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INTRODUCTION

MEPC 47/20

The forty-seventh sesson of the Marine Environment Protection Committee was held a
IMO Headquarters from 4 to 8 March 2002 under the chairmanship of Mr. Michad Julian
(Audrdia).

The session was attended by delegations from:

ALGERIA

ANTIGUA AND BARBUDA

ARGENTINA

AUSTRALIA

BAHAMAS

BANGLADESH

BELGIUM

BRAZIL

CANADA

CHILE

CHINA

COLOMBIA

COTE D'IVOIRE
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DEMOCRATIC PEOPLE'S
REPUBLIC OF KOREA

DENMARK

DOMINICA

ECUADOR
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ESTONIA
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by representatives from the following Associate Member of IMO:
HONG KONG, CHINA
by representatives from the following United Nations and Speciaized Agencies.

UNITED NATIONS FRAMEWORK CONVENTION ON CLIMATE CHANGE
(UNFCCC)

UNITED NATIONS ENVIRONMENT PROGRAMME (UNEP)

WORLD HEALTH ORGANIZATION (WHO)

by observers from the following intergovernmenta organizations:

EUROPEAN COMMISSION (EC)

INTERNATIONAL OIL POLLUTION COMPENSATION FUNDS (IOPC FUNDS)

REGIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR THE PROTECTION OF THE MARINE
ENVIRONMENT (ROPME)

INTERNATIONAL MOBILE SATELLITE ORGANIZATION (IMSO)

and by observers from the following non-governmenta organizations:

INTERNATIONAL CHAMBER OF SHIPPING (ICS)

INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION FOR STANDARDIZATION (1SO)

INTERNATIONAL UNION OF MARINE INSURANCE (IUMI)

INTERNATIONAL CONFEDERATION OF FREE TRADE UNIONS (ICFTU)

INTERNATIONAL NAVIGATION ASSOCIATION (PIANC)

BALTIC AND INTERNATIONAL MARITIME COUNCIL (BIMCO)

INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF CLASSIFICATION SOCIETIES (IACS)

INTERNATIONAL CARGO HANDLING CO-ORDINATION ASSOCIATION (ICHCA)

EUROPEAN CHEMICAL INDUSTRY COUNCIL (CEFIC)

OIL COMPANIES INTERNATIONAL MARINE FORUM (OCIMF)

FRIENDS OF THE EARTH INTERNATIONAL (FOEI)

INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF THE INSTITUTES OF NAVIGATION (IAIN)

INTERNATIONAL FEDERATION OF SHIPMASTERS ASSOCIATIONS (IFSMA)

INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF OIL AND GAS PRODUCERS (OGP)

ASSOCIATION OF EUROPEAN SHIPBUILDERS AND SHIPREPAIRERS (AWES)

INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF INDEPENDENT TANKER OWNERS
(INTERTANKO)

INTERNATIONAL TANKER OWNERS POLLUTION FEDERATION LIMITED
(ITOPF)

INTERNATIONAL UNION FOR CONSERVATION OF NATURE AND NATURAL
RESOURCES (IUCN)

SOCIETY OF INTERNATIONAL GAS TANKER AND TERMINAL OPERATORS
LTD (SIGTTO)

GREENPEACE INTERNATIONAL

INTERNATIONAL COUNCIL OF CRUISE LINES (ICCL)

INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF DRY CARGO SHIPOWNERS
(INTERCARGO)

WORLD WIDE FUND FOR NATURE (WWF)

INTERNATIONAL PETROLEUM INDUSTRY ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSERVATION ASSOCIATION (IPIECA)
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-5- MEPC 47/20

THE INSTITUTE OF MARINE ENGINEERING, SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY
(IMarEST)

INTERNATIONAL SHIP MANAGERS ASSOCIATION (ISMA)

INTERNATIONAL PARCEL TANKERS ASSOCIATION (IPTA)

INTERNATIONAL SAILING FEDERATION (ISAF)

THE INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONTRACTORS ASSOCIATION (IMCA)

WORLD NUCLEAR TRANSPORT INSTITUTE (WNTI)

INTERNATIONAL HARBOUR MASTERS ASSOCIATION (IHMA)

ROYAL INSTITUTION OF NAVAL ARCHITECTS (RINA)

The Chairman of the Maritime Safety Committee (MSC), Mr. T. Allan (United Kingdom), the
Chairman of the Technica Co-operation Committee (TCC), Captain M.U. Ahmed (Bangladesh),
the Charman of the Sub-Committee of the Ship Dedgn and Equipmett (DE),
Mr. A. Chrysostomou (Cyprus), the Chairman of the Sub-Committee on Bulk Liquids and Gases
(BLG), Mr.Z. Alam (Singgpore) and the Charman of the Sub-Committee on Flag State
Implementation, Mr K.T. Lim (Republic of Korea) were also present.

1.3 The Secretary-Generd welcomed participants and then mentioned the IMO activities on
matters of maritime security.  In the wake of the terrorig attacks in the United States on
11 September last year, the Assembly at its 22nd sesson adopted resolution A.924(22) on
Review of measures and procedures to prevent acts of terrorism which threasten the security of
passengers and crews and the safety of ships. The meeting of the MSC Intersessond Working
Group on Maitime Security held two weeks ago made sgnificant progress in preparation for an
IMO Conference on Maritime Security to be convened in conjunction with MSC 76 later this
year.

14  The Secretary-Generd dated that the Assembly recognized the achievements of the
MEPC during the past two years, especidly the successful adoption of the revised MARPOL
regulation 13G with regard to acceerated phasing-out of dnge-hull tankers and the successful
adoption of the International Convention on the Control of Harmful Anti-Fouling Sysems on
Ships (AFS Convention) prepared by the MEPC. All these achievements by the MEPC
emphasized the role of IMO in the development of regulations and its ability to respond quickly
to such demands.

15 The Secretary-Generd dated that, since the AFS Convention sets 1 January 2003 as the
target date for globa prohibition of gpplication of TBT pants, it was of paramount importance
that the Convention should come into force as soon as possble. The Convention had been ready
for dgnature from the beginning of February and would remain open for dgnature until the end
of this year. The Secretary-Genera urged Member Governments to take positive steps to ratify
and implement the Convention a the earliet opportunity so that measures eradicating harmful
anti-fouling paints could be implemented as scheduled in the provisions of the Convention.

16 The Secretay-Generd ds0 informed the Committee that the Assembly adopted
resolution A.929(22) on entry into force of MARPOL Annex VI, urging Member Governments
to accelerate their ratification process for the Annex so that it too could enter into force as soon
aspossible.

1.7 The Secretary-Generd dated that the problem of harmful aguatic organiams in bdlast
water, which was fird raised a IMO in 1988, was now recognized as one of the four mgor
threats to the hedth of the oceans. The Committee was charged with the responshbility of finding
a workable and acceptable solution to the problem. The last sessons the Council and the
Assembly agpproved, in principle, the holding of a Diplomatic Conference on balast waeter
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management in 2003, therefore there were only two sessons left for the Committee to develop
the draft Convention so that it could be circulated wel before the proposed Diplomatic
Conference in 2003. The Committee must complete the framework of the Convention and
develop the ballast water standards during this sesson.

1.8 The Secretary-Generd noted that the Committee would develop an IMO Strategy to
control greenhouse gas emissons from ships  Although their contribution was relativey smal,
ships nevertheess did emit greenhouse gases and, because they operate worldwide, IMO was
specificdly requested to ded with emissons from ships under the Kyoto Protocol of the United
Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change. It was important for IMO and the shipping
industry to send a postive message to the world that IMO was concerned about climate change
and willing to teke its share of responghility in order to protect the climate for the future of the
earth.

19 The Secretary-Generd dso noted that the Committee would give further consderation to
the role of IMO in reducing the safety and environmentd risks associated with ship recyding.
IMO was mainly concerned with the preparation of ships before recycling commences, which
might include condderation from the design dage of ships The Secretary-Genera anticipated
that the Committee would be adle to ded with this issue effectivdly and efficiently, including
consderation of the proposa to develop IMO guidelines on ship recycling.

1.10 The Secretary-Generd dso advised that the Third Research and Development Forum on
High Dengty Oil Spill Response organized by IMO would be held in Brest, France. Oil tanker
accidents such as the Erika confirmed the urgent need to hold such a Forum to discuss
techniques on how to effectively respond to high-dendty ail spills. He thanked Member States
and organizations involved for their co-operation and support for the Forum.

1.11 The Secretary-Generd noted that the Committee would consder the restructuring of
sub-committees. He dated that consderations should not be redtricted to the sub-committees
gructure but should aso focus on how to carry out the work of the Organization in the most
effective way.

1.12 The Committee noted the report of the Secretary-Generd tha credentids of the
delegations were in due and proper order.

1.13 The agenda for the sesson, as adopted by the Committee, together with the ligt of
documents considered under each item, is shown a annex 1.

2 HARMFUL AQUATIC ORGANISMSIN BALLAST WATER

21  The Committee recdled discussons on the issue of harmful aguatic organisms in bdlast
water since 1990 and, in particular, that MEPC 46 recommended to the Council that there was
aufficient confidence for a successful Conference on Bdlast Water Management to be held in
2003 subject to sufficient progress being achieved in 2002. The Committee aso noted that to
achieve this am, only two MEPC sessons (including the current sesson) were available to
findize the text of the legd ingrument beforeit is circulated for the Diplomatic Conference,

2.2 The Committee dso noted that it would be necessary for this sesson to findize the text of
the draft ingrument and to make subgtantid progress on the issue of balast water management
dandards. At MEPC 48, these standards would need to be findized and the Committee would
have to conduct an aticle-by-atice review of the draft indrument in plenary. Only if the
Committee succeeded in completing these tasks, could it recommend to the 89" sesson of
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Council in November 2002 that sufficient progess had been achieved to hold the planned
Diplomatic Conference,

23  The Committee further noted that, aa MEPC 46, many bdlast water issues were
consdered. On the bass of detailed ingtructions by the Committee, the Bdlast Water Working
Group made good progress during that sesson. The Working Group developed severd
regulations for the draft “International Convention for the Control and Management of Ships
Bdlast Water and Sediments’, as presented in annex 2 to its report (MEPC 47/2) on the basis of
a two-tiered gpproach, which the Committee had accepted in principle (MEPC 45/20,
paragraph 2.5), asfollows:

A tier one would require al ships to meet cetan basdine requirements for balast
water management a dl times throughout the world; and

2 tier two would enable balast water control areas to be designated by contracting
parties where additiona measures could be required.

24  The Committee further noted that the Working Group had aso discussed severa issues in
detall as described in its report and in particular had devel oped:

A an initid proposal for both a balast water exchange standard and two options for a
ballast water treetment standard; and

2 a joint MSC/MEPC circular on “Design suggestions for bdlast water and
sediment management optionsin new ships.”

Report of the Ballast Water Working Group at MEPC 46

25  The Committee consdered the report of the Bdlast Water Working Group a8 MEPC 46
(MEPC 47/2), in conjunction with document MEPC 47/2/15 by the Chairman of the Working
Group reviewing key issues conddered in previous meetings and identifying those gill to be
reolved. The Charman of the Working Group invited the Committee to ingruct the Working
Group to continue the development of the draft legd indrument on the basis of annex 1 of its
report including the principles dready established therein and proposed a course of action for the
Working Group as outlined in section 2 of his document.

2.6  The delegation of Brazil expressed its concern as to the direction in which the draft legd
insrument and balast water standards were currently being developed (MEPC 47/2/9). The
delegation dso suggested to agree firsd on certan fundamentad concepts, eg., what conditutes
“acceptable ballast water” and which criteria should be gpplied for assessng the acceptability of
balast water. Once these and other uncertainties had been addressed, ballast water trestment
methods could be assessed and compared as to their effectiveness, and standards could be agreed.
To incorporate this logic in the draft legd indrument, the deegation dso proposed a
rearrangement of the articles of the instrument as set out in annex 2 of its paper.

2.7 The deegation dso quetioned the concluson of the Committee that Bdlast Water
Exchange should be regarded as an interim solution and that the focus should thus be to produce
safe and more effective balast water treatment options (MEPC 46/23, paragraph 3.3). Ballast
Water Exchange was currently the only management option available to the shipping sector and
no scientific judtification exised to cassfy it as interim. It was suggested to give balast water
exchange equa dtention as balast water treatment in the draft insrument and to review the
Stuation as the need would arise.
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2.8 A number of delegations expressed their support for Brazil's approach and advocated the
preparation of agood, logical agreement rather than a quick agreement.

29 However many other delegations expressed their support for the draft legad instrument
and the way in which dgandards were currently being developed as st out in document
MEPC 47/2 and feared that a conceptua discusson would delay development of an instrument.
Some uncertainties in balast waer management would only be solved in due course and such
solutions might be accderated by adoption of a legd insrument. The instrument should contain
ballast water exchange and bdlast water treatment standards. These ddegations agreed that any
insrument to be adopted should address the right questions and be logicd to ensure its
acceptance in the end.

210 The United States pointed out that, in its view, a globd and environmentadly protective
dandard is the cornerstone of the insrument. It strongly urged that the Working Group focus on
the development of such a standard.

211 A number of delegations supported the views expressed by the observer from ICS who
mentioned that when standards are further developed, appropriate atention should aso be given
to the tools to go with standards, i.e. who would operate such tools and when?

2.12  Insumming up, the Chairman noted that:

i it was essentid that the legd instrument on bdlast water management should
address dl the relevant issues so that it would be accepted by Member States,
enter into force, and contribute to the control of harmful aguetic organisms in
ballast water;

2 the important matter for this sesson is the need to agree on standards for balast
water treatment standards and aso to progress the text of the draft convention,
ready for an article by article review at MEPC 48;

3 balast water exchange was one of the tools to control harmful aguatic organisms
in balast water and “ should not be written off yet”; and

4 the points raised by Brazil in document MEPC 47/2/9 should be considered by the
Working Group in conjunction with document MEPC 47/2/8 by Norway.

2.13 The Committee approved, in generd, the report of the Balast Water Working Group at
MEPC 46, as a bads for further discusson and, while noting the conclusons in paragraph 2.11,
agreed with the course of action proposed by the Chairman of the Working Group.

Report of the Ballast Water Standards Cor respondence Group

214 It was noted that, on the recommendation of the Working Group, MEPC 46 had
edablished the Ballat Water Standards Correspondence Group under the lead of the United
States to further develop the issue of standards in the intersessond period. That Group had
submitted its report as document MEPC 47/2/3 with supporting materials contained in document
MEPC 47/INF.5.

215 In introducing the report of the Correspondence Group, Mr. F. Kenney (United States)
sated that the Group had since MEPC 46 continued to work on balast water standards drawing
inter alia on the work of the Ballast Water Working Goup during MEPC 46, the outcome of the
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1% International Ballast Water Treatment Standards Workshop held a IMO in March 2001, and
on the subgtantid input from the members of the Correspondence Group. He presented the
Group's proposads and recommendations for further work, which had been formulated as
amendments to the consolidated text of the draft legd instrument consdered a the last sesson
(MEPC 46/3/2) and related these proposds with the latest texts before the Committee as
contained in annex 1 to MEPC 47/2.

216 The Committee thanked the delegation of the United States and dl the members of the
Correspondence Group for the time and effort they have given to further develop bdlast water
standards since MEPC 46.

217 The Committee consdered document MEPC 47/2/14, by the Chairman of the Balast
Waer Working Group, in which he reviewed the recommendations of the Balast Water
Standards Correspondence Group. He invited the Committee to give directions on three issues in
paticuar where the findings of the Correspondence Group appeared to deviate from the
agreement by the Working Group during MEPC 46, asfollows:

A the recommendation by the Correspondence Group in MEPC  47/2/3,
paragraph 3.1, that any standard for bdlast water exchange should be separate
from the performance dtandards for ballast water trestment had aready been
accepted by the Working Group, and the current text (MEPC 47/2, annex 1,
regulations E-1 and E-2) reflected this agreement. The Committee was invited to
agree that the Working Group should proceed on the basis of the text dready
contained in MEPC 47/2, annex 1, regulations E-1 and E-2;

2 the Working Group agreed that the Organization should underteke to review the
effectiveness of bdlast water trestment Standards a a maximum of [5] yealy
intervals and, accordingly, drafted text as part of regulation E-2 (MEPC 46/23,
paragraph 3.13.3). The Committee was invited to decide whether the Working
Group should be directed to re-open discusson on this matter in light of the
recommendation by the Correspondence Group on this point (MEPC 47/2/3,
paragraph 3.4), noting the possible implications for the agreed timetable; and

3 the Working Group considered the role of Port State Control Officers (PSCOs) as
proposed in the draft Article 15 (MEPC 47/2, Annex 1). The Correspondence
Group did not reach agreement on the functions of PSCOs in the testing of bdlast
water treatment systems and recommended a review of this issue (MEPC 47/2/3,
paragraph 3.6). As the badance of opinion within the Correspondence Group
gppeared to concur with the arrangements described in the draft Article 15, the
Committee was invited to decide whether the Working Group should be directed
to re-open discussion on the matter.

218 The Committee concurred with these recommendations and agreed not to reopen the
discussons mentioned in the above paragraphs.

2.19 At the proposa by the delegation of Japan, the Committee agreed that the Working Group
should review the provisons on surveys and certifications in a Smilar manner as the regulations
under the Internationd Convention on the Control of Harmful Anti-Fouling Systems on Ships,
2001, had been devdoped. This would dlow amendment in future usng the IMO - “tacit
amendment” procedure.

I\MEPC\4\20.DOC



MEPC 47/20 -10-

2.20 The Committee noted dl other documents submitted under this agenda item and referred
these and the abovementioned documents for detailed consideration by the Bdlast Water
Working Group.

Instructionsto the Ballast Water Working Group

221 The Balast Water Working Group was ingdructed, in the context of the conclusons
contained in paragraph 2.11, to:

A continue the development of the draft legd instrument as contained in annex 1 of
the Report of the Working Group (MEPC 47/2);

2 continue the development of balast water management standards,

3 consder issues related to bdlast water management aress to be included in
Regulations under Section C - “Specid Requirementsin Certain Aress’; and

4 continue the development of guiddines referred to in the draft Regulations
(Chapter 6 of MEPC 47/2).

2.22 The Charman referred to the importance of the GEFFUNDP/IMO GloBalast Programme
indicating this was probably the firg time that technica co-operation had been provided prior to
an IMO Convention coming into force. Preparing Member States in advance so that they would
be in apogtion to fully implement the provisions of the Convention when it entersinto force.

223 The Secrtary of MEPC, Mr. Sekimizu, informed the Committee of the following
activities under the GEF/UNDP/IMO GloBdlast Programme carried out since MEPC 46:

i Pot Basdine Surveys had been completed successfully in dl  the sx
demondration Sites,

2 the legidative review under the Programme had been completed and the find
report, including the outcome of the 1% International Workshop on Lega Aspects
of Bdlast Water Management and Control, held in November 2001, and hosted by
the World Maritime University (Mama, Sweden), would be available shortly;

3 substantial  progress was made in fosering regiond cooperation a each
demondration ste. The most sgnificant achievement in regiond cooperation had
been the edsablishment of the Regiond Project Task Force in the Black Sea
region. During the Black Sea Conference on Bdlast Water Management and
Control the sx coastd dtates adopted a Resolution to gpprove the Regiond Action
Plan and to urge IMO, UNDP and GEF to secure continuation of the GloBalast
Programme within the timeframe needed to ensure a seamless implementation of
the forthcoming IMO Convention (MEPC 47/2/4); and

4 in January 2002, at the Globad Project Task Force Meeting in Goa (India), dl the
gx pilot countries expressed strong support for the extenson of the GloBdlast
Programme by one year.

224 Mr. Sekimizu amnounced that the five documents reporting on activities under the
GloBdlast Programme would be consdered in detall in the Bdlast Water Working Group and
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mentioned that among the priorities of the GloBdlast Programme during the coming months
were:

A initiation of the risk assessment activitiesin al the pilot countries; and

2 continuation of the regiond co-operation focusng on the replication of the
experience achieved through the Khark Idand demondration ste for the ROPME
Sea Areain the other countries of the region.

Oral report of the Ballast Water Working Group

2.25 The Committee received an ord report from the Chairman of the Bdlast Water Working
Group, Mr. M. Hunter (United Kingdom), reflecting the status of work carried out by the Group
during this sesson as reflected in the following paragraphs.

2.26 The Working Group addressed the development of standards as a first priority, and after
extensive consderation concluded on a number of points of principle as set out below.

2.27 The Group agreed that the balast water exchange standard should be one of the tools
within the draft legd insrument, dongsde one or more tretment standards. A provison was
included for the review of both balast water exchange and treatment standards based upon
submissionsto IMO in view of developing technology.

228 The Group conddered it essentid to sgnd the trestment standard that would be the
ultimate target, though opinion was divided as to whether this should form pat of the legd
indrumert or of a supporting resolution.  Two condderaions gave rise to this difference of
views Frdly, many members of the Group fdt that the Standard set in the legd instrument
should be achievable within the likdy timescde of an early entry-into-force. Others questioned
whether there was sufficient confidence that such standards would achieve a worthwhile
environmental benefit. The Group acknowledged that only a 100% remova or inactivation
dandard could be guaranteed to be effective in diminating the trandfer of harmful aguatic
organisms and pathogens, but that standards based on a lesser percentage would have a
non-quantifiable benefit. A large proportion of the Group was of the opinion that a 95%
reduction would achieve a worthwhile reduction of risk and would be a practicable and
achievable solution in the medium term. Others were concerned that this was not a scientificaly
supportable concluson.

2.29 The Group was dso divided over the need for a Tier 2 standard; some expressed the view
that a robust Tier 1 standard would avoid the need for additional mesasures in defined aress.
Depending on the choice of standards, there may be a need for a single globa standard, or,
dternatively, for a range of standards, perhaps defined for Tier 1, Tier 2 and an ultimate target
standard.

2.30 Conseguently, the Working Group identified a range of standards for further evauation
and recommended the Committee to re-establish the Correspondence Group on Balast Water
Standardsto:

A cary out a detaled comparative assessment of each of the proposed standards,
taking into account the various technologies that might be used to achieve these
dandards and dl other relevant factors and consderations with particular attention
to practicaity, biologicd effectiveness (including pathogens), cost-benefit and the
timeframes within which the standards could practicaly be implemented; and
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2 prepare a report with recommendations that will enable the Committee to decide
on the standards that should be included in the text of the Convention.

2.31 In this context, the Working Group recommended that the Committee request GESAMP
to advise the Correspondence Group in quditative terms on each of these standards and for the
requirements for testing and monitoring of these.

2.32  With reference to discussons under agenda item 10 and regarding the recommendation to
request GESAMP to advise the Correspondence Group, the Netherlands, supported by other
delegations, expressed concern on the feashility of this request in particular regarding finances
and workload of GESAMP.

2.33 In case the Committee would agree to re-establish the Correspondence Group, Mr. Fred
Kenney of the United States' delegation offered to continue in hisrole of co-ordinator.

234 A sub-group of scientific experts developed an additiona standard and some of the
supporting criteria, which was subsequently reviewed by the Working Group.

2.35 The Group continued with developing the draft legal insrument as contained in document
MEPC 47/2, annex 1, and reviewed the specific comments on that text as submitted to this
session, rexulting in new text and amendments, as necessary. A mgor new eement was the
section C on Specid Requirements in Certan Aress, or “Tier 2’ regulations. The Group
developed criteria for establishing a bdlast water discharge control area, and requirements for
ships discharging bdlast water within such areas.  This text was necessarily provisond until
decisons had been taken regarding the choice of one or more ballast water treatment standards.

2.36 The deegatiion of Jgpan was of the opinion that the text developed for Tier 2 was
unredistic and therefore could not be implemented, and reserved its position.

2.37 In accordance with the ingructions to the Group and the recommendations of the IMO
Legd Office, the Tier 2 text was based on the principle that areas should be designated ether
within the draft legd instrument or goproved by the Organization. A number of deegations
expressed concern about the use of this principle and the United States, in particular, reserved its
position on thisissue, and the Tier 2 text as prepared by the Working Group.

2.38 The Working Group dedt with some very complex and interrdated issues and, in the time
avalable, was not able to continue development of the guiddines referred to in its terms of
reference (see paragraph 2.21.4 above).

2.39 It was dso condgdered that the text of the legad insrument should be further refined before
conducting an aticle-by-article consderation by MEPC 48 in accordance with the time schedule
towards a diplomatic conference in 2003. The Working Group agreed to recommend the
edablishment of an intersessonad Bdlast Water Working Group with the following terms of
reference:

A further refine and integrate the text of the legd instrumen;
2 develop guiddinesin support of the legd instrument; and

3 submit awritten report to MEPC 48.
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240 As indructed the Working Group consdered severd other submissons, including
proposas by Brazil regarding the concept of “acceptable bdlast water” (MEPC 47/2/9). The
Group conddered further eaboration of this concept by Brazil and agreed that many of the issues
rased in these proposas were dready addressed within the legd instrument and, in paticular,
that the concept was linked to the development of standards and the use of risk assessment
techniques paticulaly in redion to exemption provisons contaned in the legd ingrument,
annex 1, section A.

241 In this regard, Brazil undertook to submit a document to MEPC 48 on the use of
Scentific Multi-criteria Decison Aid Methodologies in establishing the ranking of balast water
treatment techniques. Brazil dso expressed the view that the concept of acceptable balast water
had not been properly dedt with by the Working Group and reserved its position.

