[image: image2.png]o, 1Y A
/.\\\\\\\\\\\\Aé///&
NS





INTERNATIONAL HYDROGRAPHIC
ORGANISATION HYDROGRAPHIQUE

ORGANIZATION
INTERNATIONALE

NAUTICAL CARTOGRAPHY WORKING GROUP

(NCWG)

[A Working Group of the Hydrographic Services and Standards Committee (HSSC)]

	Chair: Jeff WOOTTON

Australian Hydrographic Service

8 Station Street, Wollongong, NSW, 2500

Australia
	Secretary: Andrew HEATH-COLEMAN

United Kingdom Hydrographic Office

Admiralty Way, Taunton, Somerset

United Kingdom


	Tel: +61 2 4223 6508
	Tel: +44 1823 337900 ext 3656

	Email: jeff.wootton@defence.gov.au
	Email: andrew.coleman@ukho.gov.uk


NCWG Letter: 03/2015














UKHO ref: HA317/010/031-12








AHS ref:  fAA155114 











Date: 7 July 2015
Dear Colleagues
Subject: Action NCWG1-43 – Consistency of products
The subject of the Admiralty Information Overlay was discussed at NCWG1 (item 9.4). The outcomes for NCWG included some changes for S-4, as noted in the report:
Chair then presented his paper 09.4B, with its recommendations for a new clause in S-4 on consistency between products and some clarifications related to (P) and (T) NMs. The meeting in general agreed with the Chair’s recommendations, taking into account the US comments as submitted in paper 09.4C, with some minor reworking of the wording. It was agreed the clause on consistency should be included early in Section B-100 (B-100.6 or B-104), the words ‘strongly recommended’ should be changed to ‘should’ (in accordance with S-4’s conventional wording at B-120.4) and that there should be a reference to the Use of Object Catalogue in the sections on (P) and (T) NMs.

ACTION NCWG1-43: Secretary to circulate S-4 drafts on consistency of products to WG for comment.

Proposed words, derived from Chair’s submission to NCWG1 (Paper CSPCWG11-09.4B) with minor changes which were discussed at the meeting, are at Annex A. 
Please respond to this letter by 1 September 2015, using the response form at Annex B.
Yours sincerely,
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Re: International Fleet Review [SEC=UNCLASSIFIED]

Chris and Lyn Roberts [chrisandlynr@bigpond.corm]
Tor_Vioatton, Jeff 1R

Thanks Jeff,

That s great news. If you could post a copy to my dad, Don Roberts at 4/120 Wright Street, HURSTVILLE NSW 2220, that would be great as he wil be out there on the
harbour on the review day.

Tll check out the website now.

Spoke to Ron Fumess this morning. He is now 70 and was saying it will be 20 years next year since we moved from North Sydney. Wow!1!! He is pretty well in health
‘and litle involvement with THO matters.

Chris

On 16/09/2013 10:19 AM, Wootton, Jeff MR wrote:
Gday Chris
I have had a chat with Goran and Jenny. and have the following information regarding the Intemational Fleet Review

There will be a chart (half chart) published hopefully this week indicating the positions of allthe warships participating in the Review. | have organised to get a copy of
the chart for you when it is published

No-one that | spoke to was aware of any publication/booklet containing information about the Review being published. The closest thing to such a publication that |
could find was the "offcial” website for the Review

hitp:/fwwnwnavy. gov.aulif
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Jeff Wootton,

Chair NCWG.

Annex A: Consistency of Information on Paper Charts and ENC’s proposals

Annex B: Response form
Annex A to NCWG 03/2015
Consistency of Information on Paper Charts and ENC’s 

Extract from CSPCWG11-09.4B (recommendations by NCWG Chair):

Recommendations

1)  Based on the analysis and conclusions above, it is recommended that a new specification similar to the following, stating what is meant by “consistency” of product content between paper charts and ENC’s, be included in S-4:

Providing consistent information to the mariner in terms of corresponding ENC and paper chart content is critical in enhancing their confidence in using these different nautical chart products, particularly where both products may be utilised on the bridge.  For paper charts and ENC’s to be considered to be “consistent”, all information considered to be critical to navigation by the Hydrographic Office for the usage of the product must be included on both the paper chart and ENC, and this critical information must be same in terms of interpretation by the mariner, taking into account the differences in the structure and format of the product.  Where such critical information is required to be amended, such changes must be applied to both the paper chart and ENC as simultaneously as possible, noting the differing maintenance methods used in chart updating (see B-600). 

