibility of SSN v2 with SSN v1.9.x

Question Q3: Will it be possible to continue to send Port and Hazmat notifications with SSN v2?

Answer A3: SSN v2 is back-ward compatible with SSN v1.9.x and therefore all the currently available mechanisms for notification and request/response shall be maintained.

Inland ports to seaports

Question Q4: Does a ship have to comply with the notification requirements from directives 2002/59 (i.e. Port and Hazmat) and 2009/16 (72h-notification and ATA- and ATD-notification) when it is coming from inland waters to a seaport and then moving on to sea? It is obvious that it has to notify when it is leaving the seaport (hazmat when on board) and going to sea, but does it also have to provide the notifications when it is coming form inland to the seaport (i.e. port-, hazmat, 72h-, ATA- and ATD-notification)?

Answer A4: Regarding the requirements stemming from the 2002/59 Directive (VTMIS): Your question is related to the ships bound for a port located along a river or a channel. There is no definition of a port in the Directive and in particular no detail is given on the location of these ports, exclusively on the sea coast or also in inland navigation waterways.

However the purpose of the Directive is to help to prevent accidents and pollution at sea and to minimise their impact on the marine and coastal environment.

In that respect, if the ship calling at a port in an inland waterway is coming from a port at sea, it shall be subject to the reporting obligations of Article 4 and 13 of the Directive. It shall be the same if a ship is leaving a port along a river or channel, to join a port at sea. Therefore notifications are due in case the ship falls under art. 2 "scope" (sea-going vessel over 300 GT, etc.)

Regarding the requirements stemming from the 2009/16 Directive (PSC Directive):

1. Notification of 72hrs pre-arrival/ ATA and ATD, as per Dir 2009/16:

It should be noted that the PSC Directive only refers to "...any ship.." to which one or more of the International Conventions apply.

Those ships sailing on rivers to inland ports - whatever definition there may exist for that - are just as well covered by the applicability of the Directive as ships sailing at sea only.

2. Regarding port call notifications:

The PSC Directive says for 72 hr at Article 9.1: “...the owner or master of a ship eligible for expanded inspection (!) and bound for a port or anchorage....” It does not say "when coming from sea", therefore meaning "always". 

3. The same Directive says for the Arrival and Departure times, at Article 24.2: " ....any ship calling at their ports and anchorages, together with an identifier of the port....". This does not exclude any inland port.

4. Even more, the "refusal of access" measure (art 16.1) states: "..... is refused access to its ports and anchorages .....". 

Ports is not defined as "seaport or inland port" meaning that a ship can not escape the measure by going to an inland port without stopping at the seaport.

In effect, there has been such a case in the Netherlands where a detained ship left from Duisburg (inland) and sailed to Moerdijk (inland) without authorisation. The ship has been banned and detained again in NL for non compliance with the Directive (and PMOU).

Note: this answer reflect only the operational aspects of the different types of notifications, stemming form a strict reading of the Directives. Any interpretation of the legal text of the Directive is out of the scope.

Added value of implementing the ShipCall message

Question Q5: It is our understanding now that when using XML messaging interface and PortPlus notifications, the ShipCall message is superfluous and may by used on voluntary basis. Is this correct?

Answer A5: Although MS can decide to keep the current request and response mechanism in place, in such cases their requests might be served by SSN only in the framework of current port and hazmat notifications, while the information being channelled through the PortPlus notifications (therefore used to compile the response to a ShipCall request by SSN) will not be retrievable (e.g. 72hrs pre-arrival, ATA, ATD, voyage information).

Furthermore, the more versatile way to get HAZMAT details and ship call information in SSN v.2 (as HAZMAT summary or full-details through the use of GetHazmat and GetDetails attributes within the new querying system) will be usable only through the implementation of ShipCall messages.

One should note that when HAZMAT is provided through a PortPlus notification with the details available in XML, the ShipCall response message has to be implemented in order to honour a request from another MS. 

Landlocked member States

Question Q6: Do we, as a landlocked country without seagoing SOLAS vessels, have in the new version an obligation to use a XML interface?

