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	Executive summary 


	This document shows the outcomes of the checks which has been done to the previous IR forms presented by Italy, according to the observations represented and agreed by the group (see the final Report of 2nd IRWG on Dec.14th 2010). 

	Action to be taken
	As per paragraph 4.

	Related documents
	a. art.16 and 17 of Directive 2002/59 (as amended) by Directive 2009/17;

b. Incident Report Messages Guidelines ; 

c. Terms of reference for the SSN Working Group on “Incident Reports”
d. 1st and 2nd IRWG reports.



1. INTRODUCTION
During the 1st Incident Report WG it was agreed among the MSs, Italian delegation and Emsa representatives the following items: 
a. Need that all MS have to use the same forms  for each type of incident report , which contains all the useful details regarding an incident,
b. Need to update the existing IR forms to include the new case of “Others” (see the ToR), 

c. Need that all the forms should be provided in English language to make the content immediately available to the MS,

EMSA has consequently given to Italy the task of “Revision of the Incident Reports Forms” (Action point 1).

Accordingly with this, Italy, during the 2nd IRWG, presented the new form SITREP, POLREP, Waste and L/F containers which have been changed in order to improve  their usability and compatibility with the technical and operational requirements together with the introduction of the new cases of “Others” (see the ToR), and the revision of the whole set of revised incident report forms. 
Italy had only the possibility to list the whole set of revised incident reports but just only the SITREP one was possible to analyze because of lack of time.

According to the changes outlined during the presentation of the SITREP form the IR Group agreed that:
a. The XML messages and data requested in the forms must be harmonised (SITREP, POLREP, Waste and L/F containers) and if any additional amendment is identified as required a proposal covering both the XML and the paper forms needs to be presented. The XML IR type “others” will keep the current format until otherwise decided with the forms acting as guidance to the completion of the free text section. 

b. The forms with an IMO background (like SITREP) should be as close as possible to the IMO forms. 

c. The same forms have to be in the SSN web interface and the guidelines, 

d. The forms have to be digitalised, 

e. SE and IT will revise (action 10) the forms according to the above. Deadline should coincide with the final revised version of guidelines (action 5). 
2. OUTCOME OF THE REQUESTED ACTIONS

As a result of what has been requested during the 2nd IRWG, Italy has:

· Checked the changes of each form and verified what changes present an impact on the corresponding XML message:
	Type Incident Forms
	Number of changes that have an impact on the XML RG;

	SITREP
	11

	POLREP
	0*

	WASTE
	0*

	L/F CONTAINERS
	0*


(*) The analysis of the SITREP form against the XML message has led to a necessary revision of the occurrence of certain attributes and to insert a new one attribute. This further impact due to the over mentioned proposal, besides the one already known concerning the issue related the correction of inconsistencies, could cause an high effort but we think that this is necessary in order to:

· Favorite an appropriate compatibility with the operational and technical needs;

· Improve the usability of the incident messages through XML;

· Begin to standardize the content of the incident messages.

Moreover, further analysis of the proposed SITREP form as requested, has allowed us to produce a new version of the form, attached in ANNEX 1.

The Incident form “POLREP” (in ANNEX 2), “WASTE” (in ANNEX 3) and “L/F CONTAINERS” (in ANNEX 4) proposed during the 2nd IRWG, as you can see in the above table, do not involve changes to the structure of their correlated XML messages. 
The same study carried out with the SITREP form, which takes in account the over mentioned technical and operational needs, should be done with the other three forms. Unfortunately, due to fact that the major part of the human resource have been employed for the implementation of italian SSN2, we didn’t have enough time to analyze the other forms taking in consideration the same study. However, we are available to continue to analyze the remaining IR FORMS, compatible with human resources that will disposable for that purpose.
· For each type of Incident forms who has an impact on the corresponding XML message, Italy has carried out the requested action in a. (if any additional amendment is identified as required a proposal covering both the XML and the paper forms needs to be presented):

See the document in ANNEX 6:
“COMPARISON BETWEEN SITREP XML AND SITREP FORM PROPOSED”
“CHANGE PROPOSED TO XML MESSAGE BASED ON THE COMPARISON DONE”
· As far as concern the forms which involve an IMO background we carried out a comparison between the form proposed  and the IMO original form:
See the document in ANNEX 7:
“COMPARISON BETWEEN SITREP FORM FROM IMO IAMSAR MANUAL AND SITREP FORM PROPOSED”

· In reference to what requested in the point d. (The same forms have to be in the SSN web interface and the guidelines), as soon as the group will agree the final format of the forms, it will be possible to include them in the reference documents and on SafeSeaNet Web Interface too.
· Finally, with regard to the provisions of what agree in the point d. (The forms have to be digitalised), the final version of the form, which will be agreed by all the MS, could be made available in electronic format (one file in “DOC” format – MS Office and OpenOffice compatible – for each type of incident form).
3. the forms type “others”

  As far as concern the forms “Others”, taking in account that:

a) the group agreed “…the XML IR type “others” will keep the current format until otherwise decided with the forms acting as guidance to the completion of the free text section.“;
b) taking into account the proposals made by Sweden that would like to rename the others forms as indicated in the below table, also representing  some legal issues concerning the POLREP which should be better discussed during  items numbers 4 and 5 of the draft agenda;
	Annex 4 - FAILREP
	Report on ships which have failed to comply with the notification and reporting requirements imposed by the Directive 2002/59 EC (as amended); or

Report on ships which have failed to comply with the applicable rules in ship’s routeing systems and VTS. 

Article 16.1(a) 2nd and 3rd bullet

	Annex 5 - INSPECTREP
	Report on ships which have been refused access to a port of the MS or which have been the subject of a report or notification by a MS in accordance with annex I-1 to Council Directive 95/21/EC of 19 June 1995 on port State control of shipping; or

Report on the result of inspection etc.

Article 16.1(c) and 16.3

	Annex 6 – PILOTREP or

PORTREP
	Report on ships which have been reported by pilots or port authorities as having apparent anomalies which may prejudice their safe navigation or create a risk for the environment. 

Article 16.1(e)

	Annex 7 - INSUREREP
	Report on ships which have failed to notify, or do not have, insurance certificates or financial guarantees pursuant to any Community legislation and international rules. 

Article 16.1(d)

Pending implementation 


c) taking into account that we didn’t have enough time during last IRWG to present the full set of the new others forms;
we propose to the group the same set of OTHER FORMS already presented during the last meeting, in order to better discuss them , taking also in account the possibility to rename them according to the Sweden proposal.

Below is reported the full set of the others forms :

	ANNEX 5 - All the “Others” forms:

	5.a
	Vessel not complying with the reporting of: Directive  2002/59 EC (as amended) requirements and/or routeing system requirements ( art. 16.1 (a) – 3rd bullet;

	5.b
	Result of inspections  art.16 par.3;

	5.c
	Ships which have failed to notify, or do not have at all, insurance certificates or financial guarantees pursuant to any Community legislation and international rules (Art.16 par.1.d);

	5.d
	Ships which have been reported by pilots or port Authorities as having apparent anomalies which may prejudice their safe navigation or create a risk for the environment  Art.16 par.1.e;

	5.e
	Ships which have failed to comply with the notification and reporting requirements imposed by the Directive 2002/59 art.16.1(a) 2nd bullet;

	5.f
	Ships which have been refused to access port of the Member States or which have been the subject of a report or notification by a Member State in accordance with annex I-1 to Council Directive 95/21/EC of 19 June 1995 on port State Control shipping;


4. ACTION REREQUIRED 

The Member States are invited to verify the above proposal and to take appropriate decisions.
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