Minutes of the Dover Strait User Working Group (DSUWG)

Langdon Battery – 13 March 2007 at 1030
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1. Apologies 

Mike Martin - Dover Diving Club (Andy Nye to represent)



2. Minutes of Last Meeting/Action Points

Unofficial Ferry Traffic Separation Scheme.
MO had spoken to group regarding the zone on the East entrance waypoint put out by Port Control. RB remarked however, that he doesn’t think it is the waypoint. MO will forward relevant email to RB and RB to action further. 
ACTION - RB - copies of relevant docs to be put in yacht club
ACTION - MO - to double check that magazines etc state the UFTSS is specifically referred to as unofficial and only the co-ordinates of the area are published. Any reference to P&O is not to be included from the original document.

Road Show
GW reported that he was waiting for final confirmation from organisers of the Kent County Show regarding a joint RNLI/MCA stand. Sea Safety articles etc still needs some further exploration and MS suggested that Guy Addington was the man to contact. MO added that both Carol Paddison and Stuart Carruthers at the RYA could be helpful in this field.
ACTION - GW - to contact Guy Addington

Co-Ordinates on the Routine Broadcasts
Since the last meeting, FR reported that this has now been included in the broadcasts and RF commented that this had been very helpful for the pilots.

Deep Water Route Use
MT commented that this action point had not yet been attained and that this subject would be discussed more fully in agenda item 7.

Close-Quarters
MC says he has provided copies of his findings.

Aggregate Dredging
MT stated that dredging was ongoing in the separation zones as programmed.
KV stated that companies were being advised not to use the inshore zone
JC commented that he may want to investigate this point further

3. Leisure diving on wrecks in the TSS

This item has been raised as there are an increasing number of leisure boat divers wanting to dive in the TSS. AN informed the meeting that the problem lies in particular with novice divers and clarification is required as to what advice/guidelines should be given.  MT commented that Rule 10(g) clearly states vessels should avoid anchoring in a TSS or in areas near its terminations and EM stated that we could if necessary invoke this ruling.  EM asked the meeting for their comments on this matter and it was unanimous that no one present was in favour of leisure diving in the TSS.  GW suggested that an article could be put in the BSAC magazine. JJM stated that from the French point of view, each year there are an increasing number of diving vessels in the TSS and commented that speed of vessels was becoming an important concern that could lead to a major accident. He also stated that the number of divers had increased from around 30 to 40 per year in the 1980’s to in the region of approximately 150 during a 2- month period and he stated that if vessels (in French waters) are not following COLREGs that they will be fined. M.Evrard asked the meeting if there is any specific equipment on diving boats for location purposes. EM commented that AIS Class-B was coming in but at present there are no mandatory requirements. AN commented that dive boats were anchoring to wrecks in the TSS.  AN commented that in the NE lane Sandettie buoy there is a warship which is frequented by divers. MT asked if divers were able to dive to this wreck and FR responded that permission was required if wreck was in French waters.  AN stated he would promulgate guidance to diving clubs, their internet sites and BSAC publications. Also, a well known diver is due to visit Dover Coastguard station soon and AN will at that time try to encourage her to write an article about the dangers of diving in the TSS.
ACTION: AN
4. Maritime Safety Information (MSI) Broadcast

Due to the quality of this broadcast, the meeting was informed that the Channel has now been changed as there had been reports that people had been receiving garbled transmissions. RF commented that this has been a useful change. 

5. Mandatory Reporting Format

GW asked if the questions in the Mandatory Reporting form on board ships could be followed in the correct sequence. KV responded that this would be actioned.
ACTION – KV
6. Thanet Offshore Wind Farm

A presentation was given by MT on the progress of the wind farm.  Questions were then raised as follows: EM asked about exclusion zones and enforcement thereof.  JC replied that prior to wind farm going into operation, the developers have to apply for any exclusions to the Secretary of State SR asked if the wind farm was likely to degrade radar. JC responded that trials carried out confirmed that if a vessel was in close proximity this was a possibility. Further trials (in Kent) had produced a conditional go-ahead on the company regarding safety and stated that the MCA were happy with the rules and regulations. We intend to put out a note to mariners at the appropriate time.  SR stated that he was still concerned about detection of vessels. It was stated that the contractors were paying for a navigation mast to enhance safety. PD asked about depth of cables. JC stated that this information was in the environmental statement and thought that cables would be deeply entrenched. GI asked if there was likely to be any effect on vessel equipment other than radar. JC thought not. PD requested a copy of MT’s presentation
ACTION: EB (minute taker)

There followed a presentation by JC on the new Foxtrot 3 buoy scheme proposing a ‘wedge feature’ which forces traffic further into the SW lane and gives vessels coming from the east/SE more room to manoeuvre as they enter the SW lane. The separation line will also move to North and West so SW traffic can more easily turn to port and straight on, thus changing the current dog leg line to a straight line. There will also be an enlarged precautionary area around the junction. EM then asked if the UKHO would be able to highlight the box in that area to reinforce the message of following the current arrow markings. JC responded that it may be possible to have an added note and it is intended to use CNIS if vessels are not complying.  He added that the scheme would be operational from July 2008. PD expressed a concern about turning by the Falls buoy. EM commented that most vessels are now equipped with AIS (plus manual observation) and should be plotting well ahead of the turning manoeuvre.