Answer A6: The implementation of an XML solution is related to the information that a MS has to provide regarding Directive 2002/59 EC as amended and not to the fact that you have or not a SOLAS fleet. There is no obligation for a landlocked country to use a XML interface. You can access to SafeSeaNet data through the web interface.

Question Q7: Will the XML interface be obligatory for all Member States (including inland MS) in the future? When this will be?

Answer A7: The SSN XML interface is compulsory only for coastal MSs.

Question Q8: What information shall we as a flag state without seagoing SOLAS vessels have to store (via XML interface)?

Answer Q8: The implementation of an XML solution is related to the information that a MS has to provide regarding Directive 2002/59 EC as amended and not to the fact that you have or not a SOLAS fleet.

7. XML Reference Guide

Amendment 1

Question Q9: Is the amendment 1 of the SSN XML Ref Guide 2.03 yet available in the General documents repository in the EMSA website?

Answer A9: Yes, it is. This document is available under SSN 13 workshop documents and though the SSN document repository at:

https://extranet.emsa.europa.eu/index.php?option=com_joomdoc&task=cat_view&gid=266&Itemid=121 

SSN XSD version

Question Q10: Is there a new SSN XSD version available including the changes which were introduced in this amendment? And in case there isn't, can you inform us when it is expected? 
Answer A10: The SSN XSD updated version is expect to be ready by the  end of September 2010, in line with the new XML ref. guide v2.05.
However, the commissioning tests are possible with the current version (XSD 2.04). MSs will be warned when SSN will pass to the new version (including amendment 1) with the new XSD fully compliant.

Sending 'null' values for attributes

Question Q11: On this subject the RefGuide mentions on page 91:

“To the scope of updating an existing data-field, a ‘null’ value can be quoted”

It is however not mentioned what these ‘null’ values are. String values we can clear easily by updating them with an empty string. On the other hand clearing a DateTime field (for example if by accident an ATA was sent for a wrong ship call, how should it be cleared?) or a field containing a fixed set of values (cfr. how to clear the reported value for ShipConfiguration) is not possible by sending an empty string, since that would conflict with the xsd specification.

Answer A11: The null value (XML ref guide, PortPlus notification, UpdateStatus part, p.91) is defined as follow:

“To the scope of updating an existing data-field, a ‘null’ value can be quoted. In this case, it will replace the formerly declared value with a ‘null’ (blank) field”

In the commissioning tests plan 1.35 you will find the following scenario which introduce the use of null value:

	X
	S1604-02
	XML interface sending PortPlus notification (72h, 24h, HazmatNonEUDeparture) – normal flow – Deletion of some of the attributes of PortPlus S1604-01 (all 72h attributes of type Text except ‘PossibleAnchorage’ will be quoted with null values and POBVoyageTowardPortofCall in the 24h details will be 99999)


“Null” value can not be quoted for DT or for Enum type fields. So this possibility is only for not mandatory text type field of the PortPlus.

Cancel ATA/ATD

Question Q12: It is conceivable that for example a PortPlus notification including a DepartureNotificationDetails block is sent but for a wrong ShipCall (this can be caused due to a human mistake). In which case a cancellation of the ATD should be sent to SSN?

Answer A12: It is not possible to cancel ATA/ATD, only to update them.

Update status

Question Q13: The SafeSeaNet XML Messaging Reference Guide Version 2.03 mentions at page 91: “Should two messages or more be received with UpdateStatus=N for the same ship call (and same ShipCallId), the second/ third, etc will be rejected by the SSN-EIS”. Can you clarify better this sentence?

Answer A13: This means that per ship call only one message can be sent with UpdateStatus=’N’, being the first message reporting the new ship call to SSN-EIS. All other messages concerning the same ship call (for example to update PersonsOnBoard, to report Hazmat, ATA and ATD) should always mention UpdateStatus=’U’.

Question Q14: For example a PortPlus message with UpdateStatus=’N’ for a new ship call is sent, including a PreArrival3DaysNotificationDetails element with attributes like PossibleAnchorage and PlannedOperations therein reported.
How would a notification look like if this first notification is updated to report for example PlannedWorks? What should be the value of UpdateStatus in this case?