242 In commenting to the ord report, the delegation of Brazil stated that it could not accept
this report and the manner in which the Working Group had conducted its work:

A the concept of acceptable ballast water, proposed by Brazil as a basis for defining
the problem to be solved, had not been properly dedt with by the Working Group;
and

2 the various submissons on balast water issues by Brazil to this sesson had not
been given appropriate atention from the outset and in the terms of reference for
the Working Group, in spite of the conclusons earlier in the week and the support
expressed by other delegations.

243 The deegaion of Brazil reserved its podtion for the above reasons, but would
nonethdess actively contribute to the further work of the Committee on this issue because the
legd instrument was important for Brazil, as a recipient of huge quantities of balast water in its
coastal waters.

244 Theddegation of Argentinaexpressed its support for the pogition of Brazil.

245 Severd ddegations expressed ther appreciation for the work done by the Working
Group, acknowledged that many issues gill needed to be resolved, particularly the issue of
dandards, and that the Committee should make dl efforts to prepare a legd indrument for
congderation in 2003.

246 The delegation of Audraia, supported by France, expressed disgppointment that the issue
of concepts had again been raised during this sesson, despite bdlast water having been on the
work programme of MEPC for over ten years.

247 The ddegatiion of the Netherlands expressed its doubts about the gpplication in practice
and the enforceshility of Brazil’s concept of “acceptable bdlast water”. The observer from FOEI
expressed the view that this concept did not take account of the principle of precautionary
goproach to environmental protection, which had been accepted by MEPC (resolution
MEPC.67(37)) and requested Brazil to incorporate the principle in its future submissons.

248 Many deegations expressed support for the re-etablishment of the Bdlast Water
Standards Correspondence Group and the establishment of an intersessond Badlast Water
Working Group and for the terms of reference developed for these groups. Other delegations
opposed establishment of these groups.
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249 May ddegaions adso supported the suggestion to convene the intersessonad Balast
Water Working Group in the week prior to MEPC 48, as this would enable that Group to benefit
from te findings of the Correspondence Group. The ddegation of Cyprus, supported by France,
expresed the view that, in order for Governments to monitor and influence the work undertaken
by the Working Group o far, and because no written report had been submitted to this sesson of
the Committee, the intersessond meeting of the Working Group should only be scheduled after
MEPC 48.

250 The deegaion of |lgad dated that based on its earlier submissions to the Committee,
Bdlast Waer Exchange was not effective to prevent or mitigate the transfer of harmful aguetic
organisms, and that ballast water trestment techniques should be developed as soon as possible to
replaceit.

251 The delegaion of Jgpan dated that it was very important to identify in the draft legd
ingrument locations where Balast Water Exchange can safedly be conducted and accepted.
Without this kind of rule, the legd ingrument would not work well, pending the gpplication of
ballast water trestment systems, which meet the standards being developed under Regulation E-2.

Action taken by the Committee

252 The Committee agreed to re-establish the Correspondence Group on Bdlast Water
Standards and accepted the kind offer by the United States to lead this Group (for details of the
co-ordinator, please see paragraph 18.25). The terms of reference for the Correspondence Group
are set out in annex 9 to this report.

253 The Committee dso agreed to request permisson from the Council to edablish an
intersessional Bdlast Water Working Group, a no cost to the Organization, which would meet at
IMO Headquarters in the week prior to MEPC 48. The terms of reference for the Working
Group are set out in annex 9 to this report.

254 The Committee, a this dage, rgected the recommendation of the Working Group
requesting GESAMP to contribute to the work of the Correspondence Group on Bdlast Water
Standards (see paragreph 2.31 above). The Committee fdt that IMO should give priority to the
GESAMP/EHS work as reflected in section 10 of this report.

MSC/MEPC Circular on design suggestions for ballast water and sediment management
optionsin new ships

255 The Committee conddered the MSC/MEPC Circular on “desgn suggestions for balast
water and sediment management options in new ships’ (MEPC 47/2, annex 2) and noted that this
cdreular is directed to informing and dimulaing the shipbuilding community about the future
directions on the balast water issue. At the request of MEPC 46, MSC 74 and DSC 6 had
reviewed this circular and provided comments as reflected in the document.

256 The Committee noted the information by the United Kingdom on the use of tank washing
sysems to help in the control of dudge and sediment for improving the effectiveness of bdlast
water management (MEPC 47/2/1). The ddegation invited the Committee to include appropriate
guidance and recommendations on application of these systems in the text of the circular. The
Committee also noted document MEPC 47/2/18 by the observer from INTERTANKO, in which
it expressed its concern that recommendetions as suggested by the United Kingdom were
premature.
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257 The Committee indructed the Bdlast Water Working Group to review the circular in
light of these submissions and other suggestions made in plenary.

258 Afte review ad amendments by the Working Group, the Committee approved the
MSC/MEPC Circular concerning “Desgn  suggestions for bdlast water and  sediment
management options in new ships’ as contained in document MEPC 47/WP.14, and instructed
the Secretariat to distribute the circular as M SC/Circ.1021-MEPC/Circ.389 as soon as possible.

3 RECYCLING OF SHIPS

3.1 The Committee recdled tha the negative environmentd and safety consegquences
associated with current ship recycling practices were first brought to its attention at MEPC 42.

The Committee further recdled that & MEPC 44 there was generd agreement that IMO had a
role to play in reducing the safety and environmenta risks associated with the recycling of ships.

Having had a thorough debate on the subject, MEPC 44 agreed to consider this matter further at
MEPC 46 and, in order to facilitate the discusson, decided to establish a Correspondence Group
with Bangladesh aslead country.

3.2  The Committee recdled that a& MEPC 46, following a discusson on the policy issues
related to IMO's future role and the need for an environmenta standard for ships delivered for
recycling, anumber of general points were noted (MEPC 46/23, paragraph 7.12).

3.3 The Committee aso recdled that MEPC 46 agreed to re-establish the Correspondence
Group on Recycling of Ships, with Bangladesh as lead country, in order to prepare a document
on the role of IMO and where to focus the Committee's attention.

| nter-agency co-operation

34  The Committee consdered documents MEPC 47/3 and MEPC 47/\WP.4 regarding
ongoing co-operation on ship recycling with the International Labour Organization (ILO) and the
UNEP Basd Convention Secretariats, and noted that:

i the Technicd Working Group of the Basd Convention, a its eighteenth session,
noted that gaps Hill existed in its draft technica guideines, and proposed that
IMO should teke the lead in developing guiddines or mandatory requirements to
ensure hazardous materids were removed from ships before being sent to

recycling yards;

2 the ILO Secretariat had agpproached the IMO and Basd Convention Secretariats
with a view to exploring the idea of deveoping an inter-agency technicd
assstance project related to ship recycling. The IMO Secretariat had expressed
interest to ILO in exploring this proposa, and informed the ILO that IMO's future
work plan regarding ship recycling would be discussed by the MEPC and that the
IMO Secretariat would have to await the outcome of that discusson prior to
making any commitment;

3 during the ningteenth sesson of the Technicd Working Group of the Basd
Convention in January 2002, the Technicd Working Group re-emphasized that
the work of the ILO and IMO is criticd in addressng the issue of ship recycling
worldwide in a comprehensve way, and requested the Basd Convention
Secretariat to officidly communicate this statement to both the IMO and the ILO;
and
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as provided in MEPC 47/WP.4, the Basd Convention Secretariat requested
generd views from IMO on severd issues regarding recycling of ships, induding
the question as to when a ship becomes waste; role of flag and port States,
potentid or identified overlaps, gaps on conflicts between internationd tredties,
the gtatus of abandoned or scuttled ships ether on land or a sea; and which rues
apply to waste on board a ship destined for recycling (cargo waste and operationa
wade). The Basd Convention sought this informeation in a letter addressed to
IMO in February 2002.

Report of the Correspondence Group

3.5  The Committee noted that the report of the Correspondence Group on Ship Recycling
(MEPC 47/3/3) and, in particular, that the Correspondence Group suggested the following as
being within the remit of IMO:

i

taking overdl respongbility for co-ordinating issues associated with  ship
recycing and regpongbility for monitoring issues aisng during ship design,
building and operaion which might impact on recyding, including onboard
preparations for recycling;

encouraging and fadlitating dl "dakeholders' to identify and address ther
responghbilities in the ship recycling operation reating to maritime safety and the
prevention of pollution from ships and

identifying aeas whee IMO might condder introducing or amending
recommendations or regulations relating to the recycling of ships engaged in
internationd  trade, including the gpplication of other internationd instruments to
such ships.

3.6 The Committee aso noted that the Correspondence Group recommended the following
course of action for consideration by the Committee:

i

the Working Group a¢ MEPC 47 be tasked with developing a draft Assembly
resolution on the need for an international gpproach on ship recycling, the need to
provide guidance for government and indudries, dressng the need for
co-operation with the Basd Convention and ILO and suggesting aress of activity
for various stakeholders,

the draft Assembly resolution should take into account the work achieved by the
indugtry in its "Industry Code of Practice on Ship Recycling’ as submitted to the
Committee and encourage the development of gmilar Staements by other
stakeholders; and

the Working Group be tasked with proposing comments on the Industry Code of
Practice as provided in document MEPC 47/3/2.

3.7 Regading future co-operation with the ILO and the Basd Convention, the Committee
noted the following recommendations from the Correspondence Group:

1

the ILO should be encouraged to develop a ship recycling technology programme
induding training;
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2 the ILO should be encouraged to develop criteria for recycling facilities to be used
by nationd authorities;

3 the Basd Convention should be encouraged to continue to identify substances that
might exig on ships which ae potetidly hamful to humen hedth or the
environment; and

A4 the IMO, the ILO and the Basd Convention should continue to monitor
environmenta socid and economic aspects of ship recycling.

3.8  The Committee considered documents MEPC 47/3/1, MEPC 47/3/4 and MEPC 47/INF.3
submitted by India Document MEPC 47/3/1 contained proposas for consderation by the
Committee on the development of internaionaly applicable guidelines on recycling of ships and
recdled the roles and responghilities of stakeholders during the life cycle of a ship in order to
arive a a meaningful assessment of what should be IMO's role on ship recycling and how this
can be implemented. Document MEPC 47/3/4 contained further proposas to develop a new
MARPOL Annex regarding ship recycling, and document MEPC 47/INF.3 provided information
on the Environmental Guiddines for the ship recycling indudtry in India

3.9 The Committee noted that document MEPC 47/3/2, submitted by the Internationa
Chamber of Shipping (ICS), contained a annex the Industry Code of Practice on Ship Recycling.
In paragraph 7 of the document and paragraph 3.1(v) of the Code, the organizations involved are
cdled upon to "encourage the Internationd Maritime Organization to endorse this industry code
and contribute to its further development.”

3.10 The Committee dso noted the response of Greenpeace Internationd (MEPC 47/3/5) to
the report of the Correspondence Group. The Committee further noted the information provided
in MEPC 47/INF.4, submitted by BIMCO. In the light of growing concern over insufficient
capacity to handle the large number of tankers that will be recycled as part of the pree MARPOL
tanker phase-out, BIMCO has initiated and completed a study on the globa recycling capacity.
The study was presented to the Committee.

General discussion

3.11 The Committee noted with gppreciation the report of the Correspondence Group under
the leadership of Captain Moin Ahmed (Bangladesh), and supported the Group's proposd
regarding IMO'srolein ship recydling.

312 After discusson, it was generdly agreed that IMO has an important role to play in ship
recycling, including preparation of a ship before recycling commences, and a co-ordinating role
towards the ILO and the Basd Convention in recycling matters. The Committee agreed that
IMO, for the time being, should develop recommendatory guiddines to be adopted by an
As=mbly resolution. However, the Committee noted that there were different views concerning
the quegtion of development of a binding legd instrument, and that some deegations were of the
opinion that IMO should am for mandatory requirements, including preparation of a new Annex
to MARPOL 73/78.

3.13 The Committee noted with appreciation the Industry Code of Prectice as contained in
document MEPC 47/3/2 and decided to use this as the base document for the IMO guiddines.
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3.14 The Committee agreed that there was a need to further co-operate with the ILO and the
Basd Convention with regard to ship recycling. In that context, it was noted that there might be
a difference in the way the IMO and the Basd Convention defines ships towards the end of their
active life.  IMO would tend to define the ship ddlivered for recycling as a resource containing
some contaminants, whilst the Basd Convention would tend to define the ship as wadte in its

entirety.
Instructionsto the Working Group

3.15 The Committee established a Working Group with the following terms of reference:

A to give further condgderation to IMO's role in ship recyding, including the extent
of sucharole,

2 to develop a work plan for he Committee to address the matter, including target
dates and use of working/correspondence groups,

3 to discuss the development of technicd guiddines and codes of practice for
shipowners, including the responshilities of flag States based on the Industry
Code of Practice on Ship Recycling submitted by ICS (MEPC 47/3/2);

4 to develop a draft Assembly resolution on ship recycling to the extent possible;
and

5 to consder matters relating to co-operation with the Basel Convention and 1LO,
induding the issues rased by the legd working group of the Basd Convention
and the proposa to develop an inter-agency technical assistance project related to
ship recyding.

3.16 On the issues raised by the Basd Convention (MEPC 47/WP.4), the delegation of Cyprus
reserved its podtion on the Committeg's indruction to the Working Group, since these issues
were raised during the meeting and there was no time to consder the document in advance.
Nevertheess, the Committee requested the Working Group to make any generd comments on
these issues, s0 that the Secretariat could take them into account in preparing its reply to the
Basd Convention Secretariat in time for the Basd Convention's meeting planned to be hdd in
May 2002.

Outcome of the Working Group
3.17 The Working Group on Ship Recycling met from 4 to 6 March 2002 under the
charmanship of Cgptan Moin U. Ahmed (Bangladesh). The Working Group's report
(MEPC 47/WP.13) made the following points.
3.18 With regard to IMO'srole, the Working Group suggested that IMO should:
i take overdl respongbility for co-ordinating issues associated with ship recycling
and responghility for monitoring issues aisng during ship desgn, building and

operation which might impact on recycling, including on board preparations for
recyding;
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2 encourage and facilitate dl “"dakeholders' to identify and address ther
repongbilities in ship recycding reaing to environmenta and safety risks and
hedlth and welfare concerns, and

3 identify aeas whee IMO might condder introducing or amending
recommendations or regulaions relating to the recycdiing of ships engaged in
internationd  trade, including the gpplication of other internationd instruments to
such ships.

3.19 The Working Group discussed a work plan for the development of guiddines on ship
recycling and agreed to a tentative work plan culminaing in a draft Assembly resolution to be
findized at MEPC 49. The suggested work plan is set out in the table below:

Work plan for development of an Assembly resolution and guidelines

on ship recycling
MEPC 47 MEPC 48 MEPC 49 Assembly
(October 2002) 23rd session
(November 2003)

Draft Assembly resolution X X Adoption
Guiddines X X Adoption
Basal Convention/ ILO/IMO X X X
co-operation
Correspondence Group X If required
Working Group X X

3.20 The Working Group discussed in depth a draft outline of IMO guiddlines on ship
recycling based on the Correspondence Group's report (MEPC 47/3/3) and the Industry Code of
Practice on Ship Recycling (MEPC 47/3/2). Due to time condraints, the Working Group was
unable to findize the guiddines at this sesson. The Working Group, therefore, agreed to suggest
that the Correspondence Group on Ship Recycling be re-established to develop a first draft of the
IMO guiddines on ship recycling for further discussion at the next sesson.

3.21 The Working Group discussed the content of a draft Assembly resolution, teking into
account that the draft might be revised a a future stage and that its content depends on the
development of IMO guiddines, etc.

3.22 The Working Group discussed the co-operation with the Basel Convention and ILO and
recommended that this co-operation should continue in the future. The Working Group agreed
that the present divison of responghilities, as outlined in the Correspondence Group's report
(MEPC 47/3/3) seemed logical and that this should be upheld. The Group aso discussed the idea
of promoting a common technicad co-operation project between the agencies involved and was,
in principle, supportive of such an approach.

3.23 In response to the questions posed by the Basd Convention in document MEPC 47/WP.4,
the Working Group offered the following comments.

When does a ship become a waste? When does a ship cease to be a ship?
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What criteria or indicators should be used for determining the point at which a ship
becomes a waste and especially the intention to dispose of the ship?

A A ship is defined under MARPOL 73/78 as "a vessd of any type whatsoever
operating in the marine environment and includes hydrofoil boats, ar-cushion
vehicles, submersibles, floating craft and fixed or floaing platforms’.

2 MARPOL does not have any criteria to determine how to define whether or if a
ship could be classfied as a waste under the Convention, nor are there any criteria
to determine when a ship ceases to be a ship other than when a ship no longer
mesets the provisons of the definition above. The Basd Convention should take
this definition into consderation in its discussons on whether, or a what point, a
ship, or components of a ship, could be consdered a waste under the Basd
Convention and continue to co-ordinate with IMO on thisissue,

Which State(s) has responsibility/obligation (e.g., flag State, owner State, port State)
to ensure compliance with appropriate conventions/provisons?

3 Regading the options rdating to which State has respongbility for the ship to
ensure compliance with IMO conventions, it should be recognized that the flag
State has respongbility to ensure the ship complies with IMO conventions until
the definition in paragraph .1 above no longer applies.

Potential or identified overlaps, gaps, or conflicts between the international treaties,
including the London Convention, UNCLOS, the Basd Convention, and IMO
treaties:

4 The complexity of the issues rdaing to the recycling of ships goes beyond the
individud scope of multilaerd agreements such as the London Convention,
UNCLOS, IMO ingruments, ILO and the Basd Convention. Each multilatera
agreement needs to cdlaify its requirements. It is imperative that the co-operative
efforts of the secretariats and the Parties to these instruments, and other
dakeholders, continue in such a manner as to reduce environmenta and safety
risks and health and welfare concerns for the environmen.

5 Each convention needs to assess its requirements and develop, in co-operation
with others, mechanisms for addressng its responghilities.  The IMO is in the
process of developing guiddines for the Parties to its conventions on procedures
to follow in order to seek to minimize the use of hazardous materids in desgn,
condruction and maintenance of ships, and in the preparation of ships for
recycling in such a manner as to reduce environmentd and safety risks and hedth
and welfare concerns for the environmen.

What rules, if any, apply to waste, both cargo and operationally generated, on a ship
destined for ship breaking?

.6 Ships of Parties to IMO conventions are required to comply with the provisions of
the conventions. These rules apply to ships operationa and cargo waste during
dl agpects of the life of a ship, incduding the ship's find voyage. Ships ae
expected to manage their operationd wastes and discharge resdud wastes to
gppropriate reception facilities.  On its find voyage the ship should manage
operational waste as required by MARPOL 73/78.
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3.24 During discusson of the report of the Working Group, the delegation of Iran proposed to
add a chapter to the IMO quiddines regarding the establishment of ship recyding yads in
Specid Areas and Particularly Sendtive Sea Aress.

3.25 The Committee welcomed the initiaive teken by the shipping industry in producing its
Code of Practice on Ship Recycling to the extent that, at least initidly, IMO's proposed
Guidelines on the issue would be based upon it. ICS, supported by Panama and Norway, asked
adl Member Governments to recognize that shipowners who followed the Industry Code were
doing what they could do in order to act in a responsble manner for ships scheduled for

recyding.

3.26 The Committee expressed appreciation to the Working Group for the report and, after
consderation, approved the report in generd and, in particular:

i noted the Working Group's view on the role of IMO in ship recycling;

2 noted the work plan (paragraph 3.19 above), including the use of correspondence
and working groups;

3 noted the draft outline of the IMO guiddines on ship recycdling attached a annex 1
of MEPC 47/WP.13;

4 noted the preiminary draft Assembly resolution attached at annex 2 of MEPC
47/WP.13;

5 agreed to the re-establishment of a Correspondence Group to further develop the
guidelines (for details of the Co-ordinator, see paragraph 18.25);

6 agreed to the continued co-operation with ILO and the Basd Convention and
requested the Secretariat to contact the two organizations regarding the proposd
for ajoint project;

v noted the views expressed regarding the questions raised by the Basd Convention
in paragraph 3.23 above; and

8 agreed, in principle, to re-establish the Working Group & the next two sessons of
the Committee.

3.27 Following arequest by some delegations, the Committee dso agreed to:

A request the BLG, DE and FSI Sub-Committees to provide input to the relevant
chapters of the draft IMO guidelines (see MEPC 47/WP.13/Add.1); and

2 express gppreciation to BIMCO, INTERCARGO, INTERTANKO, ICS, ITOPF,

ITF, OCIMF, ECSA and IACS for taking the initiative to develop the Industry
Code of Practice on Ship Recycling.
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4 PREVENTION OF AIR POLLUTION FROM SHIPS
Progressreport by the Secretariat

4.1  The Committee consdered the progress report prepared by the Secretariat on the
follow-up activities as set out in document MEPC 47/4 and noted that the Protocol of 1997 to
MARPOL 73/78 had been ratified by four States representing 14.5 per cent of the world tonnage.

4.2  The Committee noted that the co-operation between the IMO and UNFCCC Secretariats
had continued and that the Subsdiary Body for Scientific and Technicd Advice (SBSTA) a its
fifteenth sesson invited IMO, in consultation with the UNFCCC Secretariat, to explore
opportunities for examining and improving the qudity of data reporting and compearakility.

4.3  The Committee noted that the Assembly at its twenty-second sesson had adopted two
resolutions related to air pollution from ships asfollows:

i Resolution A.926(22) - Availability and Use of Low Sulphur Bunker Fud Qils in
SO« Emisson Control Aress Designated in Accordance with Regulation 14(3) of
Annex VI of MARPOL 73/78; and

2 Resolution A.929(22) - Entry into Force of Annex VI of MARPOL 73/78, which
urges Member Governments to retify MARPOL Annex VI as soon as possible.

Guiddines for the sampling of fud oil for combustion purposes delivered for use on board
ships

4.4  The Committee recdled that, a its forty-fifth sesson, it indructed the DE Sub-Committee
to review draft Guiddines for the sampling of fud oil for combustion purposes ddivered for use
on board ships, taking into consgderation submissons by Members to MEPC 45 and comments
by the Committee a that session.

45  The Committee noted that DE 44 had reviewed the draft Guiddines as ingructed by the
Committee and dso taken into condderation comments made during DE 44, in paticular, the
wish to darify the objectives of the Guiddines and the view of severd deegaes tha the
sampling point should be at the receiving ship’s bunker manifold.

4.6  The Committee noted that DE 44 had prepared the draft Guiddines as st out in annex 6
of document DE 44/19.

4.7  The Committee noted the proposa by Japan to change the present wording of paragraph 6
of the draft Guiddines, to alow the samples to be drawn a appropriate intervals in cases of
bunkering large volumes of oil.

4.8 The Committee approved the draft Guiddines in principle and indructed the Working
Group on Air Pollution to consder the proposad by Japan and to undertake a fina review of the
draft Guidelines prior to adoption and to develop a draft MEPC resolution on the adoption of the
Guiddines.

49 The Committee agreed to ddete the sub-item on the devdopment of Guiddines for
sampling of fud ail from the DE Sub-Committee’s Work Programme.
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Guidelinesfor on-board NOx monitoring and record devices

410 The Committee noted the progress by the DE Sub-Committee related to the development
of Guiddines for onrboard NOx monitoring and recording devices as set out in paragraphs 10.1
to 10.15 of document DE 44/19.

411 The Committee noted the outcome of the DE Sub-Committe€s review of resolution
MEPC.76(40) on Standard specifications for shipboard incinerators as set out in paragraphs 15.1
to 15.6 of document DE 44/19, and endorsed the view of the Sub-Committee thet, for the time
being, there was no need to amend the resolution and that this item should continue to be on the
agenda of the Sub-Committee.

Greenhouse gas emissions from ships

412 The Committee recdled that, a its las sesson, it gave initid condderation to
submissons by Members on the merit of deveoping emissons sandards on greerhouse gas
emissons from ships as a means to facilitate implementation of the requirements of the Kyoto
Protocol to the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) to limit
or reduce greenhouse gas emissons from ships. The Committee, after discusson, agreed to
establish a working group &t this sesson and urged Members to submit comments to facilitate the
work of the working group.

413 The Committee consdered the submisson by Norway (MEPC 47/4/1) that provided
further input to ther submissions to MEPC 46 (MEPC 46/10/1 and MEPC 46/INF.9) on the
merits of developing greenhouse gas emisson standards for ships as the bads for a future IMO
drategy or policy on limitation or reduction of greenhouse gas emissons.

4.14 Norway conddered the mogt redigtic gpproach to future emisson reduction was to obtain
a reduced intendty related to ship operation expressed as the ratio between energy consumption
and transport work, which was aso recommended as the most cost-beneficid approach by the
IMO Study on Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Ships (MEPC 45/8).

4.15 Norway outlined the following two eements to be consdered as important for the
development of emission standards.

A the overdl sructure of the sandards; and

2 the choice of parameters, caculation procedures and application of theoretica
modes and dtatistica datato define the factor(s).

4.16 The Committee congdered the submisson by United Kingdom (MEPC 47/4/2) in which
it supported the proposal by Norway and provided additiond comments on the development of
an IMO Strraegy or Policy on Greenhouse Gas Emissons from Ships and suggested the
following issues to be included in grategy for policy implementation by IMO:

i entering into voluntary agreements; and

2 development and design of emisson dandards, and implementation of credit
trading.

