
 

 
Page 1 of 4 

 

 

Lisbon, 12 March 2009 

Ref: C.2.2/Statistics/Feb09 

SafeSeaNet monthly report 

February 2009 
1 - Background Information 

The purpose of the monthly report is to present the latest specific measurable elements and figures, 
thereby providing a picture of the current status of SafeSeaNet. It is a global overview of the status 
of the system, and is complemented by more detailed Member State reports which are also sent to 
each country individually on a bi-annual basis. The report is made available to EMSA, the Commission 
and the Member States for their further analysis. It provides statistical information on both the 
quantity and quality of data exchanged, and the main objective is to inform MSs of areas where 
performance should be improved. 

The monthly reporting sequence will be terminated in March. Instead, a quarterly report (first issue 
on 1st of July 2009) will be sent to SSN users, and this will mainly address data quality issues. 

2 - Type of Information 

2.1 – SSN Notifications 

Table 1 shows the type and number of notifications sent to SSN in February 2009 by reporting 
country, and also shows the type of interface used for providing the data (Web-based or automatic 
XML-based). Fig. 1 shows the evolution in the number of notifications sent in the last year. 
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Fig. 1 - EU SSN Notifications (Feb.08-Feb.09) 

 
Table 1 - SSN Notifications (Feb.2009) 

EMSA comment – The number of 
notifications received by SSN remained 
above 3 million after reaching this level 
in January. MSs are using the Web less 
and less for providing information. EMSA 
strongly encourages MSs to provide data 
by automatic means, as the Web-based 
option will be phased-out by 2010. Spain 
began sending Ship (MRS) notifications 
in February. 
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2.2 – SSN Requests 

Table 2 shows the type and number of requests made to SSN in February 2009 by reporting country, 
with the type of interface also identified. Fig. 2 illustrates the monthly evolution in the number of 
requests made during 2008. 

 
Table 2 - SSN Requests (Feb.2009) 
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Fig. 2 - SSN Requests (Feb.08-Feb.09) 

EMSA comment – For the first time, 
the requests made to SSN exceeded 
one hundred thousand in a single 
month. 95% of requests were made 
via XML by Finland, Norway, and 
Romania. In general, all MSs are 
querying SSN, although not yet on a 
daily basis. EMSA is confident that this 
situation will improve, and that MSs 
will begin to use SSN more frequently 
as a reliable system for monitoring and 
exchanging maritime data, after 
STIRES becomes available in July. 

3 - Member States Status  

3.1 – SSN Participating Countries 

 

Fig. 3 - MS Current Status (Feb. 2009) 

SS
N

 p
ar

tic
ip

at
in

g 
co

un
tri

es

0

4

8

12

16

20

24

 
Fig. 4 - SSN Implementation (Feb. 2009) 

Legend: 
Countries participating in SSN through XML 

 Countries participating in SSN through the Web 
 Countries ready to participate in SSN 

Countries not participating in SSN 
Landlocked countries   

EMSA comment – There were no changes in the status of participating countries during February. 
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3.2 – Status of Implementation per Type of Notification 

Table 3 summarises the current status of MS notifications using XML and provides information on 
planning related to production and commissioning activities. 

 
Notes: Updated: February 2009 

Yes Participating, sending notifications 

Ready Passed the “commissioning” tests that certify national compliance with SSN but not yet using the system 

No No connection to SSN 

(*) Countries participating using the Web interface 

Table 3 - Status of Implementation per SSN Country 

EMSA comment – Greece is conducting the commissioning tests for Port, Hazmat and Ship 
(AIS/MRS) messages and Slovenia has conducted the commissioning tests for Alerts. 

4 - Data Quality  

4.1. – Port Notifications 

Fig. 5 presents the results of data quality checks by comparing the information available from 
external data sources (port authority web pages, Lloyds Maritime Intelligence Unit and Sea-Web) with 
that available in SSN. 100% means that all information has been reported to SSN. The results are 
based on a sample of 10 notifications per country (chosen randomly). 
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Fig. 5 - Port Notifications vs External Sources (Feb. 2009) 
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EMSA comment – Only 10 out of 23 MSs providing Port notifications are reporting all of the required 
information. 

 

4.2. - Availability of Details in Messages 
 

4.2.1 – Ship details 

Fig. 6 shows the availability of details in Ship notifications. The results are shown per country, 
together with the monthly average. The results are based on a sample of 5 notifications per country 
(chosen randomly). 
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Fig. 6 - Availability of Ship Details (Feb. 2009) 

EMSA comment – The average availability of Ship details in February was 89%, but there are still 
MSs with 0% availability (Iceland, Italy and Sweden). Iceland has already corrected this situation. 

 

4.2.2 – Hazmat details 

As can be seen in Table 1, there is a huge variation in the number of Hazmat notifications provided 
by individual MSs. This makes it difficult to develop meaningful statistics for the availability of Hazmat 
details. However, in order to be able to obtain a global indication of the availability of Hazmat details 
during February, the MSS analysed a sample of up to 5 submissions per MS (chosen randomly) and 
noted that, on average, they were present in 78% of notifications, although 3 countries recorded 0% 
availability (Cyprus, Italy and Sweden). 


