
INCIDENT REPORTING  
 

from a Member State perspective 

The Swedish view 
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National procedures 

Three main authorites concerned with IR: 

– Swedish Coast Guard 

– Swedish Maritime Administration 

– Swedish Transport Agency 

 

National procedures for Swedish incident reporting 

– IR work ”started” in 2009 (SMA & STA) 

– Initially - no harmonisation between authorities 

– 24/7 at VTS Centre East coast from October 2011 (SMA) 

– National procedures for IR in 2012? (SCG & SMA & STA) 
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National procedures (cont.) 

 Questions & challenges: 
 

 Who is responsible for initiating IRs? 

 When should an IR be sent? 

 When should an IR NOT be sent? 

 How should an IR be sent?  
(What should be reported? What template should be used?) 

 Who should distribute IRs? (incoming & outgoing) 

 

 Detail planning and discussions continue nationally 
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Statistics 

  Received IRs Comments  

2009   29 start and tests 

2010   84* (missing Dec) 

2011   82* (missing Jan-Mar) 

2012 108 until 15 Oct 2012 

2013   ??  
 

* No IRs 29 Nov 2010 – 31 Mar 2011  

4 Note: Displayed statistics are not complete 
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Who sent IRs to Sweden 2010? 

Note: Displayed statistics are not complete 

NL 
49% 

PT 
29% 

SE 
10% 

EL 
5% 

DK 
2% 

LV 
2% 

NO 
1% 

MT 
1% 

IT 
1% 

2010 

NL 41 

PT 24 

SE 8 

EL 4 

DK 2 

LV 2 

NO 1 

MT 1 

IT 1 

100% = 84 
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What types were sent to Sweden 2010? 

Technical failure 65  

Groundings 6  

AIS 3  

VHF/Reporting 2  

Fire 2  

Result PSC 1  

Other 5  

84  

Technical failure 

NL 38 58% (93% of all NL IR) 

PT 22 34% (92% of all PT IR) 

Others 

(EL, LV, MT, NO) 5 8% 

65 

Type of incident 



7 Note: Displayed statistics are not complete 

DK 
28% 

FI 
16% 

EE 
13% 

NL 
12% 

MT 
5% 

SE 
5% 

DE 
4% 

EE 
4% 

NO 
4% 

PL 
3% 

IE 
2% 

IS 
2% 

LV 
1% 

Unknown 
1% 2011 

DK 23 

FI 13 

EE 11 

NL 10 

MT 4 

SE 4 

DE 3 

EE 3 

NO 3 

PL 2 

IE 2 

IS 2 

LV 1 

Unknown 1 

82 

Who sent IRs to Sweden 2011? 
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FI 
42% 

SE 
16% 

DK 
14% 

DE 
8% 

NL 
8% 

PL 
4% 

NO 
4% 

EE 
2% 

IS 
1% 

EL 
1% 

2012 

FI 45 

SE 17 

DK 15 

DE 9 

NL 9 

PL 5 

NO 4 

EE 2 

IS 1 

EL 1 

108 

Who sent IRs to Sweden 2012? 
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IR forms differs a lot from MS to MS 

 

 

Findings & observations  
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IR forms differs a lot from MS to MS 

 

– Are IR forms in the Annexes of IR Guideline 

needed/requested? Minimum requested information? 

– Some reports are made direct from systems. 

– OK to combine IR with internal reports?  

– Language? 

 

Findings & observations  
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Selecting and distributing to correct 

recipients has improved 

– At start – ALL recipients were chosen 

– Now, better selection procedures at MS level 

– Future - only one recipient per MS.  

NCA (24/7) responsibility? 

 

Findings & observations  
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E-mail notice of IR 

– At start – nothing was revealed in the e-mail 

• Needed SSN log-in for collecting/downloading IR 

• Time consuming  

• Some difficulty with availability and log-in 

– Desired IR web tool update 28 Nov 2011 

• Clear overview of IR details 

• Simpler search possibilities 

• Time saving and quicker actions 

Findings & observations  
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• Type of IR unclear 

– Is it a SITREP, POLREP, OTHER? 

– Need for type categorisation of IR?  

Technical (XML?) / operational? 

 

• Date and time format  

– Date and time should be standardised  

– Unclear if date and time of report or incident 

Findings & observations 

Details of IR forms 
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• Position 

– Lat/Long OK but time consuming  

(Where did the incident happen?) 

– Propose to add geographical name and distance 

 

• Port of destination & Port of departure  

– What is the ship’s planned route?   

– Use geographical name + UN/LoCode (eg. Brunsbüttel (DEBRB)  

– Port of destination important for further distribution nationally (PSC) 

 

Findings & observations 

Details of IR forms 
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Summary & Conclusions 

• More IRs but better recipient selection 

• IR forms differ 

• Focus on purpose of IR:  

– Monitoring ships posing a potential hazard  

– Technical repairs are normal and ships repairing technical problems 

are normally not a hazard 

– Distribute IRs to those who may need the information 

• Use port of destination/port of departure (UN LoCode) 

• National cooperation important (PSC & pollution response) 

• Seek synergies with eg. Thetis 
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To be avoided when using IR correct.... 

Monica Sundklev 
 

Swedish Transport Agency 

Maritime Department 

Direct: +46 10 495 33 36  

Mobile: +46 767 21 10 49  
Monica.sundklev@transportstyrelsen.se 


