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Dear colleagues,

Following up the decisions made at the 19th Confszeof the Mediterranean and
Black Sea Hydrographic Conference (in reference), [gbarticularly action
MBSHC19/17, please find hereafter a brief summary of the wismns held by the
ICCWG in Batumi (Georgia), together with the demis and actions approved by the
MBSHC on the other hand.

Region F ICCWG side-meeting (June 30 and July 1%

This 19th MBSHC Conference has been marked bydhedale of a Region F ICCWG
side-meeting. This meeting has been the opportuioitythe ICCWG Members to
address some pending issues within that regiontartdke proper actions regarding
them. This side-meeting a8 the occasion to remind the ICCWG Members on the

! http://www.iho.int/mtg_docs/rhc/MBSHC/MBSHC19/MBSHE Docs.htm
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Terms of References and Rules of Procedures, asdptbin annex | of that letter. In
view of the positive outcome of this ICCWG meetititg MBSHC Members tasked the
new MBSHC Chair to coordinate, if necessary, thieedale of a half-day Region F
ICCWG meeting prior to the 30MBSHC Conference and, if needed, during th& 19
International Hydrographic Conference or Assemy2017 (actionsMBSHC19/11
andMBSHC19/30).

Black Sea INT scheme

Regarding the coastal and approach scheme ovenaSulhe common proposal
elaborated in March 2014 by the Region F Co-ordnéRCC) and the IHB, approved
by RO and UA and submitted through circular lettereference [b] was approved by
the ICCWG. This proposal includes the inclusiothoée new INT charts, as follows:

* RO 1.030.091(NT3908) to cover the access to Sulina harbour (1:30 000),
* RO 1.050.061(NT3907) to cover the southern approach (1:50 000),
* UA 3439 (NT3819) would cover the Northern approach (1:50 000).

The approach scheme of the Dniprov’ka gulf (Ukraimerthwest of the Black Sea,
was also completed by the approval of two new INarts, as submitted in the circular
letter in reference [b]:

* UA3405 (NT3890) covering Ochakiv and the Pivdennyi Buh River QL&®0),
» UA3506 (NT3888) covering Stanislav cape (1:25 000),

Going southwest of the Black Sea, the ICCWG addrkeise proposal from GE to take
over the production of three existing INT chartdled Approach scheme of the coast of
Georgia, INT3871, INT3873 and INT3875 previouslpguced by RU. For the record,
at the MBSHC16 (2009), RU proposed not produceghbsee charts due to lack of
information. Since then, several actions were ddnethe BASWG that recommended
waiting until GE is a full IHO member to achieveetiransfer. However, the non-
participation of RU at the side-meeting, combineithva confusing wording of the
BASWG actions on that topic let the ICCWG to hote tdecision until RU and GE
agree and report back to the RCC on the produdidhose three existing INT charts
(action MBSCH19/19).

Besides, GE submitted three other national charthe regional INT scheme: GE11
(1:300 000), covering the whole Georgian coastgears to interfere with the coverage
of two existing INT charts, INT3810 and INT3808. ellCCWG then recommended
GE to liaise with RU and TR for co-production ob#e two charts and to report back
with (action MBSHC19/21).

Regarding the two other GE charGE102 (1:50 000) andGE104 (1:20 000), the
ICCWG Members agreed to handle them by the meand#dicated circular letter for
approval by silence procedure.

Aegean Sea coastal scheme

The co-production ofNT3706, INT3710, INT3712 andINT3716 (1:300 000) between
GR and TR within the coastal scheme of the Aegesmias discussed. GR came up
with a new approach to solve that case, recommgnttia setup of a cartographic
boundary based on technical considerations totuae a fictional limit to clip digital
datasets. Other approaches were also raised by ®&terab good practices, such as the



US-Canada ENC Trans-boundary Project or the Mal&tcait ENC Code. MBSHC
Members agreed that, based on the provision of $echnical way forwards, the
technical discussions should be kept on bilateraigking TR and GR to schedule a
bilateral technical meeting by the end of 2015i¢adIBSHC19/16).

Marmara Sea scheme

This status of this scheme was raised by the RC&€tduhe significant amount of
pending chart proposals in the Marmara Sea. Howeaaking account of the recent
submission of seven TR national charts in the Szaghpart of the sub-region led the
ICCWG to hold their decision until the issue of @edific silence procedure through
circular letter (actioMBSHC19/18).

