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________________________________________________________________

Summary and Purpose of Document
The document contains an attempt to discuss procedural issues 
for national reporting practices. 

Specification of “additional data” encoded in TDCF is also mentioned.

________________________________________________________________

ACTION PROPOSED
The meeting is invited to take the content of this document into consideration.
References:

[1] Manual on Codes, WMO-No. 306, Volume I.1 and I.2.

[2] Manual on Codes, WMO-No. 306, Volume II.
[3] Final Report, ET DR&C, Muscat, 5 - 8  December 2005.
[4] Commission for Basic Systems, Abridged Final Report with Resolutions and Recommendations,

     Cairns, 4 – 12 December 2002.
1. Background 
Document ET DR&C/Doc. 5.3(1) submitted to the ET DR&C meeting in Muscat (5 - 8  December 2005) contained a proposal for coverage of national reporting practices in BUFR template for SYNOP data. The Team agreed that it was a good example to show how this could be done, but that it was not necessary to develop these templates for all the countries and that it was the responsibilities of the country concerned. It was also recalled that normally data related to national practices were not exchanged internationally.  Only regional practices should be in recorded templates.  They could also be put in a separate BUFR message if they needed to be exchanged.  Another solution was to use local descriptors in conjunction with operator 2 06 yyy.  
2. Procedural issues for national reporting practices 

(a) Coverage of national reporting practices published in [2] shall be the responsibility of the NMS concerned. 
(b) Members of the Expert Team on Data Representation and Codes shall provide advice and suggestions in solving the actual problems.
(c) Representation of national procedures may be accomplished by supplementing the existing global or regional BUFR templates by relevant additions, using the entries available in the international portion of BUFR Tables.
(d) A regional BUFR template, if been developed for a particular TAC data6 Y.Y













































































 available, shall not be mandatory for Member States of the particular Region. Either the global template for the TAC data type or any of the regional templates, whichever is the most convenient, may be used. 
(e) For international exchange, local descriptors shall be preceded by an operator 2 06 Y.

(f) Data, corresponding to the content of national sections in TAC (e.g. Section 5 of SYNOP), shall not be included in BUFR messages for international exchange.

(g) If required for the exchange by regional or bilateral arrangements, the complete extent of data, including representation of national sections in TAC, may be included in additional bulletins. These BUFR messages shall be disseminated with limited distribution only.
3. “Additional data” as defined in Resolution 40 (Cg-XII)
Manual on the GTS, WMO-No.386, Volume I, paragraph 2.3.2.2, the part related to ii specifies selection of ii for “additional” data as defined in Resolution 40 (Cg-XII):
Bulletins containing “additional” data as defined in Resolution 40 (Cg-XII) shall be compiled into bulletins with ii above 19. This does not apply to bulletins compiled in BUFR or CREX code.
The difference between “essential” and “additional” data may be also accomplished by usage of additional CCCCs in the telecommunication header. In case of TAC data, however, “ii” is the prevailingly used tool for differentiating between these two types of data as defined in Resolution 40 (Cg-XII). The absence of a corresponding system for TDCF might be felt as a negative feature of Migration to TDCF. Consequently, it might be useful to ask the relevant ISS Expert Team to specify values of ii for “additional” data within the already proposed ii in Table C6 and Table C7.  
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