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	Executive summary 
	In follow-up to the action arising from SSN.W9, explores improvements for MRS data exchange through SafeSeaNet, underlining the purpose and benefits.

	Action to be taken
	As per section 5, proposals include how to exchange current MRS information not covered by SSN and future meetings between EMSA and with MS MRS authorities.

	Related documents
	a. SSN Report and EMSA action 10/IX.5, 

b. Directive 2002/59/EC and the ICD.

c. SSN.9/9/1, Resolution MSC.43(64) Guidelines & Criteria for Ship Reporting Systems.

d. NAV.54/25 sec 3.1. (NAV Report)


1. INTRODUCTION
This is a follow-up to a discussion and action out of SSN.W9.

EMSA has already opened discussions with the MS participating in the WETREP system, with a view to identifying their needs within the future SSN system.

There is a requirement for the exchange of MRS data between MS in accordance with Article 14 of Directive 2002/59/EC. A key objective of the Directive is to obtain accurate knowledge about the carriage dangerous or polluting goods and other information about ships in EU waters (ICD Table 1). The rules and content of MRS messages exchanged within SSN are given in the ICD and XML RG.

Unfortunately, much less progress has been made by MS in making their MRS notifications through SSN than for other types of information.

MRSs are a component of EU-wide arrangements of mostly ad hoc routine reporting systems; other contributors being VTS, non-mandatory or voluntary reporting systems and automatic reporting systems (AIS, LRIT and perhaps also VMS and some IMO routeing requirements). 
A list of current and pending MRS is attached at Annex (which can be amended or added to in future).

2.
BENEFITS OF MRS EXCHANGE IN SSN IN ADDITION TO AIS
Though an attractive aspiration objective, there is no immediate prospect for substitution of MRS with AIS information, (as also concluded in the IMO NAV 54 Sub-Committee). There is no magic AIS bullet! MRS information is different because they are supported principally by coast radar and can therefore provide information on non-AIS targets often integrated and processed together with AIS, RDF and voice information. There is an additional data quality benefit provided through the verification of information through use of radar systems (and ship details sometimes verified against a national database). One stop shop principles should be applied as far as possible to the range of MRSs, achieved through agreed message content and sharing of that information. MRSs across straights or international waterways have a role in verifying ships’ position (by radar) and identity details. This role could be extended to more users through SSN.

Further potential benefits of MRS as distinct from AIS are as follows:

· Compliance with 2002/59/EC

· Integrated with SSN (initially through the web) and exchange of reports for multilateral systems (i.e. WETREP)

· Promotion of harmonised reporting based upon IMO/Directive standards.

· More users able to take earlier precautionary actions and risk mitigation by more (SSN) users.

· Reduced broadcasts of persons on board and cargo details over open radio channels – The information may already be available from other MRS via SSN.

· Reduced demand for new MRS – Information already available through AIS/SSN.

· Better verification of AIS positions through use of radar-based MRS/VTS systems.

· Better compliance by shipping of all routeing measures (TSSs, MRSs etc.) through: harmonised reporting information aligned closely with IMO cargo requirements; leading to: 

· improved, eased burden upon shipping through more harmonised promulgation of requirements aligned with directive/IMO requirements.

· More standardised content of MRS reports (POB and cargo), used to enrich AIS/LRIT data for improved visual situation awareness at national/regional/EU level (e.g. STIRES).

In addition to the MRS reports, information on ships not in non-compliance with MRS are notified/exchanged to users through SSN alerts.

3.
LIMITATIONS IN THE CURRENT SSN MRS MESSAGE
Given the Directive’s supporting requirement to exchange MRS information, from a brief analysis and previous discussions with MS it can perhaps be concluded that the information that is currently exchanged may not fully support the needs and purposes of all users. Principally, these needs fall into two categories. The first involves benefiting the MS operating the WETREP system, by providing them with a system of communicating between them the WETREP reports received from ships, better than fax or e-mail alternatives. The second is the benefit (and principle) of minimising duplicating the reporting of information by ships as they passes through a second or more MRS. The content, should be kept to the minimum necessary and it is possible via SSN, for such messages to offer additional information as an attached file, on request.

The objectives are broadly in line with the requirements of the Directive, but are not necessarily all covered by the currently agreed SSN message and/or the application for querying or searching SSN to retrieve the information from or through the EIS. 
4.
A POTENTIAL WAY FORWARD

Most MRS were established using marine radio communications (telegraphy/telephony) supported by radar; and have experienced increased efficiency through use of shore-based AIS networks for detection, identification and other details. Such arrangements do not however in most cases satisfy the total requirement for information from MRS and Directive perspectives. 

With the need to limit the impact on the current SSN systems and consequently upon the MS’ own systems, communications for additional information should continue in basic compliance with the Directive using telephone, facsimile, etc. However, it has been made clear at these meetings (and a requirement of Article 14) that such methods be replaced by more automated, computerised means. It would therefore be appropriate to explore improving the message and/or application through SafeSeaNet, also recognising the contribution being made by AIS information. EMSA is prepared to provide support for future discussions with those MS operating MRS.