4.17 The ddegdaion of the United Kingdom, in referring to the Secretary-Generd's opening
comments, emphasized that IMO should provide a postive message to the world and suggested
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that an IMO Strategy on the short-term should explore the prospects for concluding various
voluntary measures relating to operational, congtruction and design aspects of ships. In the view
of the United Kingdom an IMO Strategy, to be adopted by an Assembly resolution, should
acknowledge that shipping provided the movement of dmost 95 per cent of al commodities
transported in the world and was a more environmentaly friendly mode of trangport compared to
other modes. If shipping was burdened with such cods it might make shipping uncompetitive in
a market shared by modes of transport not equally burdened. However, if no action was taken,
which was not conddered as an option, greenhouse gas emissons from ships are likely to
increase by 1 to 2 per @nt per year and shipping needed to play its role in contributing to efforts
to tackle climate change.

4.18 The Committee noted that Japan, in its submissions to the three previous sessons of the
Committee, had provided information on ongoing dudies undertaken by the Japan Ship and
Ocean Foundation on the emisson of greenhouse gases from oceangoing ships.  In its
submisson MEPC 47/4/5, Japan provided a summary of the find finding of this study.

419 In its submisson MEPC 47/4/3, Friends of the Earth Internationa provided basic
information on globd warming and shipping's contribution of greenhouse gases. It cdls for
urgent action to reduce emissons introduced as operationd and technicad measures.  FOEI
supported the proposal for development of emisson standards as the bass for determining
measures to be pursued and consdered environmental indexing and emisson trading as feasble
mechanisms for monitoring progress towards emisson reductions and encouraged the Committee
to agree to both short-term and long-term measures.

4.20 The Committee noted the views of severd delegations that there was a need to consder
dl environmentd issues from a holigic point of view, i.e the wish to reduce hamful effects
from balast water by mid-ocean changing of bdlast waer may have a negaive effect on the
Organization's wish to reduce greenhouse gas emissons, due to the higher consumption of
bunker fuel oils needed to carry out the change of balast water.

421 Severd Members supported the view by Norway and the United Kingdom tha an IMO
Strategy on greenhouse gas emisson reduction should focus on CO, and should be adopted
through an Assembly resolution as a means to demondrate the willingness by the shipping
indusry to cary its share of reduction. The reduction level should be established on agreed
basdines for internationd shipping and developed as emisson standards, which should apply
preferably to both new and existing ships.

4.22 Other delegations were of the view that it was premature © consider an IMO drategy in
detal until the four options (Emisson Standards, Environmentd Indexing, Emisson Trading and
voluntary operational measures) had been consdered in detal by the Air Pollution Working
Group.

423 The Committee agreed to ingruct the Working Group to teke the submissons and

comments by ddegations into consderation in its work related to greenhouse gas emissons
reduction.

Other matters
Proposal for amendmentsto regulation 14(1) of Annex VI of MARPOL 73/78

4.24 In its submisson MEPC 47/4/4, Friends of the Earth International provided information
on the current state of sulphur content in residud fuel oils used on board ships based on the
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sulphur monitoring which was underteken by the Netherlands and reported in document
MEPC 47/INF.2. Based on sudies undertaken by Member States, FOEI recommended that
regulation 14(1) of Annex VI of MARPOL 73/78 should be amended and the maximum
dlowable sulphur content in fuel oils from the present 4.5 per cent to 1.5 per cent m/m, as such a
reduction now is feasble both from a technicad and economica point of view. As there was no
support for the proposa by FOEI, the Committee agreed that there was no need to consder the
proposal further.

425 The United States stated that the sulphur content would be an issue for congderation by
the MEPC a its forty-ninth sesson when it took up implementation of Conference Resolution 1
of the International Conference on Air Pollution.

Sulphur monitoring in 2000

426 The Committee recdled that, a its forty-third sesson, it adopted resolution
MEPC.82(43) on Guidelines for monitoring the worldwide average sulphur content of resdud
fud oils supplied for use on board ships and agreed to initiate a monitoring programme, under
the leadership of the Netherlands, to edtablish a three-year bass for the average content of
sulphur in fud oils used on board ships.

4.27 The Committee noted the information provided by the Netherlands in document
MEPC 47/INF.2, on the result of gpplication of the Guiddines for the year 2000, and that a
three-year bass for the average content of sulphur in fud oils used on board ships could be
established at MEPC 48, when the monitoring results for the year 2001 had been processed.

Physical Behaviour of Crude Oil influencing its carriage by Sea (CRUCOGSA) and
subsequent projects

428 The Committee recdled that, at its last sesson, INTERTANKO undertook to provide
information on a number of oil and shipping industry studies on the physcd behaviour of crude
ol influencing its carriage by sea and noted the information provided by INTERTANKO in its
submission MEPC 47/INF.6.

Establishing the Working Group on Air Pollution

429 The Committee agreed to edablish a working group with the following Terms of
Reference:

i to evduate proposds for greenhouse gas emissons reduction contained in the
IMO Study on Greenhouse Gas Emissons from Ships,

2 to collate and evauate information and proposas submitted by Members;

3 to identify appropriate sub-committees for involvement;

4 to draw up awork plan;

5 to prepare aframework for an IMO strategy for greenhouse gas reduction;

.6 to congder the need for an intersessond correspondence group for the

development of an IMO draegy on greenhouse gas emissions, and if agreed,
develop the Terms of Reference for the correspondence group;
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v to deveop a draft MEPC resolution on the adoption of the Guiddines for the
sanpling of fud ol for Deeminaion of Compliance with Annex VI of
MARPOL 73/78; and

8 to resolve the issue raised by Jgpan on paragraph 6 of the draft Guidelines for the
sampling of fud oil for combustion purposes delivered for use on board ships.

Report of the Working Group on Air Pallution

4.30 Having received the report of the Working Group (MEPC 47/WP.7) the Committee took
the following actions.

4.31 The Committee noted the information by the Secretariat of UNFCCC on the need for
clarification of dlocation of emissons resulting from internationd bunkers and the need to
improve the accuracy, condstency and comparability of the reported data on emissons from such
bunkers.

4.32 The Committee noted the Working Group's condderation in reation to GHG emisson
dandards and environmenta indexing and endorsed the view tha the development of emisson
gandards may be considered as a potentid tool to implement an emission policy and to evauate
compliance with agreed outlines for emissons.

4.33 The Committee noted the view of the Working Group on issues to be consdered in
connection with the development of an Environmentd GHG Indexing approach, and agreed that
the issues identified in anex 1 of document MEPC 47/WP.7 should be used as a bass for the
future work in this regard.

4.34 The Committee noted the outcome of the Working Group's condderations related to
Emisson Trading and Economicd Incentives and endorsed the view that Emisson Trading and
Economical Incentives had to be based on agreed standards and that it would be difficult to
edtablish buyers and sdlers, and how to control such schemes. For the purpose of future
condderation in this regard, the Committee would welcome any submissons as to how such
schemes could function.

4.35 The Committee noted the outcome of the Working Group’'s considerations related to
Operational Measures or Factors such as speed reduction and westher routeing etc. and endorsed
the view that such measures are dready widely utilized by the shipping industry. For the purpose
of further exploring this fidd, the Committee invited Members to provide information on any
operational measures or factors to be considered.

4.36 The Committee noted the view of the Working Group on Long Term Measures to be
conddered in the future and endorsed the view that future technologica developments such as
innovative propulson sysems, dternative energy or fud sysems CO, sequedration etc. may
offer opportunities for relative larger GHG reductions. In exploring such posshilities the role of
the Organization should be consdered.

4.37 The Committee noted the view of the Working Group that in investigeting such emerging
technologies dl environmentd and economicd impects, including life cyde andyds or
cost/benefit andyss of the baance of CO, emisson in up-and-down stream should be taken into
consideration.
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4.38 The Committee agreed to edtablish an intersessond correspondence group under the
leadership of Norway (for detals of the co-ordinator, see paragraph 18.25), and approved Terms
of Reference as set out in annex 9.

4.39 The Committee adopted “Guiddines for the Sampling of Fud Oil for Determination of
Compliance with Annex VI of MARPOL 73/78" with resolution MEPC.96(47), as set out a
annex 2.

440 The Committee gpproved an interpretation of “ to be drawn continuoudy throughout the
bunker ddivery period” in paragraph 6 of the Guiddines, and agreed to insert it as a footnote to
paragraph 6 of the Guiddines.

441 The Committee noted that Assembly resolution A.929(22) inter alia urged Governments
to consder accepting the 1997 Protocol at the earliest possible opportunity, and welcomed the
information by Marshdl Idands that, on 7 March 2002, it acceded the Protocol of 1997 to
MARPOL 73/78.

5 IMPLEMENTATION OF THE OPRC CONVENTION AND THE OPRC-HNS
PROTOCOL AND RELEVANT OPPR CONFERENCE RESOLUTIONS

51 The Committee consdered the report of the OPRC Working Group & MEPC 46
(MEPC 47/5) and recdlled that MEPC 46:

i goproved the draft document, “Guidance on Managing Seefood Safety During and
After Oil Spills’ and requested the Secretariat to proceed with its printing as a
joint IMO and FAO publication;

2 recommended that the Secretariat explore the posshbility of using the Technicd
Co-operation Fund to enable participants from developing countries a the 3
R&D Forum; and

3 considered the work carried out by the OPRC Working Group on a proposed set
of issues from which criteria would need to be developed as guidance to Member
States when conddering places of refuge from the marine environment protection
perspectives and agreed to forward it to MSC for consideration.

52 The Committee noted with satisfaction that the R&D Forum to be held in Brest, France
on 11-13 March 2002 had been well prepared due to the support of IMO Member States,
organizations and industry, enabling IMO to secure resources from both the TC fund and donors
to ensure the participation of around 35 del egates from developing countries.

53 The Committee noted the ongoing work on the development of a new “Levd A” modd
training course and on the review of the Leve 1, 2 and 3 OPRC Model Course materials.

54 The Committee noted the comments made by the OPRC Working Group on the "fina
draft internationd standard on terminology relating to oil spill response” submitted by 1S0.

Work programme of the OPRC Working Group

55 On the proposed work programme contained in annex 4 of MEPC 47/5, the Committee
recdled that the Diplomatic Conference requested MEPC to prepare necessary guiddines and
work programme for the early implementation of the OPRC-HNS Protocol. An outline of a
programme for the OPRC-HNS Protocol was prepared by the OPRC Working Group at
MEPC 45.
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5.6 In order to discuss matters related to the OPRC-HNS Protocol a8t MEPC 48, the
Committee requested the Secretariat to prepare a basic text of a work programme for the early
implementation of the OPRC-HNS Protocol for consideration by MEPC 48.

5.7 The Committee adso requested the Secretariat to prepare a revised annex 4 of document
MEPC 47/5 for its consderation under item 18 in this session.

5.8 On the question of future meetings of the OPRC Working Group, the Charman
suggested that, amongst possble options for further condderation under item 18, the OPRC
Working Group may meet intersessondly or the Committee may establish a group of experts as
a subsdiary body of MEPC to ded with OPRC matters acting under the indruction of the
Committee and reporting to it and would meet intersessondly before or after MEPC. The
Chairman asked delegations to give some thought to his proposd for discussion later in the week.

59  Subject to further congderation on the work programme under agenda item 18, the
Committee gpproved the report of the OPRC Working Group at MEPC 46.

Marine Pollution Manual Section IV — Combating Oil Spills

510 The Committee recaled that the OPRC Working Group at MEPC 46 reported on the
progress of work of the Correspondence Group for the revison of Section IV of the Manua on
Oil Pdllution, in paticular, the addition of three new chapters on bioremediation, heavy fue
oilgemulsfied ailsand in-situ burning (MEPC 47/5/1 and MEPC 47/INF.7).

511 The Committee a0 recdled that, & MEPC 46, it agreed tha a drafting group should
meet during MEPC 47 in order to review the find draft of the Manud on Oil Pollution:
Section 1V — Combating Oil Spills before its consderation by the Committee &t MEPC 48 for its
gpprova and publication.

5.12 The Committee ingtructed the OPRC Drafting Group to findize the text of Section IV of
the Manud on Qil Pollution with a view to the submisson of a final revised verson of
Section 1V of the Manua on Qil Pollution for its approva a MEPC 48 for publication.

Guidance document for decison making and implementation of bioremediation in marine
oil spills

5.13 In the report of the OPRC Working Group a MEPC 46, the Committee recalled that the
OPRC Working Group noted the intention of France to submit a draft guidance document on
bioremediation as a separate document in addition to the chapter on bioremediation in the find
draft Section 1V of the Manua on Oil Pollution.

514 The Committee took note of the draft guidance document on bioremediation
(MEPC 47/5/2 and MEPC 47/INF.9) submitted by France and instructed the OPRC Drafting
Group to consder from a drafting perspective, the draft guidance document on bioremediation.

Provision of places of refuge from the marine environment protection per spective
5.15 The Charman, recdling the work carried out a8 MEPC 46 by the OPRC Working Group

on the issue of places of refuge, informed the Committee that this issue had been further
considered at MSC 74, LEG 83 and NAV 47 (MEPC 47/5/3) and that:
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A MSC, at its seventy-fourth sesson, decided that the IMO terminology should be
“places of refuge’ and aso, decided that the NAV Sub-Committee should be the
co-ordinating Sub-Committee, and that NAV 47 should be requested to give
preliminary condderation to the issue including identification of other IMO
bodies, that should be involved in the exercise, eg., MEPC's OPRC Working
Group (on pollution matters), COMSAR, DE, the SPI Working Group, &tc.;

2 Legd Committee will incude the issue in its work progranme for the next
biennium and requested the Secretariat to prepare a study on the relevant legd
issues including public law quegions as wel as private law quedions such as
sdvage, liability and insurance and CMI offered to collaborate with the Secretariat
in this project; and

3 NAV 47 prepared and consdered draft terms of reference for the future work on
Places of Refuge for the consderation of MSC 75 and MBEPC 47 (MEPC 47/5/3,
Annex 1) and adso reviewed and agpproved in principle, the draft generd
framework associated with future work in Places of Refuge and invited Member
Governments, intergovernmental  and non-governmental  organization to  submit
comments and proposas for condderation a its next sesson (MEPC 47/5/3,
annex 2).

5.16 The Committee noted that:

A the IAPH resolution as detailed in document MEPC 47/5/4, forms the basis from
which IAPH intends to develop further its policy on places of refuge;

2 following adoption of the resolution a the IAPH biennid medting in Montred in
May 2002, the IAPH Committee on Legd Protection has been tasked with
investigating and eaborating on the lega background to this issue in order to
assist the IMO's Legd Committeein its discussions, and

3 in this context, a paper isheing developed which will be submitted to the meeting
of the IMO Legd Committee.

Regional Co-operation on OPRC Matters

5.17 The Committee took note of the progress report of the Regiond Maine Pollution
Emergency Response Centre for the Mediterranean Sea (REMPEC) during the period from
July 2000 to December 2001 as reported in the document MEPC 47/5/5. Some Mediterranean
States appreciated assstance provided by the Organization in the findization of the new Protocol
to the Barcdona Convention concerning co-operaion in preventing pollution from ships and, in
cases of emergency, combating pollution of the Mediterranean Sea.

5.18 The Committee aso noted the organization of a joint IMO/UNEP Forum, tentatively
scheduled for the first week of October 2002, prior to MEPC 48 on regiond arrangements for
co-operation in combaing maine pollution incidents with the objective of bringing together
representatives of the Regional Centres and the Secretariat of Regiond Conventions and Action
Plans in order to exchange experiences and to discuss issues of common concern as indicated in
MEPC 47/5/6.

519 The role of IMO in the development of regiond systems for pollution preparedness and
response was recognized and in this respect, the need for its close involvement in the work of the
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regionad bodies established within or outsde the UNEP regiona seas programme, was pointed
out. Such co-operative activities would contribute to a harmonization of the work of such
regiond bodies and dso hep achieve compliance with the rdevant internationdly agreed
standards.

520 The Committee dso noted the appreciation and support by severd ddegations on the
work of the Secretariat to enhance regional co-operaion and the organization of the IMO/UNEP
Forum. The Committee requested the Secretariat to continue its co-ordinating role in developing
and encouraging regiond systems for pollution preparedness and response.

521 The Committee was informed that the Secretariat would prepare additiond information
on the IMO/UNEP Forum and circulate it to interested delegates to participate.

Instructionsto the Drafting Group

5.22 The Committee ingtructed the OPRC Drafting Group to carry out the following tasks:
A review of Section IV of the Manud on Oil Pollution — Combeting Oil Saills;
2 review the draft guidance document on bioremediation.

Report of the OPRC Drafting Group

5.23 Having received the report of the OPRC Drafting Group (MEPC 47/WP.9), the
Committee:

1 noted the work completed by the Group in findizing the revised Section IV of the
Manud on Oil PollutionCombating Oil Spills requested the Secretariat to
prepare the finad revised document for submisson to MEPC 48 for consderation
by the Committee for its gpprova and publication;

2 noted the work of the Group to review the draft guidance document on
bioremediation; and

3 requested the Intersessona Meeting of the OPRC Working Group to undertake a
technicd review of the guidance document on bioremediation. The Terms of
Reference for thisintersessond meeting is set out at annex 9.

6 INTERPRETATION AND AMENDMENTS OF MARPOL 73/78 AND RELATED
CODES

Entry into force of the revised regulation 13G

6.1 The Committee noted that no objections had been received by 1 March 2002 from
Member Governments to the amendments to MARPOL Annex | concerning the revised
regulation 13G. In accordance with article 16(2)(9)(ii) of MARPOL 73/78, the said amendments
will enter into force on 1 September 2002.

6.2  The ddegation of the United States informed the Committee that the United States had

written to the Secretariat on 8 February 2002 dating that the United States would require the
express approvd by the Government of the United States to be bound by regulation 13G of
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MARPOL 73/78 Annex I. In the meantime any oil tanker cdling a the United States would have
to comply with the rules st out in the Oil Pollution Act 1990.

6.3 The Committee further noted that, in order to comply with section 14 of annex to
resolution MEPC. 94(46) concerning circulation to al Parties to MARPOL 73/78 of information
supplied by the Adminidrations rdating to paticulars of Statements of Compliance issued,
detaills of suspenson or withdrawa thereof, and particulars of ships to which a Statement of
Compliance had been declined, the Secretariat was taking the necessary steps to edtablish an
electronic database accessible to Parties that would be operative on the 1 September 2002.

Condition Assessment Scheme— M odel Survey Plan

6.4 The Committee recdled that MEPC 46 adopted by resolution MEPC.94(46) the
Condition Assessment Scheme as a mandatory indrument under revised resolution 13(G) of
MARPOL Annex |, with the underganding that the Modd Survey Plan would be developed at
MEPC 47 as appendix 3 to the CAS (MEPC 46/23, paragraph 2.56).

6.5 The Committee noted that document MEPC 47/6/2 contained the draft Modd Survey
Pan jointly developed by IACS and INTERTANKO, while documents MEPC 47/6/7 and
MEPC 47/6/10 further elaborated on some pointsin the draft Model Survey Plan.

6.6 The Committee further noted that, after consultations, an agreement (MEPC 47/WP.5)
had been reached by the two organizations on ther former differences regarding the draft Modd
Survey Plan, therefore there being no need for it to consider documents MEPC 47/6/7 and
MEPC 47/6/10.

6.7 In introducing documents MEPC 47/6/2 and MEPC 47/WPJ5 jointly submitted with
INTERTANKO, IACS referred to the terms of the agreement reached with the latter and pointed
out a a possble inconsgency in the text under paragraph 4.1.b) of the Modd Survey Plan in
that, in a footnote, it provides for 30% of webs (minimum 3) to be surveyed while in the CAS
this requirement is set out as 30% only. IACS further elaborated on the agreement on other points
such as the agreed replacement text in paragraph 2.2 on safety issues relating to rafting and
close-up survey, the amended text under severad sub-paragraphs in MEPC 47/WP.5 deding with
the paties who should provide, or specify, severa data on the ship’'s history on corroson,
previous damage, etc., and the minimum thickness tables in which the option between the two
possibilities is maintained though that under 6.3.2 isto be preferred.

6.8  Severd deegations were of the view that the draft Modd Survey Plan as submitted would
need to be redrafted to include dl the points mentioned in the CAS under section 6.2 “Survey
Pan documentation”.

6.9 Regading the footnote to paragraph 4.1.b) on the minimum number of webs to be
surveyed, some delegations expressed their concern as to the apparent inconsstency with the
padld provison in the CAS which only provides for a given percentage without mentioning a
given number of webs to be surveyed. In the view of these ddegations, this inconsstency should
be properly addressed.

6.10 In the discusson that followed, severd issues were raised on the procedural aspects
related to the amendment of the CAS before its entry into force in September 2002.

6.11 The Committee agreed that, the Modd Survey Plan as gppendix 3 to the Condition
Assessment Scheme should be issued as soon as possble for Member Governments to dart
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implementing it given the fact that certain tankers would have to undergo their firs CAS survey
in September 2002. The forma amendments to CAS to include the Modd Survey Plan should be
made after the entry into force of the revised regulation 13G in accordance with aticle 16 of
MARPOL 73/78.

6.12 The Committee decided to issue the Modd Survey Plan asan MEPC circular.

6.13 The Committee agreed to convene a drafting group with the following Terms of
Reference:

A taking into account the discusson and comments made at plenary, to develop an
MEPC circular for promulgation of the Modd Survey Plan tbr CAS and any other
associated information; and

2 to develop the first draft of gppropriate amendments to the CAS to incorporate, o
as to make the Moddl Survey Plan for CAS as an agppendix to the CAS in the
future.

6.14 Having received the report of the Drafting Group (MEPC 47/WP.11), the Committee
approved the report in generd including the Modd Survey Plan and Guidance Note for the Safe
Conduct of CAS, and instructed the Secretariat to issue them as MEPC/Circ.390 as soon as
possble, inviting those concerned to make use of them in the interim pending their forma
adoption as a mandatory requirement when the revised regulation 13G has entered into force.

6.15 The Committee further agreed to initiate the procedure to amend CAS in order to include
the Model Survey Plan and Mandatory Requirements for the Safe Conduct of CAS. To this end,
the Committee requested the Secretariat to circulate, in accordance with article 16(2)(a) of
MARPOL 73/78, the proposed amendments to CAS to all IMO Members and al Parties with a
view to their adoption a MEPC 48.

6.16 The Committee aso noted that, when the CAS is formaly amended, the Modd Survey
Plan and Mandatory Requirements for the Safe Conduct of CAS would become appendixes 3 and
4 respectively to CAS.

6.17 The proposed amendments to CAS and the proposed appendixes 3 and 4 to CAS are set
out at annex 3.

Consistent application of the revised regulation 13G of MARPOL Annex |

6.18 The Committee noted the IACS had submitted two documents on this matter (MEPC 47/6
and MEPC 47/6/6) related to the application of the revised regulation 13G to MARPOL Annex I.

6.19 In introducing both documents, IACS dated that it was not their intention to start a debate
on the merits of the revised regulation 13G prior to its entry into force. However, a number a
possible ambiguities and anomaies had been identified, which needed darification.

6.20 The Committee agreed to convene an informa group under the charmanship of
Mr. A.P. Burgd (The Netherlands) to consider the issues raised by IACS.

6.21 Having received the report of the informa group, the Committee noted that the group had
reached the following conclusions (paragraphs 3.1 to 3.4 of MEPC 47/WP.5):
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“3.1 1ACScomments (MEPC 47/6, paragraph 4) :

Regulation 13G(3)(b) as currently drafted, may be interpreted to dlow new
product tankers, as defined in regulation 1(26), of 20,000 tons deadweight and
above but less than 30,000 tons deadweight carrying fud oil, heavy diesd ail or
lubricating oil as cargo, to fal under Category 2 without being provided with
SBT/PL arrangements.

Group’sview :

The &bove interpretation was nether envisaged nor intended a the time of
drafting of the 2001 amendments to regulation 13G. The new regulaion should be
sen in the ligt of resolution MEPC.78(43) on the 1999 amendments to
regulation 13G (now to be superseded by resolution MEPC.95(46)) which in its
third preambular paragreph dtates “... to make exigting oil tankers between 20,000
and 30,000 tons deadweight carrying fud oil, heavy diesdl oil or lubricating oil as
cargo subject to the same congtruction requirements for crude oil tankers ...."” |, as
the latter resolution incorporates the provisons of the former. Therefore, these
tankers do not fal into Category 2 but into Category 1. The group confirmed that
any Category 2 tanker must be provided with SBT/PL.

3.2 IACScomments (MEPC 47/6/6, paragraph 3) :

Conversion of a Category 1 tanker cargo tanks to meet the SBT requirements of
regulation 1(26) need not be consdered to be a “mgor converson’ and may be
treated as a Category 2 tanker.

Group’sview :
A Caegory 1 tanker may be converted into a Category 2 tanker only if it fully
complies with the requirements of the regulations referred to in regulation 1(26),
i.e regulations 13, 13B (for crude ail tankers), 13E and 18(4).

3.3 IACScomments (MEPC 47/6/6, paragraph 4) :

The phase-out scheme in regulation 13G(4) with the same phase-out year for
tankers with multiple ddivery dates (eg. phase-out year of 2006 for tankers
delivered in 1978, 1979 and 1980) indicates anomdies in tha certain tankers
ddivered later have to be phased-out earlier than tankers ddlivered earlier.

Group’sview :
The Committee, when drafting the 2001 amendments to regulaion13G,
recognized the above anomalies, but accepted them as logicd and unavoidable
consequences of reaching a compromise phase-out scheme as lad down in new
regulation 13G(4).

34 IACScomments (MEPC 47/6/6, paragraph 5) :

According to the phase-out schedule in regulation 13G(4), tankers delivered
earlier than 1973 (e.g. 1971) may continue to operate beyond the age of 30 years.
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This would be contrary to the objective of the 2001 amendments which were
intended to accelerate phase-out of single hull tankers.

