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@ IHO

The 1%t Joint Meeting of the North Sea (NS) and the Baltic Sea (BS) Maritime Safety Information
(MSI) Working Groups (WG) was held in Hamburg, Germany, at the Federal Maritime and
Hydrographic Agency between the 71" and 8™ of October 2025.

Meeting Summary

As an inaugural meeting, topics concerning the importance and administrative requirements of such
meetings were discussed, including the opportunities gained by having so many operational
subjects matter experts in one room.

The Joint Working Group has no Terms of Reference, however, as both constitutional Groups
operate under a very similar mandate, several changes to respective TORs were made to enable
wider engagement and reflect on potential conflicts of interest in procedure, not least to review the
Groups continued existence.

Several presentations were provided on MSI operational delivery and development, and the
outcomes of WWNWS17 were discussed, including the allocation of S-100 producer codes and how
this was being co-ordinated.

Noting the resignation of the incumbent NS MSI WG Chair, members of that Group elected a new
chair for consideration and approval by the North Sea Hydrographic Commission at its 37" meeting
in April 2026.

In addition to reviewing current MSI services provided by Member States, significant discussion was
held over the Groups function and its capacity and authority to direct or influence future MSI
developments within the international regulatory community.

Whilst consensus of the Groups remit and scope were agreed to remain in line with respective
Terms of Reference and the IHOs direction, strong observations concerning the wider implications
and considerations of the bigger digital model, IMOs e-navigation Strategy and the revision and
regulation on the use of future IHO Data Products through the Maritime Services were made.

Figure 1 - In person Attendee, 1st Joint tic Sea North Sea MSI Group, BSH, Hamburg,
Germany
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This sparked some lively views on influence and objectives of the Working Groups. A review on the
status of S-124 and other supplementary products was considered, including presenting and
aligning development in line with proposals made to IRCC 17 on production targets.

Further, the Group noted the disparity on the reporting of S-124 status, development and
‘implementation’ to its governing Regional Commission’s, not least it's authority to co-ordinate such.
A draft tracker to capture specific points of contact, progress and expectations was proposed to

more effectively monitor development.

It was also agreed that Workplans should be developed to effectively manage the objectives and

outcomes of the Working Groups.

Actions and Decisions

Action JA1.1— Review ToR to reflect
comments on the election of a Chair, noting
the potential conflict of interest between a
Chair and NAVAREA/SUBAREA co-
ordinators— Chair

Action JA1.2— Report JA1.1 observation to
Regional Commissions and WWNWS-SC to
further consider a suitable way forward for
electing future Chairs and to feedback said
comments and any other outcomes to other
Regional MSI WG. - Chair

Action JA1.3— Each Group needs to consider
the requirement for and elect a secretary as
appropriate - All

Action JA1.4— Update respective Terms of
Reference with the Draft Option (JD 1.2) to
facilitate Joint Meetings and present changes
to Respective Regional Hydrographic
Commissions for approval - Chair

Action JA1.5 - Rationalise comments made
regarding awareness of the bigger picture and
the suitability of Regional Commissions to
oversee the MSI Groups activity, where the
WWNWS-SC’s expertise and authority may
be better placed to supervise — Chair

Action JA1.6— Subarea and NAVAREA Co-
ordinator’s to work together on mitigations
implemented by the UK to reduce capacity on
NAVTEX Broadcasts in the Baltic — Chair

Action JA1.7- Secretary to update the
proposed tracker (JBSNSMSI1.8.1) to monitor
S-124 PRODUCTION implementation with
agreed suggestions and create a form for
submission. Both to be shared with Member
States for consideration.— Secretary

Action JA1.8—Finalise a draft joint Workplan
on the Working Groups activities with due
regard to the implementation of S-124 and
share with members to consider. - Chair

Action JA1.9- Group to consider more
regular engagement with the Met Services
and include consideration of Met Forecasts
and Warnings in MSI Working Group
Meetings, particularly in regard to co-
ordination. — All

Action JA1.10— Share slides and
presentations with Working Group. —
Secretary

Decision JD1.1 — NAVAREA | co-ordinator (George Goody) elected Chair by the NSMSI WG.

