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A U.S. Marine stands security watch on the deck of the Al Basrah Oil Terminal (ABOT). U.S. Marines from the 1st Fleet Anti-Terrorism Security Team (FAST) Battalion, of Norfolk, Va., are providing extra security along with the Iraqi security teams after an attempted suicide attack on Iraqi oil terminals on April 25th. U.S. Navy photo by Photographer's Mate 1st Class Alan D. Monyelle

BODY

Shipping companies have been working flat – out to prepare for the implementation of the ISPS Code on July 1. 

The Coast Guard will check ISPS compliance for all non U.S. vessels, boarding them, either at anchorage or at their berth, on their first U.S. call after July 1. 

Information contained in advanced notices of arrival, regarding previous ports of call and ISSC status, will be considered by the Coast Guard- along with intelligence that may be available through a beefed up inter-agency information sharing program. 

The boarding may be merely perfunctory, but the Coast Guard may be taking a closer look at a vessel's security status, especially when it has come in from a non-compliant port. 

With more importance placed on the advanced Notices Of Arrival (a-NOA), the U.S. Coast Guard has been working to streamline the process of submitting them. 

Shortly after its inception in late 2001, the Coast Guard's National Vessel Movements Center (NVMC) provided a MS Excel template of its notice form that could be submitted in the form of an email attachment. 

Still, ungainly cargo lists and crewlists were included in required submissions to the Coast Guard, which was duplicative of requirements to forward manifests to Customs and crew lists to Immigration and Naturalization Service (INS). 

In December 2003, Customs (by then, re-named "Bureau of Customs and Border Protection", or CBP) set down rules whereby it would be the recipient of the cargo manifest, with submitters to work through a electronic system called Automatic Manifest System (AMS). Around the same time, in late 2003, the NVMC began accepting web based submissions through its website at www.nvmc.uscg.gov , after abandoning an earlier attempt to promulgate a PC based application for submitting advanced notices. 

Prior to 9/11, owners or their agents would notify local Coast Guard offices of a vessel's pending arrival in a 24 hour time window. But security concerns have completely changed the process. Over the past three years, the old U.S. Customs, the old Immigration and Naturalization Service,  and the Coast Guard have been joined in the newly formed Department of Homeland Security (DHS), and finally the information flows will more closely mirror the boxes in the re-jiggered DHS org chart. The actual rules, which require carriers to post bonds with CBP (rather than working through an agents bond)  can be found in the Code of Federal Regulations at 33 CFR part 160 (Coast Guard) and  19 CFR part 4 (CBP).

In late April 2004, the NVMC updated an XML schema and Business Rules, released a month earlier, that will enable applications developers, maritime exchanges and shipowners (who may find it more efficient to centralize all their submissions) to create electronic submissions that conform to the new rules. The CBP submissions to AMS (including the Form 1302) will go to the appropriate office in CBP, either directly or through a third party service.Crew and passenger lists, using the same data inputs that are presently found on the electronic form I-418, will go directly to the Coast Guard. The Coast Guard, which conducts inspections of vessels transporting hazardous cargo, requires vessels to notify them about “certain dangerous cargo”. 

Meantime, another US Government initiative, the Transportation Worker Identity Card (TWIC),  has continued forward. 

Website

National Vessel Movement Center http://www.nvmc.uscg.gov/
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Sidebar: Straits of Malacca

A major battle in the war between maritime security and territorial sovereignty was being fought during April over the Straits of Malacca, already a hotbed for piracy. At issue were reports that U.S. Navy Admiral Thomas Fargo, who commands the Pacific operations for the U.S. military, that U.S. forces would be positioned in the narrow Straits to assist in interdicting pirates, drug traffickers and terrorists. 

Admiral Fargo allegedly told a U.S. Senate Budget committee that the U.S. would deploy personnel from the Marines and Special Forces on high speed boats. 

After a firestorm of opposition from Malaysia (which borders the waterway along with Indonesia), U.S. interests back-peddled, blaming the Press for mis-quoting the Admiral. 

Nevertheless, with numerous sensitive cargoes, including LNG, moving through the Straits, there is a fear that the terrorists will copy with the techniques of the pirates. From a technology perspective, anti-piracy alarms and alerts already exist. 

As usual, the political questions are far more vexing, preventing an intelligent implementation of technologies that can help protect against maritime terrorism.  

IRAQ OIL TERMINALS

In late April, a handful of U.S. service personnel from the Navy and Coast Guard were killed as suicide bombers blew up an explosive laden boat that had been challenged during a security patrol, protecting Iraq's export oil terminals at  Khawr Al Amaya and Basrah.  

The U.S. Navy has now set up a multi-tiered zone extending 5000 meters (approximately 3 nautical miles) outward from the terminals. Vessels inbound to the terminals will need to notify the Navy of identities and intentions, prior to entering the inner zone, extending 2000 meters outward. 

Means of notification will likely include VHF radio contacts. According to the Navy, "If vessels ignore warnings <not to proceed into the inner zone>, coalition forces will destroy suspect vessels before they are able to threaten the terminals." 

