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VIESORNTEEMIES TN MARINIME SECURIT A==

it alieg, Dorbgecyy "'s
r 0 PORT FACILITY SECURITY ISSUES
Srm arer Access

= Usce/speely

:f—'g.:g?ort Security Capacity Building

= Varitime Domain Awareness

—— Port Risk Mitigation Plans

— Security Training for Port/Facility Employees
— Continuity of Business/Resumption of Trade
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0 2009 99 Pirzlie ﬁijackings, Loy freinn) 49

SESEI 200 12 CapLIVe ShipS, ~278
rrariners nelafplesiEefe

BRI/ MAERSK ALABAMA — 8 Apr 2009

U 15 MV LIBERTY SUN — Apr 2009

: ’"O'leerlan -flag, Saudi-owned T/V SIRIUS
— STAR

—
T

e J.S. M/V HENRIETTA successful escape
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2 USCE Vi Seet .Qmegwe.lgﬁ;@.ﬁ:_v 7),
Guideliges foplths: Vessels Operating im High

—

Q]:m Watersyissued May: 2009 (SSI)
o Dad TSA 2002, USCG determines security

fieesUres necessary for U.S. flag vessels

:j?"‘fUSCG POt Security Advisory (2-09), 22 May 09,
= recommended security measures for foreign-flag
~— ships

® Flag & Port State concerns: weapons carriage
Indemnification, arms trafficking laws
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> Cornolalints of restrictiorns orl seelferers’,
SHElES and union officials” access
elEport facilities based on “security
cogsidritds

f o WSAES internationall & statutory obligation
to allow reasonable access to seafarers.

—® [MO Conference Resolution 11, Human-
Element-Related Aspects of Shore Leave
for Seafarers, Dec 2002.
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A ARERMAGCESS NSMBRE

MO VIziritirre Safety Corrirrlittaa Clrctfzls
111 ‘, Shiererlieave ana Access to Ships
BRLERHIENSPSICode, June 2004

56 Regulations 33 CFR 105.200

SRS \VIC 03-03, Ch. 1
==e Denial of access by a regulated U.S. port
facility: to seafarer authorized to enter U.S.

Or'te seafarer welfare organizations “runs
counter to the intent of our regulations.”




Reasons for Denying Shore Leave 2009

B No Visa: 76.6%
B Swine Flu Concerns: 14.4%
O Ship Denied Shore Leave: 3.3%

O Terminal Denied Shore Leave: 3.1%
B CBP Denied (Other): 2.1%
O TWIC Issue: 0.5%
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202t PORT FACILITY SECURITY ISBIEES
N EAFARERMAGCESS NSHBRE

o USCGE COTPs carl rriariclera reglzitac] gorr
fz) CJJJ IESHpIOVICE ieasonawle access to

SleEe@NPs will verify that every Facility

curlty Plan state how' access by
%’f%f_f-’zs“eafarers and seafarer welfare
== Organizations will be accomplished IAW 33
~ CFR 105.200(b)(9).

o USCG Working Group under the National
Maritime Security Advisory Committee.
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s PO T FACIIL Y SECURITY ISSUES
N USCE/sRe RVPVEER

o 28 Aug 2009 VO natyyear USCE & SPC
Padgionzl] MElgidime Pree) e

SISs(eRifiiCrational Port Security Program
sersonnel attend ISPS Code audits by SPC

BRIVPRaldit program of Pacific Island
%@%‘ountrles & territories as observers

= 824 coordinated country visits to date
® Minimizes intrusion on Small Island States

o Alighment between USCG & SPC
conclusions
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R I SECURGIAGAPACTTY R TILDING

2 5P C PP r21s roouUst gort sectrity trelirlirlc
§C aC|ty pUIlEiRG pregram

> foru EIrthRINIAG for Key port security: &

BELEREINDESIgnated Authority persennel
= _iSCG considering greater ISPS Code
= Gapacity-building emphasis
o Blild upon Model Maritime Code for legal
feundation for good maritime governance




———

o~
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BRI IMEDBMAIN AWERRENESS

> Novarnoar 2008 VuUrnozall terrarist etielcis
Seed vl Reraplity fromi small vessel
infiltrzitios:

o U SHics America’s Waterways Watch — a

ierbime neighborhood watch: program.

O'Offer noncommercial, nontraditional
Waterways USers a means to report

sUspicious activity on or near waterways.
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ZORNRRIPORT FACILITY SECURTTYAISSIESSS
PORT GECURINAGRANT PREGRAMT

i JS:J EundingsAvailablesinsEYs2010:+.$288
Million
Girel nr“ meVAretainrand tuse up to' 5% Homeland
duAGanRtE Program (HSGP) funds towards

IVEREGEmERt and! Administration costs
ate/Terrltory Matching Funds requirements are
SWaived for 2010

s New Group II ports have option of using Fiduciary
Adent
e Recommend all ports develop Port-Wide Risk

Mitigation/Management Plan for future PSGP
rounds




ORI CIPORIE FACILITY.SECURITY.ISSUES
SECURITY. TIRATINIIN G s

(“f NFINULTY/RESEMPIHONIOE TIRADE

eI NINENESECUHLY thaIRnG Tor all Port/FaciIity
SINPIEYEES, et just €SO, FSO & Security Staff

J AJJ_— WPIGYEES Nave "security responsibilities”

BSRISIgovernment interagency focus on restoring
gg?fﬁarltlme trade after a TSI: NSPD-41, HSPD-13,
= = “SAFE Port Act

® Public/private Maritime Transportation System
Recovery: Units

¢ Do you have Continuity of Business/Resumption
of Trade Plans? Have you exercised them?