Decision JD1. — The Group agreed to option 1 amendment to both Working Groups ToR for mutual

working group meetings:

“‘Routinely engage with Baltic Sea/North Sea MSI and other neighbouring Working Groups, as
appropriate, to enable the successful execution of the Terms of Reference, either by electing a
proxy to represent each group or to hold Joint meetings at the discretion of the Chair(s).”
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Meeting Notes

Agenda Item and Comments Outcome

-—

Arrival and meet and greet

. The Chair (JVB) opened the meeting by welcoming all to what he

considered an historic event; the 15t Joint meeting of the MSI .
Working Groups. Succgssful opening of the
Some housekeeping and administrative information was provided by meeting

Elena Gnehm (EG).

Welcome by host nation Germany from the Head of the
DWD Branch Office

Michael Martens, the Head of the DWD branch, was introduced to

the Group, offering a warm welcome to all, noting the importance of Wished the Group a

the subject. He described the provision of Meteorological and productive meeting and good
Navigational Safety Information, both now and in the future, was vital luck with their deliberations.
for protecting seafarers and contributing to a more sustainable and

cleaner industry.

Welcome, introductions and meeting
expectations — Chair

JVB thanked Michael for his words and proceeded to express his
gratitude for the effort made by all attending in person and online to
take part in the meeting. He expressed his desire for fruitful
discussion and encouraged all to contribute to discussions as much
as possible, noting a friendly and informal environment to comment.

Elena Maria Gnehm (EG) provided a brief on housekeeping, building
safety and a little background on administration.

The Chair proceeded to ask Members online and in person to make
introductions.
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Review and adopt Agenda

The Chair introduced the agenda, describing the justification for
discussions, noting some minor changes and described the timetable
of events.

Jan-Hendrik Oltmann (JHO) Germany, noted that the Group should be
discussing the Maritime Services (MS), particularly MS5 and MS2 and
their criticality on establishing the use and application of new Data
Products and dissemination methods. Further he expressed concerns
that this Group should be considering the bigger picture and the
conversations being had by IALAs DTEC.

The Secretary clarified that the WWNWS had updated MS5 and
details would be described under Agenda item 9. Further, it was noted
that, whilst understanding the bigger picture and the implications on
the outcomes of other international fora, this working Group had a very
specific mandate, governed by the IHO.

Germany noted these comments, but insisted that in order to progress
future services, IALA must be considered as part of the agenda.

No further comments were had, and the agenda was adopted, noting
Germany’s comments.

Selection of New NSMSI WG Chair (and secretary as
required)

In line with the Meeting Procedures, Paragraph 7 of the NSMSI WG
Terms of Reference, The Chair put the election of a New Chair for
the NSMSI WG to the Group, noting that whilst this was not a NS
Meeting, the majority of Members from that Group were present
(noting the absence of the French Irish and Dutch representatives).
The ethics of this agenda item and the inclusion of such an election
within the Terms of Reference were questioned, particularly where a
conflict of interest may exist between the NAVAREA/SUBSAREA
co-ordinator and any elected MSI Working Group Member as Chair.
Norway highlighted that the NAVAREA/SUBAREA Co-ordinators
had specific responsibilities, acting, reporting and answering to the
World Wide Navigational Warnings Service Sub-committee and the
IMO as required. Should the Group decide to deviate from decisions
made by the wider community, it could cause problems.

The UK provided a counter argument supporting the retention of
such an election, as the Working Groups had limited authority to
make changes or decisions that could impact international
regulations or national operations. The group can only act in an
advisory capacity and within the confines of the TOR. Therefore,
having an independent Chair may be beneficial, not detrimental.
Further, any decision made by the Group would need to be ratified
by the governing body.

The Chair noted the comments, however, proceeded to invite
volunteers or nominations for the position, citing the TOR current
mandate required the Group to elect a new Chair, which will be
considered by the regional commission. The UK, Goerge Goody
(GG) (NAVAREA | co-ordinator), volunteered, which was seconded
by the Secretary, Matt Sheldon (MS) and Trond Ski (TS), Norway.
No objections were had by other Members, and the Chair noted the
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Agenda was adopted by the
Group noting the limitations
on not effectively considering
IALA position.