Western Mediterranean coastal scheme

The review of that coastal scheme led to a commiopgsal by FR and ES for a new
scheme in 2004 (letter in reference [c]). Howetke following comments made by
CSPCWG in response of that letter were never takiEnaccount: the various scales
used for that coastal scheme (from 1:150 000 t@51@00), the significant jump of
scale between coastal and approach charts (fro25 X080 to 1:25 000 in some area)
and the fact that major ports like Cartagena anccdtana are not covered by this
coastal scheme. Therefore, the ICCWG Members ceresidthat the punctual inclusion
of national charts to fill the existing gaps was re@devant, and tasked FR, ES and DZ to
liaise in order to come up with a consolidated talascheme (actioMBSHC19/22).
The ICCWG recommended them to take account of timnsalidated ENC coverage of
the sub-region for their forthcoming technical asa.

Gulf of Trieste

The proposal of a coastal chart covering the eir of Trieste, submitted in 2007 by
SI, has not shown any progress so far. The ICCW@&Geaquently decided to withdraw
this chart proposal from the draft MEDINTCHART daigue.

Implementation of the Region F draft catalogue inthe INToGIS database

The INToGIS project developments were presentedhieylHB, for the purpose of
being operational on January' 2016. Passed that date, the relevant informatfon o
publication S-11 part B will be transfered to INi&&and the MBSHC password
protected page containing the Region F draft cgtedaemoved. Besides, the provision
of chart and insets limits by the ICCWG Members baen quite effective, and a
consolidated version of the draft catalogue has tieen transmitted to IHB to populate
the INToGIS database.

Region F ENC coverage

A full review of the UB1 overlapping cases was parfed at the ICCWG side-meeting,
based on the MBSHC17 decisions based on a casadeyamalysis achieved in 2010 by
the RCC. Those different cases been characterigeliffierent level of solvability, even
though every MBSHC Members agreed on the need toplyo with the WEND
principles. Therefore, the MBSHC decided to taske&dIC producer nations concerned
by those UB1 overlaps (HR, GR, IT and TR) to liaisgh each other under the
coordination of IT and to report back to RCC on thsolution of those overlapping
cases by the end of the year (actMBSHC19/27). The RCC will then report back to
the MBSHC Chair (actiodMBSHC19/28) in order to take proper action, according to



the guidelines for the implementation of the WENDingiples. The lack of
improvement on the UB1 coverage status, leadin@ tdisparate UB1 scheme, is
actually in contradiction with a well-establishedal scale INT chart scheme covering
the region. Besides, the persistency of those Uidierse overlapping cases and the
significant domino effect associated with the rasoh of UB2 and UB3 overlapping
cases prevented the ICCWG from properly addreddB@and UB3 issues.

However, the proposal of focusing the work of ICCWGthe approval of larger scale
usage bands, such as UB4-5-6, was adopted aseanatife to move forward on the
approval of ENC schemes in the region (actBISCH19/29).

Suez Canal INT chart scheme

EG informed the ICCWG on the availability of theational chart SCO1 covering the
northern part of the Suez Canal, and includingsgmnd canal built recently. This chart
had actually been submitted to the Region J ICCWiGr po the MBSHC19 meeting,
aiming to replace, together with SC02 chart cowgetire southern part of the canal, the
current Region J chart INT7141 (GB233) coveringéhére canal. According to the S-
11 publication in reference [d] (3.10.1Rraft INT chart schemes should be circulated
for comment to [...] the Coordinators of adjoiningdmational Charting Coordination
Working Groups, if the scheme impacts on theiraeqgiso it is asked to the Region F
ICCWG Members to provide their comments on the ichga this new SCO1 chart
(INT7156) on the Region F INT scheme, as adjoiniegional ICCWG. For the
moment, no changes in the Region F INT scheme atfeetdiscussed or approved
whatsoever. Region F ICCWG Members are requestquaade their comments on
this matter to the Region F Coordinatat later than September ' 2015(see annex

[l for more details).

On behalf of SHOMatitor general,
I'ingénieur en chef de I'armemb Laurent Kerleguer
SHOM'’s Deputy Directn charge of international affairs
Region F International Charting Coordinator

Signé : Laurent Kerléguer



ANNEXE |
Region F ICCWG (MEDINTCHART)
Terms of References and Rules of Procedures

1. Background

1.1 The Mediterranean and Black Sea Hydrographmi@ission recognizes the need to
actively develop and maintain official nautical disain both paper and digital formats
that support ships engaged on international voyagess region. Accordingly, it
appoints and directs a working group to underthisetask. The working group shall be
named the Region F International Charting CoordinaiVorking Group (Region F
ICCWG) or MEDINTCHART.