5.
ACTIONS PROPOSED

From the reasons given above and from the discussions at previous SSN meetings, the following actions are proposed for EMSA and/or MS as appropriate:

a.
Member States shall exchange MRS information through the current SSN, using telephone/facsimile, or pdf or XML format (though the XML may be improved in the future)

b.
To maximise the benefits of mandatory reporting system message information, EMSA will undertake a process of separate or group discussions (through meetings) with the Member States’ authorities responsible for mandatory reporting systems, beginning when practicable; with the objectives being to:

(i) properly identify the needs of all MS MRS users; and 

(ii) from it utilise and harness the best available information and with a proper understanding of the business logic of each MRS.

c.
On completion of the above exercise, EMSA will convene a meeting of all the mandatory reporting system (current and planned) Member States to in order to:



(i) establish a common basis for information exchange which ideally should be aligned with the Directive and SSN;

(ii) explore revised user requirements for the benefit of SSN users and if necessary, to recommend and plan for the sharing of additional information through SSN; and

(iii) identify if necessary, improvements through proposals designed to amend the current Directive.
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FINLAND, 
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ITALY, SLOVENIA ITALY, SLOVENIA

PORTUGAL, 

SPAIN, 

FRANCE, 

IRELAND, UK, 

BELGIUM

SPAIN ICELAND

PORTUGAL (in 

force 1 Jan 2009)

N.A. 

(GREENLAND)

Telegraphy

Telephone(alternative) Function Information required

SPPRDRFRDGHSMP

State in full Type of report

Type of report:Sailing planPosition 

reportDeviation reportFinal 

reportDangerous goods 

reportHarmful substances 

reportMarine pollutants report

GDANREP MSC 

249 (83)

Ouessrep MSC 52 (66) 

amended MSC Res. 

251(83)

Gibrep (MSC 

63/67)

Finrep (MSC 

(63/67)

GBT (MSC 

63/67) (Great 

Belt)

BONIFREP (MSC 

73/69)

Caldovrep (MSC 

85/70) Amended 

MSC Res. 

251(83)

Off Les 

Casquests (MSC 

110/73) amended 

MSC Res. 

251(83)

GOFREP (MSC 

139/76)

ADRIREP (MSC 

139/76) 1st.Report

ADRIREP (MSC 

139/76) furhter 

reports

WETREP (MSC 

190/79)

CANREP (MSC 

213/81)

Transrep 

MSC.250(83) 

Iceland

COPREP (Subject 

to adoption by 

MSC).

GREENPOS (MSC 

126/75)

Give in full

Any other report

A

Ship(alpha) Ship

Name and call sign or shipstation 

identity, and flag

B

Time(bravo)

Date and time 

ofevent

A 6 digit group giving day 

ofmonth(first two digits), hoursand 

minutes (last four digits).If other than 

UTC state timezone used.

C

Position(charlie) Position

A 4-digit group giving latitude in 

degrees and minutes suffixed with 

N(north) or S(south) and a 5-digit 

group giving longitude in degrees and 

minutes suffixed with E(east) or 

D

Position(delta) Position

True bearing (first 3 digits) 

anddistance(state distance)in nautical 

miles from a clearly identified 

landmark (state landmark)

E

Course(echo) True course A 3 digit group

F

Speed(foxtrot)

Speed in knots 

and tenths of 

knots

A 3 digit group

G

Departed(golf) Port of departure Name of last port of call

H

Entry(hotel)

Date time 

andpoint of entry 

into system

Entry time expressed as in (B) and 

entry position expressed as in (C) or 

(D)

I

Destination andEe-Tee-

Ay(india)

Destination 

andexpected time 

ofarrival

Name of port and date time group 

expressed as in (B)

Also the ETD 

from this port is 

requested

no ETA no ETA

J

Pilot(juliet) Pilot

State whether a deep sea or local 

pilot is on board

K

Exit(kilo)

Date, time 

andpoint of exit 

from system

Exit time expressed as in (B) and exit 

position expressed as in (C) or (D)

L

Route(lima) Route information Intended track

M

Radio -

communications(mike)

Radio -

communications

State in full names of 

stations/frequencies guarded

N

Next report(november) Time of nextreport Date time group expressed as in (B)

O

Draught(oscar)

Maximum 

presentstatic 

draught inmetres

4 digit group giving metres and 

centimetres

P

Cargo(papa) Cargo

Cargo and brief details of any 

dangerous cargoes includingharmful 

substances and gases thatcould 

endanger persons or theenvironment 

(See detailedreporting requirements)

Non-verbal means 

permitted

Q

Defect, 

damage,deficiency,limitatio

ns(quebec)

Defects/damage/d

eficiencies/otherli

mitations

Brief details of defects, damage, 

deficiencies or other limitations(See 

detailed reporting requirements)

R

pollution(romeo)

Description 

ofpollution 

incidentor 

observation

Brief details, including type of 

pollution (oil, chemicals, etc.)position 

expressed as in (C) or(D) (See 

detailed reportingrequirements)

S

Weather(sierra)

Weather 

conditions

Brief details of weather and sea 

conditions prevailing

T

Agent(tango)

Ship's 

representative

Details of name and particularsof 

ship's representative forprovision of 

information (Seedetailed reporting 

requirements)

U

Size and type(uniform) Ship size and type

Details of length, breadth,tonnage, 

and type, etc., asrequired

V

Medic(victor) Medical personnel

Doctor, physician's assistant,nurse, 

personnel without medical training

W

Persons(whiskey)

Total number 

ofpersons on 

board

State number

X

Remarks(X-ray) Miscellaneous

Any other information -including, as 

appropriate, brief details of incident 

and of other ships involved either in 

incident, assistance or salvage 

(Seedetailed reporting requirements)

Bunker if over 

5000 and 

navigational 

status

Bunker if over 5000 

and navigational 

status

Bunker if over 

5000 and 

navigational 

status

Bunker if over 

5000 and 

navigational 

status

bunker if over 

5000 tonnes

Bunker if over 

5000 and 

navigational 

status

Bunker if over 

5000 and 

navigational 

status

Only given as 

miscellaneous 

infomration when 

requested

Y

Relay(yankee)

Request to 

relayreport to 

anothersystem, 

e.g.,AMVER, 

AUSREP 

,JASREP, 

MAREP, etc.

Content of report
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