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Date: 15 January 2015
Dear Colleagues

Subject: CSPCWG10 ACTIONS 26, 28, 38, 41 and 42 – follow-up to Letter 11/2014. 
Thank you to the 18 Working Group members who responded to Letter 11/2014.  As usual, we have consolidated the responses, analysed them and added ‘Chairman’s comments’; see Annex A.

We have almost unanimous agreement with all the proposals. Latvia and US add some valid comments, which lead to minor additions to the proposed text.

There is no need to respond to this Letter if you are content with the minor changes detailed in Annex A. If you do have further comments, please respond by 12 February 2015.

Yours sincerely,
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Re: International Fleet Review [SEC=UNCLASSIFIED]

Chris and Lyn Roberts [chrisandlynr@bigpond.corm]
Tor_Vioatton, Jeff 1R

Thanks Jeff,

That s great news. If you could post a copy to my dad, Don Roberts at 4/120 Wright Street, HURSTVILLE NSW 2220, that would be great as he wil be out there on the
harbour on the review day.

Tll check out the website now.

Spoke to Ron Fumess this morning. He is now 70 and was saying it will be 20 years next year since we moved from North Sydney. Wow!1!! He is pretty well in health
‘and litle involvement with THO matters.

Chris

On 16/09/2013 10:19 AM, Wootton, Jeff MR wrote:
Gday Chris
I have had a chat with Goran and Jenny. and have the following information regarding the Intemational Fleet Review

There will be a chart (half chart) published hopefully this week indicating the positions of allthe warships participating in the Review. | have organised to get a copy of
the chart for you when it is published

No-one that | spoke to was aware of any publication/booklet containing information about the Review being published. The closest thing to such a publication that |
could find was the "offcial” website for the Review

hitp:/fwwnwnavy. gov.aulif
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Jeff Wootton,

Chairman

Annex A: CSPCWG10 Actions 26, 28, 38, 41 and 42 Consolidated Responses (with Chairman’s comments)

Annex B to CSPCWG Letter 01/2015
CSPCWG10 ACTIONS 26, 28, 38, 41 and 42
Consolidated Responses

	WG10 

Action
	Question
	Yes
	No

	26
	a. Do you agree with the proposed addition to B-632.1?
	AU, BR, CL, DE, DK, ESRI, FI, FR, GR, IT, JP, LV,NL, NO, NZ, SE, UK, US, ZA
	

	
	b. Do you agree with the minor change to B-641.3 and renumbering as B-641.5?
	AU, BR, CL, DE, DK, ESRI, FI, FR, GR, IT, JP, LV,NL, NO, NZ, SE, UK, US, ZA
	

	
	c. Do you agree with proposed new specification B-641.3?
	AU, BR, CL, DE, DK, ESRI, FI, FR, GR, IT, JP, LV,NL, NO, NZ, SE, UK, US, ZA 
	

	28
	a. Do you agree with the proposed changes to B-489.1?
	AU, BR, CL, DE, DK, ESRI, FI, FR, GR, IT, JP, LV,NL, NO, NZ, SE, UK, US, ZA
	

	
	b. Do you agree with the proposed changes to B-489.2?
	AU, BR, CL, DE, DK, ESRI, FI, FR, GR, IT, JP, LV,NL, NO, NZ, SE, UK, US, ZA
	

	38
	Do you agree with the proposed new specification B-243.1?
	AU, BR, CL, DE, DK, ESRI, FI, FR, GR, IT, JP, LV,NL, NO, NZ, SE, UK, US, ZA
	

	41
	Do you agree with the proposed addition to B-252.3?
	AU, BR, CL, DE, DK, ESRI, FI, FR, GR, IT, JP, LV,NL, NO, NZ, SE, UK, US, ZA 
	

	42
	a. Do you agree with the proposed changes to B-152?
	AU, BR, CL, DE, DK, ESRI, FI, FR, GR, IT, JP, LV,NL, NO, NZ, SE, UK, US, ZA
	

	
	b. Do you agree with the proposed changes to B-153?
	AU, BR, CL, DE, DK, ESRI, FI, FR, GR, IT, JP, LV,NL, NO, NZ, SE, UK, ZA
	US

	
	c. Do you agree with the proposed changes to CSPCWG Procedures paragraph 4.12?
	AU, BR, CL, DE, DK, ESRI, FI, FR, GR, IT, JP, LV,NL, NO, NZ, SE, UK, US, ZA
	


Comments

LATVIA

Action 38. May be it would be useful to mention here also, where this information can be found in corresponding ENCs (if considered useful), for example  “The same QR codes could be found attached to related ENCs related objects as PICREP attributes”.  