[The Working Group’s name is to appropriately reflehe designated area of
responsibility and region, as described in S-11.]

1.2 The ICCWG is a subsidiary body of the Meditee@n and Black Sea Hydrographic
Commission. It shall conduct its work in accordandth these Terms of Reference and
Rules of Procedure. The Mediterranean and Blackr§elnographic Commission may

clarify or amend these generic Terms of Referenwt Rules of Procedure for the

ICCWG in order for these to be made specificallgvant and applicable to its region.
Its work is subject to the Hydrographic Commisssoapproval.

2. Terms of Reference

2.1 To study issues related to nautical chartinthefregion, in particular to coordinate
the allocation of production responsibilities faper and electronic charts (INT charts
and ENC), that support ships engaged on interratiaryages.

2.2 To develop and maintain an integrated inteomati chart scheme for the region.

2.3 To reach decisions on the maintenance and ingdait the documents for which it
is responsible.

2.4 To provide advice on chart schemes to individdamber States, in order to
encourage adherence to IHO charting regulations;ifspations and standards, and to
promote and coordinate the production of intermati@¢INT) charts and ENC.

2.5 To develop proposals for new or amended INTtd@hemes to meet evolving user
needs (for example, the introduction of new or ameenrouteing measures, the
confirmed developments of international ports).

2.6 To coordinate the development and maintenamcemall / medium scale ENC
schemes, by regional agreement, to ensure corisipameters are used in the
compilation of ENC.

2.7 To act as the custodian and maintainer of iaffizersion-controlled catalogues,
depicting the status of published and planned shaubject to formal review and
approval by Member States of the Mediterranean Btatk Sea Hydrographic
Commission. However, the ENC catalogues may be taiagd by RENCs subject to
Mediterranean and Black Sea Hydrographic Commissipproval.

2.8 To provide advice to IHB on any amendments irequto maintain S-11 Part B:
Catalogue of International Charts (for example,lescéimits, numbering) and, as
appropriate, any corresponding ENC catalogue.

2.9 To provide advice to Chairman CSPCWG and IHBaoy amendments required to
maintain S-11 Part A ,Guidance for the Preparadod Maintenance of International



Chart Schemés in particular its Annexes (Annex A: PotentialiRer Nations; Annex
B: Use of AO Paper).

2.10 To provide advice to Chairman CSPCWG and liHEBuwey amendments required to
maintain the ,Guidelines for the Preparation andriéaance of Small / Medium Scale
ENC Schemeés(when published).

2.11 To undertake professional consideration of mefermation of interest to the
ICCWG which may impact its business and responsédsl

3. Rules of Procedure

3.1 Membership is open to all members and associatebers (Member States) of the
Mediterranean and Black Sea Hydrographic Commissi@hing to be represented.

Each Member State shall be represented throughgéespoint of contact. Noting the

technical nature of the Group’s work, participatgould be limited to representatives
of Hydrographic Offices concerned with nautical rtimg.

3.2 The Coordinator will monitor membership to em@me active participation by all
chart-producing Member States within the Region.

3.3 Non-Governmental International Organizationgogmized by the IHO may
participate as observers in ICCWG activities, wheraters of special interest to the
NGIO concerned are being considered (IHO Resolukibg, rule 6.c refers).

3.4 The Coordinator role shall be held by a Menfitate participating in the ICCWG.
The election of the Coordinator, or the reconfirmratbof the existing Coordinator, shall
be decided by the [Region] Hydrographic Commissiban ordinary meeting or, where
a meeting is not convened, by correspondence.i&teshall be determined by a simple
majority of Member States present and voting (@pomding, where determined by
correspondence).

3.5 Normally, a Vice-Coordinator is not requiredo® appointed. However, if a Vice-
Coordinator is appointed by the Mediterranean andclB Sea Hydrographic
Commission:

- Election to the post will be by the same methedoa the Coordinator;

- The Vice-Coordinator shall act as the Coordinataoth the same powers and duties,
in the event that the Coordinator is unable toycaut the duties;

- The Coordinator and Vice-Coordinator will decioetween them the organization of
the work entailed in these posts, or these maydimatl by the Mediterranean and
Black Sea Hydrographic Commission.

