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	Executive Summary:
	In fulfilment of CSPCWG 2 Action 20, Secretary requested Trinity House to appraise IALA of the CSPCWG proposal for abbreviation ‘sync’. A response has recently been received.

	Related Documents:
	CSPCWG 2 Record item 8.6.

	Related Projects:
	Revision of M-4 section B-470


Introduction / Background

1. Introduction / Background
1.1. At the 2nd CSPCWG meting, the WG noted that the use of synchronized and sequential lighting patterns is increasing.  It agreed that it would now be useful to show such cases on the chart (contrary to current specification B-478.3), although any details would have to be given in chart notes or associated publications.

1.2. The WG decided that the abbreviation ‘sync’ was reasonably intuitive, but that ‘seq’ was not.  Although sequential lights are not strictly synchronized, it was decided that the qualifying term ‘(sync)’ could be used to cover both cases, provided this is clearly defined in INT 1.

1.3. M-4 B-478.3 will need amending.  The location in INT 1 Section P is yet to be determined.

1.4. A CSPCWG Letter would be required to outline the proposal to the full WG for approval in the first instance.  TSMAD and C&SMWG should be given opportunity to comment.  IALA to be informed of WG view, via UK’s General Lights Authority (Trinity House) who have already been involved in preliminary discussions.

1.5. The secretary fulfilled action 19 (in CSPCWG Letter 15/2005) as follows:
Modern technology leads to an increasing number of lights flashing in a synchronized or sequential pattern (CSPCWG2-8.6A-D). IALA also recommends that they be used for marking wind farms, which will lead to a further proliferation. The meeting decided that there is a need for a method of advising the mariner of such groupings.  It is proposed that such lights be marked by a legend ‘(sync)’. Although sequential lights are not strictly the same as synchronized, it was decided that an additional legend ‘(seq)’ is unnecessary; as an abbreviation it is less intuitive, and possibly confusing.  INT1 would therefore state that ‘(sync)’ means ‘synchronized or sequential lights’.  Any further detail would have to be given in a chart note, or in Lists of Lights.  The location in INT1 is yet to be determined; M-4 B-478.3 would be amended during the current revision. (CSPCWG2 Action 19 refers).

1.6. The secretary also fulfilled action 20, by reporting the outcome of the CSPCWG discussions to the UK IALA representative (Trinity House), and adding the following paragraph:
You will see from the above that the decision by the meeting, to use the abbreviation '(sync)' to cover both cases, has yet to be approved by the full WG, and subsequently by the full membership of the IHO.  However, an action was placed on UK (i.e. on me) to appraise you of the outcome of the debate so far, so that IALA could be kept  informed, and contribute if appropriate, to any further discussions.  I would be grateful if you would forward this to the appropriate person (Duncan Glass?) to raise at the next opportunity in an appropriate IALA forum.
1.7. On 2 November, Trinity House advised the following:
The ANM [Aids to Navigation Management] Task (No.3) on the Use of Synchronised and Sequential Lights has commenced at the ANM  8 Committee meeting at IALA - 16th to 20th October.  The Working Group responsible for this Task has initiated liaison with other IALA Committee's in order to collect all relevant data and experience available before drafting  a Guideline or Recommendation on the use of Synchronised and Sequential Lights.  The Task is scheduled to be completed at the ANM 12 Session in October 2008 when the Draft document will go to the IALA Council for approval prior to being issued to all Member Countries and maritime stakeholders.

This is the usual time necessary for input from maritime nations and for the coordination of such input into a single document.  

2. Analysis / Discussion

2.1. The intention of Action 20 from CSPCWG 2 was to ‘advise IALA of the proposal’. While the Secretary’s note to Trinity House was ‘so that IALA could be kept informed, and contribute if appropriate, to any further discussions’, it was not intended that IALA should have any direct say in what is an IHO charting decision. 
3. Conclusions

3.1. IALA’s timetable of Oct 2008 is too long to delay including the proposed abbreviation in M-4 (as we hope to revise the relevant section during 2007).
4. Recommendations

4.1. IALA’s long process should not be allowed to delay the introduction of the proposed new symbol, if approved by IHO Member States. 
4.2. The new symbol should be included in the revision of M-4 B-470, and Member States invited to approve the abbreviation at the appropriate time. IALA to be kept informed, and invited to comment if they wish, within IHO’s timetable.
5. Justification and Impacts

5.1. Justification: To progress the proposal within IHO timetable.

5.2. Impacts: None expected. 

6. Action required of CSPCWG

6.1. The WG is invited to discuss and endorse the recommendation.
