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10th CHRIS MEETING

Singapore, 30 October – 1 November 1998

69th MEETING OF THE MARITIME SAFETY COMMITTEE OF THE IMO

London, UK, 11-20 May 1998

Comments by RAdm. N.R. GUY, IHB Director, on the Note MSC 69 /5/3 presented by Italy:


« The IHO is sympathetic to the concerns expressed by the delegate from Italy but Member States of the IHO are seriously concerned over the implications of this proposal.  The words used by the distinguished delegate such as competition, trade, restraint of trade, and anti-trust laws do not appear in the IHO Hydrographic Dictionary and are terms not normally used by Hydrographic Offices.


For over two hundred years, the Hydrographic Offices of Member States of the IHO, all who are represented here in a different capacity, have provided a service to the best of their ability without much regard to cost.


As all present are aware hydrographic products are NOT the same as other maritime and navigational aids, as mentioned by the delegate from Italy, in that individual interpretation is possible at all stages, during survey, data management, compilation and maintenance of the product.  The IHO is only interested in the Mariner receiving a product that does not necessarily have to show a profit and that the service-provider is willing and able to accept the responsibility and if necessary the liability for his product.


Secondly, the Performance Standards for ECDIS will have to be amended as a result of this proposal.  In addition, the IHO Transfer Standard is frozen for another two years and the IHO ECDIS Working Groups are constantly assessing requested changes for inclusion in the ECDIS Maintenance Document.  In accordance with IMO Resolution A.817(19) the IHO must be consulted on any proposed amendments to the Performance Standards for ECDIS.  This has not occurred with this proposal.


Thirdly, although the ECDIS Working Groups have not met this year as yet, the Bureau has been formally requested by the Hydrographic Commission of the Caribbean Sea and the Gulf of Mexico , during its 3rd Conference in Fort-de-France, last month, in a decision as follows and I quote :

Considering the note submitted by Italy to the 69th session of the IMO Maritime Safety Committee on the definition of official charts,

Noting IMO Resolution A.817 (19) on the performance standards for ECDIS, which provides for prior consultation of IHO on any proposed amendments,

Expresses its opposition to the content of the Italian note

Invites the IHB to request IMO that the matter be referred by Italy to the IHO .

The States represented at this Conference, which unanimously approved the above decision, were :  Canada, Colombia, Cuba, France, Granada, Guyana, Haiti, Jamaica, the Netherlands, Saint Lucia, Trinidad and Tobago, the United Kingdom and the USA.

In accordance therefore with IMO Resolution A.817(19), it is formally requested that Italy be advised to forward their proposal to the IHO for consideration by its ECDIS and  Charting Working Groups before any further submissions are made to the IMO. »

44th Session of the IMO Sub-Committee on Safety

of Navigation (NAV 44)

London, UK, 20-24 July 1998

The 44th Session of the Sub-Committee on Safety of Navigation was held at the International Maritime Organisation Headquarters in London from 20-24 July 1998.  Mr. K . Polderman (Netherlands) was Chairman of the Meeting and Radm. N. R. Guy (IHB Director) represented the IHO. Of the 59 State Delegations at the Meeting, 17 included representatives from their Hydrographic Services. In addition representatives from 26 Intergovernmental Organisations and one United Nations Specialised Agency attended.

The Agenda included a number of items of importance to IHO Member States and some of the more important items are as follows:

a) Routeing of ships, (Item 3)

b) Revision of SOLAS Chapter V (Item 5)

c) World-wide Radionavigation Systems (Item 7.1)

d) Electronic Chart Display and Information Systems (Item 7.2)

e) Polar Navigation (AOB)

The main issues were the Italian proposal to amend SOLAS Chapter V and to consider the many papers relating to the proposed RCDS Performance Standard.

The Italian proposal had been considered by the Maritime Safety Committee at its 69th Meeting (London, 11-20 May 1998)  and this Meeting recommended that the proposal be referred to the IHO for comment. The IHB has sent out Circular letter  No. 33/1998 and CHRIS 1/1998 in this regard and will be able to co-ordinate and submit the IHO responses to the NAV 45 meeting to be held in1999. The matter was eventually not discussed and held over for NAV 45. 

