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	Executive summary 
	The document Identifies:

a) The discrepancy between the present Locode system and the port and port facility in the Member States
b) The possibility to combine facility identification with the second level Locode as a terminal identification inside a port
c) The benefit of this way of organising the identification for ports and terminals.

As an overall solution, proposes that in addition to the UN LOCODEs (Country code and Port Code), the use of a standardised, three-character code as a subsidiary indicator be agreed by all Member States.

	Action to be taken
	As per paragraph 6

	Related documents
	SSN Interface Control Document, Issue 1 Rev 0 section 8.3
UN/Locode (United Nations Code for Trade and Transport Locations)

XML Reference Guide, V 1.63


1. DISCUSSION
1.1
There are practical difficulties in using the UN LOCODEs as currently specified in the Interface Control Document (ICD) (June 2006 edition), in particular:
a) the SSN Interface Control Document Issue 1 Rev 0 section 8.3 requires use of UNLOCODE as a unique location identifier;
b) The UN LOCODE list exists to identify places of trade, where those places meet clearly defined criteria as specified in the UN/Locode Manual

c) Existing conditions support a need for identifiers in addition to those supported by the UN LOCODE list:
a. Non-compliance with VTS (2002/59 Article 8), AIS (2002/59 Article 9),  High Risk Vessels (2002/59 Article 16 and 17), Port Waste, Bulk Carrier and Security Alerts may originate from a terminal or other facility located within a geographically defined LOCODE area, which may not be trade related.
b. The second level Locode may be used to further define a facility as identified in the IMO Facility database. On national level these two can be mapped. 
1.2
There is available possibility in UNLOCODE management that permit further sub‑division and identification of locations within an already identified UNLOCODE area.  Chapter 4 in the UN/Location Code Manual describe this.

From the UK document to the ISWG 3 meeting the following example was given:

“Within the UK, the port of Aberdeen has eight identified locations from where Security Alerts can be generated.  To enable system and end-user management any geographical sub-division of a location must be uniquely identified within the national infrastructure and communicated to SSN, to assist with concise communications between all parties”.
2. Recommendation
Second level Locode Format

To avoid an ambiguity in naming a sub location in a port it will be beneficial to have a unique code that identifies these sub locations. At the same time it should be obvious that this sub location belongs to a specific port, described by the first level Locode as we have today. 
a) In accordance with the UN Recommendation, the location Identifier for a port should be a 2-charcter country code, plus a 3-character port code
b) To have a unique identifier for the sub location inside a port EMSA will propose to use the same format as for the port code, 3 characters as defined for the port code in the UN/Locode Manual.

c) On national level this will also give us the possibility to unify the Facility number used in the ISPS system, operated by IMO, and the terminal identification inside a port by using mapping technique. 

MCA propose
In the MCA (UK) document to ISWG 3 meeting they propose to extend the UNLOCODE Function identifier to incorporate an additional identifier for Emergency Services, this may be incorporated under 0 (other) or a new stream considered suitable and approved by bodies responsible for maintaining the UN list.

EMSA has no obligation to influence the work in UNECE. The nations that participate in the working groups inside UNECE have to bring this up on individual basis for discussion.

3. Timing and Presentation

3.1
To provide clear guidelines for all Member States currently undergoing the process of developing systems for connection to SSN, a decision is required in timely manner.  At the moment we are developing the SSN V1.9 and the flexibility is there to add this functionality. To communicate this type of information the XML Reference Guide has to be slightly modified. If the MS accept the 2 Level Locode as an option, the needed changes of the XML reference Guide will be presented in the Change Management Plan for approval.

4. Risk Implications
4.1
If Member States do not implement a common standard, there will be issues related to tracking and identification of port sub location.  This will prevent Member States from realising all of the benefits associated with the implementation of 2002/59/EC and other Directives in promoting safer navigation and cleaner seas.  

4.2
Failure to agree a common format at this stage could have significant development cost impacts upon all Member States systems and SSN, and to create systems with unique identifiers throughout European waters can fail. 

5. Background

While this potential additional code element deals with the SSN requirement for unique identification of a Maritime Authority delivering notifications or reports, it does not deal with the issue outlined with regards to sub locations. There must therefore be a mechanism for providing a further sub-division of the UNLOCODE, which will of necessity be managed by the National Competent Authority (NCA) for each Member State. To ensure that there is a common understanding between Member States, it is proposed that this becomes a common system of sub-division.  This would assist a competent authority within one Member State  having received an Notification on a particular vessel departing from an other Member State, to enable the tracking back to the point (more accurate location) of data entry either at NCA or Local Competent Authority (LCA) level and so facilitate gathering of information on the vessel prior to its arrival.

This extension of the Locode will not impact MS that prefer to stick to system we have to day, but in will be of great benefit for those that want to organise the port area inside a country are and the terminal area inside a port area. It will also easy the access right problems we have in SSN to day.
6. Action Requested

Member States are invited to note the above proposals and express their views.
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