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Date 6 October 2015
Dear Colleagues
Subject: Consistency of information on paper chart and ENCs (follow-up to NCWG Letter 03/2015)
Thank you to the 20 Working Group members and ESRI who responded to NCWG Letter 03/2015. As you will see from the consolidated response form at Annex A there was general agreement with proposed additions and changes to S-4. There were a few comments to which I have responded (in red in Annex A), including suggestions for improvements which I have approved. The consequent slightly amended versions, as shown in Annex B, will be included in S-4 at the next edition, subject to approval at HSSC7 and by Member States.
You will note that this Letter is numbered 10. Letter 09 was the conclusion of some correspondence between the Dirección General Adjunta de Oceanografía, Hidrografía y Meteorología, Mexico and myself; which I inadvertently numbered against normal NCWG protocol.  
There is no need to respond to this letter, unless you disagree strongly with the revised wording. In such case, please inform the Secretary and me as soon as possible.

Yours sincerely,

[image: image1.png]i SL2-KONICA-1309260917¢

{f - Adobe Reader

Flo Edt Vew Window Help

x

WEOx - Microsoft Outlook L=l=1)

Bl Edt Vew Go Ioos

o

Be

| 1]

125% |~

BBlez|

Comment  Share

| 1) 30t BRANCH : Hy...| ] Inhon: - icvosoft ©.

| Lo Thscannertz

ew + 5 (33 X | CuReply CReply to Al (3} Forward | T sendiReceive ~ | SpFind [ | [ Type s contact tofind  + | @! j
(2] 9 | B Mesoges HI=EL |

(| @k @
£ ) | Search Obective:

Favorte Folders

Actions  Objective Help  Adobe PDF Type aquestionfor help  +

4D glFron |ubyect [Receved N
B 3 0 Richardhon Thomss RE: [EXTERALTRES DCEG Questions CATCON 4Lt Elvator 0.0 i 23/08/2013 6156 1 e
2 cvesdia 30 Labue, Derise RIRL _ RE: [EXTERAL] R DCEG Question CATCON 4 - Lt Elevator 0 (LNCLASSIFIED) FriZ3/08/2013 11:22 i W
L For Folow Up 4 Prince, Dave FiW: Future of the paper chart ‘Sat 24/08/2013 1:10 AM 21K8 4
(5 snt ems 3 0 s Powel - NOPA Fod.. 55710 5101 mapping tble s Sat2A{0Bf2013 499 A e

A Folders T3 g Walbsgen@sio.. SV: Futur o the paper chart Tus Z7/0Ef2013 1120 A ELI
= 25 Molbos - Woatton, eff ]| (1 © Richardson Thomas R [EXTERNALIRE: DCEG Quesbon: CATCON 4 - Lt Eevatar 000 Tus Z7/OEF2013 1023 P i
3 Deleted ttems (156
pratts [1] S Dates Last week
Gmbox [ Chvisand LynRoberts _ Re: Internationa Fest Review [SEC=UNCLASSIFIED] Mion 16/05/2013 1:28 PM 2k
E rkemad 22 0 Beans, Pan 5 Weekly Management Eist Week 32013 and Weeky Fragramme Week 39,2013 [SEC-LNCLASSIFIED] i 20j09f2013 3:03 P10 L
B 5 MissiloGea CARIS D - SHOM auestionaie Friz0/osf2013 525 1 [
(54 Search Foders 4 0 3k Powel- NORA Fed..._TSMADZS ACTION 12 Sat 210972013 359 A i

9 bectve

B
23 Colenir

4| contacts

2] rorks

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: Consolidated response to NCWG Letter 03/2015

Annex B: ‘Final’ version of additions and amendments to S-4 (Action NCWG1-43).

Annex A to NCWG Letter 10/2015

Consistency of information on paper chart and ENCs 
Consolidated Response Form
	
	Question
	Yes
	No

	1
	Should the new paragraph on consistency be located at:

a. B100.6
	
	

	
	
	CA, DK, ES, FR, GR, NL
	

	
	b. B103.6
	SE
	

	
	c. B-104  

Chairman: Majority decision, B-104 it is.
	AU, BR, DE, ESRI, FI, IR, IT, JP, LV, NO, UA, UK, US, ZA
	

	
	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?
Chairman: Although the majority agree the wording, France and US offer some valid improvements without changing the basic meaning. 
	AU, BR, CA, DE, DK, ES, ESRI, FI, GR, IT, JP, LV, NL, NO, SE, UA, ZA
	FR, IR, UK, US

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

a. Deleted (Option 1)
	
	

	
	
	AU, FI, FR, SE
	

	
	b. Amended (Option 2)

Chairman: although the majority are happy with the ‘amended’ option, France has offered a more technically correct option without losing the guidance, which I consider we should accept; see comment below.
	BR, CA, DE, DK, ES, ESRI, GR, IR, IT, JP, LV, NL, NO, UA, UK, US, ZA
	

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

Chairman: Unanimous
	AU, BR, CA, DE, DK, ES, ESRI, FI, FR, GR, IR, IT, JP, LV, NL, NO, SE, UA, UK, US, ZA
	

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

Chairman: Unanimous
	AU, BR, CA, DE, DK, ES, ESRI, FI, FR, GR, IR, IT, JP, LV, NL, NO, SE, UA, UK, US, ZA
	


Further comments
AUSTRALIA

B-104:  B-104 is the AU’s preferred option as the concept associated with the ‘Consistency of information on paper chart and ENCs’ is not consistent with the sub headings of: B-100 “Chart Specifications of the IHO for medium– and Large-Scale National and International (INT) Charts”; or B-103 “Scope of the Specifications”.  Having this as a separate sub-section B-104 would also allow for future additional paragraphs regarding consistency of products to be inserted in a logical position within the specifications.
Although Australia’s preferred location is B-104, if the consensus is to position the paragraph at B-100.6 or B-103.4, AU would not have an issue.
FRANCE

Point 1: FR prefers at B-100.6, just after other words about consistency.