The recommendations of IMO/IHO Harmonization Group on ECDIS (HGE), the IHO and the papers submitted by Australia, France, Ireland, Norway, the Russian Federation, Singapore, the United Kingdom and the United States on a Performance Standard for RCDS were referred to the Technical Working Group that met during that week. The TWG noted that the HGE had reconsidered the RCDS Performance Standard that had been referred back to them by NAV 43 and a Draft IMO Safety of Navigation circular detailing the differences between RCDS and ECDIS. It also noted the results of the informal meeting on HGE matters held by the IHO and the recommendations from both of these meetings.

The veracity of the trials conducted by a number of the States and in particular the trials conducted on a simulator by the Russian Federation was studied. A Drafting Group was formed to consider the content of these trials and to formulate, if possible, a revised Standard. This was done and the comments from the various trials incorporated into the IHO proposal that the standard form a “Mode of Operation” in the ECDIS Performance Standard. As the Russian Federation, Norway and Italy felt that it should be a stand-alone standard. The positions of these delegations was reserved for both the Working Group and the Final Plenary Session.

To be able to meet the SOLAS carriage requirement, the proposal included a requirement for an adequate folio of paper charts to be used in conjunction when the RCDS was operated in this mode. Norway was opposed to the IHO proposal as they felt that when the ECDIS equipment was operated in this manner, the Mode of Operation, as Appendix 7 of the ECDIS Performance Standard, would not in itself be a Performance Standard. The Final Plenary voted by 38 to 5 to recommend to the 70th Meeting of the Maritime safety Committee that this proposal be approved. 

The opportunity was also taken to recommend an amendment  to paragraph 10.5.7 of the ECDIS Performance Standard as it was felt that ECDIS should provide an alarm, and not just an indication, when the input from the position-fixing system is lost. This was discovered when developing the RCDS Mode of Operation.

Most of the delegates to the Working Group felt that adequate trials had been conducted in regard to RCDS but a number of delegates felt that further trials should be conducted. The IHO requested therefore that if any further trials were to be conducted they should be undertaken against the criteria established in a testbed developed by HGE. The Working group recommended this to the Plenary Session and the IHB will submit a paper to the next MSC requesting permission for HGE meetings to be held to consider this.

The HGE had also been tasked by NAV 43 to reconsider “Guidelines for ECS”. HGE was unable to achieve consensus on the matter and had reported this to NAV 44. The IHO meeting on HGE matters had also considered the issue and advised NAV 44 that if there was to be some form of guidelines they  should rather take the form of “Advise on  the use of ECS”. The Working group decided to report to the Plenary Session that no further consideration be given to the matter and the Plenary Session endorsed this recommendation.

A UK proposal on  an IMO Safety of Navigation Circular dealing with guidelines on the safety aspects of the use of and of the notice given on charts of different geodetic datum was also considered by the Working Group. The IHO pointed out that many of its Member States were in fact doing this as a matter of course. The IHO requested that the matter be referred to them for comment. This was the recommendation of the Working Group, which was then approved by the Plenary.

A number of general issues of interest to Member States are as follows:

a) The Meeting noted the information given by IEC on the need for amendments to the various IMO resolutions concerning Global Navigation Satellite Systems (GNSS) to bring them into line with developments since these resolutions were adopted.

b) The US advised the meeting that GPS would not be affected by the computer problems related to the year 2000.

c) Routeing systems and traffic separation schemes were considered with varying results.

-
Peru was requested to furnish improvements on the delineation and description of  their scheme. Peru undertook to resubmit a revised scheme for MSC 71 in May 1999.

-
The UK proposed an “Area to be avoided” in the Dover Strait and this was recommended to MSC.

-
The voluntary implementation of proposals by SIGTTO and INTERTANKO for amendments to the traffic separation scheme through the Straits of Malacca and Singapore would be monitored and depending on their success the littoral States may propose amendments to the routeing measures and ship-reporting system.

-
The new Report on the IMO Rules and regulations on Navigation in the Strait of Instanbul, the strait of Canakkale and the Marmara Sea could not be completed during this Session. Part of the Report was however was published to which Turkey objected. The matter would be considered again by the Working Group on Ships’ Routeing during the 70th MSC Meeting.

d) The Sub-Committee considered and recommended a Draft IMO Safety of Navigation Circular on guidance for ships transiting archipelagic  waters. A number of amendments to COLREGs in this connection were also considered. Members should submit comment before NAV 45. 

__________

