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Inter-Regional Coordination Committee (IRCC) 

 

Objectives: 

 

• To promote and coordinate those activities that might benefit from 

a regional approach 

• Capacity Building (IHO Capacity Building Strategy and 

Initiatives) 

• Training & Education 

• Establish, coordinate and enhance cooperation amongst 

States on a regional basis, and between regions 

• Establish co-operation to enhance the delivery of 

Capacity Building programs 



Tidal Working Group (TWG) 
 

Terms of Reference (TOR’s):  

 

•   Objective: 

• To provide technical advice and promote co-ordination on tidal issues 

especially within the North Sea Hydrographic Commission (NSHC). 
 

•  Authority: 

• A subsidiary of NSHC – work plan is subject to NSHC approval. 

• NSHC TWG is especially involved with the regional interpretation and 

implementation of tidal issues as identified by TWCWG. 

 

•  Procedures 

• Work according to the agreed NSHC work plan 

• Liaise with HSSC WG such as TWCWG, exchanging views and 

experiences regarding tidal issues (such as unifying vertical datums) 
 

  



Agenda Items:- 

 

•  Operational methodologies for GNSS-based surveys – exchange of 

experiences from each MS 

 

•  Developments in modern tide gauges and current meters 

 

•  apps for Tides 

 

•  Tidal reduction methods 

 

•  Main topic of the NSHC TWG relates to  the comparison of vertical 

datum (i.e. Chart Datum) differences  at the international boundaries 

within the North Sea region. 

 



Comparison of Vertical Datum at the International Boundaries 

 

•  In 2010, Netherlands Hydrographic Office (NLHO) coordinated a task of 

comparing vertical datums at the boundaries between MS 

 

•  Surface used in the comparison is the separation between LAT and 

Ellipsoid (WGS84 [ETRF89 in European Waters]) 

 

•  Work is linked to some European Union related projects and frameworks 

such as:- 

• BLAST (Bringing Land and Sea Together) http://www.blast-project.eu/ 

• INSPIRE (Infrastructure for Spatial Information in the European 

Community ) http://inspire.ec.europa.eu/ 

 

• EMODnet (The European Marine Observation and Data Network  

http://www.emodnet.eu/  

• DGMARE - Directorate-General for Maritime Affairs and Fisheries 

http://ec.europa.eu/dgs/maritimeaffairs_fisheries/index_en.htm  

• EUREF (EU Geodetic Reference Systems) - http://www.euref.eu/  
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•  Work undertaken in 2010 work brought up-to-date and more detailed 

analysis undertaken. 

 

•  Total of 13 MS maritime boundaries exist in the North Sea region. 

 

•  NLHO compared data across 9 maritime boundaries – the remaining four 

did not have the necessary data available 

 

•  The differences at each common point along a boundary was divided by 

the charted depth at that point (i.e. depth below CD) to give a meaningful 

‘impact assessment’ of that difference (i.e. LAT difference divided by depth) 

 

•  The differences were graphed and expressed as a percentage of the 

depth at each point  

 

•  Conclusion was that a difference of  ≤ 1% depth was acceptable, and 

values outside of this tolerance were to be investigated with a view to 

reducing them. 

 