3.6 Conduct of business will be primarily by copesdence. If meetings are required,
these should be planned with due regard to effoyieand obtaining the fullest
membership support (for example, by holding mestimgassociation with meetings of
the Mediterranean and Black Sea Hydrographic Cosiony. All members shall
inform the Coordinator in advance of their intentto attend meetings of the ICCWG.
The working language shall be English.

3.7 Draft proposals will be circulated for reviemdacomment to:

- All members of the ICCWG and, where appropriatemnembers of the Mediterranean

and Black Sea Hydrographic Commission;

- Coordinators of adjoining regional ICCWG, if teseheme impacts on those regions
(for example, to ensure consistency and cohererfceoverage across regional

boundaries, for the allocation of chart numbers);

- Hydrographic Offices producing or printing chaof¢he Region;

- Chairman CSPCWG, if independent advice is require

3.8 Decisions shall be made by consensus.



3.9 Where required, a Work Plan should be develapedi maintained. This should

include task priorities and the expected time franfer progressing tasks. The

Mediterranean and Black Sea Hydrographic Commissmay delegate tasks to the
ICCWG as it sees fit; it is also available to pdeviguidance on request (for example, in
respect of priorities).

3.10 The Coordinator will report progress to megginf the Mediterranean and Black
Sea Hydrographic Commission and at other reasoniads, on request. Reports shall
include but are not limited to:

- An updated Regional INT Chart Catalogue;

- An update of the ENC Catalogue relevant to thegidte (if not undertaken by
RENCs);

- Changes made to the scheme of INT Charts foR#gion, approved by the ICCWG
since the last report, together with a summaryeatons;

- Changes made to the small / medium scale ENOselier the Region, approved by
the ICCWG since the last report, together withmsary of reasons;

- An updated Work Plan (if used).

3.11 All participants, including Mediterranean ari8Black Sea Hydrographic

Commission members and associate members wherdineatly represented in the

ICCWG, shall keep the Coordinator informed of amyormation relevant to the

ICCWG. This may include:

- Submitting proposals for new INT Charts, or anmaedts (for example, to limits,

scale of portrayal) to existing INT Charts, in tRegion;

- Requesting new INT Chart numbers for new chéwds are planned,

- Reporting the status of production of internagilocharts (INT Charts and ENC).

3.12 ICCWG members shall respond in a timely manoel reasonable requests for
advice from the Coordinator (for example, requéstsupdating the Catalogue of the
INT Charts of the Region, change in points of cottaabiding by all reasonable stated
deadlines.

3.13 The work shall be done in accordance with:

- K2.19: ‘Principles of the Worldwide Electronic iWgational Chart Database
(WEND)’, to ensure a world-wide consistent levehajh-quality, updated ENCs;

- S-57: ‘IHO Transfer Standard for Digital Hydroghac Data’;

- S-11 Part A: ‘Guidance for the Preparation andntésmance of International Chart
Schemes’;

- S-4: Chart Specifications of the IHO and Regolagi for International (INT) Chafts
which provides the internationally-agreed prodymtcsfication for both national and
international (INT) charts;

- S-65: ‘ENC Production Guidance’.

4. Additional MBSHC16 decisions

4.1 The 18 MBSHC Conference held in 2009 agreed on the fatigvadditional rules
of procedures regarding the work of the Region EWZS:

- every decision can be reconsidered provided \tatiinical arguments are presented,;
- no formal agenda will be issued prior to ICCWGetireg (correspondence by email
only);

- all decisions made at ICCWG meetings will be emmated by circular letter to
MBSHC Member States afterwards;

- consensus is required prior implementation of @egisions.



ANNEXE I

Details of the SCO1 chart (Egypt) covering thearthern part of the Suez Canal.

REGION F

INT3548 (UK)

(dark green color)

Outer Approaches to Port Said
(1:50 000

REGION F

INT3549 (UK)

(chart limitsin light green)
Approaches to Port Said (Bur Sa’id)
(1 :25 000)
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REGION J

SCO01 (EG) — INT7156

(chart limits in blue color, insets in
pink)

Suez Canal (Port Said to Great
Bitter Lake)

(1 :40 000)

A-Port Said

B-Al Kaab to Al Kantara

C-New Expansion Channel

D-Al Temsah Lake (1:12 500)

REGION J

SCO02 (EG) — INT7159

(Insetsin pink)

Suez Canal (Great Bitter Lake to
Gulf of Suez)

(1 :40 000)

E-Great Bitter Lake

F-Kabret to Suez Bay

G-Port Taufiq to Gulf of Sue