Decision JD1.1: George
Goody NAVAREA | Co-
ordinator elected as Chair of
the NSMSI WG.

Action JA1.1: Review ToR
to reflect comments on the
election of a Chair, noting
the potential confiict of
interest between a Chair and
NAVAREA/SUBAREA co-
ordinators.

Action JA1.2: Report JA1.1
observation to Regional
Commissions and WWNWS-
SC to further consider a
suitable way forward for
electing future Chairs and to
feedback said comments
and any other outcomes to
other Regional MSI WG.

Action JA1.3: Each Group
needs to consider the
requirement for and elect a
secretary as appropriate.
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decision to elect GG as the New NSMSI WG Chair.

The Chair instructed the Secretary to include the decision in the
report to the Regional Commission and proposed to also include the
aforementioned observations in the report, requesting the
Commission comment on the observations made. Further, the Chair
took an Action to review each Groups TOR in consideration of the
above comments.

The Secretary (MS) proposed that these observations should also
be presented to the WWNWS SC, including any decisions made by
the Regional Commissions so that they could be cascaded down to
other MSI WGs (MACHC) for consideration.

Finally, MS declared his decision to step down as NSWG Secretary
effective January 2026.The Chair thanked MS for his work for this
and previous meetings and suggested that the Chairs consider the
requirement for Secretary support going forwards and request
volunteers ahead of the next meeting as required.
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Meeting TOR

The Chair noted that a review of the Groups Terms of Reference
(TOR) and continued existence is a standing agenda item for each
Groups respective TOR.

The Chair encouraged the Group to consider this, noting the value
in meeting in person, to build a relationship with overseas
colleagues’ delivering harmonious services.

However, the Chair highlighted that neither Group had a line to
enable joint engagement. It was proposed to add an additional line
to each to facilitate this, particularly in consideration of respective
Regional Commissions decisions for both groups to consider and
co-ordinate S-124 implementation.

To stimulate conversation, 2 proposals were provided; to update an
existing line in the MOU or to draft and insert a new clause. Draft
text was provided by the UK:

Routinely engage with [North Sea / Baltic Sea] MSI and other
neighbouring Working Groups, as appropriate, to enable the
successful execution of the Terms of Reference, either by electing
a proxy to represent each group or to hold Joint meetings at the
discretion of the Chair

Or

Update existing line: to facilitate cooperation concerning technical
and administrative matters related to the MSI service,” including
engagement with other MSI Working Groups”

The requirement for a new entry was questioned but quickly
discarded. It was agreed that the Group should reframe from
amending existing lines to avoid diluting the original meaning or
interpretation of the requirement. The consensus was to add option 1
to the TOR, recommending the Regional Commissions approve the
Change.

The Chair asked the room if there were any other questions or
comments;

Discussions ensued between Norway, Sweden, Germany, Denmark,
Finland, Iceland and the UK on the focus and remit of the Working
Group and its scope to utilise, promote and enforce S-124.

Germany explained that their national administration considered
wider requirements on the dissemination of information, particularly
under the provision and direction of IALA — noting that policy and
legislation were established under the “Seeaufgabengesetz“ where
BSH, DWD and WSV work together to look at the bigger picture and
influence provided by different international organisations. He
encouraged the Group to include IALA and the wider implications of
the services for which this Group is responsible, including S-124,
with in the TOR. Further that the Group consider the Maritime
Services as part of their deliberations.

The UK agreed that an awareness of the bigger picture was vital,
however, again, the remit of this Working Group was to support and
guide the provision of regulated MSI Services.
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Decision JD 1.2: The Group
agreed to including a new
line in the TOR:

“Routinely engage with Baltic
Sea/North Sea MSI and
other neighbouring Working
Groups, as appropriate, to
enable the successful
execution of the Terms of
Reference, either by electing
a proxy to represent each
group or to hold Joint
meetings at the discretion of
the Chair(s)”

Action JA1.4: Update
respective Terms of
Reference with the Draft
Option (JD 1.2) to facilitate
Joint Meetings and present
changes to Respective
Regional Hydrographic
Commissions for approval.