Answer A14: The rules which apply (c.f. XML ref guide 2.03, UpdateStatus attribute) are:

“An update message should always include:

· The elements including the attributes to be updated. These elements should be found among those included in the original message identified by the UpdateMSRefId;

· Additional optional elements (should there be operational reasons for their inclusion);

· The elements previously provided by the former message being updated.”

The updated notification of your example will have:

-UpdateStatus: “U”;

-Possible anchorage and planned operations repeated;

-Planned works added.

So the update process will affect the Planned works attribute. The former provided information has to be repeated (except if they have to be modified, in that case they will also be updated if modified) but will not change.

Question Q15: It is not really clear if an update notification (UpdateStatus=’U’) including a PlannedWorks element in the PreArrival3DaysNotificationDetails will actually update the PlannedWorks in the SSN database, since the attribute was not reported in the original message.

Answer Q15: The updated notification (status: U) with a new attribute (planned works) will update the existing record in SSN database. The former information sent will remain as it was in the message with status N and the new information will update the record in the SSN DB.

Update MsRefId

Question Q16: Should the value of the UpdateMsRefId be the MsRefId of the last sent PortPlus message concerning the ship call or should it be the MsRefId of the PortPlus message containing the data to be updated?

Answer A16: The rule is to repeat all the information previously sent, therefore you can quote the MSRefID of the last message sent.

Question Q17: What should be the value of the UpdateMsRefId in the following situation: for a new ship call, a PortPlus notification is sent including a PreArrival3DaysNotificationDetails element, UpdateStatus=’N’. Later, as more information on the ship call becomes available to the NCA, a new PortPlus notification is sent to report the number of persons on board. In this notification the PreArrival3DaysNotificationDetails is not mentioned since nothing has changed to the value of those attributes. Should in this case the UpdateMsRefId be the MsRefId from the first PortPlus message?

Answer A17: It is wrong to say that “In this notification the PreArrival3DaysNotificationDetails is not mentioned since nothing has changed to the value of those attributes”, since all the previously sent information has to be repeated all the times. The UpdateMsRefId should report the MsRefId from the first PortPlus message. Therefore: the UpdateStatus is “U” and the UpdateMsRefID has to contain the MSRefID of the message with UpdateStatus ”N”.

Pre-arrival and arrival elements

Question Q18: On page 90 of the RefGuide the following is written:

“in case of a pre-arrival notification, the message may include the PreArrival3DaysNotificationDetails, the PreArrivalNotification24HoursDetails and the HazmatNotificationInfoNonEUdepartures elements information. At this stage actual arrival and departure related elements will not be allowed because it is meaningless in pre arrival stage.”

Answer A18: The sentence underlined above has been deleted (c.f. Amendment 1 of the SSN XML Ref Guide 2.03) 

Question Q19: Can we conclude from this that no pre-arrival element (being PreArrival3DaysNotificationDetails and PreArrival24HoursNotificationDetails) is allowed when an ArrivalNotificationDetails element is included? 

Answer A19: the conclusion is wrong; it is allowed 

Question Q20: In which case a PreArrival24HoursNotificationDetails element and an ArrivalNotificationDetails element should be included in the same PortPlus notification?

Answer A20: The rule to repeat the previously sent information will lead to a repetition of the attributes sent before, meaning that if ATA is notified in an update, the PreArrival24HoursNotificationDetails sent in the previous notification will be repeated. Furthermore if the sender wants it can update the POBVoyageTowardsPortOfCall  when the ship arrives, for example.

Hazmat information in PortPlus

Question Q21: On the XML ref guide v2.03 (MS2SSN_ShipCall_Res) the element HazmatInformation contains the HazmatSummary element which can contain 0-99 DG elements. What is the intended use of the DG element?

Answer A21: The use of DG element is to refer to the appropriate IMO code for hazardous and polluting goods carried on board.

Question Q22: How is the DG element of the HazmatSummary related to the DPG element present in the PlacementOfGoods and PlacementOfGoodsInContainer?

Answer A22: The DG element under the HazmatSummary is a general indication of the various hazardous or polluting goods onboard, while the DPGs under the placement of goods parts refer to the details of each product (technical name, UN number and IMO hazard class).