Group’sview :

The Committee, when drafting the 2001 amendments to regulation 13G, did not
recognize this anomaly. However, bearing in mind that the intent and purpose of
the amendments are to acceerate the phase-out of dngle hull tankers, a tanker
which has dready reached its phase-out date under the current regulation 13G,
should not be allowed to operate beyond that date.”

6.22  The Committee further noted the view of the group that the above darification would
help Adminidrations, recognized organizations and their surveyors to implement the 2001
amendments to regulation 13G of MARPOL Annex | in auniform manner.

6.23 The Committee, following a generd discusson on the findings of the informd group,
decided to accept those under paragraphs 3.2, 3.3 and 34; however the Committee agreed that
the understanding set out under paragraph 3.1 needed further darification and invited delegations
to provide further comments to MEPC 48 for consideration.

6.24 The deegation of Cyprus reserved its postion on the findings of the informa group.

6.25 The Committee noted the view of some delegations that the application of the provisons
of the revised regulation 13G and any necessary interpretation in the process of their
implementation are the respongbility of the Adminigrations.

Proposal for amendment of MEPC/Circ.97, annex 2 — Oil dudge formation reduction
during the fue treatment aboard ships

6.26 The Committee noted the document on this matter submitted by Germany (MEPC 47/6/1)
and the comments by INTERTANKO (MEPC 47/6/8). Germany decided to withdraw its
document for review and, therefore, there was no need to discuss these two documents.

Proposal for changes to resolution A.446(X1) as amended, with regard to reducing
emissions of gases generated during crude oil washing

6.27 The Committee noted that there were conflicting views on this issue in the papers
submitted by OCIMF (MEPC 47/6/5) and INTERTANKO (MEPC 47/6/9). In introducing its
paper, OCIMF made the following main points:

A in double hulled tankers the framing and dructures within the cargo tanks are
dggnificantly reduced. The rdativedy smooth waled desgns normdly reduce
clingage and sediment to near negligible quantities, except on the tank bottom;

2 crude Oil Washing, admirable for reducing quantity of oil in tanks, or as a dudge
control measure, can generate an increase in Volatile Organic Compound (VOC)
emissons. Noxious emissons from boiler and generator exhausts are ds0 a
concern. A reduced COW cycle would then contribute to reducing amospheric
pollution; and
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3 it then follows thet, for dudge control purposes, ships complying with regulation
13F of MARPOL Annex |, should have the option of performing a reduced COW
cycle and resolution A.497(XIl), as amended, should then be further amended to
this effect.

6.28 INTERTANKO, in introducing its document MEPC 47/6/9, made the following
commentsinter alia on OCIMF s proposal:

i to peform a reduced COW cycle, ships must be fitted with progranmable
machines which many double hulled tankers are not fitted with,

2 further invedtigations are needed as to the VOC emissons during COW.
INTERTANKO is undertaking its own dudies on this issue that are not finaized
Yet;

3 bulkheads of double hulled tankers contain deegp dringers with great flat surface
aress that must be kept clean of any dudge;

4 COW in devated areas in a cargo tank, adso helps preserve uncoated steelwork
from corrosion; and

5 consequently any find decison on this matter should only be taken based on
factual observation and tests results.

6.29 Folowing a generd discusson, the Committee, while thanking OCIMF for ther
proposd, invited INTERTANKO and interested parties to continue the relevant studies and to
submit revised proposals to a future sesson of the Committee for condderation and action as

appropriate.
Water in cargo tanks— Improvement of Unified Interpretation 4.1.1

6.30 The Committee noted the joint submisson of INTERTANKO and OCIMF
(MEPC 47/6/3) proposing to add two more cases to the list of exceptions to the prohibition to
introduce water into the cargo tanks as set out in Unified Interpretation 4.1.1 of regulation 13(3)
of MARPOL Annex I:

1 close-up ingpection or/and sted thickness measurements using rafts; and
2 tank hydrostatic pressure tests.

6.31 In the discussion tha followed, while a number of delegations expressed their agreement
to the proposal, others raised their concerns including a possible need to amend the Convention if
any practice could be consdered as ingppropriate in accordance with relevant provisons.
However the United Kingdom pointed out that as long as the ship recorded the activity in its Ol
Record Book in accordance with regulations 9 and 15 of MARPOL Annex |, the practice would
meet internationd requirements and should not need further interpretation.

6.32 The Committee agreed to review this matter at a future meeting and invited interested

deegations to submit rdevant documents and studies to the Committee for consderation and
action as appropriate.
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Unified Interpretation of the provisonsof Annex Il to MARPOL 73/78

6.33 The Committee noted document MEPC 47/6/4 submitted by the United States containing
a proposa of amendment of Unified Interpretations 2A1.4 and 2A.1.6 reating to the tripartite
agreements on categorisation of Noxious Liquid Substances.

6.34 In introducing its document, the United States dtated that a times there is no information
avalable in annex 8 of the annua MEPC.2 circulars for contacting another Government that is
Paty to MARPOL 73/78 seeking its agreement on the categorization of a Noxious Liquid
Subgtance to expedite its shipment. To ded with such cases, a smdl addition to the current
wording of the Unified Interpretation would provide for the assumption of agreement to that
effect.

6.35 Severa ddegations expressed their support for the proposa while others expressed
concern in that the proposed regime might be subject to abuse by unscrupulous operators who
could seek impunity and opecity in prohibited waste material transport, for ingance. All the
delegations, however, agreed that those Governments that have not supplied information on ther
contact points as requested in MEPC/Circ.265 should be encouraged to do so.

6.36 The Committee decided to refer this matter to the BLG Sub-Committee and invited
interested delegations and Parties to submit documents and relevant sudies to BLG 7 for
congderation. Noting that the deadline for submitting bulky documents (6 pages or more) to
BLG 7 is 22 March 2002, the Committee agreed to relax the deadline to 31 May 2002.

7 HARMFUL EFFECTS OF THE USE OF ANTI-FOULING PAINTS FOR SHIPS

7.1  The Committee noted that the Internationd Conference on the Control of Harmful Anti-
fouling Systems for Ships, held in IMO from 1 to 5 October 2001, had successfully concluded its
work by adopting the Internationd Convention on the Control of Harmful Anti-fouling Sysems
on Ships (the AFS Convention) together with 4 Conference resolutions, as reported in document
MEPC 47/7.

7.2  The Committee dso noted that the Convention was opened for signature from 1 February
2002. The Charman encouraged delegations to continue their efforts back home to ensure that
their Governments sign the Convention at the earliest possible occasion.

7.3  The Committee further noted that the twenty-second sesson of the IMO Assembly
adopted resolution A.928(22) on Early and effective application of the International Convention
on the Contral of Harmful Anti-fouling Systems on Ships which:

A urges Governments to provide any information avaldble regarding any anti-
fouling systems they have approved, restricted or prohibited under domedtic law
as soon as possble, in accordance with the provisons of paragraph (1)(b) of
aticle 9 of the Convention; and

2 requests the Secretary-Generd to make avallable, by appropriate means, any
information communicated to the Organization, when it is receved, as provided
for in paragraph (2) of article 9 of the Convention.

7.4 The Committee noted the functions requested of the Committee, the Organization and the
Secretary-Generd by the Convention and the Conference resolutions as summarized in annex 2
of document MEPC 47/7 and, in paticular, the actions requested of the Organization under
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aticle 11(1)(b) and (2), regulation 1 (4)(a), namely for the Organizaion to develop the following
guiddines.

A Guiddinesfor brief sampling of ships anti-fouling sysems,
2 Guiddines for ingpection of ships anti-fouling sysems, and
3 Guiddinesfor survey,

which in accordance with resolution 2 should be developed as a matter of urgency for them to be
adopted before the entry into force of the Convention.

7.5  The Committee recdled that its forty-fifth sesson had requested the FS Sub-Committee
to prepare draft text for Guidelines on Surveys of Anti-fouling Systems, and that this had been
placed on the agenda of the tenth sesson of the FSI Sub-Committee to be held from 8 to
12 April 2002.

7.6  The Committee, in noting the information provided by Iran and Jgpan in documents
MEPC 47/7/1 and MEPC 47/INF.16 respectively, requested the FSI Sub-Committee to develop,
in addition to the Guiddines on Surveys of Anti-fouling Systems it had aready been tasked to
devedop, the Guiddines for Brief Sampling of Ships Anti-fouling Systems and Guiddines for
Inspection of Ships Anti-fouling Systems usng the information provided in the documents by
Iran and Jgpan. The Committee requested the FSI Sub-Committee to findise these guiddines as
a mater of urgency, giving priority to the devdopment of the Guiddines on Surveys of
Anti-fouling Systems 0 that the latter should be findized by the end of 2002.

7.7 The Committee noted the information provided by the dedegae of the European
Commission tha a ban on the marketing of organotin-based anti-fouling sysems would come
into forcein dl 15 EU Member States starting on 1 January 2003.

8 IDENTIFICATION AND PROTECTION OF SPECIAL AREAS AND
PARTICULARLY SENSTIVE SEA AREAS

Background
8.1  The Committeerecdled that at its forty-9xth sesson:

A it agreed, in principle, with the proposad by the United States to designate the
HoridaKeysasaPSSA;

2 it agreed, in principle, with the proposd by Columbia to designate the Mapeo
Idand asa PSSA; and

3 the NAV Sub-Committee was indructed to review any navigationd issues that
may need to be taken into account prior to giving find gpprovd to these
proposals.

8.2 The Committee dso recaled that, a its forty-Sixth sesson, the text of the revised draft
Assembly resolution on the Guiddines for the Dedgnation of Specid Areas under
MARPOL 73/78 and Guidelines for the Identification and Desgnation of Particularly Sendtive
Sea Areas had been approved, in principle, and the NAV Sub-Committee was ingructed to
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review this text and submit its comments directly to the twenty-second sesson of the Assembly
so that the resolution could be adopted.

8.3  The Committee noted that, as the NAV Sub-Committee had indicated that there were no
navigation problems associagted with the draft resolution, the twenty-second sesson of the
Assembly adopted resolution A.927(22) on 29 November which:

A included the new Guiddines for the Dedgnation of Specid Aress under
MARPOL 73/78;

2 included the new Guiddines for the ldentification and Desgnation of Particularly
Sengitive Sea Aress, and

3 revoked resolutions A.720(17) and A.885(21).

84  The Committee dso noted that IHO had developed the symbology to be used on
navigationd charts to show Paticulaly Senstive Sea Areas (PSSAs) in accordance with
paragraph 9.1 of resolution A.927(22), proposing that the States concerned should mark PSSAs
on the navigaiond chats with such symbols. The Committee agreed that this information
should be included in resolution A.927(22) and indructed the Secretariat to add an asterisk at the

end of paragraph 9.1 with the associated footnote refer to IHO Chart Specification B-437.6 when
the resolution is next amended.

85  The Committee agreed with the view of the United States that IHO's “B-437.6
Paticulaly Sengtive Sea Area (PSSA)” should be amended as follows (additions are shaded and
ddetions are struck through):

“a. Genera

A Particularly Sendtive Sea Area (PSSA) is an IMO-designated measure, established
in accordance with IMO Resolution. It is defined in IMO resolution A.927(22) as.

‘an area that needs specid protection through action by IMO because of its sgnificance
for recognized ecologicad, socio-economic or scientific reasons and because it may be
vulnerable to damage by internationa shipping activities’

PSSAs vay in extent and include Great Barier Reef of Audrdia, Archipdago of
Sabana-Camagliey of Cuba, Mdpeo Idand of Colombia and Florida Keys of the
United States.

Identification of areas as PSSAs is gpproved by the IMO's Marine Environment
Protection Committee (MEPC), but no find determination is made until after the
pertinent IMO Sub Committee or Commlttee has approved the a&ouated protectlve

8.6 The Committee indructed the Secretariat to inform IHO of the above suggestion for
amendment and to request IHO to take action as appropriate.
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Designation of the Malpelo Idand and the Florida Keys as PSSAs

8.7  The Committee recdled that it had instructed the NAV Sub-Committee to report back on
any navigdaiond issues, which may need to be taken prior to giving find approva to the
designation of the Florida Keys and Mapelo Idand as Particularly Sengitive Sea Areas (PSSAS).

8.8  The Committee noted that, as reported in MEPC 47/8, the NAV Sub-Committee had
agreed with the associated measures proposed as integra parts of the proposa to identify the
marine area around the Florida Keys and Mdpeo Idand as PSSAs and, as a result, the
Secretariat had prepared two draft MEPC resolutions for adopting these two areas as PSSAs.

8.9 In addition, the Committee noted that the NAV Sub-Committee had requested that, in
order to facilitate condderation of ships roueing and reporting in future, countries should dso
submit separate proposas for ships routeing and reporting associated with their PSSA
goplications directly to the Sub-Committee.

8.10 As a reault, the Committee adopted resolutions MEPC.97(47) and MEPC.98(47) as
shown in annexes 4 and 5 and ingructed the Secretariat to attach the associated summary
information, including associated protective measures, for each of the two PSSAs as shown in
MEPC 44/7, MEPC 46/6/3 (Mapdo Idand) and MEPC 46/6/2 (Florida Keys) when adding the
two new PSSAsto the Appendix of resolution A.927(22) in the future.

8.11 Regading NAV’s proposa that countries should submit separate proposads for future
PSSAs directly to the Sub-Committee, it was agreed that this issue would be considered under
agendaitem 10.

8.12 Following a proposa by the United States, the Committee agreed that the effective date
for the introduction of protective measures associated with Mapelo Idand and the FHorida Keys
would be sx months after M SC had approved the associated routeing measures.

Prior notification of theintent to request PSSAs

8.13 The Committee noted that Denmark, Germany and the Netherlands would be submitting a
joint application, in accordance with resolution A.927(22), if possible, to MEPC 48 to designate
the Wadden Sea and some adjacent parts of the North Sea as a PSSA in order to, inter alia,
increase the awareness of seefarers of the vulnerability of the area The Committee was adso
informed that this application would not include proposas for additiona protective measures for
this area as such measures were dready in place.

8.14 The deegation of Peru informed the Committee that they have submitted a request for
PSSAs to be established for the Peruvian coasts, which should be considered at MEPC 48.

Request for assistance in providing reception facilitiesfor the wider Caribbean area

8.15 The Committee noted the satement made by Cuba requesting sustained and viable
assgance in providing reception facilities needed n the wider Caribbean area.  As requested, the
Statement is attached as annex 10.

Draft Guidance document for submission of PSSA proposals

8.16 The Committee recdled that, during its forty-sixth session, it was decided that it was not
possible to establish a fourth correspondence group to explore the possbilities of developing a
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suitable document to asss Member Governments in deciding on the most appropriate means of
protecting a marine sendtive area. However, Members were invited to make proposas for such a
document for discussion at future sessons.

8.17 Inintroducing its document, MEPC 47/8/1, the United States made the following points:

1 a gmple, draghtforward document would be the most beneficid means of
providing guidance to Member States on thisissue;

2 the document included:

2.1 background information;

2.2 initid condderations that should be made prior to submitting a proposa to
IMO; and

2.3 interpretations on the various requirements that need to be completed as

part of asubmission.

8.18 The Committee expressed its appreciation to the United States for this document
(MEPC 47/8/1), which it supported in principlee.  However, it was agreed that, following
proposas by Australia and Cyprus, changes should be made to the draft guidance document as
follows

A paragraph 1.1 of the annex should be replaced with the following text:

In November 2001, the International Maritime Organization (IMO) Assembly
adopted Resolution A.927(22) which sets forth the detailed requirements to be
included in an application for designation of a Particularly Sensitive Sea Area
(PSSA). This resolution supersedes two previous Assembly Resolutions,
A.720(17) and A.885(21) and its requirements should be followed in preparing a
PSSA proposal. To assist Member Governments in meeting the requirements of
resolution A.927(22), this document provides guidance in the development,
drafting, and submission proposals to IMO for the designation of a PSSA. This
document sets forth the issues that should be included in such a proposal to
facilitate its assessment and approval by IMO’s Marine Environment Protection
Committee (MEPC).

2 the first two sentences of paragraph 1.3 and the first word (Additionally) of the
third sentence should be deleted; and

3 in response to a query rased regarding the reference to a small team in
paragraph 2.2, the Committee noted that this was intended to mean a group of
experts in the country consdering making a proposa for an area to be designated
as aPSSA and so should be clearly stated in the document.

8.19 With these amendments, the Committee indructed the Secretariat to prepare a draft

MEPC circular based on the United States document for gpprova by the Committee at its
forty-eighth sesson.
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9 INADEQUACY OF RECEPTION FACILITIES

9.1 At MEPC 46, the Committee was informed that, in accordance with document FS 9/8
regarding mandatory reports under MARPOL 73/78 for 1999, only one flag State reported on
inadequate reception facilities. The Committee was therefore reminded that the flag States have
an obligation to report dleged inadequacies of reception facilities, and that the port States have
an obligation to provide information on reception facilities in their ports, incuding changes or
improvementsin thelr reception facilities.

9.2  The Committee noted that the Secretariat received ten reports from three Member States
(Iran, Sweden and the United Kingdom) on aleged inadequacy of reception facilities reported in
accordance with MEPC/Circ.349 for 2000 and 2001. One of the reports submitted by the United
Kingdom was made on behdf of the Cayman Idand.

9.3 The Committee dso noted that one report contained information about an aleged
inadequacy regarding waste under Annex Il; three reports on aleged lack of adequate reception
fecilities for Annex | waste; and Sx reports on aleged lack of adequate facilities for Annex V
wadte as well as the report by Irdland that the problems observed in the port of Gaway on dleged
inadequate facilities had now been resolved.

94  The Committee further noted the information provided by BIMCO in the document
MEPC 47/9/1 and thanked BIMCO for its offer to support any efforts to ensure that parties to
MARPOL 73/78 honoured their conventiond obligations in the inddlaion of adequate and
affordable facilities where they were lacking or too codtly to use.

9.5 In the ensuing discussion, the view was expressed that the current reporting mechanism
puts dl the burden on the flag States. The Committee noted that, in accordance with paragraph 5
of MEPC/Circ.349, the reporting requirements are clear in that the report of aleged inadequacy
of port reception facilities should be forwarded to the flag State and the port State and the flag
State is required to notify IMO. The question that remains is how to implement the requirements.
The Committee agreed that the FSI Sub-Committee is the appropriate body where such matters
should be dedt with, but in order to provide clear ingruction to the FSI Sub-Committeg, the
Committee agreed to further consgder implementation of the reporting mechanism of inadequate
reception facility at MEPC 48.

9.6  One deegation raised the question as to when an aleged inadequacy becomes confirmed
as an inadequacy. It was suggested tha in line with the established reporting mechanism this
happens when, following a report from the flag State, confirmation is made by the port State of
the inadequacy after investigation.

9.7  The quedtion of the format of the tables in document MEPC 47/9 summarizing the reports
receved on dleged inadequacy of reception faciliies was aso raised. It was suggested to
include a column indicating whether the port State was informed of such inadequacies and the
port State's response.

9.8  The Committee noted that the responses to MEPC/Circ.349 indicated some inconsstency
in port States assessment as to whether or not mobile reception fecilities adequately met the
MARPOL 73/78 obligations. The Committee requested the Secretariat to take this into account
when collating port State responses.
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9.9 The ddegaion of India informed the Committee that its Government would ratify
Annexes IlI, IV and V of MARPOL 73/78 shortly and were preparing a plan to provide reception
fadlitiesin its ports.

9.10 The representative of BIMCO, when introducing document MEPC 47/9/1, indicated that
his organization, like IMO, had received a number of reports on dleged inadequacy of port
reception facilities from its members.  He further recdled tha the ability for ships to comply with
MARPOL 73/78 depends primarily on the availability of adequate reception facilities.

9.11 The observer of FOEI strongly encouraged shipowner organizations such as BIMCO to
further report on the details of dleged inadequacy of port reception facilities.

9.12 The Committee strongly encouraged the Member States, particularly those Parties to the
MARPOL 73/78 as port States to fulfil their tresty obligations on providing adequate reception
fadlities

10 REPORTS OF SUB-COMMITTEES
Outcome of DSC 6

10.1 The Committee noted that the sxth sesson of the DSC Sub-Committee was hed from 16
to 20 July 2001 and the report of that session had been circulated under DSC 6/15.

10.2 The Committee considered action items requested of the Sub-Committee asfollows:

i the Sub-Committee's recommendation on the draft MSC/MEPC circular on
Design Suggestions for Ballast Water and Sediment Management Options in
New Ships;

1.1 The Committee conddered this issue under agenda item 2 and decisons of the
Committee are reflected in paragraphs 2.55 to 2.58.

2 making the IMDG Code mandatory under SOLAS;

2.1 The Committee noted tha MSC, a its seventy-third sesson, had decided, in
principle, to make the IMDG Code mandatory under SOLAS and that the entry
into force date of the SOLAS amendments should be 1 January 2004. In this
context, the Committee noted that the draft amendments to chapters VI and VII of
SOLAS, on making the Code mandatory, were expected to be adopted at MSC 75
in May 2002.

2.2 In addition, the Committee noted that DSC 6 had agreed that there were no specia
operationd problems in implementing Annex Il of MARPOL 73/78 through the
IMDG Code when it becomes mandatory under SOLAS.

2.3 The Committee endorsed the view of DSC 6 that there was no need to introduce
any consequentia changes to Annex Il of MARPOL as a result of the revision of
chapter VII of SOLAS, except updating the reference to the IMDG Code in the
footnote to regulation 1.
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Commentson the current stuation regarding Marine Pollutants

10.3 The Committee agreed that, as two of the issues put to this Committee by DSC 6 related
to Marine Pollutants, it was appropriate to consder document MEPC 47/10/3 (United Kingdom)
which addresses this subject.

104 In presenting its document (MEPC 47/10/3), the United Kingdom indicated that it
contained a broad issue and a specific one.  The Committee was informed that the broad issue
could be divided into the following two issues.

A on completion of the re-evaluation of products subject to the IBC Code and
Annex1l of MARPOL 73/78, the related work of BLG and GESAMP/EHS will
need to be reviewed, particularly regarding the liaison with the GHS; and

2 the relationship between DSC, Annex |11 of MARPOL 73/78 and the GHS.

105 With regard to the specific issue, the United Kingdom indicated that it would be
necessty to give condderation to the interaction between Annex Il of MARPOL 73/78, its
implementation via the IMDG Code and the role of GHS which defines criteria for
Environmentally Hazardous Products which are different from those for the definition of Marine
Pollutantsin the IMDG Code.

10.6 Inresponse to the points raised by the United Kingdom, the following points were made:

A the Committee should give condderation to requesting the GESAMP/EHS
Working Group to indicate how it can lidse mogt effectively with the UN Sub-
Committee of Experts on the Globdly Harmonized Sysem of Classfication and
Labdling of Chemicds (GHS) in order to ensure that GHS takes IMO’s interests
into account and IMO can respond to GHS devel opments gppropriately;

2 concern was expressed that IMO had been unable to atend the GHS mesting in
December 2001 as recommended by the Committee at its forty-sixth sesson, and
it was emphasized that it was essentid for IMO to attend such mestingsin future;

3 it would be expedient to review the criteria for defining Marine Pollutants under
Annex Il of MARPOL 73/78 to bring them in line with those being developed by
the United Nations Sub-Committee on the Transport of Dangerous Goods which
were anticipated to be adopted by other modes of transport. Such a link would not
be appropriate for the classfication of products subject to Annex Il of
MARPOL 73/78;

4 dthough the Committee had previoudy sressed the importance of the work being
undertaken by GESAMP/EHS, concern was expressed by a number of delegations
that IMO was unable to provide the necessary financid resources to dlow the
work of GESAMP/EHS and the Secretariat to be completed;

5 GESAMP has been the subject of a review by the sponsoring organizations, the

reults, of which, indicated that it fulfilled an important function but that its
methods of work needed to be updated;
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.6 recognizing the importance of the EHS Group to IMO, it was noted that the future
reporting relationship of this Group, through GESAMP to IMO, may have to be
reviewed.

10.7 The Charman expressed his concern that it gppeared that insufficient attention had been
given to this matter by IMO in the past. The safe cariage of HNS by sea was extremdy
important and more effort was required in this area in the future. Having had an initid exchange
of views on this subject, the Committee agreed that it should include this matter on its agenda at
the next sesson and invited members to make proposas on the way forward. The Secretariat
was requested to provide relevant information including the developments under GESAMP
Evauation to MEPC 48.

Outcome of NAV 47

10.8 The Committee noted that the forty-seventh sesson of the NAV Sub-Committee Fed been
held from 2 to 6 July 2001 and was reported as document NAV 47/13 whilst those issues of
interest to MEPC were identified in MEPC 47/10/1.

10.9 The Committee dso noted that whilst the Sub-Committee had not included a specific list
of issues to be congdered by this Committee, the following issues were consdered:

A Review of revised draft Assembly resolutions A.720(17) and A.885(21)

1.1 The Committee noted that this issue had been consdered under agenda item 8 and
so was not discussed further.

2 I nfor mation to improve submission of routeing measures

2.1 The Committee noted that the NAV Sub-Committee had identified a number of
shortcomings and inaccuracies in the submissons of proposed new or amended
routeing measures and 0 had developed a note giving informeation to assig in the
drafting of proposds for routeing measures (annex 8 to NAV 47/13) which
included the following two paragraphs of relevance to MEPC.:

A The proposal should contain information on environmental factors, such
as the prevailing weather conditions, tidal streams, and currents, and the
possibility of ice concentrations. Routeing systems should not be
established in areas where the instability of the seabed is such that
frequent changes in the alignment and positions of the main channels, and
thus of the routeing systemitself, are likely.