7. Deep Water Route

MT stated that there were still some problems regarding consistency of wording
for the DWR in the IMO Ship Routeing Guide and UKHO charts/publications.  JC posed the question as to whether vessels using the DWR are genuinely constrained by draft. RF replied that due to the sandbank at Sandettie Point some vessels with lesser draft need to use the DWR. JC stated that any technical descriptions have to be consistent and would appear that wording does not currently mention 16 metre restriction, so if we are not happy then we could approach IMO. Dover TSS is only a recommended route, however, with the close proximity of UK and France in the Strait there is no alternative.  The only way we could ‘ban’ (vessels under 16m) is to have a mandatory routeing requirement.  MP reported instances where the fact that vessels under 16m use the DWR freely thereby constraining use by deep draft vessels.  He asked how we ensure the DWR is free for vessels that do need to use it and in addition if broadcasts could be made to ensure that the DWR is clear. JC responded that at present there is a lot for the MCA to do and agreement regarding any changes needs first to be discussed with our French colleagues.  There followed a general discussion about the difficulties regarding needy vessels using DWR which can cause re-routeing problems for other vessels. EM made the suggestion that users who should not be users could be targeted from SIRENAC. MP disagreed with this opinion and did not see need to divert all non-users to the eastern route and asked should the DWR be freed up for vessels with a draft of less than 16m. JC responded that changes would have to be made to NAV53, revising co-ordinates and said it could be recommended changing the closing line of the northern end of the DWR. EM asked if wording could not be put in and JC responded that it could, but not enforced. GW stated that CNIS is only allowed to state facts and give information and that advice could not be broadcast. EF commented that the DWR was used (by him) if vessel was large even if not 16m restriction because eastern lane could be too shallow. JC asked if that part of the Strait was controlled by Gris Nez and MT said Dover controls as Gris Nez cannot view that area well although it is partly in French territorial waters.  JJM commented that if we stick to the rules it is maybe only approx 3 ships per day (using DWR) and that the eastern lane does give less navigation space. EM comments that if we say DWR is able to be used by other than 16m vessels there is a problem when there is a vessel that does need to use the route. GI suggested that maybe the 16m restriction could be reduced to a 12m restriction.  SL made a point about speed of vessels and safe speed of vessels using the DWR. A question was asked regarding how the 16m was set. GW said historically it was agreed jointly as 17m by the English and French Coastguard back in the 1970’s. JC then proposed whether we should change the wording now to state the 16m restriction or postpone for 12 months giving the Group time to discuss the matter further.  JJM said he would like to give a real focus and analysis of traffic before decisions were taken. MT put to the meeting if all were for further discussion and it was concluded that there could be an email discussion between MCA Dover and Gris Nez. ACTION - MT/FR


JC also stated that we have to have agreement with our French colleagues and JJM stated that this also concerned the Belgian authorities so they should also be included in discussions. JC stated that changes to positions and a small part of TSS re F3 and looking at closing NE & SW ends.  GW made a suggestion of including DWR users in broadcasts which they had done successfully many years ago on a trial basis. It was also proposed that there should be a survey of vessels currently using DWR (possibly over a month long period). 
ACTION – MT
8. Any Other Business

RF posed a question regarding identification of fishing vessels. MT responded that the Gris-Nez Vessel Monitoring System (VMS) could be used or DEFRA’s own system.

MC asked if the SW Goodwin buoy has been removed and why as it was causing the Maersk vessels to be restricted on their route to Dunkirk. JC responded that Trinity House would be the instigator of changes and/or removing buoys and suggested that he and MC discussed further following the meeting and JC could then approach Trinity House on MC’s behalf.
Action: JC


M.Evrard made a point about the Lifeboat being contacted on 5 March for a technical exercise involving Maersk and that if lifeboat required on a commercial basis Gris-Nez had to be contacted first to request its launch. It transpired that it was a Manchex exercise on that date and there had been some communication confusion. M.Evrard stated had he known it was Manchex they would have launched.

Murray Milligan was invited into the meeting to propose that future DMSC meetings should follow on from the DSUWG as there were representatives on both groups and would be beneficial to hold them at the same venue and date. This was agreed by all.
9. Date of Next Meeting

Tuesday 25 September 2007 at 1030 UK time at Langdon Battery
The meeting concluded at 1330 approximately.