Hazmat details - Request

Question Q23: If for example a ship, originating from a non-EU port is coming to a port of a MS carrying dangerous goods on board and the same ship will afterwards leave the MS port carrying dangerous goods, it is not clear which Hazmat details should be provided when SSN sends a ShipCall request for the ship or even ship call to the MS. The system will normally use the same ShipCallId for notifications on both the incoming and outgoing voyage. So, should the ShipCall response of the MS contain Hazmat info of the incoming voyage, as this is the current situation since the ship is still on its way to the MS port? Or should response contain the Hazmat info of the outgoing voyage since that is the most recent available information?

Answer A23: It is understood that your example deals with a PortPlus message with Non-EU departure and EU departure HAZMAT. 

As defined in Amendment 1 of the XML Ref Guide 2.03, the insertion of a new attribute in the SSN2MS_ShipCall_Req and MS2SSN_ShipCall_Res has been agreed to identify the relevant HAZMAT to be provided. In the SSN2MS_ShipCall_Req, a new attribute GetHazmatType can be quoted with two possible values:

· HazmatTowardPortOfCall

· HazmatTowardNextPort

The MS will then have to reply with the relevant Hazmat details through a MS2SSN_ShipCall_Res. Considering a practical example, with ZZXXX as PortOfCall: 
a. The ship is not yet arrived to ZZXXX (based on the ETA as explained in the query definition). A MS quotes a query type ExpectedCallOfSelectedShip in the MS2SSN_ShipCall_Req:

1. In the SSN2MS_ShipCall_Req the attribute GetHazmatType will be quoted with HazmatTowardPortOfCall

2. In the MS2SSN_ShipCall_Res, the MS has to provide the Hazmat details associated to the NonEUDeparture (toward ZZXXX) which is in this case the HAZMAT for the trip toward port of call (ZZXXX).

b. The ship has departed from ZZXXX. A MS quote a query type MostRecentDepartureOfSelectedShip in the MS2SSN_ShipCall_Req:

1. In the SSN2MS_ShipCall_Req the attribute GetHazmatType will be quoted with the value HazmatTowardNextPort

2. In the MS2SSN_ShipCall_Res, the MS has to provide the Hazmat details associated to the EUDeparture which is in this case the Hazmat for the trip toward next port.

To be noted that only some queries (GetDetails) allows requesting Hazmat (c.f. XML Ref Guide 2.03, MS2SSN_ShipCall_Req.xml message), such as:

· ExpectedCallOfSelectedShip

· MostRecentArrival OfSelectedShip

· MostRecentDeparture OfSelectedShip

· LatestRegisteredShip CallDataOfSelectedShip

 Ignored values

Question Q24: When the XML Reference Guide mentions that the value of an attribute will be ignored in certain situations, may this be interpreted as that the attribute is optional in such situations?

Answer A24: No, it means that in some specific cases, (ETD after the ATD is sent), the value inserted will be ignored in case of a request. A value which is mandatory regarding the business rules will always have to be quoted.

Question Q25: Is for example the attribute ETAToPortOfCall optional if an ATAPortOfCall value is declared?

Answer A25: No

Question Q26: Is the attribute ETDFromPortOfCall optional if an ATDPortOfCall value is declared and Hazmat information is included (HazmatNotificationInfoEUDepartures) in the same message?

Answer A26: No

Question Q27: On ETDFromPortOfCall  the XML Reference Guide says:

“Mandatory for notification messages including the PreArrivalNotification24HoursDetails element or the HazmatNotificationInfoEUDepartures element “

It reads also: “If an ATDPortOfCall value is declared in the same message any value included here will be ignored”

Answer A27: The attribute ETDFromPortOfCall is mandatory should the PreArrival24HoursNotificationDetails element is provided; any update to this attribute will be ignored by SSN as soon as an ATD is provided, for example.

 No incoming voyage

Question Q28: When reporting a departure (ATD) or hazmat information about a ship leaving an EU port, are the attributes LastPort and ETDFromLastPort optional is this situation? If not, what should be their values? 