2 For proposals intended to protect the marine environment, the proposal
should state whether the proposed routeing system can reasonably be
expected to significantly prevent or reduce the risk of pollution or other
damage to the marine environment of the area concerned and whether,
given the overall size of the area to be protected and the aggregate
number of environmentally sensitive areas established within the area
concerned, the routeing system could have the effect of unreasonably
limiting the sea area available for navigation.
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2.2 The Committee noted this information and agreed that it should be taken into
account, by Member Governments, when making future proposas on ship
routeing systems.

Outcome of DE 44

10.10 The Committee noted that the forty-fourth sesson of the DE Sub-Committee had been
held from 5 to 9 March 2001 and its report was circulated as DE 44/19 whilst those issues
identified as being pertinent to MEPC were reported in MEPC 47/10/2.

10.11 The Committee recdled that, a the suggestion of Cyprus, it had been agreed, a
MEPC 46, to delay discussions on DE 44 until MEPC 47.

10.12 The Committee consdered the action items requested by DE 44 as shown below:
i proposed measuresaimed at eliminating sub-standard oil tankers;

1.1 The Committee recaled that MSC 73 had proposed measures amed a eiminating
substandard ships, some of which, were referred to DE 44.

1.2 The Committee noted that DE had considered document DE 44/2/2 (Secretariat)
on this subject and made proposals on the 8 measures put to it for consideration,
as reflected in paragraph 2.7 of DE 44/19.

2 the draft MEPC circular on Guiddines for the sampling of fud oil for
determination of compliance with Annex VI of MARPOL 73/78;

2.1  The Committee recdled that this issue had been discussed under agenda item 4
and so was not considered further.

3 an expansion of the scope of the revison of resolution MEPC.60(33) to
include a whole bilge water treatment system ;

3.1  The Committee noted that DE 44 had consdered a proposal by Japan (DE 33/11,
paragraphs 1.5 and 6.3 of the annex) to expand the scope of revision of resolution
MEPC.60(33) to include a whole bilge water treatment system. However, the
Sub-Committee congdered that this was outsde its terms of reference and S0
invited MEPC to provide guidance on the matter.

3.2 The Committee noted that Japan had submitted comments and proposd on the
outcome of DE 44 regarding the revison of resolution MEPC.60(33) under cover
of document MEPC 47/10/4 which addressed, inter alia, this particular issue.

3.3 Inintroducing this part of its submission, Japan made the following points:

i there are operationd and maintenance problems with exiding ol filtering
equipment which lead to illega discharges of ail into the ses;

2 even the new generaion of bilge separators and monitors may not be able
to treat dl of the bilge water accumulating in machinery spaces,
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3 as a result, Jgoan condders that the prevention of oil pollution from
machinery spaces should be expanded beyond the use of just hilge
separators and that such mechanisms developed should be included in the
revised resolution MEPC.60(33).

Having conddered these points, the Committee agreed that the DE
Sub-Committee should be instructed to consider the points made by Japan with a
view to making recommendations on the gpproprite expandon of resolution
MEPC.60(33) whilst recognizing that any amendments should only gpply to new

ships.

recommendations that the ingallation, in new ships, and use of a recording
device to record the oil concentration in bilge water should be made
mandatory under Annex | of MARPOL 73/78 and that the recording device
should be made tamper proof and take action as appropriate;

The Committee noted tha this issue was dso addressed in paragraph 10 of
document MEPC 47/10/4 and agreed that the use of a recording device to record
the oil concentration in bilge water should be made tamper-proof and mandatory
for new ships. As a reault, the DE Sub-Committee was ingtructed to take this into
account.

uniform sandardized method for the deter mination of ail content;

The Committee noted that DE 44 had indicated that most States have a test
method for the determinaion of the oil content in water incorporated into an
aopropriate national Act. As these differ from each other and from the test
method indicated in resolution MEPC 60(33), it would be beneficid to have a
angle 1SO test that would provide a means of comparing the results.

In introducing its document, MEPC 47/10/5, the Internationa Organization for
Standardization (1SO) made the following points.

1 the IR method, currently specified in resolution MEPC 60(33), for the
determination of the oil content depends on the use of Carbon tetrachloride
which is no longer acceptable, being liged in Annex B of Group Il as a
Controlled Substance under the Montreal Protocol on Substances that
Deplete the Ozone Layer.

2 as an dternative, 1SO 9377-2 uses a Gas Chromatography (GC) method,
which has been adopted by some dates for use in offshore gpplications and
S0 may be suitable for gpplication to shipboard bilge water monitoring.

Having noted these points, the Committee instructed the DE Sub-Committee to:

a determine whether 1SO 9377-2 is sufficently extensve to cover 4l
gtuations,

2 condder the removal of references to any obsolete systems,

3 compare the data obtained from the two methods of andysis, and
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4 report its findings to the Committee.

the draft MSC/MEPC circular on Guiddines for ships operating in Arctic
ice-covered waters,

The Committee noted that the indruction to develop these Guidelines had been
given to DE by MSC. In deveoping these Guiddines, DE included some aspects
of interest to this Committee, which was considered at MEPC 43.

The Committee noted the progress being made on thisissue.

the quegtion of minimum capacities for throughput through oily water
separators;

The Committee recdled that, at its forty-fifth sesson, India had pointed out that,
gnce thee were no Guiddines for the sdection of cgpacities of oil filtering
equipment required to be fitted on individud ships, this aspect was left to the
shipbuilder. As a result, India had been requested to prepare a draft interpretation
of regulation 16 of Annex | to MARPOL 73/78 for consideration by DE 44.

The Committee noted that, having consdered this issue and taking into account
that new technologies regarding oil remova from water were emerging, DE had
agreed tha the question of minimum capacities for the throughput of oily-water
separators was best |eft to the nationd administrations.

Recognizing the difficulties encountered by some countries in determining the
most appropriste equipment for a given ship, the Committee invited members to
submit information papers on the sdection of capecity for ail filtering equipment
to DE in order to provide assstance to other Administrations.

resolution MEPC.76(40) on Standard specification for  shipboard
incinerators,

The Committee recdled that this issue had dready been discussed under agenda
item 4.

11 WORK OF OTHER BODIES

Outcome of the eighty-sixth session of Council

11.1 The Committee noted that the eighty-sixth sesson of Council was held from 18 to
22 June 2001 and the summary of its decisons was issued as C86/D whilst those issues of
interest to MEPC were summarized in document MEPC 47/11.

11.2 Basad ontheissuesidentified in MEPC 47/11, the Committee noted that Council had:

i

noted the Committee's recommendation to the Council, subject to confirmation
by MEPC in 2002, to give, in principle, agreement to holding a five-day
conference on bdlast water management in 2003, to be consdered further under
item 10 of the Council’ s agenda; and
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2 gpproved, subject to MSC's concurrent recommendation, the holding of an
intersessiona meeting of the ESPH Working Group in 2002.

Outcome of MSC 74

11.3 The Committee noted thet the seventy-fourth session of the Maritime Safety Committee
was held from 30 May to 8 June 2001 and its report was issued under documents MSC 74/24 and
MSC 74/24/Add.1 whilst those issues of interest to MEPC, other than matters relating to Bdlast
Water, Forma Safety Assessment and the Role of the Human dement, were reported under
document MEPC 47/11/1.

11.4 The Committee noted the actions taken by MSC 74 as identified in MEPC 47/11/1 as well
as the following information provided by the Secretariat in relation to the ISM Code:

A the find implementation date for the ISM Code was 1 July 2002;

2 of the 13,000 ships identified as requiring certification, only about 6,000 had been
certified as of October 2001,

3 as a result, MSC/Circ.1020-MEPC/Circ.387 was issued on 3 January 2002 to
remind parties of therr obligation to have shipping companies and ships certified
by 1 July 2002.

The Committee requested delegations to do dl they could to ensure full 1ISM certification was
achieved by the deadline.

Outcomeof LEG 83

11.5 The Committee noted that the eighty-third sesson of the Legd Committee was held from
8 to 12 October 2001 and its report was issued as document LEG 83/14. The Committee further
noted that those issues of interest to MEPC were identified in document MEPC 47/11/2,
including the development of a draft convention on wreck removad and the incluson of the
question of places of refuge in the work programme of the Legd Committee.

Outcome of A 22

11.6 The Committee noted that the twenty-second sesson of Assembly took place from 19 to
30 November 2001 and that a summary of this meeting was reported in document A 22/11 whilst
those matters of interest to MEPC were reported in document MEPC 47/11/3.

11.7 The Committee noted that, as shown in paragraph 3 of MEPC 47/11/3, the Assembly had
noted that the Committee had adopted the following amendments to MARPOL 73/78:

A regulation 13G of Annex I;
2 Appendix to Annex II1; and

3 Annex V.
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Outcomeof TCC 49 and TCC 50

11.8 The Committee noted that the Technicd Co-operation Committee hed its forty-ninth
sesson from 15 to 16 November 2000 and it fiftieth sesson on 21 June 2001, and that the reports
of these meetings were circulated under documents TC 49/11 and TC 50/11 respectively. The
Committee dso noted those issues of interest to MEPC which had been identified in document
MEPC 47/11/4.

12 PROMOTION OF |IMPLEMENTATION AND ENFORCEMENT OF
MARPOL 73/78 AND RELATED CODES

Outcome of MEPC/Circ.380

121 The Committee recdled that the Committee a its last sesson approved the MEPC
circular on “Information from Contracting States to MARPOL Annex IV to the Organization of
regulations on discharge of sewage in waters under ther jurisdiction and available reception
facilities for sewage in their ports’ (MEPC/Circ.380), and requested the Secretariat to issue the
circular  as soon as posshble, and to report on the information collected through the circular to
future sessons with the objective of fadlitating the implementation of the revissd MARPOL
Annex IV whenever it entersinto force.

12.2 The Committee noted the responses of the following seven Contracting Parties to
AnnexIV of MARPOL, namey Argenting, Bulgaria Ecuador, Etonia, Germany, Lithuania and
Sweden, as well as the responses of three non-Contracting Parties, namdy Audtrdia, Singapore
and Vanuatu and one Associate Member, namey Hong Kong, China to MEPC/Circ.380 as
reported in documents MEPC 47/12 and the addendum to this document.

12.3 The Committee adso noted the response of the Russan Federation to MEPC/Circ.380
reporting that the Russan Federation had regulaions on discharge of sewage from ships in
waters under ther jurisdiction and outlining what these were, as wel as reporting that it had
fadlitiesin its ports for receiving sewage from ships.

124 The Chairman thanked al States who had responded to MEPC/Circ.380 and invited more
States to respond to MEPC/Circ 380 for consideration at MEPC 48.

125 Following an intervention by the deegaion of Audrdia pointing out that further carity
was required on point 3 of the annex to MEPC/Circ.380, the Committee agreed that such clarity
was cdled for in order to ensure that countries which have in place an arrangement with private
contractors for the reception of sewage from ships, but which do not have fixed reception
fadlities in ports for receiving such waste, respond pogtively to point 3 of the anex to
MEPC/Circ.380.

12.6 The Committee recdled that, dmost 29 years after the adoption of the optiona Annex IV
on the prevention of pollution by sewage from ships, Annex IV was Hill not in force because the
50% tonnage criteria had not been met, despite the fact that 85 States representing 46% of the
world's tonnage had ratified it. The Committee noted that since he approval by MEPC 44 of a
revised text of Annex IV, with the objective of making the Annex less redrictive and to enhance
its chance of entering into force as soon as possble, only five more countries had ratified Annex
V. The Committee dso noted the concern expressed by the Chairman that, having removed the
bariers of ratfication identified by some countries, those countries had not yet ratified the
Annex. In this respect, the Charman srongly urged dl Member States which have not yet
ratified Annex 1V, to do so as soon as possible.
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12.7 In this context, the Committee noted the information provided by the delegate of Norway
regarding the intent of Norway to ratify MARPOL Annex 1V, which they amed to ratify before
the next sesson of the Committee. The Committee also noted that Singapore was at an advanced
stage with regard to the ratification of Annex 1V.

12.8 In order to encourage more countries to raify MARPOL Annex 1V, the Committee
requested the Secretariat to write to countries informing them of the advantages of the revised
MARPOL Annex IV.

Activities of ROPME/MEMAC on Protection of the Marine Environment in the ROPME
Sea Area

129 The Committee noted the information provided by ROPME/MEMAC in document
MEPC 47/INF.15 regarding their activities related to the Protection of the Marine Environment
in the ROPME Sea Area, namdy activities rdating to the ratification and implementation of
MARPOL, including the provison of reception faciliiess OPRC Courses, and activities on Port
State Control. The Committee noted that the Action Plan for the ROPME Area sets the target
date for ratification of MARPOL by the ROPME countries for July 2002 and that it was
anticipated that some of the countries would meet the target date. The Committee thanked
ROPME/MEMAC for the information provided and invited other delegations to provide
information on activities in ther country or region rdaing to the implementaion and
enforcement of MARPOL and related Codes.

MARPOL Annex V and Marine Debris

12.10 The Committee noted that, following the request of the Committee at its last sesson, the
Secretariat had brought to the attention of FAO the information provided by the United States
(MEPC 46/INF.8) on the conference on derdict fishing gear and the ocean environment which
took place in Hawaii in August 2000.

1211 The Committeg, in recdling that a its lagt sesson it invited Member States to review
ther obligations as indicated throughout the Guiddines for the implementation of Annex V of
MARPOL and particularly in paragraphs 2.2 and 2.2.4 and to make further submissons to future
sessons of the Committee in order to make an on-going assessment of the effectiveness of
Annex V, noted that no submissons had been made on this matter deding with marine debris
including derdlict fishing gear. The Committee agreed to keep this matter under review and keep
it on the agenda for future meetings of MEPC.

13 PREPARATION OF RIO + 10

13.1 The Committee recdled that, a8 MEPC 46, it discussed and approved, in principle, the
draft IMO's third report to the UN Commisson on Sugtainable Development (CSD) while
recognizing that some amendments may be necessary once MSC and TCC had considered the

report.

13.2 The Committee noted that the find report to the CSD, after taking into account the inputs
from MSC 74, TCC 50 and LEG 86, was submitted to the CSD and that it had been issued by
CSD as abackground document for the World Summit on Sustainable Development (WSSD).

13.3 The Committee was informed that the IMO Secretariat participated in the second
preparatory meeting for the WSSD (PrepCom 1) and presented IMO' s report.
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13.4 The Committee further noted the following:
A WSSD was scheduled from 26 August to 4 September 2002;

2 in accordance with the draft report of the UN Secretary-Generd for WSSD and
the discusson a PrepCom I, WSSD would not re-negotiate Agenda 21, but
would congder mgor condraints hindering the implementation of Agenda 21 and
decide on specific measures to address a number of priority issues, including
poverty eradication, hedth, energy, freshwater, finance, technology transfer and

drengthening the sysem of internationd governance for sustainable development;
and

3 a lage number of States and severa UN agencies, including IMO and
UNESCO-IOC, voiced their views to include ocean-reated issues as a focd item
for WSSD. The IMO Secretariat intends to attend subsequent sessons of the
preparatory committee and would report back to the Committee.

14 FUTURE ROLE OF FORMAL SAFETY ASSESSMENT AND HUMAN
ELEMENT ISSUES

141  The Committee recdled tha a its last sesson it noted that the Joint MSC/MEPC
Working Group on the Human Element and Formd Safety Assessment would meet during
MSC 74 in May 2001 and agreed that the role of the Human Element should continue to have
priority on its agenda as directed by Assembly resolution A.900(21).

14.2 The Committee noted that the Joint Working Group met during MSC 74, and that MSC
took action with regard to Human Element and Forma Safety Assessment as reported in
paragraphs 4 to 16 of document MEPC47/14 and in paragraphs 4 to 14 of document
MEPC 47/14/1, respectively.

14.3 The Committee considered the report of the Joint Working Group (MSC 74/WP.10) with
regard to the Role of the Human Element, and:

A noted that MSC 74 approved the draft MSC circular on Guidance on Fatigue

Mitigation and Management (paragraph 5 and anex 1 of MSC 74/WP.10),
disseminated as MSC/Circ. 1014,

2 concurred with MSC 74 to condder including in the future work programme of
the Joint Working Group, the identification of necessary mandatory training
related to fatigue to be considered by the STW Sub-Committee;

3 noted that MSC 74 approved the draft MSC circular on reporting near misses
(paragraph 10 and annex 2 of MSC 74/WP.10), disseminated as MSC/Circ.1015;

4 concurred with the views of MSC 74 to invite ILO members on a tripartite basis,
in future sessions of the Joint Working Group (paragraph 12 of MSC 74/WP.10);

5 noted the view on the gpplication of HEAP put forward by STW 32 (STW 32/16,

paragraph 13.5) in the context of developing an example on the use of HEAP by a
Sub-Committee;
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.6 approved MSC/Circ.1022-MEPC/Circ.391 on Guidance on the use of human
dement andysing process (HEAP) and formd safety assessment (FSA) in the
IMO rule-making process, and

v approved the report in generd.

144 The Committee consdered the report of the Joint Working Group (MSC 74/WP.19) with
regard to Forma Safety Assessment and:

i approved MSC/Circ.1023-MEPC/Circ.392 on Guiddines for FSA for use in the
IMO rule-making process (paragraph 4 and annex to MSC 47/WP.19);

2 endorsed the view of the group that guidance on the use of FSA, HEAP,
grandfather clause, etc. for the IMO rule-making process should be developed and
action taken as appropriate (paragraph 7 of MSC 47/WP.19);

3 noted the view of the group on the development of a training package for FSA
(paragraphs 9 and 10 of MSC 47/WP.19);

4 concurred with the view of the group on future activities regarding FSA
(paragraph 13 and 14 of MSC 47/WP.19); and

5 gpproved the report in generd.

145  The Committee noted that the Joint MSC/MEPC Working Group would meet during
MSC 75 (15 to 24 May 2002), and urged Member Governments to include experts on protection
of the marine environment in their delegations to MSC 75.

146  The Committee further noted that the Joint MSC/MEPC Working Group, & MSC 75,
would only condder maiters reating to the human eement, because the FSA Guiddines had
been findized and approved by both Committees. Member Governments and non-governmenta
organizations are invited to apply FSA when it is deemed necessary.

15 MATTERSRELATED TO THE 1973 INTERVENTION PROTOCOL

15.1 The Committee recdled that, & MEPC 46, the Secretariat submitted a “Draft Revised List
of Substances Annexed to the 1973 Intervention Protocol”, based on lists being compiled and
maintained by other IMO instruments and codes, such as MARPOL 73/78, the IBC, IGC and
IMDG Codes, as wel as the GESAMP Hazard Profiless MEPC 46, noting the problem
associated with maintaining such a list, agreed to defer the discusson to MEPC 47 and requested
the Secretariat to prepare a draft amendment to the 1973 Intervention Protocol to use a smple
reference to the criteria and the ingtruments to ensure the most expeditious means of maintaining
information on chemicas covered by the Intervention Protocol.

15.2 The Committee was invited to consder a proposed replacement text for the Annex to the
1973 Intervention Protocol (MEPC 47/15, anex 1) and a draft MEPC resolution on the adoption
of such areplacement text (MEPC 47/15, annex 2).

15.3 The ddegation of the Netherlands supported the proposed amendments to the Annex to

the 1973 Intervention Protocol as set out in annex 1 of document MEPC 47/15 and suggested that
paragraph 1.4 of annex 1 should be replaced by the following text:
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“Radioactive materials, which are transported in type B or type C packages, or as fissle
materias, or under specid arrangements, as covered by the provisons of schedules 10 to
14 of class 7 of the IMDG Codg;”

154 The Committee agreed to the amendments suggested by the Netherlands.

155 Having made the above decison and reviewed the List of Substances subject to the 1973
Intervention Protocol in accordance with paragraph 2(a) of article | of the Protocol, and the draft
MEPC resolution on the “Revison of the list of substances to be annexed to the Protocol relaing
to the Intervention on the High Seas in Cases of Pollution by Substances Other than Qil”, the
Committee:

i agreed with the restructuring of the Annex as the preferable means of identifying
products subject to the 1973 Intervention Protocol;

2 requested the Secretariat to prepare a find draft verson of the text of the
amendments to the existing Annex to the 1973 Intervention Protocol incorporating
the proposed amendments for circulation to adl Members of the Organization and
al Parties to the Protocol in accordance with paragraph 2 of article Il of the
Protocol prior to its consideration and adoption at MEPC 48; and

3 adso requested the Secretariat to prepare a find draft MEPC resolution
incorporating the proposed amendments, to be used a MEPC 48 on the adoption
of the proposed amendments to the existing Annex to the 1973 Intervention
Protocol.

15.6 The draft text of the proposed amendments to the existing Annex to the 1973 Intervention
Protocol is set out in annex 6.

16 TECHNICAL CO-OPERATION PROGRAMME

16.1 Under this agenda item, the Committee had before it documents MEPC 47/16 and
MEPC 46/16/1. The Committee's attention was adso drawn to three other documents of
relevance to this item and which were issued under items 5 and 11 of the meeting agenda
(MEPC 47/5/5, MEPC 47/5/6 and MEPC 47/11/4).

16.2 In introducing the item, the Charman recdled that the documents, which related mainly
to the Integrated Technical Co-operation Programme (ITCP) for 2000-2001, reported on the
implementation of the programme since MEPC 45. He dated that, as an officia and permanent
record, they provided a tool for measuring performance and a guide for long-term planning for
the ITCP. He further encouraged the Committee to provide recommendations and guidance
towards improvement of the ITCP.

16.3 The Committee was informed that the future IMO ITCP for 2004-2005, with the incluson
of MEPC's contribution to the programme, would be consdered by the fifty-second sesson of
the Technica Co-operation Committee (TCC 52) in November 2002. The Committee's attention
was drawn to the need for the thematic priorities, upon which the Committeg's contribution to the
ITCP for 2004-2005 should be based, to be updated in view of a nhumber of developments that
had recently occurred. These included, among others, the adoption of the Internationd
Convention on the Control of Harmful Anti-fouling Sysems on Ships and the guiddines on the
identification and protection of specid areas and particularly senstive sea areas (PSSAs). The
need for the Committee to have TC on its programme a its forty-eighth sesson was aso pointed
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out. This would give it the posshility to approve the draft revised themetic priorities and the
Committee’ s contribution to the ITCP for 2004-2005 to be prepared by the Secretariat.

164  The Committee noted that TCC 47 examined and approved the Secretariat proposals on
the organization, methodology and financing to be used for the regular impact assessment
exercises (IAE) of the Integrated Technicd Co-operation Programme (ITCP). The objectives of
such exercises to be carried out every four years were to determine the impact of the ITCP on the
recipient countries to enable IMO and TCC to readjust the future ITCP to make it more efficient
and effective. It was dso recommended that a proposa be made by the Committee for the next
IAE to be conducted in 2004 to focus on marine environment protection; the recommendation
being supported by (1) the relevance of that thematic area to IMO' s technica objectives and
priority needs of the developing countries, (2) its goplicability to virtualy dl developing regions,
and (3) the importance in size and number of related projects in the overdl IMO ITCP. The
Committee further noted the importance of recipient countries feedback on the results of any
technical assgance they receive from IMO; this being a dgnificant contributory eement to the
effectiveness of technicd co-operation. In this respect, the Chairman referred the Committee to
Resolution A.873 (20), which was adopted, urging Member States to provide such feedback.

16,5 The Committee noted documents MEPC 47/16 and MEPC 47/16/1 and recalled that the
last report on the implementation of the ITCP activities was made during MEPC 45. The
Committee further noted that the principd achievements since that session included the training
of officids in seminarsworkshopsitraining courses on marine environment protection, including
OPRC and MARPOL, promotion of and enhancement of regional co-operaion through
developing regiond actions such as the drategic action plan for the implementation of MARPOL
and OPRC, regiond contingency plan for combating oil polluion and environmenta
management guiddines for port operation.

16.6  The Committee dso recaled that one of the main objectives of the seminars, workshops
and traning courses was to achieve globa acceptances and effective implementation of the
relevant IMO instruments.

16.7 The Senior Deputy-Director, TCD, provided information on the role of ITCP as a
driving force behind the globa implementation of IMO insruments. Having recdled the
purpose of the impact assessment exercise (IAE), assurances were given that the Committee's
suggedtion to see the next IAE focus on the Marine Environment Protection priority themetic
area would be submitted to TCC for its congderation, bearing in mind that mgor programmes
such as PEMSEA, the Globd Balast Water and Projects funded by GEF in partnership with
UNDP, UNEP and the World Bank have their own evauaion mechanisms. As such, TCD
would not like to duplicate those efforts. He further mentioned the move of the Secretariat from
a project-based approach to a programme approach in the implementation of the ITCP as a
premise for improving the effectiveness of the delivery process He dso referred to the 11
September 2001 terrorist attacks in the United States and informed the Committee on the
devdopment of a programme focussng on “capacity building for maritime security”; this being
in pursuance of IMO resolution A.924(22) which cdls for a review of measures and procedures
to prevent acts of terrorism that threaten the security of passengers, crews and the safety of
ships. The objective of the future programme is to assst governments and industry to prevent
and suppress terrorist acts directed against ports and port personnel, as well as ships at sea and
in port areas, passengers and crew.