Action JA1.5: Chair to
rationalise comments made
regarding awareness of the
bigger picture and the
suitability of Regional
Commissions to oversee the
MSI Groups activity, where
the WWNWS-SC'’s expertise
and authority may be better
placed to supervise.
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10.Norway further suggested that changes regarding dissemination
should reflect decisions made by the IMO, not other bodies and
agreed with the observations from the UK in that this Groups primary
focus must be MSI.

11.Germany proposed that line 1 of the TOR should be amended to
include IALA as a new Intergovernmental Organization.

12.Sweden suggested that, as the IHO is the governing body for the
standard, an exhaustive list of organsiations would be inappropriate
and should be kept generalised; noting the WMO were also not listed
despite being a primary regulator for MSI.

13.Iceland observed also that S-124 was not MSI — as agreed by the
NSCR Sub-committee, however, the key words from forums was
harmonisation, which is applicable to this group, further that, like
weather, SAR needs to be considered.

14.1t was noted that given the Regional Commissions had no influence
at the IMO and limited knowledge and authority to consider the wider
context of MSI under the IHO, particularly in light of the variable
organisations represented in the Group (coastguard, weather
servicers, defence services, hydrographic organsiations,
communications regulators, etc etc), that it would be far more
appropriate for the WWNWS-SC to oversee the Working Groups
activities, which shouldn’t be difficult as all report to them annually
already. Further, the Sub-committee would be able to provide
harmonised and holistic oversight.

15.Norway supported this observation, noting a requirement for the
reginal Commissions to maintain awareness the Groups progress.

16.The Chair agreed to consider these comments and as required,
reflect them in the report to Regional Commissions and to the
WWNWS-SC to consider.

Welcome by host nation Germany from the Head of the Nautical
Hydrography Department and the German National Hydrographer.

With a slight change to the agenda, Thomas Dehling joined the Group to
welcome Members to the BSH, recognising the importance of the
experts in this room in reaching effective solutions for the future safety of
navigation.
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Presentation: The development of BSH S-100 products,
using S-125 and S-127 as examples

Daniel Zuhr (DZ) from BSH provided the Group with a general overview
on the status of S-100 product specification development in Germany.
The majority of S-1XX specifications under development by BSH are
planned to be available by mid-2026.

DZ described the process of utilizing QGIS and scripts to extract existing
attributes stored in the Hydrographic Production Database (HPD),
enriching the data and producing new S-125 (Aids to Navigation) and S-
127 (Marine Traffic Management) product specifications and automating
the production to PDFs to supporting other media.

The UK noted the ability to update straight to S-101 and asked what
Germany intended to use S-125 for; replicating the lights lists for longer
term outages or for permanent changes as an overlay.

DV confirmed, yes, their intention was to upgrade current list of lights to
a more user-friendly representation as current list is poorly used.
However, conversations and considerations continue, and specific use
cases and direction would be considered as other services developed.

Germany (JHO) — stated that Marine Traffic Management was a
misleading definition for S-127, rather it should be VTS, proposing the
Group report back to IHO with this observation. He continued by saying
that S-100 standards should be considered under the Maritime services
definitions, where terminology is harmonised and cam be related back to
IMO regulatory framework. He explained that, in addition to this, there is
a need to identify originator of the data vs who the producer of a product
is. Marine Services should be used to identify how interactions will take
place at the operational level to enable synchronisation.
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See Presentation The
development of BSH S-100
products.
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Presentation: Maritime Warning Service Emden

Germany, Henning Sauer (HS) presented a brief on the requirement,
structure and operational delivery of the Navigational Warning Service of
the Federal Republic of Germany. The brief described the regulatory
framework, the co-operation and the responsibility of the Federal
Authorities involved in the provision of the service, quoting the Internal
Regulation VV-WSV 3303 and detailing the processes, implementation
and the co-ordination of operations.

HS continued by describing the importance of the service including the
co-ordination and provision local navigation warnings. Key Headlines
included:

e Agreements for resilience over NAVETX and radio telephony
with the Netherlands,

o Digital radio broadcast over national terrestrial radio broadcasts
as a supplementary service,

e Preparing Nav warnings for broadcast over NAVTEX via FTP

e 9 maritime Traffic Servers to distribute reciprocal information

The UK, (GG) thanked HS for his presentation and asked if Germany
issued a Riglist, noting potential changes to the NAVAREA | Riglist. HS
responded saying that, typically, no Emden do not issue Riglist due to
the rapid turnaround time and dynamism of operations within German
waters, however they are in receipt of all movements.