Answer A28: They are optional (not mandatory rules apply)

 Changing Ship ID within a ship call

Question Q29: In the Amendment 1 it is mentioned that massages sent with the intention to update the ship identification information will be rejected (NON-Critical corrections no 3). However in practice, it is possible that an LCA reports a ship call with a ship identification and corrects it afterwards. This is a regular situation with ferry's on "regular lines", the agents know that one of the (sister) ships will come but they don't exactly know which one it will be. Is there a specific reason why this clause was introduced and could it possibly be reconsidered?

Answer A29: In the reported case the LCA needs to cancel the ship call (this is possible until an ATA is provided, by using the “ZZCAN” in the PortOfCall field) and resend a new notification with the correct ship identification. This clause was introduced because the ship identification is a crucial piece of information for the ship call (together with the PortOfCall and within a specific ETA timeframe). If the ship identification changes, the ship call is compulsory different.

Subsidiary port

Question Q30: What is a subsidiary port?

Answer A30: It was agreed by the SSN group to create Port authorities entitled to manage other ports (dependant or subsidiary ports) for which the main port can send notifications on their behalf. Also a single port may manage more than one LOCODE. Changing the LOCODE should be accepted, only in case the updated one is part of the list of permitted LOCODEs for this port.

Hazmat information in Port Plus notification

Question Q31: Why a notification is containing both HazmatEUDeparture and HazmatNonEUDeparture ? How are you going to distinguish between the two and indicate the PortOfCall for either of the two?

Answer A31: The 2 are distinguished with the elements HazmatEUDeparture and HazmatNonEUDeparture. The port of call will remain the same for the overall message. The HazmatNonEUDeparture relates to the HAZMAT cargo present on board upon arrival to the PortOfCall, while HazmatEUDeparture refers to the HAZMAT cargo on board upon departure towards NextPort.

Question Q32: Will it be possible to add more than one HazmatEUDeparture and/or HazmatNonEUDeparture to the same notification?

Answer A32: No, the maximum is a Hazmat EU and a Hazmat non EU within the same PortPlus since the PortPlus is related to only one Ship Call in only one port. 

Question Q33: What if the hazmat cargo is arriving from an EU Port and then later departs from my port?

Answer A33: The arriving HAZMAT cargo (from an EU port) shall be notify by the previous port (loading port) whilst the departing HAZMAT cargo should be notified by you as HAZMAT EU Departure.

Question Q34: Whereas if hazmat cargo is arriving from a Non EU Port and then later departs my port? Can it be kept in that notification?

Answer A34: Yes, if your application allows you to do so; meaning that the information notified on arrival can be “replicated” (copy and paste) in the departure part (HazmatEUDeparture). The agent, master or operator could take the info from the arrival node and paste it in the departure, should the application permit. Otherwise it should be reinserted again every time the need occurs.

Port of Call

Question Q35: Portofcall can't be both an EU and a NonEU port? Why is this necessary?

Answer A35: PortofCall is always an EU port belonging to your country. It corresponds to the existing NextPortOfCall of SSN V1.

Cancellation of Shipcall

Question Q36: How can we cancel a ship call? Is it considered an update?

Answer A36: Yes, the cancellation is in fact an update of the previous notification with PortOfCall='ZZCAN'. 

8. Commissioning Tests

Question Q37: Is it necessary to perform the full set of commissioning tests again for SSN v2?

Answer A37: The commissioning tests are required primarily for the new messages, namely for the PortPlus and ShipCall.

However, if a MS is developing and implementing a part of the XML messages protocol which was not implemented yet (e.g. incident reports -former Alerts) then this is a new development and it has to be commissioned.

The same principle should be followed in terms of overall architecture and application; if a MS change from a MPOC to a SPOC architecture or from an XML-proprietary based to a web-services based solution or the implementation of PortPlus and ShipCall messages has led to the development of a new application, this will have to be thorough commissioned as well.

Changing port of call within a ship call

Question Q38: Our system is designed to prevent users changing port of call within a ship call. If this were attempted our system would cancel the ship call and start a new one.

We cannot change this design. Would we be able to complete TC-1604 without the steps involving changes to PortOfCall?

Answer A38: You are right. ShipCallId should refer to the same port and ship. Recent amendments of the XMLRG 2.03 refer to this particular and propose the possibility to change the Port of Call under specific conditions (subsidiary ports only). If the scenario TC-1604 is not completed, it will not prevent you to pass the commissioning tests. This scenario will not be mandatory.