16.8 Recdling the importance of technica co-operation in the work of IMO, the Charman
urged member States to come forward, a8 MEPC 48, with recommendations and guidance for
the improvement of the development and delivery of the ITCP.
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16.9 Many deegations intervened on this agenda item and expressed their appreciation for the
document and for the assistance provided by IMO through the ITCP.

16.10 The Committee further noted the following comments and views expressed:

i Referring to the IMO/Singgpore MOU on Third Country Training Programme the
delegation of Singgpore indicated ther willingness to continue supporting the
IMO ITCP and to offer assstance within the limit of their possbilities.

2 The ddegaion of Panama praised the assstance received from IMO through
REMPEITC-Carib for the implementation of MARPOL 73/78 Convention. The
need for the ITCP to dso address the technicd assstance needs of developing
countries linked to new developments, including the adoption of the Internationa
Convention on the Control of Harmful Anti-Fouling Systems on Ships and the
guiddines on PSSAs was recogni zed.

3 The deegation of the Philippines expressed appreciation for the important IMO
technicd assgtance provided and specificdly with regard to the implementation
of IMO conventions, including the drafting of relevant legidation. In this respect,
the development and implementation of a focussed training programme for legd
officers a different leves in the nationd government was suggested. The
delegation expressed their need for a training programme or workshop on matters
pertaining to PSSAS.

4 With reference to document MEPC 47/16/1 on the project on Remova of Barriers
to the Effective Implementation of Balast Water Control and Management
Measures in developing countries, the project countries are encouraged to share
ther experience with other countries in their region. The need for technicd
assgance in the implementation of the future convention on balast water once
adopted and into force, was stressed.

16.11 The Charman in summaizing recdled the tripatite nature of the ITCP
(recipient/donor/IMO) and urged the resource providers and recipients to join the Organization's
commitment to its own ITCP by providing cost-sharing contributions so thet the full programme
could be delivered successfully. He dso dressed the importance of technica co-operation,
which is an integrad part of the work of the Organization. He further ingsted on the fact that the
effective and timey ddivery of the ITCP activities required the full support of Member States,
both beneficiaries and donors.

16.12 The Committee took the following action:

i noted the information provided and relating to the technicd co-operation activities
implemented since MEPC 45;

2 ingructed the Secretariat to update the thematic priorities taking into account the
new developments and to prepare the Committee’'s contribution to the overdl
IMO ITCP for 2004-2005. It aso agreed that MEPC 48 will have TC on its
agenda to gpprove the revised thematic priorities and the Committeg's
contribution to the new ITCP for 2004-2005; and
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3 recommended that the next |IAE to be conducted in 2004 focus on the Marine
Environment Protection priority thematic area.

17 APPLICATION OF THE COMMITTEES GUIDELINES

17.1 The Committee recdled that, & MEPC 46, it agreed with the decisons of MSC 73 in
connection with the amendments to paragraphs 28 and 29 of the Committee's Guiddines for
which MSC aso decided that these modifications and amendments, together with additiona
amendments set out in annex 33 to the MSC report (MSC 73/22), should, for the time being, be
attached to the report of the Committee for reference and application as appropriate. They should
be incorporated in the Guiddines a& a laer stage when a aufficient number of further
amendments had been approved to judtify a new set of the revised Guiddines.

17.2 The Charmaen informed the Committee that many documents for this session of the
Committee were submitted just on the deadlines. While this was acceptable in accordance with
the Committees Guideines, it would be highly appreciated that, for future sessons of the
Committee, delegations make their submissons as early as possble in order to dlow more time
for other delegations to study the submissions and to facilitate discussons during the meeting.

18 WORK PROGRAMME OF THE COMMITTEE AND SUBSIDIARY BODIES
Restructuring of the sub-committees

18.1 The Committee recdled that a its forty-fourth sesson, while noting that the
organizationa review of the IMO Secretariat had yet to be completed, the Committee suggested
that, for the longer term, the Chairmen of the MSC and MEPC might in the future consder the
matter of reviewing the sub-committees dructure with the objective of improving the efficiency
and effectiveness of the sub-committees. This proposad was brought to the attention of the
seventy-third sesson of the Maritime Safety Committee, which agreed that:

A in the short term, the MSC and MEPC Charmen should prepare terms of
reference for the condderation of a redructuring of the sub-committees for
consideration by MEPC 46 and MSC 74; and

2 in the long term, the two Chairmen should prepare, based on the outcome of the
discusson aa MEPC 46 and MSC 74, a draft work plan to undertake a revison of
the sub-committees dtructure and identify the prefered way forward, for
consderation by the twenty-second sesson of the Assembly.

18.2 The Committee aso recdled that a its last session, the mgority of those who spoke
supported the draft terms of reference proposed by the Chairmen of MSC and MEPC.

18.3 The Committee noted the outcome of the discussons of MSC 74, as reported in
MEPC 47/18, on the structure of Committees and Sub-Committees, in particular the request of
MSC 74 for the Chairmen of MSC and MEPC to undertake the following:

1 to prepare a paper containing a draft work plan to undertake a revison of the
Committees and Sub-Committees dructure and identify the preferred way
forward, for congderation by the twenty-second sesson of the Assembly (hed in
November 2001);
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subject to agpprova and any comments by the twenty-second session of the
Assembly, to arange for a meeting of the Charmen of the MSC and MEPC,
together with the Charman of the FAL Committee, and the Charmen of the
Sub- Committees, in conjunction with MSC 75 (to be held in May 2002); and

to prepare a paper on implementation of the aforementioned work plan for
consderation by MSC 76 and MEPC 48,

184 The Committee dso noted the outcome of the twenty-second sesson of the Assembly
concerning the review of the sub-committee structure, as reported in document MEPC 47/18/2,
and in particular that the Assembly:

i

endorsed the course of action agreed by the MSC and MEPC and approved by the
Coundil;

revised and endorsed the terms of reference for reviewing the sub-committee
dructure to include new paragraphs 3 and 4, which address possible resource
implications of the review. The revised terms of reference were set out in annex 1
of MEPC 47/18/2;

gpproved the work plan for a revison of the sub-committee structure, which was
st out in annex 2 of MEPC 47/18/2; and

goproved the summary of proposas or suggestions for condderation, which was
st out in annex 3 of MEPC 47/18/2.

185 The Committee further noted the information provided in the joint document by the
Charmen of MSC and MEPC (MEPC 47/18/4) proposng some ideas, which were not
necessarily the views of the authors of this document, regarding the possible re-organization and
the workings of the technicd Sub-Committees. In particular, the Committee noted the following
information provided in the document:

i

that the document was developed with the guiding principle of improving the
efficient and effective working of the Organization, that a the same time
promotes the widest possble participation in the decision-making process and adso
takes account of the privileges and rights of the Member States,

the exercise of re-organization and working of technicd Sub-Committees should
not be redricted to conddering the revison of the Sub-Committees structure but
should dso dlow for condderation of how to cary out the work of the
Organization with the highest achievable efficency and effectiveness.  If these
were adopted by the Organization, it would necessitate changes to the Guidelines
on the organisation and method of work (M SC/Circ.931 and MEPC/Circ.366);

the document identified some initid objectives, discussed the working methods
currently indtituted, and concluded by discussing some ideas for the posshle
re-desgnation of Sub-Committees; and
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4 the comments in the document were put before the Committees, in addition to the
paper A 22/9/1 — A 22/11/1 submitted to the Council and Assembly in
November 2001, to gimulate discusson. The Committee a that dtage was not
being aked to necessrily endorse and/or implement any of the comments
mentioned in the document.

18.6 In his introduction of the joint document (MEPC 47/18/4), Mr. T. Allan, Chairman of the
MSC, emphasized that suggestions and views on the joint document merdly indicate a bass of
discusson and do not necessaily represent proposds from the Charmen. He dso stressed that
the improvement aming at grester efficiency must be the objectives of the exercise and the
restructuring itself should not be the ultimate objective set from the outset.

18.7 The Committee, in reviewing document MEPC 47/18/4, thanked the Charmen of
MSC and MEPC for the very useful submission and provided the following generd comments:

i IMO works efficiently, however, there is room for improvement. The efficiency
should be improved through proper management of the committees and
sub-committees and by improving their work methods;

2 improved efficiency should promote wider participation by adl Members in the
decison making process and does not necessarily imply producing regulations
faster;

3 modern communication technologies should be properly used to improve
efficiency and participation by al member States,

4 a diginction should be made between urgent matters and less urgent ones and a
balanced approach should be applied;

5 problems should be firgtly identified before consdering the measures for resolving
such problems; and

.6 the working method can be improved even under the existing sub-committee
dructure.  The process of improving the working method should be accelerated
immediately, even on atrid bass, and ahead of the origina schedule.

188 Many ddegations commented on gpecific points in the Charmen's document
(MEPC 47/18/4). The main points raised during the discussion were as follows:

i a number of delegations supported the initid objectives listed in paragraph 4 and,
in particular, the need for independent committees responsible for safety and the
environmen;

2 a large number of deegations held the view tha drafting groups should not be
chaired by the Secretariat, because drafting groups may need to resolve some
controversd drafting work - a matter for Member States. One delegation pointed
out that, in case of pardld technicd matters, the posshility of the Secretariat's
chairmanship could be considered;
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as regards paragraph 12, severa delegations supported the examination of the use
of the emal communicaion and video conferencing for intersessond
correspondence groups, but caution was expressed as regards the proposa of
usng “chat rooms’. The mgority of delegations who spoke, whilst expressng
therr preference for the current limitations set for the number of working and
drafting groups, dtaed tha more flexibility could be given for the number of
correspondence groups edtablished, dthough an upper threshold regarding the
number was needed;

regarding the re-dedgnation of the sub-committees (paragraph 18), a smdl
number of delegaions expressed the need for further consideration.  Although
some ddegations dated that the current sub-committee dructure is fine, other
ddegations suggested that the number of sub-committees should be reduced and
some should be merged;

some ddegations indicated that the Committee should make more use of the
sub-committees rather than looking for re-designating the sub-committees; and

regarding the proposd to hold the intersessond working group meetings
back-to-back with the sub-committee meetings, a number of delegations supported
this gpproach so0 as to provide the working group with a full week for its technical
discussions.

189 On the procedure for furthering the discusson on the issue of the sub-committee's
dructure, a large number of delegations suggested that an intersessond working group, open to
al delegations, should be held after MSC 75 and the planned chairmen’ s meeting.

18.10 Having exchanged views on this matter, the Chairman concluded as follows:

i

delegations who spoke would be encouraged to provide their written comments to
the MSC and MEPC Chairmen; and

dthough a number of comments were made and the proposd for an Intersessond
Working Group was largely supported, the Committee should wait for further
discussion a MSC 75 before deciding on the procedure for further development.

Proposal for a new item on amendments to MARPOL Annex | to address foreseen salvage
difficultieswith damaged tankers

18.11 The Committee noted the proposal by the United Kingdom (MEPC 47/18/1) to add a
new item to the work programme of the BLG Sub-Committee to congder the following two
amendments to MARPOL Annex I, with a view to reducing the risks of pollution during salvage
operations associated with damaged tankers:

1

Access to shore based computer programs could be provided as part of the
Shipboard Oil Pollution Emergency Plan.  Regulation 26 of Chapter 1V of
Annex| of MARPOL 73/78 could be amended by including the following text a
the end of paragraph (1):

“All oil tankers of 5000 tonnes deadweight or more shal have prompt access to
computerised, shore-based damage dability and resdud sructurd — strength
cdculation programmes.”

I\MEPC\4\20.DOC



MEPC 47/20 - 60 -

2 In order to provide an additiona safeguard to the pump room to enable lightening
operations to be undertaken in the event of bottom damage, the pump room should
be provided with a double bottom. Regulation 13F of Chapter 1l of Annex | of
MARPOL 73/78 could be amended by incuding the following after

paragraph (2)(b):

“(c) be provided with a double bottom in the pump room complying with the
requirements of paragraph (3)(b) unless subject to the provisons of paragraphs (4)
and (5).”

18.12 The Committee dso noted the information provided in the document by the
United Kingdom (MEPC 47/18/1) regarding the costs to the marine industry and the associated
legidative and adminidrative burdens of teking on the two additiond safeguards mentioned
above.

18.13 The Committee noted the comments by INTERTANKO (MEPC 47/18/3) on the
proposd by the United Kingdom, in particular that:

i INTERTANKO bdieved that damage dability/resdud strength  computer
modelling was a very useful tool when a vessd was aground or damaged and
consdered it reasonable that such a service be a requirement for al tankers and
probably for al vessd types. The paper provided cost estimates for setting up
such amodd aswel as maintaining it; and

2 INTERTANKO bdieved that fitting of a double-bottom in the pump room in
accordance with regulation 13F 3(b) was too onerous a requirement and suggested
that a minimum clearance of 0.76 m (sufficient for access) should be adequate for
al tankers. The paper pointed out that it would be more ussful for the sdlvage
firms and oil pollution cleen up firms to be equipped and provide the necessary
pumps as pat of their sandard equipment as a severe grounding damage would
often require the use of portable pumps for cargo transfer due to vessd piping
damage even if pump room had double bottom.

18.14 The Committee, in consdering the proposa by the United Kingdom (MEPC 47/18/1),
the comments by INTERTANKO (MEPC 47/18/3) and the preiminary assessment of the new
proposal by the Chairman (MEPC 47/WP.1), noted that, in view that MEPC 46 decided to
incdude in the DE Sub-Committee’'s work programme an item on “Protection of Fud Tanks’, it
would be more gppropriate for the DE Sub-Committee to take the lead on this work, which is
mainly related to the protection of pump rooms.

18.15 Following the discusson, the Committee agreed to request DE 45 (meeting from 18 to
22 March 2002) to include this new item of protection of pump rooms and access to shore-based
computer programmes on its agenda with a target date of findizing their work in two sessons,
The Committee aso ingructed the BLG Sub-Committee to contribute in this work.

Work programme of the OPRC Working Group
18.16 As discussed under agenda item 5 the Committee discussed the work programme of the

OPRC Working Group based on the revised table of tasks for the group as set out in
MEPC 47/WP.10 which included the proposal that the OPRC Working Group meet
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intersessionally for three days prior to MEPC 48 to carry out its tasks as contained in the annex
to MEPC 47/WP.10, subject to the Council’ s gpprova with no cogt to the Organization.

18.17 In the discusson on the revised table of tasks for the OPRC Working Group different
views were expressed by delegations as follows:

i

severd delegations supported the proposa that the OPRC Working Group should
meet intersessondly prior to MEPC 48 and later on prior to or after MEPC. In
their view, this proposal is deemed consstent with paragreph 11 of document
MEPC 47/18/4, which reads “Working groups at MSC and MEPC should adways
be of an ad hoc nature and as a result of demand” and the proposa that working
groups should be held intersessionally back to back with the Committee;

some delegations were in favour of mantaining the current datus of the OPRC
Working Group as aworking group of the MEPC; and

other delegations dtated that intersessond mestings should only be held for very
urgent matters and the proposed work programme did not indicate an urgent
matter therefore the proposed intersessona meeting should not be accepted.

18.18 After the extendve discusson, the Committee recognized that there would be sufficient
workload for the working group on the Manud on Chemicd Pollution, Guiddines for
Bioremediaion and training programmes and agreed to hold the intersessona working group to
be held from 3 to 4 October 2002 with the following understanding:

1

this case is an exceptional one and should not be regarded as a precedent for
holding aworking group intersessondly;

follon-up to the R&D forum should not be discussed a the intersessond
medting;

the Secretariat should prepare a document describing the life and target
completion dates for the work eements for the Training programmes.

Work programmes of Sub-Committees which relate to environmental issues

to:

18.19 The Committee, in noting the changes proposed by DSC 6 to its work programme, agreed

delete the following items from its work programme, as work on them had been
completed or required no more action:

a itemH.7 -  Amendments to SOLAS chapters VI and VII and MARPOL
Annex |11 to make the IMDG Code mandatory; and

2 itemL.1l - Guiddines for the devdopment of shipboard emergency
plans for marine pollutants.

extend the taget completion date for the work programme item H.2 on
“Implementation of Annex |11 of MARPOL 73/78", to 2003.
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18.20 The Committee dso agreed to extend the target completion date for the item on Revison
of resolutions MEPC.60(33) and A.586(14) in the work programme of the DE Sub-Committee
to 2003.

18.21 The Committee noted that MSC 74 included, in the NAV work programme as wdl as the
work programmes of the COMSAR and DE Sub-Committees, a high priority item on “Places of
refuge’ with a target completion date of 2003 for the NAV Sub-Committee and 2002 for the
COMSAR and DE Sub-Committees. The Committee further noted that MSC 74 assigned the
NAV Sub-Committee to act as the co-ordinding Sub-Committee on the matter and instructed
NAV 47 to give prdiminary consderation to the subject under its agenda item on “Any other
busness’, which was placed on the provisond agenda for COMSAR 6 and DE45
(MEPC 47/WP.2).

Instructions to the sub-committees

18.22 Ingructions of the Committee to the rlevant sub-committees are summarized in annex 7.

Substantive items to be included in the Committee's agenda for its forthcoming three
sessions

18.23 The Committee approved the subgstantive items to be included in the agenda for
MEPC 48, MEPC 49 and MEPC 50, which is set out at annex 8.

Working/Drafting Groupsat MEPC 47

18.24 The Committee agreed, in principle, to establish the following working and drafting
groups at MEPC 48:

Working Groups. i Harmful organismsin balast water
2 Recyding of ships and
3 Air pollution related issues
Drafting Groups. A amendments to mandatory instruments
Correspondence Groups

18.25 The Committee agreed to establish the following correspondence groups which would
report to MEPC 48:

Correspondence Group: .1 Recydling of ships ;

Co-ordinator for the Correspondence Group:

* Capt. Moin Ahmed
5 Martley Drive
[Iford, Essex IG2 6SJ
United Kingdom
Td: 020 8554 0315
Fax: (020 8518 9056
e-mail: moin@bscuk.fsnet.co.uk
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2 Badlast water management ; and

3 Greenhouse gas emissions from ships .
18.26 The Terms of Reference of the above correspondence groups are contained at annex 9.
I nter sessional M eetings

18.27 The Committee agreed to hold the following intersessond meetings, subject to the
approva by the Council:

A intersessiona meeting of the Working Group on Balast Water Management to be
held from 30 September to 4 October 2002; and

2 intersessona meeting of the OPRC Working Group to be hdd on 3 and
4 October 2002.

18.28 The Terms of Reference of the above meeting are contained at annex 9.
Datesfor MEPC 48 and MEPC 49

18.29 The Committee noted that MEPC 48 would be held from 7 to 11 October 2002 and that
MEPC 49 was tentatively scheduled from 30 June to 4 July 2003.

19 ANY OTHER BUSINESS

Report on the 14™ International Symposium on the Transport of Dangerous Goods - By Sea
and Inland Waters (ISTDG 14)

19.1 The Committee took note of the information provided by the Vice Charman of MSC on

his report on the 14" Internationdl Symposium on the Transport of Dangerous Goods — By Sea
and Inland Waters (MEPC 47/19) held in Johannesburg, South Africa from 2 to 5 September,

Co-ordinators for the Correspondence Groups:

Cdr. Frederick Kenney

Commandant (G-LMI)

Office of Maritime and International Law

United States Coast Guard (USCG)

200 C Street NW

Washington D.C. 20520

United States of America

Td: + 1202 647 4343

Fax: +1202 647 4343

e-mal:  kenneyfj@state.qgov
fkenney @comdt.uscg.mil

Mr. Sveinung Oftedal

Environmental Adviser

P.O. Box 8123 Dep

N-0032 Odo

Norway

Te: +47 22454510

Fax: +47 22 4547 80

e-mail: sveinung.oftedal @sjofartsdir.dep.no
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which contained five resolutions related to the transport of dangerous goods, particularly on the
African Continent.

Application for Consultative Status and Review of the Guidelines— Outcome of C 86

19.2 The Charman informed the Committee that the Council, a its eight-dxth sesson in June
2001, while endorsng the procedure to be followed by its ad hoc group when screening new
goplications for consultative Status at its future sessons, noted the suggestion that the Council
should ascertain whether or not applicants had or could have representation through one or more
organizations dready enjoying consultative status.

19.3 The Committee noted that the Council as recommended by the MEPC and MSC, decided
to grant consultative status to the:

A Vessal Operators Hazardous Materids Association, Inc, (VOHMA); and
2 Royad Inditution of Nava Architects (RINA).

19.4 The Committee noted that the Council agreed to amend the Guiddines on the Grant of
Conaultative Status as recorded in paragraphs 3 to 5 of the document MEPC 47/9/1 and decided
to submit a recommendatiion on the amendments to the Assembly, which was subsequently
endorsed by the Assembly at its twenty-second session.

North Atlantic Right Whales

19.5 The Committee took note of the information provided by Sweden in the document
MEPC 47/INF.8 regarding the Internationd Whaing Commisson resolution on Western North
Atlantic Right Whaes amed a reducing the threat of ship drikes in two aress off the eastern
United States where both right whales and high ship traffic occur.

19.6 The Committee also took note of the information provided by the United States on the
management and protection of whades, in paticular the Western North Atlantic Right Whale,
agang ship grikesin high ship traffic aress.

The Marine Electronic Highway Project

19.7 At MEPC 46, the Committee noted the initiation of the GEF/World Bank/IMO Project on
the Development of a Regiona Marine Electronic Highway (MEH) in the East Asian Sess.

19.8 The Committee noted the information provided by the Secretariat as contaned in the
document MEPC 47/INF.17 that the MEH Project would be completed by May 2002 and a
second and find Project Steering Committee meeting would be held in Jekarta, Indonesia on 1 to
3 May 2002 to move the project into a demongtration phase, which was essentidly a reduced
scale sysem in terms of facility, duration and geogrephica scope before a full-scde MEH
Project could be developed in the Straits of Malacca and Singapore.

199  Singgpore informed the Committee that its Government fully supported the MEH

Project and had been working co-operatively with the two littord States of the Mdacca and
Singapore Straits in the implementation of the project’ s activities.