GG enquired further if Germany had a process for sharing data with the
UK. HS said they did and would look to clarify the process further with
GG offline.
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See Presentations
Navigational Warning
Service Part 1 and Part 2
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Update on current Navigational Warnings
Provision (GMDSS):

The Chair introduced agenda item 7 as key priority of the Group to

consider current MSI Service provision in view of:

e new, major planned operations or activities that may impact on
shipping

e other known issues

e opportunities

e challenges

The Chair asked if the UK were still having issues in North Sea
regarding transmitters overload, like they were experiencing in
Baltic, particularly with Gisloveshammer, to feed all information in 10
min transmission slot? The UK noted issues with NAVTEX capacity
continued to improve with the implementation of mitigations from the
UKHO and the Met Office. However, despite significant investment
in improving the efficiency and range of their NAVTEX stations,
coverage to the periphery of UK service areas still fell short.
Conversations have commenced with the Faroes to consider
opportunities in utilising their NAVTEX station at Torshavn. The UK
said that they would be happy to discuss the mitigations
implemented to see if similar solutions could be applied to Nav
Warnings in the Baltic.

The Chair noted that the BSMSI WG had an Action previously to
discuss GNSS disruption in the Baltic. As this was applicable across
the entire region and noted it continued to be an active problem, the
Chair asked the Group if other had noticed any issues and if there
was an opportunity to co-ordinate a regional response.

Germany, (JHO) noted that to assess the impact, GNSS disruption
could be measured using a, CBAS, DGPS terrestrial reference
stations and spectrum analysis. JHO encourage members to review
MSC.401(95) .

Finland noted issues were still being experienced but that seafarers
were well informed now

Bruno Spels (BS), Latvia, provided a practical example while
operating at sea, addition to his role as a national co-ordinator, in the
effective use of the warnings provided, noting the need to be careful
when finding solutions to mitigate against GNSS denial.

HH, Germany, agreed however, felt that warnings could be clearer,
particular where some jamming can affect GSM and other radio
services.

The Chair agreed that careful consideration needed to be
considered when responding to the perpetrators of jamming, GNSS
disruption should remain in national co-ordinators minds when
considering the application by seafarers and impact of denial, but
also to follow the guidance in the regulatory documentation
provided,
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Action JA1.6: Subarea and
NAVAREA Co-ordinator’s to
work together on mitigations
implemented by the UK to
reduce capacity on NAVTEX
Broadcasts in the Baltic.
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S-124 status update. Plans for 2026 (see
JBSNSMSI1.8.1)

Rather than asking member states to brief specifically on the status
of their S-124 production, the Chair highlighted the inconsistencies
in reporting progress to IHO, presenting significant variation in the
information captured by the Baltic Sea Hydrographic Commission
and the BSMSIWG. The Chair asked the Group to consider how we
rectify this, who is the S-124/S-100 co-ordinator nationally, who is
this Groups Point of Contact for S-124.

The Chair noted JBSNSMSI1.8.1, a draft proposal for both Groups
to capture progress, and asked the Joint members to consider the
content.

It was agreed that any content regarding regulated services should
kept separate, noting the column listing national co-ordinator.

A discussion ensued where the Group considered:
e Production over distribution. Dissemination is the remit of the
IMO and the WWNWS and should be agreed at an international

level and cascaded down to member states as required.

e Consider to the Actions of WWNWS and the IRCC on the

‘production capability’ for S-124 (See WWNWS action A-24) Action JA1.7: Secretary to
update the proposed tracker
e The limitations and answered questions, no digital signature (JBSNSMSI1.8.1) to monitor
recommendation available, no validation tool available and S-124 PRODUCTION
limited testing opportunities. implementation with agreed
suggestions and create a
e Denmark, Finland the UK, Sweden have all started to build form for submission. Both to
capability, yet the industry has no functional S-100 ECDIS. be shared with Member

States for consideration.
In short, the Group agreed that a draft form would be produced for
each member state to submit, emphasising the Production
capability, less the dissemination method, ensuring the capture of
qualitative and quantitative information.