User without access rights

Question Q39: S1606-02: How will this affect sending Hazmat notifications for a PortOfCall outside my country through our system as it is mandatory indicated in the directive? This feature (HazmatOut: Ships travelling to another country port carrying hazmat) is currently not supported in our system but will when SSN v2 has been released. Can my user do this?

Answer A39: This will not affect sending Hazmat notifications to a port outside your country. The purpose is to test the business rules in your application preventing sending a message for a non authorised user. For example, a user of country X shall not be able to send a PortPlus notification quoting as PortOfCall a location in a country Y, meaning that the ship is bound for Y. Should the ship leave from X bound for Y with Hazmat onboard, this might be notified via PortPlus; therefore the user of X will be allowed to send a PortPlus notification quoting as destination of the Hazmat cargo the NextPort in Y.

Updates on Shipcall

Question Q40: The Test scenario 2 is very confusing. Is it possible to make it simpler?

Answer A40: This test case goes in the details and proposes various detailed scenario.

This is not a typical scenario. What it is reproduced here is all the possible combinations of Updates and Deletions that are possible to do within the PortPlus.

It is possible to divide the scenario into multiple test cases, but we were trying to keep the number of notification to the minimum possible.

So with just one notification (normal flow) we can execute all the combinations of updates. We can consider this also a stress test, to check if the system is able to handle all the possible combinations

9. THETIS interface

Question Q41: SSN will continue to accept the current Port messages after 1st Jan 2011 to cover for those data providers that have not managed to move over to the PortPlus message - however will the ETA and ETD information from these Port messages be passed by SSN to THETIS or will only information sent via the PortPlus message be transferred?

Answer A41: Yes, the information from the port notification (24h pre arrival) is planned to be passed to THETIS. This has to be seen as a temporary solution and cannot be considered as equal to the Port Plus notification (e.g ATA and ATD are not provided if the Port Plus is not implemented, therefore the PSC Directive requirements are not met).

Question Q42: In the XMLRG 2.03 I can not see the attribute regarding the date of last expanded inspection. Is it missing or was it agreed that this information is already in hands of the PSC officers via THETIS?

Answer A42: The date of the last expanded inspection will be directly available in THETIS since THETIS will record it and keep it visible for its users directly. Therefore, there is no need to transfer this information through SSN. However, it is under consideration to get some “indicators” from THETIS to be visualised in SSN (e.g. date of last expanded inspection, current detentions, pending banishments) but not for the first release of SSN v.2 (THETIS compliant).

10. 2-way SSL

Question Q43: Is it required to do commissioning tests just for going from 1-way SSL to 2-way SSL?

Answer A43: As far as 2-way SSL is concerned, that will be only a connection test.

11. Web Services Interface

Question Q44: Can we replace the XML interface with web services?

Answer A44: Web services only support data supplying and retrieval related to PortPlus notifications and do not replace the XML protocol tier completely.

Question Q45: Is there any documentation describing how to work with the web services, or is this described in the SSN XML reference guide?

Answer A45: You may find all information regarding web services in the following document: SSN-EISWebServices-v1.00.doc available on EMSA /SSN webpage Document Repository [Protected documents]

(https://extranet.emsa.europa.eu/index.php?option=com_joomdoc&view=docman&gid=264&task=cat_view&Itemid=121)
Question Q46: In the WSDL messageservice_20100708143220.wsdl, there are the services MessageDetailsResponseService, MessageNotifyService and DataProvidedMessageRequestService. For the purpose of our system, it looks like we do not directly need these services. Do we need to foresee a dummy implementation for these services? Do you have any recommendations for these dummy implementations?

Answer A46: These services enter into play in two different situations:

· MessageNotifyService:

Only used when PortPlus_Not messages are to be sent. For purposes of requesting/receiving info, it is irrelevant.

· MessageDetailsResponseService + DataProvidedMessageRequestService:

Only relevant when a MS serves as provider in a complex scenario, involving multiple interactions between EIS and several MSs. If in this case, their only objective is retrieving information, not supplying any, then these services are also irrelevant.

As such, none of these services are required in an information retrieval only situation.
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