*k*
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1 Adoption of the agenda

MEPC 47/1 Secretariat Provisond Agenda
MEPC 47/1/1 Secretariat Annotations and provisond
timetable

Har mful aquatic organismsin ballast water (WG)

MEPC 47/2

MEPC 47/2/1

MEPC 47/2/2

MEPC 47/2/3

MEPC 47/2/4

MEPC 47/2/5

MEPC 47/2/6

MEPC 47/2/7

MEPC 47/2/8

MEPC 47/2/9

MEPC 47/2/10
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United Kingdom

Japan
United States

Ukraine

Secretariat

lsradl

South Africa
Norway

Brazil

Brazil

Report of the Ballast Water Working
Group convened during MEPC 46
Bdlast water exchange — sediment
removal

Safety of Balast Water Exchange at
Sea

Report of the Ballast Water
Standards Correspondence Group
1<t Black Sea Conference on Ballast
Water Management and Control
Odessa, Ukraine, 10-12 October
2001

Bdtic Regiond Workshop on
Bdlast Water Management

Tdlinn, Egtonia, 22-24 October
2001

Biologica effectiveness of amulti-
treatment process - a pilot test
Status report of GloBallast - South
Africa

Proposa for dements to be included
in the two-tier approach

Proposd for the establishment of
concepts and of alogical sequence
to set out acceptance criteriafor
shipborne balast water management
sysems

Brazil’s comments on the proposd
to phase-out ballast water exchange
at sea
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MEPC 47/2/11

MEPC 47/2/12

MEPC 47/2/13

MEPC 47/2/14

MEPC 47/2/15

MEPC 47/2/16

MEPC 47/2/17

MEPC 47/2/18

MEPC 47/2/19

MEPC 47/2/20

MEPC 47/2/21
MEPC 47/INF.5
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Chairman of the
Bdlast Water
Working Group

Chairman of the
Bdlast Water
Working Group

Republic of Korea
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INTERTANKO

OCIMF

Idamic Republic

of Iran

ICS
United States

Investigation carried out in selected
portsin Brazil to identify and
characterize pathogens in ballast
water

Proposd for the Draft Text of an
International Convention for the
Control and Management of Ships
Bdlast Water and Sediments
Proposal for performance criteria of
the ballast water trestment standard

Comments on the Report of the
Bdlast Water Standards
Correspondence Group

Comments on the Report of the
Working Group at MEPC 46

Effectivdy expdling-balast tank
sediments and the potentialy
harmful aquatic organisms contained
therein

Comments and views on the Report
of the Ballast Water Working Group
and the Draft Convention for the
Control and Management of Ships
Bdlast Water and Sediments
Bdlast water exchange — sediment
remova: Comments on submisson
MEPC 47/2/1 by the United
Kingdom

Comments on the submission by the
Bdlast Water Standards
Correspondence Group and
suggested action to accelerate use of
Bdlast Water Management systems
Comments and proposas on the
draft text of the Convention for the
Control and Management of Ships
Ballast Water and Sediments

Comments on the draft Convention

Addendum to the Report of the
Balast Water Standards
Correspondence Group Questions
Posed and Input Received
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3 Recycling of ships (WG)

MEPC 47/3

MEPC 47/3/1

MEPC 47/3/2

MEPC 47/3/3
MEPC 47/3/4

MEPC 47/3/5

MEPC 47/INF.3

MEPC 47/INF.4
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The Legidative Review Project and
the 1st International Workshop on
Legd Agpects of Balast Water
Management and Control,

World Maritime University, Mamé,
Sweden 15-16 November 2001
Description of the proposed model
groups defined under Tier 1

Report of the Informal Contact
Group on the Research on Pathogens
in Ballast Water

Evduation of the surviva of
organismsin balast water trested
with chlorine

GloBdlast Programme Activitiesin
Brazil

Outcome of a study on Mechanical
Treatment System

Co-operation with ILO and the
Basd Convention

Proposas for consderation by the
Committee on the development of
internationdly  gpplicable  guiddines
on recycling of ships

Recyding of Ships

Report of the Correspondence Group

Proposd for condderation of the
Committee for developing a new
Annex under MARPOL 73/78 for
Ship Recyding

Comments on the Report of the
Correspondence Group

Information on the Environmental
Guiddinesfor the ship recyding
indugtry in India
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ships and the capacity of the

recycling industry
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4 Prevention of air pollution from ships (WG)

MEPC 47/4

MEPC 47/4/1

MEPC 47/4/2

MEPC 47/4/3
MEPC 47/4/4
MEPC 47/4/5

MEPC 47/INF.2
MEPC 47/INF.6

MEPC 47/INF.6/Corr.1

Secretariat

Norway

United Kingdom

FOEI
FOEI

Japan

Netherlands
INTERTANKO

INTERTANKO

Progress report on follow-up
activities

Elementsto be consdered in a
possible development of aGHG
emission standard for ships

Comments on the development of an
IMO drategy on greenhouse gases

Greenhouse Gas Emissons

SOx Emissons

Study on estimation and reduction of
GHG emissions from ocean-going
vesHs

Sulphur monitoring 2000

The Physicd Behaviour of Crude
Qil influencing its Carriage by Sea
(CRUCOGSA) and subsequent
projects

The Physicd Behaviour of Crude
Qil influencing its Carriage by Sea
(CRUCOGSA) and subsequent
projects

5 I mplementation of the OPRC Convention and the OPRC-HNS Protocol and
relevant conferenceresolutions (DG)

MEPC 47/5

MEPC 47/5/1

MEPC 47/5/2

MEPC 47/5/3
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France

Secretariat
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Paces of Refuge For Shipsin
Distress
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Outcome of MSC 74, LEG 83 and
NAV 47

Paces of Refuge for Shipsin
Distress

Implementation of the Protocal to
the Barcdlona Convention
concerning co-operdionin
combating pollution in the
Mediterranean Sea by oil and other
harmful substancesin cases of
emergency

Joint IMO/UNEP Forum on regiond
arrangements for co-operationin
combating marine pollution
incidents

Combating Manuds/Guiddines

Find Draft for Review of the
Revised 1988 Edition of the Manud
on Oil Paollution; Section IV —
Combating Oil Spills

Combating Manua SGuiddines

Draft Guidance Document for
Decison Making and
Implementation of Bioremediation
in Marine Oil Saills

Inter pretation and amendments of MARPOL 73/78 and related Codes (DG)

MEPC 47/6
MEPC 47/6/1

MEPC 47/6/2

MEPC 47/6/3
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Water in Cargo Tanks—
Improvement of Unified
Interpretation 4.1.1
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MEPC 47/6/4

MEPC 47/6/5

MEPC 47/6/6
MEPC 47/6/7

MEPC 47/6/8

MEPC 47/6/9

MEPC 47/6/10

United States

OCIMF

IACS
IACS

INTERTANKO

INTERTANKO

INTERTANKO

Unified interpretation of the
provisons of Annex II of
MARPOL 73/78

Proposd for changesto resolution
A.446(X1), as amended, with regard
to reducing emissons of gases
generated during crude oil washing
MARPOL Annex I, regulation 13G
Condition Assessment Scheme —
Survey planning document
Proposa for amendment of
MEPC/Circ.97, annex 2

Oil dudge formation reduction
during the fud trestment aboard
ships

Comments on document

MEPC 47/6/1

Comments on document

MEPC 47/6/5

Condition Assessment Scheme —
survey planning document
Comments on document

MEPC 47/6/2

7 Harmful effects of the use of anti-fouling paintsfor ships

MEPC 47/7

MEPC 47/7/1

MEPC 47/INF.16

Secretariat

Idamic Republic
of Iran

Japan

Report on the International
Conference on the Control of
Harmful Anti-fouling Sysemsfor
Ships and Follow-up actions to the
Conference

Draft proposal for development of
standard condition of andytical
laboratories and scientific vaidation
of andyss results of the anti-fouling
system samples

Introduction of methods for the
identification of organotin
containing anti-fouling paints

8 | dentification and protection of Special Areas and Particularly Sensitive Sea Areas

MEPC 47/8

MEPC 47/8/1
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Secretariat

United States

Fina gpprovd of Particularly
Sengtive Sea Areas around the
Florida Keys and Mdpdo Idand

Draft guidance document for
submission of PSSA proposals
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10

11

12

I nadequacy of reception facilities

MEPC 47/9

MEPC 47/9/1

Reports of sub-committees

MEPC 47/10

MEPC 47/10/1
MEPC 47/10/2
MEPC 47/10/3

MEPC 47/10/4

MEPC 47/10/5

Work of other bodies

MEPC 47/11

MEPC 47/11/1
MEPC 47/11/2
MEPC 47/11/3
MEPC 47/11/4

Secretariat

BIMCO

Secretariat
Secretariat
Secretariat
United Kingdom

Japan

Secretariat
Secretariat
Secretariat
Secretariat
Secretariat
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Reports on dleged inadequacy of
reception facilities
Reports on aleged inadequacy of
reception facilities

Outcome of DSC 6
Outcome of NAV 47
Outcome of DE 44

Comments on the current Situation
regarding Marine Pollutants

Comments and proposals on the
outcome of DE 44 regarding the
revison of resolution MEPC.60(33)
and A.586(14)

Comments on the Outcome of
DE 44 on the revison of resolution
MEPC.60(33)

Outcome of C 86

Outcome of MSC 74

Outcome of LEG 83

Outcome of A 22

Outcome of TCC 49 and TCC 50

Promotion of implementation and enforcement of MARPOL 73/78 and related

Codes

MEPC 47/12
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Secretariat

Outcome of MEPC/Circ.380:
Information from Contracting States
to MARPOL Annex IV to the
Organization on regulaionson
discharge of sewage in waters under
thar jurisdiction and available
reception facilitiesin their ports
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MEPC 47/12/Add.1 Secretariat Outcome of MEPC/Circ.380:
Information from Contracting States
to MARPOL Annex IV to the
Organization on regulationson
discharge of sawage in waters under
ther jurisdiction and available
reception facilitiesin their ports

MEPC 47/INF.15 ROPME/MEMAC  Activities by ROPME/MEMAC on
Protection of the Marine
Environment in the ROPME Sea
Area

13 Preparation of RIO + 10

No documents submitted

14 Futurerole of formal safety assessment and human element issues

MEPC 47/14 Secretariat Joint MSC/IMEPC Working Group
on the Human Element and Formd
Safety Assessment

The Role of the Human Element

MEPC 47/14/1 Secretariat Joint MSC/MEPC Working Group
on the Human Element and Forma
Safety Assessment

Formal safety assessment

15 Mattersrdated to the 1973 I nter vention Protocol

MEPC 47/15 Secretariat Proposed replacement text for the
Annex to the 1973 Intervention
Protocol

16 Technical Co-operation programme

MEPC 47/16 Secretariat Technica Co-operation Sub-
programme for the Protection of the
Marine Environment

Status Report on the Programme

Activities (June 2000 — December
2001)
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Secretariat

17 Application of the Committees Guidelines

No documents submitted
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Technica Co-operation Sub-
progranme for the Protection of the
Marine Environment

Implementation of the project on
Removd of Barriersto the Effective
Implementation of Balast Water
Control and Management Measures
in developing countries (Globallast)

18 Work programme of the Committee and subsidiary bodies

MEPC 47/18

MEPC 47/18/1

MEPC 47/18/2

MEPC 47/18/3

MEPC 47/18/4
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Secretariat

United Kingdom

Secretariat

INTERTANKO

MSC and MEPC
Chairmen

Regtructuring of the Committees and
ub-committees

Outcome of MSC 74
Amendmentsto Annex | of
MARPOL 73/78 to address foreseen
sdvage difficulties with damaged
tankers

Review of the sub-committee
gructure

Outcome of A 22

Amendmentsto Annex | of
MARPOL 73/78 to address foreseen
sdvage difficulties with damaged
tankers

Comments on document
MEPC 47/18/1

Review of the sub-committee
sructure
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19 Any other business

MEPC 47/19 Vice-Charman of Report on the 14th International

the MSC Symposium on the Transport of
Dangerous Goods - By Seaand Inland

Waters (ISTDG 14)

3 - 5 September 2001, Johannesburg,
South Africa

MEPC 47/19/1 Secretariat Applications for consultative Satus
and review of the guidelines

Outcome of C86
MEPC 47/INF.8 Sweden North Atlantic Right Whales

MEPC 47/INF.17 Secretariat The Marine Electronic Highway
Project

Interim Report on the
Implementation of the GEF/World
Bank/IMO PDF Block B Grarnt,
Devedopment of a Regiond Marine
Electronic Highway in the East
Asan Seas

20 Consderation of thereport of the Committee

**k*
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RESOLUTION MEPC.96(47)
Adopted on 8 March 2002

GUIDELINESFOR THE SAMPLING OF FUEL OIL FOR DETERMINATION OF
COMPLIANCE WITH ANNEX VI OF MARPOL 73/78

THE MARINE ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION COMMITTEE,

RECALLING Article 38(a) of the Convention on the Internationa Maritime Organizetion
concerning the functions of the Marine Environment Protection Committee (the Committee)
conferred upon it by internationa conventions for the prevention and control of marine pollution,

RECALLING ALSO that the Conference of Parties to the Internationa Convention for
the Prevention of Pollution from Ships, 1973, as modified by the Protocol of 1978 reating
thereto (MARPOL 73/78), held in September 1997, adopted the Protocol of 1997 to amend
MARPOL 73/78 with anew Annex VI on the Prevention of Air Pollution from Ships,

NOTING that regulation 18(6) on fud oil qudity within Annex VI of MARPOL 73/78
requires that the bunker delivery note shal be accompanied by a representative sample of the fue
oil ddivered taking into account guiddines to be developed by the Organization,

BEING AWARE that this requirement cannot be enforced before the entry into force of
the Protocol of 1997,

BEING AWARE ALSO that relevant Guidelines have to be developed before the entry
into force of the Protocol of 1997 in preparaion for the implementation of Annex VI of
MARPOL 73/78,

HAVING CONSIDERED the draft Guiddines prepared by the Sub-Committee on Ship
Desgn and Equipment at its forty-fourth sesson,

1 ADOPTS the Guiddines for the sampling of fud oil for determination of compliance
with Annex VI of MARPOL 73/78, as st out in the Annex to this resolution;

2 INVITES Governments to apply the Guiddines from the date of entry into force of the
Protocol of 1997.
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ANNEX
GUIDELINESFOR THE SAMPLING OF FUEL OIL FOR DETERMINATION OF
COMPLIANCE WITH ANNEX VI OF MARPOL 73/78

TABLE OF CONTENTS
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Introduction

Definitions

Sampling methods

Sampling and sample integrity
Sampling location

Retained Sample handling
Sedling of the Retained Sample
Retained Sample storage
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1 Preface

The primary objective of these Guiddines is to edablish an agreed method to obtain a
representative sample of the fudl oil for combustion purposes delivered for use on board ships.

2 Introduction

The basis for these Guiddlines is regulation 18(3) of Annex VI to MARPOL 73/78, which
provides that for each ship subject to regulations 5 and 6 of that Annex, detals of fud oil for
combustion purposes delivered to, and used on board the ship, shal be recorded by means of a
bunker ddivery note which shdl contain a least the information specified in gopendix V to that
Annex. In accordance with regulation 18(6) of Annex VI, the bunker ddivery note shdl be
accompanied by a representative sample of the fud oil ddivered. This sample is to be used
solely for determination of compliance with Annex VI of MARPOL 73/78.
3 Definitions

For the purpose of these Guiddines:
3.1  Supplier’s representative is the individud from the bunker tanker who is responsble for
the delivery and documentation or, in the case of deliveries direct from the shore to the ship, the
person who is responsible for the delivery and documentation.

3.2  Ship's representative is the ship's mager or officer in charge who is responsible for
receiving bunkers and documentation.

3.3 Representative sample is a product specimen having its physcd and chemicd
characterigtics identica to the average characteristics of the total volume being sampled.

34  Primary sample is the representative sample of the fud deivered to the ship collected
throughout the bunkering period obtained by the sampling equipment postioned a the bunker
manifold of the recaiving ship.

35 Retained sample is the representative sample in accordance with regulation 18(6) of
Annex VI to MARPOL 73/78, of the fud ddivered to the ship derived from the primary sample.

4 Sampling methods
The primary sample should be obtained by one of the following methods:
A manua vave- setting continuous-drip sampler; or
2 time-proportiona automatic sampler; or
3 flow-proportional automatic sampler.

4.2  Sampling equipment should be used in accordance with manufecturer’s ingructions, or
guidelines, as appropriate.
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5 Sampling and sampleintegrity

51 A means should be provided to sed the sampling equipment throughout the period of
supply.

5.2  Attention should be given to:
i the form of set up of the sampler;
2 the form of the primary sample container;

3 the cleanliness and dryness of the sampler and the primary sample container prior
to use;

4 the setting of the means used to control the flow to the primary sample container;
and

5 the method to be used to secure the sample from tampering or contamination
during the bunker operation.

5.3  The primary sample receiving container should be attached to the sampling equipment and
seded 0 as to prevent tampering or contamination of the sample throughout the bunker delivery

period.
6 Sampling location

For the purpose of these Guidelines a sample of the fuel delivered to the ship should be
obtaned a the recaiving ship's jnlet bunker manifold and should be drawn continuoudy
throughout the bunker ddlivery period.
7 Retained sample handling
7.1  Theretained sample container should be clean and dry.

7.2  Immediady prior to filling the retaned sample container, the primary sample quantity
should be thoroughly agitated to ensure thet it is homogenous.

7.3  The retaned sample should be of sufficient quantity to perform the tests required but
should not be less than 400 ml. The container should be filled to 90% + 5% capacity and sealed.

8 Sealing of the retained sample

8.1 Immediatedy following collection of the retained sample, a tamper proof security sed with
a unique means of identification should be inddled by the supplier’s representative in the
presence of the ship's representative. A labd containing the following information should be
secured to the retained sample container:

" The phrase “be drawn continuously throughout the bunker delivery period” in paragraph 6 of the Guidelines should
be taken to mean continuous collection of drip sample throughout the delivery of bunker fuel covering each bunker
delivery note. In case of receiving an amount of bunker fuel necessitating two or more delivery notes, the sampling
work may be temporarily stopped to change sample bags and bottles and then resumed as necessary.
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A location at which, and the method by which, the sample was drawn;
2 date of commencement of ddivery;,
3 name of bunker tanker/bunker installation;
4 name and IMO number of the receiving ship;
5 sgnatures and names of the supplier’ s representative and the ship's representative;

6 details of sedl identification; and
v bunker grade.

8.2 To fadlitate cross-reference details of the sed, identification may aso be recorded on the
bunker delivery note.

9 Retained sample storage

9.1 The retaned sample should be kept in a safe Sorage locetion, outsde the ship's
accommodation, where personnd would not be exposed to vapours which may be released from
the sample. Care should be exercised when entering a sample storage location.

9.2  The retained sample should be stored in a sheltered location where it will not be subject to
elevated temperatures, preferably at a cool/ambient temperature, and where it will not be exposed
to direct sunlight.

9.3  Pursuant to regulation 18(6) of Annex VI of MARPOL 73/78, the retained sample should
be retained under the ship's control until the fue oil is subgtantidly consumed, but in any case
for aperiod of not less than 12 months from the time of ddivery.

94  The ship's master should develop and maintan a sysem to keep track of the retained
samples.

*k*
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ANNEX 3
PROPOSED AMENDMENTSTO THE
CONDITION ASSESSMENT SCHEME
1 The following new paragraph is added after the existing paragraph 6.2.2.13:

“6.2.3 The Survey Plan shdl be developed using the Modd Survey Ran for CAS set out
in Appendix 3.”

2 The following text is added after the existing paragraph 6.3.2:
“6.4  Conduct of CAS Surveys
6.4.1 The conditions for CAS Survey, the conditions and method of access to the
dructures, the equipment for CAS Survey and the communication arangements
implemented during the CAS Survey shdl meet the Mandatory Requirements for the Safe
Conduct of CAS Surveys set out in Appendix 4.

3 In Table 7.2.2, the note, a the end of the entry “A minimum of 30% of al web frames
and rings, in each remaining cargo wing tank” isreplaced by “(seenote 1 and 3)”.

4 In Teble 722 a the end of the entry “A minimum of 30% of deck and bottom
transverses, including adjacent structurd members, in each cargo centre tank” the following text
is added “(see note 3)”.

5 In Table 7.2.2, a the bottom of the table, after the existing Note 2 the following new note
isadded:

“3 The 30 % shdl be rounded up to the next whole integer.”

6 Thefollowing new Appendices are added after the existing Appendix 2:
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“APPENDIX 3

Model Survey Plan for CAS

Badgic Information and Particulars

Name of Ship:

IMO Number:

Flag State:

Port of Regidry:

Gross Tonnage:

Deadweight (metric tonnes):

Length Between Perpendiculars (m):

Breadth (m):

Depth (m):

Summer load line draught (m):

Builder:

Hull Number:

Recognised Organisation (RO):
RO Identity:

Class Notation:

Date of ddivery:

Category of Ship (1 or 2):

Date for compliance with Regulation 13F:

Company:

Thickness Measurement Firm:

1 Preamble

11  Scope

1.1.1 The present CAS Survey Plan covers the minimum extent of overal surveys, close-up
surveys, thickness measurements and pressure testing within the cargo area, bdlast tanks,
including fore and aft pesk tanks, required by the CAS adopted by resolution MEPC.94(46) [as
amended by resolution MEPC.. .(.....)] for this ship.

1.1.2 The practica aspects of any part of the CAS survey shall be acceptable to the attending
surveyor (S).

1.2 Documentation

Paragraph 6.2.1 of the CAS requires al documents used in the development of the CAS survey
plan to be available onboard during the CAS survey.
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2 Arrangement of Tanks

This section of the Plan shdl provide information (either in the form of plans or text) on the
arrangement of tanks that fall within the scope of the CAS survey.

3 Lig of tanks with information on their use, extent of coatings and corroson
protection system

This section of the Plan shdl indicate any changes relaing to (and shdl update) the information
on the use of the tanks of the ship, the extent of coatings and the corrosion protective system
provided in the Survey Planning Questionnaire.

4 Conditions for survey (eg. information regarding tank cleaning, gas freeing,
ventilation, lighting etc.)

This section of the Plan shdl indicate any changes rdating to (and shdl update) the information
on the conditions for survey provided in the Survey Planning Questionnaire.

5 Provisions and method of accessto structures

This section of the Plan shdl indicate any changes relating to (and shdl update) the information
on the provisons and methods of access to dructures provided in the Survey Panning
Questionnaire.

The Mandatory Requirements for the Safe Conduct of CAS Surveys are contained in Appendix 3
to thisPlan.

6 List of equipment for survey (to be provided by the Company and supplemented by the Recognised

Organisation, as necessary)

This section of the Plan shdl identify and lig the equipment that will be made avalable for
carrying out the CAS survey and the required thickness measurements.

7 Survey requirements

7.1  Overall survey

The CAS requirements

Paragreph 7.2.1 (and 5.2) of the CAS require that the hull structures in way of cargo tanks, pump

rooms, cofferdams, pipe tunnds, void spaces within the cargo area and dl bdlast tanks shdl
undergo an overdl survey.
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The Plan

This section of the Plan shdl identify and ligt the spaces that shdl undergo an overdl survey for
this ship.

7.2  Closeup survey
The CAS requirements

Paragreph 7.2.2 (and Table 7.2.2) of the CAS date the hull structures that shall undergo a close
up survey. These are;

Close up survey requirements
All web framerings, in al ballast tanks (see note 1)
All web framerings, in acargo wing tank, (see note 1)
A minimum of 30% of all web framerings, in each remaining cargo wing tank (see notes 1 and 3)
All transverse bulkheads, in all cargo and ballast tanks (see note 2)

A minimum of 30% of the deck and bottom transverses, including adjacent structural members, in each cargo
centre tank (see note 3)

Additional complete transverse web frame rings or deck and bottom transverse including adjacent structural
members as considered necessary by the surveyor

Notes:

1 Complete transverse web frame ring including adjacent structural member.

2 Complete transverse bulkhead, including girder and stiffener systems and adjacent members
3 The 30 % shall be rounded up to the next wholeinteger.

In addition paragraphs 7.2.3 and 7.2.4 of the CAS provide further guidance as far as the extent
and scope of the close up survey.

The Plan

This section of the Plan shdl identify and ligt, usng paragreph 7.2.2 (and Table 7.2.2) of the
CAS, the hull structures that shdl undergo a close up survey for thisship. In particular it shdl:

A identify the cargo wing tank in which dl web frame rings will undergo dose up
survey and indicate the number of web frame rings involved;

2 identify the remaining cargo wing tanks in which a minimum of 30% of the web
frame rings will undergo a close up survey and indicate, for each tank, the number
of web framerings involved; and

3 identify the cargo centre tanks in which a minimum of 30% of the deck and
bottom transverses, including adjacent Structurd members, in each cargo centre
tank will undergo close up survey and indicate, for each tank, the number of the
deck and bottom transverses, including adjacent structural members, involved.
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8 | dentifications of tanksfor tank testing

The CAS requirements

Paragraph 6.2.2.9 of the CAS dates that the tank testing shal be as per annex 3 of Annex B of
resolution A.744(18) as amended.

ThePan
This section of the Plan shdl identify and lig the tanks that shdl undergo tank testing for this
ship.

9 | dentification of areas and sections for thickness measur ements

The CAS requirements

Paragraph 7.3.3 (and Table 7.3.3) of the CAS specify the minimum requirements for thickness
measurements for CAS survey. These are asfollows:

Thickness measurement requirements

1. Withinthecargo area:
.1 Eachdeck plate
.2 Threetransverse sections
.3 Each bottom plate

2. Measurements of structural members subject to close-up survey according to the table above (for close
up survey), for general assessment and recording of corrosion pattern.

Suspect areas.

Selected wind and water strakes outside the cargo area.

All wind and water strakes within the cargo area.

Internal structurein the fore and aft peak tanks.

All exposed main deck plates outside the cargo areaand all exposed first tier superstructure deck plates.

N|o|ga|hd|w

Guidance Notes:

1 The attending surveyor may increase the extent of thickness measurements as deemed necessary (see paragraph 7.3.5 of
the CAS).

2 Transverse sections for thickness measurements shall be chosen where the largest material reductions are expected to
occur or are revealed from deck plating measurements (see section 7.3.8 of the CAS).

3 Where substantial corrosion is found, the extent of thickness measurements shall be hcreased accordingly (see
paragraph 7.3.4 of the CAS).

In addition paragraphs 7.34 to 7.3.8 of the CAS provide further guidance on the extent and
increase of the thickness measurements to be taken.

The Plan

This section of the Plan shdl identify and lig, usng paragraph 7.3.3 (and Table 7.3.3) of the
CAS, the areas and sections where thickness measurements shall be taken.
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10 Hull Materials (to be specified by the Recognised Organisation)
This section of the Plan shdl identify, usng a forma dmilar to that of the table below, the

materids used in the hull dructures that fdl within the scope of the CAS for the purpose of
providing a concise reference.

L ocation Plating Longitudinalsand Longitudinal TransverseGirders/

Stiffeners Girders/ Stringers Web Frames/

Stringers/
Floors

Deck

Bottom

Inner bottom

Side shell

Longitudinal bulkhead

Transverse bulkheads

Fore Peak

Aft Peak

Guidance Notes:

1 Materia gradeisMild Steel (MS) where not shown otherwise.

2 Materia grade HTSindicates High Tensile Steel; SSindicates Stainless Steel; and CSindicates Clad Stedl.
3 Incaseof repairs material, grade, type and the extent shall be verified from drawings.

11 Minimum thickness of hull structures(to be specified by the Recognised Organisation)

This section of the Plan shdl specify the minimum thickness for hull gructures of this ship that
are subject to the CAS (indicate elther (a) or [preferably] (b), if such information are available):

@ O Determined from the atached wastage alowance table and the origind thickness
according to the hull structure plans of the ship;

() [ Given in the following table(s)

Substantial
Original Minimum Corrosion
Areaor Location Thickness Thickness Thickness
(mm) (mm) (mm)
Deck
Plating

Longitudinals

Longitudinal girders

Bottom

Plating

Longitudinals

Longitudinal girders

Ship side

Plating

Longitudinals

Longitudinal girders

"* The wastage allowance tables shall be attached to the CAS Survey Plan.
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L ongitudinal bulkhead

Plating

Longitudinals

Longitudinal girders

Inner bottom

Plating

Longitudinals

Longitudinal girders

Transver se bulkheads

Plating

Stiffeners

Transver seweb frames, floorsand stringers

Plating

Flanges

Stiffeners

Crossties

Flanges

Webs

12 Thickness Measurement (TM) Firm

This section of the Plan shdl identify changes if any, rdaing to the information on the

Thickness Measurement (TM) Firm provided in the Survey Planning Questionnaire,

13 Damage experiencerelated to the ship

This section of the Plan shdl, using the tables provided below, provide detals of the hull
damages for a least the last three years in way of the cargo and balast tanks areas and void
gpaces within the cargo area. These damages are subject to CAS survey.