BS, Lativia, noted the need to be realistic on what can be provided
by the majority of national co-oridnators, and the needs of the end
user. As far as Latvia is concerned, operational use of S-100 is just
not ready and that forging ahead, disrupting the established co-
ordinated service was risky.

TS, Norway supported this to an extent, noting (in their opinion)S-57
ECDIS will continue to remain in service, despite new performance
standard, where CIRM consider that less than 10% of ECDIS will be
S-100 capable by 2040.

Juho Pitkanen (JP) Finland, noted the need to establish a system for
route exchange only, and that short term use cases and
opportunities should be investigated (using S-124 for local warnings,
for example). JP also said there were risks in not understanding the
Standard, where nations may apply solutions by updating production
tools, thereby reducing the working knowledge of the standard.

Consensus on the Groups to focus on ‘Production’ capability over
distribution notwithstanding, the Chair noted that it was important for
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each State to understand the potential direction respective States
might take to ensure a harmonised approach and to highlight
opportunities.

Mindaugas Zakarauskas (MZ), Lithuania, stated that RENCs are
willing to take non-exclusive rights for distribution and even
validation of S124 datasets. They already have their own distribution
networks just need to adjust their distribution systems. The other
distribution methods are always welcome.

GG, UK noted the limitations to this but said that all we really need is
a Point of Contact and that it would be simpler for the Group to
Share a form to each to complete and return.

JHO, Germany, noted that it was all well to consider production,
however, States are already heading in different directions. Under
IALAs model, a system requires tools to efficiently operate;
overarching architecture and a workplan or roadmap on deliverables
to enable time frames to be met, again urging the Group to consider
the architecture provided and the Maritime Services in the context of
e-Navigation. This group must consider how we can jointly
harmonise the (imminent) implementation of the Services-Data-
Connectivity stack for our two adjacent and intertwined regions,
again by utilising the Maritime Services (MSC.467 + MSC-Circ.1610,
as revised). Further, he encouraged the Group to take responsibility
for the future services and raise the criticality of establishing such to
the international community. With the expertise in the room, this is
should be easily achievable.

TS, Norway noted that existing framework had been discussed
before and that the production status was now required, who is
producing what and why.

The MS, Secretary (UK) noted that this Group was a Working to
advise and maintain Awareness only. It was not in our gift to make
these proposals; however, each Member State could engage with
their respective S-100 representative to the IHO to influence.

JHO, Germany, asked the Group to reframe from simplifying this,
noting the importance of the Changes required to establish a unified,
harmonised approach and not to pass this off to someone else.

GG, the UK, responded saying that he disagreed, that simplicity was
the foundation of the current service and was exactly what was
needed to ensure an effective solution in the future.

The Chair noted the comments and instructed the Secretary to draft
a form for the Members to consider and to update the Tracker to
reflect the comments made.
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9. Update on outcomes of relevant international committees
(NCSR, MSC, WWNWS, HSSC).

1. GG UK presented outcomes and high-level objectives from
WWNWS17. The primary focus here was to notify the Group that the
WWNWS-SC have endorsed SECOM as ONE method for S-124
distribution, and to present the proposed targets for S-124 coverage
in coastal warning areas:

e 40% of NAVAREASs by 2029
e 70% of NAVAREASs by 2031
e 100% of NAVAREAs by 2033

2. MBS, Secretary presented outcomes and next steps in relation s-100
implementation from the Maritime Safety Committee, the Navigation,
Communication, Search and Rescue Su-committee and IMO/ITU
JEGS.

Presentation - DIWA-DE: Implementing the upcoming IMO-/IALA-
stipulated Services-Data-Connectivity stack at the German coast.

The Chair invited Jan-Hendrik Oltmann (JHO) from the Directorate-
General for Waterways and Shipping to present on the digitisation of the
Waterways in Germany. JHO outline the key components available
under the IMOs e-Navigation strategy and IALA that could be used to
effectively integrate the IHOs S-100 data products into the larger digital
operations model; a Services-Data-Connectivity stack.

