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BSHC ENC Harmonisation Recommendations

● Baltic Sea ENC coverage already almost complete, also Lithuanian ENCs
should be soon available

● BSICCWG has in its TORs task to coordinate Baltic Sea ENC harmonisation

● In 2008 the BSHC Approved 17 ENC Harmonisation recommendations

● Most of these are already implemented

● The status of implementation is reported annually to BSHC Conferences

● Regarding to the harmonisation of depth information, a BSHC WG was
established 2009, but this was not able to proceed (due different national
practices to process depths in national databases)

● BSHC 17th Conference 2012 approved a pilot project with Sweden and
Finland to evaluate this task
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BSHC ENC Coverage

Link
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BSHC Re-survey Scheme
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BSHC (+NHC) ENC Overlaps and gaps

● WEND-WG1 reported many ENC overlaps and gaps

● I have distributed these to BSHC members in April 2012 and asked actions  to
clarify and eliminate these

● Many of these overlaps has been removed

● WEND-WG2 documents include revised overlap and gap analysis

● I have distributed information on these to BSHC (and NHC) members 12
September 2012

● Feedback received from many BSHC Members

22 September 2012 WEND-WG2, 21-22 September 2012, London, UK8
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BSHC (+NHC) ENC Overlaps

Summary:

● Almost all of the overlaps are unintentional

● Amount of overlaps has been reduced since spring 2012

● Most of the existing 30 overlaps are identified by MSs

● In many cases only one feature is extending over 5 m buffer

● There are also listed some overlaps less than 5 m [inaccurate method?]

● None of them is critical to safety of navigation [some on land features]

● The HOs have plans to eliminate most of them in the next editions

In my understanding the overlaps are quite well in control within BSHC and
could be eliminated in the next editions

If the overlap analysis will be reported to wider audience (e.g. IMO),
I propose that the basis of the analysis should be clarified and erroneous
overlap reports eliminated.
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BSHC (+NHC) Ports without ENC coverage
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BSHC (+NHC) Ports without ENC coverage
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BSHC (+NHC) Ports without ENC coverage
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Position used by UKHO on
overlap analysis

Correct position

It seems that the coordinates of many
harbours refers more closely to the
coordinates of the centre of the town
which may locate far away of its
harbour.
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BSHC (+NHC) Ports without ENC coverage
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There are major errors in coordinates.

Helsinki
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BSHC (+NHC) Ports without ENC coverage

Summary:

● The analysis is based on inaccurate source data (Loyds list of ports)

● Looks like the coordinates of the ports are defined for statistical purposes,
not for GIS use

● Now there are listed some 25 ports withour ENCs

● Most of these seems to be erroneously

● What about small craft harbours and leisure boat marinas?

 This analysis gives an erroneous assessment of the Baltic Sea ENCs

 If this analysis will be reported to wider audience (e.g. IMO), I propose that
the basis of the analysis should be clarified and erroneous ports missing
ENCs to be eliminated from the list.
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