Point 2: FR proposes a little modification at the beginning of the new paragraph “Providing consistent information to mariners between corresponding ENC and paper chart is critical…” : to keep “the mariner” instead of “mariners” as in B-100.4 and B-100.5

  FR also suggests to replace “Hydrographic Office” with “Charting Authority”, to be consistent with other paragraphs in section 600.

Chairman: Agree that use of the singular ‘mariner’ would be more consistent in this section. The use of ‘hydrographic office’ (NB: lower case) far outnumbers ‘charting authority’ throughout S-4. Although there may be some inconsistency in these usages, generally ‘charting authority’ has been used in a context where the charting of an area may be undertaken by a ‘non-local’ hydrographic office.
Point 3: 

The 3rd bullet, as an example of a different method for including new information in charts and ENC, has to be deleted.

But FR thinks that the amended sentence “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” should be inserted after the examples, as a specification, at the end of B-600.
Chairman: Although the majority are happy to amend the existing 3rd bullet, there is a small problem that the examples are ‘possibilities’: that is they all contain ‘may’ meaning ‘may possibly be’ rather than the more usual in S-4 ‘is allowed to be’. Removing it from the examples and making it a specification (or ‘note’), is more technically correct. We will therefore remove the 3rd bullet and under the 4th bullet add:

‘Note: A change for which a Preliminary (P) or Temporary (T) NM is issued for a paper chart should be included as an update to an ENC cell, see B-633.1 and B-634.1.’
IRAN

Iran voted ‘no’ to question 2, but did not offer an explanation or alternative wording.
SPAIN

1a. Spain agrees the clause on consistency should be included early in Section B-100.6. Spain agrees with the word «should» in instead of ‘strongly recommended’ (S-4’s B-120.4)

4 & 5. Spain agrees that there should be a reference to the Use of Object Catalogue in the sections on (P) and (T) NMs (B-633.1, and B-634.1.)
UK
UK prefers US rewrite, which does not change the intention, but is easier to follow. There is scope for further small improvements, based on FR’s response (singular mariner), being consistent with order ‘paper/ENC’ and avoiding ‘paper charts and ENC’ twice in one sentence by using ‘products’ in the second instance.
US

1. This guidance is specific enough to warrant its own section and therefore it is inappropriate content for the general information in section B-100. It also has nothing to do with describing the scope of the document, which is done in section B-103.

2. The U.S. agrees with the intent of the changes; however, we believe the following construction is equivalent, but more concise and a bit easier to read ("clean" and “redlined” versions are provided below).

Clean:

Providing consistent information for the same geographic location in corresponding ENCs and paper charts and ENCs is critical to maintaining the mariner’s confidence in using these different nautical chart products, particularly when both products may be used on the same bridge.  For paper charts and ENCs to be considered ‘consistent’, all information that the hydrographic office considers significant to navigation must be included on both products the paper chart and ENC. This information must be presented on each product in a manner that will ensure the mariner interprets the information similarly, regardless of the different structure and format of the products.  When navigationally significant information is updated, changes must be applied to both the paper chart and ENC as simultaneously as the differing chart updating methods used for each product allow (see B-600).
Chairman: I agree this is easier to understand, without changing the meaning. The red changes above are further improvements (by France and UK), and I shall use this version for submission to the HSSC.
Redline:

Providing consistent information for the same geographic location in corresponding ENCs and paper charts is critical to maintaining  mariners’ confidence in using these different nautical chart products, particularly when both products may be used on the same bridge.  For paper charts and ENCs to be considered ‘consistent’, all information the the hydrographic office considers  significant to navigation must be included on both the paper chart and ENC. This information must be presented on each product in a manner that will ensure mariners interpret the information similarly regardless of different structure and format of the products.  When navigationally significant information is updated, changes must be applied to both the paper chart and ENC as simultaneously as the differing chart updating methods used for each product allow. (see B-600).
Annex B to NCWG Letter 10/2015
‘Final’ version of additions and amendments to S-4 (Action NCWG1-43)
New paragraph B-104:
B-104
CONSISTENCY BETWEEN CHART PRODUCTS

Providing consistent information for the same geographic location in corresponding paper charts and ENCs is critical to maintaining the mariner’s confidence in using these different nautical chart products, particularly when both products may be used on the same bridge.  For paper charts and ENCs to be considered ‘consistent’, all information that the hydrographic office considers significant to navigation must be included on both products. This information must be presented on each product in a manner that will ensure the mariner interprets the information similarly, regardless of the different structure and format of the products.  When navigationally significant information is updated, changes must be applied to both the paper chart and ENC as simultaneously as the differing chart updating methods used for each product allow (see B-600).

B-600: Delete 3rd bullet. Add at end:

Note: A change for which a Preliminary (P) or Temporary (T) NM is issued for a paper chart should be included as an update to an ENC cell, see B-633.1 and B-634.1.
B-633.1: Add new sub paragraph at the end:
For ENC, 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 – Use of the Object Catalogue for ENC, Clause 2.6.2.2.
B-634.1: Add new sub paragraph at the end:

For ENC, 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 – Use of the Object Catalogue for ENC, Clause 2.6.2.3.
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