This specification could be included at B-170 (currently unused), or alternatively at B-100.6.
2)  In regard to strengthening the specifications relating to chart updating to include the requirement for the equivalent of paper chart (T) and (P) NMs to be included as part of the ENC Update service, it is recommended that the following changes be made to Section S-4 – B-600:
Remove the 3rd bullet point at the end of clause B-600; 

Add a new specification at the end of B-633.1 similar to:

For ENC, it is strongly recommended that temporary navigationally significant information be promulgated by ENC Update in order to provide the ECDIS user with an up to date System ENC (SENC). 

Add a new specification at the end of B-634.1 similar to:

For ENC, it is strongly recommended that preliminary navigationally significant information be promulgated by ENC Update in order to provide the ECDIS user with an up to date System ENC (SENC). 

Proposed changes to S-4, following discussions at NCWG1 and subsequent review
(changes from original Chair recommendations above in red)
New paragraph. (IHB originally suggested locating at B-170, however the meeting agreed that a complete new sub-section in B-100 is unnecessary for a single paragraph and that its importance is such that it should be included early in B-100. Chair proposed B-100.6, Secretary proposed B-104. Another option might be B-103.6:
B-100.6 or B-103.6
Consistency of information. Providing consistent information to ….

Or

B-104
CONSISTENCY BETWEEN CHART PRODUCTS

Providing consistent information to the mariners in terms of corresponding for the same geographic location in the appropriate ENC and paper chart content is critical in enhancing their confidence in using these different nautical chart products, particularly where both products may be utilised on the bridge.  For paper charts and ENCs to be considered to be ‘consistent’, all information considered by the hydrographic office to be critical significant to navigation by the hydrographic office for the usage of the product must be included on both the paper chart and ENC, and this. This navigationally significant information must also be the same in terms of interpretation by the mariner, taking into account the differences in the structure and format of the product.  Where such critical information is required to be amended When navigationally significant information is updated, such changes must be applied to both the paper chart and ENC as simultaneously as possible, noting the differing maintenance methods used in chart updating (see B-600).
B-600
Option 1: delete 3rd bullet

Option 2: amend 3rd bullet to:

·  A change for which a Preliminary (P) or Temporary (T) NM is issued for a paper chart may should be included as an update to an ENC cell 
B-633.1
Add new sub paragraph at the end:

For ENC, it is strongly recommended that temporary navigationally significant information should be promulgated by ENC Update in order to provide the ECDIS user with an up to date System ENC (SENC). For further information, see S-57 Appendix B.1 Annex A ENC UOC Clause 2.6.2.2.
B-634.1
Add new sub-paragraph at the end:

For ENC, it is strongly recommended that preliminary navigationally significant information should be promulgated by ENC Update in order to provide the ECDIS user with an up to date System ENC (SENC). For further information, see S-57 Appendix B.1 Annex A ENC UOC Clause 2.6.2.3.
Annex B to NCWG 02/2015
Consistency of information on paper chart and ENCs 
Response Form

(please return to CSPCWG Secretary by 1 September 2015)

andrew.coleman@ukho.gov.uk
	
	Question
	Yes
	No

	1
	Should the new paragraph on consistency be located at:

a. B100.6
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	b. B103.6
	
	

	
	c. B-104
	
	

	
	d. Somewhere else?
	
	

	
	Please select one only. If selecting 1d, please provide suggested location, with reasoning, below.
	
	

	2
	Do you agree with the draft wording for the new paragraph on consistency?
	
	

	3
	Should the 3rd bullet at B-600 be deleted or amended? (Select a or b, not both)
a. Deleted (Option 1)
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	b. Amended (Option 2)
	
	

	4
	Do you agree with the draft additional wording for B-633.1?
	
	

	5
	Do you agree with the draft additional wording for B-634.1?
	
	


Further comments:

Name:

Member State:
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