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Executive Summary: Short and regroup sections K and L of INT 1

Related Documents: S-4, INT 1, report of INT1 SubWG meeting 2010

Related Projects: Discussions at several CSPCWG meetings and in BSH, e.g. on Foul

Introduction / Background

In the current sections K and L, there are too many symbols with the same meaning for safety. The
mariner has no special interest to know what there is, he is only interested to know how many dangers to
safe navigation there are.

Analysis / Discussion

Wreck, obstruction and rock data are managed in source data bases, e.g. HPD according to S-57 (S-101).
ENC portrayal can be derived easily but, for the paper chart, a complex lookup table to define the symbols
according to INT 1 is necessary. In the case of more simplified symbols with fewer attributes, the table
can be simplified much more. In this way, redundant symbols in several sections can be avoided. If we use
only one symbol for dangers and another one for “foul ground” (no longer dangerous to surface
navigation) several descriptions can be added, e.g. Wk, Obstrn, Well, Turbine... In the first approach, we
still have included the traditional symbols K 24, K 28 and K 29 which could also be cancelled. The
deleted K 26 and K 27 will be replaced by K 4 and K 5. K 40, 41, 42 will be replaced by K 1, 4, 5; L 20,
21,24 by Kland K 4; K30 by K 3. K 43 can also be cancelled.

Conclusions
See the outcome below — new structure

Recommendations
Discuss this paper in a wider community, other IHO WGs over the next few years before the next editions
of INT 1.

Justification and Impacts
Will impact S-101 structure and roles for the paper chart editor. Impacts on S-52 have not yet been
identified.

Action required of CSPCWG

The CSPCWG is invited to:
a) note the paper for further discussions before next editions of INT 1

b) ask CSPCWG members to provide any ideas on whether or not they support the proposal and
make additional contributions
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