JHO used Vessel Traffic Services as a primary example to emphasise
the overlap and use of digital products across a range of services, where
the Maritime Services defined in MSC.1/Circ.1610 (Rev1) are linked to
the S-100 World defined by the IHO. JHO then explained that the final
piece is the stable connection to vessel or desired end-user where
effective use can be made.

To realise this, he explained the utilisation of the progressive maritime
satellite domain and next generation (6G ¢.2030) of the international
mobile telecommunication services would be necessary.

JHO highlighted IALAs Guidelines on the Specification of e-navigation
technical services an (G1128).

JHO explained that the global maritime community experienced a similar
situation with the rapid introduction of AIS where implementation had to
be progressed quickly. Administrations have been advised to prepare for
this financially and there will likely be a need to work together to achieve
a seamless coverage noted in ITU-R M.2160.
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12. Discuss data distribution and global IP-based connectivity
supporting ECDIS S$100 products.

The Group considered the work of Correspondence Group established
by NCSR to progress the work regarding the guidance for establishing a
framework for the dissemination of S-100. Further, Members reviewed
the Elements associated with the implementation of S-100 capable
ECDIS, noting the request by the Secretary to read the latest update
from the CG submitted to the Joint IMO/ITU Experts Group
(IMO/ITU21/5, 21/5/1 and 21/5/2)

In person - Tour of German Weather Service (DWD) Office and
NAVTEX Co-ordinator desk.

13. Draft Workplan on S-124 Implementation and the
implementation and impact of other ‘MSI’ related S-100 product
specifications.

1. Noting the reduction in time, the Chair quickly asked the Group
whether there was a wider need to identify the objectives, successful
completion and effectiveness of the Working Groups, by drafting a
workplan to track progress.

2. Inline with decision 11, and to facilitate Action 7 of the 37t Meeting
of the North Sea Hydrographic Commission, the NSMSI WG agreed
to produce a workplan to effectively manage the implementation of
S-124 across the NAVAREA, whilst considering the impact of related
specifications on the successful and sustainable co-ordination of 2nd
Generation MSI. Should this be extended to include criteria to
measure the other outputs of the Group?

3. A draft template was presented for the Group to consider, however,
noting limitations on time, the Chair agreed to draft some objectives
the Chair of the NSMSI WG and share with the Group to consider
post meeting.

14. WMO Product specifications — Co-ordination of S-4XX
METAREA | - Update from METAREA | Co-ordinator/UK on
METAREA Plans

1. The Chair introduced William Maunder (WM), UK and METAREA |
Co-ordinator to outline and update the group on the wider regional
activities concerning engagement and the development of
Meteorological information, including S-41X.

2. WM explained he would be looking to meet with regional met
authorities to improve co-ordination across the METAREA.
Discussions were had over the degree of involvement of Met in this
forum, noting the significant relationship between the two disciplines
under the MSI banner, not least the Title of each Working Group.

15. Producer Code registration and allocation

1. Members were shown how to apply for producer codes through the
IHOs Geospatial Registry.

2. The UK noted that as described under WWNWS17/3/5/8/1, the
approach to promulgation of S-124 will initially mirror the current
procedures and authorizations that exist for the current way Nav and
Coastal warnings are disseminated. Further, this should be reflected

Page 16

See Joint IMO/ITU Experts
Group (IMO/ITU21/5, 21/5/1
and 21/5/2)

Action JA1.8: Chairs to
finalise a draft joint Workplan
on the Working Groups
activities with due regard to
the implementation of S-124
and share with members to
consider.

Action JA1.9: Group to
consider more regular
engagement with the Met
Services and include
consideration of Met
Forecasts and Warnings in
MSI Working Group
Meetings, particularly in
regard to co-ordination.

See Presentation 1st Joint
BSMSI NSMSI Working
Group - MET

1st Joint BS-NS MSI Working Group Summary - Final



o

@ IHO

in the S-124 Implementation Plan.
3. It was explained that essentially, the allocation on producer codes

implied that any authority could apply for and then create S-124 data
exchange sets, with no or limited authority to issue.

UKHO Production Tool Demonstration

16. Any other Business Action JA1.10: Share slides
1. Requests for Secretary to share presentations and slides. No other and presentations with
comments. Working Group.
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