Use of UN/LOCODES in EMSWe – dependent locations

1. Background
One of the principles of the EMSWe Regulation is the reuse of information. This means, amongst others, that data provided in the previous port of call has to be made available to a declarant for reuse in the next port of call. The data set for reuse still has to be established, but examples for reuse might be the ports of call information.

2. Issue concerning UN/LOCODES
In the Netherlands we foresee potential issues with the reuse of UN/LOCODES information. Since there is sometimes a difference between the UN/LOCODE of the geographical location of a port and the UN/LOCODE that is used for a port area, this difference may cause problems once the data is reused across the Maritime National Single Windows. This can be explained the best by an example.

Example: Route of a ship: Portugal/Lisbon  -  the Netherlands/Maassluis - Norway/Bergen
When fulfilling the reporting formalities at departure from Lisbon (PTLIS), the local declarant fills in NLMSL as next port of call, unaware of the precise local situation in the Netherlands. This is a valid UN/LOCODE with function 1. The port authority of Rotterdam however is responsible for the entire port area, including Maassluis. For all port calls the UN/LOCODE NLRTM is used, also for vessels visiting a berth in Maassluis. When arriving in the Netherlands the local declarant will potentially either not see the information submitted in Portugal, ignore this information or is not allowed to reuse this information, because of the mismatch in UN/LOCODES . At departure from the Netherlands, the declarant will fill in NLRTM again as port of call and Bergen (Norway) as next port of call. In Norway the local declarant expects a ship calling Bergen and coming from Maassluis. When reusing the information, the last port of call however is Rotterdam again. In case the  declarant is unaware of the local Rotterdam situation, the declarant will update the last port of call into Maassluis to report correctly. 

Geographical places in area of port authority Rotterdam
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3. [bookmark: _GoBack]Discussion
· Do other Member State have similar situation in their country with the same potential issues?
· Can EMSA provide a (technical) solution? 
· Is relating individual UN/LOCODES in the Central Location Database an option? E.g. NLMSL is “part of”, “related to” or “dependent of” NLRTM.
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