Hull damages sorted by location for this ship
(to be provided by the Company and supplemented by the Recognised Organisation, as necessary)

Tank Number
or Area

Possible cause,
if known

Description of
the damages

L ocation

Repair

Date of repair
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Hull damages for aster or amilar ships (if available) in the case of design rdlated damage
(to be provided by the Company and supplemented by the Recognised Organisation, as necessary)

Tank Number Possiblecause | Description of L ocation Repair Date of repair
or Area if known the damages

14 Areas identified with substantial corroson from previous surveys (to be provided by the
Recognised Organisation)

This section of the Plan shdl identify and ligt the areas of substantid corroson from previous
surveys.
15 Critical structural areas and susped areas (to be provided by Company and supplemented by

the Recognised Organisation, as necessary)

This section of the Plan shdl identify and ligt the criticd structural aress the suspected aress,
when such information is available.

16 Other relevant coomments and information (to be provided by the Company and supplemented
by the Recognised Organisation)

This section of the Plan shadl provide any other rdevant, to the CAS survey, comments and
information.

Appendices

Appendix 1 - Ligt of Plans

Paragraph 6.2.2.2 of CAS requires that main structura plans of cargo and bdlast tanks (scantling
drawings), including information on regarding use of high tendle sted (HTS) to be provided.

This Appendix of the Plan shdl identify and lig the main structurd plans which form part of the
Plan and which are attached to the Plan.
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Appendix 2 - Survey Planning Questionnaire

The Survey Planning Questionnaire, which has been submitted by the Company, shdl be
appended to the Plan.

Appendix 3—Mandatory Requirementsfor the Safe Conduct of CAS Surveys

The Mandatory Requirement for the Safe Conduct of CAS Surveys, which is contained in
Appendix 4 shal be appended to the Plan.

Appendix 4 - CAS Schedule

The CAS Schedule, which is contained in Annex 3 to MEPC/Circular [...... ] shdl be appended
to the Plan.

Appendix 5 - Other documentation

This part of the Plan shdl identify and list any other documentation that forms part of the Plan.

Prepared on behalf of the Company by ...,

1D 7= {4

(name and signature of authorised representative)

Reviewed by the Recognized Organization for compliance with paragraph 6.2.2 of the CAS.

Date ..o

(name and signature of authorised representative)
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APPENDIX 4
Mandatory Requirementsfor the Safe Conduct of CAS Surveys
1 General

1.1  The present mandatory requirements have been developed for the safe conduct of CAS
Surveys. Although the mandatory requirements make explicit reference to the CAS survey and to
attending surveyor(s) it shdl be used dso in connection with any thickness measurement work
required by the CAS.

2 Conditionsfor survey
21  TheCompany shal provide the necessary facilities for a safe conduct of the CAS survey.

2.2 In cases where the provisons of safety and required access are judged by the atending
surveyor(s) not to be adequate, the CAS survey of the spaces involved shall not proceed.

2.3 In order to enable the attending surveyor(s) to carry out the CAS survey provisons, for
proper and safe access, shdl be agreed between Company and Recognised Organisation.

24  Ddailsof the means of access are provided in the Survey Planning Questionnaire.

25  Tanks and spaces shdl be safe for access. Tanks and spaces shall be gas free and shal
be ventilated. Prior to entering a tank, void or enclosed space, it shal be verified that the
amosphere in the tank is free from hazardous gas and contains sufficient oxygen.

26  Tanks and spaces shdl be aufficiently clean and free from water, scae, dirt, oil residues,
corroson scde, sediments etc., to revea dgnificant corroson, deformation, fractures, damages
or other structura deterioration as well as the condition of the coating. In particular this applies
to areas that are subject to thickness measurement.

2.7  Suffident illumination shal be provided to reved dgnificant corroson, deformation,
fractures, damages or other structurd deterioration as well as the condition of the coeating.

2.8 Where soft coatings have been agpplied, safe access shal be provided for the attending
surveyor(s) to verify the effectiveness of the coating and to cary out an assessment of the
conditions of interna dructures, which may include spot remova of the coding. When safe
access cannot be provided, the soft coating shdl be removed.

2.9  The atending surveyor(s) shdl dways be accompanied by a least one responsible person
assigned by the Company experienced in tank and enclosed spaces inspection.

In addition a backup team of a least two experienced persons shdl be Sationed at the hatch
opening of the tank or space that is being surveyed. The back-up team shal continuoudy observe
the work in the tank or space and shall keep lifesaving and evacuation equipment ready for use.

" Reference is made to chapter 10 of the International Safety Guide for Oil Tankers and Terminals (ISGOTT) - Entry
into and working in enclosed spaces.
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3 Accessto structures

31 For oveadl survey, means shal be provided to enable the atending surveyor(s) to
examine the sructure in a safe and practical way.

3.2  For close-up survey, one or more of the following means for access, acceptable to the
attending surveyor(s), shal be provided:

- permanent staging and passages through structures
- temporary staging and passages through structures
- lifts and movegble platforms

- rafts or boats

- other equivaent means.

3.3  Surveys of tanks or spaces by means of rafts or boats may only be undertaken with the
agreement of the attending surveyor(s), who shdl take into account the safety arrangements
provided, including weether forecasting and ship response in reasonable sea conditions.

34  When rdfts or boats will be used for close up survey the following conditions shdl be
observed:

A only rough duty, inflatable rafts or boas having satisfactory resdua buoyancy
and gtability even if one chamber is ruptured, shdl be used;

2 the boat or raft shall be tethered to the access ladder and an additiona person shal
be stationed down the access ladder with a clear view of the boat or raft;

3 appropriate lifgjackets shdl be available for dl participants;

4 the surface of water in the tank shdl be cam (under dl foreseegble conditions the
expected rise of water within the tank shal not exceed 0.25 m) and the water level
gther gationary or faling. On no account shal the leve of the waer be risng
while the boat or raftisin use;

5 the tank or space must contain clean balast water only. Even a thin sheen of oil on
the water is not acceptable;

.6 a no time shdl the water level be dlowed to be within 1 m of the deegpest under
deck web face flat so that the survey team is not isolated from a direct escape
route to the tank hatch. Filling to levels above the deck transverses shdl only be
contemplated if a deck access manhole is fitted and open in the bay being
examined, so that an escape route for the survey party isavailable at dl times,

v if the tanks (or spaces) are connected by a common venting system, or Inert Gas
system, the tank in which the boat or raft is to be used shdl be isolated to prevent
atrangfer of gas from other tanks (or spaces).

3.5 In addition to the above rafts or boats done may be dlowed for inspection of the under
deck areas for tanks or spaces, if the depth of the webs are 1.5 m or less.

I\MEPC\4\20.DOC



MEPC 47/20
ANNEX 3

Page 12

3.6  If the depth of the websis morethan 1.5 m, rafts or boats alone may be dlowed only:

A when the coating of the under deck dructure is in GOOD condition and there no
evidence of wastage; or

2 if a permanent means of access is provided in each bay to dlow safe entry and
exit. This means of access is to be direct from the deck via a verticd ladder and a
smdll platform shal be fitted approximately 2 m below the deck.

If neither of the above conditions are met then saging shal be provided for the survey of the
under deck area.

4 Equipment for survey

4.1  Thickness measurement shal normdly be caried out by means of ultrasonic test
equipment. The accuracy of the equipment shdl be proven to the atending surveyor(s) as
required.

4.2  One or more of the following fracture detection procedures may be required if deemed
necessary by the attending surveyor(s):

- radiographic equipment

- ultrasonic equipment

- magnetic particle equipment
- dye penetrant

- other equivaent means.

4.3  Exploameter, oxygen-meter, breathing apparatus, lifdines, riding bets with rope and
hook and whistles together with indructions and guidance on their use shdl be made avalable
during the CAS survey. A safety check-list shdl be provided.

4.4  Adeguate and safe lighting shdl be provided for the safe and efficient conduct of the CAS
urvey.

45  Adeguate protective clothing shal be made available and used (eg. safety helmet, gloves,
safety shoes, etc) during the CAS survey.

5 Meetings and Communication Arrangements
51  The edtablishment of proper preparation and the close co-operation between the attending
surveyor(s) and the Company’s representatives onboard prior to and during the CAS survey are

an essentid part in the safe and efficient conduct of the CAS survey. During the CAS survey on
board safety meetings shdl be held regularly.
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52  Prior to commencement of the CAS survey a survey meeting shdl be hed between the
attending surveyor(s), the Company’s representative(s) in attendance, the TM Firm Operator (as
goplicable) and the Magter of the ship for the purpose to ascertain that dl the arrangements
envisaged in the Survey Plan are in place, S0 as to ensure the safe and efficient conduct of the
survey work to be carried ouit.

5.3  Thefadlowingisanindicaivelig of itemsthat shal be addressed in the mesting:

A schedule of the vessd (i.e. the voyage, docking and undocking manoeuvres,
periods alongside, cargo and ballast operations etc.);

2 provisons and arangements for thickness measurements (i.e. access, cleaning/de-
scding, illumination, ventilation, persond safety);

3 extent of the thickness measurements;
4 acceptance criteria (refer to the list of minimum thicknesses);

5 extent of cdose up survey and thickness measurement congdering the codting
condition and suspect areas/areas of substantial corrosion;

.6 execution of thickness measurements;

v taking representetive readings in generd and where uneven corroson/pitting is
found,

8 mapping of areas of substantia corrosion;

9 communication between atending surveyor(s), the TM operator(s) and Company
representative(s) concerning findings.

54 A communication sysem shdl be arranged between the survey party in the tank or space
being examined, the respongible officer on deck and, as the case may be, the navigation bridge.
This sygsem shdl dso indude the personnd in charge of handling the bdlast pump(s) if rafts or
boats are used. The communication arangements shal be maintained throughout the CAS
urvey.”

* k%
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RESOLUTION MEPC.97(47)
adopted on 8 Mar ch 2002

IDENTIFICATION OF THE SEA AREA AROUND MALPELO ISLAND
ASA PARTICULARLY SENSITIVE SEA AREA

THE MARINE ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION COMMITTEE,

BEING AWARE of the ecologicd vdue of the sea area around Mdpelo Idand, as wdll as
the tourist and fishing activitiesin the aregq,

NOTING that article 211(6) of the 1982 United Nations Convention on the Law of the
Sea is further evidence of the will of States to co-operate in defining vulnerable marine aress
requiring ahigher level of protection than that which generaly gpplies,

NOTING FURTHER that the Guiddines for Identificaion and Desgnation of
Paticularly Sendtive Sea Areas under resolution A.927(22) set out procedures for designation of
particularly sengitive sea areas and for adoption of measuresto be applied in such specia aress,

RECOGNIZING that the Sub-Committee on Navigdtion, a its forth-seventh session,
agreed to a proposa to establish an area to be avoided around Mapelo Idand for approva by the
Maritime Safety Committee a its seventy-fifth sesson,

RECOGNIZING ALSO the intention of Member Governments to co-operate with the
coastal State to determine measures to be gpplied in the proposed sea area as soon as possible,

HAVING CONSIDERED the proposa by Colombia to designate the sea area around
Mapdo Idand as a particularly senditive sea area,

HAVING AGREED that criteria for identification of a paticulaly sendtive sea area
provided in resolution A.927(22) are fulfilled for the sea area around Mapelo Idand,

IDENTIFES the sea area around Mdpelo Idand as defined in the Annex to this
resolution as a particularly senstive sea area.
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ANNEX

GEOGRAPHICAL DESCRIPTION OF THE PARTICULARLY
SENSITIVE SEA AROUND MALPELO ISLAND

With a view to avoiding the risk of serious damage to important sysems, to the environment,
and to the economy of the aea the aea bounded by a line connecting the following
geographicd points, is dedgnated as a Paticulaly Sendtive Sea aea. As a result, dl fishing
vessas and al other shipsin excess of 500 gross tonnage should avoid this area:

(Nautica reference charts INT 6105 “Gulf of Cupica to Bay of Buenaventura’ and INT 6000
“West Coast of Colombid’)

A 04°0448" N 81°43'18" W
B 04°04'48" N 81°2807" W
C 03°5209" N 81°2807" W
D 03°52'09" N 81°4318" W.

*k*
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RESOLUTION MEPC.98(47)
adopted on 8 March 2002

IDENTIFICATION OF THE SEA AREA AROUND THE FLORIDA KEYS
ASA PARTICULARLY SENSITIVE SEA AREA

THE MARINE ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION COMMITTEE,

BEING AWARE of the ecologicd, socid, economic, cultura, scientific and educationd
vaue of the sea areas around the Horida Keys, as well as the international shipping traffic and
activitiesinthe areg,

NOTING that article 211(6) of the 1982 United Nations Convention on the Law of the
Sea is further evidence of the will of States to co-operae in defining vulnerable marine aress
requiring ahigher level of protection than that which generaly gpplies,

NOTING FURTHER that the Guiddines for Identificaion and Dedgnation of
Paticularly Senstive Sea Areas adopted under resolution A.927(22) set out procedures for
desgnation of particularly sendtive sea areas and for adoption of measures to be applied in such
areas,

RECOGNIZING that the Sub-Committee on Navigdtion, a its forty-seventh session,
agreed with several associated routeing messures for the waters around the Horida Keys for
goprova by the Maritime Safety Committee at its seventy-fifth sesson,

RECOGNIZING ALSO the intention of Member Governments to co-operate with the
coastal State to determine measures to be applied in the proposed sea area as soon as possible,

HAVING CONSIDERED the proposa from the United States to designate the sea area
around the Florida Keys as a particularly sensitive sea ares,

HAVING AGREED tha criteria for identification of a paticulaly sendtive sea area
provided in resolution A.927(22) are fulfilled for the sea area around the Horida Keys,

IDENTIFIES the sea area around the Florida Keys as defined in the Annex to this
resolution as a particularly senditive sea area.
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ANNEX

GEOGRAPHICAL DESCRIPTION OF THE PARTICULARLY SENSITIVE
SEA AREA AROUND THE FLORIDA KEYS

In order to avoid the risk of pollution and damage to this unique, fragile, and pristine
cora reef ecosystem, mariners should exercise extreme care when navigating in the area bounded
by a line connecting the following geographicd postions which is desgnated as a Particularly
Sensitive Sea Area:

(Reference chart: United States 11013, 1998 edition. Note: This chart is based on North

American 1983 Datum.)
(@) 25°36'.85N  080°18'.50W (16) 24°22'.30N  081°43.17W
2 25°36'.08N  080°13'.08W (17) 24°23'.00N  081°53.50W
(3) 25°40'.27N  080°12'.05W (18) 24°23'.00N  082°03.50W
4 25°40'.30N  080°10.74W (19) 24°23'42N  082°20'.52W
(5) 25°39'.11IN  080°08'.98W (20) 24°22'.00N  082°48'.00W
(6) 25°38'.81N  080°08'.03W (21) 24°18'.00N  083°05'.00W
(7 25°38'. 77N 080°06'.87W (22) 24°18'.00N  083°09'.00W
(8) 25°39'. 70N 080°06'.85W (23) 24°33.00N  083°09.00W
9) 25°45'.00N  080°06'.10W (24) 24°37'.00N  083°06'.00W
(10) 25°38.70N  080°02'.70W (25) 24°46'.00N  083°06'.00W
(11) 25°22'.00N  080°03'.00W (26) 24°46'.00N  082°54'.00W
(12) 25°06.38N  080°10'.48W (27) 24°45'.80N  082°48'.00W
(13) 24°56'.37N  080°19'.26W (28) 24°44'00N  081°55'.00W
(14) 24°37'.90N  080°47'.30W (29) 24°51'.00N  081°26'.00W
(15) 24°29'20N  081°17'.30W (30) 24°55'.00N  080°56'.00W

(31) From the point of 24°55.00N 080°%6'.00W, the boundary then follows the boundary of
Everglades Nationa Park in a southerly then northeasterly direction through Florida Bay
and Buttonwood Sound. (The precise boundary coordinates for this area is going through a
process for technicd verification; however, internaiond shipping is not likey to navigae
inthis area due to water depths.)

*k*
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PROPOSED REPLACEMENT TEXT FOR THE ANNEX TO THE

1973 INTERVENTION PROTOCOL

List of Substances Subject to the 1973 I nter vention Protocol in accordance with

paragraph 2(a) of articlel

1 Any of the following products are subject to the Intervention Protocol if they are ether
carried on board a ship as cargo or are residues of such products previoudy carried in bulk:

i

Oils as defined in Annex | to the Internationad Convention for the Prevention of
Pollution from Ships, 1973, as modified by the Protocol of 1978 reating thereto,
as amended, including those ligted in Appendix | with the exception of crude all,
fud oil, diesd oil and lubricating oil which are covered by the 1969 Intervention
Convention;

Noxious Liquid Substances carried in bulk as defined in Annex 1l to the
International Convention for the Prevention of Pollution from Ships, 1973, as
modified by the Protocol of 1978 relating thereto, as amended, and identified as:

A Pollution Category A or B, including those products identified, as such, in:

i Chepters 17 of the Internationa Bulk Chemica Code (IBC Code);
or

2 Ligss 1 to 4 of MEPC.2/Circulars, issued on an annud bass in
December;

2 those products listed in the composte liss of GESAMP Hazard Profiles,
issued periodicdly as BLG Circulars, with ether:

A a‘? incolumn B and ‘XX’ in column E; or
2 ‘XXX in column E;

Harmful substances in packaged form as defined in Annex Il to the
International  Convention for the Prevention of Pollution from Ships, 1973, as
modified by the Protocol of 1978 relaing thereto, as amended, and which have
been identified as Severe Maine Pollutants (PP) in the Internationa Maritime
Dangerous Goods Code (IMDG Code) or which meet the criteria for such as
defined in the IMDG Code;

Radioactive materials, which are transported in type B or type C packages, or as
fisdle materids, or under specid arrangements, as covered by the provisons of
schedules 10 to 14 of class 7 of the IMDG Code;
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5 Liquefied gases carried in bulk which are liged in chapter 19 of the
International Code for the Congruction and Equipment of ships carrying liquefied
Gases in bulk, 1983, as amended, (IGC Code) and the products for which
prdiminay auitéble conditions for the cariage have been prescribed by the
Adminigration and port adminidrations involved in accordance  with
paragraph 1.1.6 of the Code.

*k*
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ANNEX 7

INSTRUCTIONSTO THE SUB-COMMITTEES

DE Sub-Committee

1 Include the new item of protection of pump rooms and access to shore-based computer
programmes in its work programme with a target completion date in two sessons
(MEPC 47/18/1 and MEPC 47/18/3).

2 Congder document MEPC 47/10/4 for appropriate expanson of resolution MEPC.60(33)
to include awhole bilge water treatment system with an extended target completion date to 2003.

3 Provide input to the rdevant chepters of the draft IMO Guiddines on Ship Recycling
(MEPC 47/WP.13 and its Add.1l) to the Correspondence Group on Ship Recyding in the
intervening period and to MEPC 48 for findization at MEPC 49.

BL G Sub-Committee

1 Congder the proposed amendments to Unified Interpretation 2A.1.4 and 2A.1.6 relating
to the tripartite agreements on NL S categorization (MEPC 47/6/4) at BLG 7.

2 Contribute to the new item for the DE Sub-Committee in deding with protection of pump
rooms and access to shore-based computer programmes.

3 Provide input to the rdevant chapters of the draft IMO Guiddines on Ship Recycling
(MEPC 47/WP.13 and its Add.l) to the Correspondence Group on Ship Recycling in the
intervening period and to MEPC 48 for finaization a MEPC 49.

FS Sub-Committee

1 Develop Guiddines for Brief Sampling of Ships Anti-fouling Systems and Guiddines for
Inspection of Ships Anti-fouling Sysems usng the information provided in the documents
MEPC 47/7/1 and MEPC 47/INF.16, in addition to the Guiddines on Surveys of Anti-fouling
Systems it has dready been tasked to develop. The Sub-Committee was requested to findize
these Guiddines as a maiter of urgency, giving priority to the deveopment of the Guiddines on
Surveys of Anti-fouling Systems in order that the latter should be finalized by the end of 2002.

2 Provide input to the reevant chapters of the draft IMO Guiddines on Ship Recyding
(MEPC 47/WP.13 and its Add.l) to the Correspondence Group on Ship Recycling in the
intervening period and to MEPC 48 for findization a¢ MEPC 49.

* k%
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SUBSTANTIVE ITEMSTO BE INCLUDED IN THE AGENDAS
FOR MEPC 48, MEPC 49 AND MEPC 50

No ltem MEPC 48 MEPC 49 MEPC 50
' October 2002 July 2003 Mar ch 2004
1 | Implementation of the OPRC X X X
Convention and the OPRC-
HNS Protocol and relevant
Conference resolutions
2 Harmful aguatic organiamsin X X X
bdlast water (including follow-
up work to the Convention and
the Conference resolutions)
3 | Harmful anti-fouling systems X X
for ships (follow-up to the AFS
Convention and the Conference
resolutions)
4 | Congderation and adoption of X [X] [X]
amendments to mandatory
ingruments
5 | Recyding of ships X X [X]
6 I dentification and protection of
specia areas and PSSAs X X [X]
7 Inadequacy of reception X
fadlities
8 | Reportsof sub-committees X X X
9 | Work of other bodies X X X
10 | Statusof Conventions X X X
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No.

[tem

MEPC 48
October 2002

MEPC 49
July 2003

MEPC 50
Mar ch 2004

11

Prevention of ar pollution from
ships

IMO Strategy on greenhouse
gasses

Follow-up to the Conference,
including Conference
resolution 1

12

I nterpretation and amendments
of MARPOL 73/78 and related
ingruments

13

Follow-up to WSSD

14

Promotion of implementation
and enforcement of MARPOL
73/78 and rdlated instruments

15

Futurerole of forma safety
assessment and human dement
issues

[X]

[X]

16

Application of the Committees
Guiddines

17

Work programme of the
Committee and subsidiary
bodies

Structurd review of
ub-committees

Work programme for
2004/2005

Work plan up to 2010

18

Technical Co-operation
Programme

19

Any other business
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TERMS OF REFERENCE OF CORRESPONDENCE GROUPS AND
INTERSESSIONAL MEETINGS

A CORRESPONDENCE GROUPS
1 Recycling of Ships
- to develop draft IMO guidelines on ship recycling and report to MEPC 48.
2 Ballast Water M anagement
- to carry out a detalled comparative assessment of each of the proposed standards,
taking into account the various technologies that might be used to achieve these
dandards and dl other relevant factors and consderations with particular attention

to practicdity, biologica effectiveness (including pathogens), cost-benefit and the
timeframes within which the standards could practicaly be implemented; and

- to prepare a report with recommendations that will enable the Committee to
decide on the standards that should be included in the text of the Convention.

3 Greenhouse gas emissions from ships
- to collate any information received and prepare an IMO Strategy/Policy of GHG
emissons from ships and a draft Assembly resolution to that effect, teking into
account discussions at MEPC 47 and document MEPC 47/WP.7; and
- to submit areport to MEPC 48 with a draft Assembly resolution.
B INTERSESSIONAL M EETINGS

1 Ballast Water M anagement

- to further refine and integrate the text of the draft legd insrument developed at
MEPC 47, taking into account the work carried out by the Correspondence Group;

to develop guidelinesin support of the draft legd instrument; and
- to submit awritten report to MEPC 48.
2 OPRC Working Group

- to develop the Manua on Chemicd Pollution — Section 2 — Search and Recovery
of Packaged Goods Lost at Seg;

- to develop Guiddines for Bioremediation;
- to findize new basic course materia on OPRC;

- to review modd course materid on OPRC Levd 1.2 and 3 as wdl as the train the

traner materid.
* %%
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ANNEX 10

IDENTIFICATION AND PROTECTION OF SPECIAL AREASAND
PARTICULARLY SENSTIVE SEA AREAS

STATEMENT BY THE DELEGATION OF CUBA

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

In addition to its dgnificance for ecologicd, socio-economic and culturd reasons, the
Wider Caibbean is noteble as the world's firg region with Specid Area datus under
MARPOL 73/78 where a Particularly Senstive Sea Area (PSSA) has been designated, namely
the Sabana-Camagliey Archipdago, a diginction which will increese with the forthcoming two
new PSSA designations of Mapelo Idand and ForidaKeys.

That gStuation is linked to the issue of port reception facilities and developing countries
difficulties in esablishing them, a topic on which much progress has been made but without any
solution as yet being envissged. From a very ealy date, specificdly a the Committee's
seventeenth sesson held in the former IMO headquarters, this delegation pointed out on this very
matter, and | quote “Deveoping countries are faced with paticulaly difficult economic
problems in that port reception faciliies may be low in the lig of nationd priorities.  Severd
delegations pointed out that MEPC member countries and IMO's technical assistance programme
should continue to do everything possible to assist developing countries.”.

On that issue, the Caribbean countries had placed their hopes for a solution in the project
“Wider Caribbean Initigtive for Ship-generated Waste’, which was adopted a this forum in
October 1995 and on which IMO, as the executing agency, has peformed a sgnificant role.
However, as a solution to the maiter of reception facilities was being considered, the donor
financid organizations withdrew from the project.

This ddegation has dways recognized the laudable work carried out by IMO for the
developing countries with the am of improving ther maitime adminidraion infrastructures,
which, in view of the foregoing, is a mater that, in this delegation’s opinion, requires sustained
and effective assdance that will progressvely lead to the provison of essentid reception
facilities in the States of the Wider Caribbean.

With your consent, Mr. Chairman, we should gppreciae it if this text could be included in
the Committee’ s report.

In concluson, | have pleasure in informing the Committee that my country recently
deposited its instrument of accession to Annex V to MARPOL 73/78.

Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
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