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Date 14 July 2015
Dear Colleagues
Subject: NCWG1 Actions 15 and 29 (Covered berths and Buildings above water)
This letter deals with Actions relating to S-4 Part B Section 300. 

The draft new paragraph B-321.9 was originally the subject of CSPCWG10 Action 21 and subsequent letters 10 and 14/2014. These resulted in the need for further discussion at NCWG1, the outcome of which is recorded at Annex A, along with a revised proposal for your consideration.

The draft new paragraph B-370.9 results from a paper (CSPCWG11-08.11A) submitted by Indonesia. This is an entirely new draft, based on the discussions at NCWG1.

Please respond to this letter by 15 September 2015, using the response form at Annex B.

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
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Jeff Wootton,

Chair NCWG.

Annex A: Covered Berths and Buildings In or Over the Water
Annex B: Response form
Annex A to NCWG 04/2015
Covered Berths and Buildings In or Over the Water
1. Extract from NCWG1 Report:

8.1 Covered berths – further considerations (AU)
Docs:
CSPCWG11-08.1A
Covered berths – further considerations

Chair presented his paper on covered berths. It was agreed that: 

· covered berths utilising urban tint (grey infill) would have a black line (thinner than coastline) surrounding the building and a black line (thicker than coastline, as INT1 F13 second example) to show a detached wharf under the canopy.

· An additional paragraph is required to explain how covered berths should be charted for charts using shadow line without infill for buildings, in accordance with recommendation 1 of the paper and sketches made during discussions. An example should be shown in S-4.

· No requirement to include new entries in INT1.

ACTION NCWG1-15: Secretary to extend draft for covered berths as agreed and circulate to WG members.

The original specification circulated under CSPCWG Letter 10/2014 was:

B-321.9 
A covered berth should be labelled by an appropriate descriptive legend or name, for example: ‘Covered wharf’; ‘Hull All-Weather Terminal’. Transparent urban tint (see B-370.4) may be inserted over the charted hydrography so that any shallow water tint shows through. A vertical clearance (see B-380.1-2) should be shown, if known. 
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A profile diagram may be included if considered useful (see B-390).
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Proposed new specification B-321.9:

B-321.9 
A covered berth should be labelled by an appropriate descriptive legend or name, for example: ‘Covered wharf’; ‘Hull All-Weather Terminal’. Transparent urban tint (see B-370.4), representing the roof, may be inserted over the charted hydrography so that any shallow water tint shows through. A vertical clearance (see B-380.1-2) should be shown, if known. The urban tint should be surrounded by a black line, finer than coastline.
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If it is required to show a detached wharf under the roof, this should be a black line, bolder than coastline (as F13, right hand example).
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If a transparent urban tint is not possible, then the building should be charted in accordance with national practice for buildings (D1) with land tint, associated legend and clearance height. If required, the depth of water at the berth should be shown in parenthesis, for example (2.4m).
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A profile diagram may be included if considered useful (see B-390).
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2. Extract from NCWG1 Report:

8.11 Houses above the water (ID)
Docs: 
CSPCWG11-08.11A
Symbolisation of Houses above the water

Dyan Primana Sobaruddin (ID) presented the paper on houses (generically ‘Buildings’) above water, likening the situation to mangrove areas (real-world intertidal area, but may show as ‘solid’ on radar returns). He showed some examples of different methods of depicting such areas on paper charts. He also pointed out that S-58 produces a ‘logical consistency error’ for showing built up areas in the water, despite it being the case that such areas exist. Chair agreed that this is an inaccurate assumption in S-58 and needs to be corrected. The meeting agreed that such areas should be charted as built up areas (by urban tint or ‘shadow-line’ building blocks, depending on national practice) or individual building blocks if more appropriate, in the same way as other built-up areas. In the case of using urban stipple, this should be over intertidal tint if transparency is possible. If using shadow line, then land tint would be used. The real coastline should be shown as normal in both cases and the outer limit of the built-up area delimited with a dashed line.

ACTION NCWG1-29: Secretary to draft new paragraph on ‘Buildings above water’ at B-370 and circulate to WG.

ACTION NCWG1-30: Chair (in consultation with ID) to prepare paper to ENCWG and S-100WG (S-101PT) to review encoding in ENC, portrayal and logical consistency error in S-58.

Proposed new specification B-370.9:

B-370.9 
Buildings in or over the water.  Buildings are sometimes erected in or over the water, beyond the coastline. These may be individual buildings, sometimes of a specialized nature, such as a fort, or an extension of urban areas on piles or stilts. In the latter case, it may be possible for small vessels to navigate amongst (or even under) the buildings, while it represents an impenetrable mass for larger vessels and appears to the eye or on radar images as apparent coastline. This is similar, in some respects, to the situation with mangroves, see B-312.4, and merits similar treatment.

In general, the same principles as for buildings on land should be followed. Individual buildings should be charted in outline with land tint if scale allows, or by symbols if the chart scale is too small (D5 or an appropriate selection from E). Urban areas should be charted in the same way as urban areas on land, depending on national practice: that is as building blocks with ‘shadow line’ or using urban tint (see B-370.4). If using building blocks, they should be filled with land tint and an explanatory legend such as ‘houses above water’, or equivalent, should be inserted. If using urban tint, if possible it should be ‘transparent’ so that the intertidal or shallow water tint remains visible. The high water line should be charted as coastline (C1 or C2, as appropriate) and the outer boundary of the urban area as a fine dashed line (similar to C32/33).

For covered berths, see B-321.9. For houseboats, see B-330.
Annex B to NCWG 04/2015
Consistency of information on paper chart and ENCs 
Response Form

(please return to CSPCWG Secretary by 15 September 2015)

andrew.coleman@ukho.gov.uk
	
	Question
	Yes
	No

	1
	Do you agree with the revised wording and graphics for the new paragraph B-321.9?
	
	

	2
	Do you agree with the draft new paragraph B-370.9?
	
	


Further comments:

Name:

Member State:
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