Chairman: At this stage there is no encoding guidance for the inclusion of such information in the S-57 ENC Product Specification (Use of the Object Catalogue for ENC).  While there may be a mechanism whereby this information can be included in ENC (for instance using, as you have suggested, the PICREP attribute), this is yet to be determined by the IHO TSMAD (ENCWG), concurrent to a determination as to whether such information is required for ENC; or can be provided using another mechanism. It is intended that this issue will be discussed at the next TSMAD (ENCWG) meeting.  Once the requirement and methodology is determined, it is likely that any resultant encoding guidance would be included in the Use of the Object Catalogue for ENC with a reference to S-4 – B-243.1, rather than directly in S-4.
Action 41. We could not attend the last meeting unfortunately, so we miss that “meeting considered briefly”, but in our opinion it looks it is “HOs chosen system for NMs” dependent recommendation and must not be misinterpreted by the compiler, that if compiler will add this recommendation to the chart product, that it will be safer. For example, we have all notices in one system (window for the user), one NM publication, including T and P NMs (meaning one place where to look for all NMs for the mariner, also on the internet). In our case, if we add this recommended text, we give the mariner to think that T and P are in other location or publication than normal NMs, and mariner not finding other location (source) to check, will not be sure he has finished updating the chart. We understand that it is a “may” recommendation, but maybe it is also useful to give to compiler a hint, that this recommendation would be useful for example if the T and P NMs are located elsewhere than the normal NMs, at least in one of sources – internet or publication.  

Chairman: It is normal practice to list chart-updating NMs printed on the chart alongside the NM legend – and the mariner is expected to add in manuscript to that list as later chart-updating NMs are applied to the chart. This optional legend is intended to simply remind the user that T & P NMs should also be consulted (wherever they are located, although I believe these would normally be in the same publication as the chart-updating NMs, as you have indicated yours are).

Action 42. B-152 and B-153. Shouldn’t there be also “in” at the end of both paragraphs “...provided it is in accordance with...”.

Chairman: Yes! This will be corrected.
US

Action 26:  Neither NGA nor NOAA use pattern copies.

Action 41:  NOAA does not chart T&P.  NGA does not normally chart T&P, although at times, NGA charts T&P according to the practices of a foreign H.O.

Action 42: The U.S. is concerned that unofficial national versions of INT2 and INT 3 produced by Member States, that include “national variations” (see proposed text for B-152 and B-153) could easily be confused with official versions published by NE [NL] and UK on behalf of the IHB.  Perhaps, S-4 should indicate that the national reference products that vary from the IHO standards for border scales and use of symbols must not display the IHO badge and must not display the product designation “INT 2” or “INT 3”.  Alternatively, the products that include national variations should display a disclaimer indicating that these products contain variations from IHO standards.

NOAA is not sure we understand the intent of the proposed text for Section B-153: 
“However, Member States may create their own reference chart, which must be of a fictitious area, based on INT 3, to show national versions of symbols, provided it is [in] accordance with the guidance in S-4.”

“Based on INT 3”?  Based on INT 3 in what way(s)?  Design (format)?  Symbology?  Use of all INT 1 symbols or a subset of INT 1 symbols? Clear representation of which symbols are INT 1 compliant and what symbols are not?  What constitutes being “based on INT 3?  That could mean anything from changing only to the native language and otherwise copying INT 3 directly or “we produced a product with lots of variations from INT 3 but the product is based on the same idea….showing symbols on a fictitious chart.”

Chairman: I do not think we can legislate to what degree a national chart is based on INT2 or 3. However, I agree such charts must not be labelled as INT or display the IHO seal. We will add this to the draft (see below).
“……[in] accordance with the guidance in S-4”?  If a member state is showing national symbols in their national version, can the product be considered “in accordance with the guidance in S-4?  S-4 is a standard.  “National versions of symbols” are variations not in accordance with the guidance in S-4.  What constitutes “accordance with the guidance in S-4”?

Chairman: While we probably all agree that a common ‘IHO’ symbol set would be advantageous, available resources and history has prevented this. More recently, we have tried to specify more exactly the dimensions of new symbols (see B-110), but we have inherited many national versions of agreed symbols which vary slightly in size, shape and weight, while still being recognizably the same symbols. S-4 and INT3 contain mainly the UK versions, as that HO has taken responsibility for maintaining these publications, but other national versions of INT symbols are equally valid. An HO may therefore wish to print a version of INT3 showing their own versions of INT symbols (as they already do for INT1).
Also:  B-632.1 contains, “The user can stick it on the chart, to cover obsolete details.”  The term, “stick it” is considered offensive in the U.S.  It is primarily used as an insult.  The U.S. recommends changing the term to “apply” or “adhere”.

Chairman: We can change (as a clarification) to ‘The user can apply it to the chart, to cover obsolete details’ to avoid offending US readers.

Additions to B-152 (shown in blue): 
‘...provided it is in accordance with the guidance in B-212 to B-221. Such charts must not be labelled as INT2 or include the IHO seal.’

Additions to B-153 (shown in blue): 
‘... provided it is in accordance with the guidance in S-4. Such charts must not be labelled as INT3 or include the IHO